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Mr. KYLE. On the 15th instant I submitted an amendent pro- 
osing to increase the allowance of salary of consul at Beirut 


rom $2,000 to $2,500 per annum, intended to be proposed by me 
to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill, and by mistake 
it was referred to the Committee on Commerce. I move that that 
committee be discharged from the further consideration of the 
amendment and that it be referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

The motion was agreed to. 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 


On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 

Ordered, That all pa concerning the bill for the relief of Mrs. Lucy 
Alexander Payne, w passed in a former Congress, be released by the Sec- 
retary of the Senate for return to Mrs. Payne. 


HON. HIRAM R. REVELS. 


Mr. HOAR submitted the following resolution; which, with the 
accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on Privi- 
leges and Elections: 

Resolved, That the Secre of the Senate be, and hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Hon. R. Revels, late a Senator the State 
of Mississippi, $4,847.05, due him as a Senator of the United States in the Forty- 


first Congress from the 4th of March, 1869, to the 23d of Fe 1870, to be 
paid from the miscellaneous items of ‘the contingent fund cg wok asst 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that upon 
Thursday, Feb: 22, immediately after the reading of Wash- 
ington’s Farewell Address by the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER], I shall ask the Chair to lay before the Senate resolu- 
tion 107, declaring that the Hon. MATTHEW S. Quay is not en- 
titled to take a seat in this body as a Senator from the State of 
Pennsylvania, that being a question of privilege under the rules 
of the Senate, 

SNAKE RIVER BRIDGE IN ALASKA. 

Mr. TURNER. I ask unanimous consent to call up and put on 
its the bill (S. 3 authorizing the Cape Nome Trans- 
portation, Bridge, and Development Company, a corporation or- 
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of Washington 
and authorized to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to con- 
struct a traffic bridge across the Snake River, at Nome City, in 
the Territory of Alaska. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce, with an amendment on page 
3, line 24, after the word war,“ to insert: 

in said bridge which the Secre of Wa: 
z — be TADS 
by the owners thereof at their own expense. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

RAINY RIVER BRIDGE IN MINNESOTA. 

Mr. DAVIS. I ask unanimous consent that the Senate proceed 
to the consideration of the bill (8.1931) to provide for the erection 
of a bridge across Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between 
Rainy Lake and the mouth of Rainy River. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments, 

The first amendment was in section 1, page 2, line 10, after the 
word “expedient,” to strike out: 

Said bridge and approaches thereto shall be constructed for the use of all 
connecting railroads on either side of said river and on equal terms. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3, 2, line 23, to strike 
out across“ and insert ‘‘over;” in line 24, to strike out the words 
„between the piers on which the draws will rest of not less than 
80 feet” and insert of not less than 160 feet on one side of the 
pivot pier;” so as to read: 

That the said bridge shall have a draw or draws over the main channel of 
me Si rh a clear waterway of not less than 160 feet on one side of the 
pivo! i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was in section 3, page 3, line 4, after the 
word“ river,“ to strike out the following words: 

The bridge shall be located at or near a point on Rainy River that is known 
as Cathcarts Point,in the State of Minnesota, just below the confluence of 
the Baudette River with Rainy River. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 6, in the follow- 
ing words: 
CFF 
bridge to cause such aids to the passage of said bridge to be constructed, 

laced, and maintained at their own cost and expense in the form of booms, 
e and other water ate e e the PAEAS Si 
shall be specified in his order on their behalf. 
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And in lieu thereof to insert: 


That the draw or draws shall be opened promptly upon reasonable sos 
for the passage of boats, vessels, or other water craft; and at thetime of the 
erection of the piers, or whenever in the opinion of the Secretary of War the 
same may be rsons or corporations constructing, owning, or 


necessary, the pe 
operating said bridge shall, at their own expense, construct proper sheer 


booms or 
at K 8 Dropar it pect ho to safely guide boats, vessels, or other 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 7, page 6, line 2, before the 
word *‘ years,” to strike out the word ‘‘ three” and insert two; 
in line 8, after the word from,“ to strike out ‘the time” and in- 
sert ‘‘the date of approval of;“ in the same line, after the word 
“act,” to strike out takes effect;” in line 4, before the word 
“ years,” to strike out ‘‘six” and insert ‘‘four;” and in line 6 to 
strike out determine“ and insert be determined; ” so as toread: 

That if the actual construction of the bridge hereby authorized shall not 
be commenced wi two years from the date of approval of this act, and be 
completed within four years after the same date, then this act shall be void, 
and all rights hereby conferred shall cease and be determined. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ALLEGHENY VALLEY RAILWAY. 


Mr. BURROWS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right of 
way to the Allegheny Valley Railway Company through the ar- 
senal grounds at Pittsburg, Pa. It is a brief bill and wili give 
rise to no debate. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN OC. FITNAM. 


Mr. TELLER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension 
to John C. Fitnam. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Icallfortheregular order. If we goon with 
the Calendar fo pega every bill on the Calendar will be consid- 
ered without delay. 

Mr. ._ appeal to the Senator not to object to my re- 
quest. The bill I desire to have considered is a House pension 
Pill for a soldier who is in very bad condition, and a personal ac- 
quaintance of mine. I should like very much to have the bill 


Mr. COCKRELL. Very well. But this is the last personal 
request of any Senator that I shallyield to. If any Senator de- 
sires to take a bill up out of its order, he will have to take it up 
by motion and by a majority vote of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill named by the Senator from Colorado? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (H. R. 4698) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John C. Fitnam. It proposes to place on the 
pension roll the name of John C. Fitnam, late corporal in Com- 
pany K, One hundred and fifty-sixth Illinois Volunteers, and to 
pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF BILLS ON THE CALENDAR. 
Mr. COCKRELL, I call for the regular order, the Calendar, 


Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order, and the Secretary will state the first bill. 

Mr. STEWART. A number of bills were heretofore passed 
over without prejudice, and I do not know how we are ever to get 
at them unless when the Calendar is called we commence with 
those bills. I do not think it is fair that bills should be passed 
over without prejudice and then not come up at the next call, but 
that Senators should be put under the necessity of asking unani- 
mous consent or moving to take them up. I suggest that at all 
times bills which have been passed over without prejudice should 
come up for consideration. . 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that to be the rule. Where bills 
have been passed over without prejudice they always keep their 
place on the Calendar and do not go to the unobjected list. There 
is no object in passing over bills without prejudice unless that 
rule be followed. 

Mr. STEWART. That is not the course being pursued. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first bill in order on the Calendar, 

The bill (S. 157) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of 
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North Dakota, was announced as first in order, and the Senate, as 
in Committee of the Whole, resumed its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This bill was read yesterday, 
and, without further demand, will not be again read. 

Mr. RAWLINS. ILoffer the amendment which I send to the 
Secretary's desk, to be added to the bill as a new section. 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to the bill as a new sec- 
tion the following: 

SEC. 2. That the right is 5 to any State to locate and make 
selection of public lands within abandoned or other reservations in 
such State to satisfy the grants of land made there 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think that bill had better be passed over. 
It is a pretty important bill under that amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro Sanpere, The bill will go over, and the 
next bill on the Calendar will be stated. 

The bill (S. 779) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany Was announced as next in order. 

. STEWART. The clerks have commenced reading the bills 
where they were last left off when the Calendar was under con- 
sideration, and bills which have been passed over without po 
dice have not been read. If that course is to be continued, Ishall 
a 8 5 the necessity of entering an objection to every bill that 

up. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator defer that operation for a 
moment? 

Mr. STEWART. No; I shall commence now. I want to go 
back to the bills which have been passed over. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There has been always order and regularity 
in the Senate in the transaction of business; and when cases have 
heretofore gone over under the rule, they have been marked just 
as they are marked now; they have never been called when the 
Calendar is regularly under consideration, but they are subject to 
be called up at any time any Senator. They are not objected 
cases, but they are not called up in the regular order. The Sen- 
ator has the right to call W one of those cases when we are 
on the Calendar without vio that rule. If the Senator wants 
to undertake to object to ev else because he can not get 
one particular bill through, there are a great many other Senators 
who can iay the same game, and very successfully. 

Mr.S ART. Ido not do any more objecting than the Sen- 
ator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I do not think you can do as much. 

Mr. STEWART. And I do not want any special lecture from 
the Senator. I want to stand by the rule as it has been formerly 


adm 

Mr. WOLCOTT. As there seems to be some trouble in rela- 
tion to these matters, I shall move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, 

The PRESIDENT ae tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Colorado, that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. [Putting the question.] The 


t noes ” a to prevail, 
Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 


The and nays were not o; 
The PRESID protempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
. STEWART] ask consent for the present consideration of any 

1 on the Calendar? 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to have taken up the bill (S. 
795) for the relief of The William Cramp & Sons Ship and Engine 
Buildin Nr ob of Philadelphia, Pa. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Nevada, that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of the bill named by him, which was passed over 
without prejudice on a previous occasion? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 


as Bp 
2 COCKRELL. The next case on the Calendar, Mr. Presi- 
ent 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
next case on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. There seems to be some difficulty in doing busi- 
ness on the call of the Calendar, and I should like unanimous 
consent of the Senate for the consideration at this time of the 
Hawaiian bill, j 


AMERICAN NATIONAL RED CROSS, 


Mr. MONEY. Will the Senator from Ilinois allow me to ask 
unanimous consent for the consideration of a bill which has been 
recommended unanimously by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, it being the bill (S. 2931) to incorporate the American Na- 
tional Red Cross, and for other purposes? Everybody is familiar 
with that association, and every government in the world has 
ponen it a charter under the agreement made by the convention 
: vias at seg pe — rer much to haye the bill put upon 

8 e ator will permit me. 
b. CULLOM. I have no objection to the bill, 
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Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand that it is a bill concerning 
which the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] had some inter- 
est, and that he introduced a bill g the White Cross So- 
ciety. I remember my friend the Senator from Michigan [Mr. 
McMILLAN] also took some interest in the bill. Is this the bill 
reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia? 

. MONEY. Oh, no; it has no relation to that bill. It is an 
entirely different measure. This is a bill to incorporate the Amer- 
ican National Red Cross Association, and it has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Foreign Relations. Ido not sup- 
pose anybody in the world objects to its penne 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Mississippi 
asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bal 
AR by him. The bill will be read for information, subject to 
objection. 

Mr. MONEY. I desire, by instruction of the Committee on 


should Whe tos MOa An aA TA A aae hoe ee 
should like the read in their proper in the bill, 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair 8 that the 
Senator withhold the amendments until the bill is in Committee 
of the Whole. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I came in while the bill was 
being read. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of the bill 
8 me accompanying. bill or the bill regarding the White 

oss is 

Mr. MONEY. That is in committee. 

Mr. WARREN. I dislike to enter an objection, Mr. President, 
to the consideration of the bill, but in the absence of both of the 
Senators from Nebraska, who are interested in the other bill, and 
especially of the junior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN], who 
desires, as he has stated on the floor, to be present when these 
measures are considered, I suggest to the Senator in charge of the 
bill to let it go over for the day. It seems to me that unless there 
are some special reasons, it would be better, without prejudice, the 
bill having been read, thatit should go over until the Senator from 
Nebraska returns. 

Mr. MONEY. I hope the Senator will not object to the con- 
sideration of this bill use some other bill is not before us. 


This bill is a peculiar one. As Senators are aware, all the civi- 
lized nations in the world entered into a convention to ize 
the Red Cross ation. It knows no nation, no party. ery 


country represented in that convention of Geneva—and there 
were forty-three of them—has incorporated and ted this so- 
ciety a charter. This is a society which stands Ey itself, The 
White Cross,as I understand, does not ask or pretend to have any 
except a strictly national jurisdiction or association, and has no 
relation to this society at all. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it is unnecessary to go into an 
argument on this question. Iam not opposing the bill but there 
was an understanding at the time to which I have referred. The 
bill re ing the White Cross—which association, as the Senator 
says, does not desire anything of an international character—was 
reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia by the 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], and sent from the table to 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, so that the two bills could 
be considered and perhaps be discussed and of at the 
same time; or, at least, that the Senators from Nebraska should 
be present when they were finally considered. The Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart] will, I think, concur in this statement. 

Mr. MONEY. I say that I never before heard of any such 
understanding. My understanding was that the Committee on 
the District of Columbia desired to be discharged from the con- 
sideration of that bill. 

Mr. STEWART. I will state that I reported the bill, and the 
Senator from Nebraska . ALLEN] objected to it. Afterwards 
he consented that the should go over, with the suggestion on 
his part that he desired that the two bills should be reported to- 
gether, and that he wished to be present and have a hearing at 
that time. I did not think there would be any difficulty about 
that, but that it would be granted as a matter of course. I sup- 

that was the understanding; it may not have been the un- 
erstanding in the Senate, but it was the understanding I had. 

Mr. MONEY. This is the first I have heard of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President, if the Senator will permit 
me, it seems to me extraordinary that this matter should de- 
layed waiting for a report from a committee which has not yet 

made, As I understand, the White Cross bill is now un 
consideration by a committee of the Senate. 
. MONEY. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think this bill ought to be considered on 

its merits. It is the Red Cross bill, about which we all know 


Mr. CULLOM, If it does not too long interfere with the Ha- 
waiian bill, I shall not object. 


1900. 
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Mr. STEWART. My suggestion is that the bill be delayed un- 
til the Senator from Nebraska returns. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator will allow me, I desire myself to 
be absent for a month, and I wish to have this bill put through 
while I am here. Miss Barton has made a special request of me 
that I should have it passed. Everybody knows her work, and 
when I mention the name of that lady it is not only with ot 
but with reverence, for I myself have personally seen her work in 
foreign lands, in hospitals, and amidst other scenes of suffering 
and distress, and why this bill should be embarrassed because an- 
other one is not ready for consideration I can not understand. 
But if the Senator objects, I believe I have the right to make the 
motion that the bill shall be taken up for present consideration 
notwithstanding the objection, and I make that motion. 

Mr. STEWART. I shall not object. e 

Mr. MONEY. Very well. Iam glad the Senator will not. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest that it would not be very nice to 
consider the bill until the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 
returns. I shall not, however, object. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I think I ought to say that I 
have no objection to the bill, but I do not like to see rps le rope 
ance, on the one hand, of an unseemly competition in charity or, 
on the other, of a monopoly in charity. It does not seem to me 
that there is any necessity for the authorization of a charity 
“trust” nor for rushing the bill through roughshod in the absence 
of Senators who have asked as a matter of courtesy to be present 
when consideration was had, and particularly so when a bill has 
been reported and re-referredinarather unusual way from one com- 
mittee to another, with the explanation at the time that the sec- 
ond committee had a similar bill in charge and that they would 


probably consider and report both at the same time. 1 do not, 


owever, enter objection to the bill, because I am not opposed to it. 
ane DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask a ques- 
on 
Mr. WARREN, Certainly. 
Sore DANIEL, Is the Senator from Nebraska opposed to this 


Mr. WARREN. I do not think so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then what is the objection to the bill? 

Mr. WARREN. I do not object to the bill; but I object to the 
treatment accorded to the Senator from Nebraska. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? The Chair hears none, and the bill 
is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations 
with amendments. The first amendment was, on page 3, section 1, 
line 8, after the word “ politic,” to strike out in perpetuity;” so 
as to make the section read: 

Tha K Hubbell, of th 
column Sopher Bartan SE Aon Wark baana , e it 
Spencer 1 vey A. Adee, of the District of Columbia; Joseph Shel- 
don, of Connecticut; oorge O. Boldt, William T. Wardwell William B. How- 
jnd, Soun W Noble Si St. Mo, Richard O f Boston, Mass. 
‘Alexander W. Terrell, of Austin, Tex.: Lesl weet Tomes . & ent! 
man, of Charleston. S. C.; J. B. Venet, of New Orleans, La., and their asso- 
cla d are hereby created 


3 8 a body corporate and politic in the 
Mr. VEST. I call for the reading of the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, ə bill has been read in full, 


Tho PRESIDENT pro tempore, Ttis tty long bill 
0 ro pore, a pretty 8 
Mr. VEST. How long is it? 2E 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Six pages. 

Mr. VEST. I should like to hear it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks for the reading of the bill, and it will be again read. The 
Chair takes it that the Senator does not care about having the pre- 
amble again read, but only the bill itself, 

Mr. VEST. Only the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill itself will be again 


read. 

The Secre again read the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment reported 
by the Committee on Foreign Relations will be stated. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Foreign Relations 
Was, in section 4, page 5, line 21, after the word ‘‘ organization,” 
to strike out ‘‘ to” and insert ‘‘ or to use;” and in line 22, after the 
word ‘‘ Cross,” to insert ‘‘ to;” so as to read: 

SEC. 4. That from and after the passage of this act it shall be unlawful for 
any person or association of persons within the jurisdiction of the United 
States to wear or display the of the Red Cross or any colorable imitation 
of said insignia, except in the service of the Government of the United States 
or by permission of the American National Red Cross, for the purpose of 
ion oo bes he ad EE eee ee hee nen 

e 8. 0 
Cross to do, or attempt to do, similar work to the Ameri — National Red 


The amendment was agreed to, 


: The next amendment was to insert as a new section the fol- 
owing: 

Sxc. 6. That Congress shall have the right to repeal, alter, or amend this 
act at any time. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There are several additional 


amendments pro by the Senator from the committee, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 1, line 5, page 2. before the word 
Brainard,” it is proposed to insert William R. Day, of Ohio;“ 
on page g, in the same section, line 1, to strike out “ George C. 
Boldt, William T. Wardwell, William B. Howland” and insert 
„Charles F. Fairchild, William Letchwerth;” in line 2, before the 
words“ Joseph Gardner,” to insert“ Hilary Herbert, of Alabama;” 
in line 5, after the word “Shaw,” to insert Benjamin Tilling- 
hast;” in the same line, after the word Iowa,“ to strike out the 
initial A.“ and insert ‘‘Abraham;” in line 6, to strike out in the 
name Venet the letter ‘‘e” and insert “ i;“ in line 7, after the 
word ‘‘ Louisiana,” to insert“ George Gray, of Delaware; RED- 
FIELD Proctor, of Vermont; GEORGE F. Hoar, of Massachusetts; 
CHARLES A, RUSSELL, of Connecticut, and ROBERT W. MIERS, of 
Indiana;” so as to make the section read: 

That Clara Barton, George Kennan, Julian B. Hubbell, of the District of 
Columbia; Stephen E. Barton, of New York; William R. Da „ of Ohio; 
Brainard H. Warner, Ellen Spencer Mussey, Alvey A. Adee, of the District 
of Columbia; Joseph Sheldon, of Conn: ut; Charles F. Fairchild, William 
Letchwerth, of New York City: Hilary A. Herbert, of Alabama; Joseph 
Gardner, Enola Lee Gardner, of Bedfor „Ind.; John W. Noble, of St. 2 
a oy. of Boston, Mass.; Alexander W. Terrill, of Austin, Tex.; 
Leslie M. Shaw, Benjamin Tillinghast, of Iowa: Abraham 'O. Kaufman, of 
Charleston, S. C.; J. B. Vinet, of New Orleans, La.; George Gray, of Dels- 
ware; REDFIELD PROCTOR, of Vermont; GEORGE F. Hoar, of Massachuse ts; 
e ee e ee e ee 
and politic in the District of Columbia. J 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the attention 
of the Senator from Mississippi to the fact that he has not given 
the full name of Mr. Herbert. Is if not Hilary A. Herbert? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Hilary A. Herbert. 

Mr. MONEY. Hilary A. Herbert. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was read Herbert. 
That change will be made, The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY, On page 5, section 3, line 6, before the word 
‘*armies,” it is proposed to insert the;” so as to read: 

And the armies of the United States of America. 


S weotion & tine 16 tits oposed t 
e SECRETARY. On sec e 16, it is pr 0 
insert to;“ 8 č Á : 

Or to display the sign of the Red Cross. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 4, line 20, after the word 
material, it is proposed to insert the word “‘or;” so as to read: 

Receiving money or material or for any person, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, section 4, line 21, it is ý 
after the word ‘‘ organization,” to strike out ‘‘or;” in line 22, to 
strike out the words American National,” and after the word 
**Cross,” in the same lino, to strike out ‘‘to do or attempt to do 
similar” and insert in doing or attempting to do;” and in line 
23, atter the word “ work” to insert the word “‘similar;” so as to 
read: 

Sec. 4. That from and after the of this act it shall be unlawful for 
any person or association of ms within the jurisdiction of the United 
States to wear or to displa sign of the Red Cross, or any colorable imita- 
tion of said insignia, except in the service of the Government of the United 
States or by permission of the American National Red Cross, for the purpose 
of collecting, soliciting, or receiving money or material, or for an rson or 


organization to use the said symbol or name of the Red Cross in or in 
attempting to do work similar to the American National Red Cross. 


The amendment was agreed to. f 

Mr. MONEY. There is an amendment suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri which I will accept. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In line 14, on page 3, there should be some 
words indicating the limitation of the right to hold real estate. 
I desire to have it amended so that it will indicate that the real 
estate is only for office buildings or something of that kind, and 
not for miscellaneous holdings. After the words set forth,” in 
line 16, page 3, section 2, I move to insert such real estate to be 
limited to such quantity as may be necessary for official use or 
eee, ‘Tho amendment proposed b 

e pro tempore. © amen nt pro y 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 3, section 2, line 16, after the words 
“set forth,” it is proposed to insert: 

Such realestate to be limited tosuch quantity as may be necessary for official 
use or office buildings, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, . 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
BRITISH SHIP FOSCOLIA, 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let us have the Calendar for a while. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
first case on the Calendar. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it is proposed to go on with the Calendar I 
shall not make the request I was about to make. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar is now before 
the Senate under Rule VIII. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, we had up a bill and the report 
was read, and the bill was passed over without prejudice on ac- 
count of an inquiry which the Senator from California [Mr. PER- 
KINS] wished to make. I desire to have the bill taken up now and 
finished. I refer to the bill (S. 189) for the relief of the owners of 
the British ship Foscolia and cargo. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, 8 to consider the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has heretofore been 
read at length, 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Califor- 
nia if he has made the investigation suggested the other day? 

Mr. PERKINS. I have, and I find t there is a statute or 
rule prevailing in England, in Germany, and in France whereby, 
when merchant vessels are injured by Government vessels, the 
owners can go into a court of admiralty, as this bill proposes to 
give these people the right to do, and there present their case. If 
the Government ship is at fault by reason of not having her proper 
lights or not giving the proper sound signals by her whistle, then 
they can recover from those respective Governments in the same 
manner as we can in our courts of admiralty between ordinary 
litigants. Under those circumstances I thought it not right or 
just that I should press the amendment which I had prepared to 
offer to the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC STEAMBOAT COMPANY. 


The bill (S. 779) for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany was announced as the t case in order on the Calendar, 
and was considered by unanimous consent. It directs the Secre- 
tary of the Treas to pay to the Potomac Steamboat Company 
$5,090, that being the amount paid by the company to the Baker 
Salvage Company for services rendered to its steamer when she 
was sunk by the United States steam tug Fortune in Hampton 
Roads, Virginia. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
SWAMP-LAND GRANT TO WISCONSIN, 

The bill (S. 793) providing for the adjustment of the swamp- 
land t to the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like for the Senator who introduced 
the bill to make an explanation of the effect of two clauses, one 
that confirms the lands originally selected and the other that au- 
thorizes an exchange. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr, President, the bill is simply to carry out 
in a fair way an agreement entered into between the State and the 
United States a long while ago as tothe adjustment of the swamp- 
land grant to that State. Under the swamp-land act lands were 
to be considered swamp or not swamp as the minor or major part 
were unfit, because of water upon them, for cultivation. e 
method in which the land should be ascertained and designated as 
swamp was left to the Secretary of the Interior. In some States 
they provided for an examination of the lands themselves, in order 
to ascertain what were swamp and what were not, within the 
pereon of the aot. In other States they settled it upon the 

is of the field notes, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ofthe original surveys? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of the Government surveys. For a Great 
many years the adjustment went on in Wisconsin upon the basi 
of the field notes. Then the governor of the State asked that it 
be changed, and the Department declined to change it, and I think 
ee declined to change it. Thereupon the Secretary of the 

terior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office entered 
into an agreement with the State, by which an official of the 
United States, acting with one appointed by the State, was to go 
over the field notes and make a list of the lands which would inure 
to the State under the grant. That list was nega propery certi- 
fied, and is in the Department of the Interior. For some years 


lands were patented to the State, taken from that list. As the 
years went on, however, the Department declined further to carry 
it out, and sold a large quantity of land selected and embodied in 

title to which, because the grant was a grant in 
y had vested in the State. 


the list, the 1 
presenti, 


We desire to have it adjusted and the controversy ended, and 
this bill is for that purpose. It provides that all lands that remain 
in that list unpatented, undisposed of by the United States, shall 
be patented to the State under the swamp-land act. Wherever 
lands that were in that list have been sold by the United States, 
we are to take other lands in the State—public lands—in lieu of 
them as indemnity. The bill provides that wherever any swamp 
lands—lands which would have inured to the State under the 
swamp-land grant—have been selected under a railroad grant or 
canal grant or any other grant for geo improvements we are 
not to have indemnity for those lands, because the State is fairly 
to be considered as having received them for a public purpose. 
They might have been taken under theswamp-land grant, but the 
State, it was claimed by the Department, should be held to have 
elected to take them under the su uentgrant. That I assented 
to, because I tought it was only fair. There area great many 
swamp lands in the Indian reservations, and they have been a 
fruitful source of trouble and annoyance. There should be no 
State lands in Indian reservations, and there should beno private 
ownership in Indian reservations. 

Iwill a a the Senator from Missouri that this bill provides 
explicitly that there shall be no money indemnity whatever given 
to the State; and whatever indemnity in the way of land is given 
applies only to the public lands now in the State ee of— 
comparatively a small quantity—no more than enough, I think, to 
fill the indemnity, to which there is no adverse claim of any kind. 
Section 6 provides, as, of course, it onght— 

That this act shall have no force or effect unless the State of Wisconsin, not 
later than the next regular session of its legislature after the of this 
act, shall, by legislative enactment, accept the provisions hereof and make or 
authorize the making of the relinquishments herein required. 

It is a bill of peace, to quiet title, and to put an end in a fair 
way to this long-continued controversy and tocarry out an agree- 
ment fairly made and in writing and partly executed long ago 
between the State and the United States, 

I will say further to the Senator from Missouri that this bill 
was drawn as the result of a conference among the Secretary of 
the Interior, the Commissioner of the General Land Office, and 
the Assistant Attorney-General forthe Land Department. It was 
drawn by them. Secretary Bliss recommended its passage, and I 
want to say here that he was one of the ablest and, in my judg- 
ment, the most cautious of all the Secretaries of the Interior we 
have had since that Department was established. A similar bill 
passed unanimously at the last session, and I can see no possible 
objection to it. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES AND WILLIAM CROOKS, 


The bill (S. 631) for the relief of James and William Crooks, of 
Canada, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
authorizes the Secretary of the Treas to pay, to the legal repre- 
sentatives of the late James Crooks and to the legal personal rep- 
resentatives of the late William Crooks, $5,000, the value of a 
vessel, the Lord Nelson, illegally seized by Lientenant Woolsey, 
of the Navy of the United States, on Lake Ontario, on the 5th day 
of June, 1812, and interest on that sum at the rate of 4 per cent 
from the day of seizure to the date of the approval of this act. 

Mr. CO ELL. This bill contains a provision which I do 
not think has been put in any similar bill for many years and 
years and years, and is against the settled policy of the Govern- 
ment. s is a claim for , and interest at the rate of 4 
per cent is allowed upon it from 1812 up to this time, a period of 
eighty-eight years. I do not believe there is justice or equity or 


anything else in that kind of a claim. 


move to strike out the provision: 

And interest on said sum at the rate of 4 per cent from the date of the seiz- 
ure to the date of the approval of this act. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, this isa thoroughly just claim, 
although it is an old one. It has been many times investigated 
by committees of both Houses and always reported favorably. It 
has been three times reported unanimously and favorably by the 
Foreign Relations Committee of this body since I have been a 
member of it, and reported favorably by the same committee in 
the House before I came here. The committee thought under 
the circumstances of this case, the damage being inflicted by the 
Government of the United States upon the ship of a citizen of a 
foreign nation, we would recognize the hardships that had been 
suffered by the long delay in payment. I do not think this coun- 
try has any justification or excuse for so long postponing the pay- 
ment of a just claim of a citizen of a foreign nation, or, indeed, of 
anyone else, Interest was put at 4 per cent, not at 6, which is the 
prevailing rate in this country, and the committee were of the 
en that under the circumstances of this case it ought to be 
accorded. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Have the complainants diligently pushed the 
claim for all this time? 

Mr. DANIEL, Notatall times, but they have for many years, It 
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has been here frequently, over and over again, until we were worn 
out bysolicitation. Then the matter would be revived and pushed 
om year to year again. 
int COCKRELL. Is either one of the original claimants liv- 
now? 

r. DANIEL. I should hardly think so. Several generations 
have had a chance to die since Government first incurred the 
debt. They would have to preserve à very long family tree in 
Order to sustain their right to recover if we persist in this pory 

ere is no question about the justice of this claim, It was 
abundantly proved. It was recommended by President Monroe 
in his time to Congress as a just claim upon our Government. 

Mr, HAWLEY. I desire to make an inqui Has any calcu- 
{ation been made as to the amount of interest that will be paid on 

S Claim? 

Mr. COCKRELL, The interest amounts to $17,600. 

Mr. HAWLEY. And what does the claim amount to? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Five thousand dollars only, 

Mr. HAWLEY, I thought it was about that. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is a penalty of $17,600, 

Mr, DANIEL. I think a Government that neglects for over 
eighty years to pay a just claim, recognized by its chief officers 
and recommended by its President, ought to smarta little for such 

J, and it is in recognition of the long delay of the Government 

pay this claim that the committee thought it was right and 
proper and handsome upon our part, if we can be handsome at so 
te a day, to pay 4 per cent interest on the claim. Any person 
Who had his choice would much rather accept the $5,000 at the 

o it was due than to wait eighty years and get 4 per cent inter- 
Sst. Ithink he would compromise and take a good deal off the 
Principal rather than to wait eighty years and get some interest. 

Interest is generally allowed in the comity of nations. It is not 

case of one of our own citizens, but a case in which we wish 
to cultivate the good relations and peace of nations, and it is usual 
in such cases, where the claim has been preferred by a foreign gov- 
— to recognize the matter just as the courts do in private 


8. 
Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator, if he will pe 


Oat me, 7 that principle of comity has been recognized by 


gress 
Mr. DANIEL. I am informed that it has been. 
Mr. SPOONER. In making appropriations of this kind? 
Mr. DANIEL. I think it has been. 
nr. SPOONER. The general rule has been, as stated, to pay no 


Mr. DANIEL, That is true; I realize that that is the general 
Tule of the Government; I realize that fact; I do not wish to say 
they . But in this case the committee were of opinion that 
MEn tanger thin tiie: coreal cocumiaroial roe ¢¢ TIARE teat 
Now, that is the whole matter. It seems tome justand right and 

ropriate that in this case the interest should be reco ed. 
tee a 1 If it 3 the zano 3 
me reason, from an rnatio point, to pay interes 
K other governments pay interest to claimants from this country 
Cotte same way. Butit has been the almost universal rule for 
the eres not to allow interest on claims, however meritorious 
on: might be or however old they might be, and unless there is 
oda” controlling reason for the discrimination it seems a little 
trea’ to say the least, that we should treat aliens better than we 
of j t our own people. There are millions and millions of dollars 
fo. ut claims, as all Senators know, which have been prosecuted 

Te great many years. 

Me HAWLEY. The French spoliation claims. 

Who} SPOONER. Old acquaintances they are to every Senator 


Hon served here any length of time. They get through one 
House and fail in the other. They the Senate and fail in the 
ders . I venture to say that there is not a Senator of long service 


Who can not remember some person who has been in penury 
eden eres and old age, and some who died broken hearted, be- 
have the claims presented to Congress and urged upon Con 
Teco ailed to pass it. Even in all those claims we never have 
by Conzed the policy of paying interest when they were prantad 
ealing v. ess. If the Senator can say that our policy has been in 
nationa] te the subjects of other ernments and upon inter- 
Case, grounds to pay interest, I have no objection to it in this 


Mr. 
ing to e KR ELA. Mr. President, this claim originated, accord- 
the inaugu » in June, 1812. I imagine that was just at or after 
Britain and gon of war between the United States and Great 
United Stat doubtless it was seized by a patriotic citizen of the 
from, Th es. Now, this is a claim for damages resulting there- 
ey Ba 
ign 


a tars aps pening ore since, and the Commit- 
t interest ons brings in a proposing to pay 4 per 
to $17,600 of Raon t 


hat claim for eighty-eight years, amounting 
making the total claim $23,600, 


terest, 


Now, I want to say it has never been the policy of the United 
States, right or wrong, to pay interest upon claims of this char- 
acter, unliquidated and unascertained claims, and in the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations it has not been the policy of that 
Committee to report claims of this kind with interest. 

I want to substantiate that by reading a report from the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations made in the Fifty-fourth Congress by 
that distinguished jurist and lawyer, CUSHMAN K. Davis of 
Minnesota, You will see what position then the Committee on 
Foreign Relations occupied. I read from Senate Report No. 1074, 
Fifty-fourth Congress, first session: 

The Committee on Foreign Relations, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 082) for the relief of the legal representatives of James and William Crooks, 
of Canada, have considered the same and report as follows: 

Bills identical in purport to the one under consideration have been favor- 
ably reported on by committees of both Houses of Congress at different ses- 
sions, and have been the subject of Executive recommendation. Among 
these reports the committee adopt and make a part of this report that of the 
House Committee on Foreign Affairs, made at the first session of the Fiftieth 
Congress, and numbered 2861, wherein the facts and conclusions are clearly 
and justly stated. 

The committee therefore recommend the passage of said bill with an 
amendment, striking out in line 10 thereof the words with interest on said 
sum from the day of seizure.” 

So the Committee on Foreign Relations did not hold that it had 
ever been the practice of the Government to pay interest upon any 
such claim. 

Now, where is the justice and the equity of this? I remember 
very well that when serving in the Forty-fourth Congress upon 
the Committee on Claims the legal representatives of a distin- 
guished patriot came before that committee with a claim for in- 
terest on $5,000, That money was loaned in cold, hard cash to 
our ancestral Government, the Confederation, in 1782. I remem- 
ber the case distinctly. It was loaned, and in the refunding act 
of 1792 and along there this claim was never presented. Con 
had authorized a 5 per cent bond to be issued in lieu of those 
loans that had been made to the Confederation, That claim went 
on and was not refunded, and finally it was presented to Congress 
in 1844 or 1845. After pending in Congress for some ten years a 
bill was for the payment of the principal, and the principal 
was paid. Nota nickel of interest was paid. 

In 1876 the claimants came before Con for the allowance of 
interest, making a claim for interest. That bill, after full consid- 
eration, was reported adversely; and from that day to this every 
bill of this character, where a claim has been made for interest, 
has been rejected. We have the French spoliation claims, claims 
against a foreign Government assumed by us, and we have repu- 
diated the idea of paying interest on a solitary one of them. 

There are other cases of the same kind. The Senate will re- 
member that only a few years ago the colleague of the distin- 
guished Senator from Virginia, I believe, who was then a member 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, reported a bill 
here for the payment of interest to a claimant from Pennsylvania. 
I believe the amount was four or five thousand dollars, which had 
been once paid and interest had been refused, and that bill was to 
pay interest. All the precedents that could be gathered together 
in the history of the Government were collated and brought up 
in that case to show that interest ought to be paid, and, after a 
thorough discussion, upon a yea-and-nay vote the interest pro- 
vision was stricken out, 

I i it is one of the most dangerous precedents that has ever 
been brought before this Congress. I could not conscientiously, 
Mr. President, propose to treat any foreign citizens better than 1 
would treat the citizens of our own country. We have no right 
to doit. Remember that the time of the seizure of the vessel was 
when war was either pending or about to come. I shall insist 
upon strikin ao the provision for the payment of interest. 

Mr, DANIEL. Mr. President, the principal sum in this case is 
the proceeds of the sale under a libel of the Lord Nelson, which 
belonged to the ancestors of the present claimants. When the 
vessel was sold it was bought by an officer of the United States 
for the Government and the amounts were putin the hands of 
Theron Rudd, clerk of the court. In 1815, when peace was re- 
stored, Mr. Crooks applied to the United States Government for 
redress. The Government of the United States neglected to bring 
the libel to trial until the 11th of July, 1817, more than five years 
after the seizure, when a decree was made by the court of the 
northern district of New York 3 the seizure illegal 
and directing the proceeds of the sale to be paid to Mr. Crooks. 
In the meantime Theron Rudd, clerk of the court, had, on the 
17th of May, 1817, absconded with all the funds of the court, and 
no part thereof was paid to the owners of the Lord Nelson. 

So this Government in the early days of this claim was many 
times in default. First, it seized the vessel unjustly; in the sec- 
ond pee it delayed five years to have the libel tried, and in the 
third place, after the money had been paid into court and legally 
awaited the claimant, the clerk absconded. So this Government 
stood in an ill attitude before the foreign Government and before 
this claimant. 


2022 


In 1819, eighty years ago, President Monroe sent a message to 
Congress on this subject, and he stated in that message: 

These injuries have been sustained under circumstances which appear to 
commend strongly to the attention of Congress the claim to indemnity for 
the losses occasioned by them, which the legislative authority is alone com- 
petent to provide, 

Various committees in the different generations of men who 
have lived and died since then have reported favorably on this 


claim, 

Mr. SPOONER, Including the interest? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; not interest. 

Mr. SPOONER. This is a proposition now to pay interest? 

Mr. DANIEL. L understand that. Irealizethe weight of what 
the Senator from Wisconsin says, and the weight of what the 
Senator from Missouri says, and the committee realize it. Iknow 
it is a dangerous precedent, and yet the peculiar circumstances of 
this case were such that the committee ee the consideration of 
this case at the present session concluded that it was better and 
more dignified and more becoming the Government of the United 
States, which had been so grievously in default in the early stages 
of the case, to do what an honorable, noble, and high-spirited 
man would feel like doing, not to make a precedent for the con- 
trol of claims in general, but in some measure tò atone for and 
compensate for its own remissness. 

I appreciate fully what Senators have said opposing the pay- 
ment of any interest. It is put at 4 per cent, not at 6 per cent, in 
order to show that we were not et grower 2 it as a legal obliga- 
tion, and with a full statement of the facts. It seems to me 
that this Government is great enough, and worthy enough, and 
high enough to take the best view of the case that could be sug- 
gaston But that is for the Senate to say, With these remarks 


eave it to its 7. aee 

The PRESID OFFICER (Mr. Cnrox in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 222) to provide a government for 
the tan. Hawaii. 

Mr. DANIEL. I hope that may be postponed for a few mo- 
ments, so as to dispose of the pending bill, The Senate is ready 
to vote, I think. 

reo If it will take no considerable time, I have no 
objection. 
r. DANIEL. If it does, I will not press it. 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, I shall not detain the Senate a min- 
ute, but I deem it my duty to state that this is no new question. 
During my term of service in the Senate we have discussed it, to 
my certain 8 twice very exhaustively, and a large ma- 
jority of the Senate, in both cases, voted against allowing inter- 
est upon these claims, 

There is a consideration in the matter which I think will re- 
move from the public mind a good deal of misapprehension as to 
the justice or 3 of the action of the Senate. I have heard 
it stated repeatedly, by persons who have not given the matter 
perhaps the consideration that a member of the Senate would 
give it, that it was an outrage, a gross outrage, after admitting 
that a claim is just and voting to pay it, not to pay interest; that 
the rule between individuals ought to apply between citizens of 
the country or foreigners and the Government. 

Now, Mr. President, as has been frequently said here, in dis- 
cussing this question one thing is overlooked. It is not always 
the fault of Congress that these claims are not paid. It is more 
frequently the fault of claimants. They presenta claim and then 
negiect to prosecute it. The evidence is not complete, and when 
the committees are called upon to take up the case they find that 
there is a flaw and a defect which necessitates putting the matter 
off until another session. 

Then, again, public business of immense importance prevents 
the consideration of these claims. Any Senator who has been here 
a number of years knows that it is almost impossible to do justice, 
even in o cases, on account of the immense number of these 
claims and the intricacy which is attached to almost all of them, 
BARH and taen a ieee lente comes to the attention of the 

ublie, an ere is a clamor e ech ye ons and from all over 
the country that Congress is not doing its duty. 

Mr. President, these claims become stale on account of the neg- 
lect of the claimants. My friend from Virginia states in regard 
to the case now pending that there was a time, Ido not know how 
long it was, when the claimants did not prosecute the claim. Now, 
they ought not to have interest for those years. 

I do not put the action of the Senate, what it has been hereto- 
fore and what I hope it will be now, upon the ground of the im- 
mense amount of m that will be taken out of the public Treas- 
ury if this rule is esta As a matter of course any claim 
that passes the two Houses of Congress is presumptively entirel 
a just claim, and interest ought to be paid upon it if paid on this 
claim. There ought to be no rule which applies to aliens and for- 
eigners that does not apply to our own people. This precedent 
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would not only be dangerous, but, I was about to say, almost ruin- 
ous, for there are claims pending here, and I have no doubt they 


are just claims, if the proof could be made—— i 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The French spoliation claims. t 
Mr. VEST. Of course; the French spoliation claims have been 

here ever since I have been in the Senate—more than twenty 

hear Suppose we had paid interest upon those claims, Why. 

lr. President, the Philippine war would be nearly a bagatelle |; 
compared to the amount taken ont of the Treasury. But for the 
other reasons that I have given, I am compelled to vote against 
paying interest upon any of these claims. 

ə PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the amend- | 
ment of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] to strike out 
the clause which has been read. 

The amendment was agreed to. A 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SPOONER. desire to enter a motion to reconsider the 
vote by which the bill was just p Ido not wish to take it 
up at this time, but I desire to investigate a question in connec- 
tion with it, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The motion to reconsider will 
be entered. 

JOSEPH P, POPE, 


Mr. CULLOM. My friend on my left, who has been absent on 
account of illness in his family, is very anxious to have a little 
pension bill passed, and I will yield to him if it takes no time in 
the discussion. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I desire unanimous consent to put on its 

the bill (S. 1787) granting an increase of pension to Maj. 

oseph P. Pope. The bill was reported fayorably from the Com- 

mittee on Pensions, It is an entirely just claim and is a small 
one, and the committee has gone very thoroughly into it. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Pensions with amendments, in line 6, 
after the word of,“ to strike out “ Major;” after the word “late,” 
in the same line, to insert ‘‘captain and;” and in line 7, after the 
word “State,” to strike out Volunteer Infantry“ and insert 
‘*Volunteers;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Joseph P. Pope, late captain 
and commissary of subsistence, United States Volunteers, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $H per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 


the third time, and passed. 
The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting increase 


of pension to Joseph P. Pope.” 

Ar. BEVERIDGE. I am much obliged to the Senator from 
Illinois. 

TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

r.CULLOM. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mond ax] has, 
I think, an amendment which has been Paar pant pos ber loa upon 
as to the subject immediately under consideration before we ad- 
journed yesterday. 

Mr, MORGAN, Some objection was made yesterday to section 
75 of the bill, and there was controversy, it appears, between the 
Agricultural and the Interior Departments abontit, atleast among 
the friends of those Departments. I have agreed to offer tho fol- 
lowing substitute, which I believe represents the views of all 
concerned. 

Mr, CULLOM. I think it is right. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out section 75 and insert: 

That the sum of $15,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is herob 
® Spice out o cary Beat in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to mediately ay: ble, to enable the Secretary of the Interior to ex- 
amine the laws of Hawaii relating to public lands, the proceedings thersun- 
der, and all matters relating to public lands, and to enablo the Secretary of 
Agriculture to examine into all matters concerning agriculture and forestry 
and public roads in said Territory, which duty shall be performed with all 
convenient ; and each of said officers shall report to the President of 
the United States with recommendations npon the matters concerning which 
eee 
of the Interior as the necessities of the investigations af each hall demand. 

Ar. SPOONER, “is theres co 

à $ ere a committee amendment pending? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes; thereisa 9 nd 

ment pending, one that was passed over. 
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The PRESIDING OFFICER.. The Secretary will read the 
amendment of the committee. z 

The SECRETARY. In section 81, on page 36, line 18, after the 
word office,“ strike out the words during good behavior” and 
insert ‘‘ for a term of nine years.” : 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I Wish to amend this section 81. 
In the first line of the section, line 22, on page 35, I move to strike 
out ‘* governor” and insert President,” and to strike out of the 
Territory of Hawaii,” in lines 23 and 24; toinsert a semicolon after 
“circuit courts,” in line 25, and after ** courts” to insert and the 
governor shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the senate of the Territory of Hawaii, apponi in line 11, on 

36, after the word may,” to insert by and with the advice 
and consent of the senate of the Territory of Hawaii.” 

Now, I propose to strike out, in line 16, including the proposed 
amendment, the following: 

Except the chief justice and justices of the supreme court, who shall hold 


office during good behavior for a term of nine years, and the judges of the 
circuit cour 


whose terms of office shall be six years. 

That will leave the section so that the President shall nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the senate of the 
Territory of Hawaii, appoint the chief justice and the justices of 
the supreme court and the judges of the circuit courts;” and the 

vernor of the Territory, by and with the advice and consent of 

e senate of the Territory, shall appoint the other officers men- 
tioned in the section; and then all the officers to hold office for 
four years, or until their successors are appointed and qualified, 
unless sooner removed, and the removal of all officers, except the 
chief justice and justices of the supreme court and judges of the 
circuit courts, shall be by the governor, by and with the advice 
and consent of the senate of the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. President, I do not wish to take time about this, but it does 
seem to me that we ought not to di so widely, as we do in this 
bill, from the universal practice which Congress has adopted with 
regard tothe appointment of Territorial officers. I want this bill 
to pass and to as ly as it can. I want to give to the 
people of the Territory of Hawaii all the powers and privileges 
which we have ever yen to any Territory that has been incor- 
porated or created by Congress. But, Mr. t, I see no rea- 
son for giving to the Territory and its governor the extraordinary 

wers which are conferred upon him in this bill. I know that 

his Territory is peculiar. I know that we have there a verysmall 
white population compared with the inhabitants of the Territory. 
Of course I can not give the exact figures of the different races 
se ee nage in t = — ory, but, on Shower all the 
white e thereare less than 2,000, excep ese. 

Mr. TELLER. There are more than that. 

Mr. CULLOM. There are between four and five thousand— 


2,500 British and 1,500 Germans, 3 5 7 
R Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I had in mind the voting popula- 
ion. 


Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. However that may be, the white 
8 exclusive of the Portuguese, is very small com 
with the rest of the population of the islands; and whether the Brit - 
ish and Germansare going to become American citizens we do not 
know. The probability is that they will not. So we have there 
what may be called a governing population, or a population which 
we may think it advisable to constitute the governing population, 
consisting of some 4,000. 

I do not complain of the bill, Mr. President, in that it proposes, 
and deliberately 8 to put the government of those islands 

ractically into the ds of those 4,000 people. I know that the 
Binat from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] will ask me how it 
is that I reconcile the fact that I am in favor of a rty quali- 
fication there which shall put the government of the islands into 
the hands of those 4,000 people, but I do not think that question 
arises here. 

The question about the rights of the blacks to vote is not a new 
question. We are not determining now whether, if it were a 
new question, we should extend suffrage to the black population 
of this country. We did do that; and the difference which exists 
now between Senators from different sections of the country is 
only whether, having done it, what we have done shall be carried 
out in good faith. e are not considering the question as to what 
we should do if it were a new question. So I say that I do not 
complain of this bill because it proposes in its provisions to com- 
mit the government of those islands practically to the 4,000 
Americans who reside there. They have always n the class 
which were the governing power under the King, to be sure. 
They have been the class which redeemed the islands from sav- 
agery and barbarism, and made them what they are—American- 
ized the islands and set up American institutions there, and, at 
last, an American Government there; and though it seems arbi- 
trary, and though it seems to contradict to some extent the prin- 
ciples upon which our free Government is established here, I do 
not complain of the bill on that account, I do not complain of 


the provision which requires that pee in order to vote for 


senators, shall have a poety ualification of a thousand dol- 
nsw believe, or $600 income, I may not get the figures exactly 


r. CULLOM. That is right. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The purpose of it is to perpetuate 
that government in the hands of the American citizenship of the 
3 While, as I say, it seems a little at variance with what 
we have heretofore done, I do not complain of the bill on that ac- 
count. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Ciayin the chair). Does the 
Senator from Connecticut yield? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will if the Senator does not dis- 
concert me in what I was about to say. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I would just remark right there that the Sen- 
ator e misunderstands my position. I do not object to hav- 
ing the government of the Hawaiian Islands remain in the posses- 
sion of the white people there, because I believe in white supremacy; 
and I believe that white supremacy in the Hawaiian Islands is 
necessary to good government, just as I believe that white su- 
premacy in South Carolina is ne for good government in 
that State. If the white people of South Carolina have been com- 
pelled to do things in the maintenance of that which the Senator 
from Connecticut has objected to in the past, and which possibly 
he still objects to, I simply want him to reconcile the two posi- 
tions—his past position and his present position. If he has arrived 
at that point where he is willing to concede that the enfranchise- 
ment of the ignorant blacks was a blunder and a crime, and that 
the Southern white people have been forced to relieve themselves 
of that by such means as they have had to adopt, then we are not 
apart at all, but agreed as to the future policy which must obtain 
not only in Hawaii, but also in the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not think that 
I should be diverted from what I have to say about Hawaii to go 
back and discuss the propriety or the necessity of conferring suf- 
rage u the black people of the South at the time it was done. 

T TILLMAN, I am not discussing that, and I am not ask- 
ing the Senator to discuss it, Mr. President. Iam simply trying to 
have him reconcile his present attitude with his past attitude, or 
to 5 that he was wrong once and has got right. 

Mr. PLA of Connecticut. do not need to do either, Mr, 
President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think the Senator does. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. It seemed to be, and I believe was, 
a necessity at the time of reconstruction that we should enfran- 
C eerie DLE ace 

aving done „ having conferred the rig! 
them, we insist that it should not be taken away. 

Now we come back to the question of Hawaii 

Mr. TILLMAN. Right there, if the Senator will permit me. 
Does he object to the franchise being taken away from the blacks 
under constitutional methods? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iam afraid you propose to take 
it away by unconstitutional methods. 

Mr. MAN. Do youobject to the white people of the South 
having the same rights to govern their affairs and maintain their 
„ that you insist the white population in Hawaii shall 

ve? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I insist that the white people of 
the South shall observe the privileges we have conferred upon the 
black people of the South, and which one of the constitutional 
amendments insists that they shall observe. But I beg the Sen- 
ator's pardon. I will discuss this question with him at some other 
time, and it will take a good while to discuss the question the 
Senator is now raising. 

Mr. TILLMAN. * friend, if you had not brought my name 
into the discussion and said that I would object to the attitude 
you had taken, I certainly would not haveinterrupted you. But I 
thought you were challenging me to discuss this question, and I 
am ready to meet you here or anywhere else on question as 
to whether the Southern white people shall have the same rights 
you are giving to the white people in Hawaii. 

Mr. P of Connecticut. We are dealing with a new ques- 
tion; we are dealing with the quostion in the new possessions 
which we have acquired outside of what has hitherto been our 
boundaries, in the islands of the sea, as to what kind of govern- 
ment we shall provide for those 8 It is a new departure 
in our history. We all know that the decision of that question 
requires the closest and most careful thought and examination. 

. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 

cut yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
. PLATT of Connecticut. Ves. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Connecticut will not 
confuse the Hawaiian question with the ees question, be- 
cause they are entirely different. The Ha people were 
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brought under our flag by a joint resolution which incorporated 
them as having all the rights under our Constitution that any 
other people in the United States have. They are not the subjects 
of conquest; they are not the accidents of war; and I maintain the 
Senator can not differentiate those people from any other people 
who now are under the protection of the United States Constitu- 
tion and flag. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Well, Mr. President, they differ 
certainly from any Territories to which we have heretofore given 
a form of government, in that they are outside of what have 
hitherto been the boundaries of the United States, and the ques- 
tion is right upon us—I shall discuss it under another amend- 
ment—as to whether we ever intend to erect those 'l'erritories, or 
those new countries or possessions, those islands, into States. Ido 
not believe it is 88 to do so; and it was in that respect 
that I said they differed from any of those countries or any of our 

ions in which we have heretofore established Territorial 
overnments. They differ in the character of their 2 

e have never had any such population in the Uni States, 
when we have set out to erect a Territorial government within 
our former boundaries, as exists in Hawaii, much less in the Phil- 
ippines and in Puerto Rico. We must to some extent consider 

ese questions; and in considering to whom suffrage 
given we must consider the question as to whether it shall be 
given to people who have little or no capacity for government. 

That is not a new principle, Mr. President, although we are tak- 
ing a new departure. That was the principle adopted and agreed 
to at the time of the Declaration of Independence and the enact- 
ment of our Constitution. All suffragein the United States—un- 
less it was in the State of New Jersey; I think it was not so as to 
the State of New Jersey—was at the time of the adoption of the 
Declaration of Independence a limited suffrage, and so continued 
at the time of the adoption of the Constitution and for many, 
many years after that, and it has been only within a few years 
that the p qualification has been removed in all the States. 
So it is not a new doctrine. It is an old doctrine. It is the doc- 
trine of the Declaration of Independence and it is the doctrine of 
the Constitution that ee g should be participated in only by 
9 who are qualified to exercise it. 

President, in this bill—and,as I said, I do not object to it 
we give unlimited suffrage to the citizens of Hawaii, who are to 
22 the members of the house of representatives. I believe that 

80. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. We provide a qualified and limited 
suffrage for the people who are to elect the senators, 

Mr. CULLOM. As to the e ee there is only the 
educational 5 required. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Only an educational qualification 
15 8 as to the members of the house of representatives. 
The object of that and I do not propose to disguise it—is, as I 
have said, to perpetuate the government in the hands of the people 
already there and exercising governmental power. 

When I was interrupted I was saying that they were the people 
who had redeemed the islands from savagery and barbarism, 
from its original cannibalism, and who have brought it up, Pp 
by step, to a tion where a republican form of government h 
been established and where it was desirable that it should be 
maintained, and maintained by those who are best qualified to 
administer it. But, Mr. President, when we have done that—and 
I agree to that limited suffrage for senators—I think we have done 
all that is necessary. I do not think we ought to go beyond that. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let me finish my sentence. 

I do not think we ae: to confer upon and throw around those 
people safeguards for the perpetuation of that government which 
mall in effect give arbitrary power, despotic power, to the officers 
who are to be appointed there. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Connecti- 
cut yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I wish to ask the Senator, if his amendment 
be adopted—and I am in favor of it—whether under this bill the 
President would be authorized to appoint those judges from any 
of the citizens of the United States, or would he be confined in his 
selection to the residents of the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I think there is nothing in the 
aii confines his selection to the residents of the Hawaiian 

8. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think there is. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I think not. I think he would 
be at liberty to select those judges from the United States or from 
the islands themselves; and I have no doubt any President would 
exercise a wise discretion in that t. 

Mr. President, I think, by and large, we have organized fifty 
Territories in the United States, and in none of them in recent 


years have we given to judges a tenure exceeding four years, I 
am aware that in the organization of some of the earlier Terri- 
tories judges were appointed during good behavior, but in recent 
years, I I may say in the recent half century, we have 
never departed from the rule that we would give the judges ap- 
pointed a four years’ tenure. There is more reason, in m judg- 
ment, why we should insist upon that rule with regard to Hawaii 
than there is with regard to any other Territory we have ever 
reenson 

his bill as it came from the committes took away from the 
President, or did not give to the President, the right to appoint 
judges at all, except for what is called the Federal court. So far 
as the Territorial court . is concerned, the judges are to be 
appointed by the governor, by and with the advice and consent of 
the senate of Hawaii—that body which has been chosen by electors 
with a property qualification. It continued the present judges— 
I think that was the effect of it—the chief justice and all the 
justices of the supreme court, during good behavior; that is, it 
continued them with a life tenure, and continued the present 
circuit judges for a term of six years. It made their decision final, 
and no amendment which I have offered changes that. Here, 
then, we had a governor with arbitrary power to appoint the 
judges, by and with the advice and consent of this aristocratic 
senate—if I may be permitted to use the word, notin its bad sense 
but in its governmental sense—we continued the present; judges 
in office, the chief justice and the associate justices of the supreme 
court during life, and we continued the judges of the circuit 
courts for six poo. Then we made their decision final, and no 
matter what they might decide, we entirely lost power or.control 
over the courts in Hawaii. In other words, we surrendered to 
them absolutely the arbitrary power of appointment and the right 
to review any decision which they might make. 

Mr. President, that is not necessary to perpetuate the govern- 
ment in the hands of the ruling class there; it isnot wise. What 
complications will arise in that island no human being can fore- 
see. We know that there are 4,000 of the governing class there 
against 145,000 of the nongoverning class; we know that that gov- 
erning class to-day is largely e ee to the people who are ad- 
ministering the government, and that only in this last year there 
has a very decided sentiment arisen on the part of the white peo- 
ple of Hawaii against the people who are in office there. 

I insist that it is better to stand by the rules which we have 
adopted for the creation of Territories at home than it is to ex- 
tend them in those far-off and distant islands, 

There can be no harm come from this limited tenure of the 
judges, and if their decisions are to be final it is better that the 
should not have long terms of office; it is better that they shoul 
be subject to the power of removal by the President if 45 want 
to keep the judiciary of those islands pure and honest and upright. 
If it should happen that the 145,000 of the nongoverning class 
should override the 4,000 of the governing class and take the offices 
into their own hands, weshould be exceedingly sorry, Mr. President, 
that judges whom they elected should be beyond the reach of re- 
moval by the President of the United States, and have a term of 
nine years, removable only by impeachment of the senate and 
house of representatives of Hawaii. There is no need of going to 
this extraordinary length for the purpose of preventing the gov- 
ernment getting into hands into which we do not think it wise 
that it should be committed. 

In the section which I have proposed to amend there was an- 
other extraordinary power given to the governor—that he might 
remove from office any such officers. That did not apply to the 
chief justice and the justices of the supreme court nor to the 
judges of the circuit courts, but all the other officers whom he had 
the portr to appoint and who can not under this bill be elected 
by the people, but must be appointed by the governor—he has the 
power, without the advice and consent of the senate, to remove 
them. Even President Dole remonstrated against that arbitrary 
power being placed in the hands of the governor. I want to read 
some things which he said in his minority report of this commis- 
sion. He says: 

While, with some misgivings, I have assented to the provisions of the ma- 
jority 8 7. the executive power of the Terri in the 
of one individual and do away with the executive council, I am unable to 
accept those which confer upon the governor the appointment of all subordi- 
nate officers, and which, while giving him the appointment of heads of de- 
partments, with the approval of the senate, permit him to remove them 
without such approval, a power not enjoyed by the President of the United 

I think perhaps President Dole is wrong in that. 

Nor can I agree to the absence of any provisions whatever limiting or 
checking the governor's executive power under the laws, excepting as to the 
approval of the senate required in certain appointments. 

0 weight of these objections will be better understood in view of the 
recommendation of the commissioners that the legislature shall hold regular 
sessions but once in two years, as heretofore, which circumstance would fur- 
nish the governor with the of 
removing any or all heads of 
of the regular sessi 


senate, which might not occur for nearly two years. 
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That thing was undertaken a little while ago practically and 
substantially in one of our own Territories, the Territory of Ari- 
zona. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Did the governor of Arizona have power to 
remove at will? 3 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. He thought he had. He raised 
the question. I do not know how it came out. But there was a 
controversy there, a serious controversy, growing out of his at- 
onys to remove immediately after the adjournment of the legis- 


By this means a governor, acting within his authority, could substantially 
evade the provision requiring these appointments to be approved by the 
senate. 

Performances of like character under the monarchy are too fresh in the 
minds of the Hawaiian community to permit them to contemplate without 
dismay the possibility of a repetition thereof. 

The governor, under the provisions of the act recommended by the com- 
mission, will have less check to his administration of affairs than was the case 
with the N under the monarchy, excepting only in the matter of 
tenure of office. oreover, the features of the existing Hawalian civil system, 
which compel a certain amount of publicity in all administrative acts, are 
swept away, and the governor may act in absolute secrecy, or, if he shall be 
so inclined, with the advice and under the influence of any persons he may 
choose to sünit ion . — —— tive status, it will be ight 

ure of the pro executive sta seen, mi expose 
the governor to intiuences hostile to the public good, and possibly to tand 
constantly recurring temptations to subordinate public to private Interests. 

The provision of the Hawaiian system which compels the president to con- 
sult his constitutional advisers lessens this danger. 

Besides, this beneficial result of the existing system is the safı d that 
it tees to the administration of public affairs through the diminished 
— ility of the best of men to make mistakes when assisted by the judgment 


others. 

So President Dole himself, with all his desire to tuate 
American government in those islands, thought this bill went 
very much too far. 

ow, my amendment does not correct the bill in many of the 
respects of which he spoke, but I do insist that as to the judges 
who are to have final jurisdiction in those islands and from whose 
decisions there is to be no appeal, either to the Supreme Court of 
the United States or to the circuit court of appeals in the United 
States, should not be put beyond the power of the President of 
the United States to appoint or remove. Their terms ought to be 
like the terms of all other judges in all our Territories—for four 
years. That is a wise provision, and, as I said, it is wiser in my 
judgment for Hawaii than it has been for the other Territories 
which we have heretofore created. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I simply wish to ask the Senator 
from Connecticut if it would not be well to add to his amendment 
by striking out the last four lines of the section which present 
difficulties of construction? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I intended to do that. The last 
three lines, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Les; the last three lines. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Lines 13, 14, and 15, on page 37. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to have the amendment stated. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In section 81, page 35, line 22, after the word 
“ the,” it is proposed to strike out the word ‘‘ governor” and insert 
the word ident; ” after the word ‘‘ senate,” in line 23, to strike 
out of the Territory of Hawaii;” after the word ‘‘ courts,” in 
line 25, to insert a semicolon and insert and the governor shall 
nominate and, by the advice and consent of the senate of the Ter- 
ritory of Hawaii, appoint;” in line 11, page 36, after the word 
“may,” to insert by and with the advice and consent of the 
senate of the Territory of Hawaii;“ in line 16, on the same page, 
after the word ‘‘remove,” to strike out all down to and including 
the word ‘‘and,” in line 20; and to strike out, on page 37, the three 
lines beginning with the thirteenth, as follows: 

Except the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court and the 
{pases of the circuit courts, who shall continue in office until their respec- 
ve offices become vacant. 

Mr. MORGAN. What is the amendment on page 36? 

The SECRETARY. In line 11, page 36, after the word “ may,” it 
is proposed to insert “by and with the advice and consent of the 
senate of the Territory of Hawaii,” and, on the same „line 
16, after the word * removed,” to strike out except the chief jus- 
tice and justices of the supreme court, who shall hold their offices 
during good behavior, and the judges of the circuit courts, whose 
terms of office shall be six years, and.” 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator from Illinois that 
those of us who sit in the rear can not understand what the 
amendments are. Will the Senator tell us about this one? 

Mr. CULLOM. As I understand the amendment and the ex- 
planation of his purpose T Senator from Connecticut him- 
self, the substance of what he is trying to accomplish is to secure 
the appointment of the supreme and circuit judges by the Presi- 
dent of the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Anda term of office of four years. 

Mr. CULLOM. Aud a term of office of four years. I refer to 


the Territorial judges, not the United States judge whom we are 
undertaking to create, 


Ido not know that it is a matter of very great consequence 


whether those judges are appointed by the governor or by the 
President of the United States; but as we are dealing with a set-' 
tled community, a state, a government, full of people, so far as it 
has gone—not a t number there yet but there has been a gov- 
ernment established for a t many years; they have their sys- 
tem of courts, they have their system of law, they have their con- 
struction of statutes by their supreme court and circuit courts 
and they are familiar with them, and they felt entirely satisfied 
with the system they have, and it seemed to the commission and 
afterwards to the committee that the less we interfered with them 
the better it was for the people there as well as for the United 
States generally. 

Now, we have had a good deal of talk here from time to time 
about what is to be done with these islands we have uired 
either by cession, by annexation, regularly, or irregularly, as 
some thought at the time, it not being by treaty but by act of 
Congress, and others as the result of the war in which we have 
been engaged; and everybody in the Senate and other piares 
apparently, seemed to be alarmed for fear that we would take 
them in and make them a part of the United States, and put our 
laws over them, and all that sort of thing. We, as a commission, 
in the first place felt and believed that we were coming nearer to 
recognizing the ideas of the people of the United States in lettin, 
that government alone so far as we could at all consistently wit 
the laws of the United States and the Constitution of the United 
States, and not interfering with anything there that it did not 
seem absolutely necessary to interfere with. 

So we found the supreme court there doing business with just 
as much dignity, with just as much sense of honor and of duty, 
and apparently with just as much intelligence as the supreme 
court of the State of Illinois or of Connecticut, or of any other 
State. There was itor in the establishment there in any way 
that the commission could see would justify us in uprooting the 
supreme court or the circuit courts of the islands and requiring 
the Government of the United States to meddle with them. So 
it was the conclusion of the commission and of the committee 
that as far as that was concerned we ought to leave that alone at 
present. 

The Senator from Connecticut seems to go upon the idea that 
we are making a constitution for those people that can never be 
repealed. If we find that this plan does not work right, if we find 
that the judges of those courts are not gomg their duty, or the 
governor does not do his, we can modif: law next year, or 
any other time in the future. Our whole p , 80 far as the 
Government of the United States is concerned, it seems to me, 
should be to give the people of those islands a start under some 
sort of law made by the United States, an organic act, and let 
them continue in the regular line of duty as they have been going 
on heretofore. 

But while everybody has seemed to want us to let them alone, 
when we come to try to let them alone everybody seems to object 
to it. That seems to be the situation here, and there is no reason, 
in my judgment, in anything existing or in any fear that may be 
antici why we should overturn that court now and say to the 
President of the United States, You appoint all these judges,” 
lest they do something wrong between now and next year or five 
years from now that ought not to be allowed to be done. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator from Illinois a question? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Isnotthat exactly what youdo? Youoverturn 
the court when you authorize the governor to appoint. 

Mr. CULLOM. No; we do not in the full sense, because the 
purpose of the bill is not to turn these men ont until their terms 


expire. 
“Mir. TELLER. You assume that the governor will reappoint 
the present fe aaa 

Mr. CULLOM. There will be only two to be appointed, so far 
as the supreme court is concerned, because the chief justice has 
resigned since this bill has been reported to the Senate. 

Poses TELLER. Does the bill legislate the present judges in 
office’ 

Mr. CULLOM. It lets them stay there. That is all. It does 
not legislate them out. 

It seems to me, Mr. President, that apparently the fear is over- 
ruling, especially in the mind of my friend the Senator from 
Connecticut, that something is going to be done over there, within 
a month perhaps after this proposed law shall be passed, that will 
be thoroughly in conflict with the laws and Constitution of the 
United States, if we allow the governor to appoint. Let me say 
to the Senator that the governor can be removed by the President 
if he does anything wrong. If he fails to do his duty the Presi- 
dent can him down or nominate and appoint somebody else. 
It seems to me there is no areas need or occasion for alarm if the 
plan shall stand substanti as the commission and the commit- 
tee report it. I think myself that the provision is a little mixed 
as to a strict constructian of what it means. Iam willing that 
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that shall be straightened ont, but I do not believe there is any 
occasion for 


if he appoints them; but we will get good jud. governor 
whom we send there or who may be sel e islands 
popne them, s 

. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him right 
here whether there is any other Territory or whether there has 
ever been any other Territory where this class of judges were ap- 
pointed by the governor? 

Mr. CULLOAL No, sir; I do not think there has been in our 
country; but in this country the Territories we have organized 
and passed enabling acts for have been large stretches of country 
with very few people in them, no settled community, no system 
of affairs, no system of laws, but simply a scattered population, 


without any government at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN Then you do not want to carry the institutions 
and principles of the Government of the United States to Hawaii, 
but you simply annex the islands for the benefit of the few Ameri- 
cans there? 

Mr. CULLOM. I wish to say to the Senator, so far as the 
American population are concerned, that they are just as intelli- 
gene aad just as loyal to the American flag and to the American 

titution as the tor is or anybody who belongs in his State 
or mine, 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator misunderstands me if he under- 
stood that I am criticising the citizenship of the white persons 


Mr. CULLOM. I know you are not. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Iam not aiming at that at all. I am simply 
sying to at the true inwardness of this remarkable bill. 
. CU M. Very well. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Weare brought face to face at the end of the 
nineteenth century with propositions of government that are ab- 
horrent to e American. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it abhorrent to the Senator that the governor 


should appoint these judges? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is. I believe in the election of judges by 
the ple, although N State does not do it. Thelegislatureelects. 

Mr. ULLOMu. Which would you rather have that the Pres- 
ident or the governor should 1 them? 

Mr. TIL I would rather have the legislature of Hawaii 
appoint them. 

BEVERIDGE. How about the Federal judges in this 
country? 

Ar. TILLMAN « Elect them By the poopie. 

Mr. CULLOMu. The Senator from South Carolina is clear off 
on ribet nE egg much, 

Mr. TILL . LamaDemocrat. That is all the difference 
between the Senator from Illinois and myself. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not an ordinary Democrat, either. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope I am not. 

Mr. CULLOM. He is an extraordinary Democrat, if I may be 
allowed to say so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thank you for the compliment, 

Mr. CULLOM. Are you through? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have just started. But I want you to get 
through, and then I will take up some of these remarks, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, I should like to ask the Senator from South 
Carolina whether he seriously means to state that he wants the 
judges of the Supreme Court of the United States elected by the 
people instead as they are now, a ted by the President, 

r. PLATT of Connecticut, t can not be done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Why, if the people are fit to elect a President, 
are they not fit to elect a justice of the Supreme Court? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am asking the ator what his views 


are. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We are not discussing that court. We are 
talking about the circuit and district courts; at least I thought 
we were. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator interjected into the dis- 
cussion and into the remarks of the Senator from Illinois the prop- 
osition that, in his opinion, according to his theory of government, 
the judges ought all to be elected by the people. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isay so still. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. therefore ask the Senator whether he 
would have the judges of the Supreme Courtof the United States 


elected by the people? 
Mr. TILEM people of the United 


from 


AN. I ask whether, if the 
States are fit to elect a President, they are not fit to electa judge? 
Are they com nt to elect a man to appoint a judge and not 
able to elect judge? You can not answer it logically. 
Mr. CULLOM. I think I will have to interrupt the Senators. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I yield to you. With the Senator from Indi- 
ana I will have it out after a while, 


Mr. CULLOM, Ido not wish to be the occasion of any excite- 
ment on the part of oct friend the Senator from South olina, 
because he is generally a pretty good-natured man and I wish to 
keep him so. I want to be perfectly serious about this thing and 
to express my judgment 1 that the best thing to do for the 
present in the adoption of a bill is to allow the status there as to 
the courts and the legislature to remain, with the modifications 
thatthe committee have made. We found, it is true and we are 
disturbing it to that extent a supreme court appointed for life 
or during good behavior, and we thought that, perhaps, for a Ter- 
ritorial court, was going beyond what ought to be allowed, and 
so we yielded to a nine-year term for the supreme court judges 
and a six-year term for the circuit court judges, there being three 
judges of the supreme court and five judges of the circuit courts. 

it is thought that that is a dangerous thing to do, of course the 
Senate has a right to change it and make their appointment for a 
given term of years and by the President. 

Now, there was something said upon the question of the elective 
franchise, and I think some inquiries were made, I have a state- 
ment here somewhere 

Mr. FORAKER, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator leaves that point, if I am 
not mistaken he was in error in one answer he gave to a Senator 
who propounded an inquiry as to whether or not it was pro 
by this bill to continue in office the present incumbents. I donot 
so understand the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. If Iam mistaken in that respect, how does the 
Senator construe it? 

Mr. FORAKER. At the beginning of section 81 it is expressly 
provided that the supreme court shall consist of a chief justice 
and not less than two associate justices, and itis further provided, 
in the same section, I believe, or the following one—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The last part of the section. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is somewhere there that they shall be ap- 
pointed. It does not say anywhere that the present incumbents 
shall be continued in office. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Read the last three lines. 

Mr. FORAKER. If it does, I have overlooked it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The last three lines of that section, 
on e 87—lines 13, 14, and 15. 

r. FORAKER. , I beg pardon. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I contemplate in my amendment 
striking that ont. 

Mr. FORAKER, Were the lines stricken out? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. My amendment contemplates 
striking them out, 

Mr. CULLOM. I had here a statement of what the vote would 
be in the election of the 1 ture or in any other election. Ido 
not seem to find it. Somebody has evidently picked it up by mis- 
take, but I remember that there were between ten and 
thousand voters in the Territory under this bill for the house of 
representatives and between forty-five hundred and five thousand 
for senators. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Where does the Senator get that information? 
pa CULLOM, It was furnished me by somebody who ought 

ow. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, that is a remarkable statement to come 
from the Senator in charge of the bill, that he gives us the ipse 
dixit of some man whose name he will not even mention. 

Mr. CULLOM. Itis not extraordinary at all, I made an in- 
quiry of gentlemen here from the islands. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Lobbying this bill through? 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. The Senator always seems to be 
scared for fear somebody is standing around trying to do some- 
thing he does not want done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I find the purlieus of this Capitol chock full 
of men who are always trying to get something done thatis against 


the le. 
Mr. 0 CULLOM. Then they find the Senator and nobody else, 


as oir 
r. TILLMAN, I said I found them. 

Mr. CULLOM. Did you go after them? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No. Ihave seen them in the committee, where 
you and I have had some investigations. 

res CULLOM. Most of them were invited there by the com- 
mittee. 

Mr, TILLMAN. They invited themselves there, and asked the 
chairman to give them a hearing. 
k Mr. CULLOM. Ithink the Senator is entirely off on that ques- 
ion. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I hope we can have order. 

Mr. CULLOM. This is a statement prepared by a gentleman at 


my request, so that I might have as much definite information 
as I could as to the property qualifications of the people and the 
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educational qualifications of the people. Now, if the Senator 
objects to me or anybody else trying to find out in that way how 
people are capable of voting over there under this law if it 


man 
should pass, I do not understand reason for it, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not object. I simply asked the Senator 
to give the source of his information. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam giving it. 

Mr..TILLMAN. He seems to think that I impeach that in- 
formation as being untrue or unworthy of credence. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator attacked the proposition that I 


should be ring it from anyon around here. 
Mr. TILLMAN. No,sir; I asked the Senator where he got that 
information, 


Mr. CULLOM. I told him. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You said from some man who onai to know. 

Mr. CULLOM. From a gentleman who ought to know. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair desires to call at- 
tenticn to the rule—a rule which it is absolutely necessary for 
the decorum of debate should be strictly observed: 


When a Senator desires to speak, he shall rise and address the Presiding 
Officer, and shail not proceed until he is recognized. 
* + + s = * 


Ka 
No Senator shall inte: t another Senator in debate without his consent, 
and to obtain such consent he shall first address the Presiding Officer. 

He must not only address the Presiding Officer, but he must 
wait until the Presiding Officer has obtained the consent of the 
Senator who is debating that the interruption shall occur. 

Ido not read this, I beg the Senator from South Carolina to 
understand, for his benefit, I read it for the benefit of Senators. 
This rule, for the last several days and for a considerable time, 
has been absolutely neglected, and it is very im t, in my 
reli for the decorum of debate that it should be strictly 
obsery 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, with the consent of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois, who has the floor, I will simply say that it has 
never been enforced since I have been a member of this body. 

The PRESIDENT oe tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULLOM. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will repeat that since I have 
been a member of this body, the latitude of debate has never been 
tied down to any such iron-bound rule as that; but we have 


little while. 
Ihave found the paper which I tried to find a while It is 
an estimate of the qualified voters under this bill for the first year. 


It is as follows: Hawaiians and part Hawaiians, 10, 000; Portuguese, 
2,800; Americans and Europeans, 3,000. The total is more than 
I thought it was, 15,300. That is for the house of representatives 
under the intelligenceprovision. Under the girded qualification 
4,500 will vote for senator, divided about as follows: Americans 
and Europeans, 2,800; Hawaiians and Hawaiians, 1,100; Portu- 
guese, 600. That isthe statement I desired to read, not to embar- 
rass this debate, but simply because I happen to have it and I 
thought it might be of some information to the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Mr. President, will the Senator from Ilinois 
permit me? 

The PRESIDENT ge tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. CULLOM. I yield. f 

Mr. TILLMAN, ill the Senator give us the name of the man 
who furnished this information? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether or not I am at li 
to do so, but I will venture to. The information was i 
to me by Judge Hartwell and Mr. Smith, late attorney-general, 
Is that satisfactory? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Perfectly, although I know nothing about 
either of them, but I suppose they are perfectly reliable. 


Mr. M. Ilknowa deal about both of them. 
Mr. TILLMAN, May I the Senator from Illinois another 
question? 


Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Isee no provision in this bill, at least I have 
not come across it yet, for the registration of voters prior to voting. 
Fe CULLOM. There are provisions providing for registra- 


Mr. TILLMAN. For registration under the property qualifica- 
tion and the educational qualification? 5 
Mr. CULLOM. A registration of qualified voters. 


Mr. TILLMAN. It is in the bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. In the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is provided for? 

Mr. CULLOM. In the law of Hawaii also. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ah! The Senator imagines, if I may inter- 
ek him again, that we who have not been studying this question 
as he has are as familiar with it as he is, and when we try to get 
some light on the intricate problems presented here in this new- 
fangled idea of government, he resents our inquiries, apparently. 
I have no other 5 and I do not have any idea that the Sen- 
ator has any other purpose, than to give these people the best 
government they can get under the circumstances. 

But I confess, Mr. President, that there are anomalies here, and 
contradictions, and extraordinary provisions that need interpre- 
tation and explanation. Ihave not had the time, and very few 
Senators here have had the time, to even read the bill through 
consecutively; but we have seen so many instances in which 
amendments have been accepted by the Senator from Illinois who 
is in charge of the bill that it shows he himself is not certain 
whether this is the best law that could be framed. When the 
Senator gets through I will elaborate a little on some of the points 
that I have just discussed, because I do not want to cut him off 
too long, and I am afraid he would consider that I was trespassing 
on his courtesy too far. 

Mr. CULLOM. I never so consider it. It is perfectly evident 
without the Senator stating it, that he has not read the bill. 
But the fact is that there are provisions in the bill for the regis- 
tration of legal voters, and of course when a man comes up to be 
registered he will be cross-examined perhaps as to what he has and 
whether he can read and write, and all that sort of thing, and 


finally he is ep h 

Mr. SPOON. That is provided in section 18. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; look at section 18. 

Now, Mr. President, I am sure I do not want anything done by 
the Senate with reference to this bill that is not satisfactory to the 
body. The commission framed and the committee reported the 
bill, and believed that it was substantiallyright. Isaid in theopen- 
ing speech 1 made here that there are some things in it that I did 
not entirely agree to. I repeat, that I had hesitation in regard to 
some provisions; and I might say that I opposed for a time the 
peters Grae cation of senators. I am standing here advocat- 
ing the generally, with the statement that so far as I am con- 
cerned, I have dow whether that property qualification would 
be necessary. 

But here is acommunity of people who have been living under 
a republic for three or four years, and somewhat under a strain. 
Not knowing exactly what the public sentiment of the masses was, 
and feeling all the time that we ought to give them a government 
at the start that would enable them to hold control in the hands 
of the best element of the islands until the question of loyalty to 
the United States could be a little more thoroughly tested, and to 
see, also, whether it was safe to go beyond what they have been 
doing and liberalize the government there more thun even we have 
done, we reduced the pro qualification from $1,500 to $1,000 
(and I believe the personal-property qualification was $3,000), and 
we reported that sort of a bill. 


There was something said about the voters in thiscountry. I . 


do not want to stir up my friend from South Carolina when I refer 
to that. I voted in the House of Representatives for both the 
fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. I have nothing to take 
back for either now or at any time hereafter, so far as I know. I 
do not want to bring thesubject into this discussion except to say 
that at the time those amendments were adopted it seemed to the 
country that it was the best and the only thing that it could do. 
The colored people had been given their civil rights, and we gave 
them finally the elective franchise in order that they might defend 
their civil rights and their personal property and all that. So I 
voted for both amendments, and I have yet to be made to believe 
that I made a mistake in doing it. With my light on the subject, 
I would vote for them again to-day if the question came before the 


country. 
„ as DAAN oo Oa we cach COA ENAME vated 
ect it as quickly as ©, SO we may get som 

for the benefit of those islands. se 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the precise amendment that is 
under discussion at this time relates to the judicial establishment 
in the Hawaiian Territory. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Will. the Senator yield to me for a moment? 
I desire to offer an amendment to the bill, and I should like t¢ 
present it now, so that the Senator may consider it in his remarks 

Mr. MORGAN, Very good. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
a 8 rh ba apr za A 

A WLIN es, sir. to amen ad to 

section 82, chapar 4, what I sen to tho. desk. pije 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Secretary will read the 
amendment, 
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The SECRETARY. Add to section 82 the following proviso: 


Provided, That writs of error, bills of exceptions, and a in all cases 
from the final decisions of the said supreme court of Hawaii may be taken 
to the circuit court of 1 aa of the Ninth judicial circuit of the United 
States where the value o. eee ee or amount in controversy shall exceed 

peal shall be allowed to said circuit 

peals of the United States from the decision of said supreme court 

of Hawaii or of any court ko nago upon any writ of habeas corpus involving 
om. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the commission that went to 
Hawaii framed the general outline of this bill in almost all of its 
rovisions and reported it back to the President of the United 
States and offered it in both Houses of Congress. The Houses of 
Congress have taken the subject under consideration and have 
examined it with a great deal of care, and they have remodeled 
the bill in many particulars. This particular bill has undergone 
a second revision by the Committee on Foreign Relations. It was 
rted at the last session of Congress and at the present session 
referred back to that committee, and it has undergone a very care- 
ful revision. The last revision that was made was upon the sug- 
tion of the subcommittee of which the honorable Senator from 
Uinois [Mr. CuLLoM] was chairman and the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker] and myself were the other members. So none 
of its provisions are presented in any inconsiderate way. Every 
word and every line in the bill has had scrutiny and attention, 
and it is the best thought of the gentlemen who have been con- 
cerned in it, all of them, I have not any doubt at all, entirely im- 
partial and entirely patriotic in their views on the subject, and 
without the slightest personal interest or feeling or concern in- 
volved in the matter. 

It may be the subject, and it ought to be the subject, of just 
criticism; but when the situation is comprehended by the Senate, 
if the Senate will take the trouble to comprehend the situation, 
2 over it and see e. a +. annk = bill will De 

ound a very appropriate system of legi on for the purpose o 
preserving all the A in of t the people in Hawaii, adi all classes 
of property, the public peace and general welfare, the e 
of the health and the education of those people, and, in fact, every 
3 that government can bestow upon any class of man- 


Now, in approaching this question the commission had a certain 
guide, which is found in the statute of annexation, and that is a 
ove fae statute. There was but one like it, an act annexing the 

erritory of Louisiana after the treaty of 1804, I believe it was. 
This statute in its principles and in several of its provisions was 
copied from the statute annexing Louisiana to the American Union 
after the ar purchase been ratified. That statute was 
approved by Thomas Jefferson, and its principles have always 
been recognized as sound constitutional principles and sound prin- 


error or a 


. an of public policy. 


y. 
ow, let us see what the statute annexing the Hawaiian Islands 
to the United States provided should be done: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of tatives, etc., That said cession 
is py arm ratified, and confirmed, and the said Hawaiian Islands and 
their ndencies be, and they are hereby, annexed asa pare of the terri- 

of the United States and are subject to the sovereign, ominion thereof, 
that all and singular the rty andrights hereinbefore mentioned are 
vested in the United States o — 

That is the right of public property. 

The existing laws of the United States relative to public lands shall not 
apply to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands 

That leaves that branch of our legislation entirely out of the 
question; it does not apply— 

of th ited States shall enact laws fi - 
8 8 tater eh e special laws for their man. 
as 


government, shall be used solely for the 
habitants of the Hawaiian Islands for educational and other public purposes. 


d pes ct t land domain there, the whole of it, is taken up 


and of by that enactment. 
Until shall provide for the government of such islands, all the 
civil, judi and military powers exercised by the officers of the existin, 
vernment in said islands be vested in such person or persons and 
exe) in manner as the President of the United States shall 


Su 
direct; and the President shall have power to remove said officers and fill 
the vacancies so occasioned. 

So up to this hour, while we are debating this question, all of 
the officers there are subject to removal by the President and to 
5 by the President. He shall provide for the civil and 
military government of Hawaii by the officers of the existing 
government in said islands,” if he shall so elect, is what it means, 
and these powers shall be vested in such person or persons and 
shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the United 
States shall direct.” 

Now, the President gave his direction on that. I assume that 
that is constitutional law. I think there is no person here who 
will dispute it who has ever considered the fact that the laws of 
nations are a part of the law of the land. They are recognized 
in the Constitution; they are recognized in the decisions of every 
State in this Union as being a partot the law of the land. It was 


the purpose of this statute to give the President such power over 
that country as the laws of nations conferred, except so far as it 
was constrained by the statute itself. 
Until Co; shall provide for th 
civil, judicial and military | 8 
government in said islands shall be vested in such person or persons, etc. 
Now, the President made his election. He kept all of the officers 
in that island in position, subject to his right of removal, which 
right he delegated, of course, to the governor of the islands, the 
president of the republic of Hawaii. 
The 
3 4 pee gy of Sen Hawaiian Islands with foreign nations shall 
That cuts them off from all foreign relations— 


being replaced by such treaties as may exist, or as may be hereafter con- 
cluded, between the United States and such foreign nations. The municipal 
legislation of the Hawaiian Islands, not enac for the fulfillment of the 
treaties so extinguished, and not inconsistent with this joint resolution nor 


vernment of said islands all the 


of the United States, shall remain in force until the Congres of tine Unt, 
of the orce un e o 
States shall otherwise determine. 3 2 


Now, that is a very broad provision. All of the existing laws 
in Hawaii, including, of course, its constitution and every provi- 
sion of law— ` 
not inconsistent with this joint resolution nor contrary to the Constitution 


of the United States nor to any existing treaty of the United Sta‘ ball 
remain in force until the A bese n of tho United States shall othe: = de- 


te: e. 
Until legislation shall be ted extending the United States customs Ia 
and ations to the Hawalian Islands Nati ie 
Islands with the United States and other countries shall 


There is another exception under the general rule. Then it goes 
on to provide for the public debt, then for the immigration of 
Chinese, then for the appointment of five commissioners— 


who shall, as soon as reasonably practicable, recommend to Congress such 
legislation concerning the ‘Hawation Islands as they shall deem — 2 


N That the commissioners hereinbefore provided for shall be appointed 
by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

This commission, therefore, when it arrived in Hawaii, had the 
proposition presented to it not what laws and institutions we 
would confer upon those people, but what laws and institutions 
we would modify or recommend to be modified go as to conform 
them to the laws, Constitution, and treaties of the United States, 
That was a very wise view to take of the — 8 for the reason J 
stated yesterday, that these people in Hawaii had matured what 
everybody concedes to be one of the best governments that was 
ever formed in any country to be called a republic, and a govern- 
ment that sustains no discredit by being brought into comparison 
with any government of any State in the American Union. We 
found there a government, so far as we could detect or discover, 
without any flaw in its or, tion, without any corruption in 
its administration, without any impeachment upon the honor of 
its legislation, or ! 


person else. 
We thought it was our duty to consult those facts and pe. 
sent, as far as we could, the system of laws which had operated to 
produce such results for the further government of those islands. 

Now we come to the judiciary, and that is one of the most im- 
portant of the offices in Hawaii. Darvas tore can contemplate the 
great importance, the . uence and value of a good 
judicial tem in a country that a population so large and 
mixed and with so few people whoare really intelligent, educated 
penis. When I refer to that class of people I mean a large num- 

r of the Portuguese who are there, twenty-odd thousand of 
them; I mean a large number, almost the entire body, of the Japa- 
nese population, now amounting to about 40,000; avery large po 
portion, almost the entire body, of the Chinese population, which 
amounted to fifteen or sixteen thousand, and is somewhat reduced, 
I think, from those figa 
are A peo le of remarkable intelligence, so far as education is con- 
cern t is stated that under the system of education in Hawaii 
there is not a child 12 years old who was born in those islands, no 
matter what his nationality or nativity may be, that can not read 
and write in the English and Hawaiian languages if he has suffi- 
cient intelligence to comprehend learning at all. 

All the Christian denominations are represented in full force 
there, including the Mormon Church. There is perfect freedom 
of religion. The result is that there are a number of congregs- 
tions with established churches, some of them very han 0 
structures, all of them, I understand, well sustained by their con- 

ations. 

ow, when we come to this judicial establishment and consider 
its influence and power in the maintenance of this high state of 
civilization, for it is a very high state of civilization in Hawaii, 
very great importance is to be attached to the men who fill the 
office, to the manner of their selection, and to the tenure of the 
office. The tenure of the office ought to be longer than it would 
be in a country that is entirely homogeneous, a country composed 
of one race or even two races. The judges in Hawaii have got to 
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sed by the officers of the existing | 


n 
the existing customs relations of the 
remain 


ts judges, or its governor or president, or any 


; and then the native population, who- 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2029 


familiarize.themselves almost periny with the Hawaiian tongue, 
they have to listen to the trials where the Hawaiians themselves 
are witnesses, the men and the women who do not speak the lan- 
guage and are too old to be educated in it. They must havea 
very extensive acquaintance with the customs of the country, with 
the origin and source of the law in that country, a great deal of 
which is customary law, traditional law, not based upon printed 
or written statutes at all. I donot know any country in the world 
where a judge, to be competent to discharge all of the duties of his 
office, is required to know more than a judge in Hawaii. 

The judges in Hawaii also haye had the administration of all 
questions of maritime and international law in which that repub- 
lic is concerned. They have had very extensive training in that 
regard, and very important training. Now, perhaps, there is not 
a place in the United States where a learned admiralty judge is 
so conspicuously required as in the Hawaiian Islands, nor is there 
any place in this Union where a court of competent jurisdiction 
to be administered by such a judge can be established with oe 
profit and benefit to the country itself and to the General Gov- 
ernment of the United States than in Hawaii. 

I refer to these matters as I pass along merely for the purpose of 
showing the importance that we attributed to our action in deal- 
ing with thosecourts. The plan of the committee was co d- 
ing with that of the republic there, its constitution, to retain the 
judges in office according to the tenure of office fixed in the consti- 
tution of Hawaii. But we saw that that had to give way; and 
the Committee on Foreign Relations, in reporting the bill that is 
now before the Senate, instead of having a life tenure for the 
judges of the supreme court, poeu a tenure of nine years for 
those judges. The statutes of Hawaii had provided a tenure of 
six years, I believe it was, for the circuit judges before that time, 
and that still remains, 

We thought, Mr. President, that it was just to that bench and 
just to those people that the supreme court judges, who were in 
there for life, should not be disturbed. We did not understand 
that we were sent out there for the purpose of butchering the 
republic, eviscerating it, and taking from it those qualities and 
powers and properties which the people there so cheerfully have 
vested in that court or in the judges and have profited so greatly 
i both in the matter of keeping the peace and in the preservation 
of all their rights, for the court is a very enlightened one. We 
did not think so, and we made a report in which these judges 
were retained in office until their successors were qualified. But 
that will now pass outof this bill by amendment. is bill, when 
it , will legislate those judges out of office, and the offices 
will be vacant until their places are supplied by a new source of 
. power. There will be a hiatus there necessarily. 

. TELLER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Do J understand that the bill as reported by 
the . those judges out of office? 

Mr. MOR . Necessarily so, when, on page 37, lines 13, 14, 
and 15 are stricken out, as I understand they are to be. 

Mr. TILLMAN, That is the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut. 

Mr. MORGAN. No. When we reported the bill I think the 
Committee on Foreign Relations inadvertently left in those pro- 
visions there, because it is inconsistent with the nine years’ ten- 
ure. The object of the commission was to leave those jud in 
office with their life tenure; but when the bill was reported back 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations the life tenure was re- 
duced to nine years, and the committee omitted to strike out 
lines 13, 14, and 15, on page 87, which would retain them until 
their successors were 8 That is stricken out. I speak of 
the situation of this bill as I am discussing it now. 

Mr. President, you now have the reasons which influenced the 
commission in presenting the supreme court with this life tenure 
of office; but we did not continue that as an organic part of the 
law of the Territory. We provided that after the terms of the 
present incumbents expired, their successors, when qualified, 
should take a limited term of office. So the new ju coming 
in to take the place of these—for instance, to take the place of 
Chief Justice Judd, who has resigned since annexation took place— 
would have to take a shorter term, a fixed term, not a life tenure. 
We abolished the life tenure, except as to those judges who al- 
ready held their positions; but the Senate has stricken out all life 
tenure and has made the 8 now dependent upon the pro- 
visions of the bill as amended, which limit the term to nine years, 
and which, when enacted, if it shall be enacted in its present form, 
will simply vacate the offices necessarily vacate them - because it 
refers the appointing power to the President of the United States 
instead of the governor of the Territory. 

Was it wrong, was it unjust, was it anti-republican, was it 
anti-American, was it against the spirit of the American people, 
when we were dealing with this grand republic, that we should 
permit its supreme court to remain there to discharge its func- 
tions? Is there any violence done to anybody's principles, except 


some 8 who wants to appeal to the people against the 


life tenure? But that provision is out, and there is no use of dis- 
cussing it any longer. 

The only question now is between a nine years’ term and a four 
years’ term. I think that I can undertake to say, from my expe- 
rience and observation as a lawyer, that there is not a man out- 
side of Hawaii, to say the least of it, who can qualify himself in 
four years to be a judge of the supreme court in those islands; he 
can not understand their laws, their institutions, their customs, 
their language, their people: he would be a foreigner presiding 
upon that bench, and that is the kind of man you propose to 
crowd in there, I suppose from the State of Connecticut, or some- 
where else, whom the politicians can pick out and send down 
there, and put the harness of judicial office upon him. 

There are two systems, and the principles which underlie them 
are so 5 repugnant to each other that they can not stand 
together; and in public morality and political economy the 
credit of the system is on the Hawaiian side and not on our side, 
as pro’ by this amendment. 

i I want to ask the Senator a question, if he will 
allow me. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not understand from reading this bill 
that we were 8 judges in office. 

Mr. MORGAN. amended, I will say, if the Senator will 
allow me, by Striking out lines 13, 14, and 15, on e 87. 

Mr. TELLER. 1 want to call the attention of the Senator to 
page 35, at the beginning of section 81, which reads: 

That the governor shall nominate and, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of the senate of the Territory of Hawaii, appoint the chief justice and 
justices of the supreme court, the Judges of the circuit courts— 

It seemed to me that that language meant that the governor 
should appoint, and of course he could appoint others than the 
present judges. I agree with the Senator, if I may be allowed to 
say a word further, that those men ought not to be disturbed in 
their office. It is possible that we might limit the office to a 
tenure somewhat less than a life tenure, although it would not 
scare me if the judges had a life tenure; but it did not seem to 
me that this bill contemplated that. I confess I do not know 
very much about it, though I have tried to study it, but it seems 
to me to contain some contradictions. 

Mr. MORGAN. I am arguing the proposed amendment sub- 
mitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. l 

Mr. I want to say to the Senator that I am not go- 
ing to vote for that amendment. I want to know what the bill 
means of itself. I want to know whether, if I vote against the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, I shall be voting for 
the provision that the governor shall nominate, or whether I am 
voting that he may do what the President himself may do, disturb 
those 1 in their offices. 

Mr. RGAN. Iwill explain so that the Senator from Colo- 
rado, I think, can not be ed about it. 

The bill as reported from the committee containing the amend- 
ments in italics provided for the appointment of the supreme court 
judges by the governor and limited the term of office after the 
present incumbents should go out; but in lines 13, 14, and 15, on 
page 37, it was provided that the pe incumbents should con- 
tinue in office. That was the bill as reported. It has been 
amended; it is proposed to be amended again; and now I am 
speaking to the proposed amendment. That amendment takes the 
appointing power away from the governor of the Territory and 
gives it to the President of the United States, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Sn PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yie 

Mr. MORGAN. I do. 

Mr, WOLCOTT. I ask if the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut should be carried, would the existing judges serve 
out their terms? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; they would not. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I may ask the Senator a further question, 
Would they serve out their term under the nine years’ provision, 
as it is at oye in the bill? 

Mr. MORGAN. They would by keeping in the bill the lan- 
guage contained in lines 13, 14, and 15, on page 37. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Does the amendment of the Senator from 
Connecticut strike out those lines? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; that amendment strikes out those lines. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to call the attention of the Senator to 
page 37, section 81, commencing with line 8, which reads: 

All persons holding office inthe Hawaiian Islands at the time this act takes 
effect shall, except as herein otherwise provided, continue to hold their re 
spective offices until such offices become vacant— 

If it stopped there, I should haye no trouble, but the provision 
continues— 


but not beyond the end of the first session of the Senate, unless reappointed 
as herein provided. 
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Mr. President, I do not know that those officials would be reap- 


inted; but I take it that the p of the bill as originall 
ed was that they should not hold office beyond that 
Mr. MORGAN. cept the judges. The Senator will notice 
that the section does not apply to the judges. It reads: 
8 chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court and the 


judges of the circuit courts, who shall continue in office until their respective 
offices become vacant. 


Mr. TELLER. Are they all life terms? 
Mr. MORGAN. No; they arenot. The terms of the judges of 
the supreme court are for life, but not the judges of the it 


co 
Mr. TELLER. Only the judges of the supreme court? 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not notice the last part of the section. 

Mr. MORGAN, I hope I have now placed the question clearly 
before the Senate. The first proponon that the Senator from 
Connecticut is demanding by amendment is that the power of 
appointment shall be taken away from the governor and given over 
to the President of the United States. The second proposition is 
that the term shall be limited to four years, instead of nine years, 
„ voted when we adopted that amendment here the 
other day. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has not been adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. The third proposition, resulting naturally or 
necessarily from the Senator’s amendment, is that these mens 
go out of office at once on the passage of this bill, because the 
appointing power is changed from the governor to the President. 
Those are the three 3 which are clear enough, I think, 
for almost anybody to understand. 

It has been stated here, Mr. President, that we never before had 
a Territorial judge appointed by anybody but the President of the 
United States. e never have It is not in the interest of 
local self-government that the people of a Territory should have 
the right to elect their judges or to have them appointed by the 
local authorities. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But the bill provides that the 
President shall appoint the governor. Then it provides that the 
governor shall appoint the judges, 

Mr. MORGAN. Very good. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly, it seems to me, the 
President is as well qualified to appoint judges as is the gov- 
ernor whom the President may appoint. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is even more important. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not by any means in the world is the Presi- 
dent as well qualified. The governor of the Hawaiian Islands 
knows every man who is there. The President does not know 
anybody. He depends upon the politicians who surround him 
and upon interested parties for information. He has to do 
that very ble thing, which he does every day of his life, 
guess at the t man upon the best information he can get, 
whereas the governor, being a local officer, knows exactly whom 
he is egegres = and if he makes a misappointment he is re- 
sponsible to the dent, who has the power of removing him at 
any time. The theory of this thing was that the responsibility of 
the governor to the President, both of them being executive 
officers, was direct and immediate, and that that was the right 
way to get control of the judiciary and all other establishments 
through him. 

But, it is said, we have never had appointments made in that 
way. 

Well, Mr. President, if we never hereafter have anything we 
have not had tues Sb had Devise shop and n may 80 
quit trying to grow or progress. great many things have 
come along, some by accident and some by design, that have 
helped us out of very serious and ey an | difficulties in the past— 
many—and I am in favor of that kind of progress; whether you 
call it e on” or whatever you may it. I am in favor 
of lifting Government, every step we take, upon a higher 
plane than we occupied before. 

Now, let us see. The people of a Territory, according to the 
representative idea which pervades this Republic and lies at the 
bottom of it in every one of its features, would have a right to 
elect their judges. Suppose this bill had provided that the judges 
of the Territory, of the circuit courts of the Territory, and the 
district judges should be elected by the people; could anybody 
have objected? Then the question would be whether the people 
or the governor or the President was most likely to get a good 


judge. 
There are a great many ms in the United States who are not 


yet reconciled to the idea of electing judges by the people; there are 
many of the States that will not yet submit to even that; yet it is 


a strong representative, democraticidea. Wecouldeasilyenough 
have put that feature into this bill, and this Senate would have 
— it with a shout, from what I understand to be the senti- 
ment expressed here; and by the time we had got through with it 
and had got the judges elected there we probably would have had 
a lot of vagabonds upon that bench who would ruin the islands. 
We could not pass over the necessities of the situation and frame 
theories of government to apply to a people who were themselves 
incongruons, without training, and without the knowledge of civil 
vernment—we could not do it; it was not required of us. But 
t is not the first time by any means that we have ever done this in 
the United States. 

Here are some treaties with the Five Civilized Tribes, two of 
which I knew very well when I was a boy, and spoke the lan 
of one of them—the Creek Indians. They wereahigh race of men 
compared with other Indians, and they went off—the Seminoles, 
the „the Chickasaws, the Choctaws, and the Cherokees—to 
the West. Bya treaty we garo them authority to organize a civil 
government, of course under our protection, but not under the 
reserved power to repeal their laws. No man ever heard of a bill 
brought into the Congress of the United States to repeal a law 
which was enacted by the legislatures of either of those five tribes, 
and he never will hear of it. 

What did they do under that authority, which is supported also 
by statutes in the same language as the treaty? Those five tribes 
went off there and each of t adopted its own written constitu- 
tion. The constitutions of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, and the 
Cherokee tribes are admirable documents of organic law, and they 
were framed by lawyers as as those who practice at the bar 
of the Supreme Court of the United States; and, besides that, they 
were native lawyers. They elected their president—sometimes 

him king—and both houses of their general assembly; and, 
ing to their constitution and laws, they made all the ap- 
pointments that were necessary to habilitate civil government out 
there. They have administered without stint, without reproach, 
and without reservation or question or criticism, civil law and 
criminal law; and many a man has been hung by those different 
civilized tribes by verdicts of juries, following the indictments of 
gag juries and the charges of circuit and other courtsin the In- 
ian Territory. They have their supreme court and they have 
their published books of decisions, and I have got them in my 
library. They have got all their statutes printed, and in the 
Cherokee Nation the statutes are printed in English and also in 
the original alphabet of the Cherokee tribe. Mr. Guess invented 
an alphabet of 38 letters, the most remarkable that has ever been 
produced, I think, in the annals of time. These governments have 
gone on—— 

. WOLCOTT. Who did the Senator say invented the alpha- 

bet? I should like to hear his name. I did not understand it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. Guess. Sequoia is the Indian name for 
him; and the big trees upon the mountains in the great forests 
on the Pacific coast were named after him. 

Now, sir, here have gone these five distinct constitutional gov- 
ernments, all republican in form, within She pees and limits 
of the United States, all subject to our jurisdiction. They have 
elected their own governors, or kings, or rulers, and their legisla- 
tures; they have appointed their own judges; they have exercised 
all the powers of civil government, and do it to-day, except to the 
extent that we have invaded that country with judicial officers 
and judicial authority and have established United States courts 
within the territory of those Five Civilized Tribes. 

I should like to know, Mr. President, what harm has ever come 
to the Indians from this? Why, sir, you may visit their families 
and you will find as refined and cultivated people amongst them 
as you will find anywhere. You will find their houses - very many 
of them—very handsomely furnished, sumptuously furnished, 
with pianos and instruments of music and other things of that 
kind. Those governments have all grown up without any assist- 
ance from the Government of the United States. We have done 
nothing else except to pay the annuities to them that we owed 
them under treaties for land we obtained from them; we have 
voted them no money. They have had no representative in Con- 
gress—an unheard-of and an unknown thing. They have re- 
mained there, keeping the peace and providing as well as they 
could for the welfare of the people, until they have grown into a 

roperous and very patriotic community. e are now seeking, 

Mr. President, to coordinate them in some way into a Territorial 

vernment. ab big ae against which was put into the treaty. 

t was provided that they should not be made members of a Ter- 
ritorial government. The treaty says so. 

I should like to know why we can not be as friendly toward the 
Hawaiians as we have been toward these Five Civilized ized Tribes? 
That is what I should like to know. Is there some reason for 
going down there and butchering those people, tearing up their 
institutions and their arrangements of government? Can any 
man on this floor point to a delinquency of that government, to a 
failure, or anything approaching it, that justifies a total revolution 


1900. 
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in their civic system? Unless that can be done, we are without 

reason for this unnecessary act. 

oer TILLMAN, Mr. President, will the Senator from Alabama 
ow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Is there any analogy between the government 
of the Creeks or the civilized Indians in the Indian Territory and 
the Hawaiian government? 

Mr. MORGAN. The analogy is this, Mr. President: They both 
have written constitutions; moy oe have officers appointed un- 
der their own authority; they both have a judicial as well as a 
legislative system with a supreme court; they both have the opin- 
ions of the supreme court published in authentic form; they both 
have their legislative proceedings published in like manner, and 
conduct absolutely and without question all of the powers and 
functions of civil government, republican in form. I think that 
is analogy enongh. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me another Gee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. All of this work in the Indian Territory, I pre- 
sume, is under Indians and half-breeds, whereas in the Hewat 
Islands all of it is the work of Americans, Englishmen, and Ger- 
mans who have gone into those islands, have acquired pro 
rights, have seized the government and now control it, have 
formed a government which the Senator finds so admirable, and 
have formulated laws which are so wise. If there is any anal 
whatever between a little band of four or five or seven thousan 
Anglo-Saxons in the Hawaiian Islands and two or three hundred 
thousand Choctaws, Cherokees, and Creeks, I can not see it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, if the Senator from South Caro- 
lina could disabuse his mind of the prejudices which evidently 
revel in it, he would be able to see this subject in a somewhat 

light. The idea of og doe, ps the people in Hawaii have 
Ern things into their own hands and have ruled the native peo- 
ple, without any restriction to their right is entirely a mistake, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask another 
question? 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. How many legal voters are there now under 
the so-called Hawaiian ge eer a 

Mr. MORGAN. The tor from Hlinois [Mr. CuLLom] to- 
day stated there were—— 

. TILLMAN, Oh, but the Senator from Illinois said that 
would be the number when those who are eligible under this bill 
which it is proposed to enact into a law takes effect; but I mean 
the voters to-day, those who are the component of the Ha- 
waiian government which now exists and which he would per- 

tuate? 
Ar. MORGAN. I do not know the number, Mr. President; I 
do not think think the number has been given. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have seen it stated at less than 4, 000. 

Mr. MORGAN. Voters? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. Probably so. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will ask the Senator from Illinois, with the 
permission of the Senator from Alabama, how many votes there 


are? 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me to refer to the 
same paper as to whose authenticity he was anxious, I will read 
the number. In 1890 the total number of registered voters was 
13,593; total vote cast, 11,671; voters for nobles upper house, num- 
ber about 3,800; votes cast, 3,187. That is all the information I 
have about the matter. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am trying to get the two members of the 
commission who have investigated the subject by a personal visit 
to Hawaii to tell us the number of voters who are now eligible to 
vote under the existing conditions. There is a clause in bill 
which segam any man who wishes to register under the provi- 
gions of the bill to take the oath of allegiance to the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; there is not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will read it to the Senator. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. . 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here is the provision: 

Serco. 18. That po parson shall be entitled to vote at any general election in 

W. 


the Terri of rior to 1908 who, having been entitled toq 
and vote er the constitution and laws of Hawaii prior to October. A 


oath to support Constitution of the United States. 


FF voter, unless he shall take an 


Mr. MORGAN. That shows how inaccurately the Senator will 


e TILLMAN 
Mr. T. . Ihave read everything that is here. 
Mr. MORGAN. No oath is required of any voter in Hawaii, 


except of those voters who, having heretofore had the privile 
of registration, refused to register in order to break down 
8 and in order to refuse their allegiance to the republic. 

e say now when those men come in they must take an oath to 
sa ag the Constitution of the United States—only that class. 

. TILLMAN. Well, Mr. President, that brings me back to 
the original proposition as to how many did take the oath of 
allegiance to the republic and how many constitute the per- 
fect government” which it is said there exists, and I will show— 
and I will find it somewhere in some of these documents—that it 
is less than 4,000, anyhow. 

z Mr. BEVERIDG . Does the Senator mean as to the upper 
ouse? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; as to the lower house. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Hawaiian Commission could not take a 
census of those people, and we did not undertake to do it. We 
relied upon the census taken by the authorities of the government 
being ee ted, so far as we obtained it, for a guide to our legisla- 
tive action. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Willit interrupt the Senator from Alabama 
if I call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina to a 


ie egy 
e PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I understand the Senator from South Caro- 
lina to criticise the bill and the measures proposed because the 
total vote is so infinitesimally small in proportion to the popula- 


tion. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If the Senator will permit me to correct his 
impression, I did nothing of the kind. I was merely g to 
edi Senator from Alabama to tell us what is the difference 

tween the republican form of 883 which exists in the 
Creek Nation, which he has used by way of comparison, with that 
of the Hawaiian Islands, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, being on my feet, I should 
like to call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina fe 
TILLMAN] to the fact that at the last election in South 
the Representative of the First Congressional district was elected 
by a total vote of 3,200 out of a population of 173,000; that in the 
Second district, where there is a population of 146,000, the total 
vote was a little over 4,000; that in the Third district, where there 
is a population of 152,000, the total vote was about 4,000; that in 
the Fourth district, where there is a ulation of 200,000, the 
total vote was 4,500; that in the Fifth district, where there isa 
i yp ee of 142,000, one man was elected without opposition, 
and he only got 4,230 votes; that in the Sixth district, with a pop- 
ulation of 158,000, less than 1,800 votes were cast, and that in the 
cove A aia with a population of 178,000, the total vote was 
about 4,500. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me to 
pay m Se oy to my friend from Colorado? [Laughter.] 

he PRES DING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mahan 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? ~ 

Mr. MORGAN. I think I had better turn these gentlemen off 
from their combat until after I get thro 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator surely would not allow that 
proposition to go without being answered on the spot? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think it will hurt the Senator to let 
it wait an hour or so. 

thy But when the Senator gets into one of his 
interesting discussions on these questions 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama de- 
clines to 0 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course I will have to yield under such a 
process of gag law as that. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no discourtesy intended to the Sena- 
tor, Mr. President, and no sort of unfairness. I should like to 
see the two Senators have their fight out about this proposition. 

ee OUTOTS: I beg the Senator's pardon for having inter- 
ru $ 

MORGAN. Ihave yielded to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina a kona deal, and haye been trying to doit in a cheerful and 
good spiri 

I proceed now, Mr. President, to say that the analogy between 
the government of the Indian tribes that I have already spoken of 
and the government of Hawaii was, of course, in regard to the 
form of government, the plan of it, and the liberties that were in- 
volved in it. It did not have any reference to the people or their 
conduct. But it is quite a mistake, altogether a mistake, to sup- 
pose that the Hawaiian people have not been fully consulted by 
the white people, as they are called in Hawaii, many of whom are 
natives of the islands, and a large number of whom have some 


2032 


tincture of Hawaiian blood in them—it is quite a mistake to sup- 

they have not been consulted. There has not been a cabinet 
8 Kamehameha I down to the present time where the Ha- 
waiians and the white people have not associated together. The 
Hawaiians havesometimes held the chief positions, and sometimes 
the political premier 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator one question in that con- 
nection? Itisa practical question purely. 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. That is, whether there is kopi now and is preserved 
a record of the persons who registered prior to 1897—for those 
three years. I am speaking of the practical question. I make no 
criticism on the rule proposed, but I only wish to know whether 
there are the means in existence of enforcing it justly; that is, are 
the old registers preserved, so that the record will show who did 
bi, “ig? and who did not in those three years? 

MORGAN. My impression is entirely distinct that when 
this subject was under discussion before the commission we ascer- 
tained that those registers had been kept and that it was easy to 
determine who refused to register and who had registered. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is not the slightest doubt but that the 
officials of the islands know exactly who registered and who voted 
and who did not. 

Mr. MORGAN, I will say to the Senator from Massachusetts 
that I have never been amongst a set of officials who are so care- 
ful with their records as those of Hawaii, and I am quite sure we 
had the information about the number of persons who had refused 
to register, and who thereby signified their determination not to 
recognize the republic. That was their manner of Gog Bev It 
was provided if they voted hereafter, being citizens of Hawaii, 
they should take an oath to support the Constitution of the United 
States. They weremonarchists, They were against a republican 
3 and we did not want to admit them as voters in 

awaii unless they had so far changed their views upon that sub- 
ject as that they were willing to support a republic like the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. That was the question in the case, 
That is how we disposed of it, and my impression is there are be- 
tween eight and nine hundred who were said to have stood out 
and refused to recognize the Hawaiian republic by registering 
upon the voting list. 8 

We wanted to confer citizenship upon those people. There 
were some wert - reasons why it should not have been done, 
but we concluded that we would confer upon them citizenship, 
but we would put the qualification upon them of taking an oath to 
suppor, the Government and Constitution of the United States 
before we would it them to vote. I think that is reasonable 


and proper and all right. 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Alabama one other 
question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly, 

Mr. HOAR, I suppose those Hawaiian | aa le, then, who are to 
swear to support the Constitution of the United States are under 
that Constitution of the United States and it is applicable tothem, 
in the 1 7 745 of the committee? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think I caught the drift of the Sen- 
ator’s question. 

Mr. HOAR. There has been a good deal of discussion in the 
Senate lately and elsewhere as to whether the Constitution of the 
United States isin force in regard to Territories and dependen- 
cies. Now, do I understand that, so far as the people of Hawaii 
are concerned, the committee hold that they are under the Consti- 
tution of the United States and that it is extended to them? 

Mr. MORGAN. Not only do the committee 

Mr. HOAR. If the committee do not so understand it, of course 
the operation of an oath that the inhabitants shall support the 
Constitution of the United States would be out of the question. 

Mr. MORGAN. That would be out of the question, I will in- 
form the Senator that the commission had not any question or 
doubt about that proposition at all; and more than that, the act 
of annexation, which is our guide, forced it upon us by saying 

Mr. HOAR. I think the answer is comple 

Mr. MORGAN, It says: 

The munici; T - 
FCC 
resolution nor con to the Constitution of the United States nor to any 
existing treaty of the United States, shall remain in force until the Congress 
of the United States shall otherwise determine. 


Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER, The Senator from Massachusetts made one 
remark in reply to the answer to him to which I want to take 
exception, and that was that unless the Constitution is extended 
to the Hawaiian Islands, either ex proprio vigore or by this Con- 
gressional action, it would be inconsistent and incompetent to 
require the citizens or officials there to take an oath to support 
the Constitution of the United States. I will say to the Senator 
that if he will examine the organic laws that have been from 
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time to time enacted, he will find that, although the extension of 
the Constitution was withheld and the view obtained that the 
Constitution did not apply to the Territories, yet they did re- 

uire the officials to take an oath to support the Constitution of 
the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. If I may be pardoned one word in reply, I will say 
that I do not believe the framers of the various provisions in re- 

d to our Territories, or the men who voted for them in either 
ouse of Congress when such a provision was enacted, were of 
opinion that the Constitution did not extend to the Territories. I 
know the great authority on one side and on the other of these 
uestions, especially Mr. Webster. It seems to me, with great 
eference to my honorable friend the Senator from Ohio, that an 
obligation imposed on a man to pappor with life and fortune and 
rig Chaat te and sacred honor, which are all involved in that oath, 
a Constitution in which he has no share and from which he re- 
2 not the slightest benefits is an unjust and unreasonable 
exaction. 

I do not wish, if I may say one thing further, to be understood 
in what I say as questioning the doctrine advocated, if I under- 
stood him correctly, by the Senator from Ohio yesterday. Iam 
merely speaking of the injustice, accepting that thatis true, if we 
do accept it as true, of putting on anybody such an obligation, 

ORAKER. Mr. President 


Mr. MORGAN. I é do not think I shall be able to conclude my 
speech in a week if I am interrupted all the time by every ques- 
tion that oy Sere to the mind of any Senator. 

Mr. FO I u wish to say one word only in reply to the 
Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr, MORGAN. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not rise to make any argument or to ad- 
vance any view or to support in any kind of controversial spirit 
any particular contention, I merely wish to say to the Senator 
that as a matter of fact the case is as I stated, that although the 
Constitution was not extended to the Territories, but was expressly 
withheld, they yet required in practice that thing, HAMELS, the 
taking of an oath to rapport the Constitution of the United States, 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is an unfair and unjust practice. 

Mr. FORAKER. However that may be, it remains for us to 
discuss it later. Iam only calling attention to the fact. 

Mr. MORGAN. So far as this bill is concerned, I think I can 
put it all at rest by reading section 5: 

That, except as herein otherwise eee the Constitution and all the 
laws of the United States locally applicable 

Not locally inapplicable,” I believe it is going to read 
shall have the same force and effect within the said Territory as elsewhere 
in the United States. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iwill yield in a moment. Allow me to state 
another proposition which I wish to discuss to-morrow. 

I hope we haye settled the question about the Constitution of 
the United States in its application to this Territory, I have al- 
ready shown that the Government of the United States, in the case 
of the Five Civilized Tribes, has permitted republics to grow up, 
separate governments, under constitutions republican in form, 
and no harm has come of it, but, on the contrary, a great deal of 


Bo Gris to state that to-day, under the act of Congress of annexa- 
tion, e of the republic of Hawaii is in his office exe- 
cuting all of the functions of the president of those islands except 
in connection with foreign relations. The customs are being col- 
lected by the Hawaiian authority. ‘Taxes of every kind are being 
collec by the Hawaiian authority. The judiciary are under 
Hawaiian authority and under Hawaiian commissions, expound- 
ing the constitution and the laws of Hawaii, except so far as they 
conflict with those of the United States. 

The President of the United States was consulted immediately 
after the commission arrived upon this question. It was under- 
stood that in the courts indictments would be demurred to or a 
motion to quash would be made on the ground that the constitution 
of Hawaii required all processes torun in the nameof the republic 
of Hawaii, and inasmuch as the republic of Hawaii had ceased 
and had no wopr the right to exercise its functions as such, and 
the country had become a part of the territory of the United States, 
that those motions could prevailand it would stop theadministra- 
tion of justice; there would be no indictments and no convictions. 
The question was raised in limine, It was the first question that 
came before the commission, and the President of the United 
States issued an order that the process in Hawaii should run in 
the name of the republic of Hawaii as was provided in its consti- 
tution; and from that time to this every function of govern- 
ment in the Hawaiian Islands has been exercised by the republic 
of Hawaii, so to-day, in the elasticity of our laws upon this ques- 
tion, we have a full-fledged republic, without having lost any of 
its powers, except its foreign relations, within the bosom of this 
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e nb iain of ours and exercising its powers without 
restrain 

There is . about it. There is nothing 
any more wrong about it or irregular about it than there was in 
the annexation of Louisiana after the treaty of Mr. Jefferson, 
when it became necessary to extend the laws over that Territory; 
but instead of extending the laws of the United States over it we 
retained the laws that were in force there, whether they were of 
French origin or of Spanish origin. All the laws in force were 
retained, and the courts were compelled to administer them and 
did administer them until the Congress of the United States fur- 
nished to Louisiana a Territorial form of government, after sev- 
eral years. 

Now, there we are, and that is the situation of Hawaii to-day. 


Therefore the question arises, Mr. President, and arises naturally 


and properly, not whether we shall create a government in Hawaii 
anew entirely, starting it from the ground, but how much of the 
wers of the republic ought we to take away in order to conform 
Hawaii to the institutions and the Constitution and the laws of 
the United States and the opinions of the American people. That 
is the question which is presented, and in the presentation of that 
question I wish to state just this: We thought it was proper to 
retain the courts that were in Hawaii and give them local juris- 
diction, cutting away from them all jurisdiction of a foreign char- 
acter or admiralty character, and everything of that kind, but 
giving them control of local affairs within the jurisdiction of the 
istrict, circuit, and supreme courts. Then a part of the bill is 
to establish within those islands for the first time a district court 
of the United States proper. That is the proposition before the 
Senate at this moment of time. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 O clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, February 22, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 21, 1900. 
APPOINTMENTS BY BREVET IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be major-general by brevet. 
Brig. Gen. Harrison Gray Otis, United States Volunteers (since 


honorably mustered out of service), for meritorious conduct at 
the battle of Caloocan, Philippine Islands, March 25, 1899. 


To be brigadier-generals by brevet. 


Col, Owen Summers, Second Oregon Volunteer Infantry (since 
honorably mustered out of service). for 5 gallantry at 
Maasin Bulac Bridge, San Isidro, Philippine ds, May 17, 1899. 

Col. Harry C. Kessler, First Montana Volunteer Infantry (since 
honorably mustered out of service), for distinguished service in 
action at Malolos, Philippine Islands, March 31, 1899. 

Col. Wilder S, Metcalf, Twentieth Kansas Volunteer Infantry 
(since honorably mustered out of service), for gallant and meri- 
torious service in action near Bocave, Luzon, Philippine Islands, 
March 29, 1899. 

To be major by brevet. 


Capt. James F. Case, Second Oregon Volunteer Infantry (now 
major, Fortieth Infantry, United States Volunteers), for distin- 
ganhat servicesand gallantry at Maasin Bulac Bridge, San Isidro, 
I es Islands, while acting division engineer officer, May 17, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 


Capt. Luther B. Grandy, assistant surgeon, Thirty-fifth Infan- 
Sy, 3 nited States Volunteers, February 14, 1900, vice Swift, va- 
cated, 


To be assistant surgeon with the rank of captain. 


First Lieut. John A. Metzger, assistant surgeon, Thirty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, February 14, 1900, vice 
Grandy, promoted. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 


John , of New Vork, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, February 16, 1900, . Thirty-fifth Infan- 


try, United States Volunteers, promoted. 
XXXII— 28 


CONFIRMATIONS. ‘ 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 21, 1900. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 


Dr. Joseph A. Murphy, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 3d day of January, 1900. 

Dr. John T. Kennedy, a citizen of Connecticut, to be an assist- 
ant surgeon in the Navy, from the 15th day of January, 1900. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 


To be second lieutenants, 


William C. Harllee, of Florida. 
Richard S. Hooker, of Nevada. 
Hugh L, Matthews, of Tennessee. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY, 


Commander William C. Gibson, to be a captain in the Navy, 
from the 18th day of February, 1900. : 
Lieut. Commander Richard G. Davenport, to be a commander 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of February, 1900. 

Medical Inspector John C. Wise, to be a medical director in the 
Navy, from the 7th day of February, 1900. 

Surg. Ezra Z. Derr, to be a medical inspector in the Navy, from 
the 7th day of February, 1900. 

Lieut. Horace M. Witzel, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 3ist day of December, 1899. 

Lieut. Reynold T. Hull, to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
Navy, from the 11th day of January, 1900. 

Lieut. Albert G. Winterhalter, to be a lieutenant- commander 
in the Navy, from the 18th day of January, 1900. 

P. A. Surg. Rand P. Crandall, to be a surgeon in the Navy, from 
the 24th day of September, 1899. 

Passed Assistant Paymaster Richard Hatton, to be a paymaster 
in the Navy, from the 20th day of January, 1900. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, February 21, 1900. 
The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


Speaker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Coup, D. D. 
anei Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
WOMAN COMMISSIONER AT PARIS EXPOSITION. 


Mr. HITT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to be allowed 
to make a report from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and 
ask for its present consideration. j 

The SPEAKER. The „ mamas tre from Illinois [Mr. Hrrr] sub- 
mits a report from the Committee on Foreign airs, and asks 
unanimous consent for the immediate consideration thereof. The 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Joint resolution (S. R. 55) authorizing the President to appoint one woman 
commissioner to het sige the United States and the National Society of 
the Daughters of the American Revolution at the unveiling of the statue 
of Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, France, in 1900. 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in Congress assembled, That the President ay poren one woman 
commissioner to represent the United States and the National Society of the 
Daughters of the rican Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of 
Lafayette and the presentation of a tablet for said statue at Paris, France, 
in 1900, and at the exposition there to be held. 


Mr. HITT. Mr, Speaker, the resolution involves no expense 


and has the general assent of saanen on both sides. 
The SP. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate resolution? 


There was no objection. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 5 

motion of Mr. HITT, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table, 
HOURS OF DAILY SESSIONS FOR THIS WEEK. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House resolve itself into the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the 
further consideration of House bill 8245, and pending that, I ask 
unanimous consent that when the House adjourn to-day it adjourn 
to meet at 11 o'clock to-morrow, and that it meet at 11 o’clock 
a. m. during the remainder of this week. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Mr. Speaker, I want to say to the gentle- 
man and to the House that the numerous demands made upon me 
for time show most conclusively that we can not accommodate 
anything like the number of gentlemen who are asking for time 
unless we have night sessions, and I want to couple with that 
request of the gentleman from New York the request that we 
have night sessions, beginning at 8 o’clock, not to run later than 
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half past 10, for debate only on this measure, commencing to- 
ace) night and running Thursday, Friday, and Saturday 
r. PAYNE. Su it say Thursday and Friday. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, ell, I am willing to put it at that for 
3 3 Friday nights. 

e SPEAKER. ill the gentleman from New York suspend 
for amoment while the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Knox] 
submits a request to the House? 

Mr. PA . Well, Mr. Speaker, this might be finished, so far 
as unanimous consent is concerned. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the House resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
Puerto Rico bill—— 

Mr. TALBERT, . I should like to ask the gentleman—— 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman suspend until the Chair 
states the question? And pending that, the tleman from New 
York asks unanimous consent that after to-day, during the con- 
sideration of this bill, the sessions of the House at 11 o'clock, 
and that night sessions be held, for debate only, on Thursday and 
Friday es 

Mr. PAYNE. From 8oọ'clock until 11, the House taking a recess 


at 5 o’clock on each of those 9 

The SPEAKER. From 8 o’clock until 11. 

Mr. PAYNE. From 8 until 10,30, 

Mr. TALBERT. Has the gentleman agreed upon a limit to the 
general debate yet? 

Mr. PAYNE. No time has been agreed upon. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman yield to me for a sug- 
gestion? This is an important bill and important debate. Why 
not continue its consideration, rather than have night sessions and 
11 o'clock sessions, until the middle or latter part of the next 
week, as may be indicated? 

Mr. RIC DSON, That is all right, and perfectly satisfac- 


tory to us. 

Mr, PAYNE. The great difficulty about that is that some gen- 
tlemen are obliged to be away on Tuesday next, and we would 
like to have a vote on Monday. 

Mr. CANNON. Would they not be able toget back by Wednes- 
day? Iam not interfering in any way, but merely offering a sug- 


gestion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We will agree to any suggestion looking 
to further debate. 8 

Mr. PAYNE. Let us make this arrangement with reference to 
this week, commencing at 11 o'clock, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. PAYNE. And the other will be a matter for consideration 
afterwards. 

- Mr. RICHARDSON. All right. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to call attention to the fact 
that the gentleman from Tennessee Sugeest adjournment at 
10.80 p. m., and the Chair understands the gentleman from New 
York to suggest 11 o'clock. ö 

Mr. PA . Afterwards I tried to correct it and make it 10.30. 

The SPEAKER. Then the request makes the hour of adjourn- 
ment 10.30 instead of 11. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

GOVERNMENT OF THE TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent fora reprint 
of the bill H. R. 2972 and report thereon. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
imous consent for a reprint of the bill H. R. 2972 and the report 
thereon, being the bill for the government of the Territory of 
Hawaii. Is there objection? rafter a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 

TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York that the House resolve itself into Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera- 
tion of the Puerto Rico bill. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Hutu in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the Puerto Rican bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
that I have sufficient time to conclude my remarks. I will say 
that possibly I may conclude within the hour, and possibly it may 
take me fifteen minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that he may have time to conclude his remarks, 


Is there objection? 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course it comes out of the time of the 
other side, I have no objection, so far as I am concerned. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, the sovereign powers 
of the United States of America as an independent nation are de- 
rived from the recognition given us as such by Great Britain 
when our independence was recognized and granted. 

The principles upon which this Government was founded and 
which inhere in it were announced to the world July 4, 1776, 
when our fathers gare tothe world that immortal instrument, the 
Declaration of Independence. It emanated from and was enun- 
ciated by the thirteen colonies that subsequently became the 
United States of America, and the independence of which was 
recognized by Great Britain. When the nations of the earth 
recognized us as a nation under that name, the recognition ex- 
tended to the thirteen original States, and when the Constitution 
Was framed and ratified, the States, and the States only, spoke and 
adopted it as their Constitution and fundamental law, with a pro- 
vision that other States, with their peoples, might be admitted into 
the Union by Congress and thus become entitled to the protection 
and benefits and immunities of that instrument. The consent of 
the people of the States acting through Congress and the Presi- 
dent and of the people of the Territory is essential to the exten- 
sion of the benefits and obligations of that instrument to an 
Territory or to the people of any Territory not within a State. 
deny the right or power of Congress to compel the people of any 
Territory to assume the obligations and responsibilities of state- 
hood, which would be the logical result if the Constitution, ex pro- 
prio vigore, extends to 8 belonging to the United States. 

The pending Ma deals with the question of tariff laws for Puerto 
Rico, one of the newly acquired ms of the United States 
of America under our treaty with the Kingdom of Spain, and 
with no other question directly. Indirectly, however, and as a 
necessary consequence of attempting to legislate at all regarding 
the ma ment of pertaining to the support and com- 
mercial control of this newl fess | Territory, using the word 
territory in the sense of peopled land, and not in the sense of ter- 
ritory” as applied to our organized Territories on the continent 
of North America, we open up the whole question of the powers 
of Congress over Puerto Rico, the Philippine Islands, and our 
Territories generally, and the broad question whether or not new 
territory, eee ates since the Constitution was ordained 
and established, before being organized and admitted into the 
Union as a State (or at least before being organized as Territories 
and given Territorial government), is a part of the United States 
in the political sense of that term, so that the Constitution, with 
its grants and limitations of legislative, executive, and judicial 

wer, extends thereto as the supreme law ex proprio vigore—that 
is, of its own force and vigor, and unaided by and independent of 
any executive or legislative action. 

the very beginning of my remarks I desire to repudiate the 
theory or doctrine that any act or action of the Congress of the 
United States or of the President and Senate alone may extend 
the Constitution of the United States, as a constitution, over any 
territory while it remains territory. The Constitution is either 
there as the supreme law of every inch of our territory the mo- 


ment it becomes the = of the United States, or only extends 
thereto, and can only be extended thereto, by the admission of 
the Territory into the Union as a State. This, however, is no 


denial of the power of the Conio of the United States in legis- 
lating for the territory, in ing all necessary rules and regu- 
lations for its government and control, to enact into law and 
make applicable in a territory as law merely many of the provi- 
sions of the Constitution. 

I deny also the power of the Congress of the United States, in 
legislating for the government or management of our territory— 
our newly ac possessions—to enact any law, rule, or regu- 
lation it in its wisdom sees fit to enact. The Congress of the 
United States of America is the creation of the Constitution, 
would have no existence but for it, has no powers except those 

anted either expressly or by necessary implication, and which 
implied powers may properly and justly be said- to include all 
powers not inconsistent with the genius or general spirit of our 
Government and institutions. Many of such inconsistent powers 
are specified and expressly prohibited to the Con; generally 
and absolutely without reference to their application to State or 
Territory. these granted and implied powers are absolutely 
essential to our existence as an independent sovereign nation. 

Subdivision 2 of section3 of Article IV of the Constitution of 
the United States declares: 

The Congress shall have power to of and make all needful rules 


and regulations ing the territory or other pro y belonging to the 


respecti 
United States; and nothing in this Constitution be so construed as to 


prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any particular State. 

The very next section, section 4, Article IV, says: 

The United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a repub- 
lican form of government, and shall protect each of them st invasion; 
and on application of the legislature, or of the executive (when the legisla- 
ture can not be convened) domestic violence. 


It will be, must be, conceded that the Constitution does not 
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rantee or bind the Congress to give the Territory, when legis- 
ting for it and creating for it a government, a republican form 
of government. The power to make all needful rules and regu- 
lations” for the Territory is accompanied by no such ty, 
express or implied, and hence the government of a Territory need 
not be republican in form. Indeed, in many cases it could not be. 
It follows that certain provisions of the Constitution applicable to 
and designed for a republican form of government need not be 
applied to or made effective in our territory. In fact, if the Con- 
stivation applies itself, government in certain territory accordin 
to the Constitution being impossible, government there is anoet 
ble. Still there are absolute limitations and restrictions upon the 
por of the Congress, applicable to it at all times, whether act- 

g for the people of the States or of the Territories, whether leg- 
islating for States or for Territory. 

Section 9 of Article I of the Constitution provides: 

The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus shall not be suspended, unless 
when in cases of rebellion or invasion the public safety may require it. No 
bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be . e No tax or du 
shall be laid on articles exported from any State. * * + No title of nobil- 
ity shall be granted by the United States. 

These are prohibitions upon Congress and the Government. So 
there are limitations upon the treaty-making power which apply 
to the acquisition of territory and to its government and manage- 
ment when acquired, although section 2 of Article II says: 


He— 

The President— 
shall have power, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to make 
treaties, provided two-thirds of the Senators present concur. 

And Article VI provides that— 

All treaties made, or which shall be made, under the authority of the 
United States, shall be the supreme law of the land. ; 

One limitation is found in section 3 of Article IV, which says: 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union. The 

have power of the territory or other prop- 
erty belonging to the United Sta 

Although a treaty made and ratified is the supreme law of the 
land, it can not make new territory acquired under it a State, or 
compel its admission as a State, or give its inhabitants constitu- 
tional rights, for the reason that Congress is invested with the sole 
power to admit new States into the Union and confer on their 
pore all the rights and benefits guaranteed by our Constitution. 

o deny this or to deny either proposition is to assert that the 
President, with the assent of two-thirds of the Senators present 
and without the assent or approval of the House of Representa- 
tives, the immediate representatives of the people, and, indeed, 
against their wishes, may add territory to the United States and 
extend the political boundaries of the United States, intended to 
include only the duly organized and constituted States composing 
the Union, and extend to and over such territory and its people 
our Constitution, with all the pane and benefits that instru- 
ment confers, and impose on this Government and the citizens of 
the States, without their consent or approval, and it might be 
against their will, all the expense and all the obligations incident 
to and that would follow such action. 

On broad fundamental principles, on broad constitutional 
grounds, I deny the right or pore of the treaty-making power 
which excludes the House of R ntatives to make a single 
foot of foreign soil a part of the United States of America in the 
constitutional sense, or to place it under the protection or entitle 
it or its people to the benefits and privileges of the Constitution 
of the United States. All that the treaty-making power can dois 
to make territory acquired under treaty property of the United 
States, and all that the war power can do under the power of con- 
ga is to make the ceded or conquered territory property of the 

nited States and govern it temporarily; e rty belonging to 
the United States; property owned by the United States. Before 
such territory becomes a part of the United States, and before it 
comes in under our Constitution, the people of the United States 
have the right through both branches of Congress to be heard. 

Therefore, on these broad principles that underlie and are the 
foundation of this republican form pf government, I assert that 
Puerto Rico and the P wh Lge Islands are nota part of the United 
States of America; that the Constitution of the United States has 
not extended itself and can not extend itself over them; that the 
treaty-making power has not extended and could not extend the 
Constitution to or over those islands, and that the Congress is now 
at liberty, having plenary power in the premises eee inci- 
dent to and derived from the sovereignty of this nation, and being 
restrained by those constitutional provisions only which expressly 
declare what the Congress can not and shall not doat all, toenact 
this bill into law and to make any and all needed provisions for 
the control and government of our newly acquired property and 
its people. And it is self-evident that these principles were recog- 
nized by the framers of the Constitution. 

In some cases the powers of Con: are limited so far as legis- 
lation pertains to the States, while in others the limitation pro- 
hibits the making of certain laws or the passage of certain acts at 


all, whether applicable to the States or to the Territory organ- 


ized, or managed, or to both. No bill of attainder or ex post 
facto law s be passed.“ This prohibits the passage of such a 
law, whether applicable to a State or States or a Territory or Ter- 
ritories, whether organized or unorganized. It is a fundamental 
principle of our Government written into the Constitution and 
making the enactment of sucha law impossible. Such a law shall 
not be passed. 

In the very preamble of the Constitution we find the United 
States of America defined and a Constitution for the new-born 
nation is ordained and established: 

We, the people of the United States, in order to form a more perfect Union, 
establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common de- 
tense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America. 

The representatives of the people who framed the Constitution, 
who wrote this preamble, who submitted it for ratification, came 
from the States. The territories were not represented or invited 
to participate, and, considering the terms of the Declaration of In- 
depence, wherein it had just been asserted by these very men, or 
many of them, that all just governments derive their powers from 
the consent of the governed, we may safely assert that the words 
ve, the people of the United States were not intended to include 
the people of the territories, as they were not represented, and 
were not supposed to be speaking. Later on in the same instru- 
ment all the then territories were designated as 13 of 
the United States. Did ‘‘ we, the people of the United States,“ in 
ordaining and establishing a Constitution for the United States, 
speak of and designate a part and portion of ourselves and of the 
land we occupied as ‘ property ” of and belonging to ourselves, the 
United States? 

In the first section it is then provided: 

All k tive povere herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

Representatives and Senators are chosen by and must come 
from the States, and representation is thereby denied the Territo- 
ries. Can we for a moment suppose that the framers of the Con- 
stitution intended to make the Territory a part of the great 
political entity and sovereign power of the United States of 
America and then deny to it all representation and all participa- 
tion in its Government? Is it reasonable to suppose that they 
were guilty of the absurdity of characterizing a constituent 
of the whole as property owned by and belonging to the whole? 
a the thirteenth amendment to the Constitution it is provided 

at— 

Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States, or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

These last words evidently refer to the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, whether organized or unorganized as such. It is 
clear that the wide distinction between the United States” and 
„territory belonging to the United States“ was well understood, 
as it wasr ized and was intended to be preserved when this 
amendment was framed and adopted. If not so, then the words 
“or any place subject to their j ction” was surplusage. The 
12 5 States has jurisdiction over itself and over the whole of 

If the Constitution extends to and over the territory of the 
United States, there was no necessity for inserting the e 
empowering the Congress to make all needful rules an 
tions for the Government thereof, for section 7 of Article I pro- 
vides, in conferring power on the Congress, that it shall have 
power— 

To make all laws which shall be n and 
execution the foregoing powers, and all other; 7 
. a the Government of the United States, or in any department or officer 

If the Constitution, with its grants and limitations of power, 
applies and controls in the territory of the United States, as is 
asserted by those who oppose this bill, then no further reference 
to the Territories was necessary, and the Constitution is guilty of 
the absurdity of granting the same power twice over, only in 
different language, and thereby creating confusion in its inter- 
pretation, ving granted power in Article I ‘*to make all laws 
which shall be necessary an propor for carrying into execution 
the Heed gn powers and all other powers,” etc., and which the op- 
ponents of this bill say apply to the whole United States, including 
all the territory thereof, and are the only powers conferred on the 
Se Spry respecting any Territory, why write into Article IV the 
words“ The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations r ting the territory or other 

roperty of the United States?“ Why callitproperty of the United 
tates if a part of the United States, and why provide for“ rules 
and regulations respecting ”same when authority had already been 


given to make all necessary laws respecting and for the govern- 
ment thereof? 
In this construction andinterpretation of the Constitution there 
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is no danger of coming in conflict with that declaration of the 


President, Freedom follows the flag.“ Power to govern and 
‘ood government are inseparable from freedom. There can be no 
reedom without government, strong government, law, and ample, 

efficient law. The t and fundamental principles of both Eng- 

lish and American liberty are written into our Constitution in the 
form of absolute prohibitions upon the Congress of the United 

States in legislating for the United States and all her Territories 

or in guaranties to the States when duly formed. These prohibi- 

tions forbid the passage of bills of attainder or of ex post facto 
laws. No titles of nobility shall be granted, and all officers of 
high and low degree under the United States, whether in State or 

Territory, are forbidden to accept any present, emolument, office, 

or title of any kind whatever from any king, prince, or foreign 

state. The privilege of the writ of habeas corpus can not be sus- 
pended, except when in case of rebellion or invasion the public 
safety may require it, and the free exercise of religion can not be 
prohibi These prohibitions are all general in their nature, 
and apply to Congress and the Government in every department 
whenever they act, whether in relation to the United States, the 
States, or territory belonging to the United States. 


Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which 
shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids such legislation. Religious freedom is guaranteed 
everywhere throughout the United States, so far as Con onal interfer- 
ence is concerned. (Reynolds vs. The United States, per Waite, C. J.) 


No member of this House need hesitate to support this bill be- 
cause fearful of denying civil rights to the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico or the Philippines. With the latter-named islands this bill 
does not deal; with the civil and personal rights of the inhabi- 
tants of Puerto Rico we do not deal in this bill. The questions 
at issue are the power of 8 to enact a tariff law applicable 
to Puerto Rico alone, which imposes duties on merchandise com- 
ing into the United States from Puerto Rico and comingin to 
Puerto Rico from the United States at all, and if such powers 
exist the power to make such customs duties less or more, as Con- 
pe may determine, than the duties imposed on merchandise 

ported into the United States from foreign countries or ex- 
poea from the United States to 28 countries. It is claimed, 

owever, that if these powers exist Congress is unrestrained by 
the Constitution in dealing with and enacting laws relating to 
these new possessions and their inhabitants, and that intoxicated 
with power it may violate every principle of the Constitution of 
the United States affecting human rights and the liberties of the 
people in the islands mentioned, 

I have undertaken to point out on general principles and in a 
eneral way the groundlessness of this fear. ereis little danger 
hat the representatives of a free people in a Republic like ours will 

assume or dare to violate these fundamental principles of personal 
liberty incorporated into the very being of the Republic, and which 
breathed into it the breath of life and incipient existence at Lex- 
ington and Concord, at the Cowpens and Kings Mountain, at Sara- 
toga and Yorktown, and which were written in the Declaration 
of 8 and incorporated in the Constitution of the 
United States. Whatever is to happen in the future, it is certain 
that the growth of true liberty in the world has been coextensive 
with the wth of ideas. Civil and religious liberty go hand in 
hand with intelligence and education, and the Constitution of the 
United States is no better calculated for the complete and efficient 
government of our new possessions and their people under present 
conditions than were the Ten Commandments and the golden rule 
for the government of the Sioux Indians in 1789. 

The time may come; I think it will come; God hasten the dawn 
of that glorious day when there has come to Puerto Rico and to 
the Philippines a sufficient degree of disenthrallment from the 
evils and ignorance and degradation of Spanish misrule and natu- 
ral savage conditions to make their people fit and able to govern 
themselves under the provisions of our Constitution. Until that 
day comesit is the duty of the Congress of the United States, of the 
Executive of this Republic, in the interest of human liberty and 
progress, to govern those islands intelligently, patriotically, lib- 
erally, and conscientiously, with a firm humane hand, accordin 
toexisting conditions, extending the benefits of our constitutiona 
Government from time to time as the infant Territories grow in 
intelligence and appreciation and become fitted to receive and en- 
joy them. Section Sof Article I of the Constitution of the United 
States provides: 3 

Sec. 8. The Congress shall haye power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to pay tbe debtsand provide for the common defense and 

eral welfare of the United States; butall duties, tapos and excisesshall 


uniform throughout the United States. * * * To regulate commerce 
3 nations, and among the several States, and with the Indian 


Section 9 of the same article prohibiting Congress provides: 
No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 
It is asserted that the bill before the House violates these pro- 


visions of the Constitution. The claim is well foundedif the Con- 
stitution by any process or by any action of the United States in 


acquiring these possessions has been extended to or over them, or 
if these islands are a part of the United States within the mean- 
ing of the last clause of subdivision 1 of section 8, above quoted, 
and which clause says: 

— all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


The claim is also well founded and must prevail and this bill 
fail if Congress, as the sole act of the United States, lays a tax or 
aduty ‘‘on articles exported from any State” within the meaning 
of the clause of the Constitution quoted, viz: 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 


That the bill before the House is not within or obnoxious to the 
first subdivision of section 8, above snow, is too plain for argu- 
ment, and may be considered as settled by numerous decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States. Whether, generally 
speaking, the Constitution extends ex proprio vigore to the United 
States or not is not necessarily a vital question at this point, for 
the words ‘‘the United States” used in this section refer exclu- 
sively to the several States comprising the Union and not to the 
Territories. No case necessarily decides to the contrary. It isa 
provision for the benefit and protection of the States, and had no 
application or reference to the Territories. 

n Article III, section 1, we find the same words: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time or- 
dain andestablish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall 
hold their offices during good behavior, etc. 

This gives a life tenure unless impeached and removed as a con- 
sequence, 

In section 2, same article: 

The judicial power shall extend to all cases, si 
this Constitution, the laws of the United 88 . 

If the Constitution ex proprio vigore extends to the Territories, 
and the words the United States” as used in Article III includes 
the States and the Territories, it is evident that the judicial power 
exercised in the Territories by the several courts created in and 
for such Territories by acts of Con and vested in such courts 
and the judges thereof is judicial power of the United States and 
that the judges when appointed hold for life, unless impeached 
and removed, for the judicial power of the United States shall 
be vested in one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the 
Congress may from time to time ordain and establish,” and “the 
judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, shall hold their 
offices during good behavior,” and “the judicial power shall ex- 
tend to all cases, in law and equity, arising under this Constitu- 
tion, the laws of the United States,” etc. 

If the Territories are a part of the United States and this con- 
stitutional provision extends to them ex proprio vigore, and it 
must if any part of the Constitution does, then it carries into and 
vests in these Territorial courts the judicial power of the United 
States, for it is not thinkable, intelligently, in the face of the Con- 
stitution, that the judicial power of the Territorial parts of the 
United States may bə separated from the judicial power of the 
State parts of the United States and in the Territories exercised 
by Territorial courts and judges holding office for a limited time, 
it may be, while in the States it is exercised by other United States 
courts with judges having a life tenure. But the Supreme Court 
of the United States has repeatedly held that the judicial power 
exercised in the Territories, and by the Territorial courts and the 
judges thereof, is not judicial power of the United States within 
the meaning of the Constitution, and that the judges of such courts 
are not within the constitutional provisions quoted. (McAllister 
vs. The United States, 141 U. S., 174; American Insurance Com- 
pany vs. Canter, 1 Pet., 511; Benner et al. vs. Porter, 9 How., 235; 
Clinton vs. Englebrecht, 13 Wall., 434; Reynolds vs. The United 
States, 98 U. S., e 154.) 

The case of McAllister vs, The United States (141 U. S., 174), 
where the cases are collated and commented on and approved, set- 
tles the whole question adverse to those who contend that the 
Constitution extends ex propeto vigore to the Territories of the 
United States. Clearly, as, decided five times by the Supreme 
Court. the words in the Constitution, The judicial power of the 
United States,” include and refer only to the States and exclude 
the Territory. Thetheory thatthe Constitution, ex proprio vigore, 
extends to territory the moment it becomes the property of the 
United States by cession or in any of the modes we may acquire 
it, has from the foundation of the Government uniformly been de- 
nied by the treaty-making power of this and other nations when 
dealing with us, by the uniform practice of the Congress when 
making laws for the Territories, and by judicialdecisions. Spain 
and France and Mexico and Russia insisted upon putting into the 
treaties of cession guaranties entirely unnecessary if our constitu- 
tional provisions extended to the ceded territory, and in legislat- 
ing for the Territories why has the Congress of the United States 
repeatedly, for half a century, enacted provisions extending to 
such Territories, so far as applicable, the provisions of the Consti- 
tution of the United States as law for such Territories, if the 
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ga ea of its own vigor had already extended itself to such 
omain 
Nor has it been expressly and necessarily decided that those 


fundamental provisions of the Constitution relating to trial by 
1275 apply ex proprio vigore to the territory of the United States. 
t is true that in Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., page 346) Mr. 
Justice Harlan says: 
That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 


the right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of 


the United States is no longer an open question. 


And this learned and respected jurist cites in support of his 
assertion Webster vs. Reid (11 How., 437, 460), American Pub- 
lishing Company vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 464, 468), Springville vs. 
Thomas (166 U. S., 701), and then says: 

It is equally beyond question that the provisions of the national Constitu- 
tion relating to trials by ony, for crimes and to criminal prosecutions apply 
to the Territories of the United States. 

And cites in support of this assertion Reynolds vs. The United 
888050 U. S., 145, 154) and Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 540, 

551). 

It must be kept in mind that the learned justice was speakin 
of our duly organized and constituted Territories to which 
been given a Territorial, semirepublican form of government by 
express enactments of Congress, and which acts by express decla- 
ration provided that the provisions of the Constitution should 
apply to such Territorial governments and limit and control all 
laws made for them or in force there, and that the cases cited 
and referred to arose under such laws or in relation to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I will. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Willthe tleman please state clearly 
ope yee between an 5 an uno i Terri- 

ry 
Mr. RAY of New York. Well, now, that question does not 
come in here at this point at all; but I can point out to the gentle- 
man, I think, without using too much of the time of the House, 
the difference between an organized and an unorganized territory, 
An unorganized territory in the broad sense is territory that the 
United States may have 9 either through the war power, 
or treaty power, or the right of discovery, to which the Con- 
gress of the United States has not given a Territorial form of gov- 
ernment; whilst an organized Territory is one to which the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, acting through the Congress of the 
United States, has given a Territorial form of government, which, 
when given, must be in accordance with the Constitution of the 
United States so far as the Congress is prohibited from doing cer- 
tain things; to that extent and that extent only. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him one more question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. You will take all my time. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I will not ask the gentleman any fur- 
ther question. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Very well. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Then, when the Foraker bill passes, or 
the bill reported by the Committee on Insular Affairs shall pass, 
giving to Puerto Rico a Territorial form of government, will that 
eo instanti entitle them to free trade with the United States? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not at all. We can give to Puerto 
Rico a Territorial form of government; but in doing it we can 
not, when we establish courts there, authorize the passage of ex 
post facto laws, because we are prohibited such power. ecan 
not do certain things which are absolutely prohibited; but in all 
other respects we can authorize those Territorial governments to 
do what they please, to exercise any powers they see fit to exercise, 
erop that if in the organization of Territories we see fit to enact 
into law for the government of those Territories the provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States, as we have done heretofore, 
such government would be bound by them; and it is in the power 
of this Con „in legislating for Puerto Rico or for any of the 
islands of the sea recently acquired, to enact into law for their 
government the provisions of the Constitution or not, as we see 
fit; and in the exercise of the powers given to us by the people of the 
United States there is no danger that we, the representatives of 
the people, will violate those fundamental principles of govern- 
ment which inhere in the very foundation of this Republic. 

Mr. Chairman, at the time these cases arose and were decided 
we had no territory not protected by either treaty stipulations or 
acts of Congress extending to and over them, in the form of law, 
the guarantees of the Constitution referred to. In no case where 
the Sosis of the question was involved has it been held that the 
Constitution extends itself ex propao vigore or any of its provi- 
sions to or over the Territories of the United States or to any of 
their people. An examination of the cases shows that this state 
of facts was the foundation upon which the decisions referred to 
rested and are the foundation upon which they stand and are 


recognized asauthority to-day. In substance, Mr. Justice Brewer 
asserts this in the opinion given by him, and from which there 
was no dissent, in American Publishing Company vs, Fisher (166 
U. S., 464). In all the cases coming from Utah we find the court 
referring to or quoting the act of Congress establishing a Territo- 
rial government for Utah approved September 9, 1850 (see chap- 
ter 51, section 17, 9 Stat., 453—458), wherein it was enacted— 

That the Constitution and laws of the United States are hereby extended 
over and declared to be in force in said Territory of Utah, so faras the same 
or any provision thereof may be applicable. i 

And in 1874 it was further enacted as a proviso to an act pro- 
viding procedure in all cages, legal or equitable, ‘‘that no party 
has been or shall be deprived of the right of trial by jury in cases 
cognizable at common law.” 

e act of 1850, above quoted, made the provisions of the Con- 
stitution of the United States law for Utah so far as applicable, 
for the reason that Congress had plenary power to make all rules 
and regulations needful for the control and government of that 
Territory. It did not bring Utah and its people under the Con- 
stitution as a constitution, or extend it as such over that Terri- 
tory, but by reference thereto enacted certain of its provisions 
into law for the government of Utah. 

I do not care to assert that the Congress of the United States, 
in legislating for Puerto Rico, may violate any one of those fun- 
damental principles of free government regarded as corner stones 
of our Republic, and which relate to the personal and property 
rights of our citizens, 

e are forbidden to do this; the power to enact such a law is 
expressly denied and prohibited to the Congress of the United 
States, but is not denied, unless by implication, to the Presiden 
who as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the Uni 
States now holds and rules the island to the control of which this 
bill relates. The peopleof the United States, who legislate for and 

overn themselves through their Senators and Representatives in 
mgress,in enacting this measure into law are exercising that 
sovereign power by all nations, and in providing revenue 
are taking the firststep necessary tosustain government anywhere. 
We, as representatives of the people,are but doing what is ex- 
pected and demanded of usand what would be cowardly torefuse 
to do—assuming the responsibility for the government of the 
roperty belonging to the United States of America. It is the 
Republic asserting itself and substituting laws made by the peo- 
le for laws, rules,and regulations made by one man, the Presi- 
ent of the United States. 

an BROMWELL. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
tion 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iam with the gentleman on the constitu- 
tional 3 and I would like to ask him one question on 
which I am in doubt; that answered and cleared up and I shall be 
entirely with him and with the majority on the argument that 
we have constitutionally the right to make any laws we see p 
for the new possessions, The one point of difficulty in my mind 
is this: There is a provision of the Constitution which prohibits 
the levying of duties or imposts upon articles exported from any 
State. We propose in this bill to levy a duty upon articles ex- 
ported from the United States into the island of Puerto Rico. It 
is trne that that export duty is not collected in the ports of the 
United States, nor upon the articles as they go out of the States, 
but is levied upon the article when it comes into the ports of 
Puerto Rico. 

Nevertheless, it has occurred to me that the distinction as to 
where the tax is collected is entirely immaterial, if as matter of 
fact this tax is levied upon goods sent out of the United States into 
the ports of Puerto Rico. For, if we regard the ports of Puerto 
Rico as foreign ports, we are in the same position as if we were 
to undertake by law to levy a duty upon goods exported from any 
port in the United States into England, France, or any foreign 
country. On the other hand, if we look upon the ports of Puerto 
Rico as domestic ports, then we are met with the controlling pro- 
vision of the Constitution that there shall be no lack of uniform- 
ity in the matter of imposts upon articles exported or imported. 
Now, the gentleman from New York, as chairman of the Judi- 
ciary Committee, is undoubtedly able to answer the question to 
his own satisfaction; and if he can to mine, it will clear up the 
9 I have on this question. 

. RAY of New York. I had the same trouble the gentleman 
has when I first read this bill, and I went to work to clear it up, 
as well as to support the other propositions involved in the ques- 
tion. I can answer it to my own satisfaction completely, and I 
can answer it, I think, to the satisfaction of every fair-minded 
man within the authority and express lang of the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States and in such a way that 
no lawyer or man capable of comprehending legal reasoning, 
which includes nearly all of the citizens of the United Statesand, 


I am sure, all the members of this House. It is a proposition to 
which I was just coming, and as it troubles the gentleman and 
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may have troubled other gentlemen, I ask careful attention to 
what I say on this subject. I know it is rather a dry proposition, 
but it is a very important one. 

No amount of eee in this House or throughout the 
United States will make this bill constitutional. It must be sus- 
tained as constitutional under and by virtue of the language of 
the Constitution and the decisions of the courts. I hope to answer 
the proposition, and I had arrived at a point nearly where I may 
answer it, 

It can 8 answered, and when properly answered no gen- 
tleman can doubt the constitutionality of this bill in its every 


In doing this I have been referring to the governing of Terri- 
tories, e Congress, speaking for the people and acting for the 
Territory or in relation thereto, and may and must exer- 


possesses 

cise all the pawei of both the State and the General Government, 
and hence this bill may become a law without violating that other 
constitutional provision and prohibition to which I have called 
attention and which declares that No tax or duty shall be laid 
on articles from any State.” States, with the consent of 
Congress, may lay im and duties on both imports and ex- 
ports, but the net proceeds must be for the use of the Treasury of 
the United States. 2 

You see the reason why; States as States and no State individu- 
ally can act for or legislate for any Territory belonging to the 
United States. must do that, and so the Supreme Court 
of the United States have decided ten times; and the doctrine has 
never been dissented from by any judge that in legislating for a 
Territory the Congress of the United States possesses and exer- 
cises the power of every State individually and the powers of 
all the States collectively and individyally. Now, keep that in 
mind as proposition No. 1. Then we, as representatives of 
the people of the United States, the legislative power of the 
United States as a whole, as a government, as a sovereignty, 
2 for the nation, and may consent. When we legislate for 

ə Territories of the United States we speak for the nation, and 
we speak for the States individually and collectively, and we 
exercise every power that the Constitution of the United States 

ives to the neral Government and ev power that the 
stitution of the United States gives toa State or to all the 
States. That is decided over and over again. 

This authority is conferred by section 10 of Article I of the Con- 
stitution, and reads as follows: 

t consent Congress, posts 
idee oe 3 agli pth pact be abso any onora tor 
executing its inspection laws; and the net produce of all duties and imposts, 
laid by any, State on imports or exports, shall be for the use of the 
of the United States; and all such laws shall be subject to the revision an 
control of the Congress. 

This bill provides for the payment of duties on merchandise 
brought into the United States from Puerto Rico and merchan- 
dise brought into Puerto Rico from the United States, such du- 
ties being paid at and in Puerto Rico. Ican not and do not assent 
to the proposition that the 25 per cent of the present tariff im- 

on all merchandise ‘‘coming into Puerto Rico from the 

nited States” is not an export duty laid on articles e: 
from a State for the reason that it is im and to be collected 
at a port of entry established in Puerto Rico and not within the 
United States. 

This fact mukes no difference, for it is not material at which 
end of the line the duty imposed is paid. But Puerto Rico is not 
a 3 or foreign state and can not be treated as 
such. e duty laid is not an import duty on merchandise im- 

into Puerto Rico from any foreign state or foreign terri- 
ry. It can be said that as there is no denial of a right in or pro- 
hibition on the Con to impose duties on merchandise carried 
from a State intoa Territory belonging to the United States or on 
merchandise carried from such a Territory into a State or the 
United States, there is no limitation on the powers of the Con- 
gress in this particular, and that in the exercise of the plenary 
power conferred by section 3 of Article IV, we may enact this pro- 
pos legislation; that goods carried from a State into territory 
longing to the United States are not exported“ from a State 
in the sense that word is used in the Constitution, because not car- 
ried to a forei OMER 

Mr. BRO ELL, Is the gentleman through with his answer 
to my question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. No; I have just begun. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I want to suggest, so that we shall not be 
at cross-purposes—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, Ido not know that I ought to 
take the time to answer the gentleman; I am occupying too much 


e, 
Mr. BROMWELL. What I want to ask is this: Section 9 of 
the Constitution has been construed to be a section of restriction 


on the power of Co 
Mr. RAY of New York. I have said that as emphatically as 
any man can, that where there is an absolute prohibition in that 


instrument upon the power of Congress to act, we can not act, 
we can not pass a law, whether it relates to the State, the United 
States, or any territory belonging to the United States, which we 
are forbidden to pass, but this bill does not offend against that 
proposition at all. You must take the Constitution as a whole; 
you must read that provision in the light of the Constitution as 
one complete instrument. 

Now, let me call attention to one or two points in this connec- 
tion; and I can make a better argument against this bill than the 
gentleman has in his question. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Oh, I do not want to make any such argu- 
ment on any points except this constitutional question when I 
think I am with the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I think the gentleman will be with me 
on this matter when he has heard fully the argument. Letme call 
attention to the two sections side by side. 

Section 9 provides: x 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State, 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is a prohibition on Congress, 

Mr. RAY of New York. An absolute prohibition—— 

Mr. BROMWELL. On Congress. 

Mr, RAY of New York. Yes; on the Congress of the United 
States 2 : 

Mr. BROMWELL. That is right. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In laying export duties on articles 
going abroad from a State. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, what I want the tleman to do is 
to construe that provision in view of the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I believe I catch the gentleman's point; 
and if I do not cover it in what I shall say, I hope he will my 
attention to the omission. 

Now, in the Torao section, section 10 

Mr. BROMWELL. Whigs contains the prohibitions on the 
States. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I find this language: 

No State without the consent Co: la 
duties on ees or mg okey — 5 — wane 5 F 
ts tion laws; and the net produce of all duties and imposts. 
lai State on imports or exports, shall be for the use of the Treasu 
of the United States; and all such laws shall be subject to the revision an 
control of the Congress. 

Now, when youread an instrument, when you read the Consti- 
tution of the United States or of a State, or when you read a law, 
or when you read a contract ora deed or a letter, or any other 
paper, or when you look into the face of a man to ascertain his 
character, you are to take together everything bearing upon the 
question, are you not? And although there may be a sentence 
here that prohibits a siron thing; yet if there is a sentence later 
looking in a 28 irection, you must take the latter provision 
into view as a modification of the former; you are to read all to- 
gether the several provisions bearing on the given subject. 

Now, in the first place, let me give what I as a complete 
answer to the point raised here. I have looked up the definition 
of this word“ export,” and I find that the word rt,” as used 
in the Constitution of the United States, refers only to goods or 
merchandise exported to a foreign * If you will take the 
Standard e and look at the definition of the word 
“export,” you will find it stated as I have just given it. I only 
call attention to the authorities on this subject that export,“ as 
used in the Constitution, means goods exported to a foreign 


country. 

Now, if the authors of the Standard Dictionary are correct—and 
I assume that they are, and that this definition is correct—then 
that settles the proposition, does it not? because Puerto Rico is 
not a foreign country. And if that definition of the word ex- 
port” as used in the Constitution is correct, that ends this contro- 
versy, and that section, section 9, has no application to A hears 
carried from the States to Puerto Rico. But assume that that is 
not correct—and, I t, I believe it is, for I have examined 
every book that I could get hold of in the Library of the Con 
of the United States; I spent one whole day on this subject alone, 
and 1 could not find any ground for a declaration to the contrary— 
but, I say, assuming that that is not correct and that the provi- 
sion does apply to goods exported from a State of the United 
States to Puerto Rico, which is territory belonging to the United 
States, but not within the United States, except geographically, 
then section 10 of Article I comes into play, and the States can lay 
these export duties with the consent of Congress; and if a State 
may do this, then under the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States Congress may do it, because in legislating for terri- 
tory Congress acts for the States; and Congress, as I said before, 
acts for the United States. So there is no question whatever 
under either aspect of the case as to the right of the Congress of 


the United States to enact this bill into law. 

S us BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me a sugges- 
On * 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I understood the gentleman—and I 
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think I understood him correctly—to state that the word “‘ export” 
means goods exported from this country to a foreign country. 

Mr, RAY of New York. Yes; that is, I believe, the constitu- 
tional sense in which the word is used; that is the meaning of the 
word as used in the Constitution of the United States. I find the 
meaning of the word so defined in the authorities; and I simply 
say that that disposes of the subdivision in section 9, I believe it 
is, of the Constitution. If that be true 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Now, as I understand the gentleman, 
he is seeking to 3 the levxing of these export duties on 
exported from this country to Puerto Rico on the ground t it 
is exportation to a foreign country 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; I repudiate any such idea. I 
have not claimed anything of the kind, I repudiate any such 
theory or doctrine. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I certainly understood the gentleman 


that way. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no. I have egy say A declared, 
and I declare now in order that the gentleman from Texas may 
oy rote me, that ae te tortie = a 5 1 Aes 
not fore territory; it is i ongin and o 
the United States; in the language of the Constitution of the 
United States, it is “ property belonging to the United States.” 
But still this question remains: If exports from a State include 
ž carried from a State into Territories Moray rg the United 

tates, this bill is justifiable and constitutional u the section 
that I have just read, section 10 of Article I of the Constitution, 
which I will not read again, because I think the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BURKE], if he will look at the Constitution, will be 
able to read and comprehend for himself. 

Now, I think I have covered that point and will not attempt to 
repeat it; but I wish to say if the contention is correct that this 
Territory is not a part of and within the United States, then mer- 
chandise carried from a State to Puerto Rico is“ rted ” in the 
ordinary sense of the word, although not carried or intended to be 
carried toa foreign country. But I am fully convinced that in the 
true and correct constitutional sense merchandise from the 
States into Territories ene to the United States is not ex- 
ported ” in the constitutional sense and meaning of the word and 
that the prohibition on the powers of Congress has no application. 

The definition of the word export,“ as found in the Standard 
Dictionary of the English language is: 
eee one phe pres) ones er ony eee of 
United States Constitution, sent toa foreign country. 

The framers of the Constitution when making this provision 
were not attempting to ate commerce between the Territories 
or between the States and territory or the United States and its 
territory. It stands to reason that the Co of the United 
States, representing and searag for all the States, and armed 
with full power over the Territories, which are property of the 
United States, of all the the States, may regulate the terms and 
name the conditions on which the people of the United States may 
enter on such 3 with or without merchandise and im 
conditions or charges of any reasonable character for the privilege 
of taking goods into or upon such r 

Let me ag the matter right to a practical illustration. 
Sup this Capitol building were no longer used for the meeting 
of the two Houses of Congress. It is p belonging to the 

United States. It is in the District of Columbia. Would not the 
Congress of the United States have the constitutional right and 
pra to say to the people of the United States, You can enter 

to this building with your goods, with your merchandise, and 
you may sell it to the people of the District of Columbia, provided 

i pay to the Government 10 per cent of its value for the privi- 

ege of so doing?” If there is parmin who denies or doubts our 
constitutional right to do that, I should like to have him rise, that 
I may know his opposition. And Ido not care which side of the 
House he comes from. 

Now, the Territories of the United States are pro belong- 
ing to the United States, and there is no doubt of it. But right 
there I want to say that one gentleman has said to me, “If your 
contention be true, then you make the people of these territories 
goods and chattels belonging to the United States.“ Why can you 
not separate in your minds, gentlemen, the distinction between 

rty in the territory, in the soil, belonging to the United 

tates and the people living upon it? They are not property, but 

they live there under the authority of the Government, subject 
to the Government and subject to such government as Con 

sees fit to give them in exercising the powers the people of the 

United States have 9 to it; and if they live there and en- 


trade or mer- 
used in the 


oy the benefits derived from living on and occupying the soil be- 
onging to the United States, the people of Puerto Rico and the 
Philippines must do just exactly what you and I are compelled to 


do, and that is obey and conform to the laws made by the law- 
making power of the government under which they live, and that 
is all there is of the proposition. They are not citizens of the 
United States. 


When the people 
the jurisdiction of the United States they do not come with the 


of these islands come with the territory under 


rights and eae and obligations given or imposed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States, and until the Con of the 
United States, representing the people, sees fit to extend suchrights - 
to them, the people do not pa them. And why that isso I 
will demonstrate later on. But I must hasten. 
In Insurance e mt as Canter (1 Peters, 511-546), decided in 
1828, Chief Justice said: 
e for toem sino. Beni a OOO exercises the combined 
In Benner vs. Porter (9 Howard, 242), the court said: 
They— 
The governments of the Territories— 
are legislative governments— 
That is, governments created by the Congress of the United 
States— 
the organiza 761... tbe somiecer heat 


the Federal and State authorities. There is but one sys of ent 
or of laws o) ting within their limits, as neither is sub; fo the constitu. 


tional pro’ in respect to State and Federal jurisdiction. 
distritation of the powers of Government as the organie i ke 3 
ee of the legislative department and subject to its supervision 
an 

And now I want the attention of the gentleman from Ohio, and 
I hope he will give it, because he has made hisinquiry. Let us 
substitute the words — and imports” in the opinion of 
Mr. Justice Harlan, in the McAllister case, and see what he will 
say in regard to exports and imports; let us simply substitute 
these words in the proper place in the opinion in that case, and 
then on that opinion determine what the Supreme Court must say 
when it comes to pass on the constitutionality of this p: law. 

In McAllister vs. The United States (141 U. S., page 181) the 
court cites with approval the previous holdings that— 


Con, in the exercise of its powers in the organization and governmen 
8 rritories, combines the powers of both the Voderal and Statesuthor: 


And then, at page 190 (opinion by Justice Harlan), restates and 
the same doctrine in these words: ` 
This ent fails to give due weight to the fact that in h fi 
the Territories Congress exercises ` ine contig wers of 1 and 
of a State » Will it be contended t a State of the Union 
tal law, or by vg negro ee enactment not 
of one of its 8 by its gover- 
“the general right of sovereignty” 5 —.— the . tof the Unisi 
af atters committed — its exclusive 3 . — 
regulations erritories 
U States, any less power over the Jagger nt the Rerritorios than a State, 
if unrestrained by its own organic law, might exercise over judges of its own 


Ape doctrine is asserted in other cases and has become 
set aw. 

As the States, under section 10 of Article I of the Constitution, 
may lay imposts or duties on imports or exports with the consent 
of Congress, provided the net are for the use of the 

of the United States, and the Congress, when verge a 
for the Territory, combines the powers of both the State and Fed- 
eral authorities, and may therefore exercise all the powers of the 
State or States in the premises, and may also consent to the levy 
of duties on imports and exports, and may also make all need 
rules and regulations respecting the Territory, it may, without 
violating the provision ‘‘no tax or duty shall be laid on articles 

from any State,” make a law for and applicable to terri- 

tory of the United States laying im and duties on both im- 

rts and exports into or from such territory, whether coming 

om or going to a State of the United States, even assuming that 

merchandise carried from a State into such territory is, within 
the meaning of the Constitution, exported. 

Let us now apply the words of Mr. Justice Harlan, in McAllister 
vs. The United States, to the question under consideration, merely 
substituting the subject-matter now in question, and we say 
must say and make the court say, . Will it be contended that a 
State of the Union might not provide by its fundamental law, or 
by legislative enactment not forbidden by that law, for the laying 
of a tax and duty on articles e ted from the State? Has Con- 
gress, under the general right of sovereignty existing in the Gov- 
ernment of the United States as to all matters committed to its 
exclusive control, including the making of needful rules and regu- 
lations respecting the Territories of the United States, any less 
power over the laying of a duty on exports from a State, or from 
the States or the United States, than a State if unrestrained byits 
lems Sea law might exercise over exports from such State or 

The only restraining power on a State is that the consent of 
Congress must be obtained to the laying of the export or import 
duty, and that consent Congress does give when it enacts such a 
bill or this bill into law. A : 
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The prohibition referred tois not operative in such a case—that 
is, when we legislate for our territory. 

Returning now to the decided cases claimed to determine that 
the provisions of the Constitution do extend to our newly acquired 
territory ex proprio vigore, and turning to the opinion of Mr. 


Justice Johnson in Insurance Company vs, Canter (1 Peters, 514, 
520), we find him asserting: 
The question now to be cousidered relates to territories previously sub- 
t to the acknowled jurisdiction of another sovereign, such as was 
orida to the Crown of Spain. 

And on this subject we have the most explicit proof, that the 
understanding of our public functionaries is that the Government 
and laws of the United States do not extend to such territory ay 
the mere act of cession. For in the act of Congress of March 30, 
1822, section 9, we have an enumeration of the acts of Congress 
which are to be held in force in the territory; and in the tenth 
section an enumeration in nature of a bill of rights of privileges 
and immunities which could not be denied to the inhabitants of 
the territory if they came under the Constitution by the mere 
act of cession. 3 

He then proceeds to demonstrate by most cogent reasoning that 
territory acquired by cession from foreign nations does not be- 
come a part of the United States in the sense that the Constitu- 
tion operates over or upon it or its people except to confer on 
Congress plenary power to govern. 

The report of the majority is in error wherein it states that— 

Never until in 1850, in the case of the Territory of New Mexico, was there 
an enactment of Congress extending the Constitution, though there haye 
been several since. 

zo act of 1822 giving Territorial government to Florida pro- 
vided: 

But no law shall be valid which is inconsistent with the Constitution and 
laws of the United States, etc. 

Sne yg act of 1823, amendatory and supplementary thereto, 
provided: 

They shall ha’ tive all rightful subjects of 1 tion; 
tal nein sual be fad WEEE i e ite Shs See mad 
laws of the United States or which lay any person under restraint, etc. 

And the act of the First Congress, section 1, Statutes at Large, 
extended the Constitution to the great Northwest Territory by 
enacting into law its provisions as to personal rights, etc. 

All decisions of the courts, therefore, relating to Florida prior 
to her admission into the Union must be read in the light of the 
fact that the limitations and restrictions of the Constitution and 
in fact, all of its provisions in any way applicable had been enacted 
into law for that Territory and applied with all the force and effect 
it would have had had it been considered that Florida was a part 
of the United States politically as well as geographically, and that 
the Constitution operated there ex proprio vigore. 

The decision in the case of American Pub e vs. 
Fisher demonstrates that it is not settled that the Constitution ex 

roprio vigore extends to Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. 
he court there says: 

Whether the seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 
which provides that in suits at common law, where the value in contro- 
versy exceed $20, the right of trial by jury shall be preserved.“ oper- 
ates ex proprio Ton toin te this statute may be a matter of dispute. 
In Webster vs. Reid (2 Howard, 437) an act of the! ture of Iowa dispens- 
ing with a jury in a certain class of common-law actions was held void. ile 
in the o on, on page 460, the seventh amendment was quoted. it was also 
said: “The organic law of the Territory of Iowa, by express provision and 
by reference, extends the laws of the United States, including the ordinance 
of 1787, over the Territory as far as they are applicable;" and the ordinance 
of 1787, article 2,in terms provided that the inhabitants of said Territory 
shall be entitled to the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus and of Pe 
i el So the Taniy may have been adjudged by reason of conflict wi 

ngressional legislation. 

In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145, 154) it was said, in reference to 
a criminal case coming from the Territory of Utah. that by the Constitution 
of the United States (Amendment VI) the accused was entitled to a trial by 
an pre a jury.“ Both of these cases were quoted in Callan vs. Wilson 
5 S., 540) as authorities to sustain the 5 that the provisions of the 

mstitution of the United States relating to trial by jury are in force in the 
District of Colambia. On the other hand, in Mormon Church vs. United 
States (135 U. S., I. 44) it was said by Mr. Justice Bradley, speaking for the 
court: Doubtless Con in legislating for the Territories, would be sub- 

ect to those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are 
ormulated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations 
would exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, 
from which Congress derives all its powers, than by any express and direct 
1 of its provisions.” And in McAllister vs. United States (141 U. S., 
se itis held that the constitutional provision in respect to the tenor of judi- 
offices did not apply to Territorial judges. 


Justice Brewer then adds: 

But if the seventh amendment does not operate in and of itself to invali- 
date this Territorial statute, then Con as full control over the Terri- 
tories, irrespective of any express constitutional limitations, and it has legis- 
lated in respect to this matter. 

It follows that Congress may, without coming into conflict with 
the Supreme Court, express its own ideas on this subject and 
determine its own pclicy, for the time being at least, as to the gov- 
ernment of these islands. 

That they must be governed and cared for all concede. The eyes 
of the nations of the earth are upon us and prophecy is rife that 
we are so hampered by constitutional limitations, restrictions, and 


prohibitions that we can not govern our new possessions effectively 
except through the military arm of the Government and under 
the supreme orders or commands of the President as Commander 
in Chief of our Army and Navy. If this be so, and we are to de- 
termine the question here and now, and our Democratic friends 
seem desirous that it shall be and must be so, then we have an 
absolute monarchy, a despotism, it might be, for these islands with 
which the sey og dare not interfere lest all efficient government 
in the islands fail, 

No man has asserted or truthfully can assert that the Malays 
in Luzon or the Puerto Ricans are now fitted for self-government 
under a Territorial form of government or any form of government 
in accordance with our Constitution. To hand that instrument 
over to them in their ignorance and degraded condition would be 
worse than casting pearls before swine, which is forbidden by 
Holy Scriptures; it would be to prostitute that mostsacred instru- 
ment to uses for which it was not intended and to attempt to exe- 
cute its d principles under conditions that its framers did not 
contemplate and that forbid its application. 

Taxation under this bill, so far as it will amount to taxation, 
will be almost nominal, and in the first instance fall upon those 
best able to bear it, upon those who are to reap the fruits of com- 
mercial intercourse with our new possessions. Every dollar that 
comes from the inhabitants of the island affected by this bill will 
be returned to and expended for their benefit and to elevate and - 
liberalize that people and fit them to receive at no distant day the 
full benefits of our constitutional form of government. hen 
that day comes, as it will when free schools and free religion have 
done their work; when liberty of conscience and freedom to wor- 
ship God and education in the principles of true liberty and the 
science of free government have lifted those peoples from the 
mire of ignorance and superstition, the accumulation of four 
centuries of misrule and oppression, then freedom in all its broad 
significance, as declared in our Constitution and which follows 
the flag, shall be extended in the form of a just, constitutional 
Territorial government, to be followed in due time by full state- 
hood in this grand Union under the Constitution and the bright 
stars and broad stripes of Old Glory.” [Prolonged applause on 
the ee side.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL] 
is recognized for twenty minutes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, it is never an agreeable 
thing for a member of this House to take an active stand in oppo- 
sition to his own side. It is much easier to drift with his own 
political associates and to yield his personal views and support the 
recommendation of the majority of a committee controlled by his 
own party. In minor matters I frankly say that I have upon 
numberless occasions, when in doubt, yielded my own opinions 
and preferences and voted with my Republican colleagues. 

But in a matter of so great moment as the present measure, 
which will shape the future policy not alone of the Republican 
8 but of the nation, and establi recedents which are to be 

ollowed in the future, dealing with the questions of right and 
equity in our treatment of those under the protection of our flag 
and owing allegiance to this Government, I for one believe that 
every member of this House, upon his solemn honor, should in- 
vestigate and decide these questions for himself and should cast 
his vote as his conscience dictates, It is a duty which he owes to 
himself, that he may merit the approval of his own judgment 
and sense of right; to his party, that he shall not assist it to com- 
mit an error which may affect its future domination in the Goy- 
ernment; and to his country, that it may stand as the exponent 
of all that is just and honorable in its treatment of its citizens, 

Therefore, as a result of much careful and conscientious thought 
upon the subject, I rise to-day to oppose a portion of the report 
of the Ways and Means Committee on this bill, and to express 
my preference for the bill as originally introduced by the gentle- 
man from New York, the chairman of the committee. I say a 
portion of this report; for upon the other important feature of 
the bill and report, which will probel excite the greatest de- 
bate and be the dominant issue before the House in connection 
with this biil, I am happy to say that I am in the main thoroughly 
in accord with and indorse the position of the committee. 

And I wish to say here, in order that my position may not be 
misunderstvod, that while I shall vote to recommit this bill to 
the committee with instructions to report back the original Payne 
bill, still, if that proposition shall be voted down, rather than 
have no legislation on the subject I shall vote for this bill. 

The two propositions to which I refer are: 

First. The power and authority of Congress to legislate as it 
may see roper upon ali questions relating to the government of 
the island of Puerto Rico; and 

Second. The justice and equity of the legislation proposed. 

I. THE AUTHORITY OF CONGRESS. 


Upon the first of these itions I made a careful study when 


the matter of the powers of Congress to legislate upon newly ac- 
quired territory was under di i 


on a year ago, and in some 
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remarks made by me at that time took the position that under 
that section of the Constitution (clause 2 of section 3 of Article 
IV) which gave Congress power to dispose of and make all 
needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other 
property belonging to the United States,” and upon the decisions 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the various cases 
that have gone before it involving the question of the extension 
of the Constitution into newly acquired territory, the entire sub- 
ject of legislation for such territory and its inhabitants was rele- 
parea solely and absolutely to Congress. Upon this point I think 

e authorities are consistent and conclusive. 

There is, however, one point which, so far as I remember, has 
not yet been referred to in the discussion that I would like to have 
some gentleman suppres the majority report clear up. The 
bill provides for a duty upon articles exported from the United 
States into Puerto Rico. or, in the language of the bill, all mer- 
chandise coming into Puerto Rico from the United States,” etc. 
How does this authority to levy this duty on exports comport with 
the provisions of clause 5 of section 9, Article I, the language of 
which is: No tax or duty shall be laid upon articles exported 
from any State?” All the provisions of this section are restric- 
tions upon the powers of Congress, and even if we go to the point 
of admitting that the constitutional provisions do not extend to 
Puerto Rico they surely do to the ports of the States of the Union. 
The mere fact that the duty is collected in Puerto Rico, where 
the goods are delivered, instead of at the point of shipment, does 
not make it any less a tax upon an export from a State. This 
doubt cleared up, I am ready to support the contention of our 
authority to legislate for the island upon the subject of the tariff 
in any way and to any extent we see proper. 

II. AS TO THE JUSTICE OF THE LEGISLATION PROPOSED. 

But, admitting that Congress has the constitutional right to 
legislate as it may see proper upon all matters relating to the gov- 
ernment of the island of Puerto Rico, I regret to say that I can 
not concur in that portion of the report which deals with the 
equity, justice, or necessity of the legislation proposed in regard 
to the customs duties and internal-revenue laws proposed to be 
applied to the island, The original bills introduced in the House 
and Senate 3 to establish free trade between the United 
States and Puerto Rico. These bills were strictly in accordance 
with the recommendations of the President of the United States, 
of the Secretary of War. and others familiar with the conditions 
and necessities of the people of the island. The President, in his 
annual message to Congress, said: 

It must be borne in mind that since the cession Puerto Rico has been de 
nied the principal markets she has long enjoyed, and our tariffs have been 
continued against her products as when she was under Spanish sovereignty. 
The markets of Spainare closed to 5 except upon terms to which 
the commerce of all nations is subjected. The island of Cuba, which used to 
Psd her cattle and tobacco without customs duties, now imposes the same 
duties upon these products as from any other count. . ts. 
She has therefore lost her free intercourse with 8 and Cu thout 
any compensating benefits in this market. Her coffee was little wn and 
not in use by our le, and therefore there was no demand here for this, 
one of her chief products. The markets of the United States should be 
opened up to her products. Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs 
between the United States and Puerto Ricoand give her products free access 
to our markets, 

Secretary Root, whom I regard as next, if not equal, to the great 
war Secretary, Stanton, in his honest, able, and strong adminis- 
tration of the War Office, in his annual report for the year 1899 
uses this language, referring to the island of Puerto Rico: 

The question of the economic treatment of the island underlies all the oth- 
ers. If the le are rous and have an abundance of the necessities 
of life, they with justice be easily governed. and will with patience be 
easily educated. If they are left in hunger and hopeless Ar 


be discontented, intractable, and mutinous. The princi 
the island of Puerto Rico is that the transfer of the island 
but in the reverse. 


The industry of the island is almost entirely agricultural. The peo 
npon the products of their own soil and u 
change their su: 


ex- 
n of 
o island depends upon their 


t ($2,630; 


ted Sta 
000) was sold oat 


Immedi- 


and an 88 of one-half ($8, 
e United States, Spain 


ately upon a transfer of the island from Spain to 
8 tariff barrier against the introduction of Puerto R 


ican products. 
‘The interests of Cuban agriculture led to the erection of a similar or in 
the tariff adopted for Cuba, so that Puerto Rico was debarred from the prin- 


cipal markets which she had previously enjoyed, and at the same time this 
country has maintained its tariff inst Puerto Rican products just as it 
exis while the island was Spanish territory. The result is that there has 
been a wall built around the industry of Puerto Rico. 

Even before the hurricane of August 8, 1899, two crops of tobacco layin 
the warehouses of Puerto Rico, which the owners were unable to sell at 
prices equal to the cost of production. Their sugar shared the prevailing de- 
pression in that commodity, arising from the competition of bounty-fed 
sugar beet. Their coffee was practically unknown in the United States and 
had no market here. It is plain that it is essential to the prosperity of the 
island that she should receive substantially the same treatment at our hands 
that she received from Spain while a Spanish colony, and that the markets 
of the United States should be opened to her as were the markets of Spain 
and Cuba before the transfer of allegiance. eee hee has the legal right to 
regulate the customs duties between the United States and Puerto Rico as it 


pleases; but the highest considerations of justice and good faith demand that 
we should not disa t the confident expectation of sharing in our pros- 


perity with which the * of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their alle- 

giance to the United Sta and that we should tréat the interests of this 

ple as our own; and I to u most strongly that the customs duties 
tween Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 


In a recent interview with Gen. Roy Stone, published in the 
Washington Post, he said: 


RISK WITH PUERTO RICO—GENERAL STONE FEARS AN ESTRANGEMENT OF 
THE PEOPLE—NOT KEEPING FAITH WITH FRIENDS—THE INHABITANTS OF 
THE ISLAND, HE SAYS, HAVE ALWAYS BEEN CONFIDENT THAT THEY 
WOULD HAVE THE PRIVILEGES OF OTHER CITIZENS—TIMIDITY OF CON- 
GRESS ON ACCOUNT OF A PRECEDENT THAT MIGHT BE ESTABLISHED— 
PUERTO RICO TARIFF UNSATISFACTORY. 
“When the Major-General Commanding the Army of the United States 

landed in Puerto Rico with 3,000 men,” said Gen. ao 8. Stone yesterday, 

“the island was defended by 9,000 Spanish and near) > 

armed volunteers. Its 1,000,000 le had then no st 

ven & measure of self-government, with uni- 
age and a vo! representation of nineteen members in the two 
houses of the Cortes at Madrid. They had free trade with Spain and a fair 


degree of rity. 
‘To oar little ay of invasion the question whether these 


le were to 
be friendly or hostile was a question of life or death. If hostile, in their 
mountain fastnesses they could make bloody work for 100,000 men. General 


Miles very wisely sought their friendship. He assumed to k for the Gov- 
ernment and the people of the United States, and his authority has never 
been repudiated nor questioned. He issued his proclamation, saying, amon, 
other thi Wo have come to bestow upon you the blessings and lament 
ties of the liberal institutions of our Government.’ ” 

“Did you not have some observation of the conduct of these 
Puerto Rican soldiers!“ 


RUSHED STRAIGHT ON THE ENEMY. 
In an excursion on which I was sent into the interior of the island I was 
joined by 400 Puerto Rican gentleman, riding their own horses and ca: 
rifles which they had captured individuall: the Spanish volunteers, 
the only criticism the American commander of this battalion could make re- 
them was when they ‘disobeyed orders and rushed straight upon the 


enemy. 
“Representative WADSWORTH, whoshared some of the perilsand hardships 
* that little campaign and was ready for more, can y to the eagerness 


th which the citizens of Utuade took arms to attack the Spanish 


“Can we afford to break our solemn promise to these people at the outset 
of our rule? Shall we give them uarters or some other fraction of 
what is due them, and that, not as a right, but as a concession, which the 
next Congress may revoke?’ 

It the conscience of the nation could consent to such an — * it ht 
still be wise to consider that we may have, any day, to defend that SP endid 

a foreign foe; that it is now the grand outpost and guard 
over our coast and commerce and canal that is to be, and that when such an 
occasion comes, if our cones with these people have shown kindness and 
liberality, or even fairness and common honesty, we might raise 50,000 fight- 
ing Puerto Ricans to defend the island against our enemy.” 

Is there not fear of competition with our products?” 

MAKES A FAILURE POSSIBLE. 

What is the plea on which we are ready to sacrifice the honor of the na- 
tion, embitter a million of warm-hearted friends, and risk a failure in expan- 
sion, a general overturn in e, and a loss of present prosperity in the 
country?’ replied General Stone. It is not the fear of Puerto Rican com- 
petition in su or tobacco, for our producers themselves say there are no 
such fears; it is the ‘need of revenue in the island’ and the ‘danger of estab- 

a precedent.’ But the Pu 


erto Ricans say they would rather pay di- 
rect taxes for revenue than be outsiders and inferiors in the nation; and if 


there is any danger of a precedent, Congress has only to base action givin 
the fullest citizenship to the Puerto Ricans upon the contract under whi 
we took them, their eo of our formal pro in order to segregate 
them entirely from the Filipinos, Cubans, or any other people who may come 
tousina erent manner.“ 

Ihave recently conversed with the gentleman who, as supervisor 
of the census in Puerto Rico, spent several months mingling with 
its people of all classes, visiting all parts of the island, and became 
thoroughly informed as to the sentiments and wishes of the people 
of the island. He informs me that they are a unit in their desire 
to be placed upon the same footing as to customs and internal- 
reyenue duties as the people of the United States. They have 
looked forward to nothing else, and any discrimination against 
them as proposed in this bill will be a source of discontent and 
irritation the effects of which will be visible for many years. To 
my mind the above statements set forth reasons which are con- 
clusive as to our duty in this matter. 


III. MOTIVE FOR CHANGE IN THE ORIGINAL BILL, 


Naturally we are led to inquire what motive it was that has led 
the committee to amend the original bill and insert the discrimina- 
tion which is now suggested. Surely no change in the views of 
the President, who is presumed to be the best advised upon the 
subject of the conditions and needs of the island, for while it is 
true that statements have appeared in the daily papers of inter- 
views between members of the Ways and Means Committee and 
President McKinley upon this subject, none of these interviews 
have gone to the extent of announcing that the President has retro- 
ceded from his tion as expressed in his message. The utmost 
that has been claimed is that the President has assured those who 
have conversed with him upon the subject that if this House in its 
wisdom, or perhaps lack of wisdom, should pass this bill in its 


at 
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nt form, he will not set his personal views against the wish of 
8 to the extent of vetoing the bill. That he approves of it 
I can hardly conceive. 

I listened to and have carefully read the remarks of the gentle- 
man from New York and others who have followed him to ascer- 
tain if they claimed or even hinted at any change of views of the 
President upon the subject, but have failed to find any such asser- 
tion. With what alacrity the gentlemen would have made such 
a statement. How completely they 2 have answered the 
doubts of their coll es on this side of the floor, who believe 
that the President, with ample information through official sources 
when he made his annual address to this body, was in the best 

ition to judge of the necessities of the people of the island and 
Pest qualified to recommend the measures for their relief. For 
my part, as between the President and the committee, I prefer, 

th all 2 respect to the latter, to accept the judgment of the 
Presiden 

The Secretary of War has not, so far as I have been able to 
learn, given an expression to any opinion which would modify in 
the least these statements made in his report. It is but two months 
since these official statements were made to this House, and it can 
not be ar that any change has taken place in the situation 
in that in What was a good argument on the Ist day of 
December, 1899, for the freedom of commercial intercourse between 
the United States and Puerto Rico is equally as strong to-day. 
What isit, therefore, that has caused the committee to reverse the 
views which they entertained but two short months ago? 

Mr. DALZELL rose. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, I , the gentleman who is 
about to interrupt me is prepared to say, as T am informed he has 
said to rien gg bar 3 3 ase is in ee — 8 I do not 
dispute t, but I say no longer ago y before yester- 
day a representative of one of the great Republican papers of this 
country was sent to the President of the United States by his 
eee apport the Presidential polic 9 

wan su n cy; they wa 
to hace ee, they should continue editorial] 
the position the President had taken in his message; and the rep- 
resentative of that paper was assured at that time, no longer ago 
than day before yesterday, that the President was of the same 
opinion still and that the 5 should go on as it had been doing. 

If the President of the United States, since his m to Con- 
gress in December, has obtained information which shows that 
conditions are different to-day from what they were then, it is a 
solemn duty that he owes to this House and the other House of 

that he should communicate that additional information 
to us [applause], that we should not be dependent upon conversa- 
tions and interviews of individual members of this House with 
the Chief Executive for me information upon which we as a legis- 
lative body are to act. The Constitution provides that the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall give to 8 such recom- 
mendations as he may think p: for the information of the 
members in the proper discharge of their duties. Let the President 
send a message to House; let him say to us, Conditions are 
different to-day in Puerto Rico from what were in Decem- 
ber; let him say, I have additional informa’ that I did not 
have when I wrote my message in December;” and the recom- 
mendation of the President receive at the hands of e 
member of this House, and I am sure, speaking for myself, that it 
will receive at my hands, all that consideration that is due to every 


conscientious and honest Chief Executive of this country. [Ap- |$ 


plause.] But we get no such information at first hands. It comes 
to us half a dozen channels; and we are advised that if 
we call personally upon the President, he will assure us that he 
wants us to vote for this bill. As I said at the beginning of m 
remar if we can not get the bill that was originally introduced 
in this House, if we can not have what the President recommended 
to us as an absolute necessity for the people of the island of Puerto 
Rico, I for one am willing to take a half a loaf rather than no 
bread. 


Mr. DALZELL and Mr. SHATTUC rose. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I have but twenty minutes, and ten min- 
utes of that time have already gone. e gentleman will un- 
doubtedly get plenty of time; andif he can have my time extended 
after my twenty minutes have expired, I will be glad to answer 
his questions. 

Mr. DALZELL. You said you did not know why the commit- 
tee had changed their minds, I wanted to ask you how you pro- 
pose to raise the money i 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I decline to be interrupted 


until I get through. Then I will answer any questions that the 
gentlemen may ask, I merely want to say this, however, and I 
say it with all due respect to the committee, thatif the Committee 
on Ways and Means of this House had taken its Republican col- 
leagues into its confidence when this great measure was under 
t not have been the same opposition to 


Applause. ] 


consideration, there 
the bill that there is v. 


y the support of | posed 


The only conclusion that I can reach is the opposition that has 
been made by certain interests in this country, who fear that the 
freedom of trade will injure the prices of the productionsin which 
they are interested by bringing competition from the island. The 
three great productions of Puerto Rico are coffee, sugar, and to- 
bacco. We raise no coffee in this country, and even if we did, as 
it is on the free list under the Dingley tariff law, the question of 
competition could cut no figure. As to sugar and tobacco it is 
otherwise. I know that it is true that Senator Foraker. in his 
report u the bill for the temporary government for Puerto 
Rico, and Mr. PAYNE, in his report upon this bill, both take the 
position that the production of sugar and tobacco in the island is 
80 icant compared with the production and consumption 
in the United States that it could not affect the prices of these 
commodities to the consumer, and that therefore they would not 
enter into competition with the home production. And yet when 
I read in the American Agriculturist of February 10 such articles 
as the 9 can not but believe that these and similar in- 
fluences must have had some effect upon the minds of the com- 
mittee in reaching the conclusion which they have in this report: 


THE PUERTO RICAN TARIFF. 


Free trade with Puerto Rico was decreed by the Administration two 
months but the producers of sugar, tobacco, fruits. les, etc. 
have entered so bitter a protest at that both Senate and 

ttees in charge of the matter have decided to recommend that 
be a FD 

from the United States shall be adm: at 25 
of . 
States shall wise pay 25 per cent of 
the jet have assented to change. It is far better for 
than free trade, but is bad iu principle and will be worse 


A PREMIUM ON FRAUDS AND TRUSTS. 
roposed measure offers a premium of 75 cent smn; 
countries, Cu 


oposa into 
Such a 
the most flagrant frauds in and the 

in Puerto 


bonus 
customs grossest im- 


auses. 

and the cal fruit trust 
t from the pro- 
ican producers 
hilə domestic producers 


FOURFOLD DISCRIMINATION AGAINST AMERICAN PRODUCTS. 


Again, tho plan unjustly discriminates against American exports 
to Puerto Rico. fourths of the island's exports consist of coffee, which 
is 8 free tothis mark Saving aby $4,000,000 0f Puerto Rico's 
— t ars dutiable. The 18 50 per cent of the 

ue of dutiable imports, and one. oul 12} cent. Now, 
12% eon duties on Puerto Rico's $4,000,000 worth of dutia exports would 
1 I eee 3} per cent on Puerto Rico's total ex- 
me $16,000,000. 
P But probably 8 United States exports to Puerto Rico would 


valorem. other words, uce, American b 
meats, etc., as well 35 on the average four 
times as much tax to get into Puerto 1 pays to 
get into the United States market. 

isan discrimination that cers will not submit 


American u 

to for an instant. The more so when they realize it is done for the bene- 
fit of the sugar refiners’ trust, the tobacco trust, and the fruit trust, 
instead of boing designed to Toster the tropical markas for 


me: 
WHAT SHOULD BE DONE. 
All these difficulties would be at once wiped out by providing that all 
merchandise from Puerto Rico im into the United States should pay 
— —.— as from other coun’ t 


an admi 
only to one-quarter of Puerto Rico's exports. As practicall 
2 Rico's products would then be shipped tothe United | States, the aver- 
age duty collected on their total amount would be only 121 per cent ad valo- 
rem. 

This is exactly what United States merchandise would have to pay to get 
into Puerto Rico. Free coffee and full ey rates on other uce from 
Puerto Rico are thus exactly the same as 25 per cent of Dingley rates on 
United States merchandise shipped to the island. 

PROFITABLE TO THE ISLAND. 

Even after full duties on sugar and tobacco exported to United 
States — paying lanters would make much larger ts than our 
American farmers. Not only that, but every dollar of revenue derived from 
these dution soalt be davoter $0 the goverment and Yegsneretion of Pasrto 
Rico. dangerous precedent. 


This policy would also avoid a 
I also find the organ of the beet-sugar industry, the Beet Sugar 
Gazette, of February, 1900, publishing the 3 criticisms of 
and protests against the original bill, which provided for free trade 
with the island: 
DID YOU SEE YOUR CONGRESSMAN YET? 
sugar interests are on the threshold of acrisis. On 
of Congress at the present session —— Soy prosperity d 
eee 


and Cu 
Every ught to make it his business to see his 
man and Senator and set every influence in 
ment of this important subject. Sugar 
the matter among the and their cooperation 
tatives at n. If the farmers 


influence to bear on the 
take the matter in hand write to their Representatives, much good can be 


accomp. 
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1900. 
WHAT BECOMES OF “PROTECTION?” 
Sele ar at ie tates bill that gave bin the boom which ended by 
. nie; vo him the m w. en 
his cles 2 AAA e atlacks of free traders were directed 


= dea. 
This wave carried him to the e was elected by a party committed 
to 7 7 re 
! It is under his . 
ve-tariff pon . Under 
a pretense of reciprocity a number of treaties haye been concluded with the 
British W. r cent, and 5 
free o! 


support. The 
pp 


crop. farmers are the mainstay of the Re t can no 
afford to oſtend them. Let the Repu mem of think 
prosperity of 


before they embark ona that will seriously impair 
the . —9 in many ot the — — Republican Ptates. 


TO GOVERN PUERTO RICO. 


‘ollowing, among other provisions: 
Section 8 confers United States p Apat on 
subjects of 2 se on ApH 11, 1899, except such as elect to remain Spaniards 
on or before April 11, 1900. 
4 5 extends Federal laws of commerce and navigation and provides 
for the naturalization of ships. 

“Section 6 applies the Dingley law to imports from foreign countries and 
sets aside the customs revenues for the benefit of the island alone. 

“Section 7 applies the general internal-revenue laws to Puerto Rico, with- 
out setting aside the revenue, 

“ Section 8 decrees absolute free trade between the island and the United 


tes. 
“ Section 9 makes all 3 payable by the local treasurer and re- 
lieves the United States of all liabilities. 
“Section 10 extends the Constitution and all laws of the United States 
locally applicable to Puerto Rico.” 
Senator FoRAKER, in an interview concerning the bill, said: 
“There will no doubt be some ob tothe of the bill with 
respect to the tariff laws and internal-revenue taxes, but the ucts from 
that island which will come in competition with those of the United States 
are not enough in quantity or value to ay. affect American interests, 
and even if they were the idea of the bill isthat Puerto Rico has become a 
of the territory of the United States, and it should be treated accord- 
ngly. The chief products of the island are coffee, sugar, and tobacco. Coffee 
is already admitted free of duty, and the total product of s r of the island 
is not enough to affect seriously the price of the product in this country, 
while the same is true of tobacco, because it is of a different quality, and does 
not really ep er with the product of tobacco in this country. ese m 
visions are not incorporated in the bill, because it is thought our Constitution 
requires it, but only because it is good policy and in the best interest of all 


Ver . Senator! In the best interest of all concerned.” In the best 
interest of the Puerto Ricans, no doubt, and of the sugar trust! 

I also call attention to the testimony given by Mr. Oxnard, rep- 
resenting the sugar interests; Mr. Myrick, the beet-sugar producers, 
and Mr. , certain tobacco growers of Connecticut, as found in 
the printed hearings before the Senate committee on the Foraker 
bill for the government of the island of Puerto Rico. They after- 
wards, or at least Mr. Hill, in his testimony, afterwards admitted 
that the amount of that competition would be so insignificant that 
it would have no effect on the price, but that he wanted a prece- 
dent established, so that the Philippine Islands could not come in 
under the same terms that we pro to admit Puerto Rico. I 
commend this to the attention and reading of gentlemen, I can 
not, therefore, but feel that in spite of the statements made in this 
report that the small production of sugar and tobacco will not 

ect the profits to the tobacco and cane and beet sugar growers 
of this country. Some of the members of that committee must, 
in the language of the Beet Sugar Gazette, have been seen by 
their constituents.” 
IV. NECESSITY OF ESTABLISHING A PRECEDENT. 

There are two arguments left which are advanced in behalf of 
this pro discrimination. The first is that we must establish 
a pr ent in the island by showing that we have and assert a 
right to discriminate, so as to avoid complications when we come 
to settle the question of tariffs for the H g and bly 
for Cuba if it ever becomes a part of the United States. e cir- 
cumstances surrounding the Philippines and Puerto Rico are ve 
different, and a distinction may well be made between the tari 
imposed in one and in the other. Puerto Rico came to us volun- 
tarily and without bloodshed. She welcomed us with open arms, 
Her adherence to the United States during the Spanish war saved 
the loss, possibly, of many lives and the expenditure of millions 
of money. Her people welcomed the armies under Miles as deliv- 
erers and benefactors. They professed themselves ready to be- 
come peaceable and loyal citizens of this country, and their pro- 
fessions they have carried ont with pride in their new citizenship 
and good faith in their transfer of allegiance. They are, as a 
whole, of a higher pae of civilization than the Filipinos. They 
are orderly, law abiding, and anxious for development. They 
rely upon the professions which were made to them by General 

es when he occupied the island and upon the recommendations 
of the President of the United States. If any people on earth de- 


of | Puerto Rico to show our consistency. 


serve fair and considerate treatment at our hands it is the people 
of Puerto Rico. 

Again, and another strong reason, it seems to me, why distinc- 
tion may safely be madein our treatment of these two possessions 
is the fact that Puerto Rico is adjacent to the main body of our 
country, and that whatever laws as to the tariff or internal reve- 
nue we put into force will entail little or no se of supervi- 
sion or collection, as compared with what we s have to bear 
in the Philippine Islands. The latter are remote; instead of being 
contiguous to our settled territory, they are remote and close to 
the continent of Asia. In the Philippines smuggling will be car- 
ried on successfully for years to come, a large force of revenue 
cutters will have to bestationed in the islands to cut off this illegal 
traffic, and the of maintaining this service may properly 
be borne by the islands themselves. In the Philippines a standing 
army must be maintained for many years for nero of polic- 
ing the islands and preserving order. Thisexpense would 
aperfectl o UnA ts one to impose upon them. But that we may 
be 3 by reason of the peculiar conditions in the Philip- 

ines to impose burdens and restrictions u its commerce and 

ndustries is no reason why we should impose burdens upon 
If, as we claim, the power 
to make all rules and regulations for the government of our ter- 
ri is absolute in Congress, surely the power to discriminate as 
to what particular rules and r tions we shall apply to our 
various territories is equally within the discretion of Congress. 

But it is said that this is the first of our new colonial ions 
for which we are called upon to legislate, and in order to show our 
assertion of authority we must make an example of Puerto Rico; 
and that we are anxious to have a test case made before the Su- 
preme Conrt to find out just what authority we have in legislating 
on our new possessions, and that we can use Puerto Rico for the 


purpose, 

It is as if, doubtful how far I might go in disciplining one re- 
fractory son, I thrash an obedient one in the hope that if arrested 
a police magistrate may define to me just how far I maysafely go 
in my parental castigation in the future. [Applause.] 

Or, as an example and precedent to the Philippines to show them 
what we claim to havea right to do, as if we sent our well-behaved 
and obedient younger son supperless to bed, in order to set a prec- 
edent to our older and incorrigible son as to what he may apie 

We propose, in this way, to establish a precedent for the Fili- 
poa the unruly and disobedient, by disciplining and punishing 

erto Rico, the well-behaved and well-disposed. 
V. NECESSITY FOR REVENUE. 


The other argument that is used for this discriminating duty is 
the necessity for revenue for the government of the island, and 
the claim is made that there is no injusticein this ation, 
for the reason that the revenue which will be raised will be applied 
to the use of the island itself, and not for the general expenses of 
the Government. The fallacy of this ent, as well as its nov- 
elty, is easily seen from the fact that the principle that any 
ticular territory shall be self-sustaining has never been applied in 
the history of the Government. 

If the revenues of Puerto Rico under the same of taxa- 
tion as is imposed upon other portions of the United States are not 
sufficient to meet its expenditures, it would be far better to make 
up the deficit by an appropriation from the general revenues of 
the Government than to fasten upon the island a system which 
would burden its imports and its exports and leave it in a worse 
condition than it was under Spanish rule. 

We have spent millions in relieving distress in Cuba, which is 
not now and never may be a part of our country. Can we not be 
at least as benevolent where our own possesions are concerned? 
Surely this is a case where charity ought to begin at home. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask unanimous consent that the gen- 
tleman may be she a to extend his remarks for ten minutes. 

Mr. SHATTUC. May I ask my colleague a question? 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Ohio be permitted to extend his 
remarks for ten minutes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SHATTUC, May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. BROMWELL. t me finish first, and then I will answer 
any question. This relief would not be needed beyond five years, 
and at the end of that time the island would be 3 
and at the outside the deficiency would probably not ex in any 
year $1,000,000. 

If the gentlemen object to a donation of this money they surely 
could not object to its being loaned at a rate of interest, the same 
as our own bonds pay. 

In that connection, I wish to call attention to the hearing before 
the Senate committee. General Davis, in his statement before 
this committee, said, in advocating a loan of $10,000,000: 

As to the ability of Puerto Rico to secure thoroughly such a loan, say for 
ten or fifteen millons. I think it capable of easy demonstration, 
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The real estate of the island is worth $150,000,000. The island has no debt 
a very fortunate circumstance. 


He says further: i, 
1 do not recommend the guaranty by the United States of a loan for the 


island. Itdoesnotrequireit, fornearly 9 rich soil, inhabited 
by a million people, who have had an exterior e averaging over $2,000,000; 
do not need a guaranty. The pl. of the island alone would be sufficient, 
as Iam assured by financiers that investors would immediately subscribe 
for this loan at low interest the moment it was simply sanctioned by the 
United States. 

Gentlemen, what does your State or what does my State do or 
what does your city or my city do when either wants to meet the 
expenses of its improvements? lt negotiates a loan, it gives out 
its bonds, it gets its money, and when the bonds fall due it redeems 
them; and these islands could do the same thing. The gentleman 
ave there is a sentiment against taking in thoseislands burdened 

th debt. Is there a city or State in this country but what is 
burdened with a debt, and for the same p e Puerto Rico 
ought to be allowed to burden itself at this time? It has been 
claimed that General Davis is o to a levy of taxes on real 
and personal property and therefore favors the provisions of this 
bill. Let me you what he does say in this regard: 

If the island is to receive no direct benefit from customs and internal-rey- 
enue taxation, then the local expenditures must be provided for by property 
and income taxes as in the States of the Union; but under the ox g con- 
ditions not one-quarter of the revenue needed to carry on local government. 
insular and municipal, can be collected through the present machinery an 
existing laws. The laws must be revised and the machinery setin — fes; 

There is nothing there to discourage the idea of devising a 
proper system of taxation on real and personal property. 

But the gentlemen will say that the levying of this discrimi- 
nating duty is less of a burden than the imposition of the internal- 
revenue law in its entirety, with free trade in exports and thal 
with the United States. The people of theisland do not believe 
this. They are willing to take the burden of the internal-revenue 
laws with free trade in importation and exportation, and will be 
satisfied with this arrangement even if it should prove to be more 
burdensome than the one proposed in this bill, 


VI. PUERTO RICAN MARKETS. 


How does this bill comport with the belief that is prevalent in 
our country that Puerto Rico is to be anew market for our manu- 
factured goods and food products? The vehicle and other manu- 
facturers of my city and State, the shoe men of Massachusetts, the 
flour millers of the Northwest, the fishermen and lumber manu- 
facturers of New England, and the cotton-goods makers of the 
South will hardly look with satisfaction upon a measure that re- 
stricts their trade and levies a duty upon their exports to this 
island, and the ublican party will make a most serious mis- 
take if, after negotiating reciprocity treaties of all kinds by which 
many articles of commerce are admitted free into the United States 
with absolutely foreign nations and in direct competition with 
American productions and manufactures, it shall shut the door in 
the face of one of our own possessions and refuse it the benefit of 
even a quasi reciprocity. 

Were the island prosperous and able to stand this burden, it 
might not be so objectionable; but, as a matter of fact, it is ina 
deplorable condition. Its principal crop, coffee production, has 
been practically wiped out of existence by the tornado of last 
August. As the Secretary of War says: Two crops of tobacco 
are in the warehouses which the owners were unable to sell at 

rices equal to the cost of production.” Its best market, that of 
Spain, with which country it practically had free trade prior to 
the breaking out of the Spanish war, has been closed against it by 
the prohibitive tariff which Spain has put into effect against the 
imports from the island since the treaty. Cuba, which took its 
tobacco and manufactured it up into cigars, has, under the sanc- 
tion of our own Government, placed a barrier against further 
importations of that production. In short, its business is stag- 
nated, its crops are either destroyed or unable to find a market, 
and its people are many of them in actual distress. Is this the 
reward which they had a right to expect when they welcomed 
Miles as their savior and deliverer from Spanish misrule? 

The gentleman from New York, chairman of the committee, in 
his argument opening this debate, assumes and claims that the 
benefit of the free-trade provision will, first of all, accrue to the 
merchants who now have large stocks of tobacco on hand ready 
to be exported and afterwards to the planter, and says, Would 
it not be fair that these people who get the greatest benefit should 
pay the expenses of the government?” But will the gentleman 
not admit that a properly devised scheme of taxation of real and 
pra property similar to what is levied in every State of the 

nion would reach these same persons in a far more satisfactory 
and equitable way? 

A system of taxation upon the basis of the average monthly 
holdings and of the average monthly value of manufactured goods 
is in force in many States and operates fairly and satisfactorily. 
It could be levied upon such articles as we should designate and 
to any amount that we should deem proper and n for de- 
fraying the expenses of administering 


ecessary 
ing the municipal affairs of the 


island, The tax on real estate also would soon become a profit- 
able source of revenue; for to my mind there is no doubt that 
American capital will be largely invested in the purchase and cul- 
tivation of lands devoted to the three great industries, coffee, 
sugar, and tobacco, and with the profits that may be made from 
these crops will come a large increase in land valuation, and it 
does seem to me that it would be far better if we were to devote 
our time to devising a pro system of taxation upon real and 
personal property and providing a scheme for their pr er valua- 
tion and assessment than to pass the present bill, which is bound 
to create dissatisfaction and hardship, and leave the usual and most 
satisfactory basis of raising revenue practically untouched, , 
VII. PURE FOOD VS. FREE RUM. 

The gentleman sponte athetically of the necessity of permit- 
ting the poor ple of the island to procure their rum at low 
prices and in abundance. Itseems to me that it would be a t 

eal better for both the physical and moral condition of these 
people that they should be furnished with free flour and free pork 
than that they should be furnished with free rum. [Applause.] 
There are plenty of American citizens in this country, and some 
of the best, too, who would be glad to have the internal-revenue 
tax taken off of beer, which they consider as much of a necessity 
as the Puerto Ricans do their rum, and yet we maintain a tax of 
$2 a barrel upon its manufacture on the ground that we need this 
enormous tax for paying the expenses, partly at least, of the very 
war which brought the Puerto Ricans their freedom from Spain 
and their annexation to this country. 

If we propose to elevate the condition of the Puerto Ricans by 
education and the building of schoolhouses, let us also contribute 
to their moral and Poyon development by giving them pure, 
good food instead of feeding them upon intoxicants. There is no 
danger that the manufacture of rum will cease in the island even 
with the additional tax. In many of our States the tax laid upon 
the traffic in liquor is applied to police and school purposes, on the 
theory that as intoxicating drinks are responsible for most of the 
crimes and misdemeanors which occur in civilized communities 
this traffic should be burdened as largely as 5 with the 
maintenance and support of the agencies by which the evils may 
be lessened and communities protected against their baneful re- 
sults, I for one would be far more in favor of the internal - reve- 
nue tax upon rum than the customs duties upon flour and pork. 

What I have said as to the internal revenue on rum I repeat as 
to the internal revenue on ci . Thelaboring manin the United 
States when he smokes his cheap cigar or his pipe of tobacco has 
to pay his 5 of the tax levied on their manufacture in 
a ooon ay: y should not the inhabitants of Puerto Rico do 

e same 

If the specific rates of internal-revenue taxation upon Puerto 
Rican articles ought not to be as high as those levied upon 
articles in the United States, I see no reason why, under the general 
claim which the gentleman makes of our right to legislate as we 
choose, we may not make such — in the internal revenue 
laws as applied to that island as may be necessary to prevent dis- 
affection among its le. . 

Here the hammer fell.] i 
. BROMWELL. I would like to have five minutes more. 

Mr. CARMACK, I ask that the gentleman may be permitted 
to conclude his remarks, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The difficulty is we have given away the 
time. I do not object to the gentleman proceeding, but we have 
already given away the time that we have. 

PPE ALZELL, This time, of course, comes out of the other 
side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman said he would extend his 
remarks after the twenty minutes. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I did not suppose I was intruding upon the 
time, as there has been an indefinite extension on both sides. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is their objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Ohio? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I, as a Republican, am in 
favor of protection to American industries; and, as I understand 
that great Republican doctrine, it is based upon the theory that 
it destroys the competition between the low-priced labor of for- 
eign countries and the living wages of the workmen of this coun- 

It makes no attempt to equalize the wages paid in different 
States or in different portions of our own territory. The wages 
in the State of Ohio may be lower than those en in Massachu- 
setts, and those of New Mexico may be lower than those of Ohio, 
and yet the protective theory does not say that these inequalities 
shall be leveled and equalized by discriminating duty in behalf of 
one or against the other. 

If merely for the purpose of proclaiming your right to legislate 
as you choose with respect to this island you deem it necessary 
to make any distinction in the tariff laws of the two countries, 
let it be shown by a modification of the internal-revenue law 
which shall relieve rather than increase the burdens upon the 
island. This means much to the people of Puerto Rico. It will 
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decide for us whether we shall have a peaceable, prosperous, and 
contented people in that island who will develop into a citizen- 
ship that is able to maintain and support itself without-being a 
burden upon the country, proud of their connection with our 
t Bepon and ready, should it be assailed, to take their part 

in defending its flag and maintaining the integrity of its territory. 
On the other hand, let them be treated unfairly, let them conceive 
the idea that the American Government is treating them no bet- 
ter than they were treated under Spanish misrule, let them look 
with suspicion upon our promises and professions of friendship, 
and they will be ready to cast off their allegiance and join our 
foes whenever the opportunity presents itself. A monarchical 
government may well claim that Might makes right,” but how 
much more noble would it be for this great, free, and liberty- 
loving Republic to adopt the motto that the Right is mighty 

and must prevail.” 

Now, I presume before this debate is concluded some gentleman 
on this side of the House will take the opportunity to Be re 
whether I have at all times and on all occasions suppo the 
President of the United States against the opinions of certain 
members of this House; and I suppose the question will be asked, 
Was I not a reconcentrado when the question as to the policy with 
Cuba was up? I merely want to reply to that question and say 
that whenever any question has come before this House upon 
which the honest, sincere, and earnest conviction of any member 
was called for, I was ready todo my duty and tostand by those 
convictions. I was one of those who apparently were opposed to 
the policy of the President. I want to say that I had manr asso- 
ciates at the inning, although they in number dwindled down 
before the final vote was taken, Since that time I stated in a 
speech made on this floor that it would have been a mistake had 
my views upon that occasion gone into effect. 

I believe that the President was right and that I was wrong, 
and I have frankly admitted it. But on this question I believe 
that the President was right when he sent his message here in 
December, and I do not believe, in all sincerity, that he has 
changed his opinion, whatever statements may be made on this 
floor, for I believe that deep down in his heart he has not changed 
his conviction when he sent his message that he would wish to 
give free trade to the island, and if he says now, If [can not get a 
whole loaf I will take a half, and I would be giaa to have my party 
hold together and do something in the line of legislation proposed,” 
down deep in his heart I believe the President has the same tender 
consideration for the welfare of the island that he had when he 
penned his m e; and believing as I do thatit isin the best in- 
terests of Puerto Rico, believing as I do that it is the best interests 
of the Republican party of this country, believing that it is best 
for our nation at ge, I shall honestly and conscientiously en- 
deavor to have this bill go back to the committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, occupying the time of 
my colleague from Texas [Mr. COOPER] on the Ways and Means 
Committee, I ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to 
conclude my remarks, which shall not much exceed an honr, if 
they exceed an hour. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas asks unanimous 
consent that he may be permitted to conclude his remarks. Is 
there objection? [After a pause] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. r. Chairman. we are now about to 
make the most radical departure in legislative enactments that 
the American Con has ever undertaken. 

This is a question that should rise above mere party politics and 
issues of . and address itself to the consciences and the 
enlightened judgment of every member of this House. A short 
while ago we annexed by treaty of cession to our territory the 
island of Puerto Rico, one of our neighboring islands, and onlya 
short distance from our shores. When we took it into this nation 
as an integral part of our country we promised to them that they 
should become a part of this nation and should have all the rights 
oi American citizens anywhere and everywhere in the United 

tates. 

The bill now proposed by the Ways and Means Committee is 
more damnable than the bill that was proposed by the English 
Parliament against the le who inhabited the colonies prior to 
1776. When we took the Puerto Ricans into our territory they 
expected we would not discriminate against them, and our mili- 
tary officers and our civil officers led them so to believe. When 
Congress convened the President of the United States in his an- 
nual message used this language: 

It is our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

I believe that when the President sent that message to this 
House he sent it following the mandates of his conscience which 
led him to believe that these poopie were entitled to all the rights 
under the Constitution with which the people of the United States 
are endowed. For my part I do not believe that the President has 
changed his views on that question, no matter what assertion may 
come from the other side of the House. The gentleman from New 


York, the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. 
PAYNE], when he read that language in the m of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, hastily introduced a bill giving the in- 
habitants of Puerto Rico free trade with the United States. That 


gentleman, we must presume, was following the dictates of his 
conscience, which must have led him to believe that we should not 
discriminate against those people. 

But why this change, this su nent departure on the part of the 
Ways and Means Committee? In discussing this question we 
should deal candidly and fairly and honestly with the American 
people, and should not deceive them about this question. Being 
a member of the Insular Affairs Committee, I know that when the 
Sameer from New York introduced his bill giving to Puerto 

ico free trade with this country the representatives of the sugar 
interests and the tobacco interests hovered and swarmed around 
the Committee on Insular Affairs and about the Ways and Means 
Committee, and said that the bill would be disastrous to their in- 
terests. ‘ 

And yet the gentleman says that this measure is introduced in 
order that we may give the Puerto Ricans good free schools and 
give them the benefit of the revenue derived from this measure. 
When these representatives of the Puerto Rican people were be- 
fore the Committee on Insular Affairs—and it is printed in the 
hearings—they stated that they were ready and willing to pay the 
internal-reyenue tax that this Government levied upon all domestic 
articles. That tax would produce annually nearly $2,000,000. They 
were ready and willing to pay any tax that was pu by the Amer- 
icans. They stated that they wereable to do it, but the represent- 
atives of the su niey and of the tobacco industry led the 
members of the Waysand Means Committee to change their views, 
and this bill is introduced as a substitute only to appease them 
and pee them against the trade of this island, no matter how 
small it may be. 

Mr. Chairman, if we are thus to discriminate against these 
people, if we are to say to them that they must bear taxes that 
are notimposed upon the American people, if we are to say to them 
that we withhold the Constitution and the laws of the United 
States from them, I here announce that we should tell them, If 
you do not desire to come into this country as an inte of 
the Union, you are entitled to your liberty, and shall have it 
upon the same grounds that we obtained ours in the struggle of 
1776.” [Appianuse on the Democratic side.] 

They have a stronger case than we had prior to1776. Thereare 
those people situated upon the beautiful island of Puerto Rico, 
near our own borders, peopled by a million of law-abiding, peace- 
able citizens, who desire to become a part of thiscountry. Many. 
of these people to-day are absolutely 2 for the want of food, 
and the testimony from the military and civil officers of the United 
States in that island is that many of the people live absolutely 
upon nothing but bananas for food, and a little codfish, exported 
from this country, And upon this we have been levying a tariff 
and taxing them for it. Thousands and thousands of that million 
of people have not in their ion of this world’s goods prop-. 
erty to the amount of 85. Perhaps 90 per cent of these people are 
so poverty stricken that they have not the necessary food to eat or 
the necessary clothes to wear, and yet by this measure the Ameri- 
can Congress proposes to levy against them a more damnable and 
more infamous measure than was ever proposed by the Parlia- 
ment of England against the people of the American colonies. 

We propose to deprive them of all rights of legislation. The 
American people contended that Parliament had no right to legis- 
late for them use we were not represented in the English Par- 
liament, and now we propose to refuse these people representation, 
and discriminate against them, and levy a tax that our people do 
not bear, and to withhold our Constitution from them. 

Mr. Chairman, it will not be amiss toadvert to one or two ques- 
tions pertaining to our recent history. When we declared war 
against Spain, we avowed that it was for the sacred cause of hu- 
manity. order that the world might understand our true 
reasons for intervention we stated them in this manner: 

The abhorrent conditions which have existed for more than three yearsin 
the island of Cuba, so near our own borders, have shocked the moral sense of 
the people of the United States, have been a d to civilization, calmi- 
nating as they have in the destruction of a United States battle ship with 206 
officers and crew while on a friendly visit in the harbor of Habana, and can 
not be longer endured. 

For these reasons and these only we declared— 

That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought to be. free and 
independent. 

In order to demonstrate that greed for empire did not animate 
the American Congress we said: 

The United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to exer- 
cise sovereignty, juri on, or control over said island except for the pacifi- 
cation thereof, and asserts its dete tion when that is accomplished to 
leave the government and control of the island to its people. 

Mr. Chairman, I voted to intervene in behalf of the Cubans, 
but if I had known the result would be what it has been I never 
should have given my vote for intervention. And much as I sym- 


pathize with the Boers, who are struggling for their liberties in 
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South Africa, I would be afraid for the American Congress to in- 
tervene in their behalf for fear that in less time than the twin- 
kling of an eye the President would place the United States in the 
same position with reference to South Africa that we are in to-day 
with reference to the Philippines, and would take their liberties 
away from the struggli When we had overwhelmed 
in good conscience and national honor required that the war 
ould end under our resolutions. This question is one that ap- 
als to nations as much as to individuals. A nation should strive 
be honest as much so as an individual. Nations have long lives, 
2 pooo or later this question will return to plague the Amer- 
people. 
The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Horxtys] in his argument 
88 stated that when the American colonies were freed 
om England all power was vested in a general government for 
the benefit of the people of thosecolonies; thatit was wrested from 
England and was given to this general government for the benefit 
of all the people of the colonies in a consolidated form. This is 
supposed to be a republic of self-governing States; and when the 
power was wrested from the lish Crown it did not go toa 
central government for the benefit of the people, but it went to 
the people of the 2 colonies in this country, and all sov- 
ereignty was lodged in those people. And when the Constitution 
was formed, in 1789, all the power which the General Government 
has was delegated to it by the poopie of the respective colonies, 
where the sovereignty lodged after the successful struggle of 1776. 
Heretofore the inhabitants of all the Territories that have been 
taken in have been guaranteed the right to come into the Union 
of States. No Democrat and no individual of any party for 
seventy-five years has questioned the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to acquire territory under the treaty-making power and war- 
making power. Nor do we question that power of Congress here 
to-day. Louisiana was ceded to this country in 1803, and when 
the governor appointed by the President took possession of that 
Territory at New Orleans he made this announcement to the in- 
habitants: 
The cession secures to you and your descendants the inheritance of lib- 
erty, perpetual laws, and magistrates whom you will elect yourselves. 
And when the American flag went up the consent of those peo- 
ple was manifested by acclaims of joy and exultation. 
What do we say to the inhabitants of Puerto Rico and the Phil- 
ippine Islands and the other new possessions? The message is a 
y different one. What are the rights of the inhabitants of 
Puerto Rico and these new possessions? The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], who argued that the District of 
Columbia was not in the United States and was not a part of the 
United States, says that a treaty made with a foreign country is 
equal in dignity to the Constitution of the United States and is 
superior toa law of Congress. Let us see if that is true. In sup- 
pori: 150 that position he quoted the provision in the treaty which 
rea us: f 


The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Congress. 


And the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 3 argued 
that under that provision of the treaty the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico were not citizens of the United States, and that a treaty 
Was of equal dignity to the United States Constitution and su- 
perior to a law of Congress. 

Iam not surprised that this modern geographer, who would 
announce that the capital of the United States and the District 
‘of Columbia are not in the United States and are not a part of 
the icant States, would take such a position, [Laughter and 
applause. 

ese modern graphers, who contend that Congress, the 
creature of the Constitation, while sitting here and 1 9 
for the people of the United States, is not situated in the Uni 
States or in any part of the United States, would assert any prop- 
osition. ughter and applause 

Nor am I surprised that the genfleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL], taking that 8 should announce to the American 
Congress that he would not permit a little old written instru- 
aen ae the Constitution to stand in the way of the passage of 

i 

What does the Supreme Court say upon that question? Let us 
read it, not for the benefit of the more intelligent members of this 
House, but for the benefit of gentlemen who make the declaration 
that a treaty is superior to a law of Congress. 

In the case of the Cherokee Tobacco Company, reported in 11 
Wallace, page 616, the Supreme Court says: 


It need hardly be said that a treaty can not the Constitution or be 
held valid i it be in violation of the instrument. results from the nature 
and fundamental prin of our Government. The effect of treaties and 
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And in the Head Money Cases (112 U. S. Reports) we find this 
declaration: 

But in this respect, so far as the provision of a treaty can become the sub- 
ject of judicial cognizance in the courts of the country, they are subject to 
such acts as Congress may pass for their enforcement, modification, or repeal. 

Observe these last words. 

There are many decisions to that effect, notably: United States 
vs. McBratney (104 U.S. Reports), Taylor vs. Lawtom (2 Curtis), 
Ah Sing (18 Federal Reporter), Ropes vs. Clinch (8 Blatchford). 
No matter what this treaty with Spain may have said, every 
inhabitant of the island of Puerto Rico is a citizen of the United 
States. (Applause. Not only that, but every child born in 
Puerto Rico, in Hawaii, in the Philippines, and territory subject 
to the jurisdiction of the United States becomes an American citi- 
zen. For the benefit of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HoP- 
KINS], who did not seem to remember it, the case of Wong Kim 
Ark, in 169 United States, is cited, where it was held that a Chi- 
nese child born of Chinese parents in this country became a citizen 
of the United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But born in a State. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. My position is that the decision does 
not say any such thing. If he was born in the United States, he 
became a citizen of the United States. 

x „ Was not that a fact, that that child was born 

in a State? 

; Mr. HENRY of Texas. This child happened to be born in Cali- 
ornia. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les, in a State. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Suppose he had been born in New 


Mexico. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. And I say that every child born in 
Puerto Rico is subject to the jarisdiction of the United States 
and becomes an American citizen. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Hopxrs] also said that the 
case of Scott has never been alluded to by a decision of the 
Supreme Court recently, and had never been approved, and from 
listening to his argument he led me to believe that he had not 
read a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States since 
the Dred Scott opinion was rendered. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Take the same case in 169 United States, the Chinese case, which 
the gentleman from Minnesota has just learned something about, 
and it refers a 3 to the Dred Scott decision, rendered in 
19 Howard. That is as late as 169 United States, and the opinions 
of the Supreme Court are full of references to that decision. 

But now, what are the rights of the citizens of these new terri- 
tories? Let us understand the question and meet the issues fairly. 
No Democrat has ever contended that the power of Congress over 
the Territories was not plenary, as the Supreme Court says, or 
that Congress did not have the right to legislate for the Territo- 
ries of the United States. What we have contended for is that 
when sca legislates for the Territories of the United States 
it is bound by the same limitations and restrictions of the Consti- 
tution that apply to it when it is legislating for the States of the 
Union. While we are legisla for the Territories we are exer- 
cising the functions of a National Legislature and of a State legis- 
lature combined, and in the capacity of a State legislature we can 
only do that for the people of the Territories which the legisla- 
tures of the respective States may do for the people of those States 
within the limitations of the Constitution of the United States. 

It may elucidate the question here to refer to the debate between 
Mr. Webster and Mr. houn in 1849, reference to which has al- 
ready been made. Until that time no public man and no citizen 
of the United States doubted that the Constitution of the United 
States, in all of its suitable provisions, went to the Territories of 
the United States. Every act erecting Territories into a Terri- 
torial form of government recognized that to be the fact. But in 
1849, when the question arose as to whether or not slavery could 
obtain in the newly ace Territory of California, Mr. Webster 
and those who believed with him, in combatting the propositions 
of Mr. Calhoun and those who thought with him, held that the 
Constitution did not extend ex proprio vigore to the Territories 
of the United States. 

That is not the question here before Congress. No one has con- 
tended that every provision of the Constitution extended to the 
newly acquired territories. Only those essential and appropriate 
provisions go there. Nor does every provision of the Constitution 
extend to a State that is duly admitted into this Union, for the rea- 
sor. that some of those provisions are not self-executing. Judicial 
districts must be created by act of Congress. Judges must be 
appointed and suitable laws must be enacted in order to apply to 

ose new States. Never did Mr. Webster, the great constitu- 
tional lawyer from Massachusetts, contend that Congress had the 
absolute power to legislate for Territories, ess of constitu- 
tional limitations. 

Why did not the gentleman read all of Mr. Webster's speech on 
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that occasion? Here is what Mr. Webster said on the 24th nes bed 
February, 1849, in the Senate of the United States, when they 
voted him down on the 8 and extended the Constitution 
and the laws of the Uni States to the Territory of California. 
Mr. Webster said, and until this new school of thinkers has arisen 
no public man of any party has ever taken any other position: 
I do not say that while we sit here to make laws for these Territories we 
are not bound by every one of those great principles which are intended as 
general securities for public liberty. 
That was Mr. Webster's position, that whenever Congress un- 
dertook to legislate for the new Territories it was restricted and 
bound by the constitutional provisions that applied to them when 
they were legislating for the States. 
He did say that California was not a part of the United States, 
just as the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] 17 55 

his speech the other day. In proving that the District of Co- 
lumbia was not a part of the United States the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] actually read the opinion of He 
burn vs. Ellzey (2 Cranch), a as the District of Columbia 
was not a State of the Union. Did that Conner prove that the 
District of Columbia was not a part of the United States? This 
E expressly holds that a resident of the District 
gi Columbia, while not a citizenof a State, is a citizen of the United 

tates, 

I will not quote the language in the case of Loughborough vs. 
Blake, in 5 Wheaton, but simply state that in that case the direct 
question was whether or not the District of Columbia was a part 
of the United States, and the Supreme Court held that it was a 

t of the United States as much as any State in the Union, and 
mgress had the pd to tax the inhabitants of the District of 
Columbia, to levy a direct tax against them. 

Take the case of Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters), and 
let us see what the Supreme Court decided there. Mr. Webster 
was counsel in that case. Standing at the bar of the Supreme 
Court he announced the doctrine that Florida as a Territory was 
not a pass of the United States. What did the Supreme Court 
say? It answered him categorically, and said this: 

The usage of the world is, if a nation be not entirely subdued, to consider 
the holding of conquered territory as a mere military occupation until its 
fate shall be determined at the treaty of peace. 

Now, mark this language, and you get the answer of the Su- 
preme Court to Mr. Webster's proposition that Florida was not a 
part of the United States when it was ceded as a Territory: 

It it be ceded by the treaty, the acquisition is confirmed, and the ceded 
territory becomes a part of the nation to which it is annexed, 

That is the case of the Insurance Company vs. Canter, in 1 
Peters, where the Supreme Court answered Mr. Webster and said 
that newly acquired territory was a of the United States. 

The case of Cross vs. Harrison is Ay in poms here. It re- 
fers to the California Territory. The court said: 


But after the ratification of the ony California became a part of the 
United States, or a ceded, conquered tory. 


$ * * + * $ $ 
By the ratification of the treaty California became a pas of the United 
States. And as there is no differently stipulated the treaty with 
respect to commerce, it became instantly bound and eet by the laws 

has passed to raise revenue from duties on imports and 


which Congress 
tonnage. 
+ . * * * * + 
The sixty-third section, also, of that act, directing when duties were 
to be paid, o as operative in California after its cession to the United 
States as it was in any collection district. 


* = * * * * * 

Can any reason be given for the exemption of foreign goods from duty bo- 
cause they have not been entered and collected at a port of delivery? The 
last became a part of the 3 of the ee. well as the others. 
They may be carried from the point of landing into collection districts within 
which duties haye been pan upon the same kind of goods, thus entering, by 
the retail sale of them, into competition with such goods and with our own 
manufactures and the products of our farmers and planters. The right 
claimed to land foreign goods within the United States at any place out of a 
collection district, if allowed, would be a violation of that provision in the 
Constitution which enjoins that all duties, imposts, and ex: shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

These last words are directly in point, 

The opinion proceeds: $ 

We will here briefly note those objections which preceded that which has 
been discussed. The first of them, rather an assertion than an argument— 
that there was neither treaty nor law permitting the collection of duties—has 
been answered, it having been shown that the ratification of the treaty made 
California a part of the United States, and that, as soon as it became so, the 
Territory became subject to the acts which were in force to late fore 
commerce with the United States, after those had ceased which had been in- 
stituted for its regulation as a belligerent right. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] announced 
the doctrine to this House that the bill which provided for a Ter- 
ritorial government for the Territory of Louisiana did not give 
the inhabitants of that Territory the right of trial by jury. 
Again, I say that the members of this House and the people of 
the nation are entitled to more candor in the discussion of this 
great question. Let us look at that act of 1804. Here is the act 
erecting Louisiana into two Territories. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DaLzELL] announced to this House that the 


right of trial by jury was not guaranteed in this act. The bill 
was passed on March 26, 1804: 
In all criminal pac ponte which are capital the trial shall be by jury of 


twelve good and men of the vicinage, and in all cases, and 
Fc ae OUTER DA HA AREN a a 
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This is the act pertaining to the Territory of Lonisiana, passed 
in 1804, ponang for the government of that Territory. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Isthat the act which the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] said denied them the right of trial 


by jury? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Thatisthe act that thegentleman from 
Pennsylvania said denied the right of trial by jury. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Is not that provision which the 
2 has just read the provision for the Territory of Or- 


eans? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Itis for the Territory of Orleans and 
Louisiana, which afterwards became Missouri. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. The statement made by the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] was that in the Territory 
of Louisiana trial by jury was not given. Now, if you will pass 
on to the second page, you will find the portion of that act pro- 
viding for the government of the Territory of Louisiana says that 
the old laws shall prevail. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman evidently 
nas not read this act. It contains these other provisions, and we 
might as well discuss them now. Prior to 1849, when Mr. Web- 
ster and Mr. Calhoun had this discussion, no one ever doubted 
that the Constitution in all of its by ped provisions extended 
to the Territories. They put in their Territorial acts provi- 
sions like this, to make assurance double sure:” 

No law shall be valid which is inconsistent with the Constitution and laws 
of the United States. 

And so with every Territorial act in the same language. 

Thus it was recognized that the Constitution was there, and 
that it should be extended over the inhabitants of those Territories. 

Not only that, but it provided that every officer of the United 
States appointed by the President to perform some function in 
those Territories should take an oath ' to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States.” 

Yet the bill for the government of Puerto Rico reported by the 
Senate committee does not require a United States officer com- 
missioned and paid by the United States Government to take an 
oath to sup the Constitution of the United States. Such pro- 
vision is in the very teeth of an express constitutional provision, 
Article VI, last clause. In every one of these acts, ie ning 
with the ordinance of 1787, down until the present time, the Con- 
stitution was recognized as being in the Territories, and the right 
of trial by jury has been preserved inviolate. In 1787 the ordi- 
nance was entered into by the confederacy and the inhabitants of 
the Northwest Terri At that time all of the States or colo- 
nies except Georgia and North Carolina had conveyed their pub- 
lic lands to the United States Government or to the confederacy. 
This language is found in the ordinance of 1787: 


The inhabitants of the said Territory shall always be entitled to the bene- 


fits of the writ of habeas corpus and of trial by jury. 


Then, when the Constitution was adopted, when North Carolina 
and Georgia had ceded their public domain to the United States 
Government, what did ess do? Sosolicitous were they that 
the Constitution should apply to and extend to all the Territories 
as well as the States, they deliberately passed an act “ to adapt the 
Constitution of the United States to this ceded territory under 
the ordinance of 1787 and making the ordinance applicable to the 
Constitution of the United States. Here is the act of 1800 with 
reference thereto: 

To adapt the same to the present Constitution of the United States. 

And in every Territorial act, beginning with Mississippi in 1798, 
the people of the new Territories were guaranteed every right 
given by the ordinance. And from that good hour until the pres- 
ent time no one has ever denied that the Constitution applied to 
the 55 in all of its provisions that were self-executing and 
appropriate. 

. ut another thing: In all of these Territorial acts, beginnin 
with 1800, in the Territory of Indiana, nearly every provision o 
the Bill of Rights was incorporated into the act erecting these 
territories into Territorial forms of government. It has been 
written into their organic law and charter that they should have 
every right of the inhabitants of the States of this Union, and 
the ordinance of 1787 in capros language was embedded in each 
Territorial act carrying all the chartered rights of American lib- 


erty. Not only that, it has gone further, and it has provided 
that no law passed by the local legislature shall be ‘inconsistent 
with the Constitution of the United States or the laws of Con- 
gress.” And yet gentlemen on the other side would have Congress 
to pass a law that would 

Rico to pass a law in conffi 


rmit the local legislature of Puerto 
with the Constitution of the United 
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States and of the laws of Congress under the plenary power to 
govern the Territories. 

The old familiar case of Loughborough against Blake settles 
this question of whether or not a Territory is a part of the United 
States; but if it does not, there are other cases that are in point 
and settle beyond cavil the proposition that you have no such 
power as you are about to exercise. 

The first case mentioned says: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises” for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It conse- 
quently extends to all places over which the Government extends. If this 
could doubted, the doubt is removed y the su uent words, which 
modify the grant. These w: are: “bu ties, and excises 
shall be uniform ee Agt the United States.“ It will not be contended 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power itself 
does not extend. 

The power, then, to lay and collect duties, im and excises may be 
exercised, and must be exercised, hout the United States. Does this 
term designate the whole or any r portion of the American empire? 
Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given to 
our great Republic, which is com of States and Territories. The District 


of Columbia or the territo: of the Missonri is not less within the United 
T Penne 
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ams and excises should be observed in the one Diaa e ih inea thee: 

the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is obviously 

coextensive with the power to lay and collect ine rm ts, and excises, 

and since the latter extends throughout the United Sta it follows that 

the power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout the United States. 

Let me read this clause of the Constitution under which you say 
we are acting now: 

Src. 8. The Congress shall have power to ar and collect taxes, duties, 
— and excises, to pay, the debts and provide for the common defense 
and general welfare of the United States. 

To lay and collect taxes. Where? Does the Constitution say 
in the States? Does it say in the Territories? Does it say in the 
District of Columbia? It gives Congress the power to lay this tax 
anywhere within the domain of the United States. By this bill 
you confess that you are taking the power to tax Puerto Rico, and 
yet you make this limitation apply to the States of the Union, 
and cause it to be more restrictive than the power to tax. 
on duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 

You pretend that you have the power to tax anywhere, but that 
the limitation does not go to the Territories of the United States. 

Here is another case in which Mr. Webster was counsel, and I 
call especial attention of gentlemen to this case. In 1846 the 
United States, by its military forces, had occupied Tampico, 
Mexico, and while it was under our military rule some merchants 
of W imported goods from Tampico to Philadelphia, 
and the collector of the port of Philadelphia demanded the regu- 
lar import duties charged under the tariff of 1846. Mr. Webster 
was counsel in that case, and he took the position that Tampico 
was a domestic port of the United States, and not a a rt, 
and that the collector of Philadelphia had no right to eo eck the 
tariff duties of 1846. 

The Attorney-General took the position that, so far as the 
United States were concerned, Tampico was a foreign country 
and was no part of the United States. There was the direct 

uestion involved whether this tariff duty could be collected if 
Tampico was a domestic port of the United States. That iden- 
tical question was certified to the Supreme Court of the United 
States; and what did they say? The Chief Justice delivered the 
opinion, and it was the unanimous opinion of the court. 

The question certified by the circuit court turned upon the construction 
of the act of Congress of July 30, 1846.~ The duties levied upon the schooner 


Catherine were duties im: by this law upon goods imported from a for- 
eign country, and if at the time of this shipment Tampico was not a foreign 


meaning of the act of Congress.“ answe the certifica 
5 thoy say then the duties were ilogally charged,” and oe 
ing been paid under protest, the “plaintiffs would entitled to recover in 
this action the amount exacted by the collector.” 

Mr. Webster contended that it was a domestic port, and that 
the duties were not collectible. The Attorney-General contended 
that it was a foreign port. Mexico, or a portion of the same, was 
occupied a our military forces. 

Mr. LONG. Will the gentleman allow me an interruption? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. LONG. Will you please read from the brief of Mr. Web- 
ster in that case. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Oh, if the gentleman has read it, it 
will be unnecessary for me to read it. 

Mr. LONG. Did not Mr. Webster in that brief take the pa 
8 bry this clause of the Constitution dia not apply to the Ter- 

tories 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. He did not. Hestraddled that question, 
but said that Tampico was a domestic port. This opinion was 
rendered in 1850; the Canter case in 1828, when Mr. Webster con- 
tended that a Territory was not a part of the United States, and 
he did not desire to cross himself to that extent. 

They decided that if Tampico was a domestic port, then to col- 
lect the duties would be a violation of section 8 of Article I of the 


Constitution, now under consideration. That was the question. 
What did the court hold? They held that, so far as the United 
States was concerned, Tampico was a foreign port,” and so far as 
the balance of the world was concerned, by reason of our military 
forces occupying it, such port was a domestic one and part of our 
country, but only while under military rule. What do they con- 
clude? And it is probably well that I should read the language of 
the Supreme Court in order to state it with absolute correctness: 

But in the distribution of political power between the great departments 
of this Government there is such a wide difference between the power con- 
ferred on the President of the United States and the authority and sover- 
220 which belong to the English Crown that it would be altogether un- 

e to reason from any supposed resemblance between them either as 
regards conquest in war or any other subject where the rights and powers 
of the Executive arm of the Government are brought into question. Our 
own Constitution and form of government must be our only guide, and we 
are entirely satisfied that under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States Tampico was a foreign port within the meaning of the act of 1846 
when the goods were shipped and the cargo was liable and paid duties 
charged upon them. 

If it had been a domestic port of the United States, the plaintiffs 
would have recovered, and the Supreme Court would have held 
the duties were not collectible. If there is anything in precedent, 
that decision should be heralded throughont this country; it 
should be stated everywhere to all honest men. It is a case in 
point. It decides the very proposition that we can not discrimi- 
nate against a new Territory and levy a different tax upon them 
from that which is levied in other parts of the . 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. PAYNE] 
and the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL| and the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] contend that the power 
of Congress over the Territory is absolute, supreme, and plenary, 
and that we are not bound by any restrictions in the Constitution; 
that by virtue of the inherent power of the United States Con- 
gress we may legislate for the Territories without let or hindrance 
and not be molested by the Constitution. They contend that Con- 
gress can levy a tariff duty upon the products of Texas which go 
to Oklahoma, and the imports of Colorado which go into Arizona, 
and upon the goods and merchandise of those Territories which 
go into any State of this Union. That is the legal proposition, 
that by virtue of this inherent power which they say is vested in 
Congress we can go to that extent. 

It is at least amusing to read what the Senate committeereported 
on this 8 and see to what extent they go in order that we 
may understand the difference between these constitutional la w- 
yers: 

But while this f Con tol te f. 1 ired territo 
does hot tow 3 — not 8 the Consti fares by asan Genet 
law of the Territory, except when Congress so enacts, yet as to all prohibi- 
tions of the Constitution laid upon Congress while legislating they operate 
for the benefit of all for whom Congress may legislate, no matter where they 


may be situated, and without regard to whether or not the provisions of the 
Constitution have been extended to them; but this is so use the Con- 
gress, in all that it does, is subject to and Korane by those restraints and 
prohibitions. As, for ce, Congress shall make no law respecting an 
establishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof; no title of 
nobility shall be N no bill of ai der or ex facto law shall be 
; neither the validity of contracts be im , nor shall property 
taken without due process of law; nor shall the freedom of speech or of 
the press be abri ; nor shall slavery exist in any place subject to the ju- 
risdlction of the United States. 
cite 8 are paas e 8 S tho 1 rete pone 
out regard to the place or thə people for whom the legislation in a given 
case may be intended; and for this reason they inure to the benefit of all for 
whom Congress may undertake to legislate, without to whether the 
rovisions of the Constitution, as such, have been expressly extended to them. 
t is not, therefore, a denial of any of these personal privileges, immunities, 
and guaranties to withhold the extension and application of the Constitution 
of the United States. Their enjoyment does not depend on such action. 
Congress can not deny them. 


Some statesmen somewhere must change their legal opinions on 
this question and revise their views. This is the report on Puerto 
Rico recently made to the Senate of the United States on the For- 
aker bill. And it is contended that by virtue of this clause in the 
Constitution we have all the power to legislate for the Territories. 

Article 1V, section 3, Constitution of the United States, says: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and lations respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 
United States. 5 

They say that provision gives Congress sole power to legislate, 
without constitutional restrictions, over the Territories in the 
United States. Is that power any broader than this power in the 
Constitution? 

To exercise ar legislation in all cases whatsoever over such district 


(not ex miles square) as may by cession of particular States and 
ae 5 of Congress become the seat of the government of the United 


And every time the Supreme Court has touched that grant in 
the Constitution it has held that when Con; is legislating for 
the District of Columbia it must do so strictly within the limits of 
the Constitution. Is the grant in regard to the Territories any 
greater or more exclusive than me pian in regard to the District 
= eega an Tha t . with z meets 8 the 8 was 

opted simply for the purpose o n ngress power to gov- 
ern the Norine 8 which had ceded to the United 
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States, and for no other purpose. But since that time the Su- 
preme Court has carried the power further, and has said that 
either under that clause of the Constitution or by virtue of their 
right to acquire territory they have the right to govern the Terri- 
tories. (Canter vs, Insurance Company, 1 Peters; Mormon Church 
vs. United States, 136 U. S.; poya vs, Thayer, 143 U. S. Reports; 
Murphy vs. Ramsey, 114 U. S. orts. ) 

And in the case of Murphy vs, y, the court said: 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are se- 
cured to them, as to other citizens, by the les of constitutional liberty 
which restrain all the ncies of Government, State, and national; their 
8 rights are franc which they hold as privileges in the legislative 

tion of the Congress of the United States. +4 

But gentlemen contend that under the treaty of the United 
States with Spain the inhabitants of Puerto Rico must be sub- 
jected to whatever is contained in that treaty. Here is another 
opinion of the Supreme Court, in the case of Pollard vs. Hagan 
(3 Howard). Mr. Justice McKinley, delivering the opinion of the 
court, said: 

It can not be admitted that the King of 8 could by treaty or otherwise 
impart to the United States any of his royal prerogatives, and much less can 
it be admitted that they have capacity to receive Me poves and exercise 
them. Every nation aog machin by treaty or otherwise must hold it 
subject to the constitution and laws of its own government, and not accord- 
ing to those of the government ceding it. 

Therefore, when territory is ceded to the United States, we take 
it subject to our Constitution and laws. 

It will be useful to refer to one or two other clauses of the Con- 
stitution. Gentlemen contend that we have a right to pass any 
law we choose in regard to Puerto Rico. Suppose we pass the 
Senate bill in regard to Puerto Rico, and we therein provide for 
a local legislature in that island. gh tg we provide for judges 
and Federal courts in the island, and the President of the United 
States appoints a Federal judge or several Federal judges in the 
new districts created for the island. Suppose that the legisla- 
ture of that island should pass a law conferring a title of nobility 
upon the Federal judge. Article I, section 10, of the Constitu- 
tion provides inst the 2 of such a law. Would such an 
act be legal? ould gentlemen in attacking the validity of that 
act appeal to the laws of Congress when there is no law against 
such a thing, or would they appeal to the Constitution of the 
United States? 

Suppose the Queen of England should confer upon a Federal 
judge in the island of Puerto Rico the title of Prince of Puerto 

ico. In the absence of Congressional legislation in regard to that 
subject, would it be a legal act to accept such a title? Orsuppose 
some other officer commissioned by the President of the United 
States and paid out of the Treasury of the United States should be 
called the Sultan of Puerto Rico. Would that be a valid act? 

Mr. CARMACK. Does not the gentleman know that we have 
one sultan? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Les; we have one sultan, but nota near 
neighbor. 

And we can make this same argument with reference to every 
inhibition of Article I, section 10. 

Now let us take one or two other provisions of the Constitution. 
Gentlemen say that the power of Congress over the Territories is 
absolute. Now, suppose that the local legislature of Arizona or 
New Mexico should pass a law for the coinage of money and for 
the purpose of emitting billsof credit. Would gentlemen contend 
that such an exercise of power was in accordance with the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States? They would quickly in- 
voke that clause of the Constitution which says: 

No State shall * * * coin money: emit bills of credit; make anything 
but gold and silver coin a tender in payment of debts. 

And it would be held that such clause applies to the Territories 
of the United States, although the language is that no State” 
shall do these things. 

Mr. GAINES. Suppose the Territorial legislature should pass 
a statute declaring that our gold and silver money should not be 
a legal tender throughout that Territory. Would not such a law 
be unconstitutional? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. In answer to that question I will say 
that against such an exercise of power these gentlemen would not 
invoke the power of Congress or any law of Congress, but would 
invoke this clause of the Constitution which I have read, which 
says that no State shall do any of these things, and they would be 
correct in their position. 

Suppose that the Territorial legislature of Puerto Rico should 
pass a bill of attainder, ex post facto law, or law impairing the 
obligation of contract, or granting any title of nobility, would 
gentlemen invoke any act of Congress to prove the invalidity of 
such legislation, or would they invoke the Constitution, which 
says that ‘‘no State” shall do any of these things? Or could 
Con , with its ‘‘inherent” and “plenary” power, authorize 
the Territories of the United States to do these things? Su 


we should pass a bill saying that the Territories have the right to 
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acts of this character and they did pass them, then anyone 


pass 

who should be affected by them would have a right to attack 
them in the courts as being unconstitutional, and his position 
would be sustained. 

Now, I want to quote from one or two judicial opinions, por- 
tions which have not been quoted in this debate. e Supreme 
Court of the United States has decided that the inhabitants of 
the Territories are entitled under amendments 6 and 7 of the 
Constitution to the absolute right of trial by jury, and it has so 
decided over and over again. Take the case of si pt vs. The 
United States, in 98 United States Supreme Court Reports, Mr. 
Justice Waite, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

By the Constitution of the United States, amendment 6, the accused was 
entitled to trial by an impartial jury. 

This case came up from the Territory of Utah, and the Supreme 
Court held that by virtue of amendment 6 of the Constitution the 
3 was entitled to the right of trial by jury while Utah was 
a Territory. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I interrupt the gentleman there? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Iyield to the ape eman from New York. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Of course he said that. He could not 
do anything else, because the section of the Constitution to which 
the gentleman refers had been enacted by the Congress of the 
United States for Utah, and it was applicable there as a law of the 
Territory of Utah, and he simply referred to it because it wasa 
law of Utah and controlled in the matter. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Oh, well, you say that Congress can 
enact the Constitution in the Territories, and I say that the Su- 
preme Court said: 

By the Constitution of the United States, amendment 6, the accused was 
entitled to a trial by an impartial jury. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. They did not say according to the 
statute.” 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. They did not say ‘‘according to the 
statute,” but ‘‘according to amendment 6 of the Constitution,” 
which if the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] will take the 
trouble to read, he will find it is the one relating to trial by jury. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Because it was enacted into a law ap- 
plicable to the Territory. 

Mr. GAINES. Will my friend from Texas yield? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. Yes; for a moment. 

Mr. GAINES. A moment ago I called attention to the fact that 
if the Territory a law contrary to the Constitution of the 
United States, it would be invalid. ow, I desire to read from 
Gould and Tucker’s Notes on the Revised Statutes on that point: 

A Territorial act which is contrary to the United States Constitution or 
the organic act is invalid without the disapproval of Congress and can not be 
ratified by the Territorial legislature. 

Let me also read from case of Capital Traction Company vs, 
Hoff (U. S. Reports, 1898): 

The Congress of the United States, being empowered by the Constitution 
“to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever,” over the seat of the 
National Government, has the entire control over the District of Columbia 
for every of government, national or local. It may exercise within 
the District all legialetive powers that the legislature of a State might exer- 
cise within the State; and may vest and distribute the judicial autho: 
and among courts and magistrates, and regulate judicial proceedings before 

as it may think fit, so oas it does not contravene any provision of 
the tution of the United States. * * It 1s beyond doubt, at the 
present day, that the provisions of the Constitution of the United States 
securing the right of trial by jury, whether in civil or in criminal cases, are 
applicable to the District of lumbia. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. That is true, and I was just coming to 
that case. From the ordinance of 1787 until the gee hour the 
Congress has always undertaken to incorporate the Bill of Rights 
into all Territorial acts, and has recognized the Constitution of 
the United States as being there, and no one ever questioned that 
it obtained there until this good hour, and with all of these funda- 
mental principles to which I have referred. And all Territorial 
acts have ed forward as their organic law the ordinance of 
1787 as adapted to the Constitution by express enactment. 

The power to legislate over the Territories is no broader than 
the power to legislate over the District of Columbia. What did 
the Supreme Court say in reference to right of trial by jury here? 
They did not putit upon a law of Congress. They put it upon the 


ground that— 
There is not in the history of the Constitution or of the original 
amendments to jus the assertion that the people of this District may be 


D AAY. aad TEODORY, MEOIR af ae privilege ct tial by dary tm criminal 
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. (Callan v3. Wilson, 127 U 8.) a jes * 7 

They did not put it upon the treaty of cession by Maryland or 
Virginia, but they put it upon the Constitution, and said that the 
inhabitants of this District had the right of trial by jury under 
that instrument. 

Now, here is another case, and let me get through with these 
jury cases before taking up some other question, In the case of 
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Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S.) Mr. Justice Harlan delivered the 
opinion of the court, and said: 

That the provisions of the Constitution relating to the right of trial by 
jury in suits at common law— 

Note the words— 
apply to the Territories of the United States, is no longer an open question. 

They say in that case that the provisions of the Constitution re- 
lating to juries apply to the Territories of the United States regard- 
less of any act of Congress or any Territorial act. 

Again, in the same opinion, they say: 

It is y beret question that the provisions of the national Constitu- 
tion relating to by jury, to crimes, and to criminal prosecutions, apply 
tothe Territories of the United States, with the judiciary article, in regard to 
trial by jury, that the sixth amendment and the seventh amendment, which 

antee to the people of the States and the Territories the right of trial by 
fury. apply to those Territories. * * * 

9 then, that the provisions of the Constitution relating to trials for 
crimes and to prosecutions apply to the Territories the United 
States, the next inquiry is whether the p= fe referred to in the original Con- 
stitution and in the sixth amendment is a jury constituted as it isin common 
law, with twelve persons, neither more nor less. This question must be 
answered in the mative, because the Constitution extends the right of 
trial by jury to the Territories and applies it to them. 

Ah, gentlemen, this Government was not founded to deal with 
real estate, or to deal with land. It was founded to deal with 
human beings, with persons, with individuals, and with their 
rights anywhere and everywhere, under all circumstances, whether 
they be in the States or in the Territories of this country. Here 
we have the decision of the Supreme Court, deciding that the 
right of trial by jury must be inviolate in the Territories. 

Now, will the Supreme Court reverse these opinions? I do not 
believe they will, because, in my humble judgment, the rights of 
the inhabitants of these new possessions are surrounded and 
hedged about with ahundred more legal protections than we had in 
regard to the income- tax case. They will not uproot the decisions 
of a hundred years and hold that I may be a citizen of the United 
States, but that if my son goes to the island of Puerto Rico he 
ceases to be a citizen of the United States and becomes a mere 
serf or a dependent to our Government. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side. 

Mr. NOONAN. This bill would hold the same thing as to you 
if you were to go there. 

. HENRY of Texas. And further, if any American citizen 
goes to the island of Puerto Rico or these new sions, this 
bill denies him the right to invoke the Constitution of the Gov- 
ernment which his fathers helped to found. 

But the Government was framed for the benefit of persons and 
for individual rights, and not to adjust real-estate transactions. 

Is there any other decision touching this question? Let us see. 
Take this case, and I challenge any gentleman to answerit. You 
have quoted it often on that side of the Chamber. In the case of 
National Bank vs. Yankton County (101 U. S. Reports) Chief 
Justice Waite, delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

All territory within the jurisdiction of the United States not included in 
any State must necessarily be governed by or under authority of Congress. 

Which is true. 


The Territories are but political subdivisions of the ie 2 dominion of 
the United States. Their relation to the General Government is much the 
same as that which counties bear to the respective States, and Congress 
legislate for them as any State does for its munici organizations. The or- 

ic law of a Territory takes the place of a constitution as the fundamental 
ie of the local government. It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial 
authorities, but Congress is supreme. 

To which we assent. 


And for the purposes of this department of its governmental authority 
has all the powersof the le of the United States, except such as have 
been expressly or by imp on reserved in the prohibitions of the Consti- 
tution. 


8 on the Democratic side.] 

e Supreme Court has never in à single opinion varied from 
that doctrine. It has always said that when we undertake to leg- 
islate for those Territories we have plenary powers, but strictly 
within the limits of the Constitution. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

It is not a question of extending the Constitution and laws ex 

oprio vigore to those Territories, but it is a question of this 
1 which sits here as the creature of the Constitution, violat- 
ing all the clauses of the Constitution when they legislate. That 
is the question. We do not ask that these laws go to Puerto Rico 
ex proprio vigore, or per se. No man who ever alleged himself 
or admitted elf to be a lawyer ever made any such conten- 
tion as that. And there are several distinguished lawyers on the 
other side of this question, for they have already admitted it 
themselves in open court. [Laughter.] 

We do not ask thut the Constitution carry itself there, but we 
do say that when Congress, as the creature of the Constitution, is 
legislating for these people, that in every right which it has to 
legislate under the Constitution it is restricted by the limitations 
in that instrument and can not go beyond the bounds set by its 


creator. 
Now I want to take up a question or two in regard to these new 


may 


possessions and make Dy ponpon and that of those who believe 
with me perfectly clear. e Democratic party has neyer been 
opposed to territorial expansion of the right sort. We believe that 
when we 9 Louisiana we exercised a constitutional power; 
we believe t it was a beneficent acquisition. What have we 
done with Louisiana? Under the treaty by which we acquired 
that magnificent territory we said: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible. to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, — dh 

and immunities of citizens of the United States; and in the meantime 
they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
property, and the religion which they profess. (Article 3.) 

And so in the treaties of 1819 with Spain and 1848 with Mexico 
we used substantially the same language. And there was no 
change in terms until the year 1898, when this treaty was made 
with Spain. What else did these treaties provide with reference 
to the people and the Territories? That t es should come into 
the Union of States. Not only that; every Territorial act, from 
the ordinance of 1787 until the last Territorial act was enacted by 
this body, provided that the Territories should come into the 
United States as integral parts of the Union, as sovereign States, 
whenever they had a certain population. Every treaty provided 
it and every Territorial act provided for the admission of those 
Territories as States. 

Out of that magnificent Louisiana Territory the followin 
States under the treaty and Territorial acts have been admitted: 
Arkansas, Missouri, lowa, Nebraska, North and South Dakota, 

t of Minnesota, Kansas, Colorado, Montana, Wyoming, and 

uisiana. Out of the Oregon cession of 1848 we carved the fol- 
lowing magnificent States: Oregon, Washington, and parts of 
Montana and Wyoming. Out of the cession made by Mexico the 
following States were erected: California, Nevada, and parts of 
Colorado and Wyoming and the Territories of New Mexico and 
Arizona. And so we would have it—with every foot of territory 
annexed to this country—that i beer nce: thoy shall stand erect as 
sovereign States of this great American Republic, and not 2s mere 
colonies and dependencies to be governed by the whim of Congress 
and under the military rule of the President. 

Now a new departure is proposed—that we shall 
tory which shall become permanent Territories of the United 
States. And until the present time no statesman of any party 
has ever declared for such a thing as a permanent Territory. 

What are the rights of the people who go to the Territories, and 
of the people who are born there, and the people who reside there? 
I am going to read just a line or two from the Dred Scott opinion, 
that portion which was agreed to by every member of the court 


uire terri- 


a 5 never been overruled by any decision of the Supreme 
urt. 
Chief Justice Taney said: 


This brings us to examine what provision of the Constitution the present 
Federal Government, under its la. sup and restricted ers, is author- 
ized to acquire territory outside of the original limits of the United States, 
and what powers it may exercise therein over the person or property of a 
citizen of the United States while it remains a Territory and until it shall 
be admitted as one of the States of the Union. 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States or 
at a distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure; nor to e 
its Territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. 
That power is plainly given; and if a new State is admitted, it needs no fur- 
ther l tion by Congress, because the Constitution itself defines the rela- 
tive rights and pavers and duties of the State, and the citizens of the State, 
and the Federal Government. But no power is given to acquire a Territory 
to be held sat poternes permanently in that ter. 

It is u to become a State, and not to be held as a colony and gov- 
erned by Congress with absolute authority; and as the riety of admit- 
ting a new State is committed to the sound discretion of Congress, the power 
to acquire territory for that purpose, to be held by the United States until it 
is ina suitable condition to mea State 7 7 an equal footing with the 
other States, must rest upon the same discretſon. 

* * * * * * * 

It may be safely assumed that citizens of the United States who migrate 
toa Territory belonging to the people of the United States can not be ruled 
as mere colonists, dependent upon the of the General Government and 
to be governed by any laws it may think proper to impose, 

The principle upon which our governments rest, and upon which alone 
they continue to exist, is the Union of States, sovereign and independent 
within their own limits in their internal and domestic concerns. and bound 
together as one people by a General Government, 8 certain enu- 
merated and restricted powers, delegated to it by the people of the severa- 
States, and exercising supreme authority within the scope of the powers 
granted to it throughout the dominion of the United States. A power, there- 
fore, in the General Government to obtain and hold colonies and dependent 
Territories over which they might legislate without restriction would be in- 
consistent with its own existence in its t form. Whatever it acquires 
it en for the benefit of the people of the several States who created it. 
It is their trustee, acting for them and with the duty of promoting 
the interests of the whole people of the Union in the exercise of the powers 
specifically granted. 


That was sound reasoning then. It is sound reasoning and good 
law to-day and has not been overruled, and until the Supreme 
Court says that this Congress has the power to acquire territory 
and govern it as a mere dependency or colony, we are flying in 
the face of the Constitution and of the decisions. ‘ 

Why the necessity of this legislation? Why put this unjust tax 
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upon the people of Puerto Rico, a law-abiding, peaceable citizen- 
ship, who are able to maintain a Territorial form of government 
better than the people of Hawaii, and as much able to do so as 
the people of Arizona and New Mexico. Why say that they shall 
not become a Territory as all other Territories have become? Only 
because of the fact that the sugar producers and the tobacco pro- 
ducers and manufacturers have come here to Washington and 
have alarmed the Ways and Means Committee, and now the chair- 
man has not the candor to state that such was the reason of his 
cianga: This conduct is criminally reprehensible when you per- 
mit the sugar trust to bring in the 300,000 tons from Hawaii free 
and have actually turned over that island to this trust. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I beg the gentleman’s pardon 
for interrupting him, but the gentleman said that some of the 
tobacco 3 are here demanding that a tax be imposed upon 
Puerto Rico. I am sure that the gentleman desires to be fair, 
and as I represent what I believe to be the greatest tobacco dis- 
trict in the world, I desire tosay that the tobacco growers of Ken- 
tucky have no desire on earth to discriminate against the citizens 
of Puerto Rico. I think he refers to the tobacco growers of Con- 
necticut, New York, and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. The gentleman is entirely correct. I 
mean the manufacturers and tobacco 8 of Connecticut, 
New York, Pennsylvania, and Florida. The sugar producers for 
the western part of the country and some of them from my own 
State ask for this bill, but I would see them damned before I 
would impose this iniquitous tax. [Laughter and applause on 
the Democratic side. | 

Mr. GAINES. When were the tobacco men here before the 
committee, after this bill was framed? 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. No; after the bill was introduced by 
the gentleman from New York for free trade with Puerto Rico. 
No, although Texans may come and appeal to me to give them 
this protection and impose this unjust tax, I would not for my 
good right arm give eg consent to repudiate the grounds upon 
which we achieved our liberties in 1776. [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Long live the Republic! May the enlightened judgment of the 
American people speedily administer the punishment of death to 
this spirit of imperialism and Territorial aggrandizement. [Ap- 
plause.] Long may the Constitution of this Republic of self- 
governing States, emblazoned upon our flag, extend to and pro- 
tect every foot of American soil! May these emblems of liberty 
continue to shield and protect the rights of the inhabitants and 
citizens of the United States anywhere and everywhere! For 
when we forsake the ancient and democratic faith of absolute 
equality before the law for every individual who owes allegiance 
to this Government, the true spirit of republican institutions will 
be banished from this land. Then swiftly will the familiar lines 
of the poet become prophetically true: 


The star of hope shone brightest in the West, 


The hope of liberty the last, the best, 


That too, has set upon her darkened shore, 
And hope and freedom light up earth no more. 
[Prolonged applause. | 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. PAYNE having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing was re- 
ceived from the President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, 
one of his secretaries, who also announced that the President had 
approved and signed joint resolution and bills of the following 

itles: 


On February 17, 1900: 

H. J. Res. 77. Joint resolution to provide for pay to certain 
retired officers of the Marine Corps. 

On February 19, 1900: 

H. R. 5288. An act relating to lights on steam pilot vessels. 

On February 20, 1900: 

H. R. 7739, An act to amend “An act making appropriations for 
the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public works 
on 3 and harbors, and for other purposes,“ approved March 3, 

TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
BROMWELL], who preceded the last speaker, made complaint 
against the Committee on Ways and Means. He said the com- 
mittee had not taken into its confidence the members of the House 
before reporting the bill under consideration. 

My service in this House has been very brief; my service on the 
Committee on Ways and Means has been much briefer, but I have 
always understood that it was the duty of a committee to ex- 
amine a question submitted to it, to report by bill or otherwise, 
and when the report was made to the House, then the House was 
taken into the confidence of the committee. 

The Committee on Ways and Means is now taking into its con- 
fidence the members of the House and informing them why it re- 


ported this bill. The gentleman is a member of the Committee 


on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and there are pending before that 
committee many bills of great importance. t committee has 
reported many bills to this House, and it has not seen fit to take 
me into its confidence, neither has it consulted me on any bill or 
any report that it has made. I understand that it is not the prov- 
ince of a committee necessarily to consult with other members 
of the House as to what should be done, but to bring its bill be- 
fore the House, explain the provisions, and then it is the duty of 
the House to amend it, to reject it, or to accept it. That is all 
that the Committee on Ways and Means wants you to do on this 
pe and we are here to explain to you why we reported as we 


ve. 

The gentleman claims that this committee has not followed the 
policy of the President. I belong to the party of the President of 
the United States. I honor and respect him, and I would not 
knowingly champion any cause that is contrary to a policy that 
he might have, because I have confidence in his judgment. But 
the President of the United States, under the Constitution, sub- 
mitted to the Congress of the United States this question of the 
regulation of tariff rates between this country and Puerto Rico. 
He did not recommend the extension of our customs laws over 
Puerto Rico. He did not say what the customs duties should be 
upon goods coming into Puerto Rico from other countries. He 
recommended in his message that we should legislate upon “the 
imposition and collection of internal revenue” and ‘‘the regula- 
tion of tariff rates on merchandise imported from the island into 
the United States.” 

Under that message, after a full and fair consideration of the 
question submitted to it, the Committee on Ways and Means 
brought in this bill, which regulates the rates to be charged on 
goods coming from foreign countries into Puerto Rico, on goods 
coming from Puerto Rico into the United States, and on goods 
coming from the United States into Puerto Rico. We did not 
think it wise to extend our internal reyenue laws over Puerto 
Rico. The billis here. Itis for your consideration, It has for 
its object the raising of revenue for Puerto Rico. 


A PRACTICAL QUESTION. 


This is a practical question. We might as well meet it now as 
atafuture time. Puerto Ricoisin a deplorable condition. Gen- 
eral Davis, the military governor, in his testimony before a com- 
mittee of Congress, said that two-thirds of the current wealth of 
the island had been destroyed by the recent hurricane. The peo- 
ple need immediate relief. Revenues must be obtained from some 
source to pay the expenses of government and provide schools for 
a people nine-tenths of whom can not read or write. 

Three courses are open: Bonds must be issued, an appropriation 
must be made out of the Treasury of the United States, or tariff 
duties must be imposed that will produce revenue sufficient to 
pay the 8 of government and establish the much - needed 
schools. e bill reported will produce sufficient revenue for 
these purposes. Absolute free trade between the United States 
and Puerto Rico would not. 

We do not believe that an issuance of bonds should be author- 
ized. The island is free from debt now. Let it remain so. We 
should not pay the expenses of government out of the United 
States Treasury. Puerto Rico should be self-supporting. There 
is no oppression of its people when all the net revenues received 
there and all the gross revenues collected here on her products are 
to be expended for the benefit of the people of the island. Under 
the bill mutually beneficial trade relations will be established be- 
tween Puerto Rico and the United States, and in a few years the 

ple of the island will appreciate the benefits that have come 
rom the laws enacted for their government. 

No reasonable objection can be made to the bill presented by 
the majority on the ground that it is not good legislation, adapted 
to the needs and wants of Puerto Rico. Our internal revenue 
laws are not extended to the island, for those laws would increase 
the burdens; and what the Pt a want is immediate relief, not 
increased burdens for the future. On all merchandise comin 
into Puerto Rico from foreign countries other than the Uni 
States the duties are the same as those of the Dingley law. On 
articles coming into the United States from Puerto Rico and into 
3 Rico from the United States 25 per cent of these rates is 
imposed. 

In this debate no criticism has been made on the bill as a reve- 
nue: producing measure. I call attention to the statement signed 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL], one of the 
dissenting members of the committee. He says: 


The pending bill is, in my judgment, a well-considered measure from a 
fiscal standpoint, and is likely to produce a sufficient revenue. 


We have presented a tariff for Puerto Rico suited to the needs 
and wants of that island, and if we are powerless under the Con- 
stitution so to legislate, we should ascertain that fact at the ear- 
liest possible moment. Later on we will be called upon to legis- 
late for the Philippines, and no one claims that our customs laws 
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and internal revenue system are adapted or suitable to those is- 


lands. Can we give them a of taxation that is suitable to 
their wants and needs, or will we be so restricted that we must 
give them a system unsuitable to their conditions and inapplicable 
to their wants? Thesooner we understand our helpless condition 
if we are indeed helpless—the better it will be for them and the 
better it will be for us. 

THE MINORITY NOT IN ACCORD WITH THE PRESIDENT. 

The minority and the majority of the committee differ on sev- 
eral propositions. The minority contends that we can not acquire 
territory except for the purpose of forming it into States. The 
majority insists that the power to acquire territory is' unlimited 
and unrestricted. We believe that this is a sovereign nation, with 
the power to acquire territory either by treaty, conquest, or dis- 
covery. We believe that in legislating for acquired territory we 
are acting under that provision of the Constitution which grants 
to Congress the power to make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory belonging to the United States. 

ə minority insists that Puerto Rico and the Philippines are 
part of the United States. The majority believes that these islands 
are not a part of, but belong to, the United States, The minority 
holds that if we continue to retain Puerto Rico and the Philip- 
pines it is with an implied pledge or promise that soy are M 
to be admitted as States. e claim that there need be no suc 
understanding, but that in all honor we must give them good gov- 
ernments that will protect life and property, and that they may 
continue to belong to the United States without any hope or ex- 
pectation of finally being admitted into the Union of States. 

The gentlemen on the other side of this House claim that — 
agree with the President of the United States in dealing wi 
these 5 that have come to us as the result of the treaty 
with . I Want to call the attention of gentlemen on the 
other side to the fact that the President believes Congress has the 

wer to regulate the rates to be Scag on goods coming from 

Rico into the United States. You take the position that 

Con, has no such power; that by virtue of the acquisition of 

the islands, they are a part of the United States, entitled to all 

the rights and privileges that the people of the States have, and 
that we are powerless to give them a different revenue 

from that which we have ourselves. You claim that we can not 

ate the rates to be charged between Puerto Rico and the 


regul 
United States. 

You claim that it is not a question of what kind of a bill this is. 
The question is whether any kind of tariff rates can be maintained 
between the United States and Puerto Rico. You question our 
power to enact this bill into law under the Constitution, and on 
that N gentlemen on the other side do not represent the 

osition of the President of the United States or the Administra- 


m. 
I read from the report of the Secretary of War: 


tates, 
because the N of the Constitution 7 of duties 
throughout United States was not made for them, 


with £ duo process r that private property shell nos be TARGA for 
er’ out due of law; thai vate pro} y no en for 
3 compensation; roo gh the 
obligation of contracts, etc., because our nation has decla; be 


righ to all men. 
Observance of them is a t of the nature of our Government. It is im- 
R that there should any de! tion of power byts people of the 
‘nited States to any. legislative, executive, or judicial officer which should 
carry the right to violate these rules to anyone ay Beet meri” and there 
is an imp! contract on the part of the le of the United States with 
man who voluntarily submits himself or is submitted to our dominion 
as between our Government and him, and that 


im 


THE RULE OF UNIFORMITY, 
The minority claims that we are placed in this unfortunate con- 
dition in respect to this legislation by section 8, Article I, of the 
Constitution, which is as follows: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
and excises, topay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises, shall 


be uniform throughout the United States. 

This section gives Congress power to establish direct and indi- 
rect taxation. The taxes“ here referred to are conceded to be 
direct taxes, and section 2 of the same article provides that direct 
taxes shall be e among the sev States which may 
be included within this Union, according to their respective num- 
bers. Section 9 provides that no direct tax shall be laid unless in 
proportion to the census or enumeration directed to be taken, 


Direct taxes must then be apportioned according to the popula- 
tion; and duties, imposts, and excises must be uniform through- 
out the United States, There was evidently a purpose in thus 

uiring direct taxes to begoverned by the rule of apportionment 
and indirect taxes to be governed by the rule of uniformity. 

Congress has power to lay and collect greci and indirect taxes, 
and this power is unrestricted. The limitafions of this power as 
to indirect taxes only extends throughout the United States. A 
direct tax may be levied only in the States, or it may include the 
District of Columbia and the Territories, 

8 : ustice Marshall, in Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 

If, then, a direct tax be it m i - 
formable to the rule 1 te re eee 
power to exempt any State from its due share of the burden. But this reg- 
ulation is expressly confined to the States, and creates no necessity for 
extending the tax to the District or Territories. 

It therefore is not necessary, in order to make a law laying di- 
rect taxes valid, that it should be extended to the Territories. If 
a State is omitted from the law, it would be unconstitutional. 
The Territories and District of Columbia may be omitted, and 
yet the law be valid. The only requirement is that if the District 
and Territories are included in a scheme of direct taxation, the 
taxes must be apportioned according to population. This arises 
from the prohibition on Congress against laying any capitation 
or direct tax unless in proportion to the census or enumeration. 
No such prohibition is contained in the Constitution in layin: 
indirect taxes. The only requirement is that they shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 


THE “UNITED STATES.” 


The term United States” has two meanings. In its geo- 
graphical sense it refers to all the States and Territories, districts, 
and possessions where the authority of this Government extends, 
In another sense it refers to the States united, which are the source 
of all power and government. In this restricted sense it is used 
in the Constitution. We, the le of the United States,” in 
the preamble of the Constitution, refers to the people of the States, 
not of the Territories. The Congress of the United States is com- 

osed of Senators and Representatives from the different States, 

he President is selected by the people of the States, and the judi- 
cial power of the United States is derived from the States and not 
from the Territories. 

It has been decided that neither a Territory nor the District of 
Columbia is a State“ within the meaning of the Constitution. 
In New Orleans vs, Winter (1 Wheaton, 91), Chief Justice Mar- 
shall said: 

It has been attempted to distinguish a Territory from the District of 
Columbia, but the court is of opinion that this distinction can not be main- 


tained. They may differ in man Lg gone but neither of them is a State 
in which that term is . the Constitution. 


in the sense 
If neither the District of Columbia nora Territory is a State,” 
how can a Territory be one of the United States? The United 


States are a union of the States. 

But it is not so much my purpose to discuss the constitutional 
question involved, because that has been very ably discussed al- 
ready, but I want to call attention to some of the things that have 
been done in this country in relation to the territory belonging to 
the United States. 

This is not a new question. We may think it is, because it has 
not been up for consideration in a generation, but it is as old as 
the Government itself, and the question as to how we should pro- 
ceed in this emergency can be best determined by looking into 
the way and manner in which the fathers, who hel to make 
the Constitution, proceeded to govern the territory belonging to 
the United States. 

HOW WE HAVE GOVERNED ACQUIRED TERRITORY. 


There is no one question more definitely determined in our Con- 
stitution than that we must have an entireseparation of the judi- 
cial, executive, and legislative powers of the Government. The 
legislative power is conferred on the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives, which compose the oe. Congress does not have 
judicial power. Congress does not have executive power. Execu- 
tive power is lodged in the President of the United States. The 
President does not have 2 rea power; laws lodging 1 tive 
power in the President of the United States have been declared 
unconstitutional, because it can not beso imposed. The courts 
can not be given legislative or executive power within the United 
States, where the Constitution is supreme, : 

Now, how did the men who helped to form the Constitution 
deal with the territory belonging to the United States? 

The first is the act of October 31, 1803, in relation to Louisiana, 
In that act Congress provided: 


That all the military, civil, and judicial ers exercised bv the officers of 
the existing vernment of same shall bo. vested in such aud 
sons and ex ch manner as the Presiden’ or toa aa 


in su 
States shall direct for maini and protecting the 
cess un foe endovanent ot halt Liberty, PONTIN amet 
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That power, all of it—executive, judicial, and legislative—was 
lodged in one person, inthe governor of Louisiana—a thing that 
could not be done in the States under the Constitution. 

Let me call attention to section 12 of the act of March 26, 1804, 
for the government of the district of Louisiana, keeping in mind, 
if you please, that under the Constitution the legislative, exec- 
utive, and judicial power must be kept separate. ađmit that. 


The executive power now vested in the governor of the Indiana Territory 
shall extend toand be exercised in the said 


Section 8 of the act of March 3, 1805, confers upon the governor 
and three jadgos of the Territory of Louisiana all legislative 
power. It reads: 
fica canticlen Of thas oe EERIE eave poner tx OMe AOR TOTEE ECAA re 
the said Territory and prescribe their jurisdiction and duties, and to make 
alllaws which they may deem conducive to the good government of the in- 
habitants thereof. 

In both these instances the governor, the executive officer, the 
judges, the judicial officers, together made the laws. Could that 

one under the Constitution of the United States? Will gen- 
tlemen contend that it is possible so to combine in the same per- 
son or persons the power to make laws, to adjudicate laws, and to 
execute laws? It can not be done under the Constitution of the 
United States; and the fact that it was done in Louisiana shows 
that the men who did it, under the leadership of Thomas Jeffer- 
son, believed that they were not bound by the limitations of the 
Constitution in Sa ies for the Territory belonging to the 
United States. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

RIGHT OF TRIAL BY JURY. 
But we have other evidence as to what they thought about this 
guerdon of the Constitution being in force in the Territories. 

ere has been some discussion on the question of the right of 
trial by jury. You are all familiar with that provision of the Con- 
stitution which provides for the right of trial by jury in cases in- 
volving more than $20. Does that apply in a Territory unless the 
provisionsof the Constitution have been extended to that Territory? 

Notice the provisions of the two acts to which I have referred. 
The language is identical in each act. It is found in section 12 of 
the act of March 26, 1804, and in section 3 of the act of March 3, 
1805. Both these acts were Approved by Thomas Jefferson, author 
of the Declaration of Independence and father of the Democratic 
party. This provision is as follows: 

In all civil cases of the value of $100 the trial shall be by jury if either of 
the parties require it. 

“Twenty” dollars, says the seventh amendment to the Consti- 
tution, that had been adopted but a few years before this pro- 
vision was enacted into law. Those who helped to make the Con- 
stitution said that a jury could only be demanded in Louisiana 
cases wherein $100 was involved. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES. Even now can not the parties waive their right 
to jury trials in civil cases and then that ordinance could not 
possibly abrogate the Constitution? [Laughter. 

Mr. LONG. Iam sorry that the gentleman 
tion to what I said before he asked his question. 

Mr. GAINES, I thought I understood the gentleman to say 
that ordinance was approved by Mr. Jefferson and that the law 
was approved by him. 

Mr. LONG. It was, 

Mr. GAINES. And you say that was his idea of a jury trial? 
Now, I ask if either party, even now, can not waive his right of 
trial by jury in civil cases? 

Mr. LONG. I will read it again for your benefit. 

Mr. GAINES. All right. 

Mr. LONG (reading)— 

And in all civil cases of the value of $100 the trial shall be by jury if either 
of the parties require it. 

Of course they could waive it, but if either party required it 
they could have a jury in cases where $100 or more was involved. 
Now, the amendment to the Constitution adopted a few years be- 
fore this time provided for the right of trial by jury in cases of $20. 

Mr. GAINES. Allright. Now, do you contend that that stat- 
ute abrogated the Federal Constitution or robbed the party of his 
jury of eed [Laughter. } 

r. LONG. Why, my friend 

Mr. GAINES. I ask for your opinion. Of course I understand 
that it could not. 

Mr. LONG. Certainly I donot. I said, and I say again, that 
where the Constitution of the United States is in force this pro- 
vision would be unconstitutional. 

Mr. GAINES. Exactly. 

` Mr. LONG. And the Fact that the fathers of the Constitution, 
the men who helped to make it, put a provision in these laws that 


d not pay atten- 


were approved by Thomas Jefferson providing that in cases of $100 


and over only could a j trial be demanded shows conclusively 
that they believed that when legislating for the territory belong- 
ing to the United States they were not limited by the provisions of 
the Constitution. ME pct on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GAINES. ere they right or wrong in that matter? 

Mr. LONG. They were right and you are wrong. 

Mr. GAINES. Do you contend that that was a valid statute? 

Mr. LONG. If the gentleman will wait a few minutes, I will 
call his attention to what was done in Florida when that great 
American whose ashes now repose in the district that he repre- 
sents gave his views on this very question here involved. 

Mr. GAINES. Iam always Willin g to stand by anything An- 
drew Jackson did, and everybody on this side is. He always stood 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. LONG. I will refer to what he did a little later on. 

In proof of the fact that statesmen, many of whom were mem- 
bers of the Constitutional Convention, considered thatthe Consti- 
tution did not extend tonewly acquired territory of its own force, 
but that it required an act of Congress to place it there, I refer 
to the following amendment that was offer rack Montgomery 
in the House of Representatives to the bill establishing a govern- 
ment in Florida: 

And be it further are That all the 8 of the United States Con- 
stitution for the security of civil and religious freedom, and for the security 
of property, and the sacredness of rights to things in action; and all the pro- 
hibitions to legislation, as well with respect to Congress as the | tures of 
the States, be, and the same are hereby declared to be, applicable to the said 
territory as paramount acts. 

After full debate this amendment was rejected. 

ANDREW JACKSON IN FLORIDA. 


Now I am coming to a point that I hope will interest the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, Congress, on March 8, 1821, passed a law 
providing that all the military, civil, and judicial powers then 
exercised by the officers of the existing government of Florida 
should be vested in such person or ns as the President should 
direct. Under the authority of this act President Monroe ap- 
pointed Andrew Jackson governor of Florida, 

On the 18th of May, 1821, the President also 1 Elegius 
Fromentin judge of the United States for West Florida and part 
of East Florida, and authorized and empowered him to execute 
and fulfill the duties of his office ing to the Constitution 
and laws of the United States. The only laws extended be Node 

over Florida were the revenue laws and those forbid the 
importation of people of color. Andrew Jackson went down 
there and under his commission claimed full legislative, judicial, 
and executive power. In the exercise of his authority he came 
into conflict with the Spanish ex-governor of the Territory over a 
Spas of the possession of some 9 mage to thetitletoland. 
e ex-governor refused to give them up, and General Jackson, 
p ing in the manner in which he was accustomed to p F 
sent an officer, who took on of the ex-governor of the Ter- 
ritory and put him in jail. The officer searched the house and 
took the pa The ex-governor, believing that Florida was a 
pan of the United States, taking the same position that is taken 
y the Democratic members of this House, applied to Judge Fro- 
mentin for a writ of habeas corpus, and the judge granted the writ. 
But the writ did not release the Spanish ex-governor; and Judge, 
Governor, Legislator, General Andrew Jackson proceeded to cite 
5 before him for contempt by issuing the follow- 
ng order: 


cause why he has attempted to interfere with my authority as governor of 
tain general and dant of 
55 tively, in my judicial ca- 
yas supreme 
committed certain to 
secrete and out of the territories ceded to 
e evidence of individ: ht to property within the said 
te: which has been secured to each individual under the second arti- 
cle of the late treaty with Spain, and in open contempt of the orders and 


decrees made by me. 

And that the said Elegius Fromentin, esq., be and appear before me, at 
my 9 5 o'clock p. m., in Pensacola, to make known the above cause, 
and to abide by and perform such order and decree as the undersigned may 


of a ht deem proper to make of and concerning the same. 


ven under my hand at Pensacola, this 23d day of Au 1821. 
ANDREW JACKSON, 
Governor of the Floridas, etc. 


The question at issue was whether the judge had authority to 
issue the writ of habeas corpus. In a letter to the Secretary of 
State the judge explained the position of General Jackson: 

But again, says General Jackson, the writ of habeas corpus is not extended 
by law to this ceo i and eee ven 
by the act of Con n the only two cases mentioned in act, to wit, the 
revenue laws, and the importation of people of color. 

That is what General Jackson believed, and I submit it in all 
candor to the members on the other side of this House as 
authority. [Laughter and applause on the Republican side. 

_ The controversy between General Jackson and Judge Fromen- 
tin was finally submitted to the President of the United States, 


2054 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 21, 


and the decision of the President is contained in the following 
letter of John Quincy Adams, Secretary of State, directed to 
Judge Fromentin: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE, Washington, October 26, 1821. 


and intended 3 fyse 1 
nd other laws oi 


gress, unless a temporary 
lished over them, and of the laws of the United States, which were extended 
to those provinces by that law, the President considered it his duty to in- 
trust the execution of each branch to officers specially appointed for the pur- 
In the execution of those laws, in your judi eg yer fe the governor 
been informed that you are considered amenable only to the Government 
of the United States. 

In the different view which you have taken of the subject, he is pursuaded 
that your motives and intentions were entirely pure, though he deeply re- 
gets the collision of authority and misunderstanding which has arisen 

ween the governor of Territory and you. 
I have the honor to be, etc., 
JOHN QUINCY ADAMS. 

The gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NRwLANDS] the other da 
said he thought our revenue laws and the Constitution as we 
were in force in Puerto Rico. President Monroe, through John 

incy Adams, as Secretary of State, said he thought it was in 

e power of Congress alone to extend the laws over acyuired ter- 
ritory. Here is volume 2 of the Annals of the Seventeenth Con- 
gress, first session have it marked at several places, and I want 
to call attention to a few things, and I hope the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GAINES], who has sucha high regard for General 
Jackson, will read this Dook fully and completely, for in it he will 
find on a certain page a proclamation by Andrew Jackson, as gov- 
ernor of the Floridas, the executive officer of the Territory. Fur- 
ther on he will find an opinion on a judicial question involving the 
title to land, signed by Major General Andrew Jackson, governor 
of the Floridas, etc., and John C. Mitchell, esq., sitting as the su- 
preme court of judicature. And later on he will find some ordi- 
nances passed by Andrew Jackson in his legislative capacity. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] These ordi- 
nances remained in full force and effect, except a few that Con- 
gress did not like, for you will find an act of Congress repealing 
certain ordinances passed by Andrew Jackson when he was sit- 
ting as the legislature. [Laughter.] The following is the first 
section of the act of Congress of May 7, 1822: 

Be it enacted, etc., That an ordinance numbered three, made and passed 
on the eighteenth of July, eighteen hundred and ee by Major Gen- 
eral Andrew Jackson, 8 of the provinces ot the Floridas, entitled “An 
ordinance providing for the naturalization of the inhabitants of the ceded 
territory;" and an ordinance by the city council of St. Augustine, on 
the seventeenth October, eighteen, hundred anå twenty-one, imposing and 
laying certain taxes on the bitants; and all other laws, ordinances, or 
resolves, so far as er enforce or confirm the same, be, and the same are 
hereby, repealed, and declared null and void. 

Mr. GAINES. It took all Congress to overrule him. 

Mr. LONG. You are right, it did. Do you mean to say that 
Andrew Jackson—and I think he could come as near it as any 
other man in our history—under the authority of the Constitution 
could act as an executive, judicial, and legislative officer in the 
United States? 

Mr. GAINES. I mean to say this, that Andrew Jackson never 
swerved from his duty, whatever it was. (Laughter on the Re- 
publican side and applause on Democratic side.] 

Mr. LONG. That is what I say, and that is the reason why I 
appeal to the record made by Andrew Jackson to show that your 
present attitude is wrong. 

Mr. HOPKINS. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GAINES] 
will vote with us now. [Laughter.] 

Mr. LONG. He will if he proposes to stand by Andrew Jack- 
son. r 

EXTENSION OF THE CONSTITUTION AND LAWS. 

The question as to whether the Constitution extends to the Ter- 
ritories of its own force was the occasion of a great debate be- 
tween Calhoun and Webster in the Senate in 1849. Calhoun con- 
tended that it did, Webster that it did not. 

At the close of the debate, after these great statesmen had con- 
cluded, there arose another statesman, who in a later day had 
almost as much influence over the American people as had either 
John C. Calhoun or Daniel Webster. I refer to Stephen A. Doug- 
las. He stated his views on this extension of the Constitution: 

Mr. President, I have not many words to say on the question which has 
been occupying the attention of the Senate. hether S awe has or has 

A. 


not the power to extend the Constitution over California, U vote for 
the proposition to extend the Constitution over that country. I believe we 


have the power to extend it in all its parts over that country. I believe, fnr- 
thermore, that we have the same power to extend the Constitution over a 
country that we have to bringa country inside of it. 


Mr. Benton (Thirty Years in the United States Senate, volume 
2, pees 713) has this to say in regard to the doctrine udvanced by 
oun: 


i ch it found there, and 
institution there under its own wing, and taining it beyon the power 
of eradication either by Congress or the ple of the Perritory, Before this 
dogma was proclaimed efforts were e to get the Constitution extended 


to these Territories by act of Congress; failing in 
culty was leaped over . He assuming that the Constitu 
itself that is to say, the slavery part of it. 

History can not class higher as a vagary of a diseased 1 nation 
this imputed ee and self- extension of the Constitution. e Con- 
Sivery part of 1s recnsrens law me por it tuto ODEA Mo pork or ih O 
reach a Territory unless imparted fo it by act o Congress. k 55 18 

The doctrine of Mr. Calhoun, however, was finally indorsed by 
the Supreme Court of the United States in the Dred Scott decision. 
This decision carried the doctrine of a self-acting extension of the 
Constitution to its legitimate conclusion. The Missouri compro- 
mise was declared unconstitutional as being PNA the power of 
Congress in dealing with acquired territory. e Dred Scott de- 
cision brought on the war, but it was overruled and reversed at 
Appomattox, and since that time it has not been quoted by any 
courtas authority, It has been perenne to slumber undisturbed 
for more than forty years until it was brought forth by the mi- 
nority of the committee as authority for the position tit has 
assumed on this bill. 

Our position is that held by the 
In 1860 Abraham Lincoln was elec 
contained this plank: 

That the new do; that the Constitution, of its own force, carries slave: 
into any or all of the Territories of the United States, is a dangerous politi- 
cal heresy, at variance with the explicit provisions of that instrument itself, 
with contemporaneous exposition, and with legislative and judicial precedent; 
s ETOT in its tendency and subyersive of the peace and harmony ot 

We follow Abraham Lincoln; the minority follows John C. 
Calhoun. 

Congress has evidently agreed with Mr. Douglas, for on Sep- 
tember 9, 1850, when the Territories of New Mexico and Utah 
were organized, the Constitution and laws of the United States 
were extended over these Territories. When the law for the or- 
ganization of the Territories of Kansas and Nebraska was passed 
it contained provisions that the Constitution and all laws of the 
United States were to have the same force and effect in the Terri- 
tories of Kansas and Nebraska as elsewhere within the United 
States, with certain exceptions. On February 28, 1861, the Terri- 
tory of Colorado was organized and a provision was incorporated 
that the Constitution and laws of the United States should extend 
to that Territory. The Territory of Nevada was organized on 
March 2, 1861, and the organic act contained a provision which 
declared that the Constitution and laws of the United States 
should be in full force and effect in that Territory. From the 
organization of Dakota, on March 2, 1861, all Territorial acts, in- 
cluding’ those of Idaho, Montana, Wyoming, and Oklahoma, have 
contained provisions extending the Constitution and laws of the 
United States over each and every Territory. Similar laws have 
also been paned extending the Constitution and laws to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the Indian Territory, 

Following the precedents made by Congress Saring 
fifty years, if the Constitution can extended to 
Con certainly has the power to withhold it. 

atever contention there may have been as to the necessity for 
extending the Constitution to newly acquired territory, the history 
of the United States shows that territory acquired by conquest or 
treaty remains foreign territory so far as customs duties are con- 
cerned until Congress extends the revenue laws of the United 
States oyer it. They have been extended in every instance where 
territory has been acquired, except the Hawaiian Islands, and 
until they have been so extended the ports in the newly acquired 
territory have been considered foreign ports. 

Louisiana was acquired By cession on April 30, 1803. The cus- 
toms laws were not extended to it until February 24, 1804. After 
its acquisition and occupation, by an order of Albert Gallatin, 
Secretary of the Treasury—and this order was sanctioned by 
Thomas Jefferson, the t father of Democracy, then President 
of the United States—the collector at New Orleans was directed 
to consider Baton Rouge and all other ports in Louisiana as for- 
eign ports, and they were so treated until after the customs laws 
were extended over Louisiana. 

Florida was ceded Pye treaty of February 22,1819. For more 
than two years, until March 3, 1821, when the revenue laws were 
extended over this Territory, its ports were treated as foreign 
ports, and duties were collected upon all goods imported from 
Florida into the United States. 

On March 1, 1845, Congress passed a joint resolution “for an- 
nexing Texas to the United States.” After the executive govern- 
ment of Texas, its congress. and its people at the polls had com- 
plied with all the terms and accepted all the conditions of this 


ublican party since its birth. 
President on a platform that 


the past 
erritories, 
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joint resolution—after the annexation of Texas as a part of the 
pais domain of the United States was an accomplished fact— 

y direction of President Polk, the Secretary of the Treasury, 
Robert J. Walker, instructed collectors and other customs officers 
that until further action of the Congress” you will collect du- 
ties as heretofore upon all imports from Texas into the United 
States.” And this policy was pursued until the admission of 
Texas as a State. 

Alaska was ceded by the treaty with Russia concluded June 20, 
1867, but the customs laws were not extended over that district 
until July 27, 1868. In the interval its ports were treated as for- 
eign ports. 

Are these legislative precedents of a century entitled to any con- 
sideration here? Will they have any effect on the Supreme Court 
when it comes to decide whether or not the Constitution and our 
customs laws of their own force and vigor have gone into Puerto 
Rico and the Philippines? Permit me to call attention to a few 
decisions of the Supreme Court on this subject. 

In the case of Lithographic Company vs. Sarony (111 U. S., 57), 
Justice Miller said: 


The construction placed — the Constitution by the first act of 1790, and 
the act of 1802, by the men who were contemporary with its formation. many 
of whom were members of the convention that framed it, is of itself entitl 
to very great weight, and when it is remembered that the rights thus estab- 
pence ey not been disputed during a period of nearly a century, it is almost 
con vo. 


In Field vs. Clark (143 U. S., 691) Justice Harlan said: 


The practical construction of the Constitution, as given by so many acts 
of Congress and embracing almost the entire period of our national exist- 
ence, should not be overruled, unless upon a conviction that such legislation 
was clearly incompatible with the supreme law of the land. 


This is what the Supreme Court has said in regard to legis- 
lative precedents—in regard to the construction placed upon con- 
stitutional questions by Congress itself. 


NO NEW POLICY PROPOSED. 


The opposition says that this is the first time in the history of 
the country that we have ever had duties that were not uniform, 
l read what the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], 
the leader of the minority, said in his speech the other day on this 
proposition: 

The 8 to this bill plants itself upon this ground. The measure is 
imperialism itself. In the former acquisitions to which I have referred no 
such measure as the pending one was ever proposed or deemed necessary. 
When the Louisiana territory was acquired, when Texas was annexed, when 
California and Arizona and New Mexicoand other Territories were acquired, 
did any man rise in this House or the other body of this Con, and offer 
such a legislative open as the pending one? This effort, therefore. 
clearly marks the dividing line between all former acquisitions and that of 
Puerto Rico, if it be conceded that the enactment of the proposed bill into 
law is required. 


I challenge the correctness of the statement that this is the first 
time we have ever had unequal taxation between the Territories 
and the United States, to which they belonged. The treaty with 
France in 1803 8 that for twelve years the produce and 
manufactures of France and her colonies and of Spain and her 
colonies, when carried in the ships of France or Spain, should be 
admitted into all the local ports of the ceded territory without 
paying a greater duty on merchandise than that paid by the citi- 
zens of the United States, 

At the time this treaty was adopted, and for twelve years after- 
wards, there was a provision in the tariff laws of the United States 
that added 10 per cent additional to the rates on goods and mer- 
chandise that were imported into the United States in ships or 
vessels that were not of the United States. Under this provision 
a French ship laden with French goods or a 8 h ship laden 
with Spanish goods entering the port of New York or any other 


ort of the United States would be required to pay 10 per cent 
igher duties than if the same goods in the same s span entered 
the port of New Orleans or any other port in Louisiana. 


It was urged by Representatives in Congress that this treaty 
was unconstitutional, Mr. Griswold, a Representative from Con- 
necticut, said: 


Although Iam unwilling to detain the committee at this late hour, and 
wish not to delay the wishes of the marny yot I must be permitted again 
to refer the committee to the seventh article of the treaty. This article 
declares, that the ships of France and Spain, together with their cangos; 
being the produce or manufacture of these countries, shall be admitted into 
the ports of the ceded territory on the same terms, in regard to duties, with 
American ships. It is certainly worth the consideration of the committee, 
whether this article is consistent with the provisions of the Constitution. 
As our laws now stand, the ships of France and Spain are liable to an extra 
tonnage aye hacen their cargoes to a duty of 10 per cent advance, when arriy- 
ing in the Atlantic ports. 

The treaty 

shall cease. The treaty does not, and probably 
can not, re the law, which lays this extra duty in the Atlantic States, 
but those duties must still becollected. The Constitution, however, declares, 
in the eighth section of the first article, that all duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, be uniform throughout the United States,“ and in the ninth sec- 
tion of the same article, it is said that no preference shall be given by any 


rts of one State over those of 
of duties ie destroyed, 
treaty, a preference is 


regulation of commerce, or revenue, to the 
another." By the treaty, however, the unito: 
and by this regulation of commerce, contained in 
8 given to the ports of the ceded territory over those of th 

Yet the father of the Democratic 
ported by his followers in Congress, in the face of this opposition, 
drove that treaty through the Senate and had it ratified and had 
an 3 made to carry it into effect. This discrimination 
and lack of uniformity continued for twelve years and was so 
generally indorsed and admitted to be valid by the Government 
and the people that no case is reported in which an effort was 
made to challenge the constitutionality of the act. 

A law enacted March 30, 1822, in relation to the commerce and 
navigation of Florida contained a similar provision. 


DUTIES NOT UNIFORM NOW. 


The Hawaiian Islands were annexed by joint resolution July 7, 
1898. Although this resolution provides that these islands are 
“ annexed as of the territory of the United States and are 
subject to the sovereign dominion thereof; ” yet our customs and 
revenue laws have never been extended to these islands. This 
annexation resolution provided: 

Until legislation shall be enacted extending the United States customs 
laws and regulations to the Hawaiian Islands the existing customs relations 
of the Hawaiian Islands with the United States and other countries shall 
remain unchanged. 

Is Puerto Rico any more a part of the United States” than 
the Hawaiian Islands? Is Congress under any more stringent re- 
strictions of the Constitution when legislating for Puerto Rico 
than for the Hawaiian Islands? Do not the same limitations of 
the Constitution stay the hand of Congress when passing a joint 
resolution as when enacting alaw? Yet hereis a joint resolution 
passed by both Houses of Congress and approved by the President 
which does two things that have been very elaborately discussed 
in this debate. 

In the first place, by the act of Congress it puts in force in the 
Hawaiian Islands, under the authority of the United States, a 
schedule of tariff duties that are not uniform with those of the 
Dingley law which are in force throughout the United States.” 
Since the Hawaiian Islands have been ‘‘a part of the United 
States” for almost two years, the products of all foreign nations 
have paid different duties when entering the ports of these islands 
than when entering the ports of the States of the Union. 

Then, in the second place, the last Congress did, by this joint 
resolution, just what the Committee on Ways and Means pro- 
poses to do y the pending bill. It provided that certain prod- 
ucts of the United States, when imported into certain insular 
possessions of the United States, should pay certain customs du- 
ties at the ports of those islands; and that when certain proomo 
of those islands are imported into the United States they shall 
pay certain customs duties at the ports of the United States. 

We have abundant Democratic authority for the position we 
take. We have the authority of Jetferson, Jackson, Monroe, Ben- 
ton,and Douglas. We have the authority of other leaders of the 
Democratic party long since dead and gone, and 1 am sorry that 
the present leaders of that party do not follow in the footsteps of 
their illustrious predecessors. 

I call attention to a provision in the present treaty with Spain. 
It is Article IV: 

The United States will, for the term of ten years from the date of the 
exchange of the ratifications of the haar treaty, admit Spanish ships and 
merchan to the ports of the Philippine Islands on the same terms as 
ships and merchandise of the United States. 

The treaty was ratified. 

Now, if the contention of the minority be correct, we can not do 
anything with the Philippine Islands but give them free trade. 
We can not have any tariffs between this country and the Philip- 
pines. The veg and merchandise of the United States goinginto 
the Philippine Islands must go there duty free, Then, under this 
article, Spanish ships and merchandise must be admitted there 
free for a period of ten years. Then, if we can not have any tariff 
against the Philippine Islands, after Spain gets her g into 
those islands, she can bring them into this country free, and have 
free trade with the United States by way of the Philippine Islands, 

Spain can not bring her ships or merchandise to the United 
States free. She is obliged to pay the same duty as other coun- 
tries. She can secure free admission in the Philippine Islands. Is 
that uniformity of duties? Has not this treaty destroyed the uni- 
formity of duties in this country and the Philippine Islands? 

The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the leader 
of the minority, the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NRWLANDS]. 


© o 


, Thomas Jefferson, sup- 


and the gentleman from New York [Mr. MCCLELLAN], members 
of the Committee on Ways and Means making the minority re- 
port on this bill, voted for the $20,000,000 appropriation to carry 
out Sne termis of the treaty by which we acquired the Philippine 
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Mr. HOPKINS. And Mr. Bryan recommended the ratification 
of the treaty also. 


Mr. LONG. Yes; the present leader of the Democratic party 
recommended that the treaty be ratified, and it was ratified. 
Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I should like to ask if the terms 
i the treaty did not extend still further under the favored nation 
use? 
Mr. LONG. Iam coming to that. 


THE OPEN DOOR. 


When this treaty was . made the American commissioners 
made this proposition to the Spanish commissioners: 
And it being the policy of the United States to maintain in the Philippines 
an open door to the world's commerce, the American commissioners are ES 
eee nae on to the effect 
that, for a term of years, Spanish aipa and merchandise shall be admitted 
into the ports of the Philippine Islands on the same terms as American ships 
and merchandise. 


In response the Spanish commissioners asked this question of 
the American commissioners: 


Is the offer made by the United States to Spain to establish for a certain 
ti archi for ves- 


sels and merchandise of both prey A offer which is p ed 
assertion that the poney of the United States is to maintain an open door to 
the world's commerce, to be taken in the sense that the vessels and goods of 


The American commissioners made this reply: 


The declaration that the cy of the United States in the Philippines will 
be that of an door to world's commerce implies that the 
offer to place Spanish vessels and me: on the ng as Ameri- 
can is not intended to be exclusive. But the offer to give Spain that ye 


od 
treat: mla whatever t be at any time the ral 
TE ~ ae EN ET REA AS 

What does the open door mean? Does it mean free trade? No. 
It means equality. It means that all nations are to be treated alike 
in the Philippines and their goods be admitted on the same terms 
as those of the United States. If the minority be right, under the 
treaty that its members helped to ratify, we have substantial free 
trade in the Philippine Islands with all the countrieson earth. If 
our open-door policy is to be maintained and we can not have any 
tariffs between this country and the Philippines, then all the 
countries of the earth can come with their goods free into this 
country by way of the Philippine Islands. 

You me that you represent the Administration on this ques- 
tion! You tell me that you are in accord with the President of 
the United States in his policy toward our insular berry 
His commissioners at Paris said months ago that we intended to 
have an open door in the Philippine Islands. But an open door 
did not mean free trade there; it meant that all nations should 
have the same right there that we have, and nothing more. 


ANCIENT AND MODERN PROPHETS. 


The most direful ions are made by members of the mi- 
nority if weretain the Philippines. The gentleman from Tennes- 
see, the leader of the minority [Mr. RICHARDSON], in his speech 
the other day, said: 


Sir, this is but the beginning of our 
The box of immeasura 


of imperialism. 

to Pandora by Jupiter, from which, when 
issued forth to ict mankind, was as not: 
—— that will afflict us in our body politic when our policy of imperialism 


Nearly a century ago, when the acquisition of Louisiana was 
under consideration, Senator White, of Delaware, made almost 
identically the same prophecy. He said: 

FTT have no 8 


ever be 
Sree ne ie Gonatintion 1 Baller it will be greatest curse that could 
at present befall us; it will be productive of immense evils, and especially 


one „ $ tie 
tlemen on ‘ew exceptions, agree that 
country will be highly injurious and dan 
y territory en 


ule ovils tabled ‘shave oon presented 
diseases 


to 
that no risen ot 
the United States should ever settle within its limits, than to see the ter- 
ritory sold for $100,000,000 and we retain the sovereignty. 
Thirteen States have been admitted from the Louisiana pur- 
chase, and 67 esentatives speak for the people of those States 
on this floor. The legislators of a century ago assumed responsi- 


bilities. and we see the results to-day of their wisdom and courage. 
At the first centennial of the acquisition of Louisiana, to be held in 
the metropolis of the Purchase, these States will show to the world 
the progress and advancement that they have made in a hundred 


years. 
This nation is entering on a new era of commercial prosperity. 
We are looking to the 


We are endeavoring to secure the 


open door in China. If obtained, it means that this nation in the 
second g of its existence will be the power on the sea, as it 
now is on the land. [Applause.] 

On the fate of this bill depends the future policy of the Admin- 
istration in relation to our trade with the Philippines and the far 
East. The importance of the question can not be overestimated. 
Its relation to the progress and glory of our country can not be 
measured and its right decision by Congress and the courts will 
affect in an incalculable degree the welfare of our people and the 
future of the nation. 3 

The CHAIRMAN, e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask that the gentleman be allowed to conclude 
his remarks without limit as to time. 

Mr. LONG. No. I am obliged to the gentleman from New 
York, but I have already had the indulgence of the Honse too 
long at this late hour. I only want to say to those on this side of 
the Chamber, who are the real supporters of the President of the 
United States, on whom he must depend for the carrying out of 
this policy, do not let us in this emergency prove unworthy of 
the trust that was reposed in us by the American people when 
they sent us here to legislate on these questions. [Prolonged 
applause on the Republican side. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that the committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R, 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 160. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak. 

LATE CONSUL TO THE TRANSVAAL, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 

from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 
I transmit herewith a report from the Secretary of State, in to 


the resolution of the House of Representatives of February 19 calling 
upon him to inform the House of S F 


2. l there is in the 
the Republic of the United States and 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 21, 1900. 
The message, with the accompanying documents, was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to Committee on Foreign Affairs. 


MEMBERS OF MEMORIAL ASSOCIATION OF DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment as members of the 
Memorial Association of the District of Columbia— 

For the term of three years, M. M. Parker and S. R. Franklin. 

For the term of two years, vice Gardiner G. Hubbard, deceased, 
Charles J. Bell. 

For the term of one year, vice A. T. Britton, deceased, George 
W. McLanahan. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne, and under the order here- 
tofore adopted, the House (at 5 o'clock and 5 minutes p. m.) ad- 
journed until to-morrow at 11 o'clock a. m. 


that a secret alliance exists between 
Empire of Great Britain.” 
WILLIAM M 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
1 were taken from the Speaker's le and referred as 

ows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting papers relat- 
ing to adjusting the accounts of Maj. J. B. Bellinger—to the 
Committee on eo ing and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Chocolate Bayou, Texas—to the Committee on River and = 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 8 | 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
East Bayou, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Clear Creek, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of project for improving the 
harbor of refuge at Sandy Bay, Cape Ann, Massachusetts—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Caney Creek, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and sury: of 
Dickinson Bayou, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and surve Ss 
Highland Bayou. Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Oyster Creek, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Bastrop Bayou, Texas—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 
and o to be printed. 

A letter from the 3 of War, transmitting, with a letter 


from the Chief of En ae oad of examination and survey of 
San Bernard River, 5 Committee on Rivers and Har- 
bors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. MONDELL, from the Com- 
mittee on Mines and Mining, to which was referred the bill of the 
House (H. R. 982) to apply a portion of the proceeds of the public 
lands to the endowment and support of the mining schools in the 
several States and Territories, for the p of extending simi- 
lar aid in the development of the mining industries of the nation 
as already provided for the agricultural and mechanical arts, re- 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
N which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to os Clerk, and referred to the C Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1800) granting 
a pension to Hulda L. Maynard, 0 rted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re o. 386); which said bill and 
report were referred to the rate Calendar 
‘i Peres see use (HH same 55 1 Which was ede the 

of the House (H. R. an increase o on to 
Franklin M . eins} 8 with 2 
panied by a rt (No. 387); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
bill of the House (H. R. 4000) grantiag a pension to Eraily Burke 
of the House gran @ pension y ©, 
rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 3 ; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3214) granting an increase of pension to 
J. S. Dukate, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 389); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2623) for the re- 
lief of are pata ee (No. 900); me ae epee somnat ac- 
companied by a repor! 0 7 W and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4791) granting a pension to Catharine A. 
Schwunger, of Berks County, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 391); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7488) to pension 
John C. Ray, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 392); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 801) for the relief of James T. Donaldson, jr., 

rted the same with amendment, accom messin by a_report 
ak e Which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6486) 
to increase the pension of Orange F. Berdan, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 394); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4991) granting a pension to Maria V. 
Sperry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 395); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3775) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Boston, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 396); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5088) granting 
a pension to William G. Willoughby, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 397); which said bill 
and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He , from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8045) granting a pension to Wilford 
Cooper, re the same with amendment, accom: panied by a 
report t Ne 398); which said bill and report were re erred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5961) to authorize 
and direct the Secre of the Interior to reissue the pension cer- 
tificate of Charles A usmann and increase the rate ot his pen- 
sion, rted the same with amendment, accompanied by areport 
ae 308); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alen 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the billof the House (H. R. 3821) ting a Lense 
to Frances D. Best, widow of Lieut. Col. J oseph G. Bos 
the same with amendment, accompanied a report 80 200 400); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4180) granting an in- 
crease of pension to A. J. Pickett, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 401); which said bill and 
re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid 55 to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2076) granting 
an increase of pension to Horace N. Brackett, reported t 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 402); which said 
bill and rt were referred to the Private Calen 

Mr. FL from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7649) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to issue patent to the city of Elreno, 
Okla., for cemetery purposes, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 403); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 


— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
4448) granting a pension to E. H. Clark; and the same was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

o e following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. nbd relating to certain officers 
on the retired list of the Navy who served during the rebellion 
and the late war wa n—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: (H. R. 8776) authorizing the Commis- 
sioner of Internal 8 to redeem or make allowance for 
internal-revenue stamps—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MULLER: A bill (H. R. 8777) to confer upon the super- 
visor of the harbor of New York further power to act in reference 
to interference with navigation, and to confer jurisdiction upon 
the United States courts to punish 3 thereof - to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 

By Mr. S. A. DAVENPORT (by onto iy A bill (H. R. 8778) 
to promote the efficiency of the clerical force of the Navy—to the 
eee on Naval Affairs. 

y Mr. PEREA: A bill (H. R. 8779) to establish a mili 

at 5 ue, N. Mex.—to the Committee on Military 
DOO request): A bill (H. R. 8780) to Incorporate 

Washington elephone Company and to permit it to install, 


post 
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maintain, and operate a seg ested plant and exchanges in the 
3 of Columbia to the Committee on the District of Colum- 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 8781) to incorporate the Colum- 
bia Telephone Company—to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8782) amending the acts 
creating the office and defining the duties of the supervisor of the 
harbor of New York, and to regulate towing within the limits of 
said harbor and adjacent waters—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8783) to provide for the publica- 
tion and distribution of maps of the United States to the public, 

rivate, and parochial schools in each 55 district of 

e United States where recommended by the Representative or 
Delegate to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 8784) to promote the foreign 
commerce of the United States and to provide for the national 
defense—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 8807) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a steam launch for use in the customs collection district 
of Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCALL: A bill (H. R. 8808) to diminish the number 
of appraisers of merchandise at the port of Philadelphia and Bos- 
ton—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A resolution (H. Res. 158) relating to the 
painting of twenty ex-Speakers of the House of Representatives— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: A resolution of the legisla- 
ture of the State of Massachusetts relating to the improvement in 
Boston Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
5 0 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BUTLER: A bill (H. R. 8785) to make Commodore 
W. P. McCann, of the Navy, a rear-admiral on the retired 
list—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 8786) for the relief of W. L. 
Offutt—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. n a pension to Flora A. Knight 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8788) for the relief of 
William L. Ellsworth—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 8789) for the relief of the 
estate of James Spiars, dece: „late of Mayersville, Issaquena 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. 8. A. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 8790) for the relief 
enry Mulvin—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. FLYNN: A bill (H. R. 8791) granting a pension to 

William H. Miller—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8792) increasing the pension of 
William J. Overman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 8793) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now standing against Frank Donnelly—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 8794) to place on the pension roll 
the name of Ellen H. Phillips—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 8795) granting a pension to 
ong Moore, of Macon, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 8796) to correct the militar 
bel of John M. Hartman—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8797) to pension Sarah E. Stevens—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8798) to correct the military record of Charles 
H. Taylor—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 8799) granting an increase of 
pension to William Teek—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8800) granting an increase of pension to Lib- 
bie Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 8801) granting an increase of 

ension to W. H. H. MacDonald—to the Committee on Invalid 
msions. 

By Mr. STEELE: A bill (H. R. 8802) for the relief of Julius C. 
Kleonne, captain Company K, Seventeenth Indiana Volunteers— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8803) for the 
58 of estate of W. A. Hill, deceased—to the Committee on 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8804) for the relief of James Edward Earle 
and others to the Committee on War Claims 


of 


By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 8805) to increase 


the pension of John H. Shingle—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8806) for the relief of Emanuel Damsohn, 
Company F, Second Delaware Infantry—to the Committee on 


Kuey Affairs. 
By Mr. FOSTER (by request): A bill (H. R. 8809) authorizing 
and requesting the Secretary of State to demand of the Government 
of Spain an indemnity of $100,000 for and on behalf of August E. 
Gans, of Chicago, Cook County, State of Llinois—to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A resolution (H. Res. 159) to pay W. H. 
Mitchell for services as folder—to the Committee on Accounts. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 
Under clause i of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

oe Mr. BUTLER: Petition of Local Union No, 207, Brother- 
hood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chester, Pa., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor on public 
works, and House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor 
against prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Union Labor League of Philadelphia, Pa., 
urging the passage of House bill No. 4728, relating to leave of 
absence with pay to certain employees of the Government—to the 
Committee on Nayal Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of the Commercial Club of Topeka, 
Kans., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the promo- 
tion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


Also, petitions of Edith L. Metcalf and others, of Topeka, and 
Lizzie Herbert and others, of Hiawatha, Kans., t- office clerks, 
in favor of the passage of House bill No. 4351 to the Committee 


on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., fa- 
voring the passage of Senate bill No. 738, creating a department of 
commerce and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Commercial Club of Topeka, Kans., in 
favor of the appropriation of $25,000 in the Agricultural bill for 
good roads—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of a meeting of fourth-class post- 
masters of Rutland County, Vt., praying for the passage of the 
Cummings bill, increasing the eee of postmasters of 
the fourth-class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KNOX: Petition of Walter H. Morse and 6 other sub- 
stitute letter carriers of Lawrence, Mass., favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 1051, to e substitute letter carriers—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. LEVY: Petition of the Consolidated Stock and Petro- 
leum Exchange of New York, for a modification of the revenue 
law relating to the tax on sales of merchandise made at any ex- 
change or board of trade—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 6524, to 
remove the charge of desertion from the record of Andrew Car- 
ney—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petitions of E. E. Titus and others and E. J. Hopkins and 
others, post-office clerks of Penn Yan and Cortland, N. Y., in fa- 
vor of the passage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of H. D. Waters, of Cuyler, W. D. Henderson, of 
Macedon, N. Y., and other citizens, for a law subjecting food and 
dairy products to the laws of the State or Territory into which 
they are imported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petitions of 389 citizens of New York City, 
688 citizens of Jersey City and vicinity, New Jersey, 99 citizens of 
the District of Columbia, 266 citizens of Clifton Forge, Va., and 
133 citizens of Binghamton, N. Y., protesting against the crime 
of lynching and mob violence—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of theselect council 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to 
the Committee on Interstate and a Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to John H. Shingle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, resolutions of the Philadelphia Drug Exchange, with ref- 
erence to the bill for the encouragement of the American mer- 
chant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Emanuel Damsohn, of Philadelphia—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Letter Carriers’ Fraternal and Benevolent 
Union of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring retirement of letter carriers 
after a specified number of years—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 
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The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the following 

rayer: 
3 O Thou, who art the Ruler of all nations and guide of human 
history, a whole people come with a song of thanksgiving to Thee 
to-day to honor the memory of the man the anniversary of whose 
birth we celebrate. We bless Thee, O God, for the gift of his 
lofty and stainless character, the influence he has continued to 
exert more and more as the years pass. ` 

Let Thy loving-kindness rest upon the nation which he founded 
and builded under Thy blessing. Let it rest upon the man who 
now occupies so honorably, in so beloved a way, the chair once 
filled by Washington. And grant that the people of this country, 
honoring the name of the Father of his Country, may walk in the 

ths which he loved and trod; and so may we keep before Thee 
God's laws and inherit for ourselves and our children His bless- 
ing, support, cheer, salvation. Wehumbly pray. Through Jesus 
Christ our Saviour. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. WOLCOTT, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

READING OF WASHINGTON’S FAREWELL ADDRESS. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution, which will be read by the ata Le 

The Secretary read the resolution submitted by Mr. Hoar, and 
agreed to, on the 80th ultimo, as follows: 

Resolved, That on Thursday, February 22, 1900,immediately after the read- 
ing of the Journal, Washington's Farewell Address be read to the Senate by 
Mr. ForAKER, a Senator from the State of Ohio, and that thereafter the 
Senate will proceed with its business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio will 
please occupy the chair. 

Mr. FORAKER (at the Vice-President’s desk) read the address, 
as follows: 

To the people of the United States: 

FRIENDS AND FELLOW-CiTIzENs: The period for a new election 
of a citizen to administer the Executive Government of the 
United States being not far distant, and the time actually arrived 
when your thoughts must be employed in designating the person 
who is to be clothed with that important trust, it appears to me 
proper, especially as it may conduce to a more distinct expression 
of the public voice, that I should now apprise you of the resolu- 
tion I have formed to decline being considered among the number 
of those out of whom a choice is to be made. 

I beg you at the same time to do me the justice to be assured 
that this resolution has not been taken without a strict regard to 
all the considerations appertaining to the relation which binds a 
dutiful citizen to his country; and that in withdrawing the tender 
of service, which silence in my situation might imply, I am infiu- 
enced by no diminution of zeal for your future interest, no defi- 
ciency of grateful t for your past kindness, but am supported 
by a full conviction that the step is compatible with both. 

The acceptance of and continuance hitherto in the office to 
which your suffrages have twice called me have been a uniform 
sacrifice of inclination to the opinion of duty and to a deference 
for what appeared to be your desire. I constantly hoped that it 
would have been much earlier in my power, consistently with 
motives which I was not at liberty to disregard, to return to that re- 
tirement from which I had been reluctantly drawn. The strength 
of my inclination to do this previous to the last election had even 
led to the preparation of an address to declare it to you; but ma- 
ture reflection on the then perplexed and critical posture of our 
affairs with foreign nations and the unanimous advice of persons 
entitled to my confidence impelled me to abandon the idea, 1 re- 
joice that the state of your concerns, external as well as internal, 
no longer renders the pursuit of inclination incompatible with the 
sentiment of duty or propriety, and am 8 whatever par- 
tiality may be retained for my services, that in the present circum- 
stances of our country you will not disapprove my determination 
to retire. 

The impressions with which I first undertook the arduous trust 
were explained on the proper occasion. In the discharge of this 
trust I will only say that I have, with good intentions, contributed 
toward the organization and administration of the Government 
the best exertions of which a very fallible judgment was capable. 
Not unconscious in the outset of the inferiority of my qualifica- 
tions, experience in my own eyes, perhaps still more in the eyes 
of others, has strengthened the motives to diffidence of myself; 
and every day the increasing weight of years admonishes me 
more and more that the shade of retirement is as necessary to 
me as it will be welcome. Satisfied that if any circumstances 
have given peculiar value to my services they were temporary, I 
have the consolation to believe that, while choice and prudence 
invite me to quit the political scene, patriotism does not forbid it. 
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In looking forward to the moment which is intended to termi- 
nate the career of my political life my feelings do not permit me 
to suspend the deep acknowledgment of that debt of gratitude 


which I owe to my beloved country for the many honors it has 
conferred upon me; still more for the steadfast confidence with 
which it has supported me, and for the opportunities I have thence 
pt of manifesting my inviolable attachment by services faith- 

and persevering, though in usefulness unequal to my zeal. If 
benefits have resulted to our country from these services, let it 
always be remembered to your praise and as an instructiveexample 
in our annals that under circumstances in which the passions, agi- 
tated in every direction, were liable to mislead; amidst appear- 
ances sometimes dubious; vicissitudes of fortune often discourag- 
ing; in situations in which not unfrequently want of success has 
countenanced the spirit of criticism, the constancy of your support 
was the essential prop of the efforts and a guaranty of the plans 
by which they were effected. Profoundly penetrated with this 
idea, I shall carry it with me to my grave as a strong incitement 
to unceasing vows that Heaven may continue to you the choicest 
tokens of its beneficence; that your union and brotherly affection 
may be perpetual; that the free Constitution which is the work 
of your hands may be sacredly maintained: that its administra- 
tion in every department may be stamped with wisdom and virtue; 
that, in fine, the happiness of the people of these States, under the 
auspices of liberty, may be made complete by so careful a preser- 
vation and so prudent a use of this blessing as will uire to 
them the glory of 5 it to the applause, the affection, 
and adoption of every nation which is yet a stranger to it. 

Here, perhaps, I ought to stop. But a solicitude for your wel- 
fare which can not end but with my life, and the apprehension of 
danger natural to that solicitude, urge me on an occasion like the 
present to offer to your solemn contemplation and to recommend 
to your frequent review some sentiments which are the result of 
much reflection, of no inconsiderable observation, and which ap- 
pear to me all-important to the permanency of your felicity as a 
people. These will be offered to you with the more freedom as you 
can only see in them the disinterested warnings of a parting friend, 
who can possibly have no personal motive to bias his counsel. 
Nor can I forget as an encouragement to it gon indulgent recep- 
tion of my sentiments on a former and not dissimilar occasion. 

Interwoven as is the love of liberty with every ligament of your 
hearts, no recommendation of mine is necessary to fortify or con- 
firm the attachment., 

The unity of government which constitutes you one people is 
also now dear to you. It is justly so, for it is a main pillar in the 
edifice of your real independence, the support of your tranquillity 
at home, your peace abroad, of your safety, of your prosperity, of 
that very liberty which you so highly prize. But as it is easy to 
foresee that from different causes and from different quarters 
much pains will be taken, many artifices employed, to weaken in 
your minds the conviction of this truth, as this is the point in 
your political fortress against which the batteries of internal and 
external enemies will be most constantly and actively (though 
often covertly and insidiously) directed, it is of infinite moment 
that you should properly estimate the immense value of your na- 
tional union to your collective and individual papi that you 
should cherish a cordial, habitual, and immovable attachment to 
it, accustoming yourselves to think and speak of it as of the pal- 
ladium of your political safety and prosperity; watching for its 
preservation with jealous anxiety; discountenancing whatever 
may suggest even a suspicion that it can in any event be aban- 
doned, and indignantly frowning upon the first dawning of every 
attempt to alienate any portion of our country from the rest or 
to enfeeble the sacred ties which now link together the various 
parts. 

For this you have every inducement of sympathy and interest, 
Citizens by birth or choice of a common country, that country has 
aright to concentrate your affections. The name of American, 
which belongs to you in your national capacity, must always 
exalt the just pride of patriotism more than any appellation de- 
rived from local discriminations. With slight shades of difter- 
ence, you have the same religion, manners, habits, and political 
principles. You have in a common cause fought and triumphed 
together. The independence and liberty you possess are the work 
of joint counsels and joint efforts, of common dangers, sufferings, 
and successes. 

But these considerations, however powerfully sci address them- 
selves to your sensibility, are greatly outweighed by those which 
apply more immediately to your interest. Here every portion of 
our country finds the most commanding motives for carefully 
guarding and preserving the union of the whole. 

The North, in an unrestrained intercourse with the South, pro- 
tected by the equal laws of a common government, finds in the 
productions of the latter great additional resources of maritime 
and commercial enterprise and precious materials of manufactur- 
ing industry. The South, in the same intercourse, benefiting by 
the same agency of the North, sees its agriculture grow and its 
commerce expand, g partly into its own channels the 
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seamen of the North, it findsits particular navigation invigorated; 
and while it contributes in different ways to nourish and increase 
the general mass of the national navigation, it looks forward to 
the protection of a maritime strength to which itself is unequally 
adapted. The East, in a like intercourse with the West, already 
finds, and in the 3 improvement of interior communica- 


tions by land and water will more and more find, a valuable vent 
for the commodities which it brings from abroad or manufactures 
at home. The West derives from the East e er requisite to its 
growth and comfort, and what is 2 of still greater conse- 
quence, it must of necessity owe the secure enjoyment of indis- 
pensable outlets for its own productions to the weight, influence, 
and the future maritime strength of the Atlantic side of the Union, 
directed by an indissoluble community of interest as one nation. 
Any other tenure by which the West can hold this essential ad- 
vantage, whether derived from its own te strength or from 
an apostate and unnatural connection with any foreign power, 
must be intrinsically precarious. 

While, then, every part of our country thus feels an immediate 
and particular interest in union, all the parts combined can not 
fail to find in the united mass of means and efforts greater 
strength, ter resource, proportionably ter security from 
external danger, a less frequent maropo of their peace by 
for nations, and what is of inestimable value, they must de- 
rive from union an exemption from those broils and wars between 
themselves which so frequently afflict neighboring countries not 
tied together by the same governments, which their own rival- 
ships Sone would be sufficient to produce, but which opposite 
foreign alliances, attachments, and intrigues would stimulate and 
embitter. Hence, likewise, they will avoid the necessity of those 
overgrown military establishments which, under any form of gov- 
ernment, are inauspicious to liberty, and which are to be regarded 
as particularly hostile to republican liberty. In this sense it is 
that your union ought to be considered as a main prop of your 
liberty, and that the love of the one ought to endear to you the 
preservation of the other. 

These considerations speak a persuasive language to ey re- 
flecting and virtuous mind, and exhibit the continuance of the 
Union as a primary object of patriotic desire. Is there a doubt 
whether a common government can embrace so large a sphere? 
Let experience solye it. To listen to mere speculation in such a 
case were criminal. We are authorized to hope that a proper 
organization of the whole, with the auxiliary agency of govern- 
ments for the respective subdivisions, will afford a happy issue to 
the experiment. It is well worth a fair and full experiment. 
With such powerful and obvious motives to union affecting all 

of our country, while experience shall not have demon- 

strated its impracticability, there will always be reason to distrust 

cal ete of those who in any quarter may endeavor to 
its bands, 

In contemplating the causes which may disturb our union, it 
occurs as matter of serious concern that any ground should have 
been furnished for . by hical dis- 
criminations— Northern and Southern, Atlantic and Western 
whence designing men may endeavor to excite a belief that there 
is a real difference of local interests and views. One of the expe- 
dients of party to acquire influence within particular districts is 
to misre nt the opinions and aims of other districts. Youcan 
not shield yourselves too much against the jealousies and heart- 
egies. which spring from these misrepresentations; they tend 
to render alien to each other those who ought to be bound to- 
gether by fraternal affection. The inhabitants of our Western 
country have lately had a useful lesson on this head. They have 
seen in the negotiation by the Executive and in the unanimous 
ratification by the Senate of the treaty with Spain, and in the uni- 
versal satisfaction at that event throughout the United States, a 
decisive proof how unfounded were the suspicions propagated 
among them of a policy in the General Government and in the 
Atlantic States unfriendly to their interests in regard to the Mis- 
sissippi. They have been witnesses to the formation of two trea- 
ties—that with Great Britain and that with Spain—which secure 
to them everything they could desire in respect to our foreign 
relations toward confirming their prosperity. Will it not be their 
wisdom to rely for the preservation of these advantages on the 
union by which they were procured? Will they not henceforth 
be deaf to those advisers, if such there are, who would sever them 
from their brethren and connect them with aliens? 

To the efficacy and permanency of your union a government for 
the wholeisindispensable. No alliances, however strict, between 
the parts can be an adequate substitute. They must inevitably 
experience the infractions and interruptions which all alliances 
in all times have experienced. Sensible of this momentous truth, 
you have improved upon your first essay by the adoption of a con- 
stitution of government better calculated than your former for 


an intimate union and for the efficacious mana ent of your 
common concerns. This government, the Lamar of our own 
choice, uninfluenced and unawed, adopted upon investigation 


and mature deliberation, completely free in its principles, in the 
distribution of its powers, uniting security with energy, and con- 
taining within itself a oa for its own amendment, has a 
just claim to your confidence and your support. Respect for its 
authority, compliance with its laws, acquiescence in its measures, 
are duties enjoined by the fundamental maxims of true liberty, 
The basis of our political systemsis the right of the people to make 
and to alter their constitutions of government. But the constitu- 
tion which at any time exists till changed by an explicit and 
authentic act of the whole poopie is sacredly obligatory upon all. 
The very idea of the power and the right of the people to establish 
government presupposes the duty of every individual to obey the 
established government. 

All obstrections to the execution of the laws, all combinations 
and associations, under whatever plausible character, with the 
real design to direct, control, counteract, or awe the regular de- 
liberation and action of the constituted authorities, are destructive 
of this fundamental principle and of fatal tendency. They serve 
to organize faction; to give it an artificial and extraordinary force; 
to put in the place of the delegated will of the nation the will of 
a party, often a small but artful and enterprising minority of the 
community, and, according to the alternate triumphs of different 
parties, to make the public administration the mirror of the ill- 
concerted and incongruous projects of faction rather than the 
organ of consistent and wholesome plans, digested by common 
counsels and modified by mutual interests. 

However combinations or associations of the above description 
may now and then answer popular ends, they are likely in the 
course of time and things to become potent engines by which 
cunning, ambitious, and unprincipled men will be enabled to sub- 
vert the power of the people, and to usurp for themselves the reins 
of government, des g afte the very engines which 
have lifted them to unjust dominion. 

Toward the preservation of your Government and the perma- 
nency of your present happy state it is requisite not only that you 
steadily discountenance irregular oppositions to its acknowledged 
authority, but also that you resist with care the spirit of innova- 
tion npon its principles, however specious the pretexts. One 
method of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 
alterations which may impair the eres of the system, and thus 
to undermine what can not be di y overthrown. In all the 
changes to which you may be invited remember that time and 
habit are at least as necessary to fix the true character of govern- 
ments as other human institutions; that experience is the surest 
standard by which to test the real tendency of the existing con- 
stitution of a rier that facility in changes upon the credit of 
mere h esis an be ici exposes to perpetual change, from 
the endless variety hypothesis and opinion; and remember 
especially that for the efficient management of your common in- 
terests in a country so extensive as ours a government of as much 
vigor as is consistent with the 3 security of liberty is indis- 
pensable. Liberty itself will find in such a government, with 
porre 2 distributed and adjusted, its surest guardian, 

t is, in , little else than a name where the government is too 
feeble to withstand the enterprisesof faction, toconfine each mem- 
ber of the society within the limits prescribed by the laws, and to 
maintain an in "e secure and tranquil enjoyment of the rights of 

n and property. 

I have already intimated to you the ray aA parties in the 
State, with particular reference to the founding of them on geo- 
graphical discriminations. Let me now take a more comprehen- 
sive view, and warn you in the most solemn manner against the 
baneful effects of the spirit of party generally. 

This spirit, unfortunately, is inseparable from our nature, hav- 
ing its root in the strongest ons of the human mind. It exists 
under different shapes in governments, more or less stifled, 
controlled, or repressed; but in those of the popular form it is 
seen in its greatest rankness and is truly their worst enemy. 

The alternate domination of one faction over another, sharpened 
by the spirit of revenge natural to party dissension, which in dif- 
ferent agesand countries has perpetrated the most horrid enormi- 
ties, is itself a frightful despotism. But this leads at length toa 
more formal and permanent despotism. The disorders and mis- 
eries which result gradually incline the minds of men to seek 
security and re in the absolute power of an individual, and 
sooner or later the chief of some prevailing faction, more able or 
more fortunate than his competitors, turns this disposition to the 
9 of his own elevation on the ruins of public liberty. 

ithout looking forward to an extremity of this kind (which 
nevertheless ought not to be entirely out of sight), the common 
and continual mischiefs of the spirit of party are sufficient to 
make it the interest and duty of a wise people to discourage and 
restrain it. 

It serves always to distract the public councils and enfeeble the 
publicadministration. Itagitatesthecommunity with ill-founded 
jealousies and false alarms; kindles the animosity of one part 
against another; foments occasionally riot and insurrection. It 
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opens the door to foreign influence and corruption, which find a 
facilitated access mee 3 pce 3 the eras 
of party ion. us the policy an e of one country are 
su fected to the policy and will of another. 

There is an opinion that ies in free countries are useful 
checks upon the administration of the Government and serve to 
keep alive the spirit of liberty. This within certain limitsis prob- 
ably true, and in governments of a monarchical cast patriotism 
may look with indulgence, if not with favor, upon the spirit of 
party. Butin those of the popular „in governments 
uae elective, it is a spirit not to be encouraged. From their 
natural tendency it is certain there will always be enough of that 
spirit for every salutary purpose, and there being constant danger 
of excess, the effort ought to be by force of public opinion to mit- 
igate and assuage it. A fire not to be quenched, it demands a 
uniform vigilance to prevent its bursting into a flame, lest instead 
of warming it should consume. 

It is important, likewise, that the habits of thinking in a free 
country should inspire caution in those intrusted with its admin- 
istration to confine themselves within their respective constitu- 
tional spheres, avoiding in the exercise of the powers of one 
department to encroach upon another. The spirit of encroach- 
ment tends to consolidate the powers of all the departments in 
one, and thus to create, whatever the form of government, a real 
despotism. A just estimate of that love of power and proneness to 
abuse it which predominates in the human heart is sufficient to 
satisfy us of the truth of this position. The necessity of recipro- 
cal checks in the exercise of political power, by divi and dis- 
tributing it into different depositories, and constituting each the 

of the public weal against invasions by the others, has 
m evinced by experiments, ancient and modern, some of them 
in our country and under our own eyes. To preserve them must 
be as ne as to institute them. If in the opinion of the peo- 
le the distribution or modification of the constitutional powers 
be in any particular wrong, let it be corrected by an amendment 
in the way which the Constitution designates. But let there be 
no change by usurpation; for though this in one instance may be 
the instrument of good, it is the customary weapon by which free 
governments are destroyed. The precedent must always greatly 
overbalance in permanent evil any partial or transient benefit 
which the use can at any time yiel : 

Of all the dispositions and habits which lead to political pros- 
perity, religion and morality are indispensable supports. In vain 
would that man claim the tribute of patriotism who should labor 
to subvert these great pillars of human rial e firmest 
props of the duties of men and citizens, The mere politician, 
equally with the pious man, ought to respect and to cherish them, 
A volume could not trace all their connections with private and 
public felicity. Let it simply be asked, Where is the security for 
property, for reputation, for life, if the sense of religious obliga- 
tion desert the oaths which are the instruments of investigation 
in courts of justice? And let us with caution indulge the suppo- 
sition that morality can be maintained without religion. What- 
ever may be conceded to the influence of refined education on 
minds of peculiar structure, reason and experience both forbid us 
to expect that national morality can prevail in exclusion of reli- 
gious principle. 

It is substantially true that virtue or morality is a 2 
spring of popular government. The rule, indeed, extends wit 
more or less force to every species of free government. Who that 
is a sincere friend to it can look with indifference upon attempts 
to shake the foundation of the fabric? Promote, then, as an ob- 
ject of primary importance, institutions for the general diffusion 
of ay le, In proportion as the structure of a government 
gives force to public opinion, it is essential that public opinion 
should be enlightened. 

Asa very important source of strength and security, cherish 
public credit. One method of preserving it is to use it assparingly 
as possible, 5 of expense by cultivating pence: but 
remem also that timely disbursements to prepare for danger 
frequently prevent much greater disbursements to repelit; avoid- 
ing likewise the accumulation of debt, not only by shunning occa- 
sions of expense, but by vigorous exertions in time of peace to 
discharge the debts which unavoidable wars have occasioned, not 
ungenerously throwing ae posterity the burthen which we our- 
selves ought to bear. The execution of these maxims belongs 
to your representatives; but it is necessary that public opinion 
should cooperate. To facilitate to them the performance of their 
duty it is essential that gon should practically bear in mind that 
toward the payment of debts there must be revenue; that to have 
revenue there must be taxes; that no taxes can be devised which 
are not more or less inconvenient and unpleasant; that the intrin- 
sic embarrassment inseparable from the selection of the proper 
objects (which is always a choice of difficulties) e to be a 
decisive motive for a candid construction of the conduct of the 
Government in making it, and for a spirit of acquiescence in the 


measures for obtaining revenue which the public exigencies may 
at any time dictate. 
Observe faith and justice toward all nations. Cultivate 


peace and ony with all. Religion and morality enjoin this 
conduct. And can it be that good policy does not equally enjoin 
it? It will be worthy of a free, enlightened, and at no distant 
period a great nation to give to mankind the magnanimous and 
too novel example of a people always guided by an exalted justice 
and benevolence. Who can doubt that in the course of time and 


and 
that in A ios of them just and amicable feelings toward allshould 
be cultivated. The nation which indulges toward another an 


prognoos a variety of evils. Sympathy for the favorite nation, 
acilitating the illusion of an i 


a disposition to retaliate in the parties from whom equal pri eges 
uded citi- 


ed pone opinion or a laudable zeal for public good the base or 
00) 
As avenues to en 


gr 

ful nation dooms the former to be the satellite of the 13 er 
Against the insidious wiles of foreign influence (I conjure you to 
believe me, fellow-citizens) the jealousy of a free people ought to 
be constantly awake, since history and experience prove that for- 
eign influence is one of the most baneful foes of republican gov- 
ernment, But that jealousy, to be useful, must be impartial, else 
it becomes the instrument of the very influence to be avoided, in- 
stead of a defense against it. Excessive partiality for one foreign 
nation and excessive dislike of another cause those whom they 
actuate to see danger only on one side, and serve to veil and even 
second the arts of influence on the other. Real patriots who may 
resist the intrigues of the favorite are liable to become suspected 
and odious, while its tools and dupes usurp the applause and con- 
fidence of the le to surrender their interests. 
The great rule of conduct for us in regard to foreign nations is, 
in extending our commercial relations, to have with them as little 


political connection as ible. So far as we have already formed 
spr let them be fulfilled with perfect good fai Here 
et us stop. 


Europe has a set of primary interests which to us have none or 
a very remote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent 
controversies, the causes of which are essentially foreign to our 
concerns. Hence, therefore, it must be unwise in us to implicate 
ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary vicissitudes of her poli- 
tics or „ combinations and collisions of her friendships 
or enmi 
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Our detached and distant situation invites and enables us to pur- 
sue a different course. If we remain one people, under an efficient 
vernment, the period is not far off when we may defy material 
injury from external annoyance; when we may take such an atti- 
tude as will cause the neutrality we may at any time resolve upon 
to be scrupulously respected; when belligerent nations, under the 


impossibility of making acquisitions upon us, will not legally haz- 
gra the. giving us provocation; when we may choose peace or war, 
as our interests, guided by justice, shall counsel. 

Why forego the advantages of so peculiar a situation? Why 
quit our own to stand upon foreign ground? Why, by inter- 
weaving our destiny with that of an pe of Europe, entangle 
our peace and prosperity in the toils of European ambition, rival- 
ship, interest, humor, or caprice? 

It is our true policy to steer clear of permanent alliances with 
any portion of the foreign world, so far, I mean, as we are now at 
liberty to do it; for let me not be understood as capable of patron- 
izing infidelity to existing engagements. I hold the maxim no less 
applicable to public than to private affairs that honesty is always 
the best policy. I repeat, therefore, let those engagements be ob- 
served in their genuine sense. But in my opinion it is unnecessary 
and would be unwise to extend them. 

Taking care always to keep ourselves by suitable establishments 
on a respectable defensive posture, we may safely trust to tem- 
porary alliances for extraordinary emergencies. 

Harmony, liberal intercourse with all nations are recommended 
by policy, humanity, and interest. But even our commercial 
policy should hold an equal and impartial hand, neither seeking 
nor granting exclusive favors or preferences; consulting the natu- 
ral course of things; diffusing and diversifying by gentle means 
the streams of commerce, but forcing nothing; establishing with 
powers so disposed, in order to give trade a stable course, to define 
the rights of our merchants, and to enable the Government to 
support them, conventional rules of intercourse, the best that 
present circumstances and mutual opinion will permit, but tem- 
porary and liable to be from time to time abandoned or varied as 
experience and circumstances shall dictate; constantly keeping in 
view that it is folly in one nation to look for disinterested favors 
from another; that it must pay with a portion of its independence 
for whatever it may accept under that character; that by such 
acceptance it may place itself in the condition of having given 
aquivalents for nominal fayors, and q> of being reproached with 
ingratitude for not giving more. There can be no greater error 
than to expect or calculate upon real favors from nation to nation. 
It is an illusion which experience must cure, which a just pride 
ought to discard. 

In offering to you, my countrymen, these counsels of an old and 
affectionate friend I dare not hope they will make the strong and 
lasting impression I could wish—that they will control the usual 
current of the passions or prevent our nation from running the 
course which has hitherto marked the destiny of nations. But if 
I may even flatter myself that they may be productive of some 
partial benefit, some occasional good—that they may now and 
then recur to moderate the fury of party spirit, to warn against 
the mischiefs of foreign intrigue, to guard against the impostures 
of pretended patriotism—this hope will be a full recompense for 
the solicitude for your welfare by which they have been dictated. 

How far in the discharge of my official duties I have been guided 
by the 3 which have been delineated the public records 
and other evidences of my conduct must witness to you and to the 
world. To myself, the assurance of my own conscience is that I 
have at least believed myself to be guided by them. 

In relation to the still subsisting war in nade my proclama- 
tion of the 22d of April, 1793, is the index to my plan. Sanctioned 
by your approving voice, and by that of your representatives in 
both Houses of Congress, the spirit of that measure has continu- 
ally governed me, uninfluenced by any attempts to deter or divert 
me from it. 

After deliberate examination, with the aid of the best lights I 
could obtain, I was well satisfied that our country, under all the 
circumstances of the case, had a right to take and was bound in 
duty and interest to take, a neutral position. Having taken it, I 
determined as far as should depend upon me, to maintain it with 
moderation, perseverance, and firmness. 

The considerations which respect the right to hold this conduct 
it is not nec on this occasion to detail. I will only observe 
that, according to my understanding of the matter, that right, so 
far from being denied by any of the belligerent powers, has been 
virtually admitted by all. 

The duty of holding a neutral conduct may be inferred, without 
anything more, from the obligation which justice and humanity 
impose on oray nation, in cases in which itis free to act, to main- 
an inviolate the relations of peace and amity toward other na- 

ons. 

The inducements of interest for observing that conduct will best 
be referred to your own reflections and experience. With me a 


predominant motive has been to endeavor to gain time to our 


country to settle and mature its yet recent institutions, and to 
progress without interruption to that degree of strength and con- 
sistency which is necessary to giveit, humanly speaking, the com- 
mand of its own fortunes. 

Though in reviewing the incidents of my Administration I am 
unconscious of intentional error, I am nevertheless too sensible of 
my defects not to think it probable that I may have committed 
many errors. Whatever they may be,I fervently beseech the 
8 avert or mitigate the evils to which they may tend. 
I shi carry with me the hope that my country will never 
cease to view them with indulgence, and that, after forty-five 
years of my life dedicated to its service with an upright zeal, the 
faults of incompetent abilities will be consigned to oblivion, as 
myself must soon be to the mansions of rest. 

Relying on its kindness in this as in other things, and actuated 
by that fervent love toward it which is so natural to a man who 
views in it the native soil of himself and his progenitors for several 
generations, I anticipate with pleasing expectation that retreat in 
which I promise myself to realize without alloy the sweet enjoy- 
ment of partaking in the midst of my fellow-citizens the benign 
influence of good laws under a free government—the ever-favorite 
object of my heart, and the happy reward, as I trust, of our mu- 
tual cares, labors, and dangers. 

Go: WASHINGTON. 


UNITRD States, September 19, 1796. 
SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, yesterday I gave notice to the 
Senate that to-day, at the completion of the reading of the Fare- 
well Address by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], I would 
. ae Go a by the Senate of Senate resolution No. 107, 
which reads: 


That the Hon. Matthew S. y is not entitled to take a seat in this body 
as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 


I had expected to have the case brought up to-day, because the 
resolution under which to-day’s ceremonies have been performed 
reads “that thereafter the Senate will proceed with its business, 
but I have been informed this morning that there is a disposition 
on the part of a considerable number of Senators to ask an 
adjournment of this body, for reasons which seem to me proper 
and good. I have further been assured by Senators who are 
opposed to the seating of Mr. Quay that the case can be brought 
up to-morrow morning without objection at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. I would prefer, of course, to expedite 
it in every way and to have it considered to-day, but not desiring 
to be unreasonable in the matter, I have concluded that, so far as 
I am individually concerned, I will not oppose the motion to 
adjourn if it be offered; but, Mr. President, I again renew my 
notice that I will bring the resolution up to-morrow at the con- 
clusion of the routine morning business, 

3 Mr. President, I want to call attention to 
the fact that some days before the Senator from Pennsylvania 
Foe PENROSE] gaye the notice to which he refers I gave notice 

at immediately after the Hawaiian bill had been voted upon 
I should move to take up and have made the regular order the 
Puerto Rican bill. I do not wish to stand in the way of the con- 
sideration of the motion to which the Senator from Pennsylvania 
alludes. I 28 7575 that it is a privileged motion, and I am not 
in spirit op to it anyhow. 

r. CULLOM. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
per FoRAKER], with the leave of the Chair, that the notice given 
y the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PEN ROSE] was that he 
would ask to take up the case referred to by him immediate] 
after the conclusion of the morning business to-morrow, whic 
would be in the morning hour and would not interfere with the 
bill now under consideration after 2 o’clock. I suppose he would 
not expect to continue it after that hour unless some Senator were 
making a speech which he desired to conclude. 

Mr. FORAKER. What I was about to say, and what I now 
say, to the Senator from Pennsylvania is in the interest of avoid- 
ing any conflict between that which he wishes to do and what I 
desire to do—that as soon as the Hawaiian bill has been voted 
upon I want to make the motion to which I have referred, and I 
hope it may prevail, 

take advantage of this opportunity, however, to say to the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that if a Senator desires at any time 
while the Puerto Rican bill is under consideration to speak on the 
question in which he is interested, I shall have no objection what- 
ever to yielding to him and putting aside the regular order for the 
time being, conditioned, of course, that the interruption shall not 
be unreasonable, and conditioned, also, that the bill does not lose 
its pre on the Calendar as the unfinished business, if I secure 
that place for it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I do not understand that the 
notices which have been given fix or affect the order of business 
which the Senate may hereafter adopt or have adopted in regard 
to any of these measures. They merely express the wish of indi- 
vidual Senators that something may be done at a particular time. 
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Mr. FORAKER. We understand it so. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. MORGAN, Has morning business been received yet, Mr. 
President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not, but the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] is recognized. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, I desire to say in reference 
to the 3 question of the vacant seat in this body from 
the State of Pennsylvania that I trust an arrangement may be 
made for the discussion of the resolution without any such seri- 
ous controversy on the subject as would result in dividing the 
Senate. I also wish to say that the question is a 1 Nes one; 
that it is not necessary to move to take it up, and that it is not 
necessary for any Senator desiring to speak upon it to ask the 
permission of a Senator having in charge any other bill, 

The question of filling a vacant seat is privileged at all times, 
unless otherwise disposed of by a direct vote of the Senate. A 
Senator can, of course, move to refer or move to postpone to a 
day certain a privileged question, but such a question can not 
otherwise be 5 except by unanimous consent, by any 
other question, not even by the unfinished business. 

Mr, FORAKER. I hope the Senator from New Hampshire does 
not imagine that I was not familiar with the rule with respect to 
which he calls attention. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iunderstand sucha motion is privileged and 
it can be made at any time; but I understand, at the same time, 
the Senate still has the whole subject in its own hands, and a Sen- 
ator can move to postpone it or lay it on the table. 

Mr. CHANDLER. I intended no reflection upon the Senator. 
I only called attention to the fact that it is not necessary to make 
a motion totake up such a privileged question. In contemplation 
of the rules of the Senate, a resolution in reference to a vacant 
seat, such as that now existing from Pennsylvania, is always be- 
fore the Senate, and may be called up at any time, as I understand, 
until it is disposed of by a direct motion. 

Mr. FORAKER. Les. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, while such a motion may be 
regarded as privileged, I understand it is in the power of the Sen- 
ate, by a majority vote, to take up such a resolution, or to retain, 
for instance, the bill which is now the unfinished business of the 
Senate, after 2 o’clock, and proceed with its consideration. It is 
entirely in the hands of the majority of the Senate to determine 
whether they will consider one subject or another. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no question before 
the Senate. 

Mr. xORGAN. I call for the regular order, whatever it may be. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to make one state- 
ment? 

Lest the statement made by the Senator from New Hampshire 
[Mr. CHANDLER] should be understood as zarn been made by 
authority, I will say that the contention which he now urges is 
not only contrary to the rules of the Senate, but is contrary to 
the universal practice of the Senate from its earliest times to the 
present moment, 

Mr. HOAR. May I be allowed to say that I do not quite agree 
with my honorable friend from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]. I 
understand that the rule of the Senate provides that a case upon 
the credential of a Senator shall be proceeded with till it is dis- 

of. That is this case exactly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. That has been held to permit the reference of the 
question to a committee. It was so held in the Kellogg case; but 
when it comes back from the committee, it stands under its orig- 
inal privilege, so that itis not necessary to pass a motion to take 
it up. It can be called up by = Senator as of right, as a ques- 
tion of the highest privilege, When it is up, I suppose that the 
disposition of it is in the power of the Senate so far as certain 
motions go which tend to its disposition, as the Senator from New 
Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER] has already stated. That is, a Sen- 
ator may move to postpone the question to a day certain, to re- 
commit it to a committee, or may make one or two other motions 
provided for in the rules, which are * to privileged cases. 

But the question between myself and my honorable friend from 
Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] is of very little practical importance, 
because we both agree that it is in the power of the Senate to pro- 
ceed with a particular election case at a particular time, or to 
postpone it to a future time, or to make the other disposition sug- 
gested. So the only real practical point of it is whether you have 
got to have one vote to take up the question or whether any Sen- 
ator can call it up, it then being in the power of the Senate to 
deal with it as it pleases afterwards, which is not a matter of very 
great Pete importance; but I understand it has been decided 
accor to my claim in a very recent case. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. President, just a single word. The dif- 
ference between the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and 
myself is as to whether an individual Senator can fix the order of 


business of the Senate or whether a majority of the Senate shall 
fix that order. 

Mr. HOAR. Or whether the rule shall fix it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or whether the rule shall fix it. Iam quite 
well aware that the Senator from Massachusetts has on frequent 
occasions made the same contention which he now makes in the 
presence of the Senate, but he has been as uniformly overruled, 
not only by every presiding officer, but by every vote of the Sen- 
ate that has been taken on that subject. 

Mr. HOAR. There is where we differ exactly, He has never 
been overruled. 

Mr. Hate, Mr. CHANDLER, and Mr, Burrows addressed the 

air. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
[Mr. MorGan] has demanded the regular order. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator withholds it for a moment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Then the Senator from Maine 
[Mr. HALE] is recognized, he having first addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I rose for the purpose of saying 
that some of us do not agree in the views of 5 law 
stated by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] and the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER]; but all that will 
be settled in one way or another when this question comes up, if it 
does come up, to-morrow. In accordance with the suggestion 
thrown out by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE 
that, in deference to the wishes of Senators who are absent an 
who believed that after the ceremonial which has taken place 
this morning the Senate would, as it has always done heretofore, 
adjourn, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from Maine. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 1 o’clock and 7 minutes p. m.) 
the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, February 23, 1000, 
at 12 o'clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, February 22, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved, 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8245. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 8245. 

Mr. McCLELLAN. Mr. Chairman, what more appropriate day 
on which to Frog even though feebly as do I, in behalf of the 
Constitution than on the anniversary of the birth of the greatest 
American, who presided over the body that brought the Consti- 
tution of the United States into arse 

From the somewhat light-hearted and flippant manner with 
which this bill has been treated by the majority, it might be 
assumed that it was a purely perfunctory amendment to the 
Dingley tariff law. But, the manner with which gentlemen on 
the other side are apt to treat all matters of legislation is no index 
to the importance or the lack of importance of measures proposed 
by them. The country was saddled with a policy of protection 
run mad, with scarcely decent consideration of the measure in 
this House. A new era was inaugurated in financial matters by 
means of a bill so crudely drawn that we are given to understand 
it must be absolutely recast before final passage. And nowa bill 
is presented to us said to represent the last position assumed on 
this question by the Republican party, after innumerable changes 
of front and after innumerable shiftings of ground. 

On its face the bill is simple enough. It provides for a reduc- 
tion of 75 per cent in the Dingley tariff rates on all goods imported 
to and from Puerto Rico, and yet it is the most outrageous oppor- 
tunism that has been submitted to a legislative body at least since 
the days of that prophet of opportunism, Leon Gambetta [ap- 
paom, or, as a most prominent Republican has said in reference 

Puerto Rico, The sole question is one of expediency.” For 
some 8 not yet explained, but Which requires no gift of 
second sight to discover, it is proposed to alter the customs of a 
century, to inaugurate a new national policy, to distort the Con- 
stitution, and in some respect to annul it, 

THE POSITION OF THE MAJORITY, 

In discussing the bill I shall try to confine myself strictly to the 

8 without unn digressions. It must be considered 


two aspects, the legal and the moral. The position of the 
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majority in reference to the status of Puerto Rico is this: That 


Puerto Rico belongs to the United States, but is not a part of the 
United States, and that the Constitution only extends proprio 
vigore over the States that compose the Union, and only extends 
over the Territories by Congressional action. But having enun- 
ciated this proposition, the majority demurs and insists that even 
if the Constitution does not extend over Puerto Rico proprio 
vigore, the treaty of Paris is the supreme law of the land, and if 
in conflict with the Constitution then that treaty is paramount, 

In paragraph 2, page 6, of the majority report, the following 
words occur: 

This treaty, under the Constitution of the United States, is the supreme 
law of the land. 

Evidently my distinguished friend and colleague who drafted 
the report finds that even his 33 will not permit him to 
indorse the position taken by his party in the Senate as contained 
in Senate report 249. I know that it is out of order to refer to 
anything that occurs in the other branch of Congress, but the 
doctrine that a treaty is superior to the Constitution is laid down 
so distinctly in that report, drafted by one of the ablest Repub- 
lican Senators and concurred in by the entire Republican mem- 
bership of his committee, that it ceases to be a matter concerning 
the Senate alone and becomes a fundamental doctrine of the Re- 
grouo party, a doctrine which, obnoxious as it may be to gen- 

emen on the other side of the House, must be concurred in by 
them or S with the confession that there are two an- 

istic factions in the Republican Feb 

tever may be the differences of opinion as to the status of 
the Philippines, I take it that we are all agreed that Puerto Rico 
belongs to us, that she came to us by treaty, and that her inhab- 
itants freely welcomed the sovereignty of the United States. In 
this case there has been no violation of the t principle that 
“governments are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed.” I take it further that 
there is no difference of opinion as to the right of the United 
States to acquire territory and as to the sovereignty of the United 
States over territory so acquired. 

It is peculiar that if gentlemen are convinced of the soundness 
of their first contention, they should find it n to take 
refuge in an alternate eee, One can not help thinking 
that it is possible that gentlemen aeg e the weakness of 
both their contentions and therefore find it necessary to present to 
the country a sort of bargain counter of cheap arguments suited to 
any taste and to any purse. 

THE LEGAL ASPECT OF THE CASE. 

Let me first examine the argument that the Constitution does 
not extend proprio vigore over Puerto Rico, but that it can only 
so extend by the grace of Congress. In discussing this it is nec- 
essary, first, to consider what is the status of the inhabitants of 
Puerto Rico, and second, whatis the status of the island of Puerto 
Rico. 

What is the nationality of the inhabitants of Puerto Rico? To 
what government are they subject? Are they Spaniards? Cer- 
tainly not. Are they citizens of Puerto Rico? No; for Puerto 
Rico belongs to the United States. 

In United States vs. Cruikshank (92 U. S., 549), Mr. Chief Jus- 
tice Waite said: 

Citizens are the members of the ponca community to which they belong. 
They are the people who compose the community and who. in their associated 
capacity, have established or submitted themselves to the dominion of a goy 
ernment for the promotion of their general welfare and the protection of their 
individual as well as their collective rights. 

On pages 254 and 255 of Cooley’s Constitutional Law will be 
found the following: 

na ize, 'h they may confer rivile 
npon aliens, and tho be 3 b *the nited Bente is The erent 
citizenship within the State where the na’ person resides. 

In Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511), Mr. Chief 
Justice Marshall says: 

The same act which transferred that territory transfers the allegiance of 
those who remain in it. 

In Boyd vs. Thayer (114 U. S., 159), Mr. Chief Justice Fuller 
Says: 

The nationality of the inhabitants of a Territory acquired by conquest or 
cession ea that of the government under whose dominion they pass, 
subject to the right of election on their part to retain their former national- 
ity by removal or otherwise, as may be provided. 

It is clear, then, that the nationality of the people of Puerto Rico 
is that of the United States, and that the moment that Puerto Rico 

, those of its inhabitants who had not 
elected to remain Sp became citizens of the United States, 
and as such possessed all the rights and the immunities of citizens. 
If they are not citizens of the United States, what are they? They 
must owe allegiance to some government; they do not owe alle- 


giance to Spain; Puerto Rico belongs tothe United States; they do 
owe allegiance to the United States; they must be and they are 
citizens of this 9 

The inhabitants of Puerto Rico being citizens of the United 


States, what is the status of the territory in which they reside? 
It is claimed that in so far as the Territories are concerned, the 
Constitution only applies as an act of grace on the part of Con- 
gress; that until Congress extends the operation of the Constitu- 
tion the Territories are without its pale. The bill is justified by 
this contention, for it is said that it does not come under the pro- 
ae of Article I, section 8, of the Constitution, which is as fol- 
OWS: 

The Congress shall have power to la 
and cise ay debts amd eee d Senay a fae 

du 
uniform throughout the United States. apy 8 — 

It is argued that the provision requiring all duties, imposts, and 
excises to be uniform applies only to the States and not to the Ter- 
ritories, and this argumentis based upon Article IV, section 8, par- 
agraph 2, of the Constitution, which is as follows: 

The C shall have power to dis: of and make all 
ee lations respecting the . property renner drt 

Now, every case cited in support of this contention refers only 
to the power of Congress to make needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory of the United States,” and in no case 
to the extreme that gentlemen would have us believe, that Con- 
gress may govern beyond the Constitution. 

The two cases mainly relied on by the friends of this bill are 
American Publishing Company vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 467) and 
Gibbons vs, The District of Columbia (116 U. S., 404). When 
Properly. considered, these two decisions in no sense sustain the 
contention of the majority. In Gibbons vs. The District of Colum- 
bia the court held that Congress had the power to impose different 
rates of taxation upon different classes o 1 property in the District 
of Columbia, provided the rates were uniform for each class and 
that the clause of the Constitution requiring taxation to be uni- 
form had not been violated. In thecaseof The American Publish- 
ing Company vs. Fisher, and this is claimed to be the strongest 
argument in favor of this contention, Mr. Justice Brewer quotes 
Mr, Justice Bradley in Mormon Church vs. United States to the 
efféct that the constitutional limitations of the power of Con 8 
in legislating for the Territories exist rather by inference and the 
general spirit of the Constitution, from which Congress derives 
all its powers, than by any express and general application of its 
provisions, and then goes on to say: 

But if the seventh amendment does not operate in and of itself to invali- 
oR peg Le T S 
lagialated im rempact to this nse: er. r 


It will be observed that Mr. Justice Brewer does not say that 
Congress may legislate for the Territories beyond the Constitu- 
tion, but that the constitutional limitations do govern Congress 
in such legislation, merely expressing the opinion that the limita- 
tions apply rather by inference and the general spirit of the Con- 
stitution t by any express and eral application of its pro- 
visions. And in the quotation above, which is considered 
so important and so convincing by gentlemen on the other side 
that it is printed in italics in their report, it will be observed that 
Mr. Justice Brewer does not say that the seventh amendment 
does not operate, but he furnishes an additional argument in 
favor of the position he maintained in the case at bar by saying, 
“If the seventh amendment does not operate,” etc.—mark, he 
does not say that it does not take effect, but he assumes that if it 
an not operate, even then the Territory had violated the organic 
aw. 

If itis possible that the Constitution can only take effect in our 
Territories by act of Congress, if it is possible that its limitations 
can only apply when Congress may see fit, if the power of extend- 
ing the Constitution to our Territories is vested in Congress, then 
Congress e the power to withdraw its application. If this 
is so—and it is maintained by gentlemen on the other side then 
there is no reason on earth why trial byj may not be abolished 
in New Mexico and why a protective tariff may not be enforced 
against Arizona. 

On the other hand, there are numerous decisions in direct op- 
position to the contention of the majority. 

a Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 44), Mr. Justice Matthews 
said: 

The power of Congress over the Territories is limited by the obvious pur- 
poses for which it was conferred, and those purposes are satisfled by measures 
which prepare the people of the Territories to become States in the Union. 

The same doctrine is distinctly laid down by Mr. Justice Field 
in Weber vs. Harbor Commissioners (18 Wallace, 65). 

In National Bank vs, County of Yankton (101 U. S., 133), the 
court, by Mr. Chief Justice Waite, asserted: 


gress. 
stitution as the fundamental law of the local governm 
is supreme and for the purposes of this de 
e powers of the people of the United States, t such as have been e- 
pressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the Constitution, 
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So again, in The Mormon Church vs. The United States (136 U. S., 
44), before alluded to, Mr. Justice Bradley says: 

Doubtless Congress 
thosa fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments, but 
exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution from 
which Congress derives all its powers than by express and direct application 
of its provisions. 

In the case of Cross, etc., vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 82) Mr. 
Justice Wayne said: 


the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, imposts, and ex: shall be 
uniform throughout the United States. Ind it must be very clear that no 
such right exists, and that there was nothing in the condition of California to 
exempt importers of forei goods into it from the paymentof the same 
duties which were chargeable in the other ports x the nited States. 

* * * * 


* 
We will here brief Iy gauan those objections which preceđed that which 
been discussed. ‘The first of them, ratheran assertion than an ment, 
that there was neither Se oor law permitting the collection of duties, 
has been answered, it having n shown that the ratification of the treaty 
made California a part of the United States, and that as soon as it became 80 
the territory became subject to the acts which were in force to te for- 
eign commerce with the United States after those had ceased which had been 
instituted for its regulation as a belligerent right. 

It must be recollected that in this case, although Congress had 
not extended the customs laws of the United States to California, 
the Supreme Court none the less held that those laws under sec- 
tion 8 of Article I of the Constitution extended over the Territory 
of California, dless of the fact that no legislation had been 
enacted so extending them. mat 

Mr. Justice Davis said, in ex parte Milligan (4 Wallace, 120): 

The Constitution of the United States is a law for rulersand le, equall 
in war and in peace, and covers with the shield of its 8 pees Sec ot 
men, at all times, and under all circumstances. No doctrine involving more 
pernicious consequences was ever invented by the wit of man than tany 
of its provisions can be suspended d any of the great exigencies of gov- 
ernment. Such a doctrine leads d y to 3 despotism, but the 
2 of ros neat Sg A sen it is based is false, for Government, within 

e ution, 


In the same case it was held that— 


e President, nor gress, nor udiciary can disturb 
tan or — — ot civil — into the Constitution, ex 
cept so far as the right is given to in certain cases the privilege of 
the writ of habeas corpus. 

There is only one sovereignty in this country, that is the sover- 
eignty of the people of the United States. The Constitution is one 
of specific grants of authority. Sufficient anane was granted 
to the Congress of the United States to govern the Territories, not 
beyond the Constitution, but within its provisions and its limita- 
tions. Itis inconceivable that anyone should seriously maintain 
that Congress may govern the Territories according to its own 
will or caprice, without any limitation of its authority. It is 
clear that Congress has no such authority, and it is even more 
certain that the Constitution extends rio vigore over all the 
Territories in the possession of the United States. 

I feel a certain hesitation in referring to the decision of Lough- 
8 Blake (5 Wheat., 643), for it has been cited so often; 
it has been read so frequently that it is by this time absolutely 
familiar toall of us; however, no argument upon this subject can 
be made without reference to Mr. Chief Justice Marshall’s opinion, 
which contains the following: 

The power, 
Seer digas the whale rug sar Reslar portion of te Aaa iont apr 

this question can t of but one answer. It is the name given to 
our lic, which is composed vf States and Territories. The 
of Columbia or the terri west of the Missouri is not less within the United 
eee oe FTT in ee — ition vo) 7 i 
JJC DA ODAT VAA tu the One thee tho other, 

Re Chief Justice Taney, in Scott vs. Sanford (19 Howard, 393), 
said: 


The power of Congress over the person and property of a citizen can never 
be a mere discreti 


la 
territory becomes a part of the Uni States the Federal 
enters into possession in the character impressed upon it by those who created it. 
It enters pon it with its powers oyer the citizen ictly defined and lim- 
ited by the Constitution, from which and by 


seh It has no power of any kind beyond it, and it can not when it enters 
a Territory of the United States put off its cha and assume discretionary 


FFV ion has denied to it. 
poe create for itself a new character separated from the citizens of the 


can exercise no power beyond what that instrument confers, nor lawfully 
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Upon the same case, Mr. Justice Curtis said: 


I can not doubt that this is a power to govern the inhabitants of the Ter- 
2 such laws as Congress deems needful, until they obtain admission 
as 


If, then, this clause does contain a power to l te respecting the Ter- 
ritory, what are the limits to that power? To this I answer that in com- 
mon with all the other legislative powers of Congress it finds limits in the 


express 5 of Congress not to do certain things; that in the exer- 
cise of the legislative power Congress can not pass an ex facto law or bill 
of attainder, and so in respect to each of the other prohibitions contained in 
the Constitution. 


And Mr. Justice McLean said: 

In organizing the government of a Territory C is limited to means 
ap te to the —— ot the N anal 8 
reised which are 3 the Constitution or 


which are contrary to its spirit; so that, whether the object may be the pro- 
: bite lands or of 


they are initiatory to the establishment of State governments, and no more 
power can be c or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the 
end. This is the limitation of all the Federal powers. 

However much gentlemen may sneer at the Dred Scott decision 
it has never been overruled, and the Supreme Court has never 
given a construction of the term United States” as employed in 
Article I, section 8, of the Constitution contrary to that of Mr. 
Chief Justice Marshall. I know that it is claimed that the opin- 
ion of Mr. Chief Justice Marshall is a dictum and not a deci a 
This I absolutely deny, for it was the deliberate determination of 
the judge upon the question pending. But even were it a dictum 
and even had no other decision reaffirmed it, I would er to 
accept the individual opinion of John Marshall upon the Constitu- 
tion of the United States than I would the combined wisdom of 
the Republican party, acting under the party lash. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. ] 

A TREATY NOT SUPERIOR TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

Now, as to the alternate proposition submitted by the majority, 
that even if the Constitution does extend proprio vigore over the 
Territories, in the case of Puerto Rico the treaty of , as the 
supreme law of the land, becomes superior to the Constitution, 

n the treaty of Paris it is provided— 


That the civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the 
territory hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the 


It issaid that the treaty, having become the supreme law of the 
land, confers upon Congress the power to determine the civil 
rights and political status of the native inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico, even though this power is not conferred by the Constitution 
and is in violation of the provisions of that document. This con- 
tention is based on Article VI, section 2, of the Constitution, which 
is as follows: 

This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof and all treaties made, or which shall be mad 
the authority of the United States shall be the supreme 
the ju in every State shall be bound thereby, an in the 
tion or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstan — 

They insist that this provision does not say that all treaties made 
in pursuance of the Constitution, or consistently with the Con- 
stitution, but that all treaties made under the authority of the 
United States shall be, together with the Constitution and laws 
enacted in pursuance of it, the supreme law of the land; that 
no matter what the treaty may be, no matter how it may violate 
pe rovisions of the fundamental law, that treaty is superior to 

e itution. 

Mr. Marcy, when Secretary of State, wrote to Mr. Mason, our 
minister to ce, on September 11, 1854: 

The Constitution is to vail over a treaty where the provisions of the 
one come in conflict with other. It would be difficult to find a reputable 
are in this country who would not yield and readily assent to this propo- 

Mr. Marcy lived too soon, for had he been alive to-day he would 
bars . — ee ead ge 2 both ee e l willing 
to den ition under the of political exigency. 

In the Charckse Tobacco (11 Wallace, 616) and in Taylor vs. 
Morton*(2 Curtis, 454) and in the Clinton Bridge (1 Woolworth, 
150) it is distinctly laid down that a treaty may supersede a prior 
act of Congress and that an act of C ess may supersede a 

rior treaty; in other words, that a treaty is no more the supreme 

w of the land than is an act of Co If a treaty were supe- 
rior to an act of Congress, how would it be possible for a subse- 
quent act of Congress to alter a treaty? Whenever, therefore, an 
act of Con; would be unconstitutional, a treaty to the same 
effect would be unconstitutional as well. This is held in Prevost 
vs. Greenaux (19 Howard, 7), and was the position maintained by 
Mr. Sumner in his letter to Mr. Fish April 21, 1870. 

If the contention of the gentlemen on the other side is correct, that 
a is superior to the Constitution, then, as has been clearly 

inted out by my N the gentleman from Massachusetts 

- MCCALL], it would be within the power of the President and 
two-thirds of the Senate to practically repeal the Constitution. 
I would even go further than does Mr. MCCALL. If a treaty is 
superior to the Constitution, and if, as has been decided, a subse- 


quent act of Congress may amend or repeal a treaty, we would 
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be confronted with the extraordinary proposition that the Con- 
stitution having been amended by a treaty might be subsequently 
amended through the amendment of that treaty by an act of Con- 

. In other words, a majority of both Houses, with the ap- 
proval of the President and the complaisance of some petty foreign 
ruler, has the power to amend or toannul the Constitution. This 
is only the ultimate outcome of the line of reasoning followed by 
gentlemen on the other side, which, to say the least, would have 
startled the reputable lawyer cited by Mr. Marcy. [Laughter.] 

To sum up very briefly the legal aspect of this case, the in- 
habitants of Puerto Rico me citizens of the United States the 
moment the cession of the island was complete, and from that mo- 
ment they were entitled to all the rights and safeguards of the 
Constitution. The moment the cession of Puerto Rico became 
complete the Constitution extended over it proprio vigore, and 
the clause of the Constitution regaining mas all duties, imposts, 
and excises shall be uniform applied to Puerto Rico as much as it 
applies to New York. The contention that a treaty is superior to 
the Constitution and that therefore, under the terms of the treaty 
of Paris, we may govern Puerto Rico as we please—if you like, as 
an empire within a republic—is untenable. 

This bill is unconstitutional, and I have faith enough in the in- 
tegrity and the ability of the Supreme Court to be confident that 
you are wasting time in its passage, and that it will be held to be 
unconstitutional when the first test case is submitted to our su- 
preme tribunal. 

THE MORAL ASPECT OF THE CASE. 

There is another aspect of the question before the House quite 
as important as the law in the case, and that is the moral aspect. 
It involves the good faith, the credit, and the honor of the United 
States. Some poopie insist that there is one standard of morality 
for women, and that there is another standard for men. Some 
3 distinguish between individual honor and national 

onor; some insist that there is one standard of honesty for the 
individual and no standard whatever for the nation. I know that. 
many who are upright men in private life, and who scorn deceit 
and meanness in the individual, look with tolerance and even with 
approval upon acts of national dishonor, which they would de- 
page if committed by a citizen of the nation. Men who would 

erather than have their good names suspected will riotously 
applaud a policy of national highway robbery. We went to war 
with Spain in the cause of humanity; we conquered Spain in the 
cause of human liberty; we gave our deepest sympathy to the 
people of Puerto Rico use we knew that they were misgov- 
erned and that 8 suffering from the intolerable oppression 
of a civilization which had long outlived its usefulness. 

Whatever may be the political status of Cuba and of the Philip- 
pines, we are concerned to-day with Puerto Rico only, and there 
can be no question but that the island of Puerto Rico belongs to 
us. The people of Puerto Rico welcomed the Army of the United 
States, because they had every right to think that it was the Army 
of a deliverer and that the day when the Stars and Stripes floated 
for the first time over San Juan would usher in a new era for 
their helpless island, an era of prosperity, an era of good govern- 
ment, an era of liberty. and therefore an era of happiness. Puerto 
Rico has come to us of her own free will, has come to us asking 
for the blessings of our Constitution, because of the unanimous 
desire of her people. 

We have denied her that liberty, that freedom of intercourse 
with us, that she had every reason and right to e t. We have 
not even permitted her to work out her sal vation in her own way 
nor to profit by the enlightenment of the civilization of that coun- 
try to which she belongs through the fortunes of war and by her 


own volition. x 
Let me read from page 34 of the report of General Davis, the 
uerto Rico: 


military governor of 
American sovereignty for Puerto Rico has so far been disastrous to its 


commerce, for it has deprived the island of markets where were sold nearly 
one-half of its total output. * * * If the present trade conditions are to 
continue, it is not difficult to foretell the future of Puerto Rico. 

And on page 82: 

If the trade conditions between this island and the United States remain 
asat present, only industrial paralysis can be expected. 

When Puerto Rico became a part of the United States she ex- 
ported to and imported from Spain with only a nominal customs 
tariff, and exported freely to Cuba. After the treaty of Paris 
had been ratified Spain at once enforced her revenue laws ay ae 
Puerto Rico and the United States continued to enforce the Ding- 
ley tariff law both to and from the island. Were this not bad 
enough, under an executive order a prohibitory tax of $5 a pound 
wasenforced inst all Puerto Rican tobacco imported into Cuba. 
The result has been, as General Davis says, absolutely ruinous to 
Puerto Rican industries, and, moreover, during the summer of 
1899 a disastrous hurricane occurred which ruined the coffee crop 
for the next three years and seriously injured the tobacco an 


the cane. 
So impressed with the necessity of relieving existing conditions 
in Puerto Kico was the present inistration that our most ex- 


cellent Secretary of War, in his annual report for this year, stated, 
on page 83: 

The highest considerations of justice and good faith demand that we should 
not age ae the confident expectation of sharing in our p rity with 
which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their . — se 
United Sta and that we should treat the interests of this ple as our 
own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 

Secretary Root found an enthusiastic supporter in the Presi- 
dent, who, in his annual message, said: 

The markets of the United States should be opened up to her (Puerto 
Rico) products. Our plain duty is to abolish all ee tariffs between the 
bdo States and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our mar- 

Tam one of those partisans who is a willing to recognize 
that an opponent may be right, and when I find the President of 
the United States solemnly making a recommendation to Congress 
that I think is right, I would consider myself derelict to my duty 
did I not earnestly support him. And thus I find myself to-day 
with my colleagues of the minority of the Committee on Ways and 
Means taking my stand in this House in support of the President 
against the members of the party that elected him to office. 

On January 19, 1900, my able and brilliant colleague and chair- 
man, Mr. PAYNE, of New York, introduced a bill extending the 
customs and internal-revenue laws over Puerto Rico. Less than 
three weeks later the same gentleman reported from the commit- 
tee the present bill as a substitute for that originally introduced 
by him. It is scarcely to be supposed that the majority of this 
House would have so suddenly reversed itself unless influenced by 
the strongest motives. What those motives may have been I do 
not pretend to say, and it is possible that we may never know. 

Referring again to General Davis, we find, on page 73 of his 
report: 

The people of this island have been long and thorough] 
tunate object lesson. 3 ha ve seen the island govern 
a class in the interest and for the benefit of a few. 

Does this suggest the solution of the riddle? Can it be that we 
propose to continue the Spanish policy of government? Can it be 
that we intend to declare to the world that Puerto Rico shall be 
governed and exploited in the interest and for the benefit of a few? 

One of the arguments used in all seriousness by gentlemen on 
the other side of the House in support of their refusal to give 
Puerto Rico free trade is that they fear Puerto Rican competition’ 
for what they are pleased to call American products, as though 
Puerto Rico were not a part of the United States, and that they 
fear that a policy of free trade with Puerto Rico will be only the 
entering wedge for a policy of free trade with the Philippines, 
should we ever in the future succeed in subduing them, 

It was only a few months ago that the same gentlemen who are 
to-day crying out against free trade with Puerto Rico were howl- 
ing down anyone who objected to or who criticised their scarcely 
disguised policy of colonialism andimperialism. They assured us 
then that the only salvation for this comia the only possibility 
of increasing the wealth of this nation, lay in the opening of new 
markets for American products. They said last year that if beet 
sugar and Connecticut wrappers were to be thoroughly appre- 
ciated by our people we must permit that the blessings of an 
artificial sugar industry and of a certainly artificial tobacco be 
extended, with the blessings of liberty, to the brown man of Asia 
and to the black man of the West Indies. And now we find these 
same gentlemen insisting that the beneficent Dingley tariff law 
shall be raised as a national bulwark against the competition of 
Puerto Rican sugar and of Puerto Rican tobacco, because the for- 
mer might interfere with the beet-root su industry and the 
latter is so much superior to the prođuct of Connecticut that it 
would drive Connecticut tobacco out of the market. 

It was not so very long ago that these same gentlemen, I trustin 
all honesty and in all sincerity, told us who TETEE with them 
that we were neither patriotic nor loyal because we did not in- 
dorse their suggestion that the opening of new markets in the 
West Indies andin Asia would furnish a * opportunity 
for the employment of American labor. ey told us (it was a 
truly beautiful picture) that atter the West Indies and the Philip- 
pines had beco 


taught an unfor- 
and exploited by 


me our own the American workingman, drawin 
from the bank hislittle sayings, could move to ournewly acquire 
territory, and by his superior thrift and industry compete suc- 
cessfully with the 10 or 20 cent daily wage of those countries, and 
that after a few years’ residence in a perfect climate he could re- 
turn home to spend in the midst of his early surroundings the for- 
tune that he had uired. And now when the Philippines are 
still a problem to be dealt with in the distant future. w. only 
Puerto Rico with her million inhabitants is to be considered, they 
fear the competition of peon labor; they dread that the American 
workingman can not compete with the 20-cent wage of the West 
Indies. If they know that to-day, they knew it last year. If they 
realize now that the competition of peon labor is dangerous, they 
realized it then. 

When Frankenstein created his monster he though himself one of 
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the wisest of men, and yet that monster came back to plague him, 


and he died in the effort to save himself from hisownfolly. If an 
argument were needed to show the absolute incapacity of the Re- 

ublican party in government, the shes that have been made 

uring this debate would furnish it. ey have created their mon- 
ster, a monster of pauper labor, and now that he threatens to come 
back to plague them with his competition to the industry of self- 
hae aig de American workingmen, they dodge and squirm and 
suffer in their efforts to undo the harm that they havedone. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

But Puerto Rico belongs to us, and it is a problem that must be 
solved now. It isa part of the United States; the Constitution 
extends over it; its territory is our territory; its people are our 
citizens. Does the majority, after having embarked upon the un- 
known sea of foreign conquest, propose now to dodge the conse- 
quences of its own wrong? Does it pro to revive in the gov- 
ernment of Puerto Rico the long-exploded ee ry 
colonial system? Does it mean to say that, ving acquired 
Puerto Rico in the interest of humanity and in the cause of lib- 
erty, we shall govern it in the interest of beet sugar and in the 
cause of Connecticut fillers? The case of Puerto Rico is very dif- 
ferent from that of the Philippines, for its inhabitants are few 
and capable of education; they are peaceful and are anxious to 
obtain the blessings of American civilization, and what is more, 
they are at our very doors. 1 

I believe that we can only hold territory, as a nation, in trust for 
the States that are ultimately to be erected out of that territory. 
I believe that we can only hold the territory of Puerto Rico in trust 
for the sovereign State that will be some day admitted into the 
Union. Weare only dealing with Puerto Rico now, and yet the 
majority see in the proposition an endless skein of complications, 
for they know that, however they may disguise it, they propose to 
hold the Philippines in ee servitude. 

But we as a nation have given our sacred pledge of honor to 
Puerto Rico that we would treat her as a part of this country. 
Might does not make right. We have the power to repudiate our 
plighted word; butif there is any honor in nations, if there is such 
a thing as national good faith, Puerto Rico has the right to de- 
mand of us that sooner or later she will be received as a State in 
the Federal Union. To make her fit for self-government we must 
first care for her material prosperity, Common honor, common 
Justico, ordinary good faith require, the Constitution, which is the 

damental law of the land, demands that we giye Puerto Rico 
free trade. > 

There are those of us who are fond of saying that the white 
man's burden lies far beyond the summer seas, and that the white 
man’s duty requires that he bear his burden, no matter how much 
it may oppress him. There are those of us, who in all sincerity, 
maintain that it is the duty of this country to extend the blessings 
of its civilization to the people of the East. They tell us that an 
0 door in China would increase our commerce, and that the 

dition of millions of pauper savages to our body politic will im- 
yore the condition of American labor. I may be conservative 

yond reason, but I think that I am an humble member of 
the great majority of the people of this country when I believe 
that the greatest glory of a free people is in its honor and in 
its righteousness as a nation; that there is only one rule of con- 
duct for the individual and for government; that the same stand- 
ard of honor should govern this Congress as governs its most in- 
conspicuous member; that our ultimate destiny must be worked 
out in the factories of New York and on the fishing smacks of 
New England, in the wheat fields of the West and the plantations 
of the South; that we must strive for happiness, not in Asia, but 
in America; that the radiance of our consists not in the 
triumphs of unnecessary foreign wars, but in the triumphs of 
necessary domestic ; that the wealth of this nation should 
not be expended in behalf of the selfish ambitions of the few, but 
in the cause of the many; that the duty of the United States does 
not lie in the conquest of Oriental peoples, but in the conquest of 
the ha pinossa of our own. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I yield the remainder of my time to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The balance of the hour. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Mr. Chairman, what is to be done with the 
Philippines? What is to be their future? What is to be the policy 
of the United States Government with reference to them? 

These are questions that interest and concern many people. 
They deeply concern not only the Filipinos, but as well the people 
of America, and the answers to them are anxiously awaited by 
the people of the civilized world. Their importance can not be 
3 or overestimated. 85 7 83 to hami openid 

e hopes, the aspirations, an e y of a people struggli 
for liberty; and, more than this, there are many who believe that 
unless ali history be false, the final answers to these questions will 
determine the fate of a Republic more than an hundred years old, 


and m settle forever re question 55 to ee arnor a free 
people can perpetuate self-government or whether such a govern- 
ment must in time perish from the earth. If we concede the 
gravity of these questions—and all must concede it, no matter 
from what standpoint they are viewed—it is important to know 
who can answer them, and it is doubly important to know what 
the answers will be. 

It is not questioned or denied that the power to answer these 
questions is vested in Congress and in Congress alone. The or- 
ganic law so provides, and the President in his last annual mes- 
sage to us directed our attention to them. He said: 

The future government of the Philippines rests with the Congress of the 
United States. 

He further said: 

Until Congress shall have made known the formal expression of its will, I 
shall use the authority vested in me by the Constitution and the statutes to 
uphold the sovereignty of the United States in these distant islands. 

In an address delivered by him in Boston, on February 16, 1899, 
he also said: 

is whole subject is now with Con and Con is the h 
iri ho — 8 of the ATAR moe 9 

It does not occur to me, therefore, that, viewing these questions 
from the standpoint of the Constitution and the President's ut- 
terances, that it is inappropriate for a member of this House to 
discuss them, and not only to discuss them, but to suggest the 
answers that should be e. Indeed, I believeit not only appro- 
priate so to do, but, in my opinion, a solemn responsibility rests 
upon this Congress not only to discuss these questions, but after 
discussion to act, and declare to the Filipinos, the Americans, and 
all the world what the policy ot this great Government with ref- 
or n December 10. 1808. 6 t ty of h Spai agreed 

mber 10, 1898, a treaty of peace with Spain was 
upon, and on February 6, 1899, that treaty was ratified by the 
nited States Senate, and the war with Spain which had, for all 
practical purposes ended months before, then became theoretically 
and legally at an end, and, so far as the Congress was concerned, 
the United States was at peace with all the world. Under that 
treaty, so ratified, it was provided that: 

The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Congress. 

There are some who insist that this provision of the treaty is 
the supreme law for the guidance of Congress, and that, under 
this provision, Congress has unrestrained power to provide such 
civil rights and such political status for the Filipinos as the will 
of Congress may deem pe r to provide. I do not subscribe to 
any such doctrine, for I believe that, under this provision of the 
treaty, Congress must fix the civil rights and the political status 
of the Filipinos in accordance with the terms and the limitations 
of the Constitution. 

But, ing this question for the present, I would call attention 
to the fact that this treaty is more than twelve months old; the 
responsibility that it puts upon the Congress was placed there 
more than a’year ago, and yet Congress has taken no step to 
formulate a policy, or to meet its responsibility, or to discharge 
the duties that lie at its door. 

It is said, however, that Congress can do nothing, because the 
Filipinos are in a state of insurrection, because a state of war 
between them and us exists, and that until it shall have been 
ended and peace restored Con: should do nothing. As an 
humble member of this House I dissent from this proposition. 

If we concede that the President. — — * proclamations and by 
commissioners, has earnestly endeavo to persuade the Fili- 
pos to lay down their arms and to accept the sovereignty of the 

nited States, we are still confronted with the fact that the Presi- 
dent was and is 3 to announce to the Filipino people 
a definite policy or to pledge the faith of this country to any given 
policy, because this country can have no policy and the President 
can commit it to none until Congress has declared one. 

General Otis, in a letter addressed him on January 9, 1899, 
to the insurgent leader, Aguinaldo, this language ive 
of the situation. After stating that a treaty of peace with Spain 
had been agreed upon, he said: 


This treaty acknowledgment, with the conditions which accompany it, 
awaits ratification by the te of the United States, and the action of its 
must also be secured before the Executive of that Government can 


p m a definite That policy must conform to the will of the peo- 
ple of the United States, expressed through its representatives in Congress. 

General Otis also informs us, and I quote his exact language as 
found in his report: 

Repeated conferences were held with influential insurgents, whose chief 
aima red to be to obtain some authoritative expression on te intent of the 
United States with regard to the Philippines, and complained that they were 
unable to discover any one who could speakex cathedra. They asserted that 
their Malolos arrangement was a government de facto, which had the right 
to ask an expression of intent from the United States Government. 

Is it any wonder that the Filipinos could find no one that could 
speak ex cathedra as to the intent of this Government? Is it any 


wonder that up to this hour they have been unable to find anyone 
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who could so speak? The only persons who could so speak have 
remained silent, and they are silent until now. This Con 
should have spoken long ago. It should speak now. In the light 
of all that has developed since this warfare began who can say, 
if the Congress had measured up to its duty and declared the in- 
tent of this Government to be to give the Filipinos their independ- 
ence, that all the rich American blood and all the treasure that 
has been poured out in these islands could not have been saved? 

Who can 12 that such a declaration now would not stop the 
sacrifice of life and the drain u the resources of our people? 
It may be a mere theory that such a declaration would have such 
an effect, and yet it is a theory well founded upon the knowledge 
our people have of the motives and inspirations that move any 
poopie who strive for liberty and independence. It is a theory 
well worth the trying if we have in our hearts the determination 
and the intention now or in the future to accord independence to 
the Philippine Islands. [Applause.] 

Again, who can say that a declaration from the Con, before 
this unhappy warfare began that it was the intent of this Govern- 
ment to permanently retain the Philippines would not have avoided 
awar? Who can say that such a declaration now would not end 
it? If the Filipinos knew that this Government, by its Congress, 
had fully determined to subdue and subject them as a dependent 
people, is it beyond reason that dismay and discouragement would 
seize them and that they in despair would cease the conflict? 
They have been told that alone has the power to announce 
such a determination, and they know that Congress has never an- 
nounced it; they know that the treaty of pone left their civil 
rights and political status to be determined by the Con „ and 
they know that Congress has never determined them; they know 
that their future is in the hands of a free people governing a ore 
Republic, and is it too much for them to expect and to believe 
that the free will give freedom? 

If they so expect and believe, will not this belief continue to 
nerve them to give battle, and will not that hope continue to ani- 
mate them until the hope itself is denied them? I am i ret ids 

ouse 


policy, that no policy is declared. I confess m 
ise that, with a duty and a responsibility upon us to act an 
uickly, this Con does not stir. 

All that Congress has done has been by indirection. No affirma- 
tive action has been taken. 

When the House voted to pay the 820,000, 000 to Spain that the 
treaty provided for, all amendments looking to a declaration of 
2 were The House was unable to declare one. 

y members voted to pay the twenty millions not because they 
approved the acquisition of the Philippines, but because they be- 


lieved that the tution vesting the President and the Senate 
with the power to make this treaty, and the treaty having been 
made, the same became an obligation of the Government that we 


were in honor bound to pay. For the same reason, without divi- 
sion of party, war supplies have been voted. Our soldiers with- 
out their volition were in the Philippines. They were being at- 
tacked. We could not desert them. Our flag was being fired 

; whether rightly or wrongly we could not stop to inquire. 

e simply went to its rescue. [Applause] 

But, hout it all, Congress never announced a fixed 
mera or ever declared a settled policy with reference to the 

08. 

Is it ible 8 hee Sp pcr daca . 
any action by us or any on by us our ce 
to the principles of freedom would encourage an enemy against 
the United States? Are we to abdicate our functions and sit with 
and folded hands and await a policy to be formulated 

by the President and submitted for our ratification? 
What has come over the once proud zpi of American independ- 
ence—a spirit that has reached its highest acclaim in these halls— 
that we 8 sit and eee ao or instructions from 
anyone save the great y of the people 

Mr. Chairman, one set of 5 have already been to 
the Philippine Islands, and have talked with the insurgent leaders 
and citizens of these islands, and have issued proclamations an- 
nouncing some of the purposes of this Government. They went 
without knowledge of the intention of Congress and without its 
instructions. They have returned and have presented us with 
voluminous literature as to the result of their visit. We see it 
stated in the newspapers that another commission is about to be 
appointed to visit these islands for the purpose of inaugurating a 
civil government there. What kind of a civil government will 
this new commission or; ? Where will it get any authority 
expressive of the willof the American peopl to organize any gov- 
ernment? I insist, Mr. Chairman, that if this new commission 
goes, it should go clothed with authority from us, and should go 
prepared and fortified to declare in unmistakable terms what the 


mute li 
and dec 
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intent of this Government is, and go with authority to establish 
ad ernment there that this Congress has determined should be 
e 

There has been considerable talk about our duty to the flag and 
our duty to u: d the President. Indeed, some have gone so far 
as to confound the President and the fag as one and the same, and 
the proposition has been broadly hinted at that one could not dis- 
agree with the President without being disloyal to the flag. Ifeel 
sure that no gentleman in this House has 8 in any such 
talk or indorses ig bag? sentiment. There is but one flag for all 
of us, and we all love it. [Applause.] This has been demon- 
strated in this House time and again when, without a dissentin 
vote, we have yoted men and munitions of war for the purpose 
defending it. We who hold commissions here, however, are in 
our sphere charged with as much responsibility as is the President. 
Indeed, so far as this war is concerned, there is more responsibility 
upon the Congress than upon the President. We alone have the 
powe todeclare war; and it necessarily follows that if we sit idly 

y and allow the President to wage a war, we become responsible 
for it, whether 8 it or not. We have not reached the 
period in the American life where freedom of speech can be denied 
either to the people or to their representatives, and more than a 
hundred years ago we repudiated the doctrine of tyrants that “the 
king can do no wrong,” and surely there are none now in free 
America who are willing to invoke such a declaration. 

We have the right to differ from the President. We have the 
right to differ with each other. We should be able to di 
without charging ‘“‘treason” or “disloyalty.” No great question 
was ever solved by crimination and recrimination. We should 
discuss the great questions confronting us with all the solemnity 


that their importance demands. 
Inmy opinion the questions presented by the Philippine problem 
are not political. They are national and fundamental. ey go 


to the ide in the home of every citizen. They concern the 
traditions and the policies of this Government from its foundation 
until now. They involve the Declaration of Ind dence, the 
Constitution, all our glorious past. They have to do with the 
lives and the health of thousands of American soldiers bearing 
arms beneath the American flag. They should be discussed from 
2 nt of free American citizenship, and not from the 
standpoint of any political party. 

Mr. Chairman, in the limited time at my disposal I can not hope 
to discuss all the phases that the Philippine question presents, nor 
can I hope to discuss any one of them at the length and with the 
completeness that its im ce deserves. I will not speculate 
upon what ought to have done. I wish to talk of what should 
be done now. I submit two ositions to this House: In the 
first place, I insist that in the interest of peace, in the interest of 
our soldiers and sailors, in the maintenance of the dignity and 
power of Congress, and in fulfillment of our solemn obligatio; 
this Congress should affirmatively declare a policy, Whatever that 

icy may be, as to the and intentions of the Federal 
Government with reference to the Philippine Islands. I submit, 
in the next place, with equal earnestness, that the policy to be de- 
clared should be a policy looking to the release of the Philippine 
Islands from the sovereignty of United States, 

Mr. Chairman, I am not so much concerned about the style and 
form of government that the Filipinos should have as I am con- 
cerned that we should absolve ourselves from their government 


soaking: that” 3 elation to th ppines 
g. we same r on e 
we do to Cuba. Morally speaking, I believe the relation is the 
same, In the treaty of peace, ‘‘Spain relinquishes all claim of 
sovereignty over and title to Cuba,” but does not cede that sov- 
ereignty tous. Inreference to the Philippines, the treaty declares, 
„Spain cedes to the United States the archi o known as the 
Philippine Islands.” It a from a reading of the treaty that 
in the case of Cuba we the title to hold in trust, as it were, 
to be delivered after the ification of the island to the Cubans, 
while in the case of the ppines we take outright and to our- 
selves whatever title Spain to the Philippi 

It therefore follows that we are vested 8 just as good 
a title, and no better, as Spain had and held. ile this is true, I 
nevertheless believe that when the Fifty-fifth Congress declared 
that the Cuban people are and of right ought to be free and in- 
dependent,” they in effect declared the same of the Filipinos, be- 
cause it would be absurd and ridiculous to give any other mean- 
ing to the declaration. We could not have before the 
civilized world and said. The Cuban peona are and of right 
ought to be free and independent, but the Filipinos are not and 
of right ought not to be free and independent.” The declaration 
we made was a declaration of freedom, and, although it was lim- 
ited to the Cuban people, it was so limited because they were the 
only people at that time involved, but the principle and the spirit 
involved in the declaration was as broad as the universe. 

I believe, too, that when the Fifty-fifth Congress declared it to 
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be the determination of the United States to leave the govern- 
ment and control of the island of Cuba to its i the 
acification thereof, it was equivalent to a declaration that the 
nited States was not en in a war of conquest, and did not 
expect to demand any enlargement of its territory or any enrich- 
ment of its Treasury as the result of its victorious arms. It was 
a declaration so lofty and so noble that it thrilled every American 
heart and proclaimed again to the world that a new government, 
upon new theories higher and better than the Old World ever 
knew, existed in the Western Hemisphere. It was such a decla- 
ration as only a government founded upon liberty could have 
uttered. It follows, if my construction of the resolutions of Con- 
gress is correct, that, morally speaking, there is no difference 
tween the status of Cuba and the status of the Philippines so 
far as the United States Government is concerned. [Applause.] 

The technical difference, however, that does exist involves a 
difference in the course to be pursued by the Congress. In the 
case of Cuba a policy of inaction is all that is necessary to prevent 
us from embarking in a colonial enterprise there, while in the 
case of the Philippines and of Puerto Rico a policy of 3 ac- 
tion is necessary to undo the entry that has already made 
into a colonial venture, in order to save this country from the 
perils of colonial government. 

Gentlemen who of those who oppose the permanent reten- 
tion of the Philippines as mere obstructionists demonstrate that 
they have not given the subject the consideration that its impor- 
tancedeserves. The foundations of empire have already been laid. 
The beginning of a colonial system of government has already 
been 55 There are those of us who would undo this 
wrong who would put the ship of state back into the waters 


in which she has sailed so long. ose of us who wish this done 
e action in order to do it. Those who oppose it are 
the obstructionists. 


In reference to our title to the Philippines, it occurs to me that 
our status is about this: We took a conveyance of title from 
© rae and we hold by that means the paper title to the islands. 

en we came to take possession, however, under our title, the 
Filipinos interposed an adverse claim. They claimed an adverse 
possession and set up a prescriptive title. Those of us who have 
practiced law have seen many a good paper title defeated by a 
superior prescriptive title. hen the Filipinos thus joined issue 
with us upon the question of title, we sought in no way to adjust 
our differences with them. Weappealed to no peaceful forum to 
determine the disputed issue, and thusit followed that theissue of 
title was put to the arbitrament of the sword for determination. 
Possibly, if we had called the conscience of the world into a court, 
and had appeared in such a forum to test our rights, we might 
have had it ed to us that Spain held Cuba by the same 
right that she held the Philippines; that her title to the one was 
as good as to the other, and we might have been asked how we 
reconciled the fact of our repudiation of her title to Cuba and yet 
held as valid and legal her title to the Philippines. 

We might also have been asked, if we believed that by her 
corrupt rule Spain had forfeited her title to Cuba, if, for the same 
reason, we did not really believe that she had also forfeited her 
title to the Philippines. It might have been asked us, too, if Eng- 
land did not have as good title to her American colonies as Spain 
ever dared to claim to the Philippines, and if we now believe that 
our forefathers were right in repudiating the title of England. It 
is possible also that we might have been asked, if we now believed 
in the validity of Spain’s title to her colonies, how it was that we 
reco her rebellious colonies in South America when they 
disputed that title. Some of these questions might have been 
troublesome to answer, but, whether for that reason or for some 
other, we did not stop to argue or dispute the question of title, 
but proceeded with Army and Navy to take possession of these 
islands under the title that we had. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
my. coll e be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

he MAN. The gentleman from Georgia asks unani- 
mous consent that his colleague be allowed to conclude his re- 
marks, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Believing as I do, Mr. Chairman, for the 
reasons given, that our moral duty to the Philippines is the same 
as it is to the Cubans, I insist that we should accord to them the 
same freedom that we pro to accord to the Cubans. 

I recognize the fact, however, that, so far as the Cubans are 
concerned, we are neither = to or have the right to organ- 
ize a government for them. deed, under the treaty of peace, in 
which Spain did not cede her sovereignty in Cuba to us, and 
under the resolution of Congress declaring war against Spain, in 
which we disclaimed any ition to exercise sovereignty, 
jurisdiction, or control over Cuba, except for the pacification 
thereof, and asserted our determination when that was accom- 
plished to leave the government and control of the island to its 


we have nothing to do with a government in Cuba. Our 
piain and manifest duty iso get out of Cuba after its pacification. 
the case of the Philippines we have the technical right, under 
our title, to establish a government there, provided we establish 
it under the Constitution; nor will I stop to discuss the proposi- 
tion that by the act of cession of these islands to us we assumed 
certain international obligations to establish a government there; 
nor will I stop to discuss the ip grr that some obligation 
rests upon us to restore order in the islands for the good of the 
inhabitants thereof. I am willing, for all the purposes of my 
argument, to concede that such obligations rest upon us; but 
when, with the aid of the natives, whose aid we should invite, we 
have performed these obligations, I insist that our duty then is 
to get out and leave the government and control of these islands 
to their own people. In the case of Cuba we must get out after 
pacification, and in the case of the Philippines we ought to get 
out after the establishment of a government there, and we ought 
to declare now that such is our purpose. 

Delay may be necessary to determine how valuable the Philip- 
pines are, but time is not of the essence in determining the great 
question of intention or in choosing between that which is morally 
wrong and that which is morally mght. It will take time to per- 
fect a permanent government for the Philippines, but no such 
time is necessary to determine whether or not we intend to estab- 
lish such a government. Some people say, What will become of 
the Philippines when we leave them? I ask what will become of 
Cuba, that we have already determined to leave? ‘‘ Sufficient 
unto the day is the evil thereof.” When we have determined to 
leave the Philippines, I doubt not but that the wisdom and patri- 
otism of the American Co ss will find a way to carry that de- 
termination into effect, a way by which the honor and the 
prestige of the American name will be sustained. When we have 
declared our intention, we will then determine the method of its 
execution. It will not do for gentlemen to say that a declaration 
from us would not bind a subsequent Con and therefore 
there is no reason to make it. We might with as much propriety 
decline to enact any legislation upon the plea that asu uent 
pan sanay tor it. 6 8 

e Uni tates in regar ilippines upon such a groun 
the next and each ing Congress may likewise decline to do 
so upon the same ground, and thus the Philippines would be fas- 
tened upon us forever. It is sufficient for us to ‘orm our duty 
as we see it. We can not avoid doing so upon the pretext that in 
the future other poor may not perform theirs. 

Great stress is laid by some noan the strategical value of these 
islands to us, and it is insisted we need a base of operations 
and a base of supplies there. Iwill not stop to argue this proposi- 
tion, because I do not suppose that anyone doubts that itis within 
our power before we get out of the Philippine Islands to arrange 
with their government for whatever poe stations and harbor 
facilities and commercial advantages that we desire. Indeed, I 
do not Suppose there is an individual anywhere who doubts that 
we could leave the Philippines to-morrow, if we so desired, upon 
our own terms and our own conditions. It seems to me, there- 
fore, that all the argument in favor of a permanent retention of 
the Philippines upon such grounds as these is pointless, because 
all that we desire, all that we need, and all that we could claim 
we could have without a permanent retention of the islands. 

In my opinion there are but two courses o for the United 
States to follow in reference to these islands. If it should be the 
will of the American people, as represented in Congress, to per- 
manently retain these islands, then in the resolution declaring 
such intention there should beincluded the further resolution de- 
claring our intent and p either now or in the future to in- 
corporate these islands into statehood. The only other course 
open to us to pursue is to vacate the islands, leaving the people 

ereof to control their own government whenever the same is 
established. k 

I do not believe that we have the power to annex any territory, 
whether by peaceable or forcible means, when we do not at the 
time or in the future ever intend to incorporate such territory 
into our Union as a sovereign State and to extend to the inhabit- 
ants thereof the rights of citizens of the United States. There are 
those, however, who insist that we have the right to annex terri- 
tory without any such intention, and that Congress has the power 
to govern it outside of the Constitution. I can not assent to any 
such belief or any such proposition. 

We have such a proposition squarely presented to us now in the 
pending bill, wherein it is proposed to levy impost duties upon the 
produce of Puerto Rico into the United States, Puerto Rico now 

ing a part of the United States. The bill is in violation of the 
Constitution of ourcountry. It isa bold announcement of an im- 
perial policy. It can not be defended upon the ground that the 
tax is small. The question presented is not one of dollars, it is 
one of principle. Itis not a question of free trade or of protec- 
tion, it is a question of Constitution or no Constitution. e ma- 
jority of the Ways and Means Committee who have reported this 
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bill advise us in their report, in answer to the suggestion that this 

legislation will set a eee for the Philippines, that they ex- 

pony assert by this the right to di te between Puerto 
ico or the tc 4 Islands and the United States. 

They inform us by way of argument that it was the people of 
thirteen States who formed the Union, that it was for 
themselvesand their posterity that the Union was formed, and they 
conclude and sol y state ‘‘ that upon reason and authority the 
term ‘United States,’ ds used in the Constitution, has reference 
only to the States that constitute the Federal Union, and does not 
include Territories,” and they further conclude ‘‘that the power 
of Congress with respect to legislation for the Territories is ple- 
nary.” They base their conclusions largely upon the proposition 
that the treaty of peace with Spain left Congress with the power 
to determine what legislation should be enacted for the islands 

ceded, and that the law of the treaty is supreme. 

I would suggest that before the treaty was framed the Constitu- 
tion existed, and that before these islands were ceded the Congress 
of the United States was organized. I submit that the Constitu- 
tion is the supreme authority in this country, above statutes and 
above treaties. The treaty-making power, existing itself by the 

wer of the Constitution, can not confer a power to override the 

Jonstitution. Congress has no power that it does not derive from 
the Constitution. e President, by the help of a foreign nation 
and the United States Senate, can not alter or amend the Constitu- 
tion. He can confer no power upon Congress that it does not al- 
ready possess. He can not subtract from any power that already 
exists. The treaty may enlarge the territory over which the Con- 
` gress may legislate, but the treaty can neither add to nor take from 
the limitations of power that are imposed by the Constitution 
upon the Congress, It is undoubtedly true that in the prosecution 
of a war the President may seize foreign territory. He may by 
treaty have this territory annexed to the United States. He may 
do this in times of peace. 

Until the act of annexation is complete by the formal ratifica- 
tion by the Senate, the President may exercise military rule and 
maintain military government over the ceded territory. When- 
ever, however, the final formalities of the annexation are complete 
and the ceded territory becomes a part of the United States, it 
becomes as much a part as any State or Territory in the Union. 
During the formative period of organizing such a territory intoa 
Territorial government the President may govern the same until 
the Congress is prepared to act, but whenever Congress under- 
takes to legislate for the ceded territory it must legislate under 
the terms of the Constitution. This proposition has time and 
again been affirmed by our Supreme Court. The clause in the 
Constitution providing that Congress shall have power to dispose 
of and make all needful regulations respecting the territory and 
other pro belonging to the United States” has been repeatedly 
construed to mean that this power is given subject to the limita- 
tions of the Constitution. It is pot a despotic, arbitrary power, to 
be used without restraint. Congress 8 no such power for 
any purpose. The power given is plenary, but plenary in the 
sense that it is as and complete as the Constitution will allow. 
Chief Justice Waite, in 101 U. S., 132, clearly states the true con- 
struction of this clause when he says: 


But Congress is — pear and for the pw of this department of its 
governmental authority has all the power of the le of the United States, 
except such as has been expressly or by implication reserved in the prohibi- 
tions of the Constitution. 

The same principle is enunciated in 98 U. S., 162; 166 U. S., 707; 
170 U. S., 346: 114 U. S., 15; 127 U. S., 550; and in many other 
cases. Co , in legislating for a Territory, assumes the pow- 
ers of a State legislature in addition to its powers as the Congress. 
The Territorial courts that it provides have the jurisdiction of 
State courts as well as of the Federal courts. This is all mani- 
festly proper, because the Con is the only power that can 
ee the Territory, and yet Congress can pass no law for any 

erritory that is prohibited by the Constitution. It is subject 
always in all that it does to the limitations upon its power fixed 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman yield to me for a moment? 

Mr. BRANTLEY. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. A few moments ago you stated that you did not 
believe that Congress had the power to hold territory except for 
the purpose of ultimately admitting it into the Union as a State. 

Mr. BRANTLEY, Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. I now eite an authority which reviews the ques- 
tion elaborately. It is found in the case of Shively vs. Bowlby, in 
152 U. S. Reports, page 49. The court says: 

The Territories acquired by Congress, whether by deed of cession from the 
original States or by treaty with a foreign country, are held with the object, 
as soon as their tion and condition justify it, of being admitted into the 
Union as States, upon an equal footing with original States in all respects, 
and the titleand dominion of the tide watersand the lands under them are held 
by the United States for the benefit of the whole people, and, as this court 
has often said, in trust for the future States. 

That case has been recently reaffirmed in the case of Morris 
against the United States, in 174 United States Reports. 


the original 


Mr. BRANTLEY. I thank my friend. Ihave those authorities 
with my remarks, 

The gentlemen of the majority, as I understand them, admit 
that the Constitution is supreme so long as the Congress is legis- 
lating for the States, but that the Constitution does not prevail 
when the Congress is legislating for the Territories. In other 
words, the Constitution is recognized in the United States, limited, 
but is unknown in the Uni States, unlimited. I understand 
from them that, in their opinion, the Constitution does not extend 
over any part of the vast territory of the Philippines or of Puerto 
Rico, and that Congress, which has no power except under the 
Constitution, has unlimited and unbridled power and authority 
to frame any government and enact any laws in these Territories 
that may suit its will and pleasure, 

I understand from them that they believe that no restriction, 
fundamental or otherwise, is put upon Congress in legislating 
for these Territories except the prohibition of slavery. I under- 
stand from them that wecan tax the people in these islands as 
much or as little as we please; that we are not called upon or re- 
quired to give them representation before we tax them; that their 
consent is not necessary to any government we may choose to put 
upon them or to any laws that we may determine to enact for 
them. As I understand, further, the position of the gentlemen of 
the majority of the committee, they hold that the inhabitants of 
these islands can not be interfered with in the free exercise of their 
religion, because the treaty with Spain provides that this shall 
not be done, but that they hold that, the treaty not providing to 
the contrary, Congress is not bound by the limitations on its 
power fixed in the Constitution. I therefore understand that if 
the position of these gentlemen be correct, Congress may in time 
of peace suspend the writ of habeas corpos in these islands; may 
pass bills of attainder and ex post f laws; may infringe the 
right to keep and bear arms; may quarter soldiers in time of 
peace in any home without consulting the owner; may institute 
unreasonable searches and seizures of the people and their houses 
and issue warrants without probable cause and without oath or 
affirmation, and may deny the right of trial by jury. 

Mr. Chairman, it is enough to shock the moral conscience to 
know that in this day of enlightenment, when we believe the 

principles of free government to be better understood than they 

ave ever been before, gentlemen claiming allegiance to a free 
government should assert the right and power of this Congress 
to thus rule and govern a people who form a of the United 
States and over whom float the Stars and Stripes which such 
people ure expected to love and to reverence. we carry this 

sition to a further conclusion, we find that the Constitution pro- 

ibits the granting of titles of nobility by the United States; but 
if the Constitution does not apply to Puerto Rico or the Philip- 
pines, and if the power of 7 is plenary in dealing with 
these islands, what is to hinder Congress from enthroning a king 
upon these islands and creating the right of succession and pro- 
viding for lords and dukes and all the court machinery necessary 
to create an ideal monarchy? Could anything be more repellant 
to the American mind? Is not the mere statement of the possi- 
bility of such a thing a sufficient argument itself against the 
proposition that is insisted upon? [Applause.] 

I would beg to suggest that the argument of the majority of the 
committee that the Constitution is for the States alone is not new. 
It was first suggested by those who opposed the accession of Loui- 
siana. These gentlemen were 2 es to quoting the preamble to 
the Constitution, beginning, We, the people of the United States,” 
and saying, It is we, the people of the United States, for ourselves 
and our posterity, not for the people of New Orleans or of Canada; 
none of these enter into the scope of the instrument.” And 85 
those who in their day opposed the annexation of Louisiana 
cause they believed there was no warrant or authority under the 
Constitution for it were overruled. and Louisiana was annexed. 
Those to-day who o the annexation of the Philippines are 
pointed to this past history as an answer to their objections. 

The answer, however, does not appear to be all that is claimed 
for it, for we are now told that the opponents to the annexation of 
Louisiana were wrong, that the Constitution provided for it, and 
yet we are also told that this same Constitution, although provid- 
ing for annexation, does not provide that its sheltering protection 
shall extend over the territory annexed. It would thus appear 
that we are involved in the unfortunate predicament where we 
must either deny the Constitution in order to annex or deny it 
after annexation in order to govern. It seems to be simply a ques- 
tion of where we will deny it, for somewhere we must lay it aside 
or our schemes can not go through. It seems to be a sorry dilemma 
in Which we find ourselves, no matter which way we turn. 

In attempting to pass this bill the grievances of the American 
colonies are pushed into the background and forgotten. We are 
asked to steel our hearts and close our ears to the remonstrances 
of our forefathers, that through the cycles of time have ever rung 
in the ears of American patriots and that until now we have ever 


believed would ring in all the ages to come, [Applause.] How 
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soon are we asked to forget that it was a protest against taxation 
without 3 and not a thirst for liberty that first pro- 
voked the Revolutionary war! How soon are we asked to forget 
those ringing and one time thought never to be forgotten words of 
the brave Virginians of old, when they declared. No power on 
earth has a right to impose taxes on the people or take the 
smallest portion of their property without their consent given by 
their representatives.” i Applause.] This principle, the Virgin- 
ians said, is the chief pillar of the titution,” without which 
no man can be said to have the least shadow of liberty,” since 
noman could be truly said to possess anything if other men could 
lawfully take away any portion of it. [Applause.] 

I have no desire or intention to enter into a discussion of the 
legal authorities bearing on this question and shall refer to but 
few of them. They have been so ably presented that there is 
nothing left for me to say in reference to them. The Constitu- 
tion provides that ‘‘all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States.” It also provides that ‘‘no 
tax or duty shall be laid on articles erore from any State.” It 
also provides that no preference shall be given by any regulation 
of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State over those of 
another; nor shall vessels bound to or from one State be obliged 
to enter, clear, or pay duties in another.” These provisions of the 
Constitution, it seems to me, are sufficiently clear in their mean- 
ing as to absolutely prohibit the passage of this bill. I think the 
language used is too plain to admit of construction, but, if any is 
needed, in my judgment the opinion of Justice Marshall in 5 
Wheaton, 317, is all that is necessary. In this case, in construing 
the first provision of the Constitution I have quoted, he says: 

The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be ex- 
ercised and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term 
designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire! Cer- 
tainly this uestion can admit of butoneanswer. It isthename given to our 
great Republic, which is com; tates and Territories. e District 
of Columbia or the Territories west of the Missouri is not less within the 
United States than Maryland or sige ie Eye and it is not less oe ringer’ d on 
the principle of our Constitution, that uniformity in the im tion o - 
posts, duties, and excises shall be observed in the one than in the other. 

In addition to this I would also cite the striking language em- 
ployed by the Supreme Court in the Dred Scott decision, in 19 

oward, 432. Gentlemen may call this lan a dictum or 
what not, but none of them will ever successfully reply to the 
great truth that it so clearly states: 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to estab or main’ colonies bordering on the United States or 
at a distance to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 


territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. That 


porer Diany giet and if a new State is admitted it needs no further 


legislation by gress, because the Constitution itself defines the relative 
rights and powers and duties of the State and the ci of the State and 
the Fed Government. But no pom is given to acquire a territory to 
be held and governed een that character. The power to expand 
the territory of the United States by the admission of new States is plainly 
ven, and in the construction of this power by ali the d. ents of the 
vernment it has been held to autho! the uisition of a territory not 
fit for admission at the time, but to be admit as soon as its population 
would entitle it toadmission. It isacquired to become a State, and not be 
held as a colony and governed by Congress with absolute authority. 

This bill is squarely in conflict with two (tare on of the Con- 
stitution. Puerto Rico being a part of the United States, a duty 
upon articles imported into the States from Puerto Rico violates 
the uniformity of duties that the Constitution saya must exist 
throughout the United States. In the next place, the bill in pro- 
ponga duty at Puerto Rico on all goodsimported from the States 
into Puerto Rico not only violates the principle of uniformity, 
but further violates that other provision of the Constitution, that 
t no tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State,” 
for it can not be denied that this duty, although collected in 
Puerto Rico, is in fact an export duty on the goods sent out from 
any State. All the ingenuity and all the sophistry of our friends 
on the other side can not refute a proposition that is as plain and 
manifest as this. 

It is an interesting fact that when the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee first undertook an investigation of this subject they were 
not sure as to the meaning of the term the United States” as 
found in the Constitution, and they appointed a subcommittee 
to make research and advise the full committee as to the exact 
meaning of this term. As a result of this research the committee 
reached the conclusion that the term ‘‘the United States” does 
not include Territories, and they presented a most elaborate argu- 
ment to sustain their conclusions, and to further establish the 
proposition that the 2 of Congress in legislating for the Ter- 
ritories is plenary. Now, plenary“ means full in all respects or 
requisites,” “ entire” and ‘‘ complete,” and it seems to me that if 
the power of Congress be plenary, all discussion as to what the 
Constitution means is superfluous so far as this question is con- 
cerned. If the Constitution does not extend to Puerto Rico, and, 
if the limitations prescribed in it are not binding upon Congress 
in legislating for Puerto Rico, of whatinterest is it to know what 
the term the United States means? Or of what necessity is it 
to construe the Constitution at all? 

I beg further to say that, in my opinion, all the authorities and 


all the ents cited by those who uphold this bill are in vain; 
they are not precedents; they do not apply; they do not present 
parallel cases, because I submit that never before in the history 
of the Congress has it ever been attempted to legislate for any 
people for whom there did not exist, by treaty or declaration some- 
where made, an intention upon the part of the United States to 
incorporate these people into citizenship and statehood. I realize, 
Mr. Chairman, the predicament of our friends upon the other side 
who favor this bill. Against their duty to obey the Constitution 
comes the desire not to antagonize the agricultural or industrial 
or labor interests of this country by admitting free of duty the 
products of the several islands annexed, and neither do they wish 
to antagonize any of these interests by removing all restrictions 
upon immigration from these islands. 

The predicament in which they find themselves isserious. Upon 
the one side is the Constitution and the rights of the Puerto Rican 
people now, and the rights of all our other islands in the future, 
none of which can vote. Upon the other side are American inter- 
ests, each one controlling votes. I would not charge that the lat- 
ter side have prevailed in the deliberations of the gentlemen of the 
committee because of their power, but, reading the present in the 
light of the past, I am not surprised that they have done so. I do 
not know and do not charge that such considerations have con- 
trolled the committee in thus departing from the Constitution and 
from the lead of the President, whom they have been so blindly 
following throughout the discussion of these new questions, and 
yet it is an interesting thing to note the report of the Ways and 
Means Committee recommending this Puerto Rican tariff, and 
then to note the recommendation of the President in his last an- 
nual message, when he said,. Our plain duty is to abolish all cus- 
toms tariffs between the United States and Puerto Rico and give 
her products free access to our market,” and also to note the rec- 
ommendation of the Secretary of War, who says, I wish most 
strongly to urge that the customs duties between Puerto Rico and 
the United States be removed.” We note these things and won- 
der why the departure. 

Mr. Chairman, I am not unmindful that there are interests, and 
pornas large interests, of this country that will be affected, and 
possibly seriously affected, by free trade between the United States 
and the islands rooney acquired. I would avoid such injury if 
Icould; but in my judgment, if the American le make up 
their minds to hold these islands as a part of the United States, they 
must likewise reach the conclusion to endure whatever hardships 
are thereby entailed. I do not believe that we of the Congress 
can keep unsullied the great trust reposed in us and shut up” 
the Constitution to protect any interest that now or hereafter may 
flourish in the United States. [Applause.] 

So far as Puerto Rico is concerned, no substantial injury could 
come to American industries by free trade with it. The island is 
only about 40 miles wide and 80 miles long, and all that it could 
produce would be but a small fraction of the production of this 
country. The trouble with the gentlemen of the committee is not 
free trade with Puerto Rico. It is free 8 ys from Cuba and the 
Philippines that they fear. They are afraid of the precedent that 
free trade with Puerto Rico would establish. And so with this 
fear, which is a fear of the protected sugar barons, they turn down 
the Constitution and turn a deaf ear to the appeals of Puerto Rico 
for relief and propose this bill. Aside from all constitutional 
8 the bill should not pass because of its injustice to the 

erto Ricans, They are entitled to our markets, for we, by our 
act, have shut them out from all others. The Merchants’ Associ- 
ation of New York City have investigated this question, and they 
have declared for free trade with Puerto Rico, in order that we 
may 8 with its inhabitants and do but simple justice to 
them. ey quote approvingly from Mr. William R. Corwine, 
whom their association sent to Puerto Rico to investigate trade 
conditions there. Mr. Cor wine said: 

Place the inhabitants in the position where their trade can be extended 
and all will be well; but if this poney OL ra contracts trade and increases 
pauperism continues, the questions w. in prosperity would become minor 
ones will grow in im ce, and instead of a feeling of contentment, which 
makes government easy, a spirit of discontent will arise which may render 
government hard. The Spaniards ruled by force. We can rule through the 
affections of the people. Shortened purses and empty stomachs, however, 
are not the bases upon which affection thrives. 

As illustrating the distressing conditions which prevail in 
Puerto Rico—conditions that demand liberal treatment from us, 
that demand free trade, justice, and equality—I quote a late dis- 
patch that appeared in the Associated Press items: 

SAN Juan, PUERTO RICO, February 17, 1900. 


are immovable, the proposed duty under the Foraker bi 
bacco K x 


being prohibi 
for shipment, and by A t there will be 5,000,000 8 The 
obtainable for tobacco in New York under the half-dollar duty is about 
There has been a small coffee crop, o the hurricane, and sugar can 
not pay the duty imposed, the planters ho! their products and awaiting 
the action of Co! There is no money to plant new crops or to pay labor- 


mgress 
ers. thousands of whom are on the point of starvation, being unable to obtain 
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of the extension of mortgages; the te: 15 d the — 
A rs are desperate 
and they Sod han the the tas 


discouraged, dem ite free trade and authority for 
island to contract a loan to pay immediate expenses and tor the reltef of the 


The local the that the conditions of the island were 
bottar dang the darier, aye ofthe Spann edges 
The Foraker bill would be acceptable without duty, the merchants be- 


P VAT S rerae Bee fn loti GE fha fariti w would relieve the 

Undoubtedly, if we are going to permanently retain the Phili 

ines, we should so declare, and should promptly make * 

or the failure of the treaty to provide for their admission to state- 
hood 8 declaring here that statehood will be given them 
when they are ready for it; and yet I do not believe that this will 
be done, for, so far as I have ever read or heard, there is no one in 
all this broad land who believes that these islands will ever become 
States in the Union, or who desires that they should so become. 
The character, the habits, the interests, and the civilization of the 
people inhabiting them are such that our Anglo-Saxon civilization, 
or, better still, our American civilization, would never consent that 
these people should have equal voice and equal power with us in 
the management of our own affairs. They are too far removed 
from us for community of interest and action to ever exist 
between them and us. It is manifest that those who brought 
about their annexation had no thought or p of making them 
citizens of the United States, because, in violation of all prece- 
dents in the treaty-making history of this Government, those who 
negotiated the treaty did not incorporate therein any provision 
1 to statehood for the islands or citizenship for their inhab- 
itants. 
Gentlemen of the other side and as well those elsewhere who 
favor the permanent retention of the Philippine Islands are free 
to quote precedents, and to say that they are but following in the 
tracks marked out by our forefathers in the beginning of this 
Republic. I wish to take issue with this ition. As I have 
already pointed out, there is no parallel in all our past history to 
the proposition now pending to permanently retain the ee 
Islands without any declaration of intention to ever accord them 
statehood. The peste between the present case and our past 
history also fails in that all our past annexations have been in the 
main annexations of territory and not of people. 

The annexation of the Louisiana territory is most frequently 
cited as justifying the annexation of the Philippines. I wish to 
call attention to the fact that at the time of the annexation of 
Louisiana that, aside from the constitutional questions that were 
raised, and to which I have already adverted, the burning ques- 
tion at that time was the fear that this great territory, after it 
became populated, would become all-powerful in the Union and 
would dominate the Government to the exclusion of the East. 
Certainly no such question exists now as to the Philippines. 

Texas was objected to, among other unds, because it was 
claimed that its annexation was but a e to extend the slave- 
holding territory and increase the strength of the slaveholding 
States, This objection might be somewhat pertinent now in the 
light of the treaty our Government has consummated with the 
Sultan of Sulu, by which treaty the United States not only agrees 
not to interfere with but to protect the people of the Sultan in the 
free exercise of their religion and customs, social and domestic, 
which customs include slavery, but also, as an evidence of the 
good faith of thisGovernment in so agreeing, General Otis offered 
@ present to the Sultan and datos of $10,000, Mexican money, and 

to regularly supply sums of money thereafter in accord- 
ance with the previous agreement of Spain. ` 

In reference to the Louisiana purchase, I would call attention 
to the fact that, notwithstanding the assaults that were leveled 
at Jefferson, that great statesman, before he ever treated with 
France for a cession of the Louisiana territory, transmitted to 
the Congress on December 15, 1802, his message calling attention 
to the cession of the Spani rovince of Louisiana to France; 


convened the Congress in extraordinary session on October 17, 
1803, after the treaty of cession was agreed upon, and in his mes- 
sage to on that day used this American language: 


With the wisdom of Congress it will rest to take those ulterior measures 
which may be necessary for the immediate occupation and tempo! gov- 
ernment of the country; for its in ration into our Union; for ren: 
the change of government a blessin; our newly adopted brethren; for se- 
curing to them the rights of ce and of property; for confirming to 


inhabitants their occupancy and self. t, establishing 
frien d 
a areal with them, and for ascertaining the 


He thus announced in the outset that, so far as his Administra- 
tion was concerned, our newly acqui citizens were brethren; 
that their territory was to be ted into our Union, and 
that self-government would be continued to them. It is unneces- 
sary for me toremind gentlemen that the treaty with France itself 
stipulated that Louisiana should eventually be incorporated as a 
State. If we are going to cite the Louisiana purchase as a prece- 
dent for annexing the Philippines, must not we, in order to justify 
ourselves auy go the length that Jefferson did and announce 
statehood and self-government for the Filipinos? 

It may not be out of place for me to attention to the fact 
that atthe time of the annexation of Louisiana it was vital to the 
young American Republic to control the Mississippi River. Time 
and again the right of deposit in New Orleans had been denied 
them. They were ted with the fact that this great river 
ana 2 vast 8 of — had been ceded by Spain to 

apoleon, an e great Emperor proposed to reorganize on 
a grand scale his French colonies, * 

The safety of the young Republic, to say nothing of its com- 
merce, demanded that this should not be done, but that our Re- 
public, in the interest of peace, in the interest of its perpetuity, 
and in the interest of its commerce, should control this river and 
this territory. Such was the situation then, and, reading into 
the future, Jefferson, with apart eka, wisdom, acted. Is there 
a parallel between that situation and the present? Is not the 
Philippine situation just the reverse of that? Then our fathers 
were welding together a compact territory on this continent; 
now we are c a great ocean and invading another conti- 
nent. Then our acted in the interest of peace and sought 
to promote and preserve it; now we throw to the winds and 
challenge war. Then our fathers sought to preserve that which 
they had; now we, to feed a thirst for glory and for greed, imperil 
that which we have. Then our fathers sought to bestow liberty; 
now we to deny it. Then our fathers sought to avoid European 
and eastern entanglements; now we deliberately invite them. [Ap- 
plause.] Then our fathers were humble worshipers at the shrine 
of liberty, seeking to dedicate this country to the sacred cause of 
freedom; now we feel that we have become a world power and 
are seeking to exhibit to the world our strength and our might. 

It is an interesting fact that, notwithstanding the potent argu- 
ments in favor of our obtaining Louisiana, Jefferson doubted and 
hesitated as to the power of this Government to annex it, and it 
is written that he talked of calling for a constitutional amend- 
ment that would authorize and justify that which had already 
been done. It was su uently determined, however, that this 
Was unnecessary. No such qualms of conscience as this affect the 
e ionist of to-day. Starting from the standpoint of what 
Jefferson did and ignoring what he thought, they go beyond him, 
beyond all the fathers and all the traditions and all the prece- 
dents, and propose to centralize here in Washington, outside the 
pale of the Constitution, the control of the happiness, the for- 
tunes, the aspirations, and 5 of more than 10,000,000 
human souls, and they situated thousands of miles away from our 
farthest western shore. 

As illustrating the views and the opinions of the expansionists 
of old, and to show the striking contrast between them and the 
8 of to-day, I to call attention to what President 
Polk said in his message of ber 2, 1845, in reference to the 
annexation of Texas: 


This accession toour pexribory has beena bloodlessachievement. Noarm 
of force has been raised to produce the result. The sword has had no part 
in the victory. We have not sought to extend our territorial ssions by 
conquest or our republican institutions over a reluctant people. It was the 
deli te h i our federative 
Union. 

When our President of to-day comes to write the history of the 
annexation of the Philippines, can he quote the language of 
President Polk? 

President Polk further, in his inaugural address, in favoring 
the policy of expansion, used this significant language: 

It is 8 believed that our system may be safely extended to the 
utmost bounds our territorial limits, and that as it shall be extended the 
bonds of our Union, so far from being weakened, will become stronger. 

The expansionist of to-day ridicules the idea of there being any 
limit to our expansion, and yet the expansionist of old, as shown 
in the address of President Polk, believed that there were limits 
to our expansion. That the farthest extent of these limits were 
the limits fixed by the Western Hemisphere I do not suppose any- 
one doubts. f 

President Polk is not the only statesman of old who believed 
that there were limits to our expansion, for we find that in the 
second annual message of President Monroe he said: 

By extending our Government on the principles of our Constitution over 
the Vast territory within our limits on the lakes and the Mississippi and its 
numerous streams new life and vigor are infused into every part of our 


omage of each people to the great principle 


1900. 
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The great Daniel Webster also said: 


There must be some limit to the extent of our territory, if we would make 
our institutions permanent. 


The Monroe doctrine, so called because of its forcible presenta- 
tion by President Monroe, although it had been the settled poney 
of this Government from its 1 is thus stated by - 


dent Monroe in his message of ber 2, 1823. After referring 
to the struggle of the Greeks for liberty and briefly to the affairs 
of Spain and Portugal, he says: 

The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in 
favor of the liberty and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the At- 


It is only when our rights are invaded or 

resent injuries or make pre tion for our defense. the 

in this hemisphere we are of necessity more . and by 
tened and bser vers. 


causes which must be obvious to all enligh’ o 
The political system of the allied powers is essentially erent in this re 
me from thatof America. Thisdifference from that which exists 


eir respective governments, and to the defense of our own, which has 
been achieved by the loss of so much blood and treasure, and matured 
wisdom of their most enlightened ci and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
those powers to declare that we should consider any attempt on part 
to ee seara) system to any portion of this hemisphere as dangerous to our 
ety. 
With the e: g colonies or dependencies of any European power we 
have not interfered and shall not interfere; but with the governments who 
have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose independence 
we have on great consideration and on just principles acknow: we 
could not view any interposition for the of oppressing them or con- 


trolling in any other manner their destiny by any European power in any 
oe ht than as the manifestation of an unfriendly disposition toward the 


Is not the justice and righteousness of the Monroe doctrine 
based on the declared policy of this Republic not to interfere in 
European affairs? For a hundred years or more we did not seek 
to extend our system of government into the Eastern Hemisphere, 
and the Eastern and European countries have not extended theirs 
here, but have held aloof out of respect to the Monroe doctrine. 
It is true that now and then foreign powers have pretended to 
sneer at the pretensions of this doctrine, and yet none of them 
have dared to violate it. Upon what reason and upon what jus- 
tice can we maintain it before the enlightened judgment of man- 
kind if we deliberately remove our main justification and defense 
of it? If we can invade Asia, and feel justified in so doing, why 
can not Germany or some other country invade some portion of 
the Western Hemisphere not occupied by us and feel justified in 
so doing? If we pursue the course 9 our system of gov- 
ernment in the Eastern Hemisphere, not the question of main- 
taining ourselves there and here be eniya question of power 
and of might and not a question of right? illnot the equity we 
gone, our defense be destroyed, and we left to stand 
ported and 
ch we have 


now haye 
solely by the strength of our good right arm, unsu 
unsustained by the righteousness and justice with w. 
heretofore been armed? 

There are those who talk about the annexation of Florida as a 
3 for annexing the Philippines, and yet it was President 

onroe, who enunciated the famous Monroe doctrine, who nego- 
tiated this treaty. At the time of that annexation the Monroe 
doctrine was in full force, and the annexation of Florida so far 
from weakening it emphasized and stren; edit. Annexation 
of the Philippines tends to destroy it. e all know that at the 
time of the annexation of Florida our country was harassed and 
disturbed by roving bands of savages and outlaws in the penin- 
sulaof Florida, which Spain could not or would not control. To 
protect ourselves, we to control the peninsula, and in addition 
to this im tive fact we needed the peninsula of Florida for the 
national defense. We needed to control its shores, lapped as they 
are by the waters of the Atlantic and the Gulf of Mexico. Our 
treaty of cession also provided that Florida should have statehood. 

Do pipor the arguments or any of these conditions applicable 
to Florida apply to the Philippines? 

President Monroe also had ideas about our General Government 
that the expansionist of to-day will hardly approve. He said: 

The impracticability of one consolidated Government for this great and 

Sate of exncclaing, tore. ESO except far. general TEDORA, ate 

Ca) * 
General Government no longer be ‘decanted, 3 

Will the Te of to-day admit the impracticability of a 
consolidated Government, when they propose to have such a Gov- 
ernment control and govern more than 10,000,000 peop Wil 
the expansionist of to-day admit the incapacity of the General 
Government to exercise local authority except for general pur- 
poea, when they propose to have the General Government exercise 

th general and local authority for millions of subject people? 

There are other expressions from the fathers of old that accord 
with the position of those who oppose the permanent retention of 
the Philippines, but do not accord with those who favor such 
retention, Fillmore declared, in his first annual message: 


Among the acknowledged rights of nations is that which each possesses 
that deem most conducive 
changing that form as 


of estab! form of government which it ma: 
to the happiness and prosperity of its own citizens. 


any country 


The sentiments herein expressed met the approval of every 
American heart when they were uttered, and F can not believe 
that such sentiments are not in accord with American i 
and American sentiment to-day. And yet this Government is 
engaged in ing to the Filipinos the right to their own form 
of government, and with force of arms is engaged in su i 
the actual government which the Filipinos chose to establish for 
themselves. How the mighty have fallen from their high estate! 
When our President of to-day comes to write of the Filipinos, 
will he quote with approval this message of President Fillmore? 

There are those who profess now to believe that the Declaration 
of Independence no longer exists for our guidance and control. 
They 1 5 to believe that we have passed the day when we 
should be moved by the sentiments and the principles enunciated 
in that immortal Declaration. They profess to believe that it has 
never been a part of our Government; but that, for all practical 
purposes, it perished with the creation of our Constitution. Such 
thoughts and such sentiments have not always existed. As late 
as the Administration of President Taylor the Declaration of 
Independence was alive, as listen to his m referring to the 
proposal to qualify the terms of Californiaasa State. He said: 

In atte g to deny to the people of this State the t of self- 

vernment in a matter which 1 affects themselves infallibly 

ded by them as an invasion of their rights, and upon the principle 
laid down in our own Declaration of Independence they will certainly 
ed by the great mass of the American people. 

He further asserted in this message another doctrine that I 
assume is totally repugnant to the expansionist of to-day. He said: 

To assert that they are a conquered people, and must, as a state, submit 
to the will of their conquerors in this regard, will meet with no cordial re- 
sponse among American freemen. 

Is not the position of our Administration to-day in reference to 
the Filipinos that until they admit that they are a 9 peo- 
ple we will not even deign to tell them what we intend todo with 
err’ ire in all our history is there a parallel to such a 

on 

A distinguished gentleman who was elected to this House to sit 
on this side of the Chamber, but who, as I understand him, has 
voluntarily elected to be known as belonging to the other side, has 
called our attention to the fact that Mr. Buchanan, whom he says 
is the last Democratic President we have had, was an expansion- 
ist and favored the purchase of Cuba. I am glad that our friend 
has referred us to this fact, because it furnishes the opportunity 
to give to the House the benefit of the views entertained by Mr. 
Buchanan, and I commend these views to the careful considera- 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and all his compatriots 
upon the other side. Mr. Buchanan said in a message: 


quire Cuba in any other manner. 
the territory that n of the Government 


has 

. 5 exico, or by the free and 

rh nin pie 8 of the independent S of Texas in blending her destinies 
our own. 


In his inaugural address he said: 


e sword we have never acquired any territory except by fair purchase, or, 
as in the case of Texas, by the volun determination of a brave, kindred, 
and independent people to blend with our own. 


He also said: 

Our history forbids that we shall in the future acquire i - 
„CCC 5 

How will the record of our acquisitions stand when we are 
through putting the Filipinos to the sword and have seized their 
land as our own? 

Alaska is sometimes referred to as a precedent for the annexa- 
tion of the Philippines, but, aside from the fact that Alaska is not 
contiguous territory, there is no parallel in the two cases. In the 
first place, Alaska at the time of annexation was unpopulated, and 
the annexation was of land and not of ei Even to-day the 
last estimated population of Alaska, as ished in the last An- 
nual Report of the Secretary of the Interior, shows a population, all 
told, of only 55,064, and this thirty-two years after annexation. Is 
there any parallel between this and the annexation of ten or twelve 
million human souls in the Philippines? 

A further and more striking difference lies in the fact that it is 
conceded that whenever Alaska is prepared for it she will be ad- 
mitted to statehood. Nobody disputes this. Congress has recog- 
nized Alaska as a part of the United States by enacting legislation 
for it, and can not legislate for any country that is not 
a part of the United States, and no country can be a part of the 
United States and not be under the protection of its laws and Con- 
stitution. In the act of 1898 in reference to Alaska Co dis- 
tinctly recognized the right of statehood in Alaska by davlaing 
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that this act should not be construed “ as impairing in any degree 
the title of any State that may hereafter be erected out of said 
district or any part thereof to tide lands and beds of any of its 
navigable waters,” etc. 

In my opinion, however, Alaska furnishes an object lesson 
against the nent retention of the 5 and against a 
colonial policy. Our government of the Territory of Alaska 
demonstrates the inadequacy of our system to govern and care 
for a dependent and subject people. The 3 of our Government 
is that there are no rulers but the people. There is no provision 
and no place and no power to govern except by the people. When 
we undertake to say that we, the citizens,” will govern “you, 
the subjects,” we find no machinery at our disposal, and the re- 
sult is misgovernment. It is worse; it is anarchy. 

As an illustration of how Alaska is governed, the Secretary of 
the Interior, in his last annual report, says: 

Attention is called to the anomalous condition of the land laws in the dis- 
trict. There are no surveyed lands, nor has any system of surveying been 
prenasa, rendering it next to ce neg ge for a poor settler to acquire a 

estead. Citizens who have resided in the district for thirty-two years 
have as yet been unable to secure title to the lands they have occupied. 

Think of it! For thirty-two years we have owned Alaska, and 

et to-day no citizen of that district has been able to acquire a 
itle to the land that he has bought, occupied, and improved. 
oe) What greater commentary upon our incompetency 
provide for a subject people could be suggested? The people 
— — . for themselves, or their wants and needs will never 
satisfied. 

But listen further. The Attorney-General, in his last annual 

report, says: : 


pe hp ee 
The district judge advises me that because of a lack of time not one-tenth of 
the business presented can be disposed of. Officers of the Army exercising 
command in the Territory report that the insufficient appropriations for the 
Department of Justice and the lack of a sufficient force of court officials 
render the tion of justice along the Yukon abortive, and that the 
average citizen dwelling in that region has but very little respect for it. 

Here we have it stated that after thirty-two years of our admin- 
istration we have not provided the means to di of one-tenth 
of the business brought to our courts, that complaints of the inade- 
quacy of our provisions to establish law and order are almost uni- 

and that our administration of justice—American justice, 

if you please, of which we boast—is such that it inspires no respect 

among the natives. Can we wonder that the town of Wrangell 

has asked to be transferred to Canada, has asked to be trans- 

planted from underneath the sheltering folds of our glorious flag, 

simply because that flag as it floats in Alaska does not mean good 
government, good laws, and justice? d 

Can we wonder that this state of affairs exists when Governor 
Bradley, of the Territory, is quoted as saying: 

There are 60 men in charge of the government of the Territory. They 
have no interest in Alaska, except to grab what they canand getaway. They 
are like a hungry lot of codfish. Seven of these officials, 11 per cent of the 

tire government, are now under indictment for malfeasance in office. 

Is not this but a repetition of the world’s history that men can 
not be trusted to rule an alien people in an alien land, where they 
have no interest to subserve save the emoluments of office? 

What stronger ent can be offered against a colonial gov- 

ernment than this statement of facts reveals? [Applause.] 

As further illustrating our want of proper machinery to govern 
colonies, we have N tely before us the deplorable condition 
of affairs in Hawaii. Weannexed these islands more than a year 
and a half ago. We have not yet given them a Territorial form of 
government, and in the formative period of their existence we 
have not provided them with any laws by which they can main- 
tain themselves. Their legislature became extinguished with the 
ratification of the treaty of annexation, and now, with the bubonic 
plague devastating their land, carrying suffering, want, and death 

ts wake, there is no power to authorize the expenditure of 
money in providing treatment and in attempting tocrush the dis- 
ease. We are told by the newspapers that the President and his 
Cabinet have been anxiously consulting in reference to the condi- 
tion of these people and have beenseriously trying to devise some 
way for their immediate relief. It must be apparent to everyone 
that, in order to govern a subject people, there must be arbitrary 
power lodged somewhere that can act quickly. There is no place 
under our Constitution where such power can be lodged; and if 
Congress undertakes to vest it anywhere, it must do so without 
warrant or authority from the Constitution and without regard 
for the first principles of freedom, for it has been well said that 
**the history of the world has been written in vain if it does not 
teach us that unrestrained authority can never be safely trusted 
in human hands.” 3 
Mr. Chairman, Alaska and Hawaii are not the only instances in 

- the history of this Republic that have demonstrated the folly and 


the wrong of a republic attempting to govern an le e t b: 
democratic methods. Here f this iion the. Sothern tates 
have known the effect of such a government. The people of the 
South know what it is to be governed without their consent. 
They bitterly know the horror, the injustice, and the iniquity that 
such a government entails, They know what it is to have no 
voice in their affairs, to be taxed without representation, to be 
pored by aliens, and to have military rule supplant the civil 
aw. I mention these things not to awaken unpleasant memories 
or to reopen wounds or to scar afresh old sores that burrowed dee 
in the flesh. The memory of these things is fast dying out, and 
would not revive it, nor do my people desire that I should do so; 
but I mention them to emphasize the statement that as a repre- 
sentative of these people I will never by my vote or voice con- 
sent to put such a government upon any of God's ple in any 
clime, beneath any sun, in any part of this earth. [Applause.] 

I would not do it as a matter of sentiment for the Sabio peo- 
ple, but, above and beyond this sentiment, I would not do it for 

ove of the American people and American institutions, because I 
believe that to do so Would be to set a precedent that in its effect 
would ultimately overthrow the liberties of our own ple. If 
there be no other way to govern the people of the Philippines ex- 
cept through despotic and arbitrary government, and if we are do- 
termined to govern them, then let us amend the Constitution 
before we undertake such a government, for I believe with Wash- 
ington that— 

It in the opinion of the people the distribution or modification of the con- 
stitutional powers be in any particular wrong. let it be corrected by an amend- 
ment in the way which the Constitution designates. But let there be no 
change by usurpation; for * * * it is the customary weapon by which 
free governments are destroyed. 

I equally abhor with Daniel Webster a military republic, and, 
as applicable to the present discussion, I recall his utterance of 
more than half a century ago, when he pronounced— 

A military republica government founded on mock elections and supported 


only ig! the sword; as a movement, but as a retrograde and disastrous move- 
ment, from the old-fashioned monarchical systems, 


And I recall that at the same time he declared: 


Above all, the military must be kept, according to the language of our Bill 
of Rights, in strict subordination to our civil authority. erever this les- 
son is not both learned and practiced there can be no practical freedom. 
Absurd, eee a scoff and a satire on free forms of constitutional lib- 
erty for frames of government to be prescribed by military leaders and the 
right of suffrage to be exercised at the point of the sword. 

Mr. Chairman, g for myself, I do not want the Philip- 
pine Islands either out of the Constitution or under it. I do not 
wish to have them as a partof this Union. In passing, however, 
I would say that with a declaration proposing to admit Puerto 
Rico ultimately into statehood I would interpose no objection to 
permanently retaining it, provided the people of Puerto Rico de- 
sire us to keep them. I would interpose no objection either to 
Cuba, under the same conditions, becoming a part of this Union. 
These islands are differently situated from hilippines. They 
are within the legitimate sphere of our influence; they are within 
the Western Hemisphere, and they lie almost at our door. They 
may be of strategical value to us. We would violate none of our 
time-honored principles in annexing them. The Monroe doctrine 
would not be interfered with. We could defend them far easier 
from hostile invasion than we could defend the Philippines, and 
we could perhaps the better protect the Atlantic coast from the 
invasion of yellow fever by annexing them. 

Iam opposed to forcibly annexing an people, and it is incon- 
ceivable to my mind that this country, boast g of its free insti- 
tutions and glorying in its past achievements for liberty, should 
commit itself to the attempt to force its flag over an unwilling 
people. [Applause] N = 2 

I am opposed to retaining the Philippines because I am opposed 
to a large standing army. Before the war with Spain an army of 
25,000 men was as large as we needed. It was ample to meet all 
the needs of a free people. The war with Spain necessitated an 
increase in this army, and yet, although this war ended more than 
a year ago, the ta 111 are still supporting a great army, and 

because of the Phi 1 No man to-day can tell when this 
army will be disbanded; no man can predict when what we are 
pleased to call the ‘‘insurrection ” in the Piopio will end, and 
no man can say how long it will stay ended whenever an end is 
reached. The history of these islands offer us but little hope that 
we could with safety withdraw our army, even though peace 
with them should be declared, The retention of these islands, it 
seems to me, therefore makes the retention of the army a neces- 
sity, and u the other hand, no man will deny the proposition 
that with the release of the islands the army will not be neces- 


sary. 

I am op d to retaining these islands because of the expense. 
It is stated that the no cost of the Government prior to the 
war with Spain was, in round numbers, $5 per capita, and it is 
now stated that this expense is = Pe capita. We thus have an 
increase of $3 per capita, or a total of over $200,000,000 per year, 
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and all because we own the Philippines and the foolish natives of 
the islands have disputed our title. The war taxes are still col- 
lected, although peace is declared. These taxes fall upon every 
home and every workshop. Their imposition has already lasted 
too long, and the burden they entail should be lifted instead of 
being permanently fastened upon our people, as the retention of 
these islands will necessitate. 

I am opposed to retaining the Philippines because I am o 
to a one-man government in any land that flies the United States 
flag. I do not believe in centralizing power in the White House. 
I do not believe in enlarging the already too great power that is 
now vested there. I do not believe in a strong centralized gov- 
ernment, 

I believe that those people are governed best who are governed 
least, and I believe that ‘‘the powers not delegated to the United 
States by the Constitution nor prohibited by it to the States are 
reserved to the States respectively or to the people.” I have no 
faith in the theory that has been suggested that the government 
we would establish in the Philippines would be so clean, so pure, 
and so able that its image reflected back to us would make this 
Government more pure, more clean, and more able. Rather than 
this, I fear that an autocratic government there would eventually 
result in an autocratic government here. If self-government can 
be denied in any one part of the United States it can be denied in 
all parts. If we accustom ourselves to the use of arbi power 
in one place, it will become natural and easy to use it in all places. 
When we consent to a government of the Filipinos, who have 
become a part of the United States, at the point of the bayonet, 
let all patriots remember that at the same time we are increasing 
the number of bayonets. As we increase despotic power we must 
remember that at the same time we are increasing the armed 
force to maintain it. Is not this dangerous, desperate ground to 
enter upon? The part of prudence and the part of safety is to 
withdraw from it before it is everlastingly too late. 

Learned gentlemen and able gentlemen have talked about the 
inherent powers of this Government. We hear it claimed that 
whether the Constitution provides for it or not, this Govern- 
ment possesses the same powers of all other great govern- 
ments, Mr. Chairman, this Government has no power that the 
Constitution does not delegate to it; for, by the language of the 
Constitution, all other powers not so delegated are prohibited. If 
the framers of this Government had supposed that in its creation 
they were giving to it the despotic powers of the governments of 
old, would they ever have established it? They were seeking to 
escape from such powers. They sought here in the New World 
to found a new government, and, 8 all 5 they 
blazed a way of their own. They profited by the experience of 
past governments and eschewed vicious elements of all those 
governments from theirs. 

The foundation upon which they laid their structure was free- 
dom, and upon this foundation they reared a superstructure dedi- 
cated to soba! It is now seriously proposed after a century of 
experience with this Government to deliberately remove the foun- 
dation upon which it is built, and to assert that the wise fathers 
of old had framed a government with all the despotic powers of 
the Old World. The proposition, it seems to me,.is monstrous. 
Unless our forefathers blundered in their work, and it has taken 
one hundred years to find it out, if true, the United States Goy- 
ernment can not do anything that any other government can and 
still be the United States. 

I have no patience with those who claim the hand of destiny is 
guiding us in the Philippinequestion. Those people who soclaim 
are simply uninformed as to the facts. It was not the hand of 
destiny that in August, 1898, cabled to Admiral Dewey, saying: 

The President desires to receive from you any important information you 
may have of the Philippines, the desirability of the several islands, * + 
and, in a naval or commercial sense, which would be the most advantageous. 

That telegram was sent from the Navy Department by direction 
of the President. There is nothing of destiny in it. ere is no 
suggestion of a derelict people drifting into our hands for whom 
we must provide, It is a cold-blooded business inquiry. It was 
not the hand of destiny but the hand of our Secretary of State 
that, on Jul 7 30, 1898, named as the third condition that the United 
States would require of Spain, in the event of a cessation of hos- 
tilities, that— 

On similar grounds the United States is entitled to occupy and will hold 
the city, bay, and harbor of Manila pending the conclusion of the treaty of 
Brit her shall determine the control, disposition, and government of the 

Destiny did not make itself manifest until after the cablegram 
to Admiral Dewey had been answered and our peace commission- 
ers had gone to work to perfect the treaty and Had received their 
instructions to demand the Philippines. The whole transaction 
was one of business, of barter and sale, without the intervention of 
destiny. It yet remains to be seen whether the business deal, as 
it was finally consummated, will be ratified by the American 


people. 
Mr. Chairman, the United States is not the civilizer of the 


world. We wish that all countries had our civilization and that 


they all had a government like ours. The only way, however, 
that we can assist them to obtain that which we have is to k 
ever before them an ideal government in all its 3 purity an 
glory. We can teach them by example and precept, but we 
can not teach them y force. I can well understand how the 
course we have pursued so far in reference to the 3 has 
created alarm among civilized people everywhere. English 
writer in the London Chronicle says: 

It we express our disappointment as Englishmen that our American kins- 
folk are apparently following our example, it is because in the matter of the 
rights of every people to govern themselves we had looked up to them as 
about to show us the better way by respecting the aspirations toward free- 
dom even of less advanced races, and by acting in accordance with their own 
noble traditions and republican principles. 

The noble and disinterested purposes for which we declared 
war against Spain raised the United States to the topmost pinna- 
cle of the great and humane governments of the world. If we 
had but lived up to the renown we then won, or if we would live 
up toit now, in my humble opinion we would accomplish more 
for freedom, more for good government, more for humanity, and 
more for the United States than all our armies in a century of 
time can hope to accomplish. 

Mr. Chairman, in all that I have said I have not discussed the 
Filipinos themselves. My concern has not been for them, but for 
us. I have had no intention, and have none now, by anything 
that I say to encourage them in their hopeless fight. I have no 
fear of doing so, beceuse no feeble words of mine could add to the 
eloquent words of freedom and of liberty that line the archives of 
our nation from the Declaration of Independence until now, and 
no act of mine could stir a patriotic heart as the history of our 
2 deeds, achieved in freedom’s name, must already stir it. 

believe that the Filipinos should submit, if for no other reason 
than because they can not succeed. I believe they can accom- 
= more by peaceful methods than by arms, and yet I trust that 

will be pardoned if I say that a careful reading of all the infor- 
mation furnished us about them shows that, notwithstanding all 
statements to the contrary, they seek and crave liberty. The ex- 
cellent gentlemen composing the peace commission sent by the 
President to the Philippines say a great many things in their re- 
port, and among these things I find this statement: 

While the le of the Philippine Islands ardently desire a full measure 
of rights and liberties, they do not, in the opinion of the commission, gener- 
ally desire independence. * * * The Philippine Islands, even the most 

triotic declare, can not at the present time stand alone. Taer need the 

utelage and the protection of the United States, but they need itin order 
that in due time they may, in their opinion, become self-governing and in- 
dependent, for it would be a misrepresentation of facts not to report that 
ultimate „ after an indefinite period of erican 
training—is the aspiration and goal of the intelligent os who to-day 
so strenuously oppose the suggestions of independence at the present time. 

We know, Mr. Chairman, that Aguinaldo and his followers de- 
sire e because they have asked for it and are now 
fighting for it, and here we have the statement of our commission 
that the balance of the Filipinos also desire it. Who is promising 
it to them? Who is holding out any hope that at any time in the 
future their aspirations wil i be granted 

I am opposed, Mr. Chairman, to the retention of the Philip- 
pines, because I am opposed to this Government acquiring any 
territory in the Eastern He here. To retain these 5 ds 
would mean our entrance into and participation in the ever-arising 
and ever-perplexing questions of the East. It would convert us 
from a peace-loving into a warlike nation. The Eastern world, in 
dealing with questions of government, recognizes only the law of 
might. This is made manifest in the large and ever-increasing 
armament of the countries of the Old World. Invading, as we 
would be, the territory of the Old World governments, who can 
say that we could maintain ourselves there and avoid entangle- 
ments or alliances with other nations? I am not yet ready to do 
this. I am not yet ready to reverse the declaration of our policy 
made by Jefferson when he said: 

Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations; entangling alli- 
ances with none. 

Nor am I yet ready to discard and refute the parting words and 
advice of the first President of this Republic when he said: 

Eu has a set of primary interests, which to us have none or a very re- 
mote relation. Hence she must be engaged in frequent controversies, the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to our concerns. Hence, therefore, it 
must be unwise in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary 
vicissitudes of her ties or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her 
friendships or enmities. Our detached and distant situation invites and en- 
ables us to pursue a different course. If we remain one people, under an 
efficient government, the period is not far off when we may defy material 
injury from external annoyance; when we may take such an attitude as will 
cause the neutrality we may at any time resolve upon to be reba command 

ted; when be rent nations, under the impossibility of making ac- 
quisitions upon us, not lightly hazard the giving us provocation; when 
we may choose peace or war as our interest, guided by justice, shall counsel. 

To retain these islands would mean not only a large standing 
army for the purpose of upholding our Government among the 
islanders, but it would also mean such an army for the purpose of 
defending them from outside interference. It would mean a great 
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army and a great mavy, because these islands are so far removed 
from our that we could not rely upon our volunteer forces 
to defend them. We would have to be ever ready for war, just as 


all Europe is to-day. 

In the research that I have made on this t question, Mr. 
Chairman, I have not lost sight of the materialistic ar, tthat 
has been ted in favor of the permanent retention of these 


presen 
islands, and, while I have reached the conclusion that the view 
thus presented has been exaggerated and has been given more im- 
portance than the facts justify, yet I am frank to say that no con- 
sideration of commerce or of gold, and no thirst for empire ought, 
in my opinion, to be weighed in the balance against the Constitu- 
tion and liberty and the perpetuation of our free institutions. 

Some part of this Government, however, invested with power, 
has been pand to whatever of cupidity there may be in our 
natures in the style of literature with which they have supplied 
us. I have received Government publications which set forth in 
glowing language the rich stores of gold and of silver, of coal, of 
iron, and of copper to be found in the Philippine Islands, and de- 
scribing the great fertility of the soil, and pointing out the mar- 
velous results that American energy and American money can 
achieve in these islands. When I come to read, however, that 
portion of this literature devoted to the facts, I find that the for- 
eign commerce in these islands in 1894 was as much as it was ever 
known to be, and that in this year it amounted to only $23,558,552 
of imports and $33,149,984 of exports. In the tables for other 
years the figures are smaller. 

When we remember that if we handle this entire commerce, 
both and imports, we could only expect a legitimate profit 
out of it, we can realize what a pitiful return we would get for 
our great investment of money, leaving out of consideration en- 
8 precious American lives that have been sacrificed and 
will be sacrificed to obtain it. Why, sir, if the entire commerce, 
both exports and imports—not the oe but the entire com- 
merce—came to us as a gift, it would not pay the expenses of our 
Army alone, and would leave totally unprovided for the expenses 
of the civil government, 

I find also in the budget of revenues and expenses for these 
islands for the year 1897 that the total income is placed at $17,- 
474,020, and the total expenses at $17,258,145, and I notice that 
included in the income and assisting to make the total are, 

roceeds of monopolies $1,222,000, and lottery $1,000,000. Spain 
E charged with resorting to every expedient and every ingenuity 
to wring money from these people, and yet, with all this, barely 
enough is yielded to support the government. With our more 
ben t government—and I assume that it would be more benef- 
icent—and with our refusal to license monopolies and lotteries, 
how would we provide the necessary revenue to conduct our Gov- 
ernment? 

If we assume the responsibility for the destiny of these people, 
I suppose it would be a part of our mission to teach them the ways 
of civilization, to educate them, and lead them up to the higher 
and better walks of life. Where would the money come from 
with which to do it? I am told that we now expend about 30 
cents per capita on our Indian wards. I do not know that the 


figures are correct, but suppose we only expend 10 cents per capita 
each year on the Filipinos, it wok in round numbers, 
$1,000,000 per year for this purpose alone. It seems to me, there- 


fore, that in reaching out for the commerce of these islands, so far 
from materially benefiting our people, we will entail a sore and 

ievous burden upon them; in my opinion, such a burden as no 
far ot reason or of prudence or of Providence requires at our hands, 

Reading further from the literature furnished us, I learn that 
in the year 1894 about 60 per cent of the foreign trade of these 
islands was carried in British vessels and only 20 per cent in 
Spanish vessels. I learn also that Great Britain was the largest 
consumer of the products of these islands and that we, the United 
States, consumed three times as much of these products as did 
Spain. It is true that the gentleman compiling these figures goes 
on to say that— 

With these islands in our possession, and the construction of railroads in 
the interior of Luzon, it is probable that an enormous extension could be 
given to this commerce, nearly all of which would come to the United States. 

Perhaps it would, and perhaps it would not. It is a free guess 
for anybody. The fact, however, that is made manifest by these 
figures, is that in 1894, when we did not own the Philippines, they 
exported to us three times as much of their products as they ex- 
hehe Spain and exported more to Great Britain than they 

id to us. 

Do not these figures demonstrate that it is a fallacy that we must 
own a country and a le in order to trade with them? If we 
furnish the best market for the Filipinos, will we not buy their 

oods whether we own them or not? And if they furnish us the 
market for our products, we will sell to them no matter what 

flag they Ag In Mr. Chairman, it is strange to me that at 
this time of all times our people or any portion of them should 
have conceived the idea that to extend our commerce we must ex- 


tend our territory, because it has been so recent that we had our 
attention called to the enormous volume of our foreign commerce, 
The President in his annual message informs us that— 
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year in all our when the products of our sold a 
exceeded those were 1898 and 1899. 

I do not think this the time for any comment upon these figures 
other than upon theremarkable showing they make of our growing 
export trade. I will leave to some other occasion to discuss the 
question of whether or not the decrease in our importations has 
been due to the advance in the height of our tariff wall, or as to 
whether this decrease is to the substantial interests of the con- 
sumers of the country, or as to whether the increase in our trade 
generally is due to natural or to artificial causes. I wish now 
merely to call attention to the fact that in the face of this state- 
ment, showing our enormous export trade with people who owe 
us no allegiance and who do not fly our flag, there are still those 
who say we must, in order to increase our export trade, own 
colonies and govern a dependent le. Such a proposition, in 
the light of these seems to be absurd, 

There 1s other information, however, that we get from the lit- 
erature furnished us that is interesting. We are pointed to these 
islands as offering a great field for development, as being a wilder- 
ness of riches, as it were, ready for the hand of America merely to 
reach out and take in, and yet in the column of facts we are ad- 
vised that in the island of Luzon there are now 79 people to each 
square mile; in the island of Leyte, 71; Negros, 73; Panay, 155; 
Bohol, 188; and Zebu, 210; and we are also told that these six 
islands comprise the principal islands in all the archipelago, This 
literature further officially informs us that the density of popula- 
tion in these six islands is 50 per cent greater than it is inthe States 
of Illinois and Indiana, and is greater than that of any of our 
States east of the Rocky Mountains except Massachusetts and 
Rhode Island. 

We are told, however, that these islands will support a much 
larger population than they now have; that the population now is 
onlyabout one-half as great asitis in France and one-third as great 
as it is in China and Japan. It would be useless to deny this last 
proposition. It may be true or it may not be true; the proposi- 
tion is speculation pure and simple. If it be true, however, it must 
of necessity be equally true that far greater populations can be 
maintained in our States than now exist, It follows that if we 
have a surplus of energy and a ee of capital, we can find 
here within ourown domain riper fields to exploit, a better climate 
in which to live, and a more homogeneous people to dwell among. 
Here the hope of success is greater and the chances of failure 
smaller. 


Ican understand, Mr. Chairman, how individuals or ora- 
tions, few in number, could obtain franchises, rights, and con- 
cessions in these islands and exploit the islands to their own sat- 
isfaction and to their onp t. I can still better understand 
how this could be done under an arbitrary and d tic govern- 
ment, with the people 1 no rights and having no power 
to protect themselves; but I fail to see how our Government or 
our taxpayers can realize anything from the venture, and I can 
not give my consent to overturn precedents, traditions, and even 
our organic law itself to the end simply that a few favored mo- 
poles and individuals may wax and grow fat at the expense of 

e people. 

Mr. Uusimaan, I haye said that the question I was endeavorin 
to discuss was not political. Istill maintain that proposition, an 
yet gentlemen here and elsewhere have now and then felt called 
upon to refer to the Democratic as the of expansion, 
and to point to accessions of territory in the past under Demo- 
cratic Administrations, and have felt it their duty to suggest that 
Democrats now who oppose the retention of the Philippine Islands 
are backslidden from the faith of their fathers and deserters from 
the traditional paos of their pany I ke gig pen dissent from 
this view. I believe, and have endeavo to demonstrate, that 
those who look upon this question as I do are as true to the poli- 
cies and traditions and the faith of the Democratic party as any 
who in the days gone by have marched beneath its banner. 

I would remind gentlemen who thus attempt to taunt us of the 
fate that uniformly befell those who in the past offered such taunts, 
This is not the first time taunts of this kind have been made, and 

et through the changing vicissitudes of time Democratic members 
bite been returned here by Democratic constituencies. The rec- 
ords disclose to me that the attitude of the Democratic party on 
the expansion of territory in the past was just as violently and 
bitterly assailed at the time as is now the attitude of its member- 
a on the pending question, and yet time and reason vindicated 
and sustained its position, and overwhelmed those who opposed 
it, and forced them to the acknowledgment that they were wrong: 


1900. 


and so, Mr. Chairman, I believe that those who scoff and jeer to- 
day at our position will in the days to come be forced to admit 
their error and their wrong, just as their predecessors in the past 
have been compelled to do. 

My hope is that their repentance will not have to bein sack- 
cloth and in ashes at the feet of a crushed and overturned Repub- 
lic. The Democratic party has stood in the past and stands to-day 
for expansion—expansion of territory, of commerce, and of free- 
dom, and of all things that are good and t. Wherever under 
its administration this country has expanded its territory it has 
carried freedom, liberty, and the Constitution with it. The Demo- 
cratic party has always believed that ‘forcible annexation was 
criminal con, ghar and not to be thought of.” [Applause.] It 
has believed in “benevolent assimilation” in fact as well as in 
theory. It has never in the past stood for e sion of territory 
at the expense of freedom. It has never stood for the curtailment 
of liberty that commerce might expand. (A plause. | 

It has never waged a war of conquest. It has never sought by 
force of arms to subject an alien people. It has never stood for 
empire or for colonies, and, so far as I can read the signs of the 
times, it stands to-day where it has ever stood—the foe of oppres- 
sion, the enemy of ) hing the friend of liberty, and the Chiko 
pion of progress. But. i 


cupidity and avarice arise within us, when t riches seem 


temptingly near and dreams of imperial splendor dazzle us, we 
must invoke the aid of the true American spirit and cling to the 
Constitution with tenacious energy as the sheet anchor of our 
liberties. If we do not this, we are undone, and that which we have 
we will have no more, and that which we receive will be but dust 


and bitterness. 8 5 . 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Chairman 3 in addressin 
the House at this time is to discuss pri ly the importance o 


the passage of the pending bill and to point out the political re- 
sults that will flow from its defeat. Ishall not in my oral address 


argue very extensively about the constitutional questions involved 
here, excepting to point out their origin, the purpose of the enemies 
of the bill at present, and the effect of the defeat of this billin the 
future. I want, however, at the very outset to put some of the 
responsibility for the conditions in the United States where I think 
it justly belongs. I donot blame the Democratic party for seizing 
upon the condition that exists in the Philippines and attempting to 
make political capital out of that. I want to call their attention 
to the fact that the people of the United States have 5 
and vivid appreciation of the mode and manner in which the pres- 
ent issue has made its appearance. 

War with Spain had occurred, and Spain was conquered. No 
nation of modern times was ever so completely overwhelmed as 
was Spain in the war with the United States. It stood in the po- 
sition of absolute helplessness, and lay prostrate and begged for 
terms and conditions. It not only sued for peace, but made a 
declaration through its commission that we had the power to exact 
any terms that were n The treaty of peace of Paris was 
brought to the United States as a p tion from the Spanish 

ple and the American people through the agency of the Peace 
mission. It was absolutely as legitimate for the American 
people to repudiate that treaty as it would be to do any other act. 

The Senate of the United States acted with entire in dence, 
acted upon its own judgment, and acted as the representatives of 
the American ponis in reviewing that great instrument. I want 
to put forward this idea: First, that any political party or any 
individual who voted or acted or persuaded, or who had anything to 
do with the ratification of that treaty, is estopped to condemn the 
results that followedit. If . come to the people of the 
United States, the men who ratified that treaty are chargeable 
with that wrong. If a wrong has befallen the Republic, the men 
who urged the ratification of that treaty are guilty of urging 
wrong. Who were they? A large majority of the Republican 
Senators voted to ratify that treaty; but when it hung in the bal- 
ance, a very distinguished colonel of a very patriotic regiment of 
soldiers suddenly surrendered his commission, took the fastest 
train he could get on, came to Washington, and begged of the 
Senators whom he could infiuence to ratify that treaty. It must 
not be forgotten that the Senate at that time did not have a Re- 
publican majority. The Democrats and Populists, with their 
allies, had full control. 

Last fall, in the campaign in Nebraska, the members of a Ne- 
braska regiment critici the conduct of Colonel Bryan in re- 
signing and coming home, and a good deal of jeering and laugh- 
ter was going on over the State, and the lieutenant-colonel of his 
regiment wrote a letter which was widely published in Nebraska 
explaining why the Colonel resigned and came home. He said 
that he (the Colonel) had information that there was critical 
danger that the treaty with Spain would be defeated, and he fied 
from his regiment and came here as a patriotic duty to secure a 
vote or two in favor of ratification. And he secured one or more. 
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, Mr. Chairman, regardless of y or 
party history, when temptation comes to us as a republic and 
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One Senator, at least, who was copes to ratification when he 
came, voted for the ratification and made it the supreme law of 
this land. And now his followers everywhere are coming before 
the le of the country and saying that it is a condition into 
which the country has been thrown by the act of the Republican 


party. 

At that time it was legitimate. At that time it was good poli- 
tics and 8 patriotism to have shut out the Philippines and all 
this horde that these last two hours of the s of the gentle- 
man from Georgia has been aimed at. Evy y knows that it 
was at that time a question of fair and just deliberation, and yet 
to-day if you were to select the one man of all other men on the 
continent of America who is, above all others, responsible for the 
condition that we are in in regard to the Philippines and 
Rico, it would be William J. Bryan, of Nebraska. Everybody 
knowsthat. Did he doit to get his country into trouble, that his 
followers on the floor might charge it to the Republican party 
and make political capital for him; did he? If so, it was an un- 
patriotic thing that he did. Did he do it because he thought it 
was the best thing for the country? If he did, it was a patriotic 
thing, and I honor him for it, but his followers must not under- 
take to charge the responsibility alone where the responsibility 
does not belong. 

Now, gentlemen, what have we here? Let us talk now about 

this bill and the propeieiy and necessity for its passage. Certain 
obligations and duties have been assumed by the ple of the 
United States by the ratification ot that treaty and by the subse- 
quent action under it. One of the duties is to protect and build 
up and aid in the education of the people of Puerto Rico. It must 
be done in some way, and we have a great deal of information on 
that subject. It is an island dependency of the United States; it 
is our property within the meaning of the Constitution. Weare 
charged with the gy ieoa od that we are charged with in an 
other dependency. e owe the same duty that we owed to Sou 
Carolina and Charleston when the earthquake destroyed it. We 
owe the same duty that we owed to the prairie countries when 
fire swept over them. We owe the same duty that we have dis- 
charged so often to the flood-wasted people on the Mississippi and 
its tributaries. We all „take it, that something must be 
done for these people. e have already expended in their behalf 
something like $750,000, and more is demanded. 
The evidence that comes to the Committee on Ways and Means 
ws that actual money contributions or provisions must be 
made by this country, and right away, to save these people from 
hunger and starvation and poverty and to put them in the way 
of going ahead and doing something. They must have money. 
Where shall it come from? That question was submitted to the 
Ways and Means Committee. 

Now, it is said by a very able gentleman that it was the duty of 
the Ways and Means Committee to have consulted the members 
of the House of . before this bill was brought in; 
and, ergo, that gentleman is opposed to the bill because there 
are no marks of his paternity upon it. Well, that is a new doc- 
trine; it is the first time I ever heard of it; it is the first time it 
has ever been suggested in the House of Representatives that it 
was the duty of a committee charged with a particular branch of 
a ae ins to all of us 

r. SHA C. Can J ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. SHATTUC, Who was that gentleman? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). Should consult members of 
the House before ieg topari 

Mr. SHATT UC. e gentleman said I might put him a ques- 


tion. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; but I did not say I would answer it. 
[Laughter.] Here come these e appropriation bills, appro- 
priating hundreds of millions of dollars, and no man has ever con- 
sulted me about one of them until the committee launched it into 
the House in furtherance of its duty. Was there ever a 8 
tion so erroneous as that? It is the duty of the Ways and Means 
Committee to take charge of the bill when introduced and work 
out their views upon it, and then bring it into the House. 

Now, that brings me to another pont and I want to speak 
plainly upon that. There seems to a great deal of sensitive- 
ness on the Democratic side of this House lest somehow or other 
we should not explicitly execute the suggestion of the President, 
which he made in his December message, and the President finds 
a great many strong friends here that he never had before. 
{Laughter on the Republican side.] It is very wonderful how 
sensitive many of them have become. Iremember the time when 
the whole po icy of the Administration hung upon the balance 
upon a mighty question in the Fifty-fifth Congress, and I did not 
observe my distinguished coll e from Ohio as fierce in behalf 


of the President's policy. On the contrary, it was said that he 
held secret conclaves with men who were trying to overthrow the 
policy ot the President. But he has learned a good deal since that 
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time, and now finds there is no wisdom in the world except in fol- 
lowing the beaten a pees that the President suggested. Iam glad 
that he has reached the firm ground he has. 

Mr. SHATTUO. May I 
gentleman he refers to? 

Mr. HOPKINS. Not the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Snarrucl. 
You exonerate him. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I exonerate my colleague [Mr. SHATTUC]; 
and I know he needs the assurance. [Laughter.] 

Now, let us see what the exact question is, and let us see 
whether there is any controversy between the Ways and Means 
Committee and the President. The President is controlled in his 
relations to Congress by the Constitution; and Congress in its re- 
lations to the President is controlled by the Constitution. It is 
absolutely proper that the President should give his opinion to 
Congress; and it is absolutely proper that Congress should exe- 
cute its own duty in behalf of any one of these questions. And 
Congress should give great weight to the opinions of the Presi- 
dent and in all possible ways stand by him. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, the very first duty of Congress is to raise 
revenue for the rapport of the Government; and the President is 
not charged with that duty. The President is charged with the 
duty of signing or vetoing the bills which Congress may pass, but 
Congress originates these measures, and it is the sworn and sole 
duty of Congress to do what they think is right, always hoping to 
oe with the President. 

ow, the President makes his suggestion—free trade between 
Puerto Rico and the United States. How many questions have 
arisen: how many uncertainties have thrust themselves upon us 
since last November? How much of information has come to the 
House since the declaration of the President? Well, I will tell 
summed up, what has come. First, that Puerto Rico must 
ve money or destruction; second, that that money must come 
from extraneous taxation, or ruin will sweep over that island. 

Talk about internal-revenue taxation. The gentleman from 
Ohio talks abont that, and then 3 to discuss by intimation 
the subject of freer beer while he favors free tobacco and cigars 
to compete with his own constituents engaged in cigar making. 
I commit him to the cigar manufacturers and laborers of his dis- 
trict, and may they have mercy on his soul before they get through 
with him. 5 ughter.] He will find out that there are two sides 
to this question, and that the Ways and Means Committee have 
tried to go right . beaten path of what seems to be duty, 
and believe we shall have the approval of the President. 

Now I start out with the proposition I have laid down, that 
Puerto Rico must have this money or there must be a condition 
that we can not tolerate. Their property is in such a condition 
that it can not pay taxes. Does anybody doubt that? All the 
evidence which we have here to show, first, that internal 
taxation is an impossibility, and, second, that internal taxation, if 
possible, would be destructive of every industry those people have. 
The n de and Means Committee reached that conclusion. The 
distinguished chairman of the committee introduced a bill upor 
the other proposition. Such a bill was also presented in the Sen- 
ate. Members of the Senate have changed their opinion on this 
subject under the guiding hand of the information which we have. 
All the Republican members of the Ways and Means Committee 
save only one have changed their views under the guiding sugges- 
tions of this information. 

A MEMBER (on the Republican side). Not all the committee; 
nearly all. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, that is a question I am not going to 
define. My friend will not be able to drive me into such an 


analysis. 

Now, then, what have we got? Where have we landed? Does 
anybody dispute the facts? anybody dispute the fact that 
this money must be raised from some source and sent into that 

e are already sending money there. I am told that 


my colleague to state who is the 


island? 
$700,000 has already been contributed by the United States. More 
must go. We state to you, standing here in the light of the evi- 
dence, that internal- revenue taxation would be absolutely destruc- 
tive of every industry that the Puerto Rican people hope to raise 
ef money on for the next two years. Let somebody, if he can, 
tell us a better way than we have devised. There is butone other 
way—take the money by appropriation out of the Treasury of the 
United States and hand it over for the benefit of that island. We 
have a right to do it. Then would not our Democratic brethren 
on the other side be happy? Those faces that from 1896 down to 
the present time have been indicative of the passage of a funeral 
ad ag re of one of ouf best friends would certainly blaze forth 
with joy. 
I hear them saying, ‘‘ You have got a colonial possession, have 
pe You have got an island out there that is a colony, and that 
d has to be supported out of the of the United 
States?” In such a contin ve to put any 
Republicans over there on 


cy you would not 


erokee Strip” in the next House 


of Representatives. 1 will undertake to say that they could all 
sit Heas here on that side [pointing to one corner of the Hall]. 
Would it not be glorious? And, my friends, this is one of the 
entering wedges; this is one of the first steps. If the Democrats 
can drive you to bolt your party organization, destroy this 1 fase 
that we propose to operate under in this bill, and drive the Presi- 
dent to ask us to appropriate money in the way just suggested, 
then they will have achieved one of the most glorious victories in 
this generation. 

Do you wonder that they are active? Do you wonder that they 
are insidious? Do you wonder that when they get hold of a dis- 
satisfied Republican they tell him, ‘‘Oh, what a splendid fellow 
you are?” you wonder that they take some of our gront orators 
who are disposed to be dissatisfied and tell them, ‘‘I never knew 
before there was such oratoryin all the Eastern country. Oh, won- 
der of wonders, what aman you are!” ra cece you won- 
der that they are poe their battle of 1900 on this floor to-day? 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. And we shall win it, too. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Let him who taketh off his armor boast. 
You have boasted so much, my friend, that it has become a kind 
of machine operation with you. [Laughter, 

Now, then, let us see. The proposition of our friends on the 
other side is, first, to abandon Puerto Rico to desolation and 
famine, and bring your country into disgrace; or you must fur- 
nish money and must furnish it in one of two ways—by tariff tax- 
ation under this bill or some similar measure, or you must put 
your hands into thepublicTreasury and pay out this money. And 
there is no answer to that proposition. You can not devise a 
scheme to raise the money otherwise. So we must adopt a plan 
which will meet the conditions which confront us. We are told 
that hereis the same old system of indirect taxation. We are told 
that it will impose undue hardships upon these 3 and vary 
somewhat from the ordinary or original idea of the Republican 
party in explanation of duties. But, Mr. Chairman, gentle- 
men forget. This is but 25 per cent of the present American 
tariff relations with other countries—25 por cent only. The very 
lowest possible rate has been adopted which in the judgment of 
the committee, under the facts presented, would be sufficient to 
pry the necessary money for the purposes of the government 

f the island of Puerto Rico. 
Now, can we better that? What principle of the Republican 
party are 1 55 going to negative by voting for the passage of this 
ill? Additional duties, says my friend from Ohio not the gentle- 
man whorecently ad me—extra duties, asthough the United 
States could not legislate. Having first said that he was entirely 
in accord with the gentleman from New York [Mr. pesca as to 
the law of the case, he then raised the question that the gentleman 
from New York had twice answered, that nevertheless this was 
an export duty. There is no export duty about it. What better 
can you do than this? Are you right there, my friends, who are 
e the President of the United States? I am glad some- 
y on this floor is willing to excuse me but for a day or two, at 
least. [Laughter and applause.] Iam delighted that for a period 
of at least a week, during the time that this debate will run, I am 
to have an opinion of my own on a question of 8 politics, 
Are you quite sure that the President understands all of these 
facts as we understand them now? 

Mr. CARMACK, What is your understanding of them? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ordinarily I would have been in favor of 
free trade but for the necessities of the case which I have men- 
tioned. 1 confess, my friends, acting now in my individual 
capacity, absolutely standing on my own merits E 1 
want a direct question of this character to be met and settled 
by the highest tribunal in the United States, and that would 


doubtless be binding on the consciences of the Democratic party, 
at least for a year or two. 8 
Mr. RIC DSON. Will the gentleman allow an interruption? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to express 
something a few moments ago indicating a doubt as to whether 
the President of the United States understood the exact situation 
when he sent his message to Congress 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, no; nothing of the kind. 

Mr. RICHARDSON (continuing). take it that he had the 
same opportunity of acquiring information that we had, and that 
his understanding of the question was then as full and complete 
as our own. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then he has not chan his mind since 
Congress met, when it received his message in ber last? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Iam not the mouthpiece of the President 
of the United States this week. [Laughter and applause. 

Mr. Chairman, I think I know the President of the United States 
well, and will venture to make a statement with reference to his 
opinions, if you will listen tome. I think if the conditions were 
such as the President of the United States understood them to be 
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in November last, he would prefer a free-trade bill. I think that, 
understanding all the considerations involved here now, nothing 
would give the President greater sorrow and regret than the de- 
feat of this bill and the turning over the control of this House to 
the Democratic minority. [Applause on the Republican side.] 
But I will venture—only in my individual capacity to suggest to 
any gentleman who does not credit what I have said, to go to the 
President of the United States and ask him the direct question. 
Conditions are very different to-day, and there are conditions 
binding upon us to-day that were never dreamed of by any of us 
last December. Mark the activity of the Democrats in this con- 


test. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then why does he not send in 
another message? 

Mr. SWANSON. Will the gentleman allow an interruption 
just there? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr.SWANSON. Will the gentlemanstate what are the chan 
conditions of affairs in Puerto Rico that makes this remarkable 
change in the policy of the Administration necessary? 

Mr. GROS OR. The gentleman is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, which is honored by his membership, 
and the evidence exhibited to the gentleman in that committee 
must give absolute proof in support of the facts that governmental 
aid is necessary in that island to save the people from starvation, 
suffering, and ruin. That is one fact. 

Mr. SWANSON, One other inquiry, if the gentleman will 
peru me. Is it not a fact that certain Puerto Ricans appeared 

fore the Committee on Ways and Means and the Insular Com- 
mittee and informed the committees that they would be perfectly 
willing for an extension of the internal- revenue tax on the island, 
and that, in their judgment, it would raise a million and a half dol- 
lars from rum, and if that was not enough, that they were willing 
to submit to a tax on property there such as is imposed in various 
parts of our own 2 

Mr. GROSVENOR, There were some men there representing 
the great sugar interest and the tobacco interest who talked that 
way. [Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] Now, 
that is all 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, if the gentleman will permit me fur- 


ther 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman had unlimited time in 
which to make his own speech. 

Mr. SWANSON, No; I did not. Will the gentleman permit 
me to ask him one more question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If you will not accompany it 

Mr.SWANSON. I would like to have you tell me who are the 
people in Puerto Rico who are behind this provision that this Ways 
and Means Committee have brought in here? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Everybody except afew tobacco and sugar 


raisers. 

Mr. SWANSON. Everybody in Puerto Rico is engaged in rais- 

ing sugar or tobacco or coffee, either as a farmer or laborer 
r. GROSVENOR. My friend, when he gets on his feet, gets 
excited. The products of Puerto Rico 

Mr. SWANSON. I regret that I do get excited at injustice, 
and am sorry that I can not be as cold and callous as the gentle- 
man from Ohio when I am perpetrating a wrong upon a people 
who claim to be a part of this country, that we claim to be. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, now, the gentleman has occupied 
my time in making another speech. was satisfied with his 
speech that he made the other day. He does not seem to be sat- 
isfied with it. [Laughter on the R- blican side.] I thought 
when I heard it that as likely as not he would want to come in 
with an appendix to those remarks. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Why, there are 60,000 tons of sugar raised in Puerto Rico, and 
a trifle of tobacco more inconsiderable than that, and there are a 
million poe there. The sugar business is not very profitable in 
Puerto Rico if it takes all those people to raise that much sugar 
and that much tobacco. My friend will see that that warm heart 
of his, that is rushing in to stop an outrage from being perpe- 
trated, has carried him off his feet in the statement that all the 
people down there are engaged in sugar and tobacco raising. 

r. SWANSON. And coffee, I said. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Well, we are not putting any duty on 
coffee. We are putting asmall duty of 25 per cent—and I want 
to go on now and make a statement about that. All things con- 


sidered, all the taxation taken into account, we are putting less 
than one-fourth of the tax upon them that they were laboring 
under when we came to them. Now, what do you think of that, 
gentlemen? Here isa proposition to lift this dark cloud of pov- 
erty and distress off these people, and to lift 75 per cent of the 
taxation under which they were laboring when we went down 
there, and we ask them to contribute by this indirect method, we 
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contributing our share of it, and they contributing what little 
they can of it, and all of it to go to them until such time as Con- 
gress sees fit to turn them over to their own devices for raising 
money. 

Now, that is this measure. That is the whole of this measure 
in itself. 

Now, I am not going into the books. I want to point out where 
this controversy arose and what this controversy is. 

It took John C. Calhoun from 1826, passing down along the 
period of 1832, when Jackson threatened to hang him, up to the 
time when he said that at the end of thirty-five years he had at 
last worked the people of this country up to the position that he 
occupied, to bring about the result that you are seeking to resur- 
rect here in this contest. 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to go back for a moment to the point 
where I was discussing, of the benefit that would flow to the peo- 

le of Puerto Rico npon the change of their condition under this 

ill, as compared with their condition under the Spanish domina- 
tion. The gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] has furnished 
me with some figures here, which are vouched for not only by 
himself but by another gentleman, which show that under the 
Spanish domination, when this sugar was profitable, too, as we 
learned from the witnesses before the committee, the total tax in 
all forms upon 100 pounds of sugar was $2.94. Now, get that into 
your minds, 82.94. Let they sent their sugar into the markets, 
mostly to the markets of Spain. Now, our pro duty here 
will be 40 cents per 100 pounds, or a benefit to the people of Puerto 
Rico of $2.54 on the 100 pounds. 4 

The Spanish Government taxed their coffee $5.70 per hundred 
pounds. That drove their coffee, of course, out of the United 
States, out of Spain, and they sold it under the Cuban tariff, but 
the tariff was $5.70 per hundred pounds. We propose free coffee, 
and all the other system of taxation bears as favorable a compari- 
son as that, 

Now, I want to go back to another question. If you are right on 
the other side of this House, and if the gentleman who has sub- 
mitted this minority report on the Republican side of the House 
is right about it, this whole legislation is just so much waste paper. 
What is the use of passing a free-trade law for Puerto Rico if the 
Constitution and the laws of the country go and locate themselves 
down there by reason of our acquisition of this territory? 

I do not care who introduces a bill of that kind, under your un- 
derstanding. If the Constitution and revenue laws of the United 
States go of their own force and envelop the people of Puerto 
Rico, voy have the right to send their cargoes to the city of New 
York without any taxation. Do they not? They have sent them 
there, and they have been taxed the whole amount of the Ameri- 
can tariff. They have gone into the court and litigated it, and 
the ablest man, perhaps, of all the Southern States, as a lawyer, 
Judge Summerville, has just delivered a very able opinion, hold- 
ing absolutely that they are taxable for the full rate of our duties 
under our tariff law; and putting it upon the ground that they 
were foreign nations to all intents and pu for the purpose 
of the revenùe laws until Congress shall legislate upon them. So 
that if that decision is right, or the other corollary of it is right, 
then all this subject is just simply idle talk, and the thing to have 
done would have been to defeat the bill entirely and give to the 
Puerto Ricans free trade. 

Now, then, this leads me to say, supposing the President, when 
he wrote his message, never dreamed of such a thing as that the 
gontent question that has been in this country since the Dred 

tt decision would attach itself onto this little bill to relieve the 
distress of the Puerto Rican people, might he not then have con- 
sidered the matter from a different standpoint from the one that 
he did look at it from? He did not know that our enemies would 
seize upon this opportunity to force us to define the future policy 
of the country as to all the new possessions. j 

Now let us go back. Mr. Calhoun said that it took him thirty- 
five years to educate the people of the South up to this doctrine 
that oyory onp who has spoken on that side seems to be fluent]. 
advised about. What was the purpose, my friends—you who tal 
about voting in favor of this dogma? 

Let us see for a few moments what is its history, and why did 
Mr. Calhoun seek to push it to the front and boast at last that he 
had forced it upon the Southern people. It was long ago begun, 
away back of 1860, when the power of Congress was located in 
the North and when no legislation that directly extended slavery 
into any Territories could ever be passed by the American Con- 
gress. This dogma of the traveling of the Constitution out into 
the Territories and the enfranchisement of people of those Terri- 
tories in their rights of property and citizenship was born in the 
mind of John C. Calhoun, and the man who first detected the 
growth of it, who saw the little clond, no bigger than a man’s 
hand, that ultimately precipitated this country into the horrors 
of war, the man who first detected the dangerous growth of that 
dogma, was Daniel Webster, of Massachusetts; and I have lived 
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tosee—I have lived to pass through the period when Massachusetts 
was a firm believer in what Webster said on 5 question of 


law, when the Garrisons, when the Wendell pses, the Sum- 
ners, the Wilsons, and, in later years, the Hoars and the Lodges 
and all the great catalogue and category of political saints and 
patriots stood shoulder to shoulder in that warfare with Webster, 
who struck at this infamy when it first showed its head above the 
waves of the political sea; and 1 have lived to see the time when 
a Massachusetts Re tative, from the city of Cambridge, from 
the very shadow of ard College, can be found to-day to nega- 
tive the position that was taken by every Republicanin the United 
States in 1860 and has never wavered from that day until some 
time in this Con . [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, let me call the 
attention of the gentleman from Ohio to the fact that the authori- 
ties and professors of Harvard Law School are upon our side of 


this question. wed applause. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I sai ening against the professors of 


Harvard. 2 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I only say that in addition to 
what the gentleman has said. 

. LITTLEFIELD, Is Professor Langdell? 

Mr: MOODY of Massachusetts. Professor Langdell and Pro- 
fessor 5 lecturer on constitutional law. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They all of them have finally returned to 
their loyalty, if there was any lack of it before. Now, I will give 
the 1 of one who is more decidedly a leader at the time of 
this discussion before the people of this country than any man 
who will upon this question here. 

The whole question which came up in 1856 was an offshoot of 
that doctrine. It culminated ultimately in the platforms of the 
three parties in 1860. The same doctrine you are arguing for here 
now to-day, the identical doctrine, my friends, was the work that 
Calhoun said he had worked for thirty-five years to indoctrinate 
you with, but in 1860 the issue was made up in a very few words. 

The ambiguous language of the Democratic platform of that 
day was distinctly in favor of the doctrine that we have heard 
ae here to-day so strongly, that the rights of property, the 
rights of the citizen, the tion of the Constitution, the prin- 
ciples of the Declaration of Independence, all went into the Ter- 
ritories by mere force of law, without any enactment of Congress. 
And here was the keynote upon which the = oan ae o! 
1860 met thisissue. It took its teaching from Webster and — 
ton and the men whose voice I shall reproduce in my speech here- 


after. 

The Republican party of 1860 put it then this way—and it has 
just as much effect to-day upon the question of the Philippines 
and the question of Puerto Rico as it in those days, and by 
a much stronger reasoning, because this discussion had grown up 
out of the Territory of Nebraska and Kansas, which had come to 
us clothed to a certain extent with the rights of citizenship enacted 
in the organic legislation out of which they had come— 

The new di a that the Constitution of its own force carried slavery into 
any or all of Territories of the United States is a vicious political heresy, 
Sere ae nee aye tet i ee mate 
„ ency and subversive of the peace and harmony of the 
coun > 

That was the Republican platform of 1860. Now, my friends, 
in that platform was the issue, and the men of the South said 
that if that was triumphant there would be war and revolution. 
I did not believe it. I did not comprehend how it was possible 
that revolution could come out of an assertion of a political prin- 
ciple like that; but it did come. Lincoln was elected; and that 
was the only issue of any importance between the two great par- 
ties. Ishould like to have some gentleman tell me to-day how it 
is, if that was the true keynote of the politics of 1860 in reference to 
slavery, which was pr under the Constitution, which was 
a right under the Constitution, which came, as the gentleman 
from Arkansas said the other day, out of the Bill of Rights, which 
Was, as he said, the most sacred part of the Constitution, I should 
like to know now, if that was good law in 1860, how some Repub- 
licans here can vote to-day that we have not the power to legis- 
late upon this question in that territory that we have derived 
without the slightest limitation from a foreign country. 

The tleman who preceded me argued that Spain had not an 
title. Neither had France any title to the territory of the Loui- 
siana purchase that would have stood in a court of arbitration. 
So, my friends, if the statutes of limitation do not quiet the title, 
and you go into that sort of question, you will unsettle the whole 
business so far as the fourteen States are concerned. 

Now, that was the issue, that was the question, and we fought 
it out on a great many battlefields. I do not say an irritating 
word to the people of the South; I want you to understand that. 
You acquiesced in the dogma, the political dogma, that the Con- 
stitution and the law conferred no right of property upon any 
person in the Territory and that the Territorial 3 ulone 
could do that. But Douglas split off from the ocratic party. 


He was unwilling to commit himself to the other side, and prac- 
tically said, inasmuch as there is a dispute about this, we will 
leave it to the people of the Territory, and he got the invention of 
“squatter sovereignty ” for the first time into our history. 
GROW. hen the State government was form 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. There came another trouble acting 
upon that doctrine. It is claimed that slaves were run into the 
Territory out there, hoping that it might prevail, and then came 
considerable bloodshed and a practical revolution, and the whole 
of it was settled by the introduction of the Republican party into 
power in the country, and from that day to this we have never 

such a question in American politics as that the Government 

could not own pro anywhere that was not enveloped by the 
Constitution and the laws. 

Mr. NOONAN. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes, to a question. 

Mr. NOONAN, If thatis true, why were the amendments to 
the Constitution adopted, the fourteenth and fifteenth amend- 


ments? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That has nothing to do with this question 
atall. The thirteenth amendment destroyed slavery. e ques- 


tion I am trying to make the gentleman from Illinois understand 
is the question whether the property rights were conferred by the 
Constitution upon the slaveholder in the Territory. That is what 
I am trying to getat. The fifteenth amendment gave the people 
the right of franchise. Now, then, what have we here? There 

been precipitated upon us the island and this condition of 
things there in the matter of citizens, people, tribes. And our 
Democratic friends are manifesting a good deal of purpose to come 
after us in the taba pir campaign with certain conclusions 
a) mer, say follow legally and necessarily upon what has been 

one already. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, I can sit down now and write a Democratic 
stump s of 1900. I can not write as well as my friend from 
Missouri [Mr. CLARK] could write it-when the time comes; but I 
can beat some of those whom I shall hear during that period of 
time. [Laughter.] I Will tellyou what they will be saying. And 
now, my Republican friends, I want you to hear a few sections of 
this speech. They will be saying—and you need not try to get out 
of it by talking about 25 per cent duty on sagar; that is too small 
a matter—I will tell you what you will hear. Why, these 
bloody Republicans annexed 10,000,000 Malays.” I am not at 
liberty to repeat my friend’s made in Baltimore the other 

ight, or I would give a beautiful extract. 
r, CLARK of Missouri. I an yon wonld repeat it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They will ou all about the monstros- 
ities of those people in religion and habits and everything of that 
kind, and then they will say, The House of Representatives 
voted that those people were citizens and entitled to all the rights 
of citizens.” Andthen they will pick out those men to do this 
thing, and will say,“ Why, look at that fellow. He helped us to 
get into this fix.” You will not be able to get out on the score of 
the tax on beer. That will not hold water. [Laughter.] That 
vote is going to be a vote upon this dogma as directly as a vote 


was ever cast upon a legal proposition. 
Our friends on the other side, who are man g this great de- 
bate and have done it with so much skill and ability—what have 
they said about the right or wrong of a little question of 25 per 
cent duty? Not a wo: They are simply paving the way to come 
before the people at the polls and at to them, Congress has 
decided that all these men are entitled to citizenship.” And we 
shall have a settled proposition in this country that hereafter, 
no matter where, no matter what stress of weather or any- 
thing else may be, if one of our naval ships goes ashore wi 
its crew and captain, and captures an island and asa matter o 
warning to the rest of mankind hoists the American flag, and 
some half-naked, poor, miserable wretch comes lumbering down 
to the coast with his hair sticking up and his eyes sticking out, 
ba! i atear pai Massachusettsand the gentleman from Georgia 
ill be there to shower the Declaration of Independence and the 
Fourth of July and the habeas corpus and the right of trial by 


jury and knows what all on the poor, miserable, helpless 
creature. 3 
I tell you, my friends, you have got to be a little careful as you 


travel round the world hereafter. You will carry with you awful 
ibilities, Citizenship in a great Republic, whether you want 

it or not! And you must not go ashore on any newly vered 
islands; you must not assert any dominion there unless you go 
r with Washington's Farewell Address and the Fourth of 
uly and Decoration Y. etc., and give them to the natives. 
What an awful proposition that is! The Constitution of the 
United States was made just exactly as Thomas Jefferson said it 
was made. It gave the people of the United States the powers 
expressed in the Constitution. Mr. Jefferson himself approved 
of a bill that practically struck the name of the King of France 
out of the law governing the Territory of Louisiana and put the 
name of Thomas Jefferson there, and absolutely denied both 
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affirmatively and negatively all the rights of American citizenship 
to the people down there, 
And from that day to this there has never been one doubting 
roposition on that subject. It is true that in the case of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia some authorities have been shown apparently 
to the contrary; but it is equally true that they were based onthe 
same proposition underlying the whole matter—that the District 
of Columbia was built ont of two of the States that joined in the 
original organization of the Government, helped to make the Con- 
stitution, and thereby endowed the people of this District with 
the rightsof citizenship under the Constitution. AndtheSupreme 
Court said they could not be stripped of their power by the reor- 
ganization of the District of Columbia. 
Mr. CARMACK. Did the court put the decision on that 


und? 

ET Mr. GROSVENOR. At one time, yes. Ihaveseenan authority 
to that effect, which I will quote, if I can find it, in which the 
decision is put absolutely on that ground. And so it has been all 
through. To-day, following the suggestion of the gentleman from 
Iowa, I came upon a little section of the treaty with Mexico, which 
I would like to read. Here it is. Now let us see what our coun- 
try, what our people understood of this question in 1847 and 1848. 
In the ninth aticle of the treaty with Mexico there are some sig- 
nificant points to which I desire to call your attention. 

We had good lawyers then, and the Government had entered 
into the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo, a most carefully prepared 
treaty, a treaty with a country which had been prostrated by our 
arms, a country seeking our mercy, just as was the case with 
Spain, and the whole question of citizenship was involved in the 
controversy that was then presented; the whole question of the 
laws and the operation of the Constitution was involved, and in 
one section of the treaty, which I will not read, the terms were 
stipulated upon which the Mexicans might emigrate out of the 
territory we so acquired by this conquest and by this treaty. It 
was decided that they should hold the right of property; that they 
should have time enough to emigrate, and they should not be put 
to annoying or vexatious conditions, and then as to those who re- 
mained in the territories so acquired here is the provision: 

The Mexicans who in the territories aforesaid shall not preserve the char- 
acter of citizens of the Mexican Republic, conformably with what is stipu- 
lat in the p article, shall be incorporated into the Union of the 
United States— 

That is, simply by remaining there they were to be incorporated 
into the Federal Union. What else?— 

admi e, to be j e 
United States, to the ecjorment of all tha rights of Citizens of the United 
States according to the principles of the Constitution. 

Observe that language: 

Shall be admitted at the proper time, to be 
the United States, to the enjoyment of all the 
to the principles of the Constitution. 

Now, there was a direct recognition of the precise doctrine we 
are standing on, and it never c ed until a doubting Thomas 
in the United States, until Mr. oun’s unfortunate teachings 
of the people of the South drove them into hostility to the con- 
struction of the Constitution which their fathers had always ad- 
hered to. That was the Mexican treaty. And so in every other 
treaty we find 8 the same thing, and that article which 
I have read fixed the right of the people in that Territory until 
Congress acted upon the questions presented. And so the same 
provision is found in every other treaty. 

Let me call your patient attention to the eng By, which we ac- 

uired title to property—territory—including Alaska. This, dike 
of the other treaties, hada 1 in substance that in legal 
effect was a precedent and was the established precedent until the 
people, and that we took them absolutely without the slightest 
treaty with Spain; and then if you read the discussions that took 
place under that treaty that the treaty operative you will find 
that our commissoners utterly refused to fix the status of these 
limitation on the powers of Congress to legislate. That was ac- 
tuated only by the comprehensive influences of the Declaration 
of Independence, and the Constitution, and our Christian civili- 
zation, and our purpose to do the right thing for these unfortu- 
nate people. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Lacey in the chair). The time of the 
gentleman has expired. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Iask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Ohio be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not desire more than five or ten min- 
utes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may be permitted to 
conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I shall not take undue advantage of the 
indulgence of the House. 
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I will not go into the authorities, Mr, Chairman, to support this 
argument along this line, but will place them, at as early a date 
as possible, in the REcorp. Here, now, we come to the parting 
of the ways. The question submitted on this bill is this question, 
this lawful, this constitutional question, this question which is 
not only paramount, but a question which is to be an epoch in the 
political history of the United States, just asimportant as was the 
contest in 1860 to 1865. This isthe question for our consideration 
and action. 

It is all here, and the people are looking at it in that way. I do 
not believe there is anyone in the United States who is worrying 
about the President getting only 75 per cent of what he suggested 
as the right thing to do, and I know the Presidentis not worrying 
one particle. You had better save your sympathy for him for 
some other time. He is too great a man, he is too good a man, he 
is a man with too much knowledge of practical politics to under- 
stand that his fame, his leadership, his greatness are to be affected 
by the question of whether a man pays $1.60 on a hundred pounds 
of sugar or only 40 cents or nothing. Just think of it. Just think 
how petty it is, how contemptible it is, in the light of the great 
thing that we have got here under discussion. 

So, Mr. Chairman, we will try to get out of this trouble that 
our Democratic friends have got us into. 

I wish I could describe the dawning upon the mind of the leader 
of the Democracy upon this floor of the importance and grandeur 
of this question. 1 wish I could 3 in words how he looked 
when the bill was suggested to , and nothing but the mere 
pearson question of 25 per cent or free trade was suggested to 

im; and then when the light began to break in on him and he 
thought he saw the dawning of a day of victory for the Demo- 
cratic party, how, tall as he is, he got 2 or 3 inches taller, and 
handsome as he is, he got gloriously handsome as he reflected 
“Pre Re acdc party is charged with the duty of 

e ublican isc wi e duty o care 
of the Filipinos. am etea at the condition of any es 
cratic friends on the other side. They are talking about liberty as 
though they had always been in favor of it, and I guess 3 of 
these fellows here have been. They talked about it as if it was 
one of the earliest doctrines of the Democratic party, and one day, 
not long ago, one of their ablest men made a hover there, the 
entleman from Indiana [Mr. Miers], that carried me off my 
eet, for its beautiful eul and declaration in favor of liberty 
and equality of rights to all men, paving the way for a Fourth of 
July oration on the subject of the Filipinos, with their flat lips 
and their distorted feet. [Laughter. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. May I ask the gentleman from Ohioa 
question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Was not that quite as patriotic for me 
as it was for you to lay aside the Constitution and put aside the 
declaration that we usually give to the memory of Washington 
on this 22d of February? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want the gentleman to understand that 
his was absolutely beautiful, Constitution or no Constitu- 
tion, Fourth of July or no Fourth of July, Washington’s Birth- 
day, or whatever it is. I think Washington will not be disgraced 
by my speech here to-day. [Laughter.] If there is any danger 
of it, I am 3 sure that the speech made by the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BRANTLEY] will save the reputation of George, any- 
how. ruga] 

Now, I wanted to come tothe next man, That was a glorious 
speech in favor of equality and liberty from a Democrat. Right 
on the same day there came a speech of an hour, able, eloquent, 
not very convincing, from the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD], in favor of repealing the fifteenth amendment and 
turning loose all the r negroes in this country without an 
votes. [Laughter.] And they both belong to the same chure 
and worship the same fetich in that church. That shows where 
we are coming to. 

But we have got the Philippines on our hands, and I will tell you 
what we shall tell the people of this country, my friends, if you 
will listen to me now, . I will give you an extract from a Repub- 
lican speech. 

We will say to the ple of this country, We have acquired 
the title to the Philippines and Puerto Rico. We did not goafter 
them, but they came to us, and we could not help ourselves. There 
Was a gentleman went out into the Orient, with a little more power 
than he had authority, and the first thing we knew he had cap- 
tured the Lord only knows how many islands out there. We have 
never yet found out ourselves. But he took them, and we are 
there, and our flag is there, and we were aided in getting a perfect 
title to them from the Democratic Senators in Congress without 
any protest from anybody. i 

e have got them and the duty is upon us, and we are going to 
take care of them. Weare going to make all the money out of 
the transaction we can by enlarging our trade with the oriental 
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countries, and we are going to embalm the doctrines of the 


Declaration of Independence upon the statute books of the Phil- 
ippines just as quick as we think the time has come to do it, and 
we are not going to do it one minute before if all the Democrats 
on God's earth go howling that we have got to do it now. [A 

pe and laughter on the Republican side.] Weare going to do 

t under the persuasive influence of the Constitution, of the 
Declaration of Independence, of our Christian civilization. We 
are going to do it as rapidly as it is possible to do it, and in the 
meantime we propose that every attribute of the Constitution 
shall persuade us to treat these men with absolute fairness. I will 
tell you what we are going to say. The gentleman from Georgia 
said that the President ought to have said something. 

Mr. Cocuran of Missouri rose, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was just about to strike a very eloquent 
theme. [Laughter.] 

Nr. COCHRAN of Missouri. The gentleman from Ohio is al- 
ways eloquent. I was going to ask him if there was anything in 
the peculiar condition of the people of Puerto Rico at this time, 
want of education or what not, which prevents us giving them 
the right of equal taxation under the Constitution. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes; there is. If we give them equal 
rights of taxation under the Constitution, they can not pay their 
taxes, and they would starve to death. 

Mr. NEVILLE rose. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Iwas going to reach the end of my 

hif you gentlemen would let me. [Laughter.] I want to 
nish it up with the gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. If the gentleman will permit me, 
does he mean to say that if this law is not given them there will 
be no taxation, no internal-revenue laws enforced? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Unless we pass the law. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Or any other law? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Or any other law. We can pass a law 
just exactly like we please. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Are they not subject to all taxes, 
to ay internal-revenue taxes? 
. GROSVENOR. No. 


Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will they not be after the passage 
of this bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. No. 
; ar COCHRAN of Missouri. Will not the reyenue laws be in 
orce 
—.— HOSTEN OR. Whatever tax we impose will be for their 
nefit. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Do you say that there are no re- 
quirements for any internal revenue tax at all? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. You have the bill. 
Mr, COCHRAN of Missouri. After the passage of this bill? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. No. 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Then you will leave them with- 
out a ane 5 of American law for those islands. 
Mr. GROS OR. You have spoiled the object of my whole 
speech. 5 77 laughter.] 
Psi COCHRAN of Missouri. That would be entirely impos- 
e. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Iwill just say this to you in all kindness: 
If what you are now attempting to say has not been put into any 
of the speeches that you have made during the last six weeks, 
you may write it out in the form of a question and give it to me, 
and I will put it in the body of my s; h. [Great laughter. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I will make you a counter propo- 
sition and ask you to depart from your usual custom in the treat- 
ment of this and any other great controversy and make a plain an- 
swer to the 1 . ae I have asked. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Now, will the gentleman permit me a question? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I want to say that the bill speaks for 
itself, and the gentleman from Missouri can read it. 

Mr. NEVIL&E. What I want to ask is this: Is the Republican 

rty going to embalm the Philippines until they can embalm the 

‘onstitution? [Jeers on the Republican side.] 

Mr. STEELE. Let us preserve that question. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will make answer to that. I think that 
the Democratic party, about the time they get through with the 
Philippines, will need embalming in the early days of next No- 
vember much worse than the Philippines, [Laughter.] i 

But there is another subject, another phase of this situation, 
that I wish to call your attention to. If we adopt the contention 
on the other side of this House, we strip the country, in large 
part, of its war power: we place it at a disadyantage of the most 
serious character, and I submit that a settlement of the legal 
an here involved would have simply that effect and none 
other. 

Let us see. The capture of foreign territory makes it eligible 
for retention in the Union and under our domination solely, and 


only affects with making States and Territories any pupilage un- 
der the Constitution of the United States. 

There is no power of disposition, but a simple power of acquisi- 
tion for limited purposes, and instantly, upon the cession b 
treaty or the capture by act of war, the Constitution, it is said, 
covers that territory and sue paon become absolutely of the 
United States and entitled to all their rights and privileges. 

The United States have the power to make war and to do every- 
thing which may be proper and allowable within the laws of war 
among civilized nations to conquer and subdue their enemy. This 
power is not only by virtue of the Constitution, but by reason of 
the right of self-defense, which inheres in every nation as it does 
inevery individual. One of the things that we may do under this 
power is to seize the territory of our snemy for the purpose of sub- 

uing him, Another thing that we may dois to exact compensa- 
tion from a conquered enemy even to the extent of receiving ter- 
ritory under a treaty of peace, for territory, as in the case of the 
Spaniards, may be all that the enemy may have to give. This is 
what we have done in the case of the Philippines. We have taken 
them by way of indemnity—the 820, 000, being paid merely in 
the form of boot. 

None of the foregoing can be or has been denied, but it is said 
that when we do, under this war power, take territory, we must 
recognize and deal with it as a part of the United States or sell it. 
If this contention be correct, then we have not the full and un- 
qualified power which belongs to all nations, to make war and do 
all things proper in connection therewith. For if it be sound, 
then before seizing the territory of an enemy, although it might 
be the only means of conquering, or before accepting the territory 
of an enemy, under the treaty of peace, by way of indemnity, al- 
though it might be the only indemity to be had, we would have to 
pause and determine whether we could afford, in view of the in- 
terests and welfare of the United States, to seize the territory or 
accept it by way of indemnity. If we decided that we could not 
afford to do so, then we must not seize it or take it by way of in- 
demnity, although to keep our hands off would deprive us on the 
one hand of a ready means of conquering the enemy and on the 
other of securing indemnity. It will be seen at once that sucha 
proposition imposes a limitation upon our war-making power 
which can not be tolerated. 

But it is said that this dilemma could be solved by selling the 
territory. Non constat, but that we could not sell it, as the na- 
tions might not permit any one of them to buy it, and then, too, 
that would involve making chattels of the inhabitants of the 
territory in a purely commercial sense. So it will be seen that, 
however the proposition may be viewed, it places a limitation 
upon our war-making power which does not apply to any other 
nation on earth. None of the cases cited involved the decision 
of the question now presented directly and squarely. In none of 
them was it intimated that our war-making power was subject 
to any such limitation. In none of them was any law of Con- 
gress, dealing with such territory in a different manner from 
other territory of the United States, declared void upon the 
ground that its inhabitants were citizens and entitled to the equal 
protection of the Constitution. 

I want to read, in reply to the statement of the gentleman from 
Georgia, who said that if the President would only say, even 
now, something that would encourage the belief among the Fili- 
pinos that they were going to have fair treatment and consider- 
ation, the war would stop now. Well, in my judgment, the war 
has stopped already. If the gentleman is any ways in touch or 
knows anybody who is in touch with the *‘Second George Wash- 
ington” of the Philippines, where on God's earth is he now? 
[Laughter.] I consider the war all over. That I think is a suffi- 
cient answer to a question that does not amount to anything. 
But let us see what the President did say more than a year ago, 
and then I am through. 

Mr. BRANTLEY. That was not my statement. I said that 
the President had made a proclamation, but Congress had made 
uo declaration. I was talking about Congress and not about the 
President. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Congress is going along doing business, 
There is a bill pending in the Senate with reference to that sub- 
ject, and the Committee on Insular Affairs is no doubt attending 
to business, although they have not consulted me about what they 
are doing. [Laughter. 

But let us see what the President has said. The President has 
made this declaration. In speaking in Boston a year ago he said: 

No imperial design lurks in the American mind. That would be alien to 
American sentiment, thought, and p Our priceless principles un- 
dergo no change under a tropical sun. we can benefit these people, who 
wi Fopfect: in years they are established in government AR TP boat and 


1 
liberty, who will regret our perils and sacrifices; who will not rejoice in our 
heroism and humanity? I have no light or knowledge not common to my 


countrymen. 
The present is all-absorbing to me, but I can not bound 


do not prop 
my vision by the blood-stained trenches around Man where avery. xed 
pino, 


drop, whether from the veins of an American soldier or a misguided Fil 
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is anguish to my heart, but by the broad range of future years, when the 
group of islands, under the impulse of the e mlrs „shall have become 
he gems and glories of these tropical seas, a land of plenty and of in 
posailities, a people redeemed from savage indolence and habits, dev: 
the arts of ce,in touch with the commerce and trade of all nations, 


enjoying the blessings of freedom, of civil and religious liberty, of education 
and of homes, and whose children and children’s children shall, for ages hence, 
bless the American ublic because it emancipated and eemed their 


fatherland and set them in the pathway of the world’s civilization. 
And that— 


The treaty now commits the free and unfranchised Filipinos to the guiding 
hand and liberalizing influence, the generous sympathies, the uplifting edu- 
cation, not of their erican masters, but of their American emancipators. 


pan applause on the Republican side.] 

r. Chairman, I desire now to avail myself of the right given 
to extend my remarks to place here an appendix to contain certain 
authorities bearing upon the legal aspects of these questions. 

I have made free use of a pamphlet recently compiled and writ- 
ten by Mr. Charles E. Magoon, of the War Department. The 
work is aninvaluable contribution to the legal literature of the 
contest here pending. The labor and the zeal manifested by the 
author is evidence of his great industry and valuable research, 
and the pamphlet will be a text-book of authority. Ihave also 
used some portions of the most able report of Senator FoRAKER, 
chairman of the Puerto Rico Committee of the Senate. From that 
report I copy. 


APPENDIX. 


The questions that gave the committee most concern were, first, as to 
whether or not the Constitution should be extended to Puerto Rico; and, in 
the second paee, what provision should be made with respect to tariff duties 
and internal-revenue taxes. 
acts of Con J commencing with the 
act of April 7, 1798, establishing a Territorial government for issippi, 
shows that er did not extend the Constitution of the United States to 
the Territories in any case prior to the act of i ame iad 9, 1850, by which a 
Territorial government was established for New Mexico. 

In the act of April 7, 1798, establishing a Territorial Bh ademas for Mis- 
sissippi, the provision was 8 the people of Mississippi should be 
entitled to enjoy all and singu! the rights, privileges, and advan 8 
granted to the people of the territory of the United States northwest of the 
river Ohio in and by the ordinance of 1787 in as full and ample manner as the 
same were possessed or enjoyed by the people of the said last-mentioned ter- 
ritory, 5 last article of the ordinance, which prohibited slavery. 

By the act of May 7, 1800, establishing a government for the Territory of 
Indiana, the same provision was repeated in substantially the same language, 

By the act of October 31, 1803, it was simply . that for the govern- 
ment of Louisiana, until Congress should act, all military, civil, and judicial 
powers should be vested in such person and persons and be exercised in such 
manner as the President of the United States should direct “for maintaining 
and protecting the inhabitants of Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their 
brant Lips mpd and religion.” 

By the acts of March 26, 1804, March 2, 1805, and March 8, 1805, establishing 
and relating to government in the Territory of Orleans and district o 
Louisiana, certain laws of the United States, which were 
tioned, were put into ration in the Territory and district. 

There was no extension of the Constitution of the United States or of the 
laws of the United States locally applicable in any of these cases, and, in the 
case of Louisiana, there was no ade 
lowed to the people of the Territory. the officials, inclu the legisla- 
iy Lor ply as wellas the governor and the judges, were appointed by 

0 en 

In the act of January 11, 1805, establishing a government for the Territory 

vided that the 3 should be similar to that 

rovided by the ordinance of 1787, but there was no extension to the Terri - 

ry of the 5 of the United States or the laws of the United States 
locally app e. 

In due et of Febru 8, 1809, establishing a Territorial government for 
Illinois, the same provision was repeated in substantially the same language, 
except that as to the organization of a general assembly for said Territory. 
so much of the ordinance as related thereto should not into effect until 
satisfactory evidence should be given tothe . such was the wish 


ed as a part 

By the act of March 3, 1817, 8 Territorial government for Ala- 
bama, the Constitution and laws of the pp! 
cable, but only such laws of the Territory of Mississippi, of which Alabama 
had been a part, should be continued in force as were locally applicable. 

By the act of March 2, 1819, establishing a Territorial government for Ar- 
kansas, the legislative authority was vested in the governor and certain 
38 were appointed—and the act providing for the government of 

e Territory of Missouri and certain laws of that Territory were made a 
plicable, but the Constitution and lawsof the United States locally applicable 
were not extended or 8 

By the act approved h 3, 1819, authorizing the President of the United 
States to take possession of East and West Florida, and establishing a Terri- 
torial government therein, it was provided, as in the act authorizing the 
President to take on of Lonisiana, that all military, civil, and judicial 

wers should be vested in such person and persons, and should be exercised 

such manner as the President of the United States should direct, etc. 

By the act of March 30, 1822, establishing a 8 tor the Terri 
of F 212 Seg wack hi va — 3 — the 8 and By connec! 
appoi e ent, and certain privileges, immunities, an n- 
thes in the Constitution were incorporated into the statute; but the Consti- 
tution of the United States and thelaws thereof, locally applicable, were not 
extended to the 3 

By the act of April 30. establishing a government for the Territory of 
Wisconsin, the Constitution of the United States was not extended to the 
Terri but it was provided in the following language, used for the first 
time in legislation for Territories, that— 

The laws of the United States are hereby extended over and shall be in 


8 neg Territory, so far as the same or any provisions thereof may be 
applicable.” e 

y the act of June 12, 1838, establishing a government for the Territory of 
Iowa, the Constitution of the United States was not extended to the Terri- 
tory, but it was provided in section 12 as follows: 

“That the inhabitants of the said Territory shall be entitled to all the 
rights, privil and immunities heretofore granted and secured to the 
Territory of Wisconsin and to its inhabitants, and the existing laws of 
the Territory of Wisconsin shall be extended over said Terri so far as 
the same be not incompatible with the provisions of this act, subjec 
thel to be altered, modified, or repealed by the governor and le 
assembly of said Territory of Iowa: and, further, laws of the United 
States are hereby extended over and shall be in force in said Territory, so 
far as the same or Sar peeve thereof may be applicable.“ 

By the act of August 14, 1848, establishing a government for the Territory 
of m, it was provided in section 14 that the inhabitants of said Territor 
should be entitled to enjoy all and singular the tighta, privileges, and ad- 
vantages granted and secured to the people of the United States. 

In other words, the Constitution and laws of the United States do not, ex 

roprio vigore, extend to territory acquired by the United States, but or 
E Congressional action. And so long as Congress may see fit to withhol 
the operation of the Constitution froma Territory it is not bound, in legislat- 
ing for that Territory, except by its positive prohibitions. It is not bound, 
for instance, to req by jury in criminal cases (Twitchell vs. Com- 
monwealth, 7 Wallace, 328), nor in civil suits at common law where the yalue 
in controversy shall exceed $20 (Walker vs. Sawnnet, 92 U. S., 90), nor to es- 
tablish the common law in substitution for the civil law where that is already 
in force, nor is it bound by its requirements as to the levying of taxes, duties, 
customs, and imposts. ith respect to all these matters Congress is em- 
powered to act as in its discretion may seem best. We undertand all these 
propositions to be settled by authority as well as upon reason. 


1, THE SOVEREIGNTY OF THE UNITED STATES IS FULL AND COMPLETE. 


The Federal Government is the exclusive i pepe and embodiment 
of the entire sovereignty of the nationin its united character. (In re Neagle, 
135 U. S., 84; dissenting opinion of Justice Lamar.) 


2. THE POWER TO ACQUIRE, HOLD, AND GOVERN TERRITORY IS UNQUALIFIED, 


The Constitution confers on the Government of the Union the power of 
making war and of making treaties; and it seems, consequently, to roe 
the power of acquiring territory either by conquest or treaty. (Story on 
Constitution, sec. 1287.) 

The power toacquire territory * * * is derived from the treaty-making 
power and the power to declare and carry on war. The incidents of these 
powers are those of national 1 and belong to all independent gov- 
ernments. (Mormon Church case, -8., 42.) 

As the General Government the right to acquire territory, either 
by conquest or treaty, it would seem to follow as an inevitable consequence 
that it possesses the power to govern it. (Story on Constitution, 

Chief Justice Marshall said, in Seré vs. Pitot (6 Cranch, 836): 

The power of 3 and of legislating for a Territory is the inevita- 
ble consequence of the right toacquireand hold territory; * * hence we 
find Congress possessing and exercising the absolute and unqualified power 
of governing and eae for the Territory of Orleans.” 

r. Justice Bradley said, in Mormon Church case (136 U. S., 42): 

“It would be absurd to hold that the United States has power to acquire 
territory and no power to govern it when 5 

Mr. Justice Matthews said, in Murphy vs. (114 U.S., 44): 

“That question is, we think, no longer,open to diso I passed 
beyond the stage of controversy into fina! Juanen The people of tho 
United States, as sovereign owners of the National Territories, have supreme 
power over them and their inhabitants.” 

Article IV, section 3, of the Constitution provides that— 

The Congress shall 5 to dispose of and make all needful rules 
oa T 8 . respecting the territory or other property belonging to the 

D ` 

This clause was drafted by Gouverneur Morris. Fifteen years after the 
adoption of the Constitution, in answer to a question as to the precise 
mea of this clause, he wrote: 

» ways thought, when we should acquire Canada and Louisiana, it 
would be proper to govern them as provinces and allow them no voice in our 
councils. In wording the third section of the fourth article I went as far as 
e T ae would permit to establish the exclusion.” (3 Morr. Wr., 


92.) 
p Regarding this clause in the Constitution the Supreme Court says (l4 
rs, 

“The term territory, as here used, is merely descriptive of one kind of 
property, and is equivalent to the word lands. And Congress has the same 
power over it as over AI Oor property 5 the United States; 
and this power is vested in Congress without limitation; and has been con. 
sidered the foundation upon which the Territorial governments rest.“ 
(United States vs. Gratiot et al., 14 Pet., 524, 537.) 

The decisions of the courts 3 the doctrine that by this 
provision of the Constitution Congress is given the power to govern those 

rtions of the he domain lying outside of the boundaries of the several 

tates of the Union, in the manner and by the means which to Congress 

seems best adapted to existing conditions, ran 
such as is ex over Samoa, to a Territo: 
ereign power, such as exists in Oklahoma. 

Returning to Article I, section 8, we find that Congress is thereby em- 
po 


wered— 

“To make all laws which shall be necessary and proper for carrying into 

execution the foregoing powers, and all other powers vested by this Constitu- 

as — 55 Government of the United States or in any depar 
ereof. 

The Constitution specifically vests in the Government of the United States 
the authority to engage in war. If it is conceded that when engaged in war 
the United States is bound by the law of nations regulating civil: 
it follows that its first and paramount duty is to compel a peace, and f 
parpose it may wrest from its adversary all and every means of continuin; 

he warfare. is includes not only guns and snie, but public revenues an 

other property, the allegiance and support of subjects, territory, 9 — 
and sovereignty. Having wrested any or all these from its adversary an 
reduced them to its own possession, the laws of nations, the interests of civ- 
ilization, and the dictates of humanity all impose duties and obligations in 
regard thereto upon the Government of the United States. By what means 
53 ang ob ig Hiona saomong nom the 3 E — islands Sees 
co eration are rged, an e e Y es governing the 
use of said means, has Onset herein, ee 


g from a joint protectorate, 
government of well-nigh sov- 


ent or officer 


already m disc! 5 
That the sovereignty of the United States would attach to territory with - 
out its territorial boundaries, that jurisdiction over such territory would be 
attained thereby. and that Congress would be reguired to legislate therefor, 
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. asserted in the thirteenth amendment to the Con- 
Nane as follows: 

“SECTION l. Neither slavery nor involuntary servitu . ts as à pun- 
ishment for crime, whereof the party shall have been convicted, shall 
exist within the United — or any 5 subject to theiz jurisdiction. 

“BEC. 2 Congress shall ha enforce this article by appropriate 

{Extracts from Mr. Magoon's book.] 
FIRST STATEMENT. 


1. Have Senen territorial boundaries of the United 8 been extended to 
embrace the islands of the Philippine Archipelago, the island of Guam, and 
= aa of Puerto 


rto Rico? 
d islands and their inhabitants bound and benefited, privileged 
and cgnditoned by the the United States Jurisdiction t cdi ma 
e m to for 
te ae and their bitan 


3 — — to the constitutional requirements 
ing territory. wit the boundaries of the United States and citizens 


Territory does not — of armies; nor does it retire 
5 foe. “len lenin ee Page, 9 Howard. U. 8., 608; United States 
vs. Rice, 4 Wheaton, U. S., 


FORMER DECISIONS. 


1 vs. Utah (170 U. S., 343, 346) the court, speaking by Mr. Justice 
bes That t the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the right of trial ial by jury in suits at common law a s to the Territories of 


= United S ene For day place open question.) ter vs. Reid, 11 How. , 
American bleh pany vs. Fisher, 166 U. 3. 464, 468; Springville 
vs. te irhomas, 10 10 U. 


In view of the ‘provisions of section ae Revised bo ro of the United 
special acts of Con 


The case of Webster vs. Reid (11 How., decided in 1850, arose in 
the Territory of Iowa. The court, speaking by 57 Mr J Justice MeLean, say 


Terri 
the Territorial legislature involved in Webster vs. Reid 
1 aient palea averai Wooster ea oa pro 

or th t forth an Sem ROYS quotation Mie Coury held; as to 


ment for Utah September 9, 1850, chapter 51, section 17, 9 Stat., 458, pro- 

tion and laws of the United States 

FCC b3 ie 
same or an: vision thereof ma cable. 

X Fiat y 8 


A su! 1 pan e TOE 
AiR ADE OS APATIN pter 80, 18 Stat., 27.) lof said act 
N anny ah Seiya Poem Or MA be: Gopetvec of the right ot 
The 5 Publishing Coupany vs tn the Territory S., — i de- 
cided in 1896, was a common-law 
The court held that li Reece w the cousin or tind 


States, which provides ting ‘in gien e É common 8 — — 
7 shall exceed SH the t ot “trial by jury shall be preserved, 8 
ates ex proprio vigore C 
SOVEREIGNTY OF UNITED STATES. 
The decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States the 
acquisition and 2 entot now te territory by the United States 
ond con 


tw: | greg 
L United States asa preda i nation may acquire and govern new 
2. The government of territory acquired 15 70 Boia Ty the — States 


esta fi chat = 
‘or 
to these two proposi the Supreme Court of the United States sa: 
These — are so elementary and so necessarily follow rom e 


of — 2 8 upon the uisition of new territory that the: 
to support. the them. They are self-evident.’ rae 
Charch ve Aited States 1 U. S., 438.) 


It is, however, necessary toe xamine the none cians and extent of the power 
of Congress in the matter of such fash: pean and legislation. In the 
as governing and le legislating territory is the inevitable 

wer of gove and ine 
caren of the righ right toacquire and 79801475 territory. Could this tion 
be con the Constitution of the United States declares that ‘ gress 
VPV rules and tions 


8 3 or other property belonging to the Uni States.“ 


we and exercising the absolute and 
undisputed power of gove: and legislating for the Teny of Orleans. 
pie aon has given them a | ture, an pagar hee judiciary, wi 
. Wers as it has been their will to assign to those departments.” (Sere 
“a Un United ote States vs. Gratiot et al. (14 Pet., = the court sa: 
barge preyed Lo tig a a (Atticle ine a po 3) provides ‘that 
Congress shall have power to dispose rules and regu- 
lations the territory or other p: to the United 
a ‘territory,’ as here is iS merely des tive of askina 
„and is equivalent to the w. Congress has t 


it as any other pro} Manatee tothe Unite: United Satas 
— ens fed in wi >i limitation, and has been con- 
teie re Spon which the Territorial 8 rest. In the 

vs. (t 


clause in the Constitution which ‘empowers Congress to mak ernment, b; 
i 5 . 5 make all 8 0 
rules an e or ni 
States. If such are the powers of Congress over the 55 to the 
of? can not receive constanction con- 
the bar. * * * TC 


In Gibson vs. Choteau (13 Wall., 92, 99) the court say: 

With respect to the public doma Constitution vests in Congress the 
power of disposition and of makin, needful rules and regulations. That 
power is subject to no limitations. 


FLEMING VS. PAGE—TAMPICO CASE. 


It is true, that when Tampico had been captured and the State of Tamauli- 

pas subjugated, other nations were bound to the country, while par 
ons continued, as the territory of the Uniteà States, and to respect it 

as such; for, 7 laws and usages of nations, conquest is avalid title while 
the victor tains the exclusive of the conquered country. 
* regarded by all other nations, it was a part of the United States, 
and 5 to them as exclusively as the arr gn included in our estab- 
lished boundaries; but 2 not a part of Jnion, for every nation 
which somras territory or conguest nad it according to its own 
instituti „ tion in which the port of Tampico stood 
to the United States while it was occupied by our arms did not ypc upon 
the law of nations, but upon our own Constitution and acts of Congress. 
(Fleming vs. Page, 9 How.. 603, 615.) 


Such was the situation as regarded Puerto Ri Rico, the Phili and Guam 
when the Peace Commission assembled in 1898 One requ ent made by 
the American 5 was that — pune should I toward the islands 


mentioned the same position as other nations of the 
earth, ieh t of that chat the 3 ee 5 ea D by 8 A States, but yet it 
was not part of this Union,” or “included in our established boundaries,” 


since these were matters which depend upon our Constitution and the acta 


of eg, Pyro 
At the time of the peace conference at Paris in 1998 all the cay . 
in the islands mentioned had not been obliterated. The sovereignty of Spain 
therein had been displaced and s ed. Theoretic 
ae retained the right of sove: but 
and exercising actual sovereignty. The rights of the ih easke yen a erg were 
those of a belligerent and arose from possession, and were knn 
tain . Under the 8 of postli 
vereignty and rights of 8 would become superior to Psion of the 
into possession of one or all 


any intention a5. (Gaba in 
bres a rights in said — 95 8 the occupation of in e or in 
part by the 7 forces of the United Stai while it imposed duties, did 
not confer rights upon our Government. It RS ws that at the time of the 
peace ox conference in 1898 the title of Spain to Cuba had oo been 7 ay 
— occupation. It was therefore necessary to require 8 
tle in Cuba. This was done by the following perk gee in the 


— 
ee eee eee e e be 


But in the provisions of — tho islands in which the 3 
States had secured and w. F differ- 
ent ‘and the reference to title is . To quote the words of the 


treaty 
CART. 2. Spain cedes to the United States theisland of Puerto Ricoand other 
islands now wader Spanish sovereignty in the West Indies, and the island of 


uam, in 
WANT. . 8 codes to the United States the archipe 8 
d Faris and comprehending the islands lying wi the following 
0. 


The cession provided for by these articles is referred to five times in sub- 
sequent articles ned ah ped ag as follows: 
territory over, which Spain by the present treaty 


nee 9%. 3 ¢ 
inquishes or cedes e sovereign 
9 10. The inhabitants over Which Spain relinquishes or cedes her sov- 


ra to catabliah co 
“ART. 14. Spain will have the power Eto en 3 in the 
portsand places of the territories noreo over which has been either 


It erefore seems that the word “cede,” as used in this trea is to be 
given the meaning ascribed to it b; by to —_ “To or sur- 
3 


render; to give up; to nag — 
Consideration must also be given to the fact that T hae in this trea‘ 
is mention or reference made of the territorial boundaries of the Uni 


States, either present or prospective; and to make “assurance doubly sure,” 


the oat rovides: 

er. 9. * + The civil rights and political raa K the native inhab- 
itante of the territories hereby ceded to the United States shall be deter- 
mined by the Congress. 


EFFECT OF CONQUEST. 


ee egard to sree Halleck's International Law says (volume 2, section 7, 

a ‘The ‘transfer of wignty that they ma its inhabitants in such a position to- 
ward the new soverei, may elect to become, or not to porami 
its subjects. Their o former 8 are canceled, an 
vernment, according 
to their own choice. 


gt reasonable, be 5 
part of the seep eel who is entitled to know who become his rho wish 


su 
understood and defined blic law, determines 
eee into be 
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ES propert cluding th t to sell o 8 
vincu e 

Sack 5 d they ve the wight te casey 

on their industry, commerce. —. . bject in respect thereof 

th byron they 5 Gee ies to the Crown of Spain — 

ete may preserve ce a y 

makin before a court record, within a year from the date of the exchange 


; in default of w ich declaration they shall be held to have re- 


ma he a civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the ter- 
ritories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by Congress.” 


THE TREATIES. 


The treaty for the cession of Louisiana contained the following stipula- 
tions (8 1 5 S. Stats. 200-202): 

The Consul of the Tronen x sre: creby cod to give to the United 

eto the United States, 

sovereignty, the said 


of the United States, and 5 abe righ ot the prin- 
ghts, advan- 


tected — — fe Goy oeat of their lib- 
7 erty. property, and the religion they profess.” (Articles I and III, treaty with 
Trance, 

The —.— 55 of amity, settlement, and limits between the United States and 
Spain (1819), whereby was confirmed the title of the United States to the ex- 
panse of country known as East and Petes Florida, contains the following 
ss (8 U. S. Stat., pages 251 and so 

. 2. His Catholic esty cedes to United States, in full W 
and 5 all the territories which belong to him situated to a 
ward of the Mississi; known by the name of and West Flori clan se 

“ART. 6. The inhabitants of the territories which his Catholic 3 


f 
but of the entire Republic 5 the 5 to be determined 
should be restored by the pues E tes. not how much should be ceded by 
Mexico. Being van Seger np xico was obliged to assent to the de pew icy 

the plan followed. The treaty con the fol- 
wing 8 (9 U. 8. Stat., 950): 
“ART. 9. The Mexicans who, in the 


ulated in the pescating ste incorporated into the Union of 
the United States, and be at Fad roper Lime to be judged of 
the of the United States) to the e re ae 


zens of fho United States, according to eis 

The treaty with Mexico (1853), whereby the uke Stages 5 
territory known as the “Gadsden Purchase, on primarily: as ime 
as to 8 3 1 3 as as follows s don U. S. Stats., 1082 


‘ollowing as her 3 
with the ket United — Aon pe for the 8 
d. eee ene eee 
5 Said article continues: 


1120 kar with Russia Geax hereby the United States d title to 
contains Soe follo my et tine 8. — 539, 


esty t usalas agrees 0 cede to 
the United States all the mporor ot are eae now 

his said Majesty on the continent of America and in the t islands, 
wit: same be: contained within the 5 limits he set forth, to 


the 8 
article are included the fg ot * of all publle en * 
tory „ * + shall be admitted 


to the enjo — toe all the ‘hts, advantages, and immunities of citizens of 
the 5 tates.” . bs ja 


What was accom; accomplished by Articl — T or tne Trae ceding Alaska, upon the 
8 ratifi by 5 as follows (29 


P., 20): 
Foe eons the ratification by the President of the United States, by and with 
the advice and consent of the Senate, on the one part, and on the other 
His Majesty the Emperor of all the Russias, and an cicinge of those ra 
cations, * * * the title of the soilin * 3 the United States. 58 
(United States vs. Nelson, 20 Fed. Rep., 202, 205. 
The expression the title of the sali" as — used means the right of the 
sovereign or of jus publicum, not the right of Sel tae girded or of jus privatum. 
The extension of the boundaries of the U: States to include the Ha- 
mauan Islands xa ees b ee 8 pier po 
y the passage by the Senate an Representatives and appro 
the President of a joint resolution reciting (30 C. S. Stat., 750)— = by 
“That said cession is accepted, ratified and confirmed, and that the said 
Hawaiian Islands and their ependencies be, and they are hereby, annexed as 
a part of the 5 of the United States and are subject to the sovereign 


dominion 
DISTINCTIONS IN TREATIES. 


eat the recent treaty with Spain sovereignty is ceded to the United States 
* Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands with this provision 
ove The civil and political status of the native inhabitants of the territories 
hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by 
Cuba, over which 8 ppan relinquishes sovereignty ae Cats. the treaty 


aere U it any di her than in regard Topa to Tae eee of her — y ey o! or 
Congress rd er upon its evacuation by Spain 

to be occupied he United a and while such 5 
Shall continue the United Stabes and discharge the obligations 


8 F 


ie eS life and 
not propose in connection to discuss what the relations of the 
United aree So eee ee ee eee 
pone kes no conditions nor reserved any rights defined and secu 
the . inhabitants of those lalands 8 
all others hitherto made by the United States b: she 
ne The treaty of Te, for the 


cession of Louisiana, that— 

The inhabitants the . . shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible. according to the 
principles of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all of all the es 
ä the citizens of the United States; and in the 
meantime they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of 
their liberty, „and the religion which they profess.” 
which Florida was ced the United States, in 
Article VII hasa Si nm of similar legal import. So have the treaties by 
which New Mexico, Utah, California, etc., were acquired in 1848 and 1853, con- 
tained in Articles VIII and IX of the treaty of 1545 and brought forward into 
the treaty of 1853 by Article V. The treat 3 which Alaska was ac- 
q pro erritory intothe Union 
asa State or States. Itdivides — We inte twoclasses. It provides 
that they may return to Russia three years, and of those who do not 
return says: 

But itt they should prefer to remain in the ceded rota ed Oe they, with the 
exception of the uncivilized aa tribes, shall be admitted to the enj ents 
of all the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the Uni States 
and shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
hi operty. and 8 The uncivilized tribes shall be subject to oe regu- 

tions as the United States may, from time to time, adopt in regard toa 

nal tribes of that coun 

tis thus manifest that inevery treaty by which the * States has ac- 
quired inhabited territory at A hig to the late treaty with Spain the ceding 
power has inserted a provision that the inhabitants, Boies uncivilized tribes, 
sball be admitted to the no United $ of all the rights, 3 and im- 
munities of citizens of the United * and all. except that b lp 
Alaska was acquired, con rovision that they in due 
ae to be determined on Comarca tes be admitted as a State or States into the 
nion. 


SUPREME COURT DECISIONS. 


It will be important to keep the provisions of these treaties in mind, 
cially when we soapy the decisions of the Supreme Court in regard to 
constitutional rights of the inhabitants of theseterritories. Inhis Opala ta 
The American and Oceanic Insurance Cos. vs. 356 Bales of Cotton. Canter, 
Florida, which Chief Justice Marshall quotes the sixth article of the eee 

“The — — ‘of the territories which His Catholic 8 
een toate ce EE ee, of the 


The Northwest Territory and other eee ceded by separate States 
to the United Sta whan under the Articles of Confederation or the Con- 


stitution, were a pledge from q... Peyote 

ang By cee pelea October “id 720, Congress sledwed itself that, if the 
N ution T 780, 

lands were ceded as recommended, ater should 5 of for the com- 


settled and formed into distinct re- 
pab 8 T 
States . and freedom and independence as the other 


Lay bape upon is of 5 force as the provision of a treaty, espe- 
9 under ordinance of 
"These treaties and this resolution include all the Brenden ey of the United 


Sta except that of O. which came by discovery and occupation in 
ee to w. Iknow 3 of the . States Su Court 
on the question under ö Seren ion—and except that by the an- 


— of Texas and Hawaii, until we come to the recent treaty with Spain. 
THE SCOPE OF THE TREATY-MAKING POWER. 


Ai treaties made under thea 

treaties made under 5 of the United States are made the 
Or th — — Supreme Court, in Geof! Riggs (133 

e eofrey vs. 

v. . ) speaking by Nr. Justice N raye; Á 

trea the Constitution is in terms unlimited 

the action of the 

the nature of the 


t ter of £ 
any portion of the latter without its consent. (Fort Leavenworth R. R. Co. vs. 
Lowe, 114 U. S., 525,541). But with these = itis nos ived that 
there is any limit to the questions which can be adjudged to g any mat- 
ter whichis 155 5 the subject of ny ee es witha 8 pg RE (Ware 
vs. Hyiton, : Chirac vs. Chirac, 15 U. S., 2 Wheaton, 259; Hauenstine 
vs. Sanborn, 1 00 U. S., is3; Droit d d' Aubaine, 3 Ops. Atty. Gen., 417; People vs. 


381). 
will not be claimed that the provo of these treaties gi theinhab- 
itants of the Territories the 2 visas; and immunities of citizens of 
the United States lie without the wlth of the treaty-making power. Itisa 


generally admitted m _ the ceding power may properly require 
such a provision in 3 — — its sovereignty over a territory, and 
that the power accepting the grant becomes solemnly bound thereby. 


THE ORIGIN OF THIS WHOLE DOGMA—DRED SCOTT. 


It is true that in expressing his views on the Dred Scott case Chief Justice 
Taney announced the doctrine that the United States could iom, amd that al 
for no other purpose than to convert into States of pe fey wae and tha 

territory acquired by the seg States was re mirng 
ultimate admission as a State. The langu: 8 a Justico Th Taney 
as follows (Dred Scott vs. Sanford, 19 Howard, 

“There is certainly no power given by the Cons tat on to the Federal 
Government to — ish or maintain colonies borderin; ae onthe United States 
or ata distance, to be ruled and e at ar own pleasure; nor toenlarge 
its territorial limits in any way, except by the admission of new States. 


r use the efin: 
relative hts 8 eee Sand — of the Stators and the citizens of a 
Federal Government. But no to Fe that — is given to acquire a ter- 
ritory to be held and governed permanently character. 
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Wo do not meen, emer i to 9 the power 


spect. The power to of the Tt 8 = as aE 
mission ae Dew. States S — Ragen the construction power 
by all the d ts ol the aael tit has been held to authorize e 
quisition of territory, not fit for admission at the time, to be admitted as 
soon as its tion situation would entitle it to admission. It is ac- 
—.— to me 4 Saa ee tore 8 asa T, and D by 
ngress with absolute au and as propriety anew 
State is committed to the 5 rats 
territory for that purpose, to be held by the United Sta States rel ie in in ut 
able condition to become a —.— zyn anequal footing with theother Stat 


: That 
nited States 


States, which pow is conferred u 

a Dred Scott — 
tion has ever been accepted. What is 
that cane, is matter of 


tice 9 s major prior deck was in direct contravention of the doctrines 

blish: r decisions of the court and by the course of Congres- 

m ignored and complete po i herr yan by the sub- 

1 decisions Py r Euri, to say nothing of tremendous results of 
e 


1. T. 
And the power conferred upon the President and Senato— 
2. To . o 


the doctrine announced by Chief Justice ein in the Dred Scott 
case was in direct contravention the understanding and course oy, 
rated py the founders of our Government and thereafter bom ge b. 
cS manifest from an aa fren e of the national compact wi ht the 

orthwest 8 1787 Bo Louisiana purchase treaty ( ), the treaty 
With Spain rding Flori 10 àa S10; the treaty with Mexico g Upper 
Calif. New a 


ornin an „ and Al 
with the Northwest Territory 


One of the articles 0 dne the 8 compact 
(1787) contained the N the sald 

shall d territory not less than three nor more 
+ + * such Stateshallbeadmitted * + + 


“There » formed 
Legge ai footing with ictal States, in all ts what and shall 
on an equa 0 r whatever; 
be at irgi form a permanent constitution and Bin tate government.” (See 
uee Stat. page 16, article 5.) 
was this compact entered into if the territory was already 3 
witha a 1 in favor of statehood, and the United States w without authority 
11 the b it for any other purpose? 
he treaty for the on of Louisiana the United States obligated itself 


tel ‘The inhabitants of the out territory shall be incorporated into the 
Union of the United States and admitted as soon as possible according to the 
anes of the Federal Constitution to the enjoyment of all the yarn ef 

and immunities of the citizens of the United States. 


ŠU. 8. Stat., 202.) 
confirmed the title of the United 


— iy treat KOT with das, ho United Sta 
nited . eee itself that 
Se a tnhabttonts of the terri shall be in the 


Union of the United States as soon gA Sit t may be con consistent with the — — — 
of the Federal Constitution, and admitted oyment of all the 22 
* G the U ted States. ( cle 6, 
t., 
In the Laney with Mexico, whereby Mexico relin 8 a ove teh to Up- 
per California and New Mexico, the United States ob 
“The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, 
character of citizens of the Mexican 
ulated in the preceding article, shall 
United States and to be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the 
Omarom of tho United States) to the oyment of all the rights of ci ns 
0 2 States according to the principles of the Constitution.“ (Ar- 


ticle 9, 9 Sta 

In the sehen al th Russia 1 5 United States acquired title to 
Alaska the United a R obligated itself that— 

Pa ian inhabitants of the ceded 3 + + è should be admitted to 

the enjoyment of all the rights, advan and immunities of citizens of 
united States.” (Article III. 15 Stat., 542.) 

For what purpose and to what end were these treaty stipulations created, 
if by the act a t acquisition tho, the territory became charged with a trust in favor 
a 5 and the United States required by its Constitution to execute 

rus 

The doctrine announced in the Dred Scott decision was not original with 
Chief Justice 8 It was o . rE by John C. Calhoun and announced 

uring the discussion of the Wilmot proviso in 1847. Regarding its 
origin Thomas H. Benton says: 

“A new gons was invented to fit the case—that of the transmigration of 
the Consti (the slavery part of it) into the Territories, overriding and 
FS it found Kar and panung the 

yond the power 
si Before this 


tne preserve the 
peers conformably with what is stip- 
incorporated in the Union of the 


F. 
aie tat 
In this ——— Mr. Calhoun came out 
the transmigrato: ction of the Con- 
Studer in the ipso 1 yp 
its ‘And ast attributes in 

And as to the doctrine itself, Jenton says 

can not class higher than as the 7 gas diseased imagination 
imputed sel self-acting and self-extension of the Constitution. The Consti- 
. oes noe of itself—not even in the States, for which it was made. 
eer Pere cr saci nto tested to put it into operation. No part of it can 

to it by act of Congress. 


“—Benton’s Thirty 
* „ 


` TRIAL BY JURY, DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. Justice Brewer summarizes the decisions on this point as follows: 
“ Whether the seventh amendment of the Constitution of the United States, 


Wager vs. 


ees Raney Is Scone 
nae s 


— 1 É date, this statute may bo a mattot of Sye 
3 Howard, 437) an act of the legislature of Iowa 
class of common-law actions was held void. 


T o Unit are applicable;' t 
of 1787, article 2 in terms provided that ‘the inhabitants of 
be entitled to the benefit of the writ of habeas corpus sne. of trial 


Dr So onal legislation in have been 33 A. L. Mgrs 


m. ‘in Reynolds vs. 

was said, in reference to a criminal case comin; fron the Territory o 
that ‘by ‘the Constitution st the United States (Amendment VI) the . 
t | in Callan es. toa trial tial jury.’ Both of these cases were quoted 


an impar 
U8. T0) as an 


vs. Wilson ( orities to sustain the ruling that 

the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to trial by 
jary are in force in the Columbia. On the other hand, in Mormon 
urch vs. United States (136 44), it was said latini Justice Bradley, 
spraking for the court: paring go bor S le ting A for the Territo- 
es, would be subject to . fundamental a vor of personal 


Paty which are formulateri in the Constitution * i amendments; but 

these limitations would exist rather by inference and the general spirit of 
the Constitution, from which Congress derives all its powers, than 
express and directa application of its provisions.“ And in Mo Allister vs, Uniter 
States (141 U. S., 174), it is held that the constitutional provision in respect to 
the tenor of judicial offices did not apply to Territorial jud judges.” 


TERRITORY NO PART OF UNITED STATES, 


Such was not the view of Daniel Webster in 1828 when arguing American 
Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters. 511). He then said: 


ere are reservations by treaty. are 
the aid ot Aa when possession is tit Par of territories, th 


gress as she thought proper. What Congress done? She might have 
Bi a 8 t ot trial by jury and refused 
a — — he has given a legislature to be exercised at her will; and a 


overnment th a mixed nature, in which she has endeavored to distinguish 
tween State and United States jurisdiction, anticipating the future erec- 
tion of the 5 intoa State. the law establishing the court 7 Key 
West come within the restrictions of the Constitution of the United States? 
If the Constitution does not extend over this territory, the law can ati be in- 
consistent with the national Constitution.“ 
Such was not the view of Chief Justice Marshall, who delivered the opinion 
in that case and therein said: 


ernment, or in perene, pea that clause tol soy ‘enables 
ful rules and a ne the — aring be ongin; 
States. The ju iction with which they are invested is not a 
228 power which is defined in the third article of the Cons 
rred by Congress in the execution of those general 5 which 
that bod N over the Territories rad poe United si States. Although ad- 
miralty jurisdiction can be exercised in the States in those courts only which 
are established in pursuance of the third Adele of the Constitution, the 
same limitation does not extend to the Territories. In I. ting for them 
Co the combined powers of the general and of the State 
government.” 


FR he was such the view of Chief Justice Chase, as shown by an extract from 
inion in Clinton vs. Englebrecht (13 Wallace, 434), as follows: 

gk n is no supreme court of the United States, nor is there any district 

— 55 of the United States in the sense of the Constitution, in the Territory of 
Utah. The judges are not appointed for the same terms, nor is the jurisdic- 
tion which they exercise part of the . e power conferred by the Consti- 
tution of the General Government. The courts are the legisla ve courts of 
the Territories, created in jade 4 that clause which authorizes Co: 1 roe! to 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting the Territories belonging 


to the United States.” 
Twenty years later Daniel Webster was in called upon to refute the 
doctrine inst which he had successfully contended in this case. The forum 


was the Senate of the United States, and "the Sons were his famous 
debate with John C. Calhoun and his reply to aan It was by reason of 
showing the fallacy of this dogma that he gained the name “Ex der of 
the Constitution,” and was adjudged worthy to rank with Chief Justice 
Marshall himself. 


The noayon of extending the Constitution and laws of the United States 


to Up and New Mexico upon mhe acquisition of that territory 
— — gave rise to a heated debate in Congress. That debate is de- 
bed by Benton, then a Senator, in chapter 182, volume 2, 720, of his 

famous work, ears in the United States Senate, as follows: 
The treat: eB with Mexicohad been ratified in the session of 1847-48, 
and all the became subject to our Government and needing 


8 result. 
Rille Tad b. been introduced, but ay ony gave rise to heated discussion. In 
the last days of the session the ci iplomatic appropriation bill—the 
one which provides annually for the — of the Government, and with- 
out the passage of which the . would sto e up from 
House to the Senate. It had received its consideration in the Senate, and was 
ready to be returned tothe House, —— Mr. Walke 


roposition, the proposed fi ous to the matter of the 

ap’ 9 bill. and in plain violation ot the io obvious rinciple which for- 
5 y that which was ye mere contested 
panda aR 5 — upon the passage of which the existence of Govern- 
nt depen roposition met nofavor; it would have died out if the 
yielded te a Southern solicitation to insert the extension of 


oat 
mover had 


+ 


1900. 


R ch 


the Constitution into his amendment, so as to extend the fundamental law 

to those for whom it was never made, and where it was inapplicable and 
pecs: a novelty and strangeness of the proposition called up 
r. Webster, who said: 

“*It is of importance that we should seek to have clear ideas and correct 
notions of the question which this amendment of the member from Wiscon- 
sin has presented to us, and especially that we should seek to get some con- 

tion of what is meant by the proposition, in a law to extend the Consti- 
— —— of the United States to the Territories.“ Why, sir, the thing is utterly 
impossible. All the legislation in the world, in this general form, could not 


accomplish it. There is no cause for the ration of the! tive power 
in such a manner as that. The Constitution—what is it? o extend the 
Constitution of the United States by law to territory! What is the Consti- 


tution of the United States? Is not its very first 5 that all within its 


ted States? Everybody will see that 
ticable. It comes to this, then, that the Constitution is to be extended as far 
as practicable. But how far that isis to be decided by pie cio pre of he 

ic er. He 
is the judge of what is suitable and what is unsuitable; and what_he thinks 
suitable is suitable, and what he thinks unsuitable is unsuitable. He is omnis 
in hoc, and what is this but to ey in general terms, that the President of 
the United States shail govern this tory as he sees fit till Congress 
makes further provision. 

„Now, if the gentleman will be kind enough to tell me what principle of 
the Constitution he supposes suitable—what tion he can draw 
tween suitable and unsuitable which ho pronoms to follow, I shall be in- 
structed. Let me say that in this general sense there is no such th as 
extending the Constitution. The Constitution is extended over the United 
States, and over nothing else. It can not be extended over anything except 
over the old States and the new States that shall come in hereafter, when 
they do come in. There is a want of accuracy of ideas in this respect that is 

mite remarkable among eminent gentlemen, and y 8 and 
judicial gentlemen. It seems to be taken for granted that the right of trial 

Wan the habeas corpus, and every principle 3 to protect personal 
liberty is extended by force of the Constitution itself over every new Terri- 
tory. That p on can not be maintained at all. How do you arrive at 
it by pay reasoning or deduction? It can only be arrived at by the loosest of 
all possible constructions. It issaid that this must be so, else the right of the 
habeas corpus would be lost. Undoubtedly these rights must be conferred 
by law before they can be 9 in a Territory.“ 

It was not Mr. Walker, oi isconsin, the mover of the proposition, that 
replied to Mr. Webster; it was the 1 of thefmeasure that did it, and 
in a way to show immediately that this extension of the Constitution to Ter- 
ritories was nothing but a new scheme for the extension of slavery. Deny- 
ing the power of Congress to legislate nae slavery in 3 
slavery actually excluded from the ceded territories and desirous to get it 
there—Mr. Calhoun, the real author of Mr. Walker's amendment. took the 


the point. Iam 
very happy, sir, to hear this Pope thus asserted, for it will have the 
effect of narrowing very greatly the controversy between the North and the 
Southas it regards the slavery question in connection with the Territories. It 
is an implied admission on the part of those gentlemen that if the Constitu- 
tion does extend to the Territories, the South will be 8 in the enjoy - 
ment of its property that it will be under the shield of the Constitution. You 
can put no other interpretation opon the proposition which the gentlemen 
have made that the Constitution does not extend to the Territories. Then 
the simple question is, the Constitution extend to the Territories, or 
does it not extend to them? Why, the Constitution interprets itself. It 
pronounces itself to be the supreme law of the land.’” 

When Mr. Webster heard this syllogisticassertion, that the Constitution 
being the supreme law of the land and the Territories being a of the 
land, ergo the Constitution, being extended to them, would be their supreme 
law; when he heard this he called out from his seat, What land!“ Mr. Cal- 
houn replied, ying: 

The land; the Territories of the United States are a part of the land. It 
is the supreme law, not within the limits of the States of this Union merely, 
but wherever our flag waves—wherever our authority goes the Constitution 
in part goes, not all its provisions cortan but all its suitable provisions. 
Why, can we have any authority beyond the Constitution? I put the ques- 
tion solemnly to gentlemen, If the Constitution does not go there, how are 
we to have any authority whatever? Is not Con; the creature of the 
Constitution; does it not hold its existence upon the tenure of the continu- 
ance of the Constitution, and would it not be annihilated upon the destruc- 
tion of that instrument and the consequent dissolution of this confederacy? 
And shall we, the creature of the Constitution, pretend that we have any 
authority beyond the reach of the Constitution? 

Sir, we were told, a few days since, that the courts of the United States 
had made a decision that the Constitution did not extend to the Territories 
without an act of Congress. I confess that I was incredulous, and am 
still incredulous that any tribunal, pretending to have a knowledge of our 
system of government, as the courts of the United States ought to have, could 
have pronounced such a monstrous judgment. I am inclined to think thatit 
is an error which has been unjustly attributed to them; but if they have 
made such a decision as that, I for one say that it ought not and never can be 
respected. The Territories belong to us; they are ours; that is to say, the: 
are the 7 of the thirty States of the Union; and we, as the represen 
atives of those thirty States, have the right to exercise all that authority 
and jurisdiction which owne: p carries with it.“ 

“Mr. Webster replied with showing that the Constitution was made for 
the States, not Territories; that no part of it went to a Territory unless spe- 
cifically extended to it by act of Congress; that the Territories from first to 

t were governed as 3 chose to govern them, independently of the 
Constitution and often contrary to it, as in denying them Representatives in 
Congress, a vote for President and Vice-President, the protection of the Su- 
preme Court; that Congress was constantly doing saoga in the Territories 
without constitutional objection (as om rÀ mere l roads and bridges) 
which could not be attempted in a State. è argued: 

„The Constitution, as the gentleman contends, extends over the Terri- 
tories. How does it get there? Iam surprised to hear a gentleman so dis- 


ed as a strict constructionist affirming that the Constitution of the 


United States extends to the Territories without showing us any clause in 
the Constitution in any way leading to that result, and to hear the gentleman 
1 that poea without showing us any way in which such a result 
could be inferred increases my surprise. One idea r upon this branch 
of the subject. The Constitution of the United States extending over the 
Territories, and no other law existing there! Why,I beg to know how any 
government could proceed without any other authority existing th: than 
such as is by the Constitution of the United States? Does the Con- 
Of propery? ‘Does is fx the relations of parentend ol guardian 
of property t e relations of parent and ci 
ward? TheConstitution of the United States establishes what the gentleman 
calls a confederation for certain great 3 leaving all the great mass of 
laws which is to govern society to derive their existence from State enact- 
ments. That is the just view of the state of things under the Constitution. 
And a State or Te: that has no law but such as it derives from the Con- 
stitution of the United States must be entirely without any State or Terri- 
torial 8 The honorable Senator from South Carolina, conversant 
with the subject as he must be from his long experience in different branches 
of the Government, must know that the Congress of the United States have 
established principles in regard to the Territories that are utterly repugnant 
to the Constitution. 
The Constitution of the United States has provided for them an inde- 
dent judiciary; for the judge of every ponr: tor ze United States holds 
r. 


of habeas corpus exist in Louisiana during its Territorial existence? - Or the 
right to 9 — jury? Who ever heard of trial by jury there before the law 
creating the 


erritorial government gave the righ t to trial pieri No 
one. And Ido not believe that there is any new t now to be thrown u 
the history of the proceedings of this Government in relation to that matter. 
When new territory has been acquired it has always been fei pag the laws 
of Congress, to such laws as Congress thought proper to pass for its immedi- 
ate government, for its government during its Territorial existence, during 
the preparatory state in which it was to remain until it was ready to come 
into the Union as one of the family of States.“ ` 

“All this was sound constitutional law, or, rather, was veracious history, 
showing that Congress governed as it pleased in the Territories independ- 
ently of the Constitution, and often contrary to it, and 8 that 
the tution did not extend to it. Mr. Webster then showed the puerility 
of the idea that the Constitution went over the Territories because they 
were ‘land,’ and the fallacy of the supposition that the Constitution, 
even if extended to a Territory, could operate there of itself and without a 
law of Congress made under it. This fallacy was exposed by showing that 
Mr. Calhoun, in quoting the Constitution as the supreme law of the jan 
had omitted the essen words which were 15 of the same clause and 
which couple with that supremacy the laws of Congress made in pursuance 
of the Constitution. Thus: 

“ ‘The honorable Senator from South Carolina argues that the Constitu- 
tion declares itself to be the law of the land, and that therefore it must ex- 
tend over the Territories. The land,” I take it, means the land over which 
the Constitution is established, or, in other words, it means the States united 
under the Constitution. But does not the gentleman see at once that the 
argument would prove a great deal too much? The Constitution no more 
says that the Constitution itself shall be the supreme law of the land than it 
says that the laws of Congress shall be the supreme law of the land. It de- 
clares that the Constitution and the laws of Congress passed under it shall 
be the supreme law of the land.“ p 

“The question took a regular slavery turn, Mr. Calhoun avowing his intent 
to be to carry slavery into the Territories under the wing of the Constitu- 
tion, and openly treating as enemies to the Southall 5 it. eying 
taken the 1 — of a slavery question, it gave rise to he dissension o! 
which that subject had become the parent since the year 1835. 

È = + = * * $ 

“This attempt, pushed to the verge of breaking up the Government in pur- 
suit of a newly invented slavery dogma, was founded in errors too gross for 
58 on. In the first place. as fully shown by Mr. Webster, the 
Constitution was not made for Territories, but for States. In the second 
place, it can not operate anywhere, not even in the States for which it was 
made, without acts of Congress toenforceit. This is true of the Constitu- 
tion in every particular. Every part of it is inoperative until put into action 
by a statute o ie ye) The Constitution allows the President asalary; he 
can not touch a dollar of it without an act of Congress. It allows the recov- 
ery of fugitive slaves; you can not recayer one without an act of Congress. 
And so of every clause it contains. The proposed extension of the Constitu- 
tion to Territories, with a view toits transportation of Rarer along with it, 
was then futile and nugatory until an act of 88 should be passed to 
vitalize slavery under it. So that. if the extension been declared by law, 
it would have answered no purpose except to widen the field of the slavery 
agitation, to establish a new point of contention, to give a new phase to the 
embittered contest, and to alienate more and more from each other the two 
halves of the Union. But the extension was not declared. Congress did not 
extend the Constitution to the Territories. 

“The proposal was rejected in both Houses; and immediately the crowning 
d is invented that the Constitution of itself to the Territories with- 
out an act of Con and executes itself, so far as slavery is concerned, not 
only without logisiative aid, but in defiance of Congress and the people of the 
Territory. This is the last slavery creed of the Calhoun school and the one 
on which his 83 now stand, and not with any barren foot. They apply 
the doctrine to existing Territories and make acquisitions from Mexico for 
new applications. It is im ble to consider such conduct as anything else 
than as one of the devices for eee the issue with the North,’ which Mr. 
Calhoun in his confidential letter to the members of the Alabama legislature 
avows to have been his policy since 1 and which he avers he would then 
have effected if the members from the slave States had stood by him.” 

$ OLD PLATFORMS. 

Lincoln announced the theorem, A house divided against itself can not 
stand.” This nation will be all slave or all free.” 

In 1860 the 5 of a Presidential election found that diverse views 
regarding the doctrine that the Constitution was in force in the Territories 
ex proprio vigore had divided the people into three great camps. 
ese views found expression in the national platforms adopted by three 
conventions. The Democratic convention which nomina Doug de- 


d: 

“Inasmuch as differences of opinion exist in the Democratic party as to 
the nature and extent of the powers of a Territorial legislature. and as to the 
powers and duties of Congress, under the Constitution of the United States, 
over the institution of slavery within the Territories: 

Resolved. t the Democratic perry will abide by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court of the United States on the questions of constitutional law.” 

‘lass was the embodiment of the doctrine of squatter sovereignty, and 
his platform was constructed so as to enable the Democrats who rejected it 
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to support him in the election, and remit the question of the soundness of the 
doctrine to the 


Supreme 
The Democratic convention which nominated Breckinridge declared: 
1. That the government of a Territory organized by an act of opk 
———— and aparani and during its existence all citizens of the United 
tates have an equal right to settle with their property in the Territory with- 
out their rights, either of person or property, being destroyed or impaired 
by Con ional or Territorial legislation. 
D “2. t it is the duty of —. — 3 in all its 8 
protect, when necessary, n persons and p: Terri- 
ritories and wherever else its constitutional authority extends.” 
The Republican convention nominated Lincoln an 9 
“7. That the new dogma that the Constitution, of its own force, carries 
slavery into any or all of the Territories of the United States is a dangerous 
— at variance with the explicit provisions of that instrument 
itself, with contemporaneous exposition, and with legislative and judicial 
8 in its tendency and subversive of the peace and 
ony of the country.” 
U athe issues as 1 the sovereign people pronounced decree by elect- 


ing 180 Lincoln electors out of 308 votes in the electoral college and a Repub- 


lican majority in both the Senate and the House. 
The popular vote stood: 
Total for the doctrine (Douglas and Breckinridge). -......--.........- 2,223, 068 
Total against the doctrine (Lincoln and Bell) 2,457, 813 
Majority of those opposin gg. 234,475 


i MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and the Speaker having resumed 
the chair, a 5 the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its 
clerks, announced that the Senate had passed bills and joint reso- 
Intions of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House of tatives was requested: 

S. R. 91. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of extra copies 
of the publications of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy 
partment; 

Senate concurrent resolution No, 27: 

Resolved, etc., That there be printed for the use of the United States com- 
mission to the Philippine Islands, 1,500 copies of volume 1 of their report re- 
cently submitted to Senate by the President; 

S. R. 77. Joint resolution authorizing the printing. of a special 
edition of the Yearbook of the United States Department of Agri- 
culture for 1899; 

S. 62. An act granting a pension to Robert Black; 

S. 1769. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Frank; 

S. 667. An act granting a pension to B. H. Randall; 

S. 645. An act granting a pension to David Hunter; 

S. 677. An act granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis; 

S. 2742. An act restoring to the pension roll the name of Annie 
A. Gibson; 

S. 2220. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. E. S. 


Kelly: 

S. 1419. An act to increase the pension of Annie B. Goodrich; 

S. 1228. An act granting a pension to Thomas Jordan; 

S. 239. An act granting a pension to Rhoda A. Foster; 

S. 241. An act granting a pension to Patrick Layhee; 

S. 2008. An act granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton; 

S. 209. ee. granting an increase of pension to Cornelia De 
Pe Black; 

208. An act granting a pension to Josephine I. Offley; 

S. 1919. An act granting a pension to Consolacion Victoria 
Kirkland; 

S. 1960. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli J. March; 

S. 1309. An act granting anincrease of pension to Herman Piel; 

S. 1298. An act granting a pension to Capt. Oscar Taylor; 
: S. 994, An act granting an increase of pension to Casper Mil- 

er, jr.; 
8. 2209. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 


Higgins; i 

2 1331. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen C. 
Abbott; 

S. 2375. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Russell; 

S. 819. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Bourne; 

S. 833. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Atkin- 


son; 
1 — 3 An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Anna M. 
ietzler; 
S. 2622. An act granting a pension to Maria A. Thompson; 
S. 345. An act granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon; 
S. 1250. An act granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield; 
S. 1251. An act increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers; 
An act granting a pension to Catherine E. O’Brien; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 


S. 2167. 


S. 2351. An act granting a pension to Joseph Q. Skelton; 

S. 2344, An act granting a pension to Alice V. Cook; 

S. 1194. An act granting a pension to John B. Ritzman; 

S. 1202. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Stubbs; 

S. 1721. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos H. Good- 
now; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 


as 1729. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver J, 
yon; 

S. 320. An act ting an increase of sion to Allen Buck- 
ner, of paliwa Kanas = 

S. 1264. An act granting a pension to James A. Southard; - 

S. 1265. An act granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 
rig. abt, An eek granting ion to Jacob Saladin 

i- An act gran a pension aco : 
= 1268. An act granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of Wichita, 
DS. ; 
S. 2441. An act granting a pension to Felix G. Sitton; 
foe 2432. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
omas; 
Mai 3129. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Mo- 
en; 

S. 419. An act amending the act providing for the appointment 
of a Mississippi River Commission, etc., approved June 28, 1879; 

S. 200. An act granting to the State of oming 50,000 acres o 
land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance of 
the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home; 

S. 840. An act to amend an act entitled “An act granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive, 
known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee disturbances, 
and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892; 

S. 1017. An act for the relief of John M. Guyton; 

S. 3003. An act to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Grand Rapids Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rapids, 
Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
N February 27, 1899; 

1175. An act to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College, at Florence, Ala.; 

S. 2869. An act authorizing the Cape Nome Transportation, 
Bridge, and Development Company, a corporation organized and 
existing under the laws of the State of Washington and author- 
ized to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to construct a 
traffic bridge across the Snake River, at Nome City, in the Terri- 
tory of Alaska; 

S. 1931. An act to provide for the erection of a bri across 
Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy e and 
the mouth of Rainy River; 

S. 2931. An act to incorporate the American National Red 
Cross, and for other purposes; : 

S. 189. An act for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo; 

S. 779. An act for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Company; 

S. 793. An act providing for the adjustment of the swamp-lan 
grant to the State of Wisconsin, and for other p f 

S. 1787. An act granting an increase of pension to Maj J oseph P, 


Pope; 

S. 3129. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Mc- 
Millen; and 

S. 8017. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie. 

The m also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment bills of the following titles: 

H. R. 5487. An act authorizing the construction by the Texar- 
kana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-mile Bayou near Shreveport, La.; 

H. R. 4698. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Fitnam; and 

H. R. 7660, An act granting additional right of way to the Alle- 

ken valley Railway Company through the arsenal grounds at 
urg, Pa. 

The message also announced that the Senate had with 
amendments the bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the Natchitoches 
Railway and Construction Company to build and maintain a rail- 
way and traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the 
parish of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested. 

TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 

The committee resumed its sitting. 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, the distinguished chairman of 
the Committee on Ways and Means, who is the able leader of this 
Honse, and brings to all economic questions a sound judgment and 
a wide range of information, has, in my opinion, clearly shown 
that the pending bill will produce a sufficient revenue. But the 
question of revenue is, I believe, of slight importance compared 
with another question involved, upon which I regret to say that I 
am compelled to dissent from the views entertained by my Repub- 
lican colleagues on the committee, many of whom I have so often 
followed in the past with pleasure. . 

The main question put issue by the substitute bill reported 
by the chairman of the committee involves nothing less than the 
555 that Congress, in dealing with the Territories of the 

nited States, has absolute power, unfettered by any of the limi- 
tations of the Constitution. That it is, in short, a power acting 
outside of the Constitution with the capacity to deal with all per- 
sons and property in our Territories as it may see fit, The issue 
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raised by the committee is not, Does the Constitution govern 
Puerto Rico, but does it govern us? [Applause.] Believing that 
absolute power was never intended to be given by the framers of 
the Constitution; that it is contrary to the whole spirit of that in- 
strument; that it is contrary, also, to its specific terms, and that 
along and unbroken line of decisions of our Supreme Court are 
directly against this assertion of power, I feel myself constrained to 
oppose this bill. A 

A great deal has been said about the meaning of the term 
United States” in the Constitution, and it seems to me much 
irrelevant learning has been expended in the discussion of that 
question. It is evident that the term could have been employed 
in any one of three different senses according to the context— 
one as expressing simple sovereignty and the national name, an- 
other as referring to the individual States composing the Union, 
and the third referring to the empire or territory over which the 
new sovereignty was to have sway. : å 

It will require no very ample learning, it seems to me, in our 
history before the formation of the Constitution to enable one to 
see that the term might have been used in any of these three 
senses. There is another and broader sense in which the term is 
used since the great war of the rebellion. Some of the old views 
of the Constitution were totally overthrown by that great convul- 
sion. The close-corporation theory, the idea that our Govern- 
ment rested simply upon the States as units, and that the term 
„United States,” in the political sense, meant simply the States 
composing the Union, it seems to me, gave way then to the 
broader doctrine that the Government of the United States rests 
not in the States but in the people as a whole, a new body politic 
created by the Constitution. 2 

But, sir, this is no question of mere syntax. What are the vital 
points? The Revolution was started and fought to a successful 
conclusion upon the broad principle that one community had no 
right permanently to levy taxes upon another community. That 
was the underlying idea which led to the establishment of this 
Government. The power to tax is the very essence of the power 
to enslave. The right to take a portion of the proceeds of a man’s 
toil by an unlimited power of taxation necessarily involves the 
right to take them all. This idea, Isay, underlies the foundation 
of our Government, 

And what more than any other motive led to the abandonment 
of the old Articles of Confederation and the adoption of our Con- 
stitution? Was it not the desire to do away with the local toll- 
eae that had been set up upon the frontiers of each State and to 

reak down the local barriers upon commerce, so that trade might 
be carried on unfettered throughout the dominion of the United 
States? The two things, then, that we should expect to find 
guarded in the Constitution, and the two things with reference to 
which we should most strictly construe all its terms, are, first, the 
power to tax, and, second, the power to set up again local barriers 
against trade within our dominion which the Constitution was 
erected to throw down. 

Now, I do not propose to consume the time of the House with 
any elaborate review of the condition of our public lands, or of 
any other por hons of our history prior to the adoption of the Con- 
stitution than those to which ve alluded, but I come to the 
direct issue involved by this bill. Section 8 of the first article of 
the Constitution is as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes. duties. Ey gene and 
excises to pay the debts, and provide for the common defense an eral 
welfare of The United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

Here is the power of taxation 
section which gives the power the method of its exercise is as 
distinctly marked out. e power and the method granted in 
the same breath are coextensive, and wherever Congress has the 
power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises it must lay 
and collect them uniformly. This would seem to be in accord- 
ance with the most natural and simple meaning of the words. 
Certainly the term United States“ in the uniformity clause does 
not mean mere sovereignty. It undoubtedly refers to territory, 
to the places over which this dominion or power is to be exercised. 

If we were in any doubt as to the meaning of the words, then I 
submit that we should solve that doubt in the light of those two 
great ideas to which I have referred, the one of which caused the 
Revolution and the other of which led to the adoption of the Con- 
stitution. We should give that clause the strictest construction 
and interpret it in case of doubt against the power to tax and 
against the power to set up local barriers. 

But we are not without further light. This very clause has been 
construed by the great arbiter set up by the Constitution for the 
final settlement of all constitutional and other legal questions. 
I shall 8 now from the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, in 
which John Marshall,as great a jurist as ever sat upon any bench, 
rendered the decision of the court: 

The power to lay and collect duties, im and excises may be exer- 

and must be exercised 


cised ghout the United States. Does this term 
designate the whole or any part of the American empire? Certainly this 


ifically given, and in the very 


ven to our great Re- 


question can admit of but one answer. It is the name 
tories. District of Colum- 


ublic, which is composed of States and Terri £ 
ia or the Territory west of the Missouri is not less within the United States 
than Maryland or Ivania. and it is not less necessary, on the nci- 
ples of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, duties, 


and excises shall be observed in the one than the other. 
There could not be a more explicit construction placed upon 
This opinion unequiv y holds that 


the meaning of = words. 
the expression United States” in the clause providing for uni- 
formity of duties, excises and imposts means the whole American 
ompi snd includes the Territories as well as the States. Butit 
is discovered that this expression of opinion is obiter dictum, and 
a good deal of ingenuity has been expended in support of the 
proposition that the principle which John Marshall put in the 

orefront of that decision was not the principle upon which the case 
should have been decided. A reading of the case, however, will 
convince anyone that it might well have been put upon that prin- 
ciple, and the fact that it was put upon it is some evidence that 
the court considered the question and thought that it was mate- 
rial to the decision. 

A modern school of jurists—so modern that they have only ap- 
pare within our body politic during the last eighteen months— 

ave discovered that the District of Columbia, the constitutional 
status of which was involved in the case of Loughborough vs, 
Blake, was under the Constitution while it was a part of a State, 
and by itssubsequent cession it did not lose that status. In other 
words, although the Constitution itself provided for the carving 
ont and cession of just such a district somewhere, in some way 
when the specific cession of the territory actually occurred the 
constitution which had been adopted by the State from which it 
ire ee ran with this territory like a covenant running with 

e 5 

All I have to say, Mr. Chairman, upon this proposition is that 
so far as I can discover it never has occ to the mind of any 
justice of our Supreme Court in the long line of decisions that 

ave been rendered upon the constitutional status of the District 
of Columbia. The utmost that can be shown by’it is the obtuse- 
ness of the men who have adorned that bench, although itis barely 
possible that the point was so small and trivial and insignificant 
as to be beneath the attention of those great minds. 

If the opinion which John Marshall expressed for himself and 
his associates upon that bench were a mere obiter dictum, it 
would still be entitled to great weight and respect in any tribunal 
in the world, but it was not obiter dictum. It is clear that the 
principle was from the view the court took of the case involved 
in the decision. John Marshall enunciated principles. His mind 
had a wider range than that of the modern police court justice 
whose intellectual processes it is now sought to impose upon that 
great man. 

This is one bees VA opinion by the Supreme Court that the 

rinciple involved in the bill presented by the majority of the 
ittee on Ways and Means is in violation of the Constitution 
which every member here has taken an oath to observe, protect, 
and defend. But thisspecific clause of the Constitution has again 
been considered by the Su e Court of the United States, and 
the meaning of the term“ United States“ in the uniformity clause 
has again been construed. I refer now to the case of Cross vs. 
Harrison (16 Howard, 191). That was a case where, among other 
issues, the question was raised of the legality of certain duties 
imposed in the Territory of California after it had been ceded to 
the United States and before it was admitted as a State. In that 
case the court declared that— 
Poe tse the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 


More than once in the consideration of that case it treated Cali- 
fornia, with reference to the clause of the Constitution in question, 
as a part of the United States, and finally it declared that— 

The right claimed to land foreign goods within the United States at any 
place out of a collection district, if allowed, would be a violation of that 
vision of the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

“Indeed, it must be vey clear that no such right existsand that there was 
nothing in the condition of California to exempt importers of fore goods 
into it from the payment of the same duties which were chargeable in the 
other ports of the United States.“ 

Here, then, are two decisions of our Supreme Court, made without 
any dissent, separated from each other by a third of acentury, with 
the court com in each case of entirely different justices, which 
hold that the clauserequiring duties, imposts, and excises to be uni- 
form throughout the United States applied to Territories. It 
may be possible that some fine-spun theory may some day point 
to the conclusion that this second opinion was also a dictum; but 
in a law case involving a man’s life the authority of these cases 
would be regarded as conclusive, especially as they have been in 
no decision overruled.or even questioned. So much for the spe- 
cific interpretation by the Supreme Court of the clause of the 
Constitution in question. 

I will now refer briefly—and there is a long line of decisions— 
to the cases dealing with the same proposition in a more general 
form, namely, whether Congress, in legislating for the Territories 
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of the United States, has unlimited authority, and acts as an abso- 
lute, primitive sort of d tism outside of the Constitution, or 
whether it is controlled by the limitations of the instrument which 
created it; whether the great doctrine of constitutional liberty is 
only applicable to the residents of this very narrow and close cor- 
poration of States, or whether those principles restrain all our 
agencies of government wherever they are exercised and wher- 
ever our laws have sway. 

This point has been repeatedly before the Supreme Court. In 
Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 C. S.) the court held that the National 
Government acts with reference to the Territories— 


subject only to such restrictions as are expressed in the Constitution or are 


necessarily implied in its terms. 


And again: 


The personal and civil jie of the inhabitants of the Territories are se- 


eured to them as to other citizens by the principles of constitutional liberty 
which restrain all the agencies of government, State and national. 

In Reynolds vs. United States (88 U. S., 145) the court repeat- 
edly recognized the principle that the constitutional guaranty of 
right of trial by jury extends to the Territories. With regard to 
another constitutional right it declared: 

5 75 can not pass a law for the government of Territories which shall 

hibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Constitu- 
expressly forbids such feria 


tion. Religious om is guaran 
everywhere ughout the U States. 


Possibly this is another dictum. ; 
In National Bank vs, County of Yankton (101 U. S.), the court 
declared with reference to a Territory that Congress possessed— 


All the powers of the people of the United States except such as have 
= expressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the Consti- 
ution. 


Here is another clear recognition of the principle that when 
Congress deals with Territories it is not acting as an unrestrained 
despot, but must act subject to the limitations upon its power set 
forth in the Constitution. 

In the case of Callan vs, Wilson, relating to the District of Co- 
lumbia, the court said: 

There is not: inthe ce ntigh Bis the Constitution or of the original amend- 
ments to justify the assertion t the people of this District mAy be lawfully 
Serres of the benefit of any of the constitutional guaranties of life, liberty, 
and property. 

It can also be said in this case that the Supreme Court again dis- 
played its lack of discrimination, and in considering the question 
of the constitutional status of the District of Columbia it failed 
utterly to mention the very modern theory of the manner in which 
the District crept under the Constitution, but treated it in the dis- 
cussion simply as a vulgar and common Territory. 

In the recent case of Springvale us. Thomas (166 U. S.) the 
court said: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding the 
verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and the 


act of Congress could not im the power to change the constitutional rule 
and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


Mr. GAINES. Will my friend allow me to call his attention to 
a case in point? 

Mr. MCCALL. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. I want to read an extract from the case of Capi- 
tal Traction Company vs. Hof (174 U. S.), a case decided by Judge 
Gray, of your own State, in which he says: 

The Congress of the United States, being empowered by the Constitution 
“to exercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever” over the seat of 
the National Government, has the entire control over the District of Co- 
lumbia for every pu of government, national or local. It may exercise 

thin the District all legislative power that the legislature of a State might 
exercise within the State; and may vest and distribute the judicial authority 
in and among courts and magistrates, and regulate judicial pr ings be- 
fore them i may think fit, so long as it does not contravene any poreon 
of the Constitution of the United States. (Kendall vs. United Sta pisas], 
12 Pet., 524,619; Mattingly vs. District of Columbia [1878],97 U. S., 687,690; Gi 
bons vs. District of Columbia [1888], 116 U. S., 404,407.) 

It is beyond doubt, at the present day, that the 2 of the Consti- 
tution of the United States securing the my of l by jury, whether in 
civil or in criminal cases, are applicable to the District of Columbia. 8 
ster vs. Reid (1850). 11 How., 437, 460; Callan vs. Wilson (1888), 127 U. S., 540, 
550; Thompson vs, Utah (1893), 170 U. S., 343.) 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL] has referred 
to the Callan and Thompson cases, and the court in this unan- 
imous opinion reaffirms them and the doctrine that the Constitu- 
tion secures the people in our Territories in their fundamental 


rights. 

Ar. McCALL. Reference has been made to the Dred Scott 
case, and I have on account of the discredited character of that 
case in another particular refrained from quoting the opinion 
of the Chief Justice upon the question here involved. But this 
can be said, that never was any judicial opinion subjected to a 
more fiery test than was the opinion of the majority of the court 
in that case by Mr. Justice Curtis in his masterly dissenting opin- 
ion, in which he so nobly vindicated the rights of manhood, and 
yet almost the one point of the opinion of the majority of the 
court which was accepted by Mr. Justice Curtis was upon this 


very point. After a full consideration of the question of the 
power of Congress over Territories he said: 

If, then, this clause does contain J 

e ee 
o answer, a common a o! 
Congress, it finds limits in the express rohibitions on . raa DoT 
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of the other prohibitions contained in the Constitution. aie a 

The Slaughter House Cases (16 Wallace) plainly held that the 
fourteenth amendment, relating to citizenship, extends to the Ter- 
ritories. And in United States vs. Wom Kim Ark (169 U. S.) 
there can be no question whatever that the court considered the 
term United States” in the citizenship clause of the fourteenth 
amendment as including the Territories. See especially the ex- 
pressions ‘‘ born within the dominion,” “ born within the jurisdic- 
tion and allegiance,” born within the sovereignty,” “the same 
right in every State and binky “born within the territorial 
limits of the United States,” ‘born in this country;” finally, 
the amendment in clear words and in manifest intent includes 
children born within the territory of the United States.” 

In the Mormon Church vs. United States (136 U. S.) the court 
cites the case of Murphy vs. Ramsey approvingly and says: 

Doubtless Congress in legislating for the Territories would be subject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments. But its limitations would ex- 
ist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from which 
Congress derives all its powers, than by any express or direct application of 
its provisions. 

This is one of the cases which arecited by those who claim des- 
potic power in Congress over the Territories; but it is entirely be- 
yond question that the court holds that Congress in legislating for 
the Territories is subject to the limitations formulatedin the Con- 
stitution and its amendments. That the court put this restriction 
upon a und that is somewhat rhetorical, and more in the 
nature of exhortation than a reason, does not change the fact that 
it holds that Congress is subject to these limitations. But three 
of the justices who sat in that case would not accept theseshadowy 
sources of authority, so similar to the divine origin of the rights 
of kings, and they dissented through Mr. Chief Justice Fuller. 


In my opinion— 

Says the Chief Justice— 

Congress is restrained not merely by the limitations expressed in the Con- 
stitution, but also by the absence of any grant of power expressed or im- 
plied in that instrument. * * * I regard it of vital consequence that 
absolute power should never be conceded as belonging under our system of 
government to any of its departments. 

But in the more recent case of Thomson vs. Utah (170 U. S.), 
Mr. Justice Harlan, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating tothe 
right of trial b jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 

And again: 

Itis bot weg Ay Pima question that the provisions of the national Constitution 
relating to aa jury for crimes and to criminal prosecutions apply to 
the Territories of the United States. 

For the first time in our history Congress is attempting to tax 
goods going into an American territory. The fact that in the 
mutations of a century Congress has not attempted to exercise 
that power, although we always had large areas of territory, is 
some evidence that the power was not believed to exist. 

The weakness of the case of those who contend for the despotic 
power of Congress is well illustrated by the authorities which 
they quote. They refer to the case of Fleming vs. Page, where 
our armies had 1o Sen poreon of a Mexican port. The port had 
not been formally ceded or annexed to the United States. The 
court simply held that military occupation did not make Ameri- 
can territory and the clear intimation was that if the port in ques- 
tion had been ceded by a treaty duly ratified or annexed by act 
of Congress it would have become American territory. The case 
is not in point at all, but if it is to be considered there is not only 
nothing in it inconsistent with the proposition I am supporting, 
but its clear implication is entirely in its favor. 

Then there are the cases with reference to the judicial depart- 
ment. In no one of those cases is it held or assumed that Con- 
gress has unlimited power over the Territories. The absence of 
a local government in the Territories, such as the States have, 
must have occurred to the framers of the Constitution, and these 
cases all hold in effect that Congress es over the Territories, 
in addition to its national powers, the powers ordinarily exercised 
by a local State government. As a matter of rational construc- 
tion it is unreasonable to hold that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion intended a judiciary with a life tenure to be created for Ter- 
ritories which might be admitted as States in the Union in the 
course of a few years. 

Congress doubtless has, under a fair construction of the Consti- 
tution, all those powers necessary to give the people of a Territory 
that full measure of government which the people of a State en- 
joy, but that it can play the despot, that it has the power to pass 
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a law taking away the life of a citizen, that it can pass an ex post 
facto law, that it can under the guise of taxation take from an 
American citizen in a Territory his property in defiance of the 
provisions of the Constitution, are ere for which there 
can be found no basis in judicial authority whatever. 
I have said the 3 of this view is shown by the weakness 
of the authorities cited in yes of the propos eon that Con- 
gress has unlimited power. ave refe to the decisions in 
regard to the Federal judiciary. There is no line in the case of 
Hepburn vs. Ellzey (2 Cranch) or New Orleans vs. Winter (1 
Wheaton) which is in the slightest degree inconsistent with the 
position of the court as set forth in Loughborough vs. Blake and 
in in subsequent cases. Take the case of Ross (140 U. S.), 
which is relied upon by the advocates of this bill as strong au- 
thority. That was a case where a crime had been committed on 
board an American ship while at anchor in a Japanese harbor. 

It was clearly a case where there was a divided jurisdiction, 
where probably more could justly be said for the jurisdiction of 
Japan than for our own. It was suchacase as would necessarily 
call for the exercise of the treaty-making power. A treaty had been 
made and a statute passed in pursuance of its terms under which 
Ross was tried by a consular court. Itis beyond question that 
the court did not consider the crime as committed upon American 
territory, but outside of American territory. The report of the 
majority of the committee quotes from that case. It might well 
have quoted further. The court says: 

By the Constitution the government is ordained and established “for the 
United States of America.“ and not for countries outside of their limits. 

Would the court have used this language in speaking of a Ter- 
ritory of the United States? And again: 

The Constitution can not have any operation in another country. When, 
therefore, the representatives or officers of our Government are permitted 
to exercise authority of any kind in any country, it must be on such condi- 
tions as the two countries may agree. 

Does the National Government make treaties with its Territo- 
ries? Is it not clear that the court is discriminating between 
places where the United States has sovergignty and places where 
it has not? But this is made clear beyond a question. 

The deck of a private American vessel— 

The court says— 
it is true. is considered for many purposes constructively as territory of the 
United States, yet persons on board of such vessels, whether officers, sailors. 
or passengers, can not invoke protection of the provisions referred to un 
brought within the actual territorial boundaries of the United States. 

The court thus in each instance makes a distinction between 
that which is American territory and that which is not. Its rea- 
soning clearly implies thatif the crime had been committed within 
the territorial limits of the American empire, the constitutional 
guaranties would apply. 

The terms of the treaty by which Puerto Rico was ceded to the 
United States donot affect the question. Thestatus of the inhab- 
itants at the time of the cession is left to be determined hereafter, 
but the status of the territory is fixed. The sovereignty and do- 
minion over it reside in the Government of the United States, and 
it is, from the constitutional aspect and the aspect of the law of 
nations, territory of the United States. 

A treaty can not enlarge the powers of Congress under the Con- 
stitution, for a treaty can have no other force than law; and so 
far as its effect in this country is concerned, it can be repealed by 
act of Congress. The utmost that could be claimed, it seems to 
me, is that a treaty might stipulate with effect against the exercise 
of a part of the constitutional power of Congress; but I think it 
very doubtful if even that proposition could be maintained, and 
it is not material in the present discussion. 

When we regard, then, the circumstances out of which our Gov- 
ernment and the Constitution sprang, the words themselves of the 
taxing power, the direct adjudication of their meaning by the 
Supreme Court, the long line of authorities which deny the exist- 
ence of absolute power in Congress, it seems to me it is clear that 
the theory of despotic power is absolutely 3 to our insti- 
tutions, and that if our Supreme Court should hold that such a 
power existed, it would have to reverse itself as no court has ever 
reversed itself since time began. 

The discussion of the question of political rights only befogs 
the issue, for it has been held that suffrage is not a constitutional 
right. Congress, under the Constitution, has full political power 
over the Territories. 

If the majority view of the constitutional status of Puerto Rico 
be correct, the bill violates another clause of the Constitution 
which is also in favor of freedom of trade within our dominion. 
I refer to the provision that no tax or duty shall be laid on 
articles exported from any State.” Either Puerto Rico isa part 
of the United States within the meaning of the Constitution or 
itisnot. Ifitis apart of the United States the uniformity clause 
clearly applies. If it is nota part of the United States within the 
meaning of the Constitution, then in order for the productions of 
the United States toreach it they must be exported from the States. 
In that case our goods would be exported from a State, and af ter a 
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short sea voyage agents of the United States, at a port over which 
the United States has control, would levy a duty upon them, 
which when paid would become subject to an appropriation by 
the National Government as much as any money in the Treasury. 
The indirection of the transaction in no wise changes its character. 
In the view of the Constitution taken by the majority it becomes 
clearly an export duty, and is therefore prohibited. 

But it is said with a fine emphasis that since our right to tax 
these le precisely as we please is called in question, we should 
pas is bill, however unjust it may be, to vindicate our power. 

ut if you are going to assert your power, which was questioned 
by John Marshall three-quarters of a century ago, why not assert 
it in a bolder way? Why not show your strength by shearing your 
wolves—New Mexico, O oma, and Alaska—instead of this poor 
little pet lambof Puerto Rico? [Applause.] Again, we are asked 
to pass this bill, that this great constitutional question can come 
before the Supreme Court. 

Sir, that question, precisely as it exists, can now come before 
the court; but if you pass this bill it will go there with the added 
weight that attaches to the action of the great political depart- 
ment of the Government. I believe the court will stand firmly 
by its decisions; but we have a duty imposed upon us of constru- 
ing the Constitution in the first instance for ourselves. We have 
had one decision of the court rendered in times of great political 
stress that a black man had no rights which a white man was 
bound to respect, and this country was deluged with blood to 
wash that decision from our laws. Now, we are asked to lay the 
foundation for a moot case with the weight of Congress behind it 
and ask for another decision that the white men and the brown 
men of Puerto Rico are merely our chattels, and that the com- 
monest constitutional right secured to the meanest black man that 
treads American soil does not belong to them, although they are 
= the flag. Let no act of Congress impart sanction to that 
idea. 

But it is said grandly that if this view of the Constitution pre- 
vails we can not afford to keep the Philippines. How often might 
our ancestors have likewise become alarmed over the cession of 
vast expanses of territory many times in the aggregate in excess 
of our original area and have been fearful of the result upon their 
industries and their institutions? And yet the rights secured by 
the Constitution have been recognized over these broad annexa- 
tions and nobody will say to-day that the whole country was not 
better for it. 

You may be unduly alarmed about the effect of extending the 
3 of constitutional liberty wherever our sovereignty goes, 

ut so far as we are concerned the blessings of that liberty have 
been preserved to us at a price in blood aud treasure greater than 
the value of a thousand archipelagoes, and we will not throw 
away what we have bought so dearly. But the ultimate solution 
of the Philippine problem has been reserved for us, and I have no 
doubt we shall solve it wisely if we call into play our sober judg- 
ment and do not obscure it with the noisy rant and the fustian of 
declamation. 

But we are now considering the case of a Territory which is a 
part of this continent, admitted to be within the natural radius 
of our political action, and of ro importance to our defense. 
Our victory over it was a bloodless victory. Instead of resisting 
our approaches it turned to this great power as a child turns to its 
mother. I do not view without concern the prospect of this na- 
tion forever taxing the people of that island, but if we are to tax 
them at all there is some safety in the fact that we ourselves are 
willing to submit to the taxes which we im and remember 
that whatever modern methods of interpretation you may employ 
upon the Constitution you will find that the right of one nation to 
appropriate the earnings of another is no less hateful to-day than 
at the time of the Revolution. I have said that there is some safet 
in the fact that the taxing state is willing to pay the taxes whic 
it imposes. It requires little discernment to see the danger into 
which a different = would lead. We impose by this bill a 
certain per cent of duties upon koode passing between that island 
and this country. How long will it be before some powerful inter- 
ests will demand that they be recognized? The representatives of 
these interests vote and elect members of Congress. The Puerto 
Ricans do not vote. Can there be any doubt that the taxes will be 
levied more and more for the benefit of great interests in this coun- 
try, and that this ae people who were told by our generals that 
they were to receive the glorious blessings of American liberty, who 
crowned our soldiers with wreaths, will become the victims of our 
extortion rather than the sharersin our freedom? How was Spain 
treating them—selfish, heartless, cruel Spain? At the time of their 
deliverance they had sixteen representatives and four senators in 
the Spanish Cortes and helped to make the laws for the whole Span- 
ish Empire. They had a 10 per cent duty upon goods ing be- 
tween the two countries, and it was decreed that at the end of the 
year 1898 these duties were to disappear. They had almost com- 
plete autonomy for their own local affairs anda million and a half 
in the treasury. 


J 
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Consider, too, for a moment how this differential tariff will oper- 
ate. Upon a territory smaller than Connecticut there are crowded 
a million people. The great question with them is the food ques- 
tion. Upon many articles of food our duties are high, but as we are 
large exporters the price is not increased to our people, But for 
every bag of flour and every barrel of pork that goes to Puerto 
Rico one-fourth of these high duties must be paid, and either the 
cost of necessary articles of food is increased to them or the Amer- 
ican producer gets so much less for his product. The cost to them 
will almost certainly be increased. Upon the im tions of rice 
I am told the duties will amount to nearly 8100, 000 a year. Is 
this feast of liberty to which you have invited those trusting 

e? 

Remember that if the race from which our institutions spran 
has great virtues it has great faults as well. It may not be crue 
like the Spanish race; but is it free from cupidity? Do you want 
an instance from its history which may show you whither you 
are drifting? To the west of England there rises from the sea an 
island larger but not more beautiful than Puerto Rico—Ireland. 
English statesmen thought their country needed protection 
against her products, and the linen and other great industries of 


Ireland were taxed and legislated almost out of existence for the 


benefit of the taxing country, and the people of Ireland were beg- 
gared. That system has been abandoned, and to-day a Britis 
citizen in Ireland has equal rights with a British citizen in any 
other part of the Empire, even in England itself; but generations 
will not obliterate the bitter memories of the oppression and 
wrong which rankle in the hearts of the Irish people. Do you 
want to make Puerto Rico our Ireland? I say far wiser will it 
be if, instead of entering upon a policy which will make her 
happy, sunny-hearted children the mere chattels of this Govern- 
ment, we follow the humane recommendation of the President and 
lay the foundations of our gt deep in the hearts of those peo- 
ple. If you will not re e question from the standpoint of 
their interests, look at it somewhat broadly from the standpoint 
of 8 own. Our injustice will react upon ourselves. [Applause. 

ur nation was founded and has prospered upon the doctrine o 
constitutional cae Do you not see that you are degrading 
that liberty from a high principle? If so, how long can you ex- 
pect it to survive at home? We restrain our own power when it 
may be exerted upon ourselves. You demand now that it shall 
be absolute and despotic when it may be exerted upon others. If 
restraint is to be removed, it can more safely be dispensed with 
when they who wield the power are likely to suffer. 

I do not care to see our 555 emblazon the principle of liberty at 
home and y abroad. Sir, i brand with all my energy this 
hateful notion, bred somewhere in the heathenish recesses of 
Asia, that one man may exercise absolute dominion over another 
man or one nation over another nation. That notion comports 
very little with my idea of American liberty. It was resisted to 
the last extremity by the heroes who fought at Bunker Hill and 
starved at Valley Forge. It fell beforethe gleaming sabers of our 
troopers at Five-Forks and Winchester. It was shot to death by 
our guns at Gettysburg and Appomattox. <A half million men gaye 
up their lives that their country might stand forth clothed in the 
resplendent robes of constitutional liberty and that we might have 
a government of laws and not of men for every man beneath the 
shining folds of the flag. All the sweet voices of our history plead 
with us for that great cause to-day. And I do not believe, sir, that 
this nation will tolerate op Rogie tee of that principle which 
has made her morally, as she is physically, without a peer among 
nations. oud applause. ] 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I utterly dis- 
agree with the conclusions to which my colleague who has just 
taken his seat has arrived, although I think that as well as any 
other man I realize the great force and eloquence with which he 
has stated them. I feel it my duty to avail myself of this oppor- 
tunity to express my own opinion apon this subject, although my 
piyan condition to-day almost forbids me to undertake the task, 

have, Mr. Chairman, no written speech to read, and I must speak 
as best I may from a few notes, hastily written, for my guidance, 

The lesson that seems clearest to my understanding from this 
debate is thatof the great value and beauty of our system of local 
self-government, which leaves a people or their representatives to 
make laws suited for their own interest. Acting as a legislature 
for Puerto Rico, how little we know of its conditions and needs. 
J believe the mission of our flag wherever it has gone is not so much 
to carry paper constitutions as to implant in these communities 
the system of self-government under which we ourselyes have so 
prospered. I believe one of the first tasks to which this House 
will be asked to address itself in the near future is that of provid- 
ing a system of self-government for the island of Puerto Rico, by 
which her people can determine for themselves their own laws 
and their own taxation. 

It is well to see exactly what the bill is that is before the House. 
It has been lost Pen of in the larger question. To-day Puerto 
Rico has a tariff of itsown, established by the President under his 


conceded military power. When the goods of the United States 
approach the island, they enter upon terms of equality with the 
goods of all other nations; and when the goods of Puerto Rico 
come to the ports of the United States, they come to them upon 
terms of equality with the goods of all other nations. We pay the 
duties of the Puerto Rican tariff, and they pay upon their products 
the duties of the Dingleylaw. So far as tariffs are concerned, the 
two countries are foreign to each 8 We have noadvan- 
tages in their markets, nor they in ours. at does this bill pro- 
pose to do in answer to the President's recommendation of free 
trade? It does not meet it entirely. 

Everybody concedes that, but it takes a great step in that direc- 
tion. It provides that all the goods of the United States carried 
to Puerto Rican ports shall be entered there on the 8 of 25 
per cent of the duties which will be paid by the goods of other na- 
tions, and that the goods of Puerto Ricans, while they pay the 
full Dingley tariff to-day, shall hereafter pay but 25 per cent of 
that. That is a precious boon which any nation on earth would 
be glad to have bestowed upon it. It may be this billis not the 
best bill; it may be that the bill is not a finality. I believe myself 
itis not. It may be that in the future, the near future, there will 
be a still freer exchange of commodities between the United States 
and Puerto Rico. 

My friend who has just taken his seat told us, in wordsI can not 
quote exactly, that it was just as hateful to-day as it ever was for 
one country to tax another for the benefit of the former. 

So it is; but where in the history of any legislation is there a 
precedent where one country taxed its own citizens for the bene- 
fit of another, and put the result of that taxation into the Treas- 
ury of that other? I put that case, because by the provisions of 
this bill every dollar, whether collected at the Puerto Rican cus- 
tom-house or collected at the custom-honse of the United States, 
goes for the benefit of the Puerto Rican treasury, and we pay the 
expenses of collection. [Ap aua] 

r. Chairman, in the h gs betore the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, of which I have the honor to be a member, I was first im- 
pressed with the desirability of following literally the President's 
recommendation, But there are some other things to be consid- 
ered than trade. There is education; there are public improve- 
ments. The crying need of Puerto Rico is the construction of 
roads which shall open her domain for increased production. 
There is not a single schoolhouse, built for that purpose, in the 
whole island; and the money that we take, not from the Puerto 
Ricans alone, but which we take out of our own pockets, is to be 
carried there to build schoolhouses to make their children fitin the 
future for the sacred boon of American citizenship. [Applause. | 

Ah, Mr. Chairman, this bill may not be the best in the world, 
but it did not deserve from my colleague the language with which 
he closed his report. Is it not clear,” he said, that at the out- 
set there is danger we may pave the way for a more hideous extor- 
tion and robbery than ever disgraced India?” I had hoped my 
colleague could have found milder language in which to clothe 
his dissent. I listened with interest to see if he would not recall 
those words spoken of a bill reported by every one of his Repub- 
lican colleagues and supported by the great majority of the Re- 
publicans at both ends of the Capitol. But I waited in vain. 

I desire to make another complaint to my colleague. Of course 
our friends on the other side of the aisle would be glad to defeat 
this bill without substituting anything in its place. They would 
be glad to get us in a trap; and they would be glad to get any 
Republican that they can persuade to ne get us in a trap. But 
whenwe get there, gentleman of the Republican side, we shall all 
be in a trap, whether we vote for the bill or against it. We have 
got to stand or fall with our party; we can expect no help from 
our enemies; but it seems to me that my coll e owed it to his 
own State and his own party to have Liona, substitute for 
this bill, a substitute which would insure to the island the revenue 
it so sorely needs, 

Ah, the difficulty about that is that there is but one alternative. 
There can be no substitute for this bill under present conditions 
except a direct appropriation from the National Treasury. Every 
man who has considered the conditions in Puerto Rico knows that 
that is the truth. I desire to say to every Republican member in 
this House for I believe it to be true and I believe the Committee 
on Ways and Means will sustain me in the statement—that if this 
bill fails, there is but the resource of direct appropriation from 
the Federal Treasury. Can we justify such a policy to the coun- 
try! Nay,more. Can we justify it to the Puerto Ricans them- 
selves? We pauperize them at the outset, instead of teaching 
them that citizenship has its burdens as well as its benefits. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I should not have taken the floor at all at 
this time if the proposed legislation had not been challenged upon 
higher grounds than those of mere expediency. I propose to dis- 
cuss the constitutional aspects of this bill. I desire to relieve the 
House at the very outset by saying that I do not propose to read 
from books; I do not prones toread from cases; I do not pore 
to refer at any great length to any great number of cases, t 
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has been done, and ably done, by many gentlemen who have pre- 
ceded me. I am willing to try to cover the ground in another way. 

We are brought at the very threshold face to face with the 
Sergi eee which can arise in dealing with our new posses- 
tions. hether it was wise or not to have required us to meet 
that question at this early day, I will not say. Gentlemen mey 
differ in opinion about that. But itis here; we are dealing wit 
the full question of our power and policy over all our new posses- 
gions, e island of Puerto Rico is not important here. Every- 
body’s thought leaves that and at once goes to the Philippine 
Islands, because they were acquired by the same words in the 
same treaty; and if the Constitution of the United States has gone 
to the one, it has gone to the other. 

How shall we govern that archipelago? Isay that the oniy pos- 
sibility of governing it is to govern it not as a part of the United 
States, but as a possession of the nation, as an outlying territory, 
having a separate existence of its own, with every measure of 


local self-government of which its people prove themselves to be, 


capable, but owing in the meantime a paramount allegiance to 
the United States of America. That is the only way in which 
we can govern them with success; that is the only road to inde- 
pendence for those islands, if independence is to be desired. 

I had in my mind, Mr. Chairman, to suggest several difficult 

roblems that present themselves at the very threshold in consider- 
ing the Philippine question. Ido not think I shall doit; for I 
desire to as briefly as I can. ButI would like to ask my 
colleague here and now where there is to-day or ever was in the 
history of the world a man who was statesman enough to drawa 
fiscal system suited alike to the American continent and the 
Philippine Archipelago? The habits, the industries, the pursuits, 
the history of the people differ so much that a duty which would 
be a benefit in the one region would bea burden in the other. An 
excise which would be productive in the one region would be 
barren in the other. If we undertake to govern these islands 
under the restrictions of the Constitution, as it has been claimed 
we are bound to do, we are undertaking an impossible tusk—a 
task that will begin in failure and end in ignominious failure. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] And I am glad to see the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] applaud that senti- 
ment, because it is my belief 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Why not give up the islands? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would rather give up the 
islands to-day than undertake the task of governing them with 
my hands tied—in any future now in sight—subject to the restric- 
tions of an instrument which was drawn by and for other people 
in other stages of civilization. It is not because I wish to oppress 
them. Every single one of the great rights and muniments of 
freedom which I myself Iam ready to there to-day. I 
am ready toreporta bill and pass itin this House to accomplish 
Nay, I am even ready to attach as an amendment to the present 
bill a ern that shall carry to Puerto Rico the same funda- 
mental rights and liberties our fathers gave to the great North- 
west Territory. They had not the Constitution, but they had 
certain rights and liberties, It was ordained that they “shall be 
considered as articles of compact * * * and forever remain 
unalterable.” What are they? Freedom of religious worship. 
trial by jury, habeas corpus, representation of the People, judicial 
p ings, bail in everything except capital cases, liberty and 
property not to be taken except by process of law or for the pub- 

c service except by compensation, and no law to be made to affect 
publi 9 contracts. 

Mr. BARHAM. What are you reading from? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. From the ordinance of 1787, 
the authorship of which is disputed between Nathan Dane, of my 
own State, and the great Democraticleader, Thomas Jefferson. I 
believe the evidence as to the authorship favors Jefferson. Iam 
willing to carry to Puerto Rico the same rights which he con- 
ferred upon that territory out of which the great States of Ili- 
nois, Indiana, Ohio, Michigan, and Wisconsin were created. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I will. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I wanted to askthegentleman 


soni one of the rights and benefits which our forefathers 
extended to the people of the Northwest Territory was not the 
ight and benefit of uniformity of import duties? 
r. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not understand that it 
was as one of the articles of compact. 

Mr. GAINES. They certainly did. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the tleman deny the 
historical fact that our forefathers did extend to them the bene- 
fits of a uniform duty? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. No; I do not deny that they 


did. They did do it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Then let us give Puerto Rico 
all the rights that our ancestors gave them. 

Mr, MOODY of Massachusetts, The difficulty with gentlemen 


on the other side and some gentlemen on this side is that they 
think Congress is going to do everything that it can do; that be- 
cause it can take a man and condemn him without trial and swing 
him up without any ceremony, that it is going to doit; that it 


pro to make laws that will do that. We pro to do noth- 
ing of the kind. We propose to be governed by the spirit of the 
Constitution, whether or not we are governed by its express terms, 
and that will be the policy of Congress and is the policy of the 
Republican party. The difficulty here upon that side of the propo- 
sition is t 

Mr. MORRIS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes, 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do. 

Mr. MORRIS. Does not the gentleman from Massachusetts con- 
tend, as I do, that even if those provisions as to the security of 
life, liberty, and property were not in ress terms in the Con- 
stitution our le would still be entitled to have them? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Ah, I agree. They are written 
in the heart of every man upon this side of the Chamber so dee 
that nothing can érase them. [Applause on the Republican side. 
These people who talk about paper constitutions, how do they 
treat them in practice? 

Mr. MORR I ask the gentleman, further, if in every English 
possession every man does not have those rights where they have 
no > 955 5 constitution? 

. MOODY of Massachusetts. I know of none where it is 
otherwise, save, perhaps, India. I am not familiar with that, but 
I know of no English possession where it is otherwise. I can not 
speak with accuracy on this subject. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the difference between the two proposi- 
tions is this: If these new possessions are part of the United States, 
the question is closed forever. They never will become anything 
else. If, on the other hand, they have not yet become part of the 
United States, we can await the result of experience. We can 
deal with them as we please. Wecan choose the road which they 
shall travel, with their counsel and consent, in the light of the 
experience that we shall gather in dealing with them. it seems 
desirable that they shall be consolidated as a part of our Repub- 
lic, we can do so after deliberation and in due season. If not, we 
can dispose of them as their desire and our interest shall dictate. 

Now, the precise question that confronts us in this case is 
whether the provision of the Constitution that ‘‘all duties, im- 
posts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States” 
applies to Puerto Rico. In other words, whether Puerto Rico is 
now a part of the United States. That is all there is abont it, al- 
though the discussion has taken a very much larger character and 
covers a very much wider field. Iam not disposed to be at all 
dogmatic about it. I may not be right. I have tried the best I 
could to get right upon this question. I began the study of it 
many months ago, and I have passed through every stage of con- 
viction upon it, from the conviction that the Constitution did 
apply to the conviction which I shall endeavor to state to the 

ouse, and for which I shall give my reasons. 

This much is clear. No amount of declamation upon that side 
of the Chamber or this side of the Chamber will alter the law. 
The dispute must be removed from this noisy tribunal and carried 
to the serene presence in yonder court room, where it will be de- 
cided and settled forever. One of the things that I think is of the 
greatest advantage in this bill is that it furnishes a s y oppor- 
tunity for obtaining a decision from the Supreme Court, a deci- 
sion in which we shall all acquiesce. 

My colleague [Mr. McCALL] has relied upon two cases, in his 
report and again to-day in his remarks. Iam not going to read 
from them, but I want to say a few words about them. The sub- 
ject is threadbare, but I wish to call attention to one or two con- 
siderations that have not been alluded to. 

In the first place, as to that oft-quoted dictum of Marshall in 
Loughborough vs, Blake. I am not sure whether my colleague 
agrees that itisadictum. If he would go to the original record 
and find the agreed statement of facts upon which the case was 
tried, he would find that it closed with substantially these words: 

If the direct tax levied was levied lawfully under the Constitution, then 
there is to be judgment for the defendant. 

There was no question about uniformity of tariffs, no question 
about duties, imposts, or excises. The question which I have 
stated was the 8 which was presented to the court, and the 
only question decided by the court. The other utterance was a 
dictum. Nobody in the world has ever pointed out the dangers of 
a dictum better than the great Chief Justice himself when, in the 
case of Cohen vs. Virginia, he tells us that it— 
ought not to control the judgment * * * hen the very point is presented 
for judgment. 

But there is one thing more about that dictum to which I desire 
to call the attention of the House. The case was argued on Tues- 
day morning, March 7, and was decided at the opening of the 
court on the following Friday morning, March 10, That is all 
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the consideration this great constitutional question then received 
from the court. A dictum expressed under those circumstances 
will not control my judgment upon a question which affects the 
destinies of 75,000,000 American citizens. I will not under the 
authority of such a dictum as that concede that the ten or twelve 
million Filipinos, with their eighty or ninety tribes, have already 
come to share my birthright as an American citizen. 

That is the first authority upon which the gentleman relies. 

The next is the case of Cross vs. Harrison. It is well for us to 
understand the historical relation of this case to a chain of causa- 
tion which began with an utterance of Calhoun in the Senate and 
ended with the Dred Scott decision, nay, even ended with the 
civil war. 

Calhoun, in the interest of slavery, had declared that the Con- 
stitution extended of its own force over the Territories of the 
United States, and that Congress had not the right to enact laws 
which would forbid any citizens of the United States from taking 
and holding therein his slave property which was protected by 
the Constitution as all other property was protected. This, as 
88 knows, was the doctrine of Chief Justice Taney in the 
Dred Scott case, and led to the declaration that the Missouri com- 
promise was unconstitutional. After the ratification of the treaty 
of peace with Mexico, which brought with it a large acquisition 
of territory, in the last days of the session of 1847-48 an amend- 
ment to an appropriation bill was offered which, while providing 
a scheme of government for the ceded Territories, undertook in 
terms to extend the Constitution over them. In the course of this 
debate Calhoun asserted emphatically that the Constitution, as 
the supreme law of the land, extended over all the Territories of 
the United States. Upon this proposition Webster took issue 
with him. 

The Calhoun doctrine—because there is where the doctrine 
5 as the tleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] has so 
well shown—the Calhoun doctrine of the transmigratory power 
of the Constitution was adopted by the Polk Admistration. If 

ou will read the report in Cross vs. Harrison you will see that 

uchanan, the same Buchanan who predicted the Dred Scott de- 
cision a few days before it was announced and advised the Ameri- 
can people to submit to it, in a dispatch quoted in the report, 
announced that doctrine, and that Robert J. Walker, the Secretary 
of the Treasury, announced that doctrine. 

The military authorities in the Territory of California acted 
upon that doctrine, as they naturally would under the orders of 
their superiors; but the Supreme Court of the United States in 
Cross vs. Harrison did not obey those orders, and the case does 
not squarely decide in favor of the Calhoun-Buchanan-Walker 
doctrine, which has become the modern doctrine, that the Consti- 
tution of its own vigor extends over acquired territory. Now, 
then, the case of Cross us. Harrison is y so familiar to you 
that I will not state the facts more than to say that it was an ac- 
tion to recover back customs dues which had been paid at the port 
of San Francisco before the collector authorized by an act of Con- 
gress got there. The only part of the decision to which I shall 
refer is that part which deals with those duties that were paid 
after the news of the treaty of pao reached California, and paid 
in accordance with the tariff laws of the United States, and it 
was held that they were properly paid. 

Now, my friend said in his speech that in that case the court 
decided that any other method of levying the duties would have 
been inconsistent with this precise provision of the Constitution 
which we have under consideration. I do not so understand the 
decision. I glanced over the case while ay colleague was speak- 
ing. The provision in question was not alluded to by the Attor- 
ney-General. It was not discussed by the court. Idid not notice 
that it was mentioned, but I will yield to anyone who will point 
out an error here. But, on the contrary, what was decided was this, 
in the words of Mr. Justice Wayne: 

By the ratification of the treaty California became a t of the United 
States. and as there is nothing differently stipulated in the ty with roepa 
to commerce, it became instantly bound and privileged by the laws which 
Congress had passed to raise a revenue from duties on imposts and tonnage. 

Bound and privile by the laws, not by the Constitution. 
Then there follows a discussion of those laws, pointing out that 


shoy cover territory acquired as California was. 
1 5 GAINES. ill the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 7 


Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I will. 

Mr. GAINES, Did not the court expressly hold in the Cross- 
Harrison case that the position of the complainants, the importers, 
was untenable, inasmuch as the Constitution required that all 
duties should be uniform throughout the United States? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not so understand it. 

com gees Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? : 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I will always yield to the gen- 
tleman, because I know he will not press upon me much. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to call the attention of the gentleman 
to the fact that the duties in that case were levied by the military 


governor while California was under military rule, and not only 
while it was under military rule, but they were taxes enacted by 
the military commander himself, and after the ratification of the 
treaty the court said that these taxes should be levied under the 
acts of the United States levying the tariff tax in 1790. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I understand it exactly as the 
gentleman from Georgia does, and there was no discussion of the 
purview of the Constitution of the United States. The only ques- 
tion was whether the laws of the United States applied; because, 
as the courtsaid, California by the treaty had becomea part of the 
United States. Now, I agree that California by the words of the 
treaty had become a part of the United States, and I am going to 
poat out the reasons for so agreeing. This requires me to cite 

he provisions of the treaty bearing upon that question, In Arti- 
cle VIII there is this provision: 

+ + * Those who shall prefer to remain in the said territories may 
either retain the title and rights of Mexican citizens or acquire those of 
citizens of the United States. But they shall be under the obligation to 
make the election within one year, * * and those who shall remain 
„„ after the expiration of that year without having declared their in- 
tention to retain their character_as Mexicans shall be considered to have 
elected to become citizens of the United States. 

Article IX is verbatim Article III of the Louisiana treaty, and 
3 effect is the same as that of the Florida treaty, and is as fol- 
ows: 

2 5 98989 5 8 2 shall be ee. in Mees 3 
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ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the Loe os feat of all 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the Uni States. 


Article VIII uses this suggestive language: 

Territories which by the present treaty are to be comprehended for the 
future within the limits of the United States. 

And Article XI language of like import, in the following words: 

Mexicans now established in territories previously belonging to Mexico, 
and which remain for the future within the limits of the United States. 

It must not be forgotten that the treaty was not one of cession, 
but in form one of delimitation, proceeding upon the pretense 
that the boundaries of the two Republics were to be fixed. 

It seems clear, then, that there was ample warrant in the terms 
of the treaty itself for the court tosay that California had become, 


by the treaty, a part of the United States. If words could make it 
such, it had so become. 
Mr. TONGUE, Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 


question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. TONGUE. Do l understand that the decision to which the 
gentleman has referred was upon the construction of the Consti- 
tution or the application of the laws of the United States? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I understand the decision not 
to be upon the construction of the Constitution, but that the laws 
of the United States for the collection of duties on imports ex- 
tended to California as a part of the United States. 

Ms, LITTLEFIELD. ill the gentleman permit me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I will. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Did the court in the Cross and Harrison 
case put its decision, in any part of its reasoning, on the ground 
you have just hay Spa 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. ILread: By the ratifica- 
tion of the treaty California became a part of the United States;” 
and as there is nothing different stipulated in the treaty, it became 
instantly bound and privileged—what by? The Constitution? 
No, “ft Bound and privileged by the laws which Congress had 
5 Mr. LITTLEFIELD, Did the court, in its opinion, base its con- 
clusion on the la: of the treaty that you have quoted? If so, 
please read from the opinion. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I have not said that it did. The 
treaty was fresh in eel eae mind. Every lineof it had been 
published throughout the country. The decision was only a few 
years afterwards. I quote from the treaty of Paris, but 1 do not 
quote the exact language, because I know that everybody is fa- 
miliar with it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know the gentleman from Massachusetts 
does not want to create any misapprehension, and will he allow 
eed 105 8 a statement of his, unintentionally made, I have no 

oubt 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT, The gentleman stated that there was noth- 
ing in this decision which did more than to mark out the line or 
boundary between the ceded terri 8 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. o; I did not say in the deci- 
sion. The gentleman misunderstood me, 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to call his attention—— 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. There is no correction. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to call the gentleman's attention to 
what was said in the decision. On page 190 of that decision the 
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court said that after the ratification of the treaty of peace Cali- 
fornia became a part of the United States—— 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Thatis just what I said; the 
particular terms of this individual treaty made the territory a 
part of the United States. The Cross and Harrison case stands 
upon that ground, and not upon any constitutional ground what- 
ever. I thank the gentleman from Georgia for the confirmation. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the 1 from Massachusetts yield 
tome? I have the Cross and Harrison opinion noW 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. No; the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee knows that I do not wish to be discourieous, but Ican not 
have all my time taken up by interruptions. 

Mr. GAINES. We will have the gentleman's time extended. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. do not want my time ex- 
tended. I want to finish as fast as I can. As I said, I am hardly 
able to go on with the discussion. 

The third authority relied upon by my colleague in his report 
and the last, barring the dictum of Justice Curtis, with which I 
have no dispute, is the speech of Daniel Webster in the Senate. 
1 was glad to see that my colleague [Mr. MCCALL] did not recur to 
thats hagain. I wish he had said that he was mistaken in quot- 
ing Webster on that side of the controversy upon which he quoted 
it. I have read every word of that speech of the 23d of March, 
and it has absolutely nothing to do with this subject. The words 
taken at the end of that speech, and made to bear the interpreta- 
tion which my friend gives to them, have altogether a different 
meaning when read with the wholeof thespeech. Ifanybody has 
any doubt about it, go to the RECORD and read the speech. Daniel 
Webster ali his life long was against the theory that the Consti- 
tution of its own force extended to any of our Territories. Again 
and again he asserted his deliberate convictions upon this subject. 
If he could to-day hear himself quoted by a son of Massachusetts 
upon this floor in support of a doctrine which he resisted with all 
the power of his mighty intellect, and which he despised and hated 
as the black spawn of slavery, he would turn in his lonely grave 
in Marshfield at the agony of the thought. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] Webster can be placed upon but one side of this 
controversy, and that side is our side. [Applause.] 

A good deal has been said about the jury cases, and I want to 
say a word about them grouped together. There are six of them, 
beginning with the lowa case in 1850 and ending with the Utah 
case in 1598, One relates to Iowa, then a Territory, and one to 
the District of Columbia, and four to Utah. It is to be noted that 
in the lowa case a provision of the ordinance of 1787, which I read 
earlier in my speech. was extended to that Territory in the or- 
ganic act, and that that is the ground of the decision, or one 
of the grounds of the decision, by the court. In the District of 
Columbia, sneer, as my colleague | Mr. MCCALL] will, the thought 
that that Territory was once a part of a sovereign State and 
that no one had any idea of stripping it of the benefits of the 
Constitution is not to be despised. It is further true that by the 
act of Congress passed long before the case of Callan inst Wil- 
son the Constitution was expressly extended to the trict of 
Columbia, as if to remove any doubt on the subject. 

Utah was acquired very largely under the treaty with Mexico, 
and what was not bags bei under the treaty with Mexico must 
have been as a part of Louisiana. I have read the provisions of 
both treaties. The provision in the Mexican treaty, in effect, was 
that the territory should be incorporated into the Union; that 
its inhabitants should become citizens of the United States, unless 
within one year they declared their purpose to retain their alle- 
giance to Mexico. Further than that, in the organic act of Utah, 
the Constitution and the laws of the United States not applicable 
were extended by Congress in 1850, many years before these ques- 
tions were determined by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

I am disposed to concede that where territory is acquired under 
a stipulation that it shall in the future become a part of the United 
States, and that its inhabitants shall be citizens of the United 
States, and as soon as possible be admitted to the privileges and 
immunities of citizens of the United States, and thereafter, in pur- 
suance of that stipulation, Congress extends these privileges and 
immunities to it oy incorporating it in express terms within 
the territory covered by the Constitution—I am disposed to con- 
cede, I say, that a person within territory which can be thus de- 
scribed can put his hand upon the privileges of the Constitution 
and say: They are mine. You gave them to me; you stipulated 
that I should have them when you acquired the territory in which 
Ilive. And in pursuance of your obligation and that stipulation 
by solemn law you extended them to me.” But our new posses- 
sions present no such question as this. Let us contrast them with 
all others which came before. 

In every other acquisition of territory made, with the possible 
exception of Alaska, there were in effect these two provisions: 
That the inhabitants of the territory should be incorporated 
within the Union of the States and should become citizens of the 
United States. But the treaty with Spain marked a change of 
policy—as great a change of policy as was ever made by a nation. 


I propose to consider that. But before doing so I desire to state 
one fundamental proposition. I can not stop to cite the authori- 
ties for it. I believe that in dealing with foreign nations this 
nation has all the sovereignty which any nation on earth has. It 
may do anything by a treaty that any nation—England, France, 


or Germany—can do, 

With the exception of authorizing what the Constitution for- 
bids, or a change in the character of the government or in that 
of the States, or the cession of any portion of the latter without 
its consent. in the words of Mr. Justice Field, in Geofrey vs. 
Riggs (133 U. S., 258): 

It is not perceived that there is any limit to the questions which can be 
adjudged touching any matter which is properly the subject of negotiation 
with a foreign country. 

Though this is a government of limited powers, it is supreme 
within its own limits. In dealing with foreign nations and ac- 
quiring from them territory by treaty our nation has all the sover- 
eignty which any other nation has, There is no limitation upon 
our power. We may acquire territory for whatever purpose we 

lease. We may acquire it for a naval station or for a sovereign 

tate. We may do anything in our foreign relations from making 
a mere treaty of alliance up to the consolidation of territory asa 
State, as we consolidated Texas, Our history furnishes many 
examples of the exercise of this unlimited sovereignty. 

The Monroe doctrine itself is nothing but a manifestation of 
supreme, int unlimited power. It is a species of protec- 
torate over the Western Hemisphere; and PAN some of the consti- 
tutional interpretations heard upon this floor would deny us the 
right to maintain the Monroe doctrine. Wehaveexercised a pro- 
tectorate over Samoa for many years. We have another arrange- 
ment there now, I believe, within a few days. I do not know 
exactly what it is. We have established consular ports, acquiring 
the right to do so by treaty, in semibarbarous lands, e have 
in the Revised Statutes a general provision of law which allows 
a citizen to acquire by discovery guano islands. We have about 
sixty of those islands in our possession. How do we hold them? 
No one but ourselves has any sovereignty there. We hold them 
as appertaining to the United States, not as a part of the United 
States. We hold them only for such time as the political depart- 
ment of the Government shall deem to be proper. 

We have the Indians in our midst—a dependent, domestic na- 
tion, in the delicate language of Marshall. We have Cuba. To- 
day we exercise in Cuba every right of sovereignty which exists 
exercise it as a trustee, I agree, but we are exercising it; we are 
the sovereign of Cuba to-day; and who contends that the Consti- 
tution has gone there? 

I would like some of our friends on the other side to tell me 
how, if the Philippines are a part of the United States and under 
the Constitution, Mr. Bryan is going to exercise that li pea 
over the archipelago which he has proclaimed as the policy of 
the Democratic party. One would think that the spectacle of one 
part of a great country maintaining a protectorate over another 
part of that same country would be somewhat ludicrous. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. How does the gentleman answer 
the fact that we have already a protectorate over the Sultan of 
Jolo? I ask him, in view of the position he has just taken, how 
he answers the fact that President McKinley approved a tere 
with the Sultan of Jolo, of the Sulu Islands, in which an Ameri- 
can protectorate is expressly provided for, including the Sultan's 
300 wives, slaves, and so forth? i 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Iam the most unfortunate man 
in the world in not making myself understood upon the other side 
of the House. I say that we can exercise a protectorate; that we 
can do anything whatever in our foreign relations that any other 
sovereign nation can do. We can acquire just as much or just as 
little dominion over any other part of the earth’s surface as we 
may determine to be wise and necessary. What I did say is that 
I should like to have those gentlemen who say that the Philip- 
pine Archipelago has become a part of the United States and that 
the Constitution has extended itself over that archipelago—I 
would like to have those gentlemen reconcile such a view with 
Mr. Bryan’s theory that it is the duty of this Government to 
exercise . over that archipelago. 

3 S of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit me 
oi 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes; I will. I want to know. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The answer is very easy. If 
they are a part of the United States, then we can not exercise a 
protectorate. If we doexercise a protectorate, they are not a part 
of the United States. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
the gentleman from Mississippi to say that if they are a part of 
the United States we can not exercise a eee I under- 
stand him and ded fet else upon that side to say that they are 
a part of the United States, and the problem still troubles me to 


know how Mr. Bryan is going to exercise his protectorate in case 
the Democratic doctrine is the true one, 
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Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I do not admit that they are 


now a part of the United States. The treaty of Paris says that 
we are to determine their political status ”—i. e., their relation 
to us and their international relation. We can determine it by 
declaring them independent, or independent with a protectorate, 
or by declaring thema of the United States. Butif they were 
a part of the United States, the moment you established a protec- 
torate net woog cease to be a part of the United States. [Ap- 
plause on Democratic side and laughter on Republican side.] 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, By establishing a protectorate 
we can make them cease to be a part of the United States if they 
have become so under this treaty! Now, just look at the state- 
ment of the gentleman from Mississippi—because I always respect 
what he says upon this floor. 

Mr. STEELE. But he is not serious now. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. See the subterfuges to which 
he is compelled to resort to reconcile that which is irreconcilable. 
Yon can not reconcile the position of Mr, Bryan with regard to 
the protectorate with the position of the Democratic ty that 
these islands are part of the United States and entitled to every 
constitutional privilege to which every other American citizen is 
entitled. If you admit that they are not yet a part of the United 
States, that is all I am contending for. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. They do not try to reconcile those 
two statements. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit me 
another interruption, and then I will not trouble him further, I 
call his attention to the decision in Cross vs. Harrison, 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Yes, I will. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well. The court says: 

It was urged that our revenue laws covered only so much of the territory 
of the United States as had been divided into collection districts, and that 
Satis te $0 uci dation cn tae Dove DAN acing PAA beer N 

or 
inn the territorial limite of the United tates. To this ft may be success - 
fully replied that collection districts and of entry are no more than 
dasigonted localities within and at which Congress had extended a liberty 
of commerce in the United States, and that so much of its territory as was 
not within any collection district must be considered as having been with- 
held from that liberty. 
* $ 


* * * * * 

The right claimed to land foreign goods within the United States at any 
place out of a collection district, owed, would be a violation of that pro- 
Vision in the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, imposts, and —— 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. Indeed. it must be very clear 
that no such right exists and that there was nothing in the condition of Cali- 
fornia to exempt importers of foreign goods into it from the payment of the 
same duties which were o ble in the other of the United States. 
As to the denial of the authority of the President to prevent the landing of 
foreign goods in the United States out of a collection district, it can only be 
necessary to say, if he did not do so, it would be a neglect of his constitutional 
obligation to take care that the laws be faithfully executed.“ 

s $ * kd s * 


s 

The acts of the 20th of July, 1790 (1 Stat. L., 130, chapter 30), and that of 2d 
of March, 1799 (1 Stat. L., 627, chapter 22), were also of force in California 
without any special legislation d. g them to be so. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I hardly think I am keeping 
my promise to the House not to read from some cases if I permit 
the gentleman to do so. But I still adhere to all the important 
part of my statement, though in the statement which is not so im- 

nt, that the uniformity provision was not referred to, I was 
error. It was not discussed. 

Mr. GAINES. That was the point I had in mind when I called 
your attention to the fact that you had misconstrued the case of 
Cross vs. Harrison—that is, that portion just read by the gentle- 
man from Mississippi. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I propose to 
take but little more of the time of the House. When carried back 
by an 3 toa former part of my argument, I had reached 
this point: I had shown that all the territory acquired by the 
United States before that acquired through the treaty of Paris 
was acquired under stipulations which in effect provided that the 
inhabitants should be incorporated within the Union and should 
become citizens of the United States. I had attempted to show 
that the nation, with its full sovereignty, had the right to acquire 
territory for any purpose or in any way it chose and had given 
several examples of sovereignty exercised over territories which 
it would be conceded are not parts of the United States. The 
question is now, By what kind of a title did we acquire territory 
in the treaty of Paris? I said that there was a marked change of 
policy, and in support of that statement I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House to Article IX of the treaty. The material part 
is as follows: After pronding that the subjects of Spain may by 
declaration preserve their 1 to the Spanish Crown, the 
article provides that in default of which declaration, they shall 
be held to have renounced it and to have adopted the nationality 
of the territory in which they may reside. e civil rights and 
political status of the native inhabitants of the territories ceded 
to the United States shall be determined by the Co: Com- 
pare this with the Mexican treaty. On their failure to retain 
their Mexican citizenship, the inhabitants of the territories ‘‘shall 
ce to have elected to become citizens of the United 
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Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I should like to ask the gentle- 
man a question. > 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Righton bad ae Ipresume? 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Yes. What will be the nation- 
ality of this Territory when we definitely take it under civil con- 
trol and exercise civil jurisdiction over it? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. That 5 u What we 
desire to do, what we may do. I have no doubt that in time I 
will say to my friend, Puerto Rico will become American soil com- 
pletely, and that its inhabitants will become American citizens; 

ut Ihave some doubt whether the Philippine Archipelago will 
become completely American soil and its people become Ameri- 
can citizens. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Is it true, then, as a result of the 
war against Spain, that the Filipinos lost citizenship of any na- 
tion and became merely waifs, with no citizenship? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, No; they become just what the 
treaty says they become, and the language is plain. They have 
the nationality of the territory in which they reside. That is a 
nationality that is perfectly clear, They are Filipinos, They are 
not Americans. The inhabitants of Puerto Rico are Puerto Ri- 
cans, just as the inhabitants of Australia are Australians, and not 
Englishmen, although they owe a paramount allegiance to the 
British Crown, just as the inhabitants of Canada are Canadians, 
and not Englishmen, although they owe a paramount allegiance 
to Her Majesty. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. If they are not of American 
nationality, if the islanders are not of American nationality, where 
do we get authority to legislate for countries not a portion of 
American territory? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. We get authority in the peo. 
vision of the Constitution which authorizes us to make all needful 
rules and regulations for Territories belonging to the United 
States,” and we get a further authority, recognized over and over 
again by the Supreme Court, in that having acquired property we 
have the implied right to govern it by the plainest principles. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Does the gentieman know that 
the Supreme Court bas said that that clause of the Constitution 
had reference to the Northwest Territory after it was ceded to the 
United States? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I know, Mr. Chairman, that 
Chief Justice Taney, the only man who ever said it in the world, 
said it in the ignominious source of authority to which in the end 
those upon the other side of this question always go, the case of 
Dred Scott vs. Sandford. That is the only case in our whole juris- 
prudence which I now recall in which that has been said. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman if that 
case has ever been reversed or criticised? ([Derisive laughter on 
the Republican side. } 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I think it has been criticised, 
It was criticised for about four 775 and at the end of that timo 
the American people 3 t it was overruled. [Applause 
on the Republican side. 

Mr. HRAN of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman ugain 
oe case has ever been criticised by any court in the United 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I do not think any judge of 
the Supreme Court has ever taken any notice of it from that time 
to this—that is, of that of which we complain. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I notify the gentleman that at the 
yery earliest opportunity I will refer him to at least twenty lead- 
ing caren in this country in which the Dred Scott case has been 
quoted. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman 
will notice the qualification I make. Of course it has been re- 
ferred to; but that part of it to which the gentleman alludes, of 
which we complain, the main part of the controversy between 
Curtis and Taney the gentleman never will find that alluded to, 
with approval, a least, by any judge of any court. 

Mr. HRAN of Missouri. Has it not been quoted by the 
Supreme Court of the United States in deciding that in the Terri- 
tory of Utah laws authorizing juries to render majority verdicts 
were unconstitutional? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I know it has been cited again 
and again, but what I say is that it has never been cited to sus- 
tain the proposition which my friend has announced upon the 


floor. It may be that Iam . 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. It never has been cited for any 


other popo z Cries of Regular order!“ 

Mr. MOODY of husetts. Mr. Chairman 
ü Mr. BARTLETT, I want to make this suggestion to the gen- 

eman. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, I yield to the gentleman, 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman referred to the treaty of 
Paris in reference to the claim of a citizen. Now, I want to ask 
the tleman if this treaty does not confine that to native-born 
residents of Spain, or rather residing in that island, by that sec- 
tion of that treaty? 
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Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I can not say. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. It does not. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman made a statement. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Isaid nothing to the contrary. 
I said, if the gentleman will permit me to make myself clear, that 
in the treaty with Mexico the provision was that in case those who 
owed allegiance to Mexico did not renounce thatallegiance within 
one year they were to remain American citizens. In this treaty 
the provision is different. The Spanish subjects, if they do not 
renounce allegiance, are to remain of the nationality of the terri- 
foyin which they reside. 

. BARTLETT. That is confined to the native born in the 
Peninsula and does not extend to all. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I did not say that it did; but I 
say that the treaty established a new citizenship in the terri- 
tories. It created a separate political community with a citizen- 
ship of its own, though the community and-its citizens owe a 
paramount allegiance to the United States. We have not far to 
seek to find a political relation exactly like this. The Indian in 
his tribal relation is subject to the jurisdiction of his tribe, but 
owes a paramount allegiance to the United States. Did the care 
of our commissioners at Paris avail nothing? They not only 
scrupulously avoided making the inhabitants of the territories 
citizens of the United States or promising them citizenship, but 
to make assurance doubly sure they created a new citizenshi 
citizenship in the territories themselves. Far from promisin 
them incorporation into the Union, they provided that the civi 


rights and political status of the inhabitants should be settled by 
Congress. How can words be broader than these? The complete 
relation of these le to the United States is in the hands of 


Congress. That is what the President meant when he said in 
Boston that the solution of this problem lay with Congress, The 
territories are not yet a part of the United States. eir people 
are not yet American citizens.. They may become so in the future. 
It will be for Con tosay. Onur present duty is to teach them 
to bear the burdens and appreciate the benefits of local self- 
government, It would be in the highest degree unwise if we 
periled that great result by mistakes in the beginning and at- 
tempted to impose upon the people a Constitution which was 
drawn and adapted to other parts of the world, to other people, 
and to other stages of civilization. 

A single word and thought more andIamdone. I have no pre- 
pared peroration 1 I can evoke the 7 of this House 
core more than I had a prepared speech. I can not restrain my 
indignation when I hear on that side of the Chamber that we who 
hold a particular view upon a disputed question of Constitutional 
law for that reason desire to enter upon a career of tyranny over 
peoples whose destinies are put by God Almighty under our 
charge. 1 deny the charge. use we do not believe that the 
Constitution of the United States extends over these islands as a 
part of the United States, it does not follow that we would deny 
to them any of the fundamental rights of a free people which the 
Constitution insures tous. If they have not the safeguards of 
the Constitution, they have the conscience of the American people 
and are protected, in the words of a great judge, by“ the spirit of 
the Constitution, from which Congress derives all its powers.” 

Whether they have the Constitution or no, they may beassured 
that so long as the light of liberty and freedom shines over our 
domain they will never be denied one of those pear fundamental 
persona rights so long as we shall enjoy and cherish those rights 

or ourselves: Piona aonan on the Republican side.] 

The CHAIR e gentleman from New Jersey is recog- 
nized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I feel difficulty 
in addressing this committee after the speech that has been made 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy], as hthat 
ought to be written in our hearts. It is not to the law of this mat- 
ter that I should address myself; for wiser lawyers have spoken on 
that subject. But I want to say to this House that there is no 
calamity that they could impose upon Puerto Rico or upon those 
people equal to the failure of this bill. 

Puerto Rico is our ward; it is for its people we are legislating. 
It is to give them such financial conditions as will allow them to 
have peace and prosperity, and to wish to be within the limits of 
the United States; and, to my mind, the alternative proposed of 
giving free trade to Puerto Rico would be an unspeakable wrong 
tothem. I say this without the less hesitation because my first 
impressions were in that very direction of free trade. The exten- 
sion, through annexation of Puerto Rico as a part of the United 
States, to it of the Dingley tariff means, n ily, that we also 
extend to them our internal revenue. No man can deny that. 
Otherwise they could distill liquor or make cigars, and make the 
things which are under our internal revenue, and could send their 
products free of duty into the United States. 

But to extend the excise law to them means that all small manu- 
factories should be closed and that hundreds of people should be 
put out of business, It means that these poor people, for they 
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are poor, could no longer smoke cigars, because the price would 


be so much increased. There is not a witness who does not say 
that the imposition of these excise taxes would be absolutely im- 
ible in Puerto Rico, and for that reason this bill does not 
impose them. Free trade means more to this island. Its people 
haye lived without machinery, without organized manufactories. 
Small trades, like those of the shoemaker, the tailor, and the fur- 
niture maker, such as used to prevail with us, are there still supply- 
ing the wants of the people. All at once they,would be subjected to 
the competition of great manufacturing industries which have 
almost driven these trades from without our midst and would 
drive them out from their island. We have welcomed the develop- 
ment of manufacturing in spite of that result. Our tradesmen 
have done better; the shoemaker became the shoe manufacturer, 
the tailor becomes a merchant tailor or engages in large manufac- 
tories. Our Eastern farmer, who finds that the railroads have 
made his farm unprofitable, moves to the West, where farming 
ays. 
$ Our Eastern manufacturer, if his materials become too expen- 
sive, goes where those materials are cheaper. The American can 
move everywhere, but the Puerto Rican is not anAmerican. He 
speaks Spanish; he is partly of Indian blood. He can not or will 
not come to this country, and any measure which would put that 
little island immediately under the unrestricted competition of our 
at manufactories and drive outits small tradesmen would bean 
injury that we have no right to inflict. 


There is only one parallel case, and that was cited by the gen- 
tleman from husetts [Mr. MeCaLLl, who spoke against 
the bill. It is Ireland. Let me ask what free trade has done 


for Ireland? Free trade for Ireland meant that England, the 
country which had the coal, the brains, and the organization, 
took the profits of an island that was turned into a poor farming 
country, on which its sister island held the title or the mortgage 
and from which it drew the rents. We do not mean to create this 
result in Puerto Rico. 

With free trade between Puerto Rico and this country, whence 
is revenue to be got? Revenue is needed for roads and schools, 
such revenue as we always need for good government, for courts, 
and the administration of thelaws. We can appropriate from 
the United States Treasury, but no one thinks that is a proper 
measure; or we can tax property there as we do here. Are we to 
increase the land taxes there upon a people whose plantations 
have been ruined by tornadoes? Or are we to increase a tax which 
they have already—the tax upon production? There every farm 
pays a certain proportion of its production to the Government, 

ut this produce tax is the worst kind of tax in the world, be- 
cause it makes an army of assessors all over the country; because 
it is the most susceptible to frand; because it is the most peel 
tible to oppression; 3 it seeks for money when there is noth- 
ing but the crop upon the ground. If that crop be taken away, 
the expense of its being taken away is to come out, as well as the 
expense of the tax collector. 

e will adopt no such measure, This bill says that Puerto 
Rico shall have what no State inthis Union haseverhad. It says, 
first, that these poor e shall have absolute freedom from the 
Sere tara of the Uni 55 ro the tariff of the acti 

tates, so far as paying a single dollar into our Treasury. says 
that they shall be treated as our friends. We do not ask them to 
contribute to our support or even to the repayment of what we 
have spent in the war which gave them g government. We 
reduce the Dingley tariff as against them by three-quarters. 

We ask them only todo the same to us, and then we declare 
that the payments under the tariff shall not go into the Treasury 
of the United States, but go to the President for the benefit of the 
people of that island. Was ever so much generosity shown to any 
people? We give them just enough protection to maintain their 
own industries during the period of change, and we relieve them 
as far as we can from land tax or produce tax. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

If the tariff that we lay on their goods is a tariff on their pro- 
duction, it is only when the goods have come here and are able to 
pay 5 tariff because at the market and the money is ready to pay 

or them. 

And then we enact that the duties not only on goods that go to 
them but on goods that come here shall all go to the benefit of 
theisland. This is what we have been told is tyranny! 

What are we going to give the islands if we do not pass this 
bill? What are we to do for those people? How is the expense of 
their government to be paid? 

Gentlemen come to me and others on this side of the House and 
talk of this measure of kindness as if it were tyranny. And they 
talk about the Philippines and ask, Will you do the same there? 
Still more, they ask whether the rights of personal liberty guar- 
anteed by the Constitution shall not go to all the territories held 
by the United States? How are these questions incident to a 
measure providing simply for the raising of revenue for this coun- 
try and for that island? There is a constitutional provision that 
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“all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 
United States. 
The provisions as to personal rights are not limited as to place. 


One says that the writ of habeas corpus shall not be mded 


except in cases, and says nothing about 5 t may 
well be argued that the rights of a citizen of the United States go 
eve 


wie where the power of the United States may extend. 
But how has that to do with the question as to whether these 
people should be given relief to the extent of three-fourths from 
the tariff bar that now stands between us and them; that they 
shall be afforded at the same time a revenue for schools and for 
roads, and that they shall be absolutely relieved from all contri- 
butions toward the support of this Government? 

Let us have no sympath with mere verbal arguments on the 
subject of our control in the territories that we have received by 
the treaty with Spain. They are not beyond the pale of the great 
rights of liberty guaranteed by the Constitution. As soon as peace 
is established an inhabitant of those islands is entitled to the pro- 
tection of his life and his liberty. But so far as the territory 
is concerned, this Government, through its Congress, has the 

wer to ag ae 3 and when it has been acquired it is 

e right of Congress, under the Constitution, even to dispose of 
or sell such territory. 

Our control over the territory is absolute. If Congress can sell, 
it can control. It can tax. It can exercise the power of taxation 
as may be found right, and has the power to make all rules and 
regulations with reference to such proporvi. There is no limita- 
tion on this power, except that taxes must beuniform throughout 
the States which are united and which contribute by uniform 
laws to the support of the United States Government while man- 
aging their own affairs. This territory is not contributing to 
the expenses of maintaining the United States Government, 0 
United States is imposing taxes there for the purpose of main- 
taining the local government there; and it must have all the 
powers of a State in so doing. 

Mr. FINLEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Les, sir. 

Mr. FINLEY. In ordinary legal parlance, is not the term 
“rules and regulations” used as meaning provisions for carrying 
out some enactment of law? In other words, is there not a dis- 
. a law and what may be termed rules and regu- 

ons?“ 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. In this particular article rules 
and regulations“ are spoken of as instruments of government, and 
therefore they are law. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I understand the gentleman to say that 
li pe and regulations” in the sense implied in this article mean 


W 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I can not see how it can mean 
anything else, and I believe the courts have so held. 

Mr. FINLEY. Has the gentleman any authority in support of 
that statement? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Ihave penig of authorities, but 
I have not the books at hand. The Supreme of the United 
States has often held that in the Territories under this authority 
to make rules and regulations Congress must make law. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then, as I understand, the gentleman has no 
authorities. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I have plenty of authorities, 
but I can not on the instant refer to the exact case. I have no 
books here. 

Mr. GILBERT. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New Jersey yield? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT. Do you contend that Con 
porate a railroad company or a bank in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. GILBERT. Would that corporation become a citizen in 
the sense of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not necessarily. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should say not. 

Mr. GILBERT. Would it become a person in the sense of the 
fourteenth amendment? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I should say not necessarily. 

Mr. GILBERT. Does not the gentleman know that the Su- 
preme Court has repeatedly held that corporations are persons 
within the sense of the fourteenth amendment? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. I believe so. 

Mr. GILBERT. Would not that corporation be entitled to 
equal protection of the laws in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What decision of the Supreme Court is 
maon that subject since the adoption of the fourteenth amend- 
men 


could incor- 


Mr. GILBERT. ThecaseofSt. Clair County against Somoy, 
There are three or four cases in which the Supreme Court has he 
that 2 corporation is a person in the sense of the fourteenth amend- 
men 

Mr. PARKER of New J I want to make one or two more 
propositions, and I do not the gentleman's question is very 
pertinent to my ar ent. It is very easy to ask questions when 
à man is standing here without books, and it is not easy to answer 
them without the authorities at hand. 

Mr. GILBERT. If this Congress 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. The gentleman is making an 
argument, and he is not on the point that I am referring to. 

e CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. 
PARKER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Something has been said about 
export duties. It was always supposed that export duties were 
duties levied upon because they were exported—that is to 
say, if a law should be enacted that in a certain State all of a cer- 
tain class of goods leaving that State should ey, a — A that 
would be an export duty. On the other hand, if a State, by con- 
sent of Congress, were allowed to impose a duty on all goods com- 
ing into that State, that would be animportduty. Some of those 
goods would come from other States, but that would not make 
this an export duty on the goods coming from those States. 

The provision of the Constitution was intended to prevent the 
imposition of duties on goods, on the classification and because 
they were exported. Here by this bill duties are levied on goods 
going into Puerto Rico, not because they are 8 from any- 
where, but because they are imported into that island. They are 
im duties, pure an simple. 

e bill provides full Dingley tariff rates for goods coming from 
the rest of the world and one-quarter of those rates for goods 
from the United States. Thatis not the imposition of an export 


duty on goods coming from the United States. That is a reduc- 
tion by t uarters of the import duties in Puerto Rico be- 
cause the s come from the United States. The bill might 


just as well have said that full tariff rates under the United States 
aws shall be charged on all goods from wheresoever they shall 
come, with a rebate of three-quarters to be allowed to 8 com- 
ing from the United States. The bill substantially orders an im- 
port duty with a rebate on goods coming from the United States. 

Now, on that construction of the law we are not without a case 
exactly analogous. It is the case of Pace vs. Burgess. Pace made 
tobacco, and Burgess was collector. The law provides that there 
shall be a stamp tax on all tobacco of so much per pound, but that 
if the tobacco was to be exported it was to pay a much less rate 
per pound and that a different stamp, marking the tobacco for 
sauces should be put upon the tobacco. The manufacturer went 
before the Supreme Court claiming that the tobacco was for ex- 
port, that it was taxed so many cents a pound, and that therefore 
an export duty was being levied. 

The court denied this claim, holding that while the statute im- 
posed a tax on tobacco that was exported, it was really a rebate 
on a much larger tax on all manufactured tobacco, and therefore 
not an export tax, but a rebate of an excise tax. Now, just so in 
this case, when this bill says that there shall be a tariff imposed 
upon all goods coming into Puerto Rico, and then provides that 
import duty shall be much less if the goods come from the United 
States, it is not an export duty from the United States, but a re- 
bate of an import duty into Puerto Rico. 

It is idle longer to celny tho House with questions of law. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
one question? 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand the gentleman to claim 
that the Dingley law is now in force in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. P of New Jersey. By this bill the Dingley law is 
put into force in Puerto Rico, except tbat practically a rebate 
from the Dingley law of three-quarters is given on all goods that 
come from the United States. 

In conclusion, only one word. It is idle to talk of law only. 
This is an intensely practical question, We must give some relief 
to these people. e must give them revenue; we must give them 
a reduction of the tariff; we must give them the means of getting 
a chance in the progress among nations. Unless that happens we 
might have revolution, and we shall certainly have poverty and 
discontent. This bill gives that relief, and we can not help ap- 
pealing to every member of this House to supportit. [Applause 
on the Republican side. 

Here the hammer fell.] 
d then, on motion of Mr. Payne, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 
ported that the committee had had under consideration the bill 
(H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon, 
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THE SCHOONER BERGEN, 


The SPEAKER announced a change of reference of the bill 
S. 1248) for the relief of the owner or owners of the schooner 
ergen from the Committee on Claims to the Committee on War 
Claims, 
SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE AT EVENING SESSION, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to announce that the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota, Mr. Morris, will act as Speaker at the 
evening session. 


SENATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were taken from the S er’s table and referred 
to their appropriate committees as indicated below: 

S. R. 91. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of extra copies 
of the publications of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy 
partment—to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution No, 27: 

Resolved by the Senate one House of Representativesconcurring), That there 
be printed for the use of the United States Commission to_ the Philippine 


Islands 1,500 bg cae’ of volume 1 of their report recently submitted to the 
Senate by the President— 


to the Committee on Printing. 

S. R. 77. Joint resolution authorizing the printing of a special 
edition of the Yearbook of the United States rtment of Agri- 
culture for 1899—to the Committee on Printing. x 

S. 62. An act granting a pension to Robert Black—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1769. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Frank—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 645. An act granting a pension to David Hunter—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 677. An act granting a pension to Jerusha Sturgis, widow of 
Brig. Gen. Samuel D. Sturgis—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2742. An act restoring to the pension roll the name of Annie 
A. Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1419. An act to increase the pension of Annie B. Goodrich 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1228. An act granting a pension to Thomas Jordan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 239. An act granting a pension to Rhoda A. Foster—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 241. An act granting a pension to Patrick Layhee—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1960. An act 1 an increase of pension to Eli J. March 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S8. 1309. An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 
Piel to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1298. An act granting a pension to Capt. Oscar Taylor to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 994. An act granting an increase of pension to Casper Miller, 
zr. —to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2209. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
Higgins to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1331. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen C. Ab- 
bott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2375. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Russell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 819. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin F. 
Bourne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 833. An act granting an increase of Pension to Henry Atkin- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2622. An act 12 5 55 pension to Maria A. Thompson to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 345. An act granting a pension to Catherine L. Nixon to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1250. An act granting a pension to Mrs. Hattie E. Redfield 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1251. An act increasing the pension of Celia A. Jeffers - to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1254. An act granting a pension to Catherine E. O'Brien to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1255. An act granting an increase of pension to James M. 
Simeral—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2167. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin C. 
Plantz—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2351. An act granting a pension to Joseph Q. Skelton—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S. 2344. An act granting a pension to Alice V. Cook—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1194. An act granting a pension to John B. Ritzman—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1202. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Stubbs—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


S. 1721. An ee an increase of pension to Amos H. 


Goodnow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1729. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver J. 
Lyon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 820. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen Buckner, 
of Baldwin, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1264. An act ting a pension to James A. Southard—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1265. An act granting a pension to Elender Herring, of Els- 
more, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1266. An act nting a pension to Jacob Saladin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1268. An act granting a pension to Sarah R. Burrell, of 
Wichita, Kans.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2441. An act granting a pension to Felix G. Sitton—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2432. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Thomas—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 200. An act granting to the State of Wyoming 50,000 acres 
of land to aid in the continuation, enlargement, and maintenance 
of the Wyoming State Soldiers and Sailors’ Home—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 340. An act to amend an act entitled An act granting pen- 
sions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclu- 
sive, known as the Black Hawk war, Creek war, Cherokee dis- 
turbances, and the Seminole war,” approved July 27, 1892—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 1017. An act for the relief of John M. Guyton—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 3003. An act to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Grand Rapids Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rapids, 
Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Mississippi 
River,” approved February 27, 1899—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2869. An act authorizing the Cape Nome Transportation, 
Bridge, and Development Company, a corporation o i an 
existing under the laws of the State of Washington and authorized 
to do business in the Territory of Alaska, to construct a traffic 
bridge across the Snake River at Nome City, in the Territory of 
Al to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1931. An act to provide for the erection of a bridge across 
Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy Lake and 
the mouth of Rainy River—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

S. 2931. An act to ee e the American National Red Cross, 
and for other pur the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 189. An act for the relief of the owners of the British ship 
Foscolia and cargo—to the Committee on Claims. 

S. 779. An act for the relief of the Potomac Steamboat Com- 
pany—to the Committee on Claims, 

S. 793. An act providing for the adjustment of the swamp-land 
grant to the State of Wisconsin, and for other purposes—to the 

mittee on the Public Lands. 

S. 1175. An act to grant lands to the State of Alabama for the 
use of the Agricultural and Mechanical College of Alabama, for 
negroes, and the State Normal College at Florence, Ala.—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 3129. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry Me- 
Millen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: 

S. R. 55. Joint resolution authorizing the President to appoint 
one woman commissioner to represent the United States and 
National Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, 
France, in 1900. j 


LEAVE TO SIT DURING SESSIONS OF THE HOUSE. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
5 on Military Affairs may sit during the sessions of the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL], chair- 
man of the Committee on Military Affairs, asks unanimous con- 
sent that that committee may be permitted to sit during the 
sessions of the House. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 5 o'clock p. m.), the 
House took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o’clock p. m., re- 
egy its session and was called toorder by Mr. Morris as Speaker 
pro tempore, 

And then, on motion of Mr. Lona, the House resolved itself into 


the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, for 
Lae 


2100 


the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 9 regulate the 
trade of Puerto Rico and for other purposes, with Mr. HULL in the 


chair. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Chairman, the repre- 
sentative position of the President, as chief officer of the Republic, 
should carry with it exemption from abuse of the occupant. A 
representative government must offer that safı d to the per- 
sonalities of those who voice its power and authority and to its 
own position amongst the nations of the world. In what I shall 
have to say my remarks shall be addressed, not to the President, 
but to his policy, which is the policy of his party, than which he 
is neither better nor worse. Perhaps no President has ever more 
thoroughly represented or im ated his . Wheresoever 
it goes he goes; whatsoever it thinks he ; when in doubt as 
to what it thinks he goes West. There is never a shadow of vari- 
ance between his sentiments and those of the national chairman 
of his party. They live and move and have their being together. 

When he speaks his party speaks, except were subsequent de- 
velopments disclose that he spoke too soon, in which event he fol- 
lows in the wake of his party, as in the measure now under dis- 
cussion. He will never veto the action of his His party 
will never do more ku peany restrain him from ing into the 

it. That is the political status of the Government. at the 
ident and his leaders will to be done will be done. The mi- 
nority in Congress is powerless except to register their protest 
and PEDEM to the country—the people who are the source of goy- 
ernment. 

We are here met with the bold assertion of the Administration 
and of the majority that criticism of their course while war is 
on is treasonable, as lending aid and comfort to the enemy. No 
greater advance toward imperialism and monarchical govern- 
ment will ise be aana l eta follow from the 3 o 
that postulate. ‘ e g can do no wrong” sounds angely 
and harshly to American ears. The people are the rulers, and 
they are entitled to have the full light of truth thrown upon the 
administration of public affairs. It is one thing to support the 
Army wherever sent by the President as its commander in chief; 
it as ee thing to condemn the policy of the President who 
sen 

The sublime duty of the soldier is to obey orders. The country 
honors and cherishes him for his valor and deyotion to duty. The 
minority has cheerfully voted for every dollar of appropriation 
asked for his maintenance, though protesting against the policy 
and the Administration which made it n Wes con- 
tinue to protest. Les, more, we say to the world that never was 
there a more useless sacrifice of life than of the 2,000 brave boys 
who sleep in my sg soil since the conclusion of the Spanish 
war and of the 20,000 Filipinos who have died fighting for their 
liberty st our flag of om. 

Until this war is ended it is perhaps better that we do not 
judgment upon the righteousness of the cause of those 
whom ae eee are e contendin 5 hey coos It 3 
ever, no y proper, necessary, that the a on and sen- 
timent of the country be aroused to an appreciation of the extent 
to which we have departed from our safe mooring in the Consti- 
tution and of the untried sea of imperialism to which we are head- 
ing, of what this Administration has done, is doing, and will do. 
It has brought us to the parting of the ways, and is ready and 
anxious to take the decisive step which will place this Republic 
and its reed alongside of Great Britain—‘‘ His Excellency the 
President of the United States and Emperor of the Philippines and 
Sulu” hand in hand with (Her Majesty the Queen of Great 
Britain and Empress of India,” 

Mr. Chairman, when at our doors the cry came to us from starv- 


to obtain for her recognition wherewith she Ser fe liberate herself. 
When 266 of our sailor boys, asleep under the i 
erous Spain 


humanity, for liberty, and for justice. 
cial motive controlled us. R 
We pledged the world when we went to war that it was for lib- 
eration, not for conquest. The war ended A t 12, 1898. The 
treaty of Paris was signed December 10, 1898, and ratified by the 
United States Senate February 6, 1899. Its results were but be- 
ginning. Spain, the great colonizer of history, was driven from 
the American continent. Cuba was free, subject to our tem 
military control and protection. Puerto Rico became ours, wi 
the glad consent of its people. And the Philippines; what of 
them? Mr. Chairman, if the policy announced by the President 
is put into execution, generations yet unborn must tell the story 
of what the Philippines did for us. They did not enter into the 
cause of the war. cosy Pied as much without and beyond the 


No mercenary or commer- 


horizon of our national life as is now „New Zealand, 
or Cape Colony. Manila Bay offered no ter attraction to our 
cupidity than Delagoa Bay. The wealth of the islands wasno 
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more alluring to us than were the countless millions in the moun- 
tains and valleys of the Transvaal. Wewereat peace and in amity 
with their people. The empire virus had not yet entered our veins. 
Naboth’s vineyard was not yet within our vision. The beauty of 
the wife of Uriah the Hittite had not dazzled our senses, 

Admiral Dewey sailed into Manila Harbor for the purpose of 
destroying the Spanish fleet. That soono panad; hə remained 
there, awaiting orders, watching events, till the Spanish forces, 
some 12,000 in number, should be forced to 9 the city of 
Manila, their only possession on the island. Never in all that 
parioa did he assume an unfriendly attitude toward the Filipinos. 

n the contrary, he remarked to Clay Macaulay, ‘‘Rather than 
make war of conquest of these people, I would up anchor and sail 
out of the harbor.” In his letter to Senator LODGE he states that 
he availed himself of the assistance of Aguinaldo as an ally. 

The records of the Department of State conclusively show that 
Dewey and the Administration 3 ted the im of the 
Filipino general's aid and thatithey sought and obtained it. On 
April 24, 1898, Secretary Long telegraphed Dewey at Hongkong: 

War has commenced between the United States and Spain. Proceed at 
once to the Philippine Islands. Commence operations at once, particularly 
against the S; fleet. You must capture vessels or destroy them. Use 
utmost endeavors. 

On the same day United States Consul Pratt, at Singapore, had 
a conference with Aguinaldo, the result of which he eee. 
that day to Dewey: 

Aguinaldo, insurgent leader, here; will come to Hongk 
commodore for general cooperation of insurgents pan ng ek fin if desired. 

‘elegraph. 

Dewey immediately replied: 

Tell Aguinaldo come soon as possible. 

He went two are later, taking 17 chiefs with him. They were 
carried in a United States ship and landed at Cavite, where 0 
furnished him with guns, ammunition, and stores to be A 

t the Spanish. Aguinaldo issued his proclamation to the 
Filipinos in these words: 


Compatriots, Divine Providence is about to place independence within our 
reach. The Americans, not from mercenary motives, but for the sake of 
humanity and the lamentations of so man le, have consid- 

mantle to our beloved coun 


ered it began to extend their v 
Rather blow your brains out than fire a shot or trest as enemies those who 
are your liberators. Where you see the American flag flying assemble in 
numbers. They are our redeemers. 


On July 4, 1898, the American commander, General Anderson, 
wrote him: 


I desire to have the most amicable relations with you, and to have you and 
a people cooperate with us in military operations against the Spanish 


‘orces, 
Two days later he wrote: 
GENERAL: I would like to have your excellency's advice and cooperati 
as you are best acquainted with GP * 


He stated to Consul Pratt that his expectations for his Pop 
in consideration of their cooperation were, ‘‘that the Uni 
States would assume protection of. the Phil * for at least 
long enough to allow the inhabitants to esta a government 
of their own, in the organization of which he would desire Amer- 
ican 3 n and he 5 tt to sabin 
& pro responsible government on T: ciples, an 
5 be willing to accept the same terms for the country as the 
United States intended giving to Cuba.” 

His people enthusiastica nded, They rallied 30,000 
strong; they cleared the interior of the island of Luzon of Span- 
iards by capturing 7,000 of them and driving the remainder into 
Manila, where they surrounded them with an intrenched line 14 
miles long, extending from shore to shore, leaving no avenue of 
escape and nothing but surrender before them. They were herded, 
ready to be delivered to General Merritt, as they were on 14th, 
after a sham show of resistance. The protocol with Spain had 
been signed two days previously, but Merritt had not heard of it. 
But for Aguinaldo’s assistance, possession of Manila would not 
have been obtained prior to the arrival of information of the 
protocol, and no plea of actual 1 could have been pre- 
sented by our commissioners at is. 

Beyond question our warships and soldiers would have eventually 
overcome the Spaniards and forced surrender, but the situation 
would have been different. Timely native assistance was of such 
value and importance to Dewey and Anderson as to be sought and 
welcomed by them. Our utionary forces would have accom- 

lished the surrender of Cornwallis even if the aid of Rocham- 
u's fleet had not forced his surrender at Yorktown; but our 
obligations to France were not thereby diminished. 

Mr. Chairman, the country should know the truth as to the 
manner in which those services were requited by our Govern- 
ment; how the hopes of those 30,000 ce wae soldiers and of the 

ple for whom they fought were cru dashed to the earth; 
ow the party of greed and plunder the rejoicings of those 
simple, earnest 
been our friends, 


People. who were then and always would have 
into the bitterness and desperation of a people 
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maddened by what they as treach 3 
struction of their liberties. e world has seldom seen a greater 


tragedy the rude blasting of those cherished for 
liberty, the realization of which seemed already in their grasp; 
and by the order of the President of a 


ap oye whose inspira- 
tion has always been, and ever should be, the cry for liberty. 

The world will yet know that it was not the voice of the nation, 
but of the party whose only idea of liberty is of that which adorns 
the almighty dollar; the party of special privileges, of monopoly, 
of trusts, of currency jugglers, of exactions from the masses for 
the benefit of the favored few, which will never hesitate to send 
the flag where spoils invite. 

Manila had scarcely surrendered with its 12,000 soldiers, when 
General Otis ordered Aguinaldo and his men out of the city and 
away from its defenses, under threat of forcible action if he did 
not comply by the 15th of September, 1898. The order was obeyed 
under protest. It was even then the purpose of the President to 
appropriasie the entire island. In August he had sent a special 
ca to Admiral Dewey, inquiring which was the most valua- 
ble of the Philippines and the most desirable to retain. Theanswer 
was “Luzon.” Our commissioners to Paris were thereu in- 
structed by him to take Luzon. On December 31, 1898, he sent to 
General Otis this proclamation: 

With the signature of thetreaty of peace between the United States and 


in eir ve plenipotentiaries at Paris on the 10th instant, and 
as a result of the victories of the American arms, the future control, disposi- 


becomes immediate? 
necessary, and government ore maintained by the United | 
States in the 5 and bay of Manila is to be extended with all possi- 
ble dispatch to whole of the ceded territory. 

That was a declaration to the 30,000 Fpiippine soldiers then 
around Manila that their territory had been taken by the United 
States. Three days later he ordered General Miller to bombard 
and take Iloilo, 400 miles south of Manila. That was immediately 
followed by his general order to Otis that those who submitted to 
the authority of the United States would have protection and that 
those who should not would be forced to do so. The two armies 
remained in and around Manila. The President had engendered 
feeling betwixt them. The allies were by him estranged. 

The battle of Manila, lasting from 8 p. m. of February 4 to5 

. m. of the 5th, was a natural result of the conditions thus created 

y the President's orders. A Nebraska soldier killed a lieutenant 
of a Filipino patrol who did not understand or obey the command 
to halt, and the war began. It is not the Spanish war which 
Congress declared April 21, 1898. That war ended six months 
before. It is a war which Congress did not declare. It is the 
President's war—begun even before the ratification of the trea 
under which he claims title. For let it not be forgotten that bo 
he and Secretary Day assert and claim that our title to the Philip- 
pines is not by conquest, but by purchase from Spain. 

The following day Aguinaldo sent an officer se tuo un- 
fortunate incident, asking for a 5 to fix a neu- 
tral zone between the armies till the ty could be arranged. 
The reply of Otis was: Fighting having once begun, it must go 
on to the grim end;“ and upon the heels of that fateful reply has 
followed the sacrifice of the lives of more than 2,000 brave Ameri- 
can soldiers. It isa monumental refutation of the assertion by 
the Administration that the war was unavoidable. It has never 
been so from the day of its inauguration. It is not so now. One 
declaration from the President or from Congress that local self- 
government shall be accorded them under American protection 
will terminate it. That is all they have ever asked. 

The President has admitted that Aguinaldo says: Tou can 
have peace if you give us independence.” But Otis was speaking 
ex cathedra when he sent back the bloody answer: It must go 
on to the grim end.” The policy of the President is at one with 
that of Joseph Chamberlain in his unholy invasion of the Dutch 
Republic: “ No peace till extermination or abject submission.” 

Mr. Chairman, two years ago those islands and their inhabit- 
ants were scarcely known to us. At no point did they touch the 
sphere of our existence. For centuries they have sought the en- 
joyment of life and pursuit of 1 and liberty in their own 
way, unvexed of Western methods and systems. 

For more than three hundred years they have e e war with 
Spain for those rights which by our Declaration of Independence 
are inherent in all men, and have governed themselves to the 
world's satisfaction. Their last war with Spain terminated only 
as recently as 1896 on honorable and advantageous terms. Com- 
mander John D. Ford says: 

The idea that the Filipino is an uncivilized being isa mistaken one. They 
have the intellect and the stamina to govern themselves and have done it for 
three hundred years, although under the rule of Spain. 

Admiral Dewey stated to our peace commissioners: 


In a telegram sent to the De mt on June 23. 1898, I ressed the 
people are superior in their in —— 


opinion that these 


„ Cu ba, and I am familiar with 
races.“ intercourse with them has confirmed me in this 
opinion. 

General Merritt says: 


There are a number of Filipinos whom I Dare mee among then onare: 
and afew of his leaders, whom I Ler yAn amen ip noe edges pate 
of honest, and poor; 


and fully capable of self-government. Aguinaldo, 
not well educated. but am leader of men, with considerable 
ness and „ highly by all 


At the time our Army set foot upon Philippine soil the Filipi- 
nos had an organized government, with a president, a parliament, 
and a judiciary, acting with intelligence, rum, and efficiency; 
and a military arm of 30,000 men, which army, as I have already 
stated, swept the Spanish army of Luzon into Manila, except the 
portion they had captured. 

Now, then, what right had we to make war upon that people? 
Or, that being an existing status of our country in which our 
Government has placed us, and into which it would now be use- 
less, even if advisable, to inquire, I will put it: Why shall we 
continue to make war upon them? The position of the President 
is that they are in rebellion or insurrection against the Govern- 
ment of the United States, and that it is his duty as the Chief 
Executive to PS aking it with the Army and Navy. As they have 
never acknowledged allegiance to us, he bases his contention 
upon the purchase by us of the islands from Spain by the treaty 
of Paris, claiming that the people went with the territory. 

“ Rebellion” or “insurrection” 8 the existence of a 
personal relation, as that of citizen or subject; it does not and can 
not convey the idea of a mere inhabitant or occupant. He says: 


The Philippines are ours by purchase under the treaty of Paris. 


san ‘hat treaty did not undertake to sell the inhabitants. Section 
is: 

The civil rights and status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to United States shall be determined by the Congress. 


Congress has not been permitted to vote upon the subject. The 
only approach to such action was the McEnery resolution, which 
pamo the Senate February 14, 1899, by the vote which had rati- 

ed the treaty the week before. Ishall read it: 

Resolved, That by the ratification of the treaty of with Spain i 
2ͤ 8 


Islands 
citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to permanently annex said 
islands as an integral part of the United States. 


By this resolution they attempted to nullify or avert the conse- 
quences of their conduct in ratifying the treaty without incorpo- 
rating in it an amendment which would have fixed the status of 
those inhabitants so far as it lay in the power of the high con- 
tracting parties to do so. 

It was the difference between before taking” and after tak- 
ing.” When about to enter upon war with Spain, in order to dis- 
arm the suspicions of Europe, we declared: 


The United States disclaims an: tion or intention to exercise sov- 


y disposi: 
. jurisdiction, or control over said island [Cuba] except for the paci: 
tis plished, 


e z 
aa: kef — and asserts its determination, when that is accom to 
leave the government and control of the island to its people. 


A most righteous resolution, which has been a thorn in the flesh 
and a vexation of spirit to the Republican party ever since the 
war, because its handsare tied and prevented from subjecting the 
people of that island as they now purpose for the Filipinos. 

Let us see how the Presid ent has kept the faith with the McEn- 
ery resolution, which committed his party so far as it was possi- 
ble to do so. I shall read a few short extracts from his speeches 
delivered during his flying Western tour last October: 


The Army and Navy have ‘ht us new terri There is no govern- 
Phil ron but nig athe s 


ment in the ours. 
We have been ng ea territory to the United States. In the provi- 
dence of God, who works in mysterious ways, this t archipelago was put 


into ourlap. That they will be retained under the beni nign sovereignty of the 
United Btates Ido not permit myself to doubt. x 


He isa stranger to the noble sentiment of Daniel Webster that— 


No matter how easy may be the yoke of a foreign power, no matter how 
lightly it sits upon the shoulders, if it is not imposed by the voice of his own 
nation and of own country, he will not, he can not, and he means not to 
be happy under its burden. 


He was also forgetful of his own better self when, ten yearsago, 
he uttéred these words: 


Human rights and constitutional privileges must not be forgotten in the 
race for wealth and commercial supremacy. The government of the people 
must be by the people and not be afew of thepeople. It must rest upon the 
free consent of the governed and of all the governed. Power, it must be re- 
membered, which is secured by oppression or usurpation or by any form of 
is soon dethroned. We have no right in law or morals to usurp that 

to another, whether it is property or power: 


From him, during this war, came too this sentiment: 
I annexation, for that, under our code of morals, 


W. 


2102 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 22, 


It is now clear to every one, from his own statements, that he 
has no other purpose than forcible annexation, under the specious 
plea of purchase from Spain. What had Spain to sell as against 
the Filipinos? Nothing on earth except that which the Filipinos, 
at our request, aided us in taking from Spain. To assert that b 
that title we can oust them from the ion they had, whic 
was practically the whole island, is to defy every principle of law, 
equity, and common honesty, and to invite the contempt of the 
world, 


We certainly did acquire rights in the Philippines from the de- 
struction of the Spanish power there and the release of the inhab- 
itants from Spain’s claim of dominion over them. But for that 
war the status quo ante would doubtless now exist in those 
islands. In the forum of the conscience of nations we undoubt- 
edly acquired by our arms the right to hat fess of a fair and 
just proportion of the results of the struggle. Yes, more. By 
our superior might and services we acquired the right to judge 
of the extent of our just demands. 

But never at any moment or in any manner did we win by arms 
or obtain by purchase the right or power of disposition of the Fili- 
pinos themselves without their consent, or the right to declare 
them in rebellion or insurrection against a government to which 
they have never claimed or acknowledged allegiance. They are 
entitled to their independence, their rights of manhood. They 
declare that is all they ask. The President refuses to concede 
those rights. And so the war goes on. For what pur , Mr. 
Chairman? For the unmistakable purpose of reducing the archi- 
pelago and making of it a colony of the United States. The 
spokesmen of the President in Congress have not concealed it. 

That brings us face to face with as serious a governmental crisis as 
ever confronted this nation. Have we under the Constitution the 
power to establish and maintain colonies? Does the Constitution 
clothe the Government with imperialistic attributes and dominion? 
If it does, then for more than one hundred years our people have 
been in ignorance of the fact. If so, then the antagonistic poli- 
cies of imperialism and of the Monroe doctrine find abiding places 
in our Government. According to Thomas Jefferson— 

Our first and fundamental maxim should be never to entangle ourselves 


in the broils of Europe; our second, never to suffer Europe to intermeddle 
with cis-Atlantic affairs. 


A sentiment which later on took definite shape and authority as 
the Monroe doctrine. 

Imperialism reaches out from this continent, lays hold of Eu- 
rope, Asia, Africa, or Oceania, and establishes there the flag of 


the Union, the insignia of our Constitution, our laws and our 


Government. Hitherto we have stood firmly to that position of 
Jefferson and Monroe, Central and South America are to-day 
secure under its unseen but potent protection. Within the past 
few years Venezuela was by it shielded and delivered from the 
world’s great land-grabber. It has been the faith of our fathers, 
whose hope for their country’s future was in the faithful adher- 
ence to its principles. Washington wrote: 
PD ho Fal oe A i so ae r Why quit per amn 
the tolls of Buropenn eabition, rivalahip, e hemor, orceprice? E. 
The great Calhoun spoke in these words: 


That it would be contrary to the genius and character of our Government 
and subversive of our free La . ititutions to hold Mexico as a subject 
ti ear for argument before a body so enlightened 


trous co uences. The nations conquered and held asa 
province have, in time, retalia: the liberty of their con- 
merors through the paid ye effect of extend: tronage and irrespon- 


ble power uch, co v. would be our case. o conquest of Mexico 
would add so vastly to the pa of this Government that it 8 


vern it - would be v: A 
President would be the means of contro 
and subjecting it to his dictation, A ee w th Lon A 
ciple of proscription, which has now me the established practice of the 
Government. e struggle to obtain the Presidential chair would become 
proportionably great—so t as to destroy the freedom of elections. The 
ee anarchy or despotism, as certain as Iam now addressing the 
nate. 


The great Webster said: 


In the which I have acted in public life it has been my g to 
maintain the people of the United States what the Constitution 
make them—one people, one in, interest, one in 
Feeling. If wed 

governments 


may rule them by different laws and diferent systems. Russie may rule in 
the Ukrane and the provinces in the Caucasus and Kamchatka 


epart from amen we break it all up. Arey governments- 


codes, ordinances, or ukases. We can do no such thing. They must be of us, 
part of us, or else strangers. 

Till this thirst for empire seized the present Administration no 
one contended that any people could be rightfully governed by this 
Republic except in such manner and for such paton as should be 


necessary to prepare their territory for on into the Union. 
Till now we have grown and expanded legitimately, grandly, and 
constitutionally. The country was sin ly fortunate in bein 

at those critical periods under Democratic Administrations. Jef- 


the western boundary of the ublic. Beyond it, from Lake of 
the Woods to Balize, floated the Spanish flag. Our southern bor- 
der was the thirty-first parallel, tween us and the Gulf lay the 
Spanish Floridas. 

This is the story of our expansion: From Napoleon we pur- 
chased the imtmense, scarcely populated French eee ex- 
tending from the mouth of the Mississippi to Montana. Then 
Oregon, Washington, and Idaho came to us by right of original 
discovery of Columbia River by Captain Gray, an American 
navigator, in 1792; by original exploration in 1803 and 1806 b 
Lewis and Clarke; by John Jacob Astor’s settlement in 1810, an 
by cession from Spain by the treaty of Florida in 1819. 

By the same treaty we secured the Floridas, though we paid 
dearly for. it by agreeing to retire from the Rio Grande to the Sa- 
bine, thereby surrendering to Mexico the domain of Texas, which 
we did not regain till her annexation, with the consent of her peo- 
ple, in 1845. This was followed by the cession from Mexico of the 
remaining Mexican territory, California, New Mexico, Utah, etc., 
in 1848 and 1853. In 1867 Alaska came to us by purchase from 
Russia. We went from the Mississippi to the Pacific with $52,- 
000,000 and the Mexican war. In all that vast domain the inhab- 
itants, except tribal Indians who have always been and still are 
foreigners, e citizens of our Republic. 

It is but fair to state that those treaties contained provisions for 
the admission of the inhabitants of the ceded territory to citizen- 
ship of the United States. But their right to citizenship was not 
derived from the treaties, but independently of them, from the 
Constitution, according to our Supreme Court, the final judge of 
the matter. Time will not permit me to do more than cite the 
leading authorities and state their conclusions. They are: Lough- 
borough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton), the Dred Scott Case (18 Howard), 
ropes y vs. Ramsay (114 U. S.), Mormon Church vs. United States 
(136 U. S.), Slaughterhouse Cases (16, Wallace), Shively vs. Bowlby 

152 U. S.), United States vs. More (3 Cranch), and Cooley on 

mstitutional Law, 169. 

They establish these fundamental principles: That a power in 
the General Government to obtain and hold colonies as dependent 
territories would be inconsistent with the character of the Gov- 
ernment; that the National Government is one of delegated 
powers granted and fixed by the Constitution, and no such power 
is conferred upon it; that new terri can bs constitutionally 
acquired for but one purpose—the erection from it of new States; 
that the power granted Congress by section 8, Article IV, of the 
Constitution to make all needful rules and regulations for the 
government of Territories must be so construed as not to conflict 
with other provisions of that instrument, and that so construed 
it is but a power to prepare them for statehood; that in legislat- 
ing for them Congress is subject to the fundamental limitations 
in favor of personal rights formulated in the Constitution and 
its amendments; that is, they must govern according to and un- 
der the Constitution; that the power conferred by section 8, Arti- 
cle I, of the Constitution upon Congress to levy and collect taxes 
and imposts, which shall be uniform throughout the United 
States,” is general and without limitation as to place and ex- 
tends to the whole of American territory; that inhabitants of 
territory of the United States are citizens of the United States 
and under the protection of the Constitution, with all their civil 
and political rights secured to them; that when we annex a terri- 
tory, whether by cession, treaty, or discovery, we annex its inhab- 
itants, not as subjects, but as citizens; that (Slaughterhouse Cases) 
inhabitants of Federal territories and new citizens, made such 
by annexation of territory or naturalization, though without any 
status as citizens of a State, could, nevertheless, as citizens of the 
United States, lay claim to every one of the privileges and immu- 
nities of citizens;” that it could never have been understood that 
any territory which should at any time come under control of the 
United States should permanently be held in a territorial condi- 
tion. [Applause.] 

far as I have been able to find, those cases have never been 
overruled or modified. Those principles stand to-day as judicial 
decision and authority to our Supreme Court when the status and 
rights of the native inhabitants be brought before it for final 
judication. The treaty of Paris by which Spain ceded to the 


ferson saw that the reaped S could not and should not remain 


United States her claims to Puerto Rico and the Philippines con- 
tained this provision: 


The civil and 
hereby ceded to 


litical status of the native inhabitants of the territories 


United States shall be determined by Congress, 


1900. 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2103 


The Administration has already determined upon the status 
which it wishes Congress to declare. The resolution introduced 
by the junior Senator from Indiana announced it: 


That the F Islands are territory bel to the United States; 
that it is the intention of the United States to re them as such and to es- 
tablish and maintain such governmental control throughout the archipelago 


as the situation may demand. 


The adoption of that resolution, if itis adopted, will be defiance 
of the Constitution as interpreted by the highest court of the 
Union. It will be the pronunciamento of imperialism. It will 
mean for the Filipinos a government such as the people of India 
have at the hands of Empress Victoria. The Senator, fresh from 
his conferences with the President, announced it. The tem 
proposed is this: An American governor-general in Manila; an 
advisory council with no power except to discuss measures with 
him; American lieutenant-governors in each province, with a like 
council about them; frequent unannounced visits of the lieutenant- 
governors to the districts and reports by them to the governor; an 
American board of visitors to the islands, with no power of inter- 
ference, to report their observations to the Secretary of State of 
the United States; the establishment of a tariff discriminating in 
favor of our exports; the granting of franchises and concessions; 
American judges; no franchise to the people; and all backed by a 
sufficient United States Army. 

It is framed after the Government of India by England, and is 
very like it. This war is being carried on in order that such gov- 
ernment may be established by Congress under the Administra- 
tion’s treaty of Paris. Till then the President will maintain a 
military government, presumably upon that system, with a gov- 
ernor-commissioner, lieutenant-commissioners, and various and 
sundry executive underlings—a military despotism, pure and 
simple. Already heis selecting his officials for that purpose. His 
party is willing to leave him in sole ion of the situation, 
and this Congress will conclude its labors without being permitted 
to pass judgment upon it. 

n that imperial government there can be found no place for or 
recognition of that immortal truth in our Declaration of Inde- 
pendence, ‘‘Governments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed.” Rights and liberties guaranteed by the 
Constitution are denied by a President whose only power and 
authority are derived from that instrument. Such annexation is 
shameless, unconstitutional spoliation and confiscation. Listen to 
Benjamin Franklin: 

Justice is as strictly due between nations as between citizens. A high- 
wayman is as much a robber when he plunders in a gang as when single, and 
a nation that makes an unjust war is only a great gang. 

If it be in the power of Congress to deprive them of the rights 

saved to them by our Constitution, is there any cause or reason 
for the exercise of it? Why should they be denied local self-gov- 
ernment? They are better educated and qualified than the Cubans, 
For centuries they have managed to progress under Spanish op- 
pression. Their persistence in struggling for liberty evidences 
their appreciation of its value. A people with such determination 
and longing for independence certain! y has the capacity to exer- 
cise and enjoy it, or else history is all wrong. The Central and 
Sonth American Republics, almost at our door, are convincing 
exhibits. Such government would not be suitable to a nation of 
our advancement and development, but it could be a structure 
far inferior to ours and still adequate for their aspirations. 

But why should they be incorporated into the body politic of 
the Union? Surely not upon the plea of necessity, and yet any 
other plea is scarcely imaginable. We do not need them in our 
citizenship. They are not fit for it. By blood and centuries of 
racial inferiority they are not worthy or qualified to assist in the 

overnment of thisnation. Their incorporation with our Repub- 

ic would be to weaken and ae it. The experiment of in- 
grafting the negro upon our citize p presents a lesson so recent, 
instructive, and ever present that no one seriously contends that 
the Filipino should become an American citizen with the rights 
and immunities pertaining to that high station. 

The Administration scouts any such purpose. Consequences 
are indifferent to purposes. The moment those islands are by Con- 
gress declared to be territory of the United States the rights and 
privileges of American citizenship will vest in their inhabitants, 
and the Supreme Court must so hold. There will be no power 
under the law to prevent them from becoming residents of any 
penon of the Union. Our ports will be open to them. American 

abor will be brought in direct competition with the cheapest on 
earth. The corporations and trusts, which are the foster fathers 
of the party in power and of the Administration, will not hesitate 
to import and employ it whenever they have grown sufficiently 
powerful to defy public sentiment. They will be the beneficiaries 
at the expense of our labor and institutions. 

As yet we are free from the curse of that affliction. It is true 
the Administration by its treaty did all in its power to annex the 


territory by buying the title of Spain and the war appurtenant: 


to it; but Spain did not and could not deliver the possession, which 
was an essential part of the title. It is yet possible for the calamity 
of annexation to be averted from our people. 


Even if it were possible, under our Constitution, to establish and 
maintainin those islands a colonial or proconsular government, itis 
not necessary to our commercial interests that we should do so. 
Spain fell from the pinnacle of power and glory amongst the na- 
tions of the earth to her present condition because of her colonial 

ssions, which were a constant demand upon her resources 
and a drain of the lifeblood of her sons. 

England has not gathered wealth or glory or peace from hers. 
Colonial India is not an alluring type for us to imitate. We surely 
shall not wish to add to the horrors of man's inhumanity to man 
by matching e average annual record of a million starv- 
ing subjects with a proportionate number of miserable Filipinos. 
In 1898 her expenditures for British India exceeded the revenues 
by $25,000,000. In the Straits Settlements the deficit was $100,000. 

Her share of the total commerce of British India was but 50 per 
cent and of the Straits Settlements only 14 per cent. An army of 
200,000 men is required to hold the subjects under her dominion, 
The tropical climate creates heavy mortality and pension rolls. 
The net result to the Empire is pecuniary loss, the useless sacrifice 
of her soldiery, and the sullen enmity of 300,000,000 people. No 
nation has ever been strengthened or enriched by colonial em- 
pire,” is the statement of Historian Macaulay. How can we hope 
that a government by us of the archipelago by our viceroy and 
his satraps will have different results? 

There areother and more far-reaching consequences of theempire 
experiment, of leaving our own to stand upon foreign ground.” 

e will have left the path of government in which we have grown 
and prospered as has no other nation that ever peopled the earth 
to enter upon a career of insatiate quest for aki territory 
which may ultimately bring us into conflict in antipodal seas with 
the great navies of the earth. We will have magnified the power 
of the Executive far beyond the intendment of the Constitution 
and to the peril of our free institutions. . 

With the immense colonial patronage and power placed in his 
hands, his position of absolutism will differ from that of the Em- 
press only in de It will be a government within our Govern- 
ment, conducted wholly by the Executiveand entirely independent 
of the legislative and judicial departments. A Republic whose 
Government is based upon the foundation stone of the consent of 
the governed is to undertake the government, inst their con- 
sent, of 10,000,000 Asiatics 7,000 miles distant. That is the propo- 
sition; not only the proposition, but the declared purpose of the 
Administration. 

The people of this country will pay thecost. Already, in the Army 
item alone, this war of subjugation has cost us over 8100, 000, 000. 
Our military expenses now are a half million dollarsaday. The 
annual taxes per capita—because Federal taxation is practicallya 
poll tax—have been increased $3 for every man, woman, and child 
in the Union. And the end is not yet. When one-half of our 
Army shall be withdrawn from Luzon, and only 30,000 soldiers 
left to keep the natives in ‘‘ just and due allegiance,” the cost of 
their maintenance per annum will be $50,000,000. In the light of 
England’s experience in that tropical climate, at least one-third of 
that number will annually die or be withdrawn and will go upon 
the 5 rolls, tier upon tier, till that item will exceed the an- 
nual budget for maintenance. 

The expenses of the civil government will mount into the mil- 
lions. ilitarism will become the dominant feature of our Gov- 
ernment. The liability of our becoming engaged in foreign com- 
plications because of our eastern possessions will furnish the 
ground and excuse for increasing the Army and Navy far beyond 
the proper requirements of the home Government. The ‘‘ mailed 
hand” which has accomplished the overthrow of the republics of 
the past will for the first time have thrown its shadow across our 
pathway. One hundred thousand and more soldiers—consumers 
and not producers—will feed and fatten upon and imperil the 
liberties of the toilers of the nation. : 

Force bills will reappear in Congress. The ballot box will be 
cordoned with bayonets. The ‘‘strong arm of the nation” will be 
at the beck and call of the imperial President. The Constitution 
will be overridden by the man on horseback.” [Applause.] Ah 
but we are told this course is in line with America’s destiny; that 
we must expand our commerce and enlarge the sphere of our na- 
tional life. Tothis the reply has been made that no one has shown 
that we have exhausted our opportunities and commercial capa- 
bilities on the Western Hemisphere. But I am not inclined to so 
meet the proposition, 

I believe that it is the part of statesmanship and for the best 
interests of this country that the trade of the East be courted, 
gained, held, and developed. Our industries should there obtain 
all possible consumption of their products. We should have the 
world for our customers, and we shall have when we remove the 
trade restrictions which our prohibitive tariff hasimposed. With 
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one hand we shut our ports against the products of the nations 


and with the other we appeal to them to open theirs to us, that we 
may have the world for our market. 

Light has at last come into dark places, and the Republican 

has learned that, while an exorbitant tariff will force our own 
people to buy from manufacturers at the manufacturers’ prices, 
that Meg Be reese passu, limits the consumption; the home 
market is not sufficient for them. They begin to realize that the 
wall which shuts the world out shuts us in. We are making 
progress, and we may reasonably hope that a few more years of 
commercial necessity will compe! the liberation of American com- 
merce from the exactions of our tariff barons. 

We want and must have all the trade that can possibly be ac- 
quired in the East. We must clothe those teeming millions 
such of them as wear clothes. Their ability to purchase depends 
upon their production. The Philippines are a part of that vast 
area. Their population is estimated at from ten to twelve million. 
Accurate enumeration of them or of the islands has never been 
made. Their commerce is anywhere between thirty and forty 
million dollars. In population and commerce they constitute 
about 2 per cent of the colonial systems in Asia. 

If China, with its dependencies of Manchuria, Mongolia, Thibet, 
Jun and east Turkistan, and the Russian states of Bokhara 
and Khiva are taken into the calculation, the Philippine popula- 
tion and trade are each less than 13 per cent of the cae 
British colonies, British India, Straits Settlements, Ceylon, Aden, 
Perim, and Australasia have a commerce (1898) of $1,470,000,000; 
the French colonies, French India, Cochin China, Cambodia, 
Annam, Tonkin, and French Oceania, $42,000,000; the Dutch 
colonies, Java, Sumatra, Celebes, Molucca Archi o, and Riau- 
Lingga Archi , $154,000,000—a total of $1,666,000,000. 

So do not let your Philippine fever mislead you as to the com- 
parative value of the commerce of those islands. The trade of 
the East is most important; that of the Philippines cuts buta 
trifling figure in it. eir entire gross commerce will not amount 
to our annual ig ial and outlay in keeping them in subjection. 
Our trade with the East can not be reduced to the mere question 
of ownership or suzerainty of the Philippines. Our commerce 
with China and with the British, Dutch, and French colonies can 
not be affected by the relations 5 between us and the Phil - 
ippines. It is impossible to conceive how we can add a dollar to 
our exports to those countries by making subjects of the Fili- 
pinos, The sympathy of the East is not with us in that under- 

What we need is not ion of those islands of the sea, but 
an open door to Asia. That is important—immensely important— 
to us. Force or vast colonial possessions are not useful or neces- 
sary to open that door. It is not necessary that we hold and gov- 
ern an archipelago of 1,200 islands in order to have a sufficient 
number of naval stations, properly fortified and garrisoned, for 
the eee of our commerce, the coaling of our ships, and the 
rendezvous of our men-of-war. As against the fleets of other 
nations, in event of war, they will be as adequate as ion of 
all the islands; far more so, because there will not be a weak or 
defenseless point in them. 

With normal conditions and with simple business meth- 
ods of underse our competitors, we have within the 
decade increased our commerce in the East more than old. 

And we are but at the dawn of our commercial intercourse with 
those people. They are our friends. Till this war of benevo- 
lent assimilation,” the psr, victorious march of our com- 
merce was not disturbed or arrested by our war drums; our 
was the welcome messenger of the good will of our people to 
the nations of the East. 

We did not and we do not have to force the sale of our goods 
at the cannon's mouth. Till their suspicions were last year 
aroused by our war of aggression against the people of the islands 
of the sea, who were our friends, the Republics of Central and 
South America were steadily improving their commercial relations 
withus, They arenotyet estranged, and we have the right to ex- 
pect that the Nicaragua Canal, when completed, will, by the im- 
mutable laws of e, annex to our commerce the immeasurable 
trade of those States without the firing of a gun or the seizure of 
a foot of territory. poisons. 

China is the great customer of the East. She is our friend and 
will trade with us inever-increasing volume. But one thing could 
have prevented her, and that was the closing of her ports by Eng- 
land, Russia, Germany, and France. If we are to undertake to 
guard against that interference by our war ships, our fortified 
harbors, coaling stations, and garrisons will be far more valuable 
and effective than the exposed coasts of hundreds of islands inhab- 
ited by an embittered and hostile people. No power in Europe 
wants war with us either in arms or in commerce, 

Our good will, our grain and cotton are far preferable. There 
would be nothing to gain and much to lose. That is unmistak- 


ably evidenced by their ready assent to the recent request of our 


Secretary of State that we shall forever have ee rights of trade 
with them in all Chinese ports held or coni ed by them. No 
war could obtain for us greater concessions or privileges. No 
American manufacturer could or does ask more than this free and 
opar ‘are of e aT so far as those powers can concede it. 

y talk of Philippines in connection with the open door 
to China? When within the past two years has it been closed? 
The war was on before the powers made that agreement, and the 
war still continues, 

_ Whether the Filipinos are to be freemenor subjects was not con- 
sidered; and that is the precise issue upon which the war is now 
continuing. It would end upon the day in which the President or 
Congress should announce that their independence shall be guar- 
anteed. The powers have agreed that we shall have the same 
right of entry at the Chinese controlled by them that we 
now havein the old ports by virtue of trade treaties. Absolute 
ownership of the Philippines could not acquire more for us. We 
have thus peacefully obtained the opm oor, the acquisition of 
which the imperialists claimed would be a sufficient justification 
of their war of aggression. Thus early have their theories been 
confounded by the stern logic of fact. 

Now, let us understand the trade situation in China and divest 
it of the vagueness and confusion with which it has been invested 
by glittering generalities. In the first place, free entry of Chinese 
poa does not mean free enjoyment of Chinese trade, No nation 

yet realized that t ambition of commerce. The Chefoo 
convention determined that the local authorities of China have 
the right toimpose taxes upon all property outside the limits of 
foreign settlements, upon goods passing by road, river, or canal 
through their several jurisdictions, opium be the only com- 
modity exempt. Those foreign settlements are the ports, the old 
treaty ports—the English port of Hongkong, the Portuguese port 
of Macao, and the ports recently leased to three of the great 
powers of 3 ei Hai Wei to England, Kiao Chow to Ger- 
many, Port ur and Talien wan to Russia. 

The great Yangtze River for its 1,000 miles of navigability is 
also open, and the port of Ichang and other landing places” 
along its course have been conceded. Everywhere outside of 
those settlements all commerce is subject to the taxes exacted by 
the Mandarins. The future, as isthe present, development of our 
commerce in China must lie in the vast domain along its great 
rivers Yangtze and Hoangho and the Pechili Gulf, The chief 

orts for our commerce are, first, Shanghai, at the mouth of the 

angtze, and Hongkongs 

No war can ever ren them more open to our merchandise 
than they are to-day. Our success in that field will depend upon 
our thrift, enterprise, and ability to undersell. The same causes 
that secure our vast trade in Europe in competition with its own 
industries will obtain and hold for us the custom of the Orientals. 
The only law of trade is the best goods for the least money, andit 
is universal in its application. That is the explanation of the 
wonderful development of cotton and iron industries in the South, 
which are capturing Europe and Asia and, with the completion of 
the Nicaragua Canal, will add Central and South America to their 
victorious train. 

Thatis the kind of expansion we want—honest, legitimate, profit- 
able, and constitutional; not of force, but of superiority of Amer- 
ican mind and American industry; not of blood, but of peace; not 
at point of bayonet, but in the good will of our customers, and 
those customers all the nations and peoples of the earth. 

Never has this country had a more horrid front reared across 
its pathway than imperialism. It is foreign to and destructive 
of our institutions. Its hope and reliance are the power of the 
sword. The liberty of manisas nothing; the power of the nation 
and of the nation’s Executive is its supreme object. There is no 
limit toits 9 Its ethics are those of the freebooter. Unde- 
sirability is the only exemption from its greed. 

Any country, with the appurtenant people, which it can and 
wishes to absorb it will absorb. Commercial gain and military 
power areits supreme law. The home Government must be or be- 
come subservient to its purposes. That is Great Britain. That 
is what this Republic will become if the full fruitage of the policy 
of the party in power is not checked—the erection of an empire 
upon the foundation of the Republic; the substitution of imperial 
rule for government by the people. Hypocritical pretenses of mis- 
sionary zeal, absorption of the Filipinos for their own good, and 
like stuff deceive no one. An honest leading imperialist Repub- 
lican daily confesses the truth: 


All this gabble about civilizing and the benighted barbarians is 
mere sound and fury, signifying — — or wisely, we want those 
acquired territories, not for any mary or altruistic purposes, but 

„the power, and the money there are in them. 
ates about the bush and promise and protest all sorts of things? Why 
no’ 


At least one soul is better for confession. 
But this land grabbing has not even the virtue of commercial 
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eee Every 2 ide cence from the pei can 
y possession rs and coaling and military 
prays Our duty to the inhabitants will be fully discharged by 
according them protection against foreign powers, pacifying the 
islands, and assisting them to the formation and conduct of their 
own government, just as we assured the world we would do for 
Cuba, in the fulfilment of which promise we are now engaged. 
Admiral Dewey vouches for their re pred to the Cubans, 
From the day of the surrender of Manila by Spain the Filipinos 
have asked for nothing else. To-day they are ready and anxious 
for the acceptance of any terms which will include the guaranty 
of ultimate self-government. Speaking, as I believe, for m 
country’s best interests, it is to me pean strange that the Ad- 
ministration prefers ‘‘ war to the grim end,” rather than to give 
to those remote people, with whom the Spanish war brought us 
in contact, a simple guaranty of liberty—the rock upon which this 


Republic stands. Verily, ‘‘ Whom the gods wish to destroy they 
first make mad.” [Applause.] 
Mr. SPIGHT. r. Chairman, in the discussion of the principles 


involved in this bill it is well to consider that while the island of 
Puerto Rico comes to us by way of conquest as a result of the war 
with Spain, its people have willingly acknowledged our authority 
and have welcomed us as deliverers from Spanish bondage and 
oppression, and look forward with eagerness to the liberty, bless- 
ings, and protection which are expected to flow from making their 
beautiful island home a part of the territory of this great Republic. 

The case is far different from that of the Philippine Islands. 
Puerto Rico is, in a measure, contiguous territory, It is a part 
of the American continent. Its people are, in the main, of Cau- 
casian blood, knowing and appreciating the benefits of civiliza- 
tion, and are đesirous of casting their lot with us. They know 
much of our system of government, the beneficence of our insti- 
tutions and the blessings of civil and religious liberty, which are 
supposed to follow our flag; and they have learned to look upon 
the Stars and Stripes” as the emblem of freedom as well as of 


power. 

How different the case of the Philippine Islands, 10,000 miles 
away, with a limitless ocean of treacherous waters rolling between 
us and them. The inhabitants are of wholly different races of 

ple from ours—Asiatics, Malays, negroes, and mixed blood. 

ey have nothing in common with us and centuries can not 
assimilate them. e inhabitants have no desire that their coun- 
try shall become a part of ours, but their chief ambition is to be 
let alone to set up some kind of a government of their own. They 
do not want us and we do not need them. They can never be 
clothed with the rights of American citizenship nor their territo: 
admitted as a State of the American Union, nor can we hold an 
govern the islands as colonies nor their people as vassals without 
the utmost violence to the basic principles upon which our sys- 
tem of government is founded. 

To hold them in subjection would require, perhaps forever, a 
large standing army and enormous expenses without correspond- 
ing benefits. And worse than all, next to abandonment of the 
8 of republican government, we would be in constant 

ger of foreign entanglements and liable at uny time to be 
drawn into disastrous foreign wars. On our own shores, with a 
homogeneous and ibaa Bebe citizenship, we cau defy the 
world, but it will be a sad day for the United States of America 
when, venturing upon the dangerous pitfalls of Old Wes polo, 
we should be compelled to defend these treacherousand unfriendly 
colonies against the aggressions of any of the great European 
powers, none of whom are friendly to our system of government, 
and only cultivate friendly relations with us just so long as their 
own selfish interests prompt them. Hundreds of precious Amer- 
ican lives have already been sacrificed upon the inhospitable 
shores of these far-away islands, and we do not yet know when the 
end will come. 

I may not live to see it, but as sure as the present policy of this 
Administration becomes our settled policy, just so sure am I that 
the time will come, and not in the far-distant future, when the 
power and resources of this country will be taxed to their utmost 
to maintain our interests in the mighty storm of European strife, 
the rumblings of which are already heard, I love my country 
and her institutions. I love her people and all their interests, and 
I would not, for the bauble of imperialism, entail upon them a 
heritage of woe, nor see gir proud ship of state driven upon the 
treacherous rocks wheré so many wrecks are already strewn. 
De cee 

od has been good to this country. We stood the shock of the 
fiercest and bloodiest internal struggle of modern times, and to- 
day we are infinitely stronger than ever before. In this House, 
side by side, sit men who followed the flag of the Union and those 
who fought for the banner that is furled forever, and vie with 
each other for the honor and 8 of a reunited country. Let 
us not, in our greed for territorial enlargement, forget the grand 
principles for which we have contended for more than a hundred 
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‘here rr Nas upon our heads the curse of degeneracy and 
Mr. Chairman, Ihave made these references to the ig’ joa 
Islands because I want to say that, under the circumstances, I am 
heartily in favor of the annexation of the island of Puerto Rico, 
but am unalterably opposed to the permanent retention of the 
Philippine Islands, except so much as may be necessary for naval 
stations, concessions for which can be easily secured, When we 
establish a colonial system of government (and it can never be 
anything else) upon these Asiatic islands, we not only throw to 
the winds the cherished principles of the Republic, but abandon 
the Monroe doctrine, for if we claim for ourselves the right to 
enter this foreign field for the forcible acquisition of territory, 
with what consistency can we deny to European powers a similar 
right on the American continent? 
ut the case is essentially different with Puerto Rico, Its prox- 
imity to our mainland, the character of its inhabitants, and the 
willingness with which they accept our sovereignty, together with 
the advantages—commercial, sanitary, and strategic—all unite to 
enable us to make her an integral part of our domain, without any 
violence to principle or any danger of foreign entanglements, 
And I will say in passing that for the same reasons we will wel- 
come Cuba when she can come, as I believe she will, by the volun- 
tary act of her own people. But Jam not in favor of toting Puerto 
Rico or any other acquisition asa colony, but as a Territory, to be 
provided with a Territorial government, and with a view to ulti- 
mate statehood. I can see no reason why, after a probati 
period, under wise direction, she may not in a few years be ad- 
mitted to all the rights and dignity of a sovereign State of the 
American Union. hu ə she comes as a result of war, she comes 
with open arms and outstretched hands and pleads with us to 
bestow upon her some of the blessings which we enjoy in such 
proranion, When she asks for a fish, shall we give her a serpent? 
en she asks for bread, shall we give her a stone? 

The bill now under consideration proposes to levy both import 
and export duties upon goods shipped into or from the island of 
Puerto Rico. z 

There is more of vital principle involved in the determination 
of this question than in any measure now pending, or likely to 
be presented to this Congress. If it should result in the defeat of 
the proposition it would indicate a disposition to return to the 
purer and better days of the Republic, when the Constitution in 
all its parts was binding upon the consciences of the people’s 
representatives, and all its mandates and limitations were held 
sacredly inviolable. If, on the other hand, the bill should be 
enacted into law, it would not only be a radical innovation u 
the policy of the Government from its earliest existence, but 
would evince a disregard of constitutional limitations well calcu- 
lated to arouse apprehension and alarm in the minds of the most 
careless and inconsiderate. 

It involves the exercise of a despotic pue that no republic 
can exercise and live. It is subversive of the elementary princi- 
ples upon which our system of government rests. 

It involves the assumption of the power claimed by England, 
and the effort to the exercise of which called forth the Declara- 
tion of Independence and inaugurated the war of the Revolution. 

If it was a crime against the liberty of the people of the Amer- 
ican colonies at the hands of George III and the British Parlia- 
ment, how much greater the wrong at the hands of the American 
Congress. If the advocates of this measure are right now, our 
forefathers were wrong then. If the principle involved in this 
bill is in accord with republican institutions and government, 
then Washington and his compatriots fought for an error. 

If I had no higher purpose than to compass the defeat of the 
party in power at the election next November, I should hail its 
passage as an omen of success; but prizing as I do the preserva- 
tion intact of the t chart of our liberties and our institutions 
as it has been handed down to us by the fathers of the Republic 
as of infinitely more importance to all the people than the tem- 
porary success of any political party, I most e e hopo that 
there can be found enough courageous men on the Republican 
side of this House to unite with the solid vote of the minority and 
put the seal of condemnation upon this effort to override and 
trample under foot the fundamental law of the land. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

With the second section of the bill 1 find no fault. It provides 
for the collection of the same tariff, customs, and duties on goods 
imported from foreign countries as are collected at any other ports 
of the United States, recognizing it as a part of our territory. 
There can be no objection to that. The vice of the measure lies 
in the third section. By this section it is proposed to impose a 
tariff upon all dutiable articles of merchandise imported from the 
United States into Puerto Rico and those exported from Puerto 
Rico into the United States, thus treating the island as a foreign 
country, the ign Sag omar) being one of degree, the tax not be- 
ing so great as that imposed on goods coming from foreign coun- 
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tries, with this difference, that the United States would collect a | a nobler citizen nor 


tax at ste Seog of the line, something we can not do with a for- 
eign country. 

ow, what would be thought of a proposition to compel a citi- 
zen of Arizona, New Mexico, or any other of our Territories to 
pay a tax upon articles sent from a nei sy ESS into the Ter- 
ritory, or from the Territory into the State? d yet the princi- 
ple is the same. 

Be it said to the credit of President McKinley that he does not 
think it is right to impose this burden upon the island unless, like 
some of his ublican friends, he has ged his mind. In his 
message to Congress he said it was— 


Our pisin duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United Statesand 
Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 


Since the island became a partof our territory, Spain and Cuba, 
which were her best markets for her | gi roducts for ex- 
port, have levied a tariff which is in effect prohibitive, and with 
the United States purs this unfriendly policy, the le are 
5 without a market for their exports, and, in addition 

that, have to pay a tax upon what they buy from the United 
States, the only professed friend they have. 

The President, speaking further upon this subject, says: 

The island has been denied the principal markets she had long enjoyed, 
and our tariffs have been continued against her products as when she was 
under Spanish sovereignty. The markets of Spain are closed to her products 
— 9 upon terms to which all nations are subjected. The island of Cuba, 
which used to buy her cattle and tobacco without customs duties, now im- 

the same duties upon these products as from any other country enter- 

her ports. She has therefore lost her free intercourse with Spain and 

Cuba without any compensating benefits in this market. The markets of the 
United States should be opened up to her products. 


What a story of shame to us there is in this! Spanish oppres- 
sion and tyranny are proverbial, and for these causes we entered 
into a war to free Cuba from the hated dominion of Spain. And 
yet, while Puerto Rico was a Spanish colony, the ports of her sister 
colonies and of Spain herself were open to her free of duty, and 
the United States, the world’s champion of free government and 
fair dealing, Spain's successor, is more illiberal than the cruel 

nt if this bill should pass. In this respect, if in no other, the 
uerto Ricans may be made to feel that in swapping masters 
La Boa made a bad trade. 
Secretary of War in his annual report says: 


The highest considerations of justice and good faith demand that weshould 
not tage hate the confident expectation of sharing in our prosperity with 
which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their alle ce to the 
United States, and that we should treat the interests of this people as our 
own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 


The reasonable presumption is that these two high officials of 
the Government were well informed when they made these urgent 
suggestions to Congress. I do not know whether they entertain 
these opinions now, or whether, like some of their party associ- 
ates, a change has come over the spirit of their dreams.” I do 
know that the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means of 
this House, about one month ago, introduced a bill favoring the 
policy suggested by the President and Secretary of War, and pro- 
viding for free e between the United States and Puerto Rico, 
and ee in this short time, he reverses himself and rts the 
pen ng bill as a substitute for the one originally introduced by 

self, and favoring a wholly different policy. 

Why this sudden change? reasons existed a month ago why 


a free-trade policy should be adopted, in what respects have the 
conditions changed? Perhaps the infant industries” had not 
been heard from then. 


Before examining the moral aspect of the case, let us look for a 
moment at the legal and constitutional questions involved. 

There is no escaping the force of the constitutional requirement 
(section 8, Article I) that all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States,” except by assuming 
that the United States“ means only the States of the American 
Union and that Territories are not included. 

It is conceded that the term ‘‘ United States” has a twofold 
meani It has a political and a geographical significance. In 
its political sense it means only the States of the Union, in which, 
when united in the Congress composed of Senators and Repre- 
sentatives, the power is reposed to legislate, to levy duties, im- 
posts, and excises, to declare war, make treaties, etc. From the 
exercise of this political power Territories are excluded, Delegates 
being allowed to speak, but not to vote. - 

In its geographical sense it means all the country, States and 
Territories, embraced in and under the dominion of the Republic, 
or, as some prefer to call it, the nation. 

The advocates ofthe bill now pending are driven to adopt the 
political and not the graphical significance in order to main- 
tain their positon, and it is that the first contention arises. 
Chief Justice Marshall, than whom this country never produced 


greater lawyer, said in Loughborough vs. 
Blake (5 Wheaton, 319), decided in the year 1820: 

The power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be exercised 
throughout the United States. Does this term designate the whole. or only 
part of the American empire? 

Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. The 
District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less within 
the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania, and it is not less neces- 
sary, on the Pi meg of our Constitution, t uniformity in the im tion 
of imposts, duties, and excises shall be observed in one than in the o ý 


Chief Justico Marshall says on the very subject we are now 
considering, ‘‘Certainly the question can admit of but one an- 
swer;” but these modern ‘‘constitutional lawyers,” who have 
either gone crazy on the tariff-for-protection idea or are com- 
pelled to yield to the demand of corporate greed, say that the 
great Chief Justice did not know what he was talkingabout. They 
cite Daniel Webster when arguing a case as a lawyer, but over- 
look or ignore his later utterances as a United States Senator, 
when he said: 

An arbitrary government may have territorial governments in distant 


pee ee an arbitrary government may rule its distant territory 
y differen 


laws and different systems. We cando no such thing. They 
estranged. 


must be of us—part of us—or else 

It is not denied that the President, under the power conferred 
by the Constitution as Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy 
of the United States, may, as long as the newly acquired territory 
necessarily remains under military control, prescribe rules and 
regulations for its government without being subject to the same 
restrictions and limitations as the Constitution imposes upon a 
civil government; but when Congress undertakes the duty of leg- 
islating, in any manner, for the country and its inhabitants, it be- 
comes a part of us,” in the lan e of Mr. Webster, and its 
people entitled to the protection of the same constitutional guar- 
anties as are those of any other of our Territories. To deny this 
is imperialism pure and simple. It amounts necessarily to an as- 
sertion of the right to hold and govern colonial possessions as do 
the monarchies of Europe. 

This power has been denied by the Supreme Court of the United 
States. Chief Justice Taney, in delivering the opinion in the cel- 
ebrated Dred Scott case, says: 

There is certainly no power pre by the Constitution to the Federal Goy- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States, or 
at a distance, to be ruled and governed at its own — nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in any way except by the ion of new States. hat 
FE the Constitution THAE. defines the relative 
rights and wers and duties of the State and the citizen of the State and 
the Federal Government. But no power is given to acquire a Territory to 
be held and governed permanently in that character. 

The power ages the territory of the United States by the admission 
of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of this power by all 
the departments of the Government it has been held to authorize the ui- 
sition of a Territory not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as 
soon as its pee would entitle it toadmission. It is acquired to become 
a State, and not to be held as a colony and governed by Congress with abso- 
lute authority. 

1 there were dissenting opinions in other features in this 
celebrated case, there was no difference of opinion on the part of 
the court as to the correctness of the principles thus broadly 
stated by Chief Justice Taney, nor has its soundness ever been 
authoritatively questioned or denied. And the authorities abun- 
dantly support the position. 

So, then, if Puerto Rico can not be held and governed as a col- 
ony, it must be as a part of the United States, a term which Chief 
Justice Marshall has said is the name given to our great Republic, 
which is composed of States and Territories, and must be goy- 
erned under the limitations of that clause of the Federal Consti- 
tution which declares that— 

Py oo duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 

While in afew cases, under temporary military government 
and before Congress had taken any steps to substitute the civil 
for the military power, this uniformity has not been observed, this 
is the first time since the foundation of our Government that Con- 
gress has assumed to disregard this plain duty and positive require- 
ment. No such injustice or inequality was ever imposed, or even 
sought to be imposed, upon the inhabitants of any other acquisi- 
tion, whether acquired by voluntary annexation, purchase, con- 
quest, or treaty. f. 

This brings me now to the moral question involved in this propo- 
sition. When General Miles, at the head of the American Army, 
landed upon the island of Puerto Rico, in July, 1898, he issued this 
proclamation: 


To the inhabitants of Puerto Rico: 

In the tion of the war — 4 — the Kingdom of Spain by the 10 
of the United States in the cause of li Justice, and humanity its miitery 
forces have come to occupy the island of Puerto Rico. 

The none drome Aaa ner A freedom, inspired by a noble purpose to 
seek enemies our country and yours, and to destroy or capture all 
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who are in armed resistance. They bring you the fo: arm of a nation 

of free people, whose grostent power is in its justice and humanity toall 

those li within itsfold. Hence the first effect of ole competent wal be 

the imm: te eee 5 our former tical relations, it is hoped a 
ce e 


cheerful ernment of the United States. 
The chief object of the American military 


forces will be to overthrow the 
armed authority of ppan and to give to the le of your. beautiful island 
the measure of liberty consistent wi 


this military occupation. 

We have not come to make war aoe the people of a country for cen- 
turies has been oppressed, but, on the contrary, to bring you protection, not 
only to yourselves but to your property, to promote — rosperity, and 
bestow. upon you the immunities and blessings of the — institutions of 
bens Aya 55 to interfere with xist ing la d customs that 

not our nterfere any e. ws and customs 
are 1 beneficial to your people so long as they conform to the 
rules of mili administration of order and justice. This is not a war of 
devastation, but one to give to all within the control of its military and naval 
forces the advantages and blessings of enlightened civilization. 8 


NELSON A. MILES, 
Major-General, Commanding United States Army. 

These were the noble words of a great soldier spoken to a help- 
less people who had never known anything in all their lives but 
grin ing oppression and degrading servitude. They had often 

eard of the great Republic whose starry banner is the emblem of 
freedom and enlightened justice. They felt that the day of deliv- 
erance had come to them and to their suffering brethren on the 
island of Cuba, and it was not strange that shouts of welcome 
were heard on every side, and soon American flags were floating 
from every house top. 

Let us see what realization has come to these people of the fond 
hopes of prosperity to flow from a union with our eountry. 

t must be remembered that Puerto Rico is almost entirely an 
agricultural district, having practically no manufacturing in- 
terests, and the principal products for export are coffee, sugar, 
and tobacco; and from the proceeds of these crops the people 
must buy clothing, food stuffs, etc. As long as they were under 
Spanish dominion the ports of Spain and Cuba were open to them; 
but as soon as the treaty of peace between the United States and 
Spain was ratified, Spain shut her gates against them, and the 
United States authorities, at the request of Cuba, shut them out 
there. So now they have no market. But, to add to their mis- 
fortunes, in August of last year the island was swept by one of 
the most disastrous storms of its history. 

Two thousand people were killed or drowned, houses were blown 
away, crops that had been gathered were destroyed by the water, 
and those growing in the fields were also greatly damaged, and it 
is estimated that it will require five years to restore their coffee 
interests—the most important of all—to the condition before the 
storm. 

It is said, with truth, no doubt, that there is great suffering, and 
among the poorer classes many are actually starving, and that 
the island is in a worse condition, generally, than when under 
Spanish rule. 

In this deplorable state of affairs every prompting of humanity, 
to say nothing of constitutional right and national good faith, 
should lead us to deal mercifully, if not justly, with these poor peo- 
ple, as soearnestly recommended by the Presidentand hisSecretary 
of War. But the protected industries of thiscountry, which have 
received so many benefits and borne so fewof the burdens of gov- 
ernment, have decreed otherwise and have demanded of the party 
in power that no step shall be taken which jeopardizes their in- 
terests, even remotely, no matter what may be the consequences 
a the Puerto Ricans or how deadly the assault upon the Consti- 

ution. 

It is insisted by the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], 
the chairman of the Committee on Waysand Means, that one of the 

s for which this burdensome tax is to be levied is to raise 
money with which to build schoolhouses where children can be 
taught to love the flag and to develop a higher order of patriot- 
ism. What do thesestarving people care nowabout schoolhouses? 
That can be attended to after a while? Just now, instead of giv- 
ing them instruction in the English language, we would do better 
to give them bread; and instead of flags, give them clothing. 

1, too, would reach the same end as the gentleman from New 
York, but by different means. I would teach them lessons of 
patriotism, never to be forgotten, by dealing justly and fairly 
with them and by helping them in their sore distress. I would 
teach them to love the flag by demonstrating that it stands for 
the same thing in Puerto Rico as in New York, and that the Con- 
stitution which declares that taxation shall be uniform means 
the same thing on this island possession as it does in Arizona. 

It is said by the advocates of this measure that the admission 
free of duty of sugar and tobacco from Puerto Rico would not 
seriously affect those interests here; but their fear is that the pro- 
tection lines will be broken and a precedent will be made which 
will rise up to plague them should the Philippine Islands ever be- 
come a part of our domain, and these protected home industries 
could not bear to be brought into competition with productions of 
these islands. I trust that contingency may never arise, and that 
no question of free trade between the United States and the Philip- 
pines will ever be presented by reason of their occupying the same 


relation to this Government as does the island of Puerto Rico; but 
it is infinitely better that a few men who so long have been rea 


P- 
ing the benefits of protective tariffs should have smaller profits 
than that the Constitution should be violated and a great wrong 
done to the newest and humblest of our citizens. 

The Puerto Ricans have given us no trouble. There has been 
no insurrection amongst them. No standing army is required to 
hold them in subjection. They have been quiet and peaceable 
and orderly. They have taken us at our word and relied upon 
our promises when we offered them the blessings of a free gov- 
ernment. And shall we now, to gratify the erent ot an insatiable 
few, inflict a e wound upon our Constitution and pore 
ourselves unwort 7 of the confidence of these trusting people? If 
so, and-they should lose faith in our Government, and should in 
turn become treacherous, we would have no right to blame them. 

Greed for gold and empire is the world’s greatest menace to- 
day. China is being partitioned by piecemeal. Russia, under 
the guise of a disarmament theory, is preparing for a great strug- 
gle for more territory and greater empire. Germany is preparing 
for an enormous increase of her navy. France is snapping and 
snarling at everything. England is committing one of the great- 
est crimes in her perfidious history by waging a war of conquest 
and subjugation against a brave, liberty-loving, Christian people, 
whose national sin is that within the borders of their rugged land 
lie hidden vast treasures of go and diamonds, while this great 
Republic, which has so long been a beacon light to the oppressed 
of all nations, has been for a year shooting“ benevolent assimila- 
tion and Christian civilization” into a people who are so rude and 
unappreciative as to object to throwing off one yoke to put on 
another. [Applause. ] 

If this bill should become a law imperialism is an accomplished 
fact, as far as it is in the power of the Republican party to make 
it so, and no specious pretenses will avail to shield them from the 
charge; and with that fearless and incorruptible tribune of the 
people, W. J. Bryan, for their leader, a mighty host of unbought 
and unpurchasable patriots who love their country and her price- 
less memories and institutions better than gold or empire, with 
Truth, Justice, and the Constitution” emblazoned upon their 
banners, will sweep the political field like a tornado, and again 
the Star Spangled Banner“ will float proudly oer the land of 
the free and the home of the brave.” [Great Applause. ] 

Mr. LEWIS. Mr. Chairman, [ will not direct my remarks to 
the bill now before the House, but will talk upon another line or 
question that is closely identified with the one under discussion. 

Immediately on the reassembling of Congress after the holidays, 
I introduced a bill in this House to repeal the war-revenue tax, 
That bill was referred to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
and it is still before that committee. I have had talks with the 
committee and with the subcommittee, and they are not prepared 
to make a report upon it at this time; but I trust that at some 
time in the future they may make a report, and hope it will be 
favorable. 

Mr. Chairman, I understand the first duty of a government to 
its people, after the protection of life and liberty, is to give them 
as low a rate of taxation as possible. Another duty of the Gov- 
ernment is to let those taxes be light in order that the money of 
the Government may be distributed among the people instead of 
being stored away in the vaults of the Treasury and the subtreas- 
uries and Government depositories. The greatest means of keep- 
ing the money in circulation is by small taxes. Hence I have in- 
troduced my bill. 

I feel sure that we have every reason to repeal this war-tax 
measure at once. This is a high tax, and a war tax is always an 
unpopular tax. The sooner we can be relieved from it, therefore, 
the better. 

Ishall date my statistics from the 19th of this month—the 19th 
of February. I find that on that day we had in the Treasury of 
the United States $296,000,000 uncovered money, and this amount 
is increasing daily. In the month of January the increase in the 
cash reserve was $9,000,000.. 

We all remember that the President, in his message on the as- 
sembling of Congress, the first week in December, in quoting the 
Secretary of the Treasury, stated that at the end of the year we 
expected to close with a gain of $40,000,000. 

As I state, even in the month of January we make a clear gain 
of $9,000,000; consequently I feel sure it would be much larger 
than that—possibly $60,000,000 instead of $40,000,000, at the close 
of the current fiscal year, as estimated by the Secretary. I find to- 
day that we have increased in Jess than eight months $34,000,000. 
We have $34,000,000 more now than at the beginning of the year’s 
business. I find that the Secretary of the Treasury bought, in the 
months of November and December, Government bonds to the 
amount, including the premiums and interest, of $22,000,000. Had 
the President not done this, then we would have had $56,000,000 
on hand more at the beginning of the fiscal year than we have at 
present. I will read what the President says about that, and 
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shall show later on that I think that he is entirely wrong at this 
time in authorizing the Secretary to buy those bonds: 


The strong position of the Treasury with respect 
favorable showing mad the revenues have made it possible for the Sec- 
of the 1 he. i n 3804 Re- 


to cash on hand and the 


The Treasury Department therefore offered to purchase d November 
$25,000,000 of the 5 per cent loan of 1904, or the 4 per cent funded loan of 1907, 
at the current market . The amount offered and purchased duri 
November was $18,408, The premium paid b the Government on su 

rchases was $2.263,521 and the net sa in interest was about $2,885,000. 

o success of this operation was sufficient to induce the Government tocon- 
tinue the offer to purchase bonds to and ene the 23d day of December, 
instant, unless the remainder of the $25,000,000 called for should be presented 
in the meantime for redemption. 


I have a letter from the Assistant Secretary of the FAASEE 
stating that he only expended $22,000,000 on bond purchase, as 
have said. Now, this money not been expended, we would 
have had $64,000,000. Itis generally understood as correct that 
there will be no appropriation for rivers and harbors this year. 
We must remember that at the last session the appropriation was 
about $60,000,000. It is also generally understood that there will 
be no appropriation for public buildings. Then I find that dur- 
ing the last Congress there was appropriated about $40,000,000 
for public buildings; and if this money is not appropriated or 
spent among the people and for the improvement of the river 
country, towns, and cities, then it is a further reason that the act 
should be repealed and the taxes stopped, it standing to reason 
that the money could not be needed by the Government. 

I think we can well afford to stop this tax; and I say that we 
are growing greater in money every day, at atime when we have a 
war going on. We have, besides our soldiers in Cuba and Puerto 
Rico, some 68,000 to 70,000 troops in the Philippines. We have 
nearly half as many troops there as the British Government has 
in her war with the Transvaal Republic; and notwithstandin 
this war with the ace Aer we are growing each dayin strength 
in money matters. I do not wish to be understood as compliment- 
ing the present Administration upon its splendid management 
and economy. I can not say that, because I think it has been ex- 
travagant. We have been expending a great deal of money during 
the last two or three years. 

As the reports will show, all this money has accumulated from 
excessive taxes that are imposed upon the people; and that is why 
I again ask that these taxes be repealed. tare we doing with 
this money? I claim that $296,000,000 is too much money to have 
in the vaults. The Government should not keep more money in 
its vaults than necessary to pay the expenses of the Government 
ee gee Daeg alee and to protect its high credit at all 
times. It uld keep this money with the people, I find that 
on February 19 the Treasury Department had deposited with the 
national banks of this country $111,976,000, from which they were 
drawing no income and no interest. 

„I think it is wr that the people should beseverely and 
highly taxed for money t the Government has no use for. 
Where does the money come from? It is the very poorest pene 
in the country who are paying the greatest amount of it. ois 
benefited by this war? It is the corporations, the exporting 
houses, the telegraph companies, the large steel plants, the gun 
manufacturers—they are the classes of people who are reaping 
the great harvest out of this war. They are making a great 
amount of money out of it, and absolutely they are not contrib- 
uting any money tocarryiton. Itisthe poor people of this coun- 
try that are furnishing the most of the taxes of the country. You 
go down in my country and you take the poor people, some unable 
to secure doctors and are forced to buy themselves drugs and medi- 
cines which are highly taxed, and the poor negroes who have been 
in the habit of using snuff and tobacco. 

This bill places a tax of 12 cents on snuff and tobacco. These 
people are paying that, and what benefit will this war be to them 
when we shall have acquired the Philippine Islands? It will place 
a cheaper class of labor in competition with the colored people of 
the South and the country generally. Actually by failure of leg- 
islation of a Republican Congress a loophole was left by which 
the telegraph companies are escaping e of this tax. 
The Western Union Company, with a capital of a hundred million 
dollars, is not paying one dollar of the tax, and yet they are reap- 
ing great benefits on account of the war. Their business has in- 
creased many thousands of dollars; I dare say into the millions. 

The Government of the United States has become their greatest 
customer on account of this war. I dare say a family of good, 
honest, hard-working people in my country pays more taxes to- da 
to carry on the war than is paid by the Western Union Telegra 
Company, because that large corporation pays no tax at all. e 
head of a family who uses tobacco and wants to get his dram 
when he can, the mother and daughter who use snuff, contribute 


be | tax on the people of Puerto Rico, used that as his 


in a year’s time more oo Sater on ewes than these great cor- 

tions that are capi at so many million dollars. That 

the way that this war-revenue tax works, It is unjust, and it is 
levied upon the people most unable to bear it. 

The o day the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne], in 

spea of the tariff and why they ought not to assess a revenue 

is main argument 

an extract from his speech. It is as 


and main reason. I will read 


follows: 


gallon. The internal-revenue tax upon under the law that 
we were about to extend, would amount to $1.20 a gallon. The price to these 
people would be multiplied by four. How could they get theirrum? We 
were cutting it off. 

His remarks were intended to apply to the fact that they were 
not to carry the revenue tax to Puerto Rico. Now, if he is look- 
ing so much after the poor people of Puerto Rico, why can not we 
look after the r people of this country, who are paying these 
great and burdensome taxes? We certainly ought to be as good 
to the people of the United States as we are to the people of Puerto 
Rico. If our laws are just and good for Americans, they ought to 
be just and good for the people of Puerto Rico. 

lam afraid that our Government has adopted the policy of our 
trusts, either leading them or following in their footsteps. I am 
afraid they have got to the point where they propose to consoli- 
date capital, and so our Government has consolidated and holds 
at the resni time the money of this country, 

Speaking of the trusts, it is astonishing to read of the t 
profits that are made by these companies. I was surpri on 
reading several aaya ago an account of the enormous profits of 
the Carnegie Steel Works, one among the largests of trusts, and 
one of the trusts that contribute not to support our present 
war, but, on the other hand, have made immense profits out of it. 
It seems that the two leading owners have had a falling out, and it 
is by these family troubles that we sometimes get the facts. Mr. 
Frick, general manager, and a partner in the Carnegie Steel 
Works, gives hissworn statementof the estimated net profits, which 
I read from the New York World: 

In Mr. Frick's sworn statement of the affairs of the Carnegie Steel Com- 
F ht a EEA 
estimated them at $42,500,000. As Mr. Carnegie owns fifty-three one-hun- 
dredths of the concern, his profits for the year would be $24,500,000. 

This is an account of the immense profits that are being made 
by one of the trusts, and by a concern that is absolutely paying 
no money to on this war. 

I think one of the highest reasons in fact, no further ment 
is necessary in support of the repeal of this war-tax act to 
read the statement of Secretary Gage furnished in answer to an 
inquiry into his dealings with the national banks. 

Gage says: 

The reason for directing the internal-revenue receipts into — 
banks at this time is that revenues are now largely ex isburse- 
ments from month to month, and seem likely to do so for an indefinite time. 
This condition would be a menace to the business world if assurance were 
not given that this surplus would be diverted from the Treasury vaults to 
public depositaries, where, while secure to the Government, it would remain 
available to business use. 

This statement of Secretary Gage corroborates fully my position 
and contention. He admits these heavy receipts and says he is 
forced, in order to let this t surplus money remain available 
to business use, to adopt the policy of depositing these funds in 
national banks. This is an unwise theory. Why not repeal this 
obnoxious revenue tax and let this surplus money remain in the 
pockets of the people, where it justly belongs? 

Your idea is first to help the banks and the banks will help the 
people. No; if you will keep this great amount of money de- 
posited in national banks, then the Government should get some 
compensation for it. These banks pay individuals and other 
banks interest on deposits. I submit telegrams from two Georgia 
bankers, stating that their New York bank correspondents allow 
them interest on their daily balances, one stating at the rate of 2 
per cent and the other at 14 per cent. Now, if they can pay these 
small banks interest on deposits, why can they not pay the Goy- 
ernment interest on its deposits? 

I have a letter from the Assistant Secretary of the Treasury, 
Mr. Vanderlip, i that on February 3, instant, the Treasury 
deposits with two New York banks amounted to $24,000,000. 
This is an enormous amount of money for two banks to use free 
of interest. In my own State, Georgia, the banks of deposito: 
are required to pay 2 per cent interest on d its, and no esse | 
reason can be shown why the national banks, Government de- 
positories, should be exempt from paying interest. e 
oe Sam ge age The time of the gentleman from rgia 

expir 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I think there is no other gentleman 
on this side of the House that wishes to speak to-night, 
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Mr. LONG. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the S jra tempore 
x Mornis} having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of 

ə Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 

rted that that committee had had under consideration the bill 

R. 8245, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 


to; and accordingly (at 8 o’clock and 45 
ouse adjourned until to-morrow at 11 o'clock 


joum., 

The motion was a 
minutes p. m.) the 
a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

eee were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service submitting an estimate of 
appropriation for the marine hospital at Boston—to the Commit- 
tee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. Ji 

A lotter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a Copy of a communication from the Supervising Surgeon- 
General of the Marine-Hospital Service submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for the marine hospital at Cleveland, Ohio—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Supe Architect 
submitting an estimate for increasing the cost of pab 8 
at Boise, Idaho to the Committee on Public Buildings an 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 7 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
tie ia and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5485) providing 
that the State of W. be permitted to relinquish to the 
United States certain lands heretofore selected and to select other 
lands from the domain in lieu thereof, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 404); which said bill 
and were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4001) authorizing the 
adjustment of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reserva- 
tion, Territory of Arizona, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 411); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 

. PEARRE, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7663) to estab- 
lish a board of charities for the District of Columbia, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 415); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6240) for the poparean 
of plans or desi, for a memorial or statue of Gen. Ulysses S. 
Grant on Bro belonging to the United States Government in 
the city of Washington, D. C., rted the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re (No. 418); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr, STEPHENS of Texas, from the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 255) toratify 
an agreement with the Indians of the Fort Hall Indian Reserva- 
tion in Idaho, and making appropriations to carry the same into 
effect, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 419); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MUDD, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3397) to incor- 
porate the Frederick Douglass Memorial and Historical Associa- 
tion, reported the same with amendments, accompanied by a 
report (No. 420); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 

following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 


livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 
Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1718) granting an 


increase of pension to Alice S. Jordan, rted the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 405); which said bill 
and yey were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
Wasfreferred the bill of the House (H. R. 8395) to increase the 
pension of Henry Johns, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 406); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 265) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Jane McMahon, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a Bicone (No. 407); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 343) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
J. n, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 408); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 495) granting a pension to 
Ambrose J. Vanarsdel, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 409); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was Sor hes the yurar the Son (H. R. pared 
granting a pension onis y, reported the same with ` 
amendment, accom od by a report (No. 410); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H.R. 
459) for the relief of Christiana Dengler, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a separ (No. 412); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Francesco Perna, 
5 the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

— t; which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
ndar. 

He also, from the same committee, to Which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8532) to quitclaim all interest of the 
United States of America in and to lot 4, square 1118, in the city 
of Washington, D. C., to William H. Dix, re the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 414); which said 
bill and rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ST. Y W. DAVENPORT, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2748) 
gnung an increase of pension to Henry Schnettberg, of Indiana 

a., reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re 
— — rk which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Jalen 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. sagen for the relief of Calvin Myers, of Over- 
ton County, Tenn., a soldier in the Mexican war, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 417); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private dar. 

Mr. from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7400) for the relief of James 
J. Wheeler, of ande, Union County, Oregon Volunteers, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
— which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal - 
endar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8135) pensioning Elijah Patrick at the 
rate of a captain—Committee on Invalid Pensions disc 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 6496) to increase the pension of Mrs. Helen G. 
Heiner, widow of the late Capt. R. G. Heiner, Company A, First 
United States Infantry—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ss ee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By an de Seppe of 5 A — ie R. cad to 
regulate charges for berths on sleeping cars operated on railways 
used in interstate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLELLAN: A bill (H. R. 8811) providing for = 
ages 2 ten and twenty cigars to the ttee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 8812) to increase the limit 


ionable 
rged, and 
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of cost for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 


ing thereon af Jamestown, N. Y.—to the ttee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 8813) to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Lebanon, in the State of Pennsylvania—to the Committee on 
Public Buildi and Grounds, 

By Mr. B of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8814) to pro- 
vide for the entry of lands formerly in the Lower Brule Indi 
Reservation, S. Dak., and to give preference rights to settlers—to 
the Committee on the Public ds. 

Mr. LINNEY: A bill (H. R. 8815) to amend chapter 4, Title 
, of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the J 5 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8816) to prevent dangers to navi- 
gation from rafts on the Pacific Ocean—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PUGH: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 183) directing 
the tary of War to submit estimates for the construction of 
a pier for a harbor on thesouth shore of the Ohio River, at or near 
= city of Maysville, Ky.—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 


rs. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 184) pro- 
hibiting the transportation of tin, tin pre and other products of 
the American Tin Plate Company, and so forth, from one State to 
another—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A resolution (H. Res. 160) 
directing the Committee on Foreign Affairs to investigate the 
truth or falsity of the charges made by Charles E. Macrum, late 
a consul of the Government of the United States at Pretoria, in 
South Africa—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause i of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
2 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8817) granting an increase of 
pension to David Phillips, California, Washington County, Pa.— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8818) ‘drone an increase of pension to 
Robert M. McCollough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8819) ganang a ion to Benjamin F, 
Wallace—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 8820) to correct 
the military record of John F. Antlitz—to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY: A bill (H. R. 8821) for the relief of John H. 
Foster, Company G, First Artillery, and so forth—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 8822) for the relief of the 
executors of Lewis Thompson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BARHAM: A bill (H. R. 8823) granting a pension to 
John Bryan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

X Soa BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8824) granting a pension 
to William K. Daniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8825) ting a pension to James E. Shehan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8826) ting a pension to Sarah Ann Ray— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. BET) arta a pension to Mary Gilbert, 
widow of Wilson Grindstaff to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8828) to pay to Jacob Yost the sum of $434— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (H. R. 8829) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John P, Pepper—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8830) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
a 1 akin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. ESC 
Farnim, late of Company D, Second Wisconsin Volunteer Cav- 
alry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 8832) for the relief of W. J. 
Kountz—to the Committes on Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8833) granting a pension to 
Wilhelmina 7 the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8834) granting an increase of pension to 
Richard P. Nishuals—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8835) granting a pension to 
Sallie A. Coon, widow of Joseph J. Coon—to the Committee on 
Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8836) granting a pension to David M. Wentz— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 8837) for the relief of Daniel M. 
Frost—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8838) to increase the pension of 
John W. Norton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8839) granting an in- 


H: A bill (H. R. 8831) to increase pension of Mahlon | Co 


orase of pension to John T. Burks—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions, > 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8840) granting an increase of sion to 
Gores B Ee Be Comin are Kragan 

„ 5 a on on— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pendona 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8842) granting a pension to Sarah O, Field— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of Alfred Brown—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8844) for the relief of George W. Beach—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MEYER of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 8845) for the relief 
of Offner & Laumar—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8846) for the relief of W. F. Sanderson, ad- 
inis trator of W. W. Sanderson—to the Committee on War 

ims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8847) for the relief of Alexis Leduff—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8848) for the relief of W. G. Wheeler, of 
New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON: A bill (H. R. 8849) for the relief of Martin Van 
Buren McReynolds, of McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PARKER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8850) granting 
a on to Ella Hatfield—to the Committee on Invalid 3 

y Mr. RIXE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8851) for the relief 
of legal si isa rece of John G. Rowe, deceased, late of Stafford 
County, Va.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho (by request): A bill (H. R. 8852) to 
ratify settlements made with clerks of the Third district court of 
Utah Territory and releasing them and their bondsmen from 
further 8 the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. W LER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8858) for the 


relief of the heirs of C. R. Young—to the Committee on War 
Claims 


By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8854) increasing the pension of 
Austin Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the Northeastern Pennsyl- 
vania Press Association, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
5029, relative to the free entry of wood pulp imported for use in 
the manufacture of paper—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of United Labor o of Western Pennsylvania, 
urging the passage of House bill No. 5450, to protect free labor 
from prison competition—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BOUT. of Illinois: Petition containing 7,000 signa- 
tures of citizens of the State of Illinois, in favor of the passage of 
House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRANTLEY: Resolutiens of the pilots of the Bruns- 
wick (Ga.) outer bar, indorsing the work of C. P. Goodyear on the 
outer of Brunswick, Ga., and urging such legislation as will 
enable him to continue the work—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of International Broom Makers’ 
Union, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 5450, to protect 
free labor from prison competition—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of M. J. Lawrence and other citizens of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, to accompany House bill No. 7852, to increase the pen- 
sion of Maj. O. M. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 

ance Union of Westchester, Pa., urging a clause in the Hawaiian 
constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the 
mittee on the Territories. 
By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of the Scranton (Pa.) Board of 
Trade, favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the promo- 
tion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: Petition of Wagner Leather Company and 
other business firms in the State of California, urging the repeal 
5 the war- revenue duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of the clerks of the Webster City 
(Iowa) ee favoring 5 of House bill No. 4351, pro- 
viding for the classification of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Resolution of the mu- 
nicipal assembly of the city of New York, requesting the building 
of war vessels at the Government navy-yards—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of Company H, Third Infan- 
try, National Guard, State of Minnesota, of Olivia, Minn., urging 
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the of a bill to improve the armament of the militia—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 
By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of 
„S. Dak., favoring the retaining of the public lands for 
the benefit of the whole poopie and for Eomestesd settlers, and in 
fayor of reclaiming the arid lands by irrigation inaugurated by 
the General Government—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 
Also, resolutions adopted by the John A, Logan Regiment, No. 
2, Union Veterans’ Union, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., protesting 
against the passage of House bill No. 8988—to the Committee on 


Agriculture. : i 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petition of Elmer D. Prich- 
ett, of Mount Holly, N. J., and other druggists, relating to the 
stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of officers of Post No. 107, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of New Jersey, in favor of House bill No. 4742, for 
8 instruction in the public schools to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the employees of the Brooklyn Navy-Yard, 
advocating the building of naval vessels at the navy-yards—to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Communication of T. A. Wood, d com- 
mander Indian War Veterans of the North Pacific t, Port- 
land, Oreg., urging the passage of House bill No. 53, granting 
pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, in- 
clusive—to the Committee on Pensions. k 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Boston 
(Mass.) Chamber of Commerce, calling for an increase in coast 
artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. } ; 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Capitol City Lodge, 
No. 354, of Hartford, Conn., International Association of Machin- 
ists, in favor of House bill No. 5450, to protect free labor from 
prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. HITT: Petition of B. Eldredge and others, of Belvidere, 
III., favoring free trade between Puerto Rico and the United 
States mainland—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolution of the Seattle 
(Wash.) Chamber of Commerce, urging the organization of a 
territorial legislature, the election of a delegate to Congress, and 

- the creation of four judicial districtsin Alas to the Committee 
on the Territories. -< 

Also, resolution of the Seattle Chamber of Commerce, in opposi- 
tion to the leasing of grazing lands west of the ninety-ninth me- 
ridian—to the Committee on the Public Land. 

Also, resolutions of the Tacoma (Wash. ) Trades Council, in op- 
position to the Hanna-Payne ship-subsidy bill, favoring the con- 
tinuance of the postal money-order system, and the establishment 
of postal savings banks—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 8793, to 
remove the charge of desertion now standing against Frank Don- 
nelly—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Journeymen Tailors’ Union No. 
63, of Ottumwa, Iowa, favoring the passage of House bill No. 6882, 
relating to hours of labor on pav ic works, and House bill No. 
5450, for the protection of free labor against prison labor—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union, of Woodbury, Gloucester County, N. J., for 
the passage of a bill giing prohibition to Hawaii—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. MADDOX: Petition of the heirs of John J. Smith, de- 
ceased, late of Barton County, Ga., asking reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MOON: Papers to accompany House bill No. 2125, for 
the relief of Thomas Robert Harris—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Martin 
Van Buren McReynolds, of McMinnville, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany House bill to 
amend the record of Alfred Brown—to the Committee on Military 


Affairs. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill to amend the record of 
George W. Beach—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Sarah O. 
Fields, widow of Pleasant Fields, of Company A, Sixty-seventh 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany Honse bill for the relief of John T. 
Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accom y House bill granting a pension to 
James Cullison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of the Union Labor League, praying 
for the p of a bill to protect free labor from prison competi- 
tion—to the Committee on Labor, 


Mr. PUGH: Pa to accompany House bill No. 6917, for 
the vole? of T. P. Salver_-to the Committee on War (Iams. 


Mr. RIXEY: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of the legal tatives of John G. Rowe, deceased, of Staf- 
ford County, Va.—to the Committee on War 8. 


By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of the Cigar Makers’ Local Union 
No. 4, of Cincinnati, Ohio, in opposition to admitting cigars from 
Puerto Rico at a nominal of 25 per cent—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Adrian, Mich., urging a clause in the Ha- 
waiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of cops 4 & Mattison Company, 
druggists, of Ambler, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 8 
cines, eto. —to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Memorial of J. Caloca, municipal alcalde; 
Acisclo Diaz, custodian of the municipal funds; E. Acosta, coun- 
cilman and ex-alcalde; Felix Monclova, member of the common 
council; Ramon Silva, councilman; Jose Rivera, and other dis- 
tinguished officials of Rio Piedras, Puerto Rico; also, memorial of 
Antonio Jimenez, alcalde; Antonio Franqui, Celestino Sola, Pedro 
Jimenez, Gervasio Garcia, and other members of the common 
council of the city of Cagnas, Puerto Rico, relative to railway 
franchises, etc.—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, February 23, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 
SOUTH CAROLINA STATE CLAIMS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 16th instant, a report of the Auditor 
for the War De; ent relative to the account between the 
United States and the State of South Carolina growing out of the 
claim for moneys expended by that State for military purposes in 
the Florida war of 1836 and 1837, etc.; which, on motion of Mr. 
TILLMAN, was, with the accompanying paper, ordered to lie on 
the table and be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House agrees to 
the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 4478) to author- 
ize the Natchitoches Railway and Construction Company to build 
and maintain a railway and traffic bridge across Red River at 
Grand Ecore, in the parish of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bill and joint resolution, and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro nig teak 

A bill (S. 160) to authorize the construction of a bridge across 
the Red River of the North at Drayton, N. Dak.; an 

A joint resolution (S. R. 55) authorizing the President to ap- 
pop: one woman commissioner to represent the United States and 

ational Society of the Daughters of the American Revolution at 
the unveiling of the statue of Lafayette at the exposition in Paris, 
France, in 1900. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair thinks it may be 
pore for him to lay before the Senate a telegram from Puerto 

ico to the President of the Senate: 


Commissioned people Puerto Rico attending celebration commemora- 
tion anniversary Washington, requests that by humanity sake a solution be 
adopted hes espace problems. Every day represents considerable loss, leading 


to total ru 
The telegram will be referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have a ruling of the Chair upon 
the question whether it be a petition from citizens of a foreign 
country or no, because if it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair does not feel called 
upon to rule as to that question. 


Mr. HOAR. The Chair is presenting it as a petition to the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And from the fact that the 
Chair has presented it, the inference may be drawn of the opinion 
of the Chair. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire if the Senator from 
Massachusetts objects to it on the ground that Puerto Ricois a 
foreign country? 

Mr. HOAR. Idonot. I thought we had a very excellent op- 
portunity to settle by the very highest authority a grave question 
that is puzzling many people. 
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Mr. STEWART. If the introduction will settle the question, 
it is settled now, I hope. ve 
pan PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are 

order. ; 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of West Chester, Pa., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the importation, manufacture, and 
sale of intoxicating liquors in Hawaii; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific ds and Puerto Rico, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Harris- 
burg, Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprie- 
tary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON pense a petition of members of Company H, 
Third Infantry National State Guard Militia, of Olivia, Minn., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to improve the armament 
of the militia of the several States and Territories; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN. I present a . which seems 5 4 
at this time, signed by William R. Schnitger, mayor of Cheyenne, 
Wyo.; Joseph M. Carey, ex-United States Senator; Henry G. 
Hay, ex-treasurer of Wyoming; Alpheus P. Hansen, ex-United 
States surveyor-general, and some 50 more of the oldest citizens 
and those who have had experience in public affairs, in which 
they ee Congress, over the statement that woman suffrage 
is no an experiment, but it has been fully demonstrated that 
it is to me efficient, that there shall be nothing inserted in 
the statutes regarding Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, or any other 


newly acquired possessions which shall make it im: ible to ex- 
tend a to women. I move that the petition be referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TURNER presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 


merce of Seattle, Wach. AR ing for the enactment of legislation 

granting to the ple Alaska a sufficient number of judges 

and places for holding court, and also for a Representative in Con- 

grar to be chosen by themselves; which was referred to the 
mmittee on Territories, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the petition of Frank W. Rol- 
lins, governor of the State of New 5 Edward N. Pearson, 
par ass state; Augustus Ayling, adjutant-general; Ferdinand 
A. Stittings, eon-general; John C. Linehem, insurance com- 
missioner; Battles, assistant adjutant-general; L. H. Car- 
roll, commissioner of labor, and various other leading citizens, 
inclu quite a number of prominent physicians, praying for 
the popi oyment of graduate women nurses in the hospital service 
of the United States Army. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

. CLAY. I present a petition of the Federation of Trades, of 
Atlanta, Ga., praying for the passage of the bill to 8 the 
transportation of conyict-made products from one State to an- 
other to undersell the ucts of free labor. I ask that the peti- 
tion be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed in the 
Recorp, as follows: 


me area N passage; and 
an vs pr 7.8 £ 
Whereas the said bill 8 y COCHRANE of New York is to the 


y free labor but to society at large, and, ig rho that the non- 


utilized on public roads, on farms. ippo. themselyes, 
or in various other ways so that they will not enter mec! ical trades 
and make products that can be rted and sold throughout the country 
at less prices than free-labor products; and 

Whereas by so transporting and selling convict-labor products results in 
creating an army of e and in manufac criminals at a whole- 
sale rate, and belie that the continuance of such a system is damning to 


solved, That the Atlanta Federation of Trades, in regular 1 
of — the labor organiza is city 

and ity, and believing also that we voice the sentiments of both organ- 
ized and labor throughout the State of Georgia, unanimously 
introduced by Mr. COCHRANE of New 

Y to pro! t the rtation of convict-made products from one 
State to another to undersel organized labor of free labor. 


sere Livinaston and the other Representatives from this section in 
Resolved, That all the unions represented in this Federation be requested 
to concur in action, and to have their secretaries and other officers for- 

official communications, making their wishes known totheir Representa 
tives in Congress. 


. to take similar action 
= to no their Representatives in Congress, urging that they apport 
Resolved, the officers of the American Federation of Labor in Wash- 
ington be requested to furnish Federation with a list of those members 
of Con who either su or Oppose this measure and that the said list 
be kept in the records of organization for future reference. 
Resolved, That these resolutions be spread upon the minutes, that a copy 
be forwarded to each cf the Representatives in Congress from the State of 
Georgis, and that they be furnished the labor press and newspapers for pub- 


Mr. McENERY presented the petition of Caroline E. Merrick, 

8 and B. B. Van Horn, secretary, on behalf of the Woman 
uffrage Association of Louisiana, praying that the women of 

Hawaii and our other new island possessions be granted the right 
to vote on equal terms with men; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of Local Union No. 2, 
Stone Masons’ International Union, of Kansas City, Mo., raying 
for the enactment of legislation to prevent the public lands from 
being taken from the people by land speculators and land syndi- 
cates through accession of the lands to the States and Territories; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Merchants’ Exchange of St. 
Louis, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to authorize 
the President to extend an invitation to the International Con- 
gress of Navigation to hold its ninth session in the city of Wash- 
mgin which was referred to the Select Committee on Industrial 

ons. 

e also presented a petition of the board of directors of the 
Merchants’ Exchange of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the estab- 
lishment in the Indian Territory of a system of free public schools; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also a a petition of sundry citizens of Mount Vernon, 
Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to pension the mem- 
bers of the Missouri Militia and the Enrolled Missouri Militia who 
served for six months; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 6, National 
Union Steam Engineers, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the 
enactment of legislation limiting the hours of daily service of 
laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed apn public works 
of the United States, or on work done for the United States, or 
any Territory, or the District of Columbia, and also to protect 
free labor from prison competition; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Clinton, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of 135 chapters of the Daugh- 
ters of the American Revolution, praying for the establishment 
of a University of the United States which shall be a national 
university; which was referred to the Committee to Establish the 
bef of the United States. 5 

Mr. QUARLES presented the petition of Robert W. Davidson 
and 75 other citizens of Milwaukee, Wis., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in first 
and second class post-offices; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. CARTER presented the petition of Maria McRae, president, 
and H. D. Moore, secretary, on behalf of the Woman Suffrage As- 
sociation of Montana, praying that the women of Hawaii and our 
other new island possessions be granted the right to vote on equal 
terms with men; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. DANIEL presented the petition of J. B. Bolridge, W. H. 
Eggborn, J. W. Colvin, and sundry other citizens of Virginia, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the memorial of H. H. ae of Virginia, 
and the memorial of J. C. Clay & Co., of Dry Fork, Va., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
regulation of shipment of game from one State to another; which 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of New 
Orleans, La., praying for the enactment of legislation to promote 
the commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, praying for the enactment of legislation to 

rovide for adding to and completin imens and productions, 
both natural and man of the United States and foreign 
countries, to be exhibited in the Philadelphia Museum, for the 
purpose of increasing the trade of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. COCKRELL, from 


R t all labor tions 
pispot Tub organiza and their friends 8 ihis 


Affairs, to 


s the Committee on Mili 
whom was referred the bill (S, 3148) to correct the military record 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2113 


of William Lapoint, reported it without amendment, andsubmitted 
a report thereon. f : 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2858) to amend the bounty laws granting 
bounties to soldiers, sailors, their widows and minor children, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 


bill wes eee indefinitely. 

Mr. T, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2871) to supplement and amend the act en- 
titled An act to incorporate the North River Bridge Company 
and to authorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at 
New York City across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce 
in and over such bridge between the Statesof New York and New 
Jersey, and to establish such bridge a military and post road,” 
* July 11, 1890, reported it without amendment. 

o also, from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2572) to amend an act entitled 
An act for the erection of a public building for the use of the 
custom-house nad tye ean at Newport News, in the district of 
Newport News, Va.,” approved February 21, 1899, reported it 
with an amendment. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 305) making an addi- 
tional appropriation for a public building at the city of Seattle, in 
the State of Washington, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1939) authorizing the 
President of the United States to appoint a commission to study 
and make full report upon the commercial and industrial condi- 
tions of China and Japan, and for other purposes, to report it 
favorably with amendments, and to submit a report thereon. _ 

. VEST. Mr. President, I simply want to say that the bill 
for the appointment of a commission to go to China and Japan is 
not unanimously recommended by the 8 on Commerce, 
but that a minority of that committee is opposed to the favorable 
report of the bill. 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; and 
the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 1021) authorizing the President of the United States 
to appoint a commission to investigate the commercial and indus- 
trial condition of the Empire of China, and for other p 8 

A bill (S. 1022) authorizing the President of the Uni States 
to spain a commission to investigate the commercial and ind 

condition of the Empire of Japan, and for other . — 

A bill (S. 1948) authorizing the appointment by the President of 
the United States of a commission of not less than five members to 
investigate the a of trade relations of the United States in 
the Orient, and for other purposes; and 

A bill (S. 2004) authorizing an investigation into the economic 
resources and other cognate questions in the Chinese Empire and 
adjacent countries of Eastern Asia, with special reference to the 
trade of the United States in such parts of the world and the pos- 
sibility of its e ent. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 2055) for the promotion and retirement of 
P. A. Surg. John F. Bransford, of the United States Navy, reported 
it Without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was referred 
the bill (S. 2268) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of Pamella B. Finney, administratrix of T. C. 
Finney, deceased, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3190) to amend an act enti- 
tled An act in relation to taxes and tax sales in the District of 
Columbia,” reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon, 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2502) for the establishment of a general depot 


of the Quartermaster’s De ent of the United States Army at 
Omaha, Nebr., reported adversely thereon; and the bill was post- 
poned indefinitely. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2394) to authorize the President to place Samuel E. St. 
Onge Chapleau on the retired list of the Army with the rank of 
capan, reported adversely thereon; and the bill was postponed 
indefinitely. 

Be a a ae a coms les Se 
referr Ə „ & money to pa im 
of the Western Paving and Supply Company, repo it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, Iam instructed by the Committee on Pub- 
lic Buildings and Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1468) 
authorizing the consolidation of independent post-offices in the 
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2 of Manhattan, Bronx, Richmond, and Queens, N. Y., 
with the post- o 


fce at New York, N. Y., and making a 
tion therefor, to ask that the committee be discharged from its 
further consideration, the reference to the committee having been 
evidently inadvertently made. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The committee will be dis- 
charged from the er consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I move that the bill be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was to. : 

Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) to 
amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to extend Rhode Island avenue,” 
approved February 10, 1899, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported adversely thereon; and the bills wero 
postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S. 133) for the relief of Francesco Perna; 

A bill (S. 123) for the relief of Margaretha Riehl; 

A bill (S. 115) for the relief of John A. Narjes; 

A bill (S. 116) for the relief of Christiana ler; and 

A bill (S. 127) to quiet title to lot 11, block 12, South Brookland, 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3138) to provide for necessary repairs to the 
steamer Thetis, for service as a revenue cutter, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3105) for the relief of the mother of William 
R. McAdam, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2744) to create an additional life-saving district and au- 
thorizing certain in the serial numbers of existing dis- 
. reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7737) to change the 
name of the Potomac Insurance Company of Georgetown, and for 
other purposes, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


1 thereon. 

. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2989) for the relief of the widow and chil- 
dren of the late Joseph W. Etheridge and the widow of the late 
John M. Richardson, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a thereon. 

Mr. C K of Wyoming, from the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, to whom was referred the joint resolution (S. R. 71) 
authorizing the President of the United States to invite the 
Government of Great Britain to join in the formation of an inter- 
national commission to examine and report upon the diversion of 
the waters that are the boundaries of two countries, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on 3 to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. KYLE on the 15th 
instant, proposing to increase the of the consul at Beirut 
from $2,000 to $2,500 per annum, intended to be proposed to the 
diplomatic and cons appropriation bill, reported favorably 
thereon, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and that it be printed; which was agreed to. 

REPORT OF THE PHILIPPINE COMMISSION. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution of the House of 
Representatives, reported it without amendment; and it was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved by the House of R. tatives (the Senate concurring). That there 
be ted and bound of the Report of the Philippine Commission 15,000 copies, 
10,000 for the use of the House, and 5,000 for the use of the Senate. 

REMOVAL OF REMAINS OF THE LATE GENERAL ORD. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am directed by the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3266) au- 
torining the health officer of the District of Columbia to issue a 

it for the removal of the remains of the late Brig. Gen. 

.O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of Columbia, to 
the United States National Cemetery at Arlington, Va., to report 
it 1 without amendment and I ask for its present consid- 
eration, 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
RICHARD ALLSTON. 

Mr. MARTIN. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3239) for the relief of Richard 
Allston, to report it without amendment, and I ask the unanimous 
consent of the Senate for its present consideration, 


— 


— — — — 
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There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 


tee of the Whole. It pro to pay to Richard Allston $50 as 
compensation for one sailboat, rented by the authorities of the 
United States from Allston and stolen while in the possession of 
the officers, thus entailing its loss to Allston. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S.3289) ting a pension 
to Isabella Underwood; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3290) granting a pension to Nancy 
Oats; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3291) for the relief of Charles W. 
Johnson, administrator of Mrs. Lydia Johnson; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3292) to correct the military record 
of Robert M. Boyd; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 8293) granting a pension to 
Helen Harlow; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3294) granting a pension to Louesa 
Moulton; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying 1 5 referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

F OSE introduced a bill (S. 3295) to correct the mili- 


tary record of Reuben Seiler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 
Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 8296) to provide for the estab- 


lishment of a port of delivery at Worcester, Mass.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
Mr. MOM AN introduced a bill (S. 3297) for the extension 
of Eighth street NE.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
f to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Mr. WOLCOTT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
5 read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
ensions: 
A bill (S. 3298) granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 


er; 

A bill (S. 3299) granting an increase of pension to Lucinda R. 
Johnson; and 
— bill (S. 3300) granting an increase of pension to Luke H. 

onson. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3301) to provide an Amer- 
ican register for the barge Davidson; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3302) for the relief of Riley Moutrey; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3803) authorizing the Secretary 
of War to provide condemned cannon and carriages for ornamen- 
tation purposes in the national cemetery at Knoxville, Tenn.; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pa- 
per, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 3304) for the relief of William I. 
Way; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 3305) to refer the claim of 
John 8. Mosby against the United States for the value of certain 
tobacco to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title, 
2 745 with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

laims. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3306) granting an increase of 
pension to Lucinda D. Dow; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 


ions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3307) for the relief of the 
estate of Samuel Noble; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill B 8308) for the relief of the estate of 
Reuben Street, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 94) relating to 
military badges; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT CARTHAGE, MO, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Iask unanimous consent that the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds may be dischar; from the 
further consideration of the bill (S. 563) for the erection of a pub- 
lic building at Cart „Mo., and that the bill be indefinitely 
N after which Í shall introduce another bill for reference 

the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

I will state that Ido this because the first bill is not in conform- 
ity with the requirements of the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds in regard to such matters. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem The Senator from Missouri 
asks that the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds may 
be discharged from the further consideration of the bill named by 
him and that it be indefinitely postponed. In the absence of ob- 
jection, that order will be made. 

Mr. COC L. I now introduce a new bill on the same sub- 
ject, which I ask may be read twice by its title, and referred to 
the same committee. 

The bill (S. 3309) to provide for the purchase of a site and the 
erection of a public building thereon at Carthage, in the State of 
Missouri, was read twice by its title, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $10,998 for improvements at the Klamath Agency, Oreg., 
intended to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. STEWART submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for surveyor-general of Nevada from $1,800 to 
$2,000, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on A 8 and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. GAL R submitted an amendment providing for the 
retirement and pensioning of Government employees, intended to 
be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial ap- 


propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 
REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
Mr. CHANDLER. Isubmit an amendment which I intend to 
ropose to Senate bill 728, a bill to promote the efficiency of the 
eee e ee Service. I ask that the amendment may be read 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amendment intended to be proposed to the bill (S. 728) to promote the effi- 
ciency of the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Provided furthermore, That whenever forces of the Navy and Revenue- 
Cutter Service shall be 1 pursuant to law, the combined force 
shall be under the command of the senoir naval officer present, and no pro- 
vision of this act shall be construed as giving any officer of the Revenue- 


Cutter Service military or other control, at any time, over the vessels, officers, 
or men of the naval service. 


Mr. HALE. What bill is that amendment offered to? 

Mr. CHANDLER. There is now upon the Calendar, reported 
by my coll e from the Committee on Commerce, the bill (S. 728) 
to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Service, with Re- 
port No. 65, quite a lengthy report. My amendment is intended 
to bring before the Committee on Naval Affairs the expediency of 
reporting from that committee this amendment as a change in the 
bill in reference to the Revenue-Cutter Service. 

Mr. HALE. So the amendment is offered tothe bill reported by 
the Senator’s colleague from the Committee on Commerce? 

Mr. CHANDLER. Les; from the Committee on Commerce. I 
want consideration given to this amendment by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and I also desire to have the Committee on Com- 
merce take notice of the proposed amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs and printed. 


ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE, 


Mr. SHOUP submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent Ex- 
penses of the Senate: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and it hereby is, author- 
ized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum. 


EMILY M. JONES. 


Mr. GALLINGER submitted the followin. 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Emily M. Jones, widow of Thaddeus A. Jones, late 
chief engineer of the United States Senate heating and ventilating depart- 
ment, a sum equal to twelve months' salary, at the rate paid the said chief 
engineer by law; said sum to be considered as including funeral expenses 
and all other allowances. 

HISTORY OF THE CENSUS. 

Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Commissioner of Labor be, and he is hereby: directed 
to forward to the Senate, for its use, the manuscript prepared by im on the 
History and Growth of the United States Census. 


THE SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under an agreement made at 
a former day the Chair lays before the Senate the following reso- 
lution, and calls the attention of the Senator from South Dakota 
(Mr. GREW]. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. PETTIGREW expressing 
nm thy for the South African Republic, and our best hopes for 
e success of their determined contest for liberty. 


resolution; which 
mtrol the Contin- 
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Mr. PETTIGREW. I think the resolution had better go to the 
Calendar, so that I can call it up at any time when I may feel 
able to address the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will go to the 
Calendar. 

SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is com- 


leted. 

$ Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I riseto a question of privilege. 
I aa the Chair to lay before the Senate resolution 107, which 
reads: 

That the Hon. Matthew S. 
as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania— 

Said resolution containing questions and motions arising or 
made upon the 5 of the credentials of Hon. M. S. Quay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURROWS. r. President 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not quite hear the request. I was inter- 
rupted. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania state his request 


again? 

2 75 PENROSE. I asked that the Chair should lay before the 
Senate, as a matter of privilege, the resolution relative to the 
seating of Hon. M. S. Quay. 

Mr. CULLOM. I know of no objection to that. I want this 
understood, however, that at 2 o'clock, or at any time after the 
Senator makes his 11 before 2, I should like to resume the con- 
1 of the bill to provide a government for the Territory of 

awaii. 

Mr. PENROSE, I do not imagine that this case this morning 
will conflict in any way with the Senator’s bill. At the same time 
I desire to inform him that, as a question of privilege, if it does 
the unfinished business will have to yield to this question. 

Mr. CULLOM. So far asinformation is concerned, I have some 
information about it myself. I would not be disposed to be arbi- 

if I could in the premises, but so far as that question or any 
other that may be considered by the Senate may come before us, 
I shall test the sense of the Senate upon taking up the Hawaiian 
bill at 2 o’clock every day until we dispose of that measure. 

Mr. PENROSE. Now I renew my call. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania a piece of information which has come to me this morn- 
ing. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], who is pre- 
paraa to speak upon this resolution and who made the report for 

e majority of the committee, was ill yesterday. Knowing that 
he desires to be present when it is called up and to open the 
debate, I sent a messenger to his room this morning and received 
information that he is not only confined to his room, but to his 
bed, and can not, therefore, be present to-day. He hopes to be 
here on Monday or early next week, and I would ask the Senator 
from Pennsylvania, therefore, to permit this matter to go over 
until the Senator from Tennessee can be present. He is the Sen- 
ator on the committee who made the report, and who naturally 
would open this discussion, and who ought to open it. I make 
this suggestion to the Senator, and I trust he will consent that 
the matter may go over until Monday. 

Mr. PENROSE. I shall be very glad to answer the Senator 
from Michigan when my request is complied with, to which I 
arose, a question of the highest privilege, that the question of 
these credentials be laid before the Senate. Iwill then very cheer- 
fully answer the Senator from Michigan or any other Senator. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. BATE, I wish to state that while my colleague [Mr. TUR- 
LEY] is ill, he will no doubt be able to be here Monday. I have 
talked with him about this matter. He made the majority report 
in it, but he said he did not care to open the debate and told me 
to state, if necessary, that he would rather s peak along some time 
during the discussion. Therefore there is no necessity to defer 
taking up the resolution until my colleague may be present. 

Mr. PENROSE. This discussion is out of order. 

The ee T pro tempore. It is proceeding by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HALE. What is the intimation that the Chair wishes to 
be given to the Senate when, in response to the request of the 
Senator from Pennsylvania that the resolution be taken up as a 
privileged question, the Chair asks ifthere is objection? Is there 
an intimation from the Chair in asking that question that a single 
objection would carry it over? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an intimation, per- 
haps, that in the opinion of the Chair, the resolution being on the 
Calendar, it can only be brought before the Senate for considera- 
tion by unanimous consent or by a motion to consider it which 
shall control a majority vote of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. I supposed that that was just what is in the mind 
of the Chair, and that the resolution can only come up upon a 


y is not entitled to take a seat in this body 


motion made in the morning hour, or by unanimous consent. I 
have very pronounced views upon the general question, but I do 
not desire to interfere with the Senators who are members of the 
committee, and who represent the majority report. If those Sen- 
ators—if the Senator from Michigan [Mr. Burrows] has made 
any arrangement by which this question is only to come up nom. 
inally in order that some Senator may speak upon it, I do not 
wish to interpose an objection. But as one Senator I do not wish 
to be considered as agreeing to the unanimous consent that the 
resolution shall be brought before the Senate, and then have the 
right of way against everything under the sun. I do not wish to 
be considered as agreeing to take it up, or that the Senate shall 
by unanimous consent take up this case, so that it may crowd out 
the bill in charge of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLoM], the 
Hawaiian bill, or that it shall crowd out that measure which we 
are almost criminally culpable for, the measure for the govern- 
ment of the people of Puerto Rico, or the financial measure, which 
will be reported as a matter of privilege in a short time. 

Therefore I suggest to the Senator from Michigan, who is rep- 
resenting the majority of the committee, whether he is willing 
that this case should come now by unanimous consent before the 
Senate with the privilege that will be claimed for it then, that it 
shall 15 every other measure. 

Mr.CHANDLER. Mr. President, I did not go a the Senator 
from Maine intended to bring on at this time a discussion of this 

uestion of privilege. I myself understood the request of the 

hair concerning unanimous consent to mean that a discussion 
of that question of order was to be avoided. If the resolution 
came up by unanimous consent for present consideration, the 
question of order and the question of privilege would remain 
where it did before. That, I suppose, was what was intended. 
If that question of order is to be discussed, I have very decided 
views upon the subject. I think that the discussion of it had 
better be avoided at this time—— 

Mr. HALE. I with the Senator. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Unless the Senator from Maine, who has 
brought up the question, chooses to bring on that discussion. 

Mr. HALE, r. President, if the Senator will allow me, I had 
no thought of bringing it up, and it was only because of the sug- 
— of the Chair whether a single objection was to be made. 

t in itself in a measure precipitated not a full discussion. I 
do not think it is proper that that question 

Mr. CHANDLER. The Senator from Maine has discussed it 
and stated his views, and I have to state mine as being in the ex- 
a = Alaa I hold that the resolution is continually before the 

enate. 

Mr. HALE. After it is taken up. 

Mr. CHANDLER. That it is continually before the Senate 
after it is reported from the committee, that it is not necessary 
to make a motion to proceed to its consideration, and that when 
it is before the Senate it is not displaced by the unfinished busi- 
ness. But I did not care to bring on a discussion of the question 
of order in the Senate. I have noticed that such discussions are 
always unprofitable and never settle anything. I had thought 
that the Chair expected the resolution to come up without any 
discussion of these questions of order and questions of privilege, 
and that if any Senator was ready to speak upon the case this 
mornin ag, the cen would be made. 

Mr. LOM. If the Senator will allow me, if it is the pur- 
ose of the Senator making the request simply to take it up for 
he present for the purpose of enabling a Senator to make a 

speech, that is one bag and I apprehend that the resolution 
would drop back to where it belonged immediately after the 
speech was concluded. All that I am seeking is that it shall not 
get in a position where it is going to interfere with the bill that 
is now under consideration, or which will be laid before the Sen- 
ate at 2 o'clock, and that we may have an opportunity of passing 
that bill as quickly as possible, as the importance of the measure 
is very great. 

Mr. CHANDLER. Mr. President, that is the reason why it 
would be unwise to discuss the question of order and to dispose of 
this subject this morning without anysuch discussion. As chair- 
man of the committee, although only a member of the minority, 
in connection with these two reports I have given notice on two or 
three occasions that I should call up the resolution. The junior 
Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] has been ready every time 
there has been a suggestion of calling up the resolution tomake a 
speech upon it. This morning he happens not to be ready tospeak, 
but the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] is ready to speak. I 
do not myself see why there should be any objection to having the 
resolution taken up and the speech that the Senator from Virginia 
is ready to make listened to by the Senate, unless there is a desire 
to discuss this question of porge: and if there is such a desire, it 
might as well be discussed now as at any other time, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. This debate is proceeding by 
unanimous consent, 

Mr.BURROWS. Just a word. I know how anxious the Sena- 
tor from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] is to press this matter to a 
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hearing and how persistent he has been from the . 
which is his right and which is proper; but in order that this 
question, which now threatens to be brought before the Senate as 
a question of order, may pass for the time being, and that we may 
proceed with the consideration of other business, I trust the Sena- 
tor will yield to my su, ion to let the matter go over, under 
the circ ces, until Monday. 

1 have made inquiry in relation to the Senator from Tennessee 

r. TURLEY] who submitted the report on behalf of the major- 
ity of the committee, and I am assured by his 8 [Mr. 
Barn] that he will be here on Monday and will be y to pro- 
ceed with the debate should the matter be then taken up. I sub- 
mit that it is no more than courtesy, under the circumstances, to 
allow the Senator who made the pert and who expected and 
who is ready to open the debate to wait until he can ap- 
pear in the te on Monday, which I am assured he will do. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President. I do not think that what I said in 
—— to m e ee TURLEY] was distinctly heard on the 
other side of the r. My colleague is absent, sick, but he 
will be ready, I have do doubt, by Monday morning to proceed 
with his . He would be ready to speak nowif he were 
here, but he is unable to be here, He told me, however, that he 
did not desire any continuance of the case on his account. He 
said that some other Senator might proceed to-day if it was desired, 
and that he would be willing to speak at any time during the pro- 
— in the case. That is the situation of the matter. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to say anything that 
will interfere with what seems to be the ition of Senators 
on both sides to postpone the discussion and decision of this very 
important queston of parliamentary procedure to another time. 
At some time that question has to be settled by the Senate, and 
the Senate is to determine whether, if the State of Pennsylvania 
or any other State have a lawfully appointed Senator entitled to 
be sworn in, that lawfully appointed tor has a right to vote 
on the Hawaiian bill, or to vote on the bill in regard to Puerto 
Rico, or to vote on the bill in regard to Alaska, or whether that is 
a matter, like ordinary legislative business, to take its place on 
the Calendar, to be got up when you can get it up by vote, or 
when nobody else has the floor, or when no other subject is before 


the Senate. 

I supposed, speaking only for one, with great deference, that 
the Senate had settled that question by a rule, which puts cases 
of the credentials of Senators on a higher ground even than con- 
ference reports. Conference reports, where they are on the Cal- 
endar, can be called up by anyone so desiring at any moment, and 
they take precedence of all other business. You can not e a 
was fhe to indefinitely postpone them, according to the ruling of a 
late Speaker of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. STEWART. I suggest to the Senator from Massachusetts 
to have the rule read, 

Mr. HOAR. I therefore wish at some time—I say this because 
the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] spoke of the matter as crowd- 
ing out this bill, that bill, and the other bill—I understand that 
the right preserved by the rule is the right to be heard and to vote 
on this bill and that bill and the other bill, But I certainly do 
not wish to interfere with any tacit understanding which post- 
pons this parliamentary question to a more convenient time, as 

understand nobody wishes to speak now, 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I thought the Senator from 
Massachusetts was liable to bring on a general discussion of the 
very question which I supposed we had practically agreed should 


Po Te HOAR 
. HOAR. I roseto protest against the phrase used by the 
Senator from Maine of crowding out things. 

Mr. FORAKER. But the closing sentence of the Senator re- 
lieved me from that apprehension. The statement made by the 
Senator from Maine . HALE] was in answer to a statement 
made by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], who did 
intimate that if this case was once taken up they hada right, under 
the rule, to crowd out every other kind of business. However that 
may be, I understand that there is no such intention now. I rose 
only that it might be distinctly understood that in the taking up 
of this case at this time the purpose is to give the Senator from 

i [Mr. DANIEL] an opportunity to speak, and that it is 
not to be claimed on the other side that, if we yield to them and 
pee the consideration of this question, it be contended 

t, the Senator from Virginia having spoken, others have the 

right to speak and to continue the discussion indefinitely, to the 

e e of all other kinds of business, including the unfin- 
usiness. 

If that were to be insisted upon, I should feel like resisting it 
and having the discussion now, if we are to have one, because, as 
has been su; , [share in the belief that the Puerto Rican bill, 
as well as the Hawaiian bill, is of great importance and ought to 
be disposed of at an early day; but understanding that the purpose 
is simply to give the tor from an opportunity to 

at this time, I see no objection to it, if that is the under- 
and nothing is claimed beyond that, 
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Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, before there is further discus- 
sion, I should like to hear the rule applicable to the question read, 
and I think the Senate ought to hear it, so that we may know 


where we stand, 
ThePRESIDENT geo tempore. The Secretary will read Rule VI. 
The Secretary read from Rule VI as follows: 


1. The presentation of the credentials of Senators-clect and other ques- 
tions of privilege shall always be in order, except during the reading and 
correction of the Journal, w a question of order or a motion to adjourn is 
pending, or while the Senate is dividing; and all questions and motions aris- 
~~ wy e upon 75 presentation of such credentials shall be proceeded 
with un of, 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I disagree entirely with the 
Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraxer] in his view that I have called 
up this question solely to permit any single Senator to speak upon 
it. Ihave called it up as a question of the very highest privilege. 
I do not know, and can not be expected to know, how many Sen- 
ators will bag whether they be one or two or more; but I have 
requested Senate this morning, as I notified them yesterday I 
would do, at the expiration of the routine morning business of 
eee to take up the consideration of this high question of 
privile 

The distinction which we are now discussing, as to whether this 
question of privilege must be taken from the Calendar of the Sen- 
ate by a motion to doso, or whether it can be laid before the Senate 
as a question of privilege, upon the call of a Senator, is largely 
one theoretical in its nature. It seems to me it involves a most 
important question [of parliamentary practice. I am fully pre- 
pared to discuss that matter now or at any other time convenient 
to the Senate, 

I will state candidly that I disagree with the ruling of the Chair, 
so far as I am individually concerned. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not as yet made 


any oe 

Mr. PENROSE, Or, rather, the indicated or suggested thought 
of the Chair that this resolution involving motions and questions 
pertaining to the credentials of a Senator has lost its high quali- 
ties of 3 passing to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections and being returned to this body. I believe that it still 
has those qualities, and that it is still, as every question of privi- 
lege is, capable of being called up at any time in this body. 

have the precedents here, Mr. President, and am ready to quote 
to the Senate the decisions and gs of your predecessors in the 
high office of | pao officer of this body; but I do not desire to 
impose upon the patience of the Senate at this time if it is not the 
desire of this body that the question shall be discussed. I desire 
it distinctly understood, however, that in rising here to-day I rise 
to a question of high privilege, which, in my opinion, under Rule 
VI of this body, takes pr ence of every question after the read- 
ing and correction of the Journal, and that even after the ex- 
piration of the morning business it can take precedence of the 
unfinished business of the Senate. I believe that, and in that 
contention I am supported by the precedents of this body. 

I do not desire, however, Mr. President, recognizing that this 
debate is proceeding by unanimous consent, to go into a some- 
what lengthy discussion of this subject, which, however, I am 
thoroughly prepared to do, unless it is the desire of the Senate 
that this matter should be proceeded with now; but I wish it dis- 
tinctly understood that I shall adhere to this view and that upon 
every opportunity, unless unanimous consent is given, I shall 

ress this question of the credentials of the Senator-elect from 
Pen Ivania until a prompt and early decision is given thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam somewhat disappointed in the remarks 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania in this, that he does not state 
explicitly, as [hoped he would do when he took the floor, that it 
is not the purpose of those having the matter the Senator repre- 
sents in charge to at this time present it beyond having a speech 
made by the Senator from Virginia, and that as soon as that 
speech shall have been concluded 

— 70 TEN ROSE. I have stated the contrary as distinctly as 
possible. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is that? 

Mr. PENROSE, I say I have stated the contrary as distinctly 
as I was able to do. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is, that you do intend to press it? 

Mr. PENROSE. My purpose is to press the case, 

Mr. FORAKER. Even to the exclusion of the unfinished busi- 
ness? 

Mr. PENROSE. Not to the exclusion of the unfinished busi- 


ness, but that the case may have its full and fair recognition. 


Mr. President, Iam informed this . upon the side 
of the majority report of the Committee on vileges and Elec- 
tions there are not, af most, more than four Senators who intend 
to speak. I have been informed personally by the junior Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] that he will not at most over 
an hour; and upon the side of the minority of the committee I am 
informed that there are probably not Senators who will 
speak over half an hour nporvibies question, and not more than 


1900. 


two or three others who will speak more than ten or twenty min- 
utes. The whole case can be disposed of in three or four hours in 
a continuous discussion, and in three or four days in a desultory 
discussion, if Senators will only be fair with the case and if there 
be no sinister or hidden motive to delay it or Hog Se in oblivion. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know anybody who not wantto 
be fair with the case, and some of us want to be very favorable to 
the case. I do for one. I am thoroughly in sympathy with the 
interest the Senator speaks for, and shall vote to seat Senator 
Quay whenever that seen is reached; but I should like to 
know of the Senator whether or not any other Senator besides the 
Senator from Virginia wants to speak to-day? 

Mr. PENROSE. I had expected that the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Privileges and Elections [Mr. CHAND- 
vary: would speak to-day, but I have been informed by him that 
his health is such that he is indisposed to proceed. I had fully 
expected that the Senator who drew the minority report of the 
committee, the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], 
would proceed to-day, but I have been informed directly by his 
secretary, that he can not proceed because he is confined to his 
house by sickness, though heis perfectly willing that the case may 
be proceeded with. Therefore, so far as I am concerned personally, 
I shall be perfectly satisfied if the Senator from Virginia be will- 
ing tospeak, that he be permitted to speak and take the case up 
this morning. 

Mr. FORAKER, And that there shall be no other Senator to 


speak? 

Mr. PENROSE. And then it may give way to other business, 
with the understanding with the Senator from Michigan pe 
Burrows] that the matter shall come up on Monday next at the 
conclusion of the routine morning business, and that the Senator 
from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] shall be ready to proceed, or that 
somebody shall proceed on the part of the majority of the com- 
mittee. 

I wish to further state that unless that be done I shall feel com- 
pelled to offer a motion striking out from the resolution the word 
“not” and placing the affirmative upon the side of the minority 
of the committee, so that we may proceed in a logical parliamen- 
tary way to discuss this subject to a prompt conclusion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Youcan do that at any time. 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me we ought to have a ruling of the 
Chair on this question. The position, as I understand it, of the 
the Senator from Pennsylvania is that this is a question of privi- 
lege which comes up without the consent of the Senate; that is, 
no consent is Paty; that one objection will not prevent its 
being proceeded with, but when called by one Senator it must re- 
main before the Senate until it is disposed of. If that be the cor- 
rect rule—and I am not expressing any opinion about it—we 
ought to know it, and I should like a ruling of the Chair u it. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair sees no occasion for 
a present 5 

. TELLER. I do not wish to interfere with anybody who 
wants to make a h, but it does seem to me that thatis a ques- 
tion of a good deal of importance to the Senate and that we ought 
to have a decision upon it. 

Mr. CHANDLER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, 
before the Chair rules upon that question, it is desirable that the 
subject should be discussed. The thought I had, and certainly I 
think the thought of most Senators, was that this matter might 
be disposed of to-day without a ruling or discussion upon that 
question, hut if it is to be ruled upon it certainly ought to be dis- 
cussed, and I shall desire io say something about it, as will the 
Senator from Pennsylvania . PENROSE]. 

Mr. TELLER, I agree with the Senator from New Hampshire 
that we would probably like to hear a discussion as suggested by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania. I confess I would. I should 
like to hear what is to be said in favor of his position. It is pos- 
sible that position is correct; but if it is, it is different from what 
Isu bast ie: Was. I thought it had been differently settled. If 
the Senator from Virginia desires to make a speech and will do 
the customary thing rise in his place and ask permission of the 
Senate to do so—we can avoid settling this controversy and leave 
it to some other day; but if the right of the Senator from Penn- 
Sylvania to call up the case is to be settled now, I want a ruling of 
the Chair and a ruling of the Senate upon it. We can, however, 
as I have said, avoid that by the Senator from Virginia saying 
that he would like to make a speech, and, of course, nobody would 
object to that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I believe there is no objection 
on either side of the Chamber to takdang this question up for the 
purpose of allowing the Senator from Virginia to make a speech 
upon it, with the understanding that when the speech shall have 
been concluded the unfinished business shall resume its place. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island 
that there is no understanding. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, then, the Senator from Pennsylvania, 
as I understand it, * to precipitate this question to-day? 

Mr, PENROSE, far as my information goes, Mr. President, 
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there will be no other Senator desiring to speak after the Senator 
from 8 I haye no understanding, and I wish distinctly 


to su 
Mr. President, I object. 


disclaim 
Mr. HALE. 

Mr. PENROSE. Then, Ms. President, although it is con 
to my view of the parliamentary requirements of the case, I wi 
ee that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the resolu- 

on. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I call for the yeas and nays. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the 
resolution reported by the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take a seat in 
this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. CLAY. This is simply a vote to take up the resolution, as 
I understand, Mr. President? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the motion 
to proceed to the consideration of the resolution, on which the 
yeas and nays have been demanded. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called), I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE.] If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ I desire to ask the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts Mr. Hoar] if he can tell me how the junior 
Senator would vote, if present? 

Mr. HOAR. I have no right to state my colleague's position on 
this particular question. He has voted always, on the general 
question of the right of the governor to appoint under circum- 
stances like these, in favor of the right. A few days ago, when 
talking with me—I should think within a week—he stated to me 
that he remained of that opinion, and considered it applicable to 
the present case of Mr. Quay. So, I suppose, as at present ad- 
vied, my colleague is in favor of seating Mr, Quay. Upon the 
question of the time of taking up the case, or the right to take it 
up, I have no information whatever, except to say that some Sen- 
ators have said to me that they understand he agrees with the 
Senator from Rhode Island . ALDRICH] and the Senator from 
Maine [Mr. HALE] in regard to the time of taking up the case, 
A Veve, no personal information from my colleague on 

at poin 

Mr. HALE. Let me state to the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Hoar] that his colleague [Mr. LODGE], if here, would vote 
against taking upne Quay case. Of that I am absolutely sure. 

Mr. CLAY, . President, I decline to vote, as the junior Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, with whom I am paired, is not present. 

Mr. DEBOE (when his name was called). On this question I 
am paired with the Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (when Mr. Frye’s name was 
Sanz I am paired with the junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 

ERRY]. 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi PE Money]. I do not 
see him present, and therefore I withhold my vote. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iwould inform the Senator from Oregon that 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money] called to see me this 
morning, and told me that if he were in the Chamber when the 
vote was taken he would vote in favor of bringing up the resolution. 

Mr. McBRIDE. Then, Mr. President, I withhold my yote. If 
the Senator from Mississippi were present, I should vote “nay.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when Mr. RY’s name was called). 
My colleague . MALLORY] is ill, and therefore necessarily 
absent from the Senate. As has been stated, he is paired with the 
Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DrBor]. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia . Scorr]; but he 
notified me that if present he would vote in favor of seating Mr. 
Quay. I therefore take it that he would vote “yea” on this ques- 
tion, and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. N (when his name was called). I have had a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] ever 
since I have been here; but when he left the city last week heasked 
me to pair him with his colleague [Mr. ALLEN], who was going 
to be absent; and that would leave me free to vote. I announce 
the pair of the two Nebraska Senators with each other, and I vote 
sé nay.” 

Mr. BATE (when Mr. TuRLEY’sS name was called). My col- 
league [Mr. TURLEY] is paired with the Senator from Wisconsin 
[Mr. TL I do not see either of the Senators present, 

Mr. WETMORE (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], and 
therefore withhold my vote. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have heard from the senior Senator 
from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL], requesting that he be paired in 
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the affirmative on this case, and I that he stand paired 
with the Senator from 5 8 

I have a tel also e Senator from pax, 
paired in the affirmative. 


BAKER] who is absent, and desires to be 
Is t that he stand paired with the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. THURSTON]. 

Mr. WO The Senator from Nebraska has already been 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Very well. 
Mr. BUTLER (after having voted in the negative). I should 
e to hoe nape if the Senator from Maryland [Mr. WELLINGTON] 
vo 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that he 
has not voted. 
Mr. BUTLER. I am paired with that Senator 
Task WOLCOTT. Another pair has been made with that Sen- 
ator. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator from Maryland has 
been paired with another Senator. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then my vote may stand. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. am uested to announce that the 
senior Senator from New York [Mr. Piatt], who is absent, if 
resent would vote in the affirmative. He stands paired with the 
unior Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEITFELD], who, I understand, 
would vote in the negative if present. 
The result was announced—yeas 34, nays 28; as follows: 


YEAS—3t 
Allison, Depew, McComas, Pritchard, 
Bate, Fairbanks, McEnery, Shoup, 
Beveridge, Foster, McLa Stewart, 
Carter, A Martin. Taliaferro, 
Chandler, Hansbrough, Morgan, Vest, 
Clark, Mont. Hawley, Nelson, Warren, 
Cul is ‘oar, mrose, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Jones, Ney. Perkins, 
Davis, Kenney, Pettigrew, 
NAYS—23. 
Aldrich, Cullom, Kean, uarles, 
Burro Foraker, Lindsay. wW. 
Butler, Gallinger, McCumber, Ross, 
Catfery, ie, MeMillan, Simon, 
ton, Hanna, Pettus, Teller, 
Clark, Wyo. i Platt, Conn. 
Jones, Ark. Proctor, Turner. 

8 NOT 5 5 

e ory, pooner, 
Bacon, 8, a Sullivan, 
Baker, Heitfeld, Money, Thurston, 
Berry, Kyle, Platt, N. Y. Turley, 
Clay, Lodge, t, Wellington, 
Deboe, MeBride, Sewell, Wetmore 

So the motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to con- 
sider the resolution. 

AN Mr. President, this is the third time since I 


have been a member of this body that a question similar to the 
one now pending has been before it. On each occasion I have 
taken the ground that the Senator appointed by the governor of a 
State d the recess of a legislature was entitled to be seated. 
The more I have studied and reflected over that question and the 
more I have seen the inconveniences of a different ruling, the 
stronger has grown my conviction that this is a correct interpre- 
tation of the Constitution. I do not believe that this question 
will ever be settled in the Senate of the United States until this 
body has settled itself into that conviction and practice. A va- 
cancy now happens in one of the two seats which the State of 
Pennsylvania is entitled here to fill. That itis not filled at this 
moment is due to the fact that the person bs Cerny by the gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania to fill it has not been itted tothis body. 

But the credentials of his appointment are here. It is shown 
that this vacancy began on the 4th of March, 1899, at which time 
the term which had been filled by the Hon. Matthew 8 Quay 
expired by efflux of time; second, that at that time the = gee 
ture of Pennsylvania was in session and continued to be until the 
20th day of April, 1899, when it adjourned without having chosen 
a Senator to fill the vacancy then existing; third, that the legisla- 
ture of Pennsylvania being in recess and a vacancy happening in 
the Senate at the same time, the governor of Pennsylvania, on the 
2ist day of April, 1899, made a temporary appointment of Hon. 
Matthew Stanley Quay to fill that vacancy until the next meeting 
of the legislature of Pennsylvania. 

To my mind this credential is as fect as any that has ever 
been presented to this body. All the conditions existed which 
authorized the temporary appointment of a Senator by the governor 
of a State according to the grammatical lan and ing 
to the true intent and meaning of the Constitution. But a major- 
ity of the Committee on Privileges and Elections declare the con- 
trary, saying: 

On behalf of Mr. Quay it is insisted that whenever a vacancy exists quring 
a recess of a legislature, no matter when or how it happened or occurred ani 


no matter how often the legislature may have had an opportunity to fill it, 
the governor may a int, 


In the opinion of your committee, whenever the legislature has had the 
right and an opportunity to fill a vacancy, either before or after it begins, 
the executive can not lawfully appoint. 


There is no language in the Constitution upon which, as it seems 
to me, this ground can be maintained and none from which it can 
be inferred except in a vague and far-fetched manner. On the 
contrary, no matter how a vacancy has arisen, no matter whether 
the legislature has had an opportunity to fill it or not, it is, in my 
opinion, the duty of the executive to fill it whenever it happens 
and whenever a recess of the legislature of the State coordinately 


pappone The recess of the 1 ture of Pennsylvania — on 
the 20th day of April, 1899. The recess happened then, and it still 
happens now. The vacancy began on the 3d of March, 1899. It 


happened then, and it still happened during the happening of the 
recess on April 20, 1899. The two happening also on April 21, 
1899, at one and the same time—that is, the legislative recess and 
the United States Senate vacancy from Pennsylvania—the gov- 
ernor did right in filling that vacancyand making the appointment 
which is now accredited to this body. 

THE DIFFERENCE BETWEEN “ VACATING™ AND A “VACANCY.” 


The ground is also taken that if a vacancy in a Senate seat be- 
gins while a legislature is in session, the governor of a State is 
thereby precluded from ever filling that vacancy by his temporary 
appointment, however long the legislature may fail to fillit. In 
order to put this construction upon the Constitution a word must 
be put in the Constitution that is not there and a word must be 
taken out of the Constitution that is there, and we must read it 
as if it said: 

If the vacating of seats happen 12 resignation or otherwise during the 
recess of a legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make tempo- 
rary appointments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then 
fill such vacancies. 

But the Constitution did not use the word “vacating,” or any 
word which would describe the mere act that creates a vacancy. 
It used a word which describes not an act, but the result of an 
act—a condition; and what it pany meant was thatif a condition 
of vacancy in a seat happen in the United States Senate during 
the condition of recess of a State legislature, the executive of the 
State may appoint to fill it. A recess is not an act. It is the 
result of adjournment. A vacancy is not an act. It may be the 
result of many acts, 

Mr. President, let us read the Constitution. It shows to my 
mind that a plan was adopted by which all vacancies in the Senate 
and in all executive appointments might be instantly and con- 
tinuously filled. Article I, section 3, of the Constitution provides: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator 
shall have one vote. 

Immediately after they shall be assembled in consequence of the first elec- 
tion, they s be divided as equally as may be into threeclasses. The seats 
of the Senators of the first class be vacated at the expiration of the sec- 
ond year, of the second class at the expiration of the fourth year, and of the 

class at the expiration of the sixth „so that one-third may be 
chosen every second year; and if vacancies happen by resignation, or other- 
VVV 
wh ich shall then fill each vacancies. È 

Article II, section 2, of the Constitution makes a somewhat simi- 
a provision with respect to executive appointments. It pro- 
vides: 


The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the recess of the Senate, by granting commissions which shall expire 
at the end of their next session. 

In considering these two clauses of the Constitution these reflec- 
tions naturally occur to us: 

First. That they are of similar import, the one applying to the 
Senate, and designed to keep it full with Senators, the other ap- 
plying to executive offices, and designed, in like manner, to keep 
them filled with officers. 

Second. That the eens of Senators made in the recess 
of the legislature of a State and the appointments by the Presi- 
dent of the United States of officers during the recess of the Sen- 
ate are alike mere temporary appointments, those to the Senate 
lasting until the next meeting of the legislature of a State, and 
those made by the President expiring at the end of the next ses- 
sion of the Senate. 

Third. That in each case the moving thought and predominant 
purpose of the Constitution is to provide the mechanism for keep- 
ing the Senate complete in its numbers through the agency of the 
governors of States when the legislature has not acted or can 
not act, and to keep Executive appointments filled through the 
agency of the President. 

It is a familiar 8 of construction that words in a written 
instrument should be interpreted in the light of similar words in 
another of the same instrument. The similitude of words 
used in these two clauses of the Constitution and the common 

urpose pervading them is to preserve the continuity of both leg- 
lative and executive government, and they ought to be construed 
to the same end and with the same spirit. 

The Presidents have had the same question to decide for them- 
selves that the Senate has now to decide for itself, and it is well 
worthy of our considerate attention that all of the Presidents of 
the United States to whom the question has been presented have 
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decided it in the same way, under the advice of their legal advis- 

ers. They have concluded that vacancies ha; during the 

recess of the Senate whenever vacancies exist and the Senate was 

not in session. And the law officers of the Government who were 

consulted have been men at the head of the legal profession, en- 
oying the confidence and respect of the country alike for their 
earning, their ability, and their wisdom. 

But let us ask ourselves, Mr. President, What is a vacancy? It 
is not an act, but it is a condition. The first definition of the term 
given in the Century Dictionary is: 

The state of being empty or unoccupied. 

And a secondary definition is: 
ss pot tas or or unfilled position or office, as a vacancy in the judicial 

ne 

Let us read the Constitution with the definition of the word, 
instead of the word, inserted, and how plain the interpretation! 
It would then read, The seats of Senators shall be vacated at 
such and such time; and if any of them happen, by resignation or 
otherwise, to be in the state of being empty or unoccupied during 
the recess of the Senate, the Executive may make temporary ap- 
pointment,” etc. 

Much stress has been laid by those who have opposed this view 
upon the meaning of the word happen.“ The word happen“ 
is one of the most elastic terms in the English language. It is a 
middle English form of the word hap,“ and it means, according 
to the dictionary, to occur by chance; occur unexpectedly or 
unaccountably; in general, to occur; take place.” 

In John Smith’s Works (first volume, page 220) we have this 
description: 

It was the Spaniards’ good hap to happen in those parts where were infi- 
nite numbers of people. 

And another variation of its meaning is given by W. Wallace in 
Epicureanism, both of which examples I extract from the Century 
Dictionary: 

All that happens is only transference of matter from one place to another. 

Those who think that those things only happen which are in- 
stantaneous utterly lose sight of the meaning of this term. Con- 
ditions happen as long as they exist. They have a beginning and 
they have an ending. The happening of them is a line drawn 
from a beginning to an end and is not a mere point marking the 
beginning. Some things begin and end instantaneously, such as 
death, resignation, installation into office, a sale of property, an 
enlistment in an army. A thousand things happen at a particu- 
lar point of time when one condition instantly changes and turns 
into another condition. 

But there are other things which cover prolonged and indefinite 
periods of time in their happening. Sickness happens as long as 
a person is sick, and may cover a lifetime; a Looe happens toa 
community as long as the community is afflicted by it; a battle, 
a campaign, a siege, a war, each of these conditions may cover a 
long period of time. A flood in a river, a rain, a snow, a freeze, 
a storm, these happen from the time they begin until they cease, 
and the happening may be very brief or very long. So with the 
recess of a legislative body, and so with a vacancy in a seatin 
that body. A vacancy and a recess are both conditions the re- 
sult of acts, and they may happen for a long or a short time. 
The design and object of the Constitution was to close the va- 
cancy in the Senate seat as soon as possible, 

Mr. President, let us make some practical illustrations of the 
application of this term. If alaw of Congress provided that if 
floods happen in the District of Columbia during the recess of 
Congress the Executive may use a certain fund to defend against 
them or to relieve suffering caused by them, andif a fi hap- 

ned in the Potomac River while Congress was in session, and 
just before adjournment, and immediately after its adjournment 
it were to pourits waters over Washington and cause great suffer- 
ing and distress, would 1 deg urge that the President might not 
relieve against the flood then happening because it began while 
Congress was in session? 

If a plague were upon the city, and there were a law of Con- 
gress that the District Commissioners might employ physicians to 
administer to the plague which happened during the recess of 
Congress, and the District Commissioners, in the dire distress of 
the people, were to appoint physicians to relieve them, Congress 
haying adjourned, what would the community think of a lawyer 
who raised the point that the plague having first Be erren while 
Congress was in session, and Congress having failed to provide 
against it, the District Commissioners could do nothing? Who 
would not say that the plague was then happening and happened 
every day of its existence and that its happening unprovided for 
during the recess of Congress was the condition that Congress 
contemplated for the action of the Commissioners? 

If an enemy were at the gates of Washington, as the British 
were in 1814, and if there were a law of Congress to the effect that 
if war happened in this country during the recess of Congress the 
President might 7 0 all men over 16 years of age to defend 
the capital ay and if it were to appear that the war had com- 


menced while Congress was in session, would anyone say that 


that fact should stop the President from organizing the men after 


its adjournment and with the stimulus and necessity of self- 
defense thrown upon it? 

On the contrary, would not = lawyer say that this was the 
very condition which Congress had provided for the President to 


The history of the clause in the Constitution which provides for 
the filling of vacancies by the governors of States 3 
the construction of the Constitution which we give it. The clause, 
as reported to the Constitutional Convention of 1787 by Mr. Rut- 
ledge, from the committee on detail, read as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be chosen by the legislatures of the 
several States. Each legislature shall choose two members. Vacancies ma; 
be supplied by the executive until the next meeting of the legislature. 
member have one vote. 

When the objection was taken by Mr. Wilson, of Pennsylvania, 
to vacancies in the Senate being filled by the executive of the 
State, Mr. Randolph, of Virginia, replied that it was necessary in 
order to prevent inconvenient chasms in the Senate, and that as 
the Senate would have more power and consist of a smaller num- 
ber than the other House, vacancies there would be of more con- 

uence, This was the spirit, the animus, and the purpose which 
led to the adoption of the clause authorizing the executive to fill 
vacancies. 

Mr. Madison, in order to prevent doubts whether resignations 
could be made by Senators or whether they could refuse to a t, 
moved to strike out all words after Vacancies” and insert the 
words e DY refusal to accept, resignation, or otherwise 
may be rg Sa y the legislature of the State in the repre- 
sentation of which such vacancy shall happen or by the executive 
thereof until the next meeting of the legislature,” and this motion 
of Mr. Madison was adopted without a dissenting voice. And the 
clause then read as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be chosen by the legislatures of the 
tape Me ele ge gee ee RS 
— — of the State ta the representation of which Siah varencien shall 
happen, or by the executive thereof until the next meeting of the legislature. 

The Constitution as thus framed was then referred to the com- 
mittee on style, and it was reported by them as it stands now, in 
this language: 

And if vacancies happen by resignation or otherwise during the recess 
of the legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make tem 
appointments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fill 
such vacancies. 

The doubt in Mr. Madison’s mind as to whether resignations 
could be made by Senators arose from his knowledge of the com- 
mon lawand the parliamentary practice of ay oe where neither 
a public officer nor a member of Parliament had the right to re- 
sign at pleasure. He intended that that right should be recog- 
nized and provided for in the Constitution, and the constitutional 
convention agreeing with him this was done, and no amendment 
was made to the Constitution which originally put it in the hands 
of the executive to fill all vacancies, except to include the word 
“resignation,” because it was doubtful whether or not a Senator 
could resign, and then to expand it toinclude all other methods by 
which a vacancy had happened by putting in the word ‘‘other- 


wise. 

In Be ee vs. United States (103 U. S., 471) it was held by the 
United States Supreme Court that the common law would be pre- 
sumed to be in force in Michigan, it not appearing to thecontrary, 
and accordingly that the resignation of a public officer in that 
State was not complete in that State until the proper authority 
accepted it or did something tantamount thereto, such as to ap- 
point a successor, Judge Bradley observing that— 

In England a person elected to a municipal office is obli 
perform its duties and be subjected himself toa 
office was regarded as a burden which the appoin 
est of the country and of good government, to bear; and from this it fol- 
lowed, of course, that if an office was conferred and assumed it could not be 

d down without the consent of the appointing power. 

The rule in England applied to members of Parliament; and as 
May says in his Parliamentary Practice (pages 637, 638): 

It is a settled eee of parliamentary law that a member, after he is 
duly chosen, can not relinquish his seat; and in order to evade restric- 
tion a member who wishes to retire accepts office under the Crown, which 

vacates his seat and obliges the house to issue a new writ. The offices 
u y selected for this are those of steward or bailiff of Her 
Majesty's three Chiltern Hundreds of Stoke, Desborough, and Bonenham, or 
of the manors of East Hundred Northstead or Hempholme, or of escheator 
Ply miren e > are’ bes wio applies eu thet 
5 to be sufficient ground tor withholding tian and are resigned again 
as soon as their purpose is effected. 

It was because of the knowledge of Mr. Madison and of the Con- 
stitutional Convention that a question might arise as to the right 
of a Senator to resign that that word was put in the Constitution, 
but that they did not intend to limit vacancies, did not intend to 
limit the right of the legislature to fill a vacancy only when the 
vacancies happened by resignation or in some similar manner, 
is shown by the fact that they put in the word “otherwise,” fly- 
ing off at a tangent from the vacancy which occurs by resignation 


to accept it and 
malty by refusing, and an 
was bound, in the inter- 
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or in asimilar manner, and making it applicable when the vacancy 
arises in any other way soever. 

I can not, therefore, concur with the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections when it says: 

We conclude that the power of appointment 

That is, by the governor to fill a vacancy— 
was not to be exercised unless the vacancy occurred— 

That is, began— 8 
in the of the and was occasi some 
A Faden 2 legislature, oned by casualty like 

The simple meaning of the word otherwise“ as given in the 
dictionary is, in a different manner or way; differently, not in 
asimilar manner or way.” In the Mantel case it seems to me 
that three Senators who spoke clearly showed that this was the 
meaning and intent of the Constitution. Well did Senator Tur- 
pie, of Indiana, say: 

“Otherwise” means “other ways.” Gentlemen may examine Johnson, 
the contemporary authority with the Constitution of the United States, the 
nearest contemporary, the first of English lexicographers, not the last nor 
the least in learning. He defines the term “otherwise” to mean “other 
ways, in another manner, in a different mode or manner, not in a similar 


way, not in the same way, not in a way like the first named.“ real 
question in this debate is not how a vacancy but whether it exists. 


The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. HAwLEY] amply disposed 
of the su, tion that ‘‘ otherwise coming after resignation meant 
some si way, by saying: 
ot It takas a lawyer to find out that otherwise is simply one of the species 

"o er.” * 

Instead of being right along and in the continuation of the same 
line, it is at right angles to that line. 

And well did the honorable Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. 
SPOONER] say that the framers of the Constitution certainly could 
not have intended that the word otherwise,” which means, both 
philologically and popularly, a “ different manner,” should be con- 
strued to mean a different like manner.” 

This to my mind is the argumentum ad absurdum. 

Mr. President, we have these two coordinate provisions in the 
Constitution, one looking to the filling of seats in the Senate, 
which is a branch of the legislative department of our Govern- 
ment, the other looking to the filling of executive appointments. 
Similar language is adopted, which devolves the right of appoint- 
ment on the President in the recess of the Senate and upon the 
governors of States in the recess of their legislatures. 

Now, Mr. President, it so happens that in all the cases which 
have arisen under this Government from the Administration of 
James Monroe down to the present time the eminent men who 
have held the office of Attorney-General of the United States have 
all concurred in opinion on this subject, and from William Wirt 
to Miller, in the Administration of President Harrison, they have 
all construed the English language and applied that 


lain con- 
struction to the Constitution in the identical manner That I am ti 


8 81 to maintain it here. x 5 

ə Administration of President Monroe the commission of 
Swartwout, who was nore sgons at New York, expired while the 
Senate was in session, an e vacancy in the oftice then 
The vacancy continued to exist during the recess, and Wi 
Wirt, Attorney-General, construing the words all vacancies that 
may ‘‘happen during the recess of the Senate,” said: 

The doubt arises from the circumstance of its ha’ first occurred during 
the session of the Senate. But the expression used by the Constitution is 
“happen;” “all vacancies that may og foe N recess of the Senate.” 
The most natural sense of this term is “to chance, to fall out, to take place by 
But the expression seems not ‘ectly clear. 
pen that is, “to originate;” under which sense 
would not have the power to fill the vacancy. It may mean, also, without 


violence to the sense “happen to exist; under w sense the President 
would have the right to fill it by his temporary commission. Which of these 
two senses is to preferred? The first seems to me most accordant with 


the letter of the Constitution; the second most accordant with its reason and 


spirit. 

I fully concur, Mr. President, in the conclusion that was reached 
by that eminent and learned man, William Wirt, but I dissent from 
his statement that that construction is less consonant with the 
letter than the spirit of the Constitution. His mind did not seem 
to advert to the fact that the word fovea is as applicable to 
those transitions of human nature which occur in history and in 
the lives of men and which cover long periods of time as short ones; 
and had his attention been called to that fact I think he would 
have gone a little further than he did and found the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution fitting into each other like perfect music 
unto perfect words. 

That question was presented when Andrew Jackson was Presi- 
dent, and Roger B. Taney, a name honored and venerated and 
learned in the law, was Attorney-General. He gave a like opinion 
as William Wirt. Of the same opinion was Attorney-General 
Legare in the Administration of President Tyler, and of Attorney- 
General Bates in the time of President Lincoln; of Attorney- 
General Stanbery in the Administration of Andrew Johnson; of 
Attorney-General Williams in the Administration of President 
Grant; of Attorney-General Devens in that of President Hayes, 


and of Attorney-General wster in that of President Arthur; 
of Attorney-General in that of President Harrison, 


This incumbent, General Miller, of the office of Attorney- 
General, I think most aptly stated the whole case. 


the same. In the case submitted the law has ereated the office. The office, 
Setar weed S te peed ras tatoo 
gpr Aeee fope volume 19, page 263. * 3 

The precedents in the Senate on this subject as to the appoint- 
ment by the governor of a State of a Senator to fill a vacancy at 
the beginning of a full term seem to have run in sections and to 
have gone first one way and then another, They are like Swiss 
troops, fighting on both sides. The first case arose soon after the 
adoption of the Constitution, when the legislature of Virginia 
had elected George Mason, the author of the Bill of Rights. He 
declined the office and the 3 adjourned. The governor 
appointed John Walker on the 8ist of March, 1790, one hundred 
and ten years ago. His credentials were then recognized when 
the Constitution was finished, and he was admitted and took his 
seat at the beginning of a term and served until November 9, 1790, 
and yet one hundred and ten years later we find ourselves worse 
off than we were in the beginning. 

The next case that came along was that of Kenzey Johns, two 

years later, from Delaware, in 1793, George Reed, his predecessor, 
ving resigned during the recess of the legislature. That body 
met in January and adjourned in February, 1794. Kenzey Johns 
was a ponte? by the governor to fill the yacancy, and he was 
deni is seat in the Senate by a vote of 21 to 18. 

The next case occurred in 1797. It was that of William Cocke, 
of Tennessee, whose full term expired on the 8d of March, 1797. 
There had been no election of his successor, although the legisla- 
ture had had full 1 eau toelect him. Mr, Cocke, however, 
was appointed to fill the vacancy and was admitted. 

So in the first three cases under the Constitution, to which I 
have adyerted, the Senate first went one way and then the other 
way, and then reverted back, as they must ever revert back, to 
the original proposition, that when a vacancy occurs in a seat in 
the Senate the governor of the State has the right to fill it. 

In 1801 Uriah Tracy, of Connecticut, was appointed prior to the 
4th of March to fill an anticipated vacancy which would then oc- 
cur. He was admitted. 

In 1801 William Heineman, of Maryland, was appointed and 
admitted to fill a vacancy occurring by the expiration of the term 
of his predecessor. . 

_In 1803 John Condit was appointed and admitted in the same 
circumstances. 
In 1809 Joseph Anderson, of Tennessee, and Samuel Smith, of 
Maryland, were both appointed and admitted under like condi- 


ons. 

In 1813 Charles Cutts, of New Hampshire, and in 1817 John 
Williams, of Tennessee, were each appointed and admitted in the 
same way. 

Ineach of these cases the legislature had failed to elect a Senator. 

And though case after case piled Ossa upon Pelion in behalf of 
the principle upon which I stand here preg fbr denial of it is 
the predicate of the opinion which says that tthew S. Quay is 
not entitled to a seat in the Senate. 

A little later, Mr. President, in 1825, the Senate diverted from 
this mass of precedent, and James an, of Connecticut, was 
appointed on February 8 to fill a term commencing March 4. His 
case was like that of Cocke and Tracy, he having been appointed 
before the anticipated vacancy arrived; and although the Senate 
had construed the Constitution to permit the appointment by 
anticipation to fill a vacancy by the governor, Mr. Lanman was 
denied his seat. 

Then comes the case of Ambrose H. Sevier, of Arkansas, who 
was appointed in Jan to fill a vacancy arising from the ex- 
piration of his term March 3, 1837, the legislature having elected 
no successor. The last precedent of was against his ad- 
mission, but under the peculiar circumstances of the case, although 
the Constitution has no language to apply to them, he was ad- 
mitted, it being held that he, having selected by lot his term and 
no legislature haying been in session that could know the fact 
which created the vacancy in it, he should be admitted. 

No such circumstances as those upon which the Senate so soon 
renounced the Lanman precedent are found in the Constitution, 
but the case indicates t the Senate will ever attempt by one 
method or another to get back upon the solid ground on which 
the Government s and when there is a vacancy in the Sen- 
ate the governor of a State has the right to appoint to fill it. 

Then, Mr. President, for a long period the Senate ran along in 
the old-fashioned constitutional groove, : 

Then came a series of cases—C. H. Bell, of New Hampshire, in 
1879; H. W. Blair, of New Hampshire, in 1885; Gilman “pais 
of New Hampshire, in 1889; and Samuel Pasco, of Florida, in 
1893. In each of these cases prior terms in the Senate had expired 
by efflux of time, and each of the four Senators was appointed to 
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fill a vacancy existing—a vacancy existing just as the Marre f 
now exists, at the beginning of a term and all four were admi 

In 1893 the Senate wh about i Lee Mantle was ap- 

inted by the governor after the adjournment of the Montana 

egislature, which had failed to elect a Senator to succeed Mr. 
Saunders, whose term expired on March 3. The cases of Allen, of 
Washington, and Be th, of Wyoming, at the same session of 
the Senate were dealt with according to the Mantle decision. 

All of them were denied their seats. A little later, in the case 
os nar d W. Corbett, of Oregon, in 1898, a like decision was ren- 

er 

These latest decisions are against the view that I maintain, but 
the great weight and number of authorities preceding them are 
such and the considerations of law and public policy are so strong 
against their validity that no invocation of the doctrine of stare 
decisis can have much value. All views that can be taken on this 
question have been time and again taken by the Senate. Any de- 
cision of the Senate can therefore have no weight other than such 
as attaches to its intrinsic merit. It was well observed in the 
Mantle case, and by the minority of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, that— 

At that time there was an earnest division on an important question relat- 
ing to the currency which created for the time being more earnest differences 
of opinion than those existing between the two great political parties on other 
8 It was a time not favorable to a dispassionate, nonpartisan judg 
men 

I know not, Mr. President, when the time will come when a 

litical body, as the Senate is, will not be agitated in some 

„more or less, by partisan considerations. I do not claim 
to be wiser or better than others; but in the changes of party in 
the Senate, whosoever may have been he who held such a creden- 
tial as is now held br Hon, Matthew Quay, I have fayored ađmis- 
sion to this body, believing he had as much right to his seat as I 
had, and that to deny him that seat would be to violate that 
clause in the Constitution which declares that no State shall, 
without its consent, be denied its actual suffrage in the Senate. 

But, Mr. President, this body and all bodies of like nature must 
be open at all times to the suggestions of partisan opinion. We 
have those eminent and wise in the law who through different 
Administrations of party in this country have construed this lan- 
guage for it. It is notable, whether Democrat or Republican or 

Whig was President, whether there was peace or whether there 
Was war, no matter what was the condition of the political senti- 
ment in this country, all the Attorneys-General of the United 
States who have been consulted as to the meaning of this language 
concurred in giving one opinion. 

So, Mr. President, we must construe the Constitution in order 
to carry out the contemplations of its authors and to meet the 
conditions which constantly press upon practical existence. To 
construe them otherwise would be to di the maxims of 
statesmanship and jurisprudence alike and to defeat the very defi- 
nition of government as given by Edmund Burke, who said it was 
“a contrivance of human wisdom to provide for human wants.” 

There is no rule or maxim for the construction of written in- 
struments that will sustain what seems to me, with all respect to 
those who differ, the narrow, technical, vague, far-fetched, and 
contracted view of those who impugn the credentials which are 
now before us. We find in Coke's Littleton that wholesome maxim 
of the common law borrowed from the old civilians— 

A liberal interpretation should be put upon written instruments, so as to 
uphold them, if possible, and carry into effect the intention of the parties— 
go aptly expressed by the Latin phrase, ut res magis valeat quam 
pereat, that the thing shall live and not perish. The construc- 
tion, as said by Lord Brougham, must be such as will preserve 
rather than destroy. 

The construction that would to-day reject the governor's ap- 
pointee from the great State of Pennsylvania not only destroys 
the grammar of the Constitution, but destroys the integrity of 
the Senate as a body of complete numbers and destroys the equal- 
ity of the States in representation and contravenes the declaration 
of the Constitution t no State shall, without its consent, be 
deprived of its equal suffrage in the Senate. It is a construction 
that tears down and pulls to pieces and not a construction that 
preserves, continues, and builds up. It is a construction that 
opens a path to dissolution and not one that treads the highway 
of life. 

Story has well observed on this subject: 

Where the words admit of two senses, each of which is comformable to the 
common usage, that sense is to be adopted which, without de 


: 5 paring from 
the literal import of the words, best harmonizes with the nature and objects, 
the scope and design, of the instrument. 


If the happening of a vacancy were a phrase which admitted of 
two constructions, who would say that we should not select of the 
two that construction which was consistent with the preservation 
of the rights of States and the continuity in good order of the 
great Government which they gr pate 

Look to the inconyenience and ill consequences that are precip- 
itated upon the States and upon the country by a different inter- 


pes Many of our legislatures meet but once in two years; 
Mississippi it meets but once in four years. Suppose that just 
before a legislature adj 


journs a Senator dies or resigns; is the 
vacancy to remain and a State to go unrepresented and the Sen- 
ate to be mutilated in one of its parts by its continuance for an 
indefinite period of time? - 

Blackstone, too, gives a canon of construction that, it seems to 
me, applies here. He says that the intention of a law is to be 
gathered from the words, the context, the subject-matter, the 
effects and consequences of the reason and spirit of the law. The 
whole reason and spirit of this constitutional provision is directed 
to the preservation of the Senate as a complete body. The words 
consist with this construction; the context of the Constitution 
uses similar words to provide for Executive appointments, which 
have always been construed as I think these words should be con- 
strued; and the ill effects and consequences of a different con- 
struction all lead the same way. 

Now, Mr. President, as a result of a contemplation of the Con- 
stitution in its entirety, and especially from the contemplation of 
these coordinate provisions respecting appointments to vacant 
seats in the Senate and appointments to vacant offices, I think 
this proposition may be collected from them and may be legally 
demonstrated, that there can exist no vacancy in any office, 

And in construing it I start with this general proposition—that 
there can exist no vacancy in any office in the United States at 
any time, and no 5 in the Senate of the United States which 
can not be instantly filled, however that vacancy may have arisen. 

Nature abhors a vacuum; government abhors a vacuum; the 
Constitution abhors a vacuum, and, just like nature, has provided 
an instant means of filling it. 

With respect to the House of Representatives, the large and 
populous body of the lawmaking department of this Government, 
the case is a little different from executive appointments from 
the Senate. Necessarily so. It springs not from constitutional 
design, but is inherent in the nature of things, 

When vacancies happen in the representation from any State, the execu- 
tive authority shall issue writs of election to fill such vacancies. 

This is the language of Article I, section 2, paragraph 4, of the 
Constitution. 

Chosen as the Representative is by the electors of the State, 
some little time must elapse when vacancies in representation 
happen in any State before writs can issue, elections duly held, 
and the vacancies filled. But the Constitution provides the ma- 
chinery for filling them as speedily as the nature of the case admits 
of. Thedelay is only that which could not be avoided, for the - 
resentative can only be chosen by the electoral body of the people. 
No substitute can temporarily supply his place, and no secondary 
Ser pis of election or appointment could have been properly pro- 
vided. 

The lack of a secondary method of filling a seat temporarily in 
the House of Representatives is not felt as it would be felt if ap- 
ped to the Senate; and it was the fact that it would not be se 

elt that led the framers of the Constitution, according to their 
own declaration and proclamation, to deal with it differently, 

The States of this Union are not equal in the House of Barro. 
sentatives, but as various as their numbers. Elections can always 
be held, and the electoral body can always speedily act. With 
respect to the Senate it is different. Here the States are equal; 
whatever be their size, their wealth, or their numbers. t 
equality is made perpetual. It isalso made continuous and un- 
broken; and so important did the framers of the Constitution 
deem it that they declared against its deprivation without the 
consent of the State. 

There were reasons, Mr. President, for this careful discrimina- 
tion between the Senate and House of Representatives, important 
alike to the States, to the United States, and to the people. The 
Senate is indeed a coordinate lawmaking body with the House; 
but it is far more than a coordinatelawmaking body; itis also an 
executive body. It shares with the President the power of mak- 
ing all judicial and executive appointments to office. Whatcould 
be more essential to the interests and tothe dignity of a State than 
that it should have at all times here an equal voice in saying who 
should be its Federal judges, its collectors, or represent it as 
ambassador, minister, or consul? 

The Senate is also a judicial body. A President has been im- 
peached before it; 1 of the Supreme Court have been im- 
peached before it; all Federal officers may be impeached before 
it. Let us not disparage the authority or the importance in dig- 
nity of one vote. One vote, Mr. President, has decided the grav- 
est matters which were ever presented to this judicial body. We 
know not what it has saved the country; but time and again all 
has turned on one vote before this body of judges. 

More than this, Mr. President, the Senate, under our Constitu- 
tion, is a part of the treaty-making power. Two-thirds of their 
number is necessary, in concurrence with the President, to the 
making of a treaty. By treaties we have annexed over two-thirds 
of our territory; by treaties we have established an international 


2122 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 23, 


court of arbitration; by treaties we conclude peace and fix the 
boundaries of nations. The States can have no foreign relations; 
they can do nothing about the vast, world-wide concerns that may 
forever affect for weal or for woe their destinies and come home 
forever to the business and the bosoms of their people, savethrough 


their two Senators. Well did they provide compact and 
clearly written Constitution inst ever being stripped of their 
equal suffrage here; and it is for that equal suffrage and for the 
continuity and the integrity of this body that I speak. 

Mr, President, when I hear Senators say that we should lay 
aside this case that a Puerto Rican bill, or a Hawaiian bill, or a 
financial bill, or any other kind of a bill should be considered, it 
seems to me that they have not bowed to the dignity of the Con- 
stitution, under which they hold their places, and that they are 
not treating their brothers as they would wish to be treated if 
they were knocking at the gates of this body with a perfect cre- 
dential and their brothers were in here attending to business, 
which they have as much right to participate in conducting as 
anyone here, according to their views and according to their right 
to be heard. 

Mr. President, I shall never vote, unless indeed in some great 
public exigency, when everything else must give way to the ne- 
cessity of the country, to postpone the credential of a Senator to 
oe convenience, or even to any other consideration of public 

y. 


polic; 

The first step in the organization of any body is to ascertain who 
are its members. According to the Constitution it has been ascer- 
tained that we are members; but there is one who has as much 
right to sit in this Senate, according to my conviction of the mean- 
ing and true intent of the Constitution, as anyone who so placidly 
9 5 = postpone his case and let him cool his heels, waiting for it 


I shall vote in this case, Mr. President, as I have voted in every 
other similar case. There is no reason why we should be jealous 
of the governor of the Commonwealth of a great State, or of any 
State of this Union. The Constitution of the United States has 
dignified them by making them its agents, and we are sworn to 
support that Constitution and to recognize its agents. 

ore than this, they come immediately from the people. There 
is not a State in this Union whose governor is not chosen by the 
people, and his responsibility is greater to the people than that of 
any legislative body, either State or national. Whenever respon- 
sibility is distributed and diffused over a large number, it becomes 
weaker. One says, I voted this way or that way because an- 
other voted this way or that way;” one says, ‘‘I followed the 
committee;” another says, I voted with my party.” The gov- 
ernor of a Commonwealth must stand out single-handed and alone 
before the people and say, ‘‘I did this on my sole responsibility, 
and I am ready to answer for it.” 

The governor of Pennsylvania, according to the Constitution, 
according to the great majority of the precedents which this body 
has made, and epee, See the uniform precedent of construction 
which has prevailed with the President and Attorneys-General of 
the United States for over a period of eighty vears, has appointed a 
Senator, who has a right to his seat. Give him thatright and fix 
that principle in this Constitution which will forever recognize 
the equal suffrage of the States in the Senate and ever preserve 
this body as a perpetual and continuous one that can not be picked 

ieces by the technicalities of law. 

ing the delivery of Mr. DANIEL’s speech, 
Mr. CULLOM. ill the Senator allow me to interrupt him 
for a moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Simply for the purpose of asking that the un- 
finished business be laid before the Senate. I do not desire to 
interrupt the Senator. 

Mr. DANIEL. I shall not take much longer. 

Mr. CULLOM. The unfinished business should be laid before 
the Senate at 2 o’clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). The 
Chair an before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 
be stat 

The SECRETARY. A bill (S. 222) to provide a government for 
the Seg ht of Hawaii. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like simply to state that I shall ad- 
here to the proposition I maintained early in the session this morn- 
ing, that the unfinished business must give way to this question of 
privilege. But I have no desire to delay the proceedings. I desire 


cay of to file =~ protest. 
r. CULLOM. I understand the Senator. 


Mr. HOAR. Iask unanimous consent that the unfinished busi- 
ness be taken up at the conclusion of the remarks of the Senator 
from Virginia, and that he now proceed with his remarks. 

Mr. LOM. That is all that I desire. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Massachusetts 
asks unanimous consent that the Senator from Virginia proceed 
with his remarks and that the unfinished business be taken up 


sitar itie conclusion of his remarks, If thereis no objection, itis 
so ordered. 
Mr. HOAR. That does not commit us to anything either way. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is right. 
After the conclusion of Mr. DANIEL’s speech, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on this day approved and signed the joint resolution (S. R. 55) au- 
thorizing the ident to appoint one woman commissioner to rep- 
resent the United States and the National Society of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution at the unveiling of the statue of 
Lafayette at the Exposition in Paris, France, in 1900, 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when this matter was last be- 
fore the Senate I had the floor, and, after a great many interrup- 
tions, I succeeded in getting before the Senate my views upon the 
particular amendment now under consideration. I desire, in 
order that we may understand exactly what the question before 
the Senate is, now to have the Secretary state the proposed amend- 
ment with the text as it will stand after it shall have been amended 


as pro = 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 81, on page 
85, as follows: In line 22, before the word ‘‘shall,” to strike out 
“governor” and insert ‘‘President;” in line 23, after the word 
“senate,” to strike out of the Territory of Hawaii; in line 25, 
after the word ‘‘courts,” to insert ‘‘and the governor shall nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the senate of the 
Territory of Hawaii, appoint;” in line 11, on e 36, after the 
word may and before the word remove,“ to insert by and 
with the advice and consent of the senate of the Territory of 
Hawaii;” in line 16, after the word “removed,” to strike out: 

2 the chief justice and justices of the supreme court, who shall 


hold office during behavior, and the judges of the circuit courts, whose 
terms of office sl be six years, and; i 


and on page 37, after the word “provided,” at the end of line 
12, to strike out: 


Except the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court and 
the judges of the circuit courts, who continue in office until their re- 
spective offices become vacant; 


so that, if amended as proposed, the section would read: 


Sec. 81. That the President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, gs — the chief justice and justices of the supreme 
court, the judi of the circuit courts, and the governor shall nominate and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the senate of the Territory of Ha 
appoint the ee Somes treasurer, commissioner of public lands, com- 
missioner of agriculture and forestry, superintendent of public works, super- 
intendent of public instruction, auditor, deputy au r, surveyor, bigh 
og of priso tacos pepeg ans ney be ae 3 

0 m ors, ion a rs of © ion. 
and any other boards of a ponis character that may be created by law; and 
he may make such PP. ents when the senate is not in naa grant- 
ing commissions, which shall, unless such appointmentsare confirmed, expire 
at the end of the next session of the senate. He 0 by and with the advice 
and consent of the senate of the Territory of Ha remove from office an 
of such officers except the chief somes and justices of the supreme court ana 
the jud; of the circuit „ who shall be removable by im ment 
only. such officers shall hold office for four years and until their suc- 
cessors are appointed and qualified, unless sooner removed, except the com- 
missioners o pone instruction and the members of said boards, whose terms 
of office shall be as provided by the laws of the Territory of Hawaii. 

The manner of appointment and removal and the tenure of all other officers 
shall be as provided by law; and the governor may appoint or remove any 
officer whose appointment or removal is not otherwise provided for. 

The salaries of all officers other than those appointed by the President 
shall be as provided by the legislature, but those of the chief justice and the 
Aostos of the supreme court and judges ot the circuit courts shall not be 

hed dur their term of office. 

All persons holding office in the Hawaiian Islands at the time this act takes 
effect shall, except as herein otherwise provided, continue to hold their re- 

ve offices until such offices become vacant, but not beyond the end of 

ə first session of the senate, unless reappointed as herein provided. 


Mr. MORGAN. I would suggest to the Senator from Connect- 
icut [Mr. Piatt] who offered this amendment that, after the 
changes he proposes to make in it, there ought to be a more dis- 
tinct expression of the fact that the nomination of the officers ap- 

ointed by the governor should be confirmed by the senate ot 

awaii. The words the senate” are used there instead of “the 
senate of Hawaii,” which might be confused with the Senate of the 
United States. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Secretary read the first 
part of the section as it will read if amended? 

The Secretary read as follows: 


Sec. 81. That the President shall nominate and, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, appoint the chief justice and justices of the su- 
preme court, the 1 ag of the circuit courts, and the governor shall nomi- 
nate, and. by and with the advice and consent of the senate of the Territory 
of Hawaii, appoint the attorney-general, etc. 


Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the first pro 


ition that is pre- 
sented here is this: The Government of the 


nited States must 


assume the payment of all the salaries of the judges of the supreme 
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court and of the circuit courts. If we appoint the officers and 
appoint those 5 , of course we have got to provide the sal - 
aries, because they me then officers of the United States Gov- 
ernment. No provision is made in the bill, or none has been sug- 
gested, I believe, in ba to this point of difficulty; and I will 
suggest to the Senator from Connecticut, if his amendment shall 
prevail, that he bring in some provision for the purpose of ascer- 
taining and declaring what the salaries of those judges shall be. 
The laws of Hawaii fix those salaries, and the legislature has the 

wer, not while they are in office, but in respect to future legis- 

tion, to reduce them if it chooses to do so, or to increase them. 

The government of Hawaii has maintained itself, and will con- 
tinue to maintain itself, upon the basis of the expenditures that 
ere 8 for in this bill. The people of Hawaii, of course, 
ought not to object to the Government of the United States tak- 
ing these burdens off of their hands, but they are quite willing to 
retain them, if they can have the privilege, which I think every 
community ought to be accorded, of having some voice in the se- 
lection of their judicial officers, 

The other day, when I was discussing this subject, I adverted to 
the proposition, which I think is an entirely correct one, that a 
judicial office is as much an office to be conferred with respect to 
the will of the people in a Territory or a State as any other office. 
If we break away from the system that is recommended here and 
assume the appointment of those officers by the Government of the 
United States, why not go further and have the President of 
the United States appoint all the executive officers of that Terri- 
tory, and why not require the President to appoint the legislative 
officers also? Why should we retain the feature of representation 
in ee of the legislative and executive officers of that Territory, 
and abandon that feature in respect of the election of the judicial 
officers? The only argument that I have heard in that direction 
is that we have not heretofore done it. 

Well, Mr. President, we have heretofore permitted in a very 
large degree the perme of the Territories, through their legisla- 
ture or governor, or by election, to choose their judicial officers; 
and this bill, as it will be left after the amendment of the Senator 
from Connecticut has been po upon it, if it shall be adopted, will 
leave the district judges of the islands under the power of ap- 

intment of the governor and confirmation by the senate. These 

istrict judges have a more important jurisdiction, so far as the 
administration of justice is concerned, than the judges of the cir- 
cuit courts or of the supreme court. There is united in the juris- 
diction of the district judges that which belongs ordinarily in the 
United States to the justice of the peace. They also have other 
and very important powers relating, for instance, to the probate 
of wills and the administration of estates. A number of impor- 
tant powers are left in the hands of the judges of the district 
courts. These powers reach the people in every neighborhood in 
Hawaii. The people in the different judicial districts naturall 
look to those judges as the conservators of the and the ad- 
ministrators of justice in respect of cases that do not involve cer- 
tain very important constitutional or other questions or very 
large amounts of money and pro: 8 

So, if we commence this work of transferring the appointin 

pre of the judges into the hands of the President of the Unit: 

tates, we ought to continue it, to be consistent with ourselves, 
as to the appointment of the judges of the district courts. There 
is, therefore, no logic in the proposition presented by the Senator 
from Connecticut. It is entirely unimportant, entirely illogical, 
except in this respect, that the people of Hawaii have the right, 
as every other people have, to know the judges who are appointed 
amongst them and over them. No country can be described that 
is in a worse condition than a state where a foreign judge is seated 
in the seat of judgment. A foreign judicial rule is of all things 
the least to be approved, and it is the last thing that the people of 
any self-governing community in the United States or in the Ter- 
ritories desire. 

Iam op d, Mr. President, to having the political parties in 
the United States choose the judges for Hawaii. In the hands of 
a President of the United States the appointment of a judge in a 
Territory is a purely political question. Thepresent excellent and 
eminent President of the United States, in whose personal integ- 
rity and character I have the highest confidence, would hesitate a 
long time before he would confront 5 of his own party 
in making a selection of a judge for the Territory of Arizona or New 
Mexico from the Democratic party. It would make no difference 
what the man’s qualifications might be; it would make no differ- 
ence what ment be the desires of the people of the locality; he 
would make the appointment in oy case, as he has done and 
will do in every case, from the political party to which he belongs. 
Ido not know what other motive there can be for having this 
power transferred from the governor of a Territory into the hands 
of the President, unless it may be a political motive, a motive to 
increase the patronage of the party in power at this time; and I 
object to it on that ground, as being unseemly and unjust to the 


people of Hawaii. If we intend now to take the offices of Hawaii 
and make them a part of the Presidential patronage, let us take 
them all, let us take the whole of the judges, including the judges 
of the district courts, also the members of the legislature, and all 
of the members of the executive department of that Territorial 
government. 

Mr. President, this bill first received the consideration of five 
commissioners, all of whom agreed in t of its provisions in 
this particular which I am now discussing, and made their re- 
Set It then went before the Committee on Foreign Relations 

uring the last Congress, and was there considered and reported, 
retaining this provision. At the present session ‘of Congress it 
has again gone before the Committee on Foreign Relations, and 
has been again rted with this feature in it, and now, at a time 
when the bill is about to pass this body, a new contrivance is set 
op ere which is entirely disorganizing, and which destroys the 
scheme of the entire bill as to the judiciary. 

I beg the attention of what few Senators have consented to 
linger in this body, for the purpose of attending to the public 
business, for a little while to the 1 that this bill con- 
tains a new porem in respect of the entire judicial establish- 
ment of the Territory of Hawaii. The first proposition is that the 
judges, the juries, and those functionaries who exercise judicial 
poner in that Territory shall be selected so far as may be possible 

rom the worthy people of those islands, people who are capaci- 
tated to fill those important places. In that view of the subject 
I do not feel that the committee have coe key away from any 
proper doctrine for the Government of the United States or any 
of its Territories. 

Local self-government is as much included in the administra- 
tion of justice as itis in the election of officers or in the execution 
of the law, and the principle of local self-government is the one 
to which this commission and the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions have appealed in this case as the basis upon which we predi- 
cate the entire frame of this bill. 

It has been the custom heretofore—and a very bad custom, in- 
deed-—to appoint the judges of the Territorial courts for four years, 
a very short time, during which they are strangers to a commu- 
nity; they can scarcely become acquainted with its laws or with 
its people, and when another Administration shall come in those 
judges are removed for political reasons and a new set appointed, 
so that political influence, instead of a high sense of propriety in 
judicial administration, is that which 5 invades eve 


erritory of the United States and carries to its fa le a new ad- 
ministrator of justice who is unacquainted wi oe and 
with the laws of the Territory in which he presides. t system 


of itself is faulty in principle and it has been very injurious in its 
administration. 

But there are other views of this question; there are other cir- 
cumstances which have been forced upon the attention of Con- 
gress hitherto, chiefly by the ty of an educated and trained 
porosan in the Territories which we have heretofore o ed. 

eretofore, up to the present time indeed, except, I believe, in 
the case of Alaska, we have conferred upon what they call the 
United States courts in the Territories—the same courts the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut is now trying to put upon the island of Ha- 
waii— we have conferred upon them the power to enforce the 
laws of the United States, assuming under the decisions of the 
Supreme Court that Congress as the supreme sovereign over the 
Territories has the right to combine the powers of the State gov- 
ernment and the powers of the Federal Government in the appoint- 
ment of judicial officers for the Territories. We have conferred 
apon them the double duty, and sometimes the irreconcilable duty, 
0 pasing upon questions that arise in the Territories themselves, 

which concern private interests entirely, combining them with 
questions that arise under the laws of the United States and are 
entirely different in their purposes and in the means of execution 
from the Territorial or local laws. For instance, we have con- 
ferred upon those Territorial courts the power of admiralty in 
several cases. 

Now, what greater inconsistency can there be than that of a 
Territorial court exercising alljof the local jurisdiction that be- 
longs to a State court or county court or probate court or crim- 

court and uniting that with the juried iction conferred under 
the laws of the United States upon the district and circuit courts 
in admiralty? How are we to expect to find jud of sufficient 
breadth of learning, sufficient ability to manage these diverse and 
incongruous conditions? We have escaped heretofore for the rea- 
son that it has very seldom happened that our Territorial courts 
have been called upon to administer admiralty jurisdiction, but I 
can conceive of nothing more unseemly in legislation to provide 
judicial jurisdiction and officers than to place in the hands, for 
instance, of a circuit judge of the State of Alabama the power to 
determine and execute the laws of the United States in Alabama, 
If he can not doit properly in Alabama, if there are public rea- 
sons connected with the harmony of the judicial establishment 
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why a circuit judge in Alabama can not exercise such power, how 
can 1 justify conferring double jurisdiction upon a Territorial 


court 

The Territorial court, under the decisions of the Supreme Court, 
derives from Congress, in view of its competent-powers, all of the 
rights of a circuit court of Alabama or any other State, and also 
all of the rights, powers, and jurisdiction that belong to Federal 
courts. Those courts in practice have two dockets, one of which 
is for the disposal of cases that are local in their origin and in 
their effect—purely local e R The other docket relates to 
cases of the 5 of the United States or cases in which 
the Government of the United States is involved. This com- 
mittee, and the commission, also, having some idea about this 
matter, undertook to get rid of this incongruity, this unnecessary 
mixing of two jurisdictions in the mind of a man serving two 
masters upon the bench, and we first of all separated the local 
courts in Hawaii entirely from the courts of the United States, 
and gave to them that kind of local jurisdiction that a circuit or 
other court in a State possesses. 

Then, in order that the Government of the United States might 
have its rightful powers exercised judicially in the Hawaiian 
Islands, the committee recommended that a district court of the 
United States should be established in those islands having a juris- 
diction that is unequivocal, that is plenary, that has been defined 
by statute and by judicial decisions so that there is no doubt or 
dispute about its powers at all, and that in that jurisdiction that 
judge, representing the Government of the United States, should 
preside in all cases where the laws and rights of the Government 
of the United States were involved. 

Now, is there any serious objection, is there any constitutional 
objection, can there be any objection in theory or in practice to 
establishing in the islands of Hawaii the two separate jurisdic- 
tions just as they exist in the States? Ican see no difficulty in 
the rA G I have sought in vain for some constitutional difficulty, 
and it has never occurred to me or to any other member of the 
commission or to any other member of the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. The subject has been fully discussed, and the commit- 
tee have been of the opinion that we had just as much right to 
establish a district court in Hawaii as we have to establish a dis- 
trict court in any State in the American Union. 

Now, if there is no such difficulty, it behooves us in providing a 
good government for those people there to keep those jurisdictions 
separate, and in order to keep them separate the appointing power 
ought to be kept separate. The appointing power of the local 
jurisdiction ought to be the local government and of the Federal 
jurisdiction the Federal Government. Is there any collision be- 
tween them? Is there a ibility of collision between them? No 
more in the islands of Hawaii than there is in the State of Ala- 
bama—not at all. They have separate functions to perform, sep- 
arate- jurisdictions to give them authority and power, separate 
officers for the purpose of enforcing their judgments and decrees, 
and there is no reason and no man can state a reason against this 
proposition except to say we have not heretofore done it. That is 


all you can say about it. 
retof Mr. President, we have never had the power and 
the opportunity to legislate for a country situated as Hawaii is. 


I take it for granted that the Hawaiian Territory is now fully 
incorporated into the United States, and according to the very 
terms of the act of annexation the Constitution of the United 
States is in force there in all of its self-executing powers, except 
so far as Congress has seen proper to withhold the positive intro- 
duction of those provisions of the Constitution and to retain for 
the present time and until Congress has further directed the local 
government of Hawaii in all of its full force and effect, except in 
t of its foreign relations. 

he islands of Hawaii are an ou in the sea 2,000 miles re- 
moved from our coast. It is a maritime territory, strictly speak- 
ing. It has no connection with anything on any side except with 
the open ocean. Separated from the continent of the United 
States, responsibilities rest upon any government that may be 
found there which differ almost wholly from those that affect a 


States. I will not dwell upon these different topics to elaborate 
them at all, but I will refer to them rather by their heads. 


We will take the subject of 3 from China, a subject 
that properly falls within the jurisdiction of a Federal tribunal. 
Shall we not have a Federal court in Hawaii to intercept the Chi- 
nese who may attempt to smuggle themselves onto this continent 
contra law? Shall we leave it to a local court, and a local 
court whose interest may be directly in favor of introducing Chi- 
nese labor into those islands, if not into the United States? Is there 
not more ey to be a conflict of interest in a local court upon 
the question of Chinese immigration than would occurif that court 
had no jurisdiction of the subject whatever and a Federal court 
was there to deal with that very important matter? And so as to 
the importation of persons from Japan and from other countries 
under labor contracts. They are properly the subject of judicial 
action by a Federal tribunal. 

Sothestill more important question of quarantine, thehandling of 
these great masses of Orientals who come across the Pacific Ocean 
and are crowding like the salmon crowd in the fiords of Alaska, 
for the purpose of getting upon this continent, in order to find an 
easier place of existence and a better home than they can find in 
China and Japan, and in India also. Should there not be some 
independent United States power and 3 n those islands 
for the purpose of dealing with this question po Then take the 
large number of cases that arise in admiralty in time of war and 
also in time of peace. Prize questions are continually being in- 
troduced to the judicial tribunals by captures at sea both at war 
and in peace, captures for violations of the revenue laws as well 
as the laws of blockade and the laws of war and the laws relating 
to the importation of contraband of war—prize cases, originating 
in a great many ways, that are to be determined and o ht to be 
determined at the nearest point to which the prize can be taken 
for adjudication. Shall we deny to ourselves, not to the people of 
Hawaii—shall we deny to the Government of the United States 
the right and opportunity to have a prize court in Honolulu, and 
force the captors of prizes, no matter what the offense may have 
been for which the capture was made, to come 2,000 miles to the 
coast in order to find a courtin San Diego or San Francisco or Los 
Angeles? It is au absurd situation. 

Then take the questions that arise under the admiralty jurisdic- 
tion of a Federal court, and they are very numerous. e classi- 
fications even are very numerons, and cases of the greatest mag- 


nitude arise in those courts. There are seizures for forfeitures 


and penalties against the laws of the United States. There are 
possessory actions for ships triable in admiralty, questions of pilot- 
age, fees of pilots, rights and duties of pilots, questions of salvage, 
where vessels are in collision, or for any cause where a question of 
salvage may arise, always very important and frequently very 
delicate for decision; questions of liens for repairs. Almost every 
ship that Hawali must have some repairs put upon her at 
Honolulu. It is a rare thing for a ship to cross the Pacific Ocean 
without having some necessary repairs made at Honolulu. There 
are questions of liens upon tackle, apparel, and furniture for the 
payment of those repairs in the event that they are not paid ac- 
cording to the ment between the parties, which must be 
decided in . 

If it is a State court, you can not give to it jurisdiction requisite 
for the decision of these cases. It is only in virtue of the fact 
that Con has the supreme power to confer the jurisdiction 
both of the State and the Federal Government upon a court of 
admiralty that the court proposed by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut can take any jurisdiction whatever of a lien for repairs upon 
aship. There is that vast sweep of maritime contracts, very im- 
portant in themselves and involving questions of the greatest pos- 
sible difficulty and interest; questions of seamen’s wages and 
questions of collisions, to which I have already referred. I do not 
care to detain the Senate by calling attention to some of the deci- 
sions upon these questions, because I suppose the law as I have 
stated it here now upon the question of the jurisdiction of these 
courts will hardly be disputed. I am referring to it merely for 
the purpose of showing the necessity of having an independent 
se te district court of the United States located in the Hawaiian 


ands. 

Then we will take the internal revenue and the violations of the 
internal-revenue laws—the questions of illicit distilleries and the 
thousands of questions that arise continually under the internal- 
revenue laws of the United States, Are we going to execute our 
internal-revenue lawsin Hawaii? Of course we will. The bill 
provides for it. The bill constitutes the Hawaiian Islands an in- 
ternal-revenue collection district. It also constitutes those islands 
a customs district of the United States, and we appoint there our 
custom-house officer, and all of the laws and all of the regulations 
that relate to the customs are put in force there by this bill. 

Now, shall we have behind these powers that we carry into 
Hawaii no judge of the district court tocontrol and regulate those 
matters as between the Government of the United States and the 
people of Hawaii? Shall we take away froma le who have al- 
ee elaborated in their judicial decisions a splendid system of ad- 
8 ty law all of that system and confer upon them a jurisdiction 
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which is mixed, consisting in part of a local Territorial jurisdic- 
tion for local affairs and also a broader jurisdiction to cover all the 
prec of the different? courts of the United States in those 
islands? 


For my part, Mr. President, I take great pride in the fact that 
this commission and the committee have introduced this subject 
into the bill and have brought forward and presented to the Con- 
gress of the United States an opportunity to take that one Ne 
which is more necessary than any other that we can take at 
for the purpose of introducing the real authority of the United 
States Government into those islands. I will not for the present 
discuss what might be the effect of such an establishment in 
Puerto Rico and in the Philippines, but it will be but a very short 
time until the Congress of the United States will find itself com- 
pelled by the necessities of the situation to go into the Philippines 
and also into Puerto Rico with these district judges. Why is it, 
when we are extending the whole constitutional authority and 

wer of the Government of the United States over the islands of 
Fawaii, we should deprive those le or the Government of the 
United States of the opportunity of having a full sweep of juris- 
diction as provided for the States of the Union in our large an 
elaborate system of legislation and judicial decisions? I can not 
understand it, Mr. President. Ican not see any objection to it, 
and I shall listen with attention to the real point of Sny Ai cage 
that can be made to the introduction of these courts into the 


Hawaiian Islands. 

It is urged or it has been urged that it is unconstitutional to es- 
tablish a district court of the United States any wherein the world 
except within the body of a State. If thatis true, we madea very 
wide and very serious breach of the Constitution, which is now 

retty nearly a hundred years old, in respect of the District of 
lumbia, for here we haye a supreme court and a court of ap- 
peals of the District of Columbia, and exactly the same jurisdic- 
tion is conferred upon them that is conferred by the general laws 
apon the district, circuit, and appellate courts of the United 
tates. 

We have ju who hold their constitutional tenure also dur- 
ing good babe or. Those courtsin every ‘ible respect, except 
in the mere name, have all of the power, of the jurisdiction, 
that are by the circuit and district courts of the United 
States, with one solitary exception, and that is that where a plain- 
tiff sues in a district court of the United States, if he stand upon 
his character as a citizen merely without reference to the nature 
of the question he brings into court, he must be the citizen of a 
State and can not be a citizen of the District of Columbia or the 
citizen of a Territory. That is the only difference, That, how- 
ever, does not in the slightest degree operate as against the juris- 
dictional powers which he may invoke, no matter of what State 
or Territory he may be a citizen, if the question presented in the 
83 is one that arises under the laws or the treaties of the United 

tates, 

It is no argument against the constitutionality of this court that 
a man living in Hawaii can not sue another man who may live in 
California. A man living in California can sue a man who lives 
in Hawaii by thislaw; but if he lives ina Territory, he can not sue 
in a district court of the United States. He would have to gointo 
the local courts in order to have his redress, He is the only man 
who is excluded from that power or right. More than that, it is 
not quite settled—it was not settled in the first case decided upon 
this T sein and it is not settled yet—whether the Congress of 
the United States has not the right to confer upon a man who 
lives in a Territory or the District of Columbia the right to suein 
a Federal court. Chief Justice Marshall kept that ssly as an 
open question in the first decision ever delivered on the subject. 

Now, I do not care to elaborate this subject before a Senate so 
thin as this is, because when our colleagues come to vote upon 
this question of course they will simply know nothing about it, 
unless we take the pains to go over the whole 8 and explain 
it again, but I wanted to ask the Senator from Connecticut, unless 
he could state some real constitutional ground of objection to this 
legislation, to forbear his opposition to it in deference to the views 
of the men—not myself, but of others—who have carefully scanned 
this whole subject, and who have presented a system here which 
will be broken into and very badly injured, if not destroyed, by 
the effect of his amendment; and I hope the Senator from Con- 
necticut, when he comes to consider the subject more maturely, 
will not insist upon his amendment. 

Mr. President, it is intimated here that we should proceed with 
this bill in a hurry for the reason that the bubonic plague is af- 
fecting the people of the Hawaiian Islands. It has now - 
nated, as we are informed this morning by the newspapers, in the 
island of Maui. In that connection, I should like to say that the 
bubonic plague in the island of Maui, according to the ne per 
statement, which gives the only account we have, was in uced 
into that island by some Chinese sweetmeats, brought forward 
„ n The island of Maui has no connection 
whatever with the of Oahu, on which the city of Honolulu 


is situated. The strictest possible quarantine is kept up, and 


there is no possibility of getting from Honolulu to Maui other- 
wise than upon a ship, a seagoing vessel, The quarantine there 
has been absolutely yore, and the origin of the bubonic plague 
in the island of Maui and also the one case in Hilo are not in the 
slightest degree to be attributed to the prior existence of the dis- 
ease in Honolulu. On the contrary, the measures taken by the 
people of Honolulu to stamp out the disease haye been so effectual 
that it has been ten days, up to the latest account, since any new 
case originated in the city of Honolulu. 

But I call attention to this now for the purpose of trying to 
quiet the ny al pipes ase of some of our friends on the subject of 
very hasty legislation in favor of these islands. It is very true 
that we have left the islands in the most peculiar and the most 
unsatisfactory condition that has ever existed in respect of any 
part of the country over which we have had the power of govern- 
ment. Our neglect of the people of those islands up to this time, 
considering all of their 5 considering who they are and 
what they are and what they have accomplished, is discreditable 
to the Government of the United States. There can not be any- 


d | thing said of it less stringent than that. Itisdiscreditable. Those 


people have now for the third time encountered, in the most heroic 
bets that any people ever have, a great epidemic of disease. 

he first was the leprosy, which ey ave conquered so far as 
concerns its being a contagious or infectious disease in any of 
those islands. Those people have done for the lepers, who were 
affected first of all from some persons who came across from China, 
what no nation in the world has ever attempted to do for that 
most miserable and unfortunate class of people. They have estab- 
lished for them a home, a sanitarium, covering 10,000 acres of land 
in a beautiful situation, surrounded on three sides by the sea and 
on the fourth side by precipitous mountains, and upon that plain, 
through which run several beautiful streams, they have located 
homes for these lepers, where no man can turn to his neighbor 
and say, Thou art defiled.” It. is the only place in the world 
where a leper has been provided with home comforts, with the 
protection and care of excellent physicians, with every appliance 
of civil and Christian society, with all n amusements, and 
with work at which they can make money, and with every possi- 
ble facility for comfort that can be given to people in such an 
unfortunate condition. 

In that t the people of Hawaii have accomplished a tri- 
umph of medical sanitation that has drawn the admiration of all 
of the scientific world, and no people have so tly honored 
themselves as have those people in dealing with t terrible dis- 
ease. There is no more ger of becoming a leper by contagion 
or infection in one of the Hawaiian Islands to-day than there isin 
the city of Washington, and I do not think there is half so much, 
because of the strict r en and control that they have exercised 
over this trouble in their islands, 

The second great battle they had to fight was with the cholera. 
2 ascertained through the skill of their physicians, whose 

III is not inferior to that of any set of physicians, I suppose, in 
the world, that the cholera was communicated not from a ship 
which landed, because the ship that was suspected of having the 
cholera aboard of her was quarantined in such a way that no per- 
son went on board and no parson came anan She did not enter 
the harbor exoi a very short distance, and the authorities in- 
formed her and required them to clean the ship absolutely, to 
fumigate it in every particular, and then to leave, not to land any 
person. They washed the ship out, and the washing fell into the 
sea, and it was taken up by the fishes and communicated to the 
people through their food. The cholera broke out in Hawaii 
against all possible precaution, and without any admonition what- 
ever in co uence of any case having landed of a person who 
was troubled with that disease; and it at once spread among the 
poopie: The authoritiesof the Hawaiian Government at Honolulu 
took the subject in hand and they crushed it out; and although 
there were hundreds and perhaps thousands who were affected with 
the cholera, there were only 41 deaths in the island, and the 
cholera disap 

Now they have the bubonic e there, and the people of 
Hawaii have resorted to the old remedy that cleaned it out of 
London three centuries ago—fire. They have burned up 25 or 30 
acres of valuable houses, made them a sacrifice, turning their 
tenants and their occupants out on the world, but taking reli- 
gious, Christian care of all of them, taxing their purses and re- 
ceipts of their government to the last ible point of endurance. 
They have conquered the bubonic laces in Oahu; but it has 
come across the sea in sweetmeats that were sent from China as a 
part of the celebration of their féte on the ist of January and 
gone to the island of Maui, and there it has broken out, and some 
eight or ten persons, Chinese and Japanese, have died, and one 
case has occurred in the island of Hawaii, at the town of Hilo. 

We can not, Mr. President, afford to treat people like that with 
pone Arenas of neglect or injustice. In possible direction 

for every reason that can be stated they 
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careful and our affectionate consideration. 


They have a right to 
our trust and our confidence. There is no such thing in the gov- 
ernment of Hawaii as fraud or robbery, failure to account, or any- 
thing of that kind. Those people have commended themselves to 
us by every consideration, so that it is our duty to reserve to 
them, or rather, I should say, to preserve to them, something of the 
establishments and institutions that they have built up. The 
have built them splendidly. They have administered them wi 
purity and justice. The fruits of their administration and the 
effects of their laws are manifest on every side in Hawaii; and we 
ought not to take those people whom we have been inviting to 
come into the American Republic since the days of Franklin 
Pierce, who made the first treaty with them—we ought not to take 
them, now that they haye become annexed, with their consent, to 
the Government of the United States, and treat them either as if 
they were children or ignorant bands of Indians or early settlers 
in a wild country; but we ought to take them as we find them, 
people of developed institutions, who understand the very highest 
artsof civilization and who hayeinallof their establishments, both 
domestic and public, the strongest evidence of the highest possi- 
ble culture. 

So I insist, Mr. President, that there can be no harm, there can 
be no wrong, there is no invasion of the Constitution of the United 
States in our giving to those Rents that privilege of local self- 
government which relates to the selection of their own judicial 
officers. If there is any one part of local self-government that is 
more important to the people than any other, it is to have some 
control, some voice, in the selection of those men who have in 
their hands the issues of life and death and whose judgments dis- 
pose of all rights of persons and property. 

Ican not see why it is that the President of the United States 
should have imparted to him the power to appoint judicial officers 
there, except Senge’ that they may become an appanage or a part 
of the patronage of his office; and I detest the very idea of having 
men sent into the Hawaiian government who go there merely as 
the selected agents of a political party in the United States. You 
do not select the judges for Alabama or Connecticut or Ohio ac- 
cording to their political complexion. None of the people of the 
different States would tolerate the idea of having the Government 
of the United States appoint judges for them use, forsooth, 
they are not qualified to select their own judges through their own 


agents; and there is no reason for having that done. 
We hear very much said, Mr. President, of late about imperial- 
ism. I do not know of any definition of imperialism as it is being 


used at the present time, and I have a culty in locating my 
own attitude in regard to imperialism because of the want of a 
definition of what that may mean. The imperialism that I am 
pe {ene to is that which takes away from the people of any part 
of the United States a proper participation in the right of local 
self-government. That is the imperialism ism I am opposed to, The 
imperialism that I am afraid of is not the nat growth or ex- 
pansion of our influence in the world, for it was made to expand 
and it ought to expand, because it is good. No human being ever 
has been, and I hope that no human being ever will be, included 
in the power and jurisdiction of the United States who does not 
receive that blessing in consequence of the fact that he is placed 
within our jurisdiction. But the imperialism that I asa o- 
crat have always resisted, and I resist it now, and will always re- 
sist it, is the magnifying of the power of the Federal Government 
and extending it into every cranny and corner of the United States 
that it may reap a harvest of political power or patronage or 
something of that kind. 

If I were going to define the idea of imperialism I would take 
up the amendment of the Senator from Connecticut, and I would 
take away from that enlightened and splendid community in Ha- 
waii the right through their governor and their senate to select 
their judges for local affairs and local jurisdiction, and confer it 
upon the President of this imperial Government at Washington. 
I could not find a better definition of 1 it seems to me, 
than that, and I am opposed to it with that definition in all of its 
phases and in all of its applications. I believe in the right of local 
self-government. I believe thas there is not an intelligent com- 
munity in the United States, I mean of white people, who are 
not entirely competent to select for themselves their local officers, 
whether they are executive, legislative, or judicial, and any bill 
which gives the selection of the legislative officers into the hands 
of Hawaii and denies to them all aoe rere in the selection of 
their judicial officers I find a con iction which is entirel 
illogical, and unless some necessity can be pointed out for it, 


must be opposed to it. 
Now, that is all I care to say now. I understand the Senator 
from Rhode Island pro to make a report, perhaps a coufer- 


ence report, and I yield the floor. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I present the of the committee of con- 
ference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the amend- 
ments of the Senate to House bill No. 1. 


` 


The report was read, as follows: 
CONFERENCE REPORT. 


The committee of conference on the 5 votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the 
standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of mone or 
coined by the United States, and for other pw having met, after full 
and free conference have to recommend and do recommend to their 
8 Houses as follows: 

t the House recede from its disagreement to the amendments of the 
Senate, and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Strike out all of the matter inserted by said Senate amendments and insert 
in lieu thereof the following: 

That the dollar consisting of An Ses of gold nine-tenths fine, as estab- 
lished by section 3511 of the Re Statutes of the United States, shall be 
the standard unit of value, and all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States shall be maintained ata ty of value with this stan „ an 
it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain such parity. 

Sec. 2. That United States notes and Treasury notes issued under eet 
of July 14, 1890. when presented to the Treasury for redemption, shall be re- 
deemed in gold coin of the standard fixed in the first section of this act, and 
in order to secure the prompt and certain redemption of such notes as herein 
provided it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to set apart in 
the Treasury a reserve fund of $150,000,000 in gold coin and bullion, which 
fund shall be used for such redemption P y, and whenever and as 
often as any of said notes be redeemed from said fund it shall be 
duty of the Secretary of the 5 use said notes so redeemed to re- 
store and in such reserve fund 


shall be his duty to restore the same'to the maximum sum of $150,000,000 by bor- 
money on the credit of the United eg . for the debt thus in- 


Ox - 


Secretary of the Treasu his 
for gold, or to (punohet or redeem any bonds 
purpose the 
be used to meet deficiencies in the 
ted States notes when redeemed in accordance 
with the provisions of this section shall be reissued, but shall be held in the 
reserve fund until exchanged for gold, as herein provided; and the gold coin 
and bullion in the reserve Saag pert with the redeemed notes held for 
use as provided in this section, at no time exceed the maximum sum of 


SEC. 3. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to affect the 
legal-tender quality as now porna by law of the silver dollar, or of any other 
money coined or issued by the United States. 

Sexo. 4. That there be established in the Tri rtment, as a part of 
the office of the Treasurer of the United States, a ions to be designated 
and known as the division of issue and the division of redemption, to which 
shall be assigned, lees enantio" under such tions as the tary of 
the Treasury may approve, all records and accounts relating to the issue and 
redemption of Uni States moka goia certificates, silver certifica 
currency certificates. There shall be transferred from the accounts o; 
general d of the 8 the United States, and taken up on the books 
of said divisions, respectively, accounts relating to the reserve fund for the 
redemption of United States notes ry notes, the gold coin held 
against outstanding gold certificates, the United States notes held nst 
a aren currency certificates, and the silver dollars held against out- 
standing silver certificates, and each of the funds represented by these ac- 
counts shall be used for the redemption of the notes and certificates for 
which they are respectively pled and shall be used for no other purpose, 
the same being held as trust funds. 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, as fast 
as standard silver dollars are coined under the provisions of the acts of Jul 
14, 1890, and June 13, 1808, from bullion purchased under the act of July 14, 
1890, to retire and cancel an equal amount of Treasury notes whenever re- 
ceived into the Treasury, either by ang a in accordance with the provi- 
sions of this act or in the course of business, and upon the cancella- 
ice of 88 notes silver certificates shall be issued against the silver 

ollars so coined. 


and 


deposited shall be retained in the Treasury and held for the 
certificates on demand, and for no other purpose. Such certificates 
shall be receivable for customs, taxes, and all public dues, and when so re- 
ceived may be reissued, and when held by any national banking association 
one be counted as a part of its lawful reserve: Provided, That whenever and 
so long as the gold coin held inthe reserve fund in the for the re- 
demption of United States notes and Treasury notes shall fall and remain be- 
low $100,000,000 the authority to issue certificates as herein provided shall be 
suspended: And provided further, That whenever and so long as the aggregato 
amount of United States notes and silver certificates in the general fun 5 a 


Treasury ex ,000 the ef pak Bas the oF ma 
discretion, suspend the issue of the certifica; herein provided for: And 
ided further, That of the amount of such outstanding certificates one- 
gurth at least shall be in denominations of $50 or less: And provided T, 
That the Secretary of the uay, in his discretion, issue such certifi- 
cates in denominations of $10,000, payable to order. And section 5193 of the 
Revised Statutes of the United States is here ‘ed. 


SEC. 7. That hereafter silver certificates s be issued only of denomina- 
tions of $10 and under, except that not exceeding in the te 10 per cent 
of the total volume of said certifica in the discretion o! 


the be issued in denomi 
or eemed, be re 

and certificates of denominations of $10 or less shall be substi 

and after such substitution, in whole or in part, a like volume of Uni 
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States notes of less denomination than $10 shall from time to time be retired 
and canceled, and notes of denominations of $10 and upward shall be reissued 
in 3 therefor, with like qualities and restrictions as those retired 
and can . 

Sec. 8. That the Secretary of the Treasury is . authorized to use, at 
his discretion, any silver bullion in the Treasury of the United States, pur- 
chased under the act of July 14, 1890, for coinage into such denominations of 
subsidiary silver coin asmay be necessary to meet the public requirements 
for such coin: Provided, That the amount of subsid silver coin outstand- 
ing shall not at any time exceed in the aggregate $100,000,000. Whenever any 
silver bullion pure d under the act of July 14, 1590, shall be used in the coin- 
age of subsidiary silver coin, an amount of notes issued under said 
am saua seen oont of the bullion contained in such coin shall be canceled 
and not reissu 

Sec. 9, That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause all worn and uncurrent subeltiary silver coin of the United 
States now in the ey; and hereafter received, to be recoined, and to 
reimburse the Treasurer of the United States for the difference between the 
nominal or face value of such coin and the amount the same will produce in 
new coin from any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 

Sec. 10. That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 
to read as follows: 

“Sec. 5138. No association shall be organized with a less capital than 
$100,000, except that banks with a capital of not less than 000 may, with 
the approval of the Secretary of the ry, be organi in any place the 
population of which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and except that banks 
with a capital of not less than $25,000 may, with the sanction of the Secretary 
of the Treasury, be organized in any place the population of which does not 
exceed 3,000 inhabitants. No association shall be organized in a city the pop- 
ulation of which exceeds 50,000 persons with a capital of less than 000.“ 

SEC. 1L That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby autho to receive 
at the Treasury any of the outstanding bonds of the United States bearin: 
interest at 5 per cent per annum, payable February 1, 1904, and any bonds oi 
the United States bearing interest at 4 per cent per annum, payable July 1, 
1907, and any bonds of the United States bearing interest at pa cent per 
annum, payable August 1, 1908, and to issue in exchange therefor an equal 
amount of coupon or registered bonds of the United States in such form as 
he may Poth! be. in denominations of $50 or any multiple thereof, bearing 
interest at the rate of 2 per cent per annum, pee quarterly, such bonds 
to be payable at the pleasure of the United States after thirty years from 
the date of their issue, and said bonds tobe payable, principal and interest, 
in gold coin of the present standard value, and to be exempt from the pay- 
ment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation in 
any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority: Provided, That 
such outstanding bonds may be received in exchange at a valuation not 
greater than their sent worth to yield an income of 2} per cent per an- 
num; and in consideration of the 8 of interest effected, the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury is authorized to pay to the holders of the outstanding 
bonds surrendered for exchange, out of any money in the jury not 
otherwise 5 a sum no ter than the difference between their 
present worth, computed as aforesaid, and their par value, and the payments 
to be made hereunder shall be held to be payments on account of the sinking 
fund created by section 3694 of the Revised Statutes: And provided further. 
aes fair 2 per cent bonds to be issued under the provisions of this act shall 
be issued at not less than par, and they shall be numbered consecutively in 
the order of their issue, and when payment is made the last numbers issued 
shall be first paid, and this order shall be followed until all the bonds are 

aid, and whenever any of the outstanding bonds are called for payment 
terest thereon shall cease t months after such call; and there is hereb 
appropriated, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, 
to effect the exchanges of bonds provided for in this act, a sum not exceeding 
one-fifteenth of 1 p cent of the face value of said bonds, to pay the expense 
of preparing and issuing the same and other expenses incident thereto. 
£0, 12. That upon ee, with the Treasurer of the United States by 
any national banking lation of any bonds of the United States, in the 
manner provided by existing law, such association shall be entitled to receive 
from the Comptroller of the Currency circulating notes in blank, registered 
and countersigned as provided by law, equal in amount to the par value of 
the bonds ‘so deposited; and any natio banking association now having 
bonds on deposit for the security of circulating notes. and upon which an 
amount of circulating notes has been issued less than the par value of the 
bonds, shall be entitled, upon due re yee to the Comptroller of the Cur- 
zonos to receive additional circulating notes in blank to an amount which 
will increase the circulating notes held by such association to the par value 
of the bonds deposited, such additional notes to be held and treated in the 
same way as circulating notes of national grein A tions heretofore 
issued, and subject to all the provisions of law affecting such notes: Pro- 
vided, t nothing herein contained shall be construed to modify or repeal 
the provisions of section 5167 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, 
authorizing the Se of the Currency to require additional deposits 
of bonds or of lawful money in case the market value of the bonds held to 
secure the circulating notes shall fall below the par value of the circulating 
notes outstanding for which such bonds may be deposited as security: And 
provided further, That the circulating notes furnished to national banking 
associations under the provisions of this act shall be of the denominations 
prescribed by law, except that no national banking association shall, after 
the passage of this act, be entitled to receive from the 8 of the 
Currency, or to issue or reissue or place in circulation, more than one-third 
in amount of its circulating notes of the denomination of $5: And provided 
further, That the total amount of such notes issued to any such association 
may equal at any time but shall not exceed the amount at such time of 
its capital stock eth aon d in: And ided further, That under regu- 
3 to be prescribe fa 


their 8 existence, and for other purposes,” approved July 12, 1882, 
as prohibits any national bank which makes any deposit of lawful money in 

er to withdraw its circulating notes from rece ving any increase of its 
circulation for the period of six months from the time it made such deposit 
of lawful money for the purpose aforesaid, is hereby re ed, and all other 
acts 5 ts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this section are hereby 
re ed. 

20, 18. That every national banking association having on deposit, as pro- 
vided by law, bonds of the United States bearing intereat, at the rate of Sone 
cent per annum, issued under the provisions of this act, to secure its circu- 
lating notes, shall pay to the Treasurer of the United Sta in the months 
of January and July, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each ear upon 
the average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are e trees the 
deposit of said 2 per cent bonds; and such taxes shall be in lieu of existin; 
— on its notes in circulation imposed by section 5214 of the Revised 


tatutes. 
SEC. 14. That the provisions of this act are not intended to preclude the 


accomplishment of international bimetallism whenever conditions shall make 
‘pedient and practicable to secure the same by concurrent action of the 


it ex 
leading comme nations of the world and at à ratio which shall 
permanence of relative value between gold and silver. 

Amend the title so as to read: “An act to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the porny of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, to refund the public debt, and for other purposes.” 

And the Senate agree to the same. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Sen- 
ate is on 1 to the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask that the report of the 
conference committee may be printed separately, that the bill as 
it passed the House, the bill as it passed the Senate, and the bill 
reported from the conference committee may be printed and 
stitched together, and that 1,000 extra copies of the conference 
report may be printed for the use of the Senate. 

e PRESIDENT protempore. TheSenatorfrom Rhode Island 
asks that the conference report bill be printed, that the House bill 
be printed, and that the Senate bill also be printed; and he further 
asks that the three prints be attached one to the other by stitching, 
and that 1,000 extra copies be printed as a document. 

à 5 ALDRICH. One thousand copies of the conference report 
simply. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. One thousand extra copies of 
the report of the conference committee. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] sug- 
gests that 1,000 extra copies of the three bills be printed together. 

Mr. TELLER. It will not cost any more. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I motley my suggestion, and now suggest that 
1,000 extra copies be printed of the three bills together. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to give notice that on Wednesday, 
after the routine morning business is over, I shall ask the Senate 
to proceed with the consideration of the conference report. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I had some conference with the Sen- 
ator from Rhode Island about this matter before we came into the 
Senate Chamber, but from a talk I have had with a number of Sen- 
ators since, | find there is a general feeling among the Senators who 
have expressed themselves that there ought to be more time than 
would be afforded by Wednesday for taking up the bill, as all Sen- 
ators have matters which require their attention, and it will take 
time to examine it. I therefore will be gladif the report shall not 
be called up until Thursday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The report will be printed in the RECORD and 
will be printed separately asadocument. I hope Senators will be 
ae to sere to the proposition to take up the report on Wednes- 

y next. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think it will be much more satis- 
factory to Senators tomake it Thursday. If that be done, it will 
probably save time in debate and give Senators a full opportu- 
nity to examine the sbi ea bill before it is taken up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator that we might com- 
mence on Wednesday. Some member of the committee might 
then make a statement as to the changes which are proposed, and 
their force and effect; and then we can go on with the considera- 
tion of iton Thursday. There will be no disposition to unduly 
discuss it on Wednesday; and perhaps the discussion will be con- 
fined simply to a statement of what the conference report pro- 
poses. But I do not desire to press the matter if the Senators on 
the other side object. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. A number of Senators on this side 
have expressed the desire that the bill shall not be called up before 
Thursday next. They think that they will not then have more 
time than will be necessary for a careful examination of the bill. 
Of course I do not myself want to insist; but I think it would 
meet with more general approval to have the bill called up on 
Thursday next instead of Wednesday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Verywell. Then I will san modify my no- 
tice, and give notice that I shall call it up on Thursday, instead of 
Wednesday, after the routine morning business. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Rhode 
Island when he or his colleagues on the committee e t to make 
a statement to the Senate giving their explanation of the changes 
which have been made in the bill and their effect? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On Thursday. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. And there will be nostatement by any mem- 
ber of the conference committee until Thursday as to the scope 
and character of the conference report? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. There will be no objection to that 
explanation being made at any time it may suit the convenience 
of the chairman of the committee. It might be considered as a 
part of the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. Then I will again modify the 
notice, and say that on Wednesday the report will be called up to 
enable either myself or the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON) to 
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make a short statement as to the effect of the changes which are 
p and for no other purpose, 
JONES of Arkansas. I think that will be preferable. 
Mr. TELLER, And then that the report go over until Thurs- 


day? 
Mr. ALDRICH, And then that it shall go over until Thursday. 
Mr. TELLER, That is right. 


TERRITORY OF HAWAIIL 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the 
8 Hawaii. 

Mr. T. Mr. President, no one opposed the annexation of 
Hawaii more intensely than myself, but that is now a dead issue, 
and of course it is the duty of every Senator to secure the best 
possible government, the most equal and fair, for the inhabitants 
of those 5 


I shall vote for the pending bill, because in its general outlines 
it is beyond and above constitutional criticism and raises none of 
the issues which will be raised in regard to Puerto Rico and the 
Philippines, I think that the t of the country are due to 
the Senators who peed this bill. There is no provision in it 
changing the tariff and, even by implication, publishing to the 
world that Hawaii is not a of the United States, or, if a part 
of the United States, that it can be held as 4 colony, a province, 
without the people of those islands having the slightest ow of 


self-government, 

I shall not repeat, Mr. President, my views at length in regard 
to the extraordinary assumption that any territory under the ju- 
risdiction of the United States is not a part of the United States. 
It is to me, with all respect for my colleagues who hold the oppo- 
site ground, the most outrageous, the most dangerous, the most 
unrepublican, the most undemocratic assumption that I have ever 
heard during my public life or ever expect to hear. 

In the last hen di ing the relations of these newly 
acquired islands to the United States, I undertook to show that 
by the historic argument, if I may so term it, it was impossible 
that the men who fought the Revolutionary war and made the 
Constitution of 1789 could ever have contemplated establishing a 
colonial system in this country. I said then and I say now—and 
it can not be successfully contradicted, in my opinion—that the 
larger portion of the Declaration of Independence was devoted to 
stating the outrages and wrongs committed upon the colonies by 
the King of Great Britain, those wrongs being the acknowledged 
and established features of the colonial system as practiced by 

nations. 

I have before me that Declaration of Independence in the text- 
book of the Senate, the Manual and Rules, an old-fashioned edi- 
tion, which I was compelled to search for in the Senate library, 
published in 1872. We have now a gaudy, morocco-bound, and 
2 edition, oH toby to be the same work, from which 

e Declaration of Independence has been expun When I 
came to the Senate, the Rules and Manual contained the Declara- 
tion of Independence and Washington's Farewell Address. Both 
are now eliminated; I do not know why, unless they had become 
so old-fashioned and antiquated as to be considered ancient his- 
tory and simply academic in their form and effect. 

. PLATT of Connecticut. Why, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Missouri 
yield to the Senator Connecticut? 

Mr. VEST. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I hope the Senator is mistakenin 
supposing that the Declaration of Independence has been elimi- 
nated from our Manual, and I think he is, because on page 389 of 
the edition of the Manual published in 1899 the Declaration is to 
be found. I think the Senator must have overlooked it. 

Mr. VEST. I do not think I did. I looked very carefully for 
it in the last edition, as I understood it to be, of the Rules and 
Manual. But it is a matter of noimportance. It might have 
been left out by inadvertence. I do not know how this book is 
preparo; but I was astonished not to find, or, I was unable to 

„in the edition that was placed on my desk at the i 
of this session, any copy of the Declaration of Independence or 
the Farewell Address of Washington. I shall not undertake to 
say that it was done because the doctrines in those two great papers 
had become obsolete, or even that it was intentionally done. 
oo TELLER, It was put in the back of the volume; that is 


Mr. VEST. Mr. President, it does not matter whether it is 
Uke sah or not. I repeat that the Declaration of Independence 

devoted, much the part of it, to an arrai ent of the 
King of 8 Singin yingi to Aeng 1 1 the 
oppressive and despo ea onial sys as prac- 
ticed by the nations of E 

It is 

is not 


system denounced specificall: 
salient and essential features of 
Jefferson and denounced, 


ee eee, pp to Paes ee ee —— 
eorge III, oppressed the people of the colonies enyin 

them just and fair trial in the courts; has quartered soldiers T S 
them in time of „and committed all the other wro; ať 


the monarchs of Europe under the colonial system infli upon 

their subjects.” 

R the men who fought the Revolutio war could to-day 
e 


t cognizance of the affairs of the living, they would be aston- 
ished to know that they suffered and died, half clothed, half fed, 
and half armed, for seven long years in order that their descend- 
ants might inflict upon other peoples, of any color, the wrongs 
and outrages which Jefferson denounced in this Declaration. 

There was, and it can be seen in the original, Declaration of In- 
dependence, written by Jefferson's own hand, another indictment 
besides those found in the Declaration of Independence as we 
now have it. In the archives of the Government can be found 
this original Declaration, and it shows upon its face that when 
Jefferson reported the Declaration it contained the most terrible 
arraignment of the King of England for introducing African 
slavery into this continent that ever came from the lips or pen of 
mortal man. . 

He has, says Jefferson, made war upon aninnocent and helpless 
people in Africa, torn them from their homes, captivated them— 
using the old Revolutionary term, which we have now turned 
into captured! —captivated them, brought them to this conti- 
nent, inflicted them upon an unwilling people, and then attempted 
to incite servile insurrection in order that fire and sword might 
be pug into the hands of the slaves against their owners and 
masters. 

Virginia as a colony had for years protested nst the African 
slave trade, but in vain. The King of England had nullified in 
every instance the acts of the colonial assembly of Virginia en- 
deavoring to prohibit the importation of slaves into her domain. 
Jefferson knew this; but when this indictment against the King 
of Great Britain for bringing into this country African slaves 
was considered by the Convention, there was then, asalways after- 
wards, a sensitive feeling in d to the institution of slavery; 
and at the instance of J 9 and others this part of the 
Declaration was stricken out. 

There is a curious hi . Mr. President, in regard to the insti- 
tution of slavery, or the existence of that institution in the colonies 
and afterwards in the United States, which has always seemed to 
me one of the most remarkable features in the formation of the 
Constitution of 1789. Wecan now afford to allude to it in this 
era of fraternal feeling, when our President says that the graves 
of men on both sides who fell in battle during the civil war should 
be decorated alike. The debates of the Convention of 1789 show 


ple. He said, soars, oe 
that ina African slavery should be insti- 
tuted with the consent of its people.” 

Gouverneur Morris, a member of the Convention, alluding to 
what had been said by Mr. Madison, deprecated the excited con- 
troy that would follow in regard to the African slave trade, 
and said that in the same article was a provision to which New 
England greatly objected, and it was to the effect that the naviga- 
tion laws could be abrogated by a bare majority of the members of 
both Houses of Congress. New England was then the great ship- 
building and ship-sailing portion of this country, and the naviga- 
tion laws gave a monopoly Ito the shipbuilders of the United 
States, no foreign-built ship being tted to the coastwise or 
foreign trade in this country. ‘‘If,” said Gouverneur Morris, 
„the navigation laws, in which New England is greatly interested, 
and the ag: sorta ca of African slaves can be sent to a committee, 
I have no doubt that an adjustment or a compromise can be made 

ble to all sections.” The motion was carried, and two days 
3 this committee of adjustment ed, requiring two- 
thirds of both Houses of Congress to re the navigation laws, 
which are yet upon our statute book, and providing thatthe Afri- 
can slave trade should last until 1800. hen this question came 
before the Convention, General Pinckney, of South Carolina, moved 
to extend the slave trade to 1808. The motion was seconded by 
Mr. Gorham, of Massachusetts, and, each State casting one vote, 
the motion was carried, South Carolina, North Carolina, Georgia, 
Maryland, and all of the New England States voting for it; Vir- 
ginia, Pennsylvania, Delaware, and New Jersey voting against it. 

Mr. President, the African slave trade lasted until 1808 under 
this agreement. The institution of slavery, forced upon old Vir- 
ginia, went out in tears and fire and bl as Mr. Jefferson said 
that it would. The South d a terrible price for this agree- 
ment in the Convention of 1789. Her best and bravest sons watered 
the soil of the South with their blood, and New land, although 
the price she has paid has not been so terrible and ‘ous, sees 
to-day the shipbuilding, which she endeavored to preserve as a 
monopoly to her people, almost extinct so far as the foreign trade 
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is concerned; and the merchant marine of the United States un- 
der these navigation laws, a relic of barbarism, has run down 
from 70 per cent carried in American ships in 1857 to less than 
11 per cent 8 and we are now about to enact a law—and I 
take it that it will pass this Senate by a large majority—leaving 
the navigation laws. the result of this bargain with the slave 
trade in 1789, unrepealed. We are about to give $180,000,000 in 
subsidies to shipowners in order to do away with the disastrous 
effects of the navigation laws to which I have alluded. : 

It is a curious history, Mr. President. In vain the appeal is 
now made to wipe out those laws, narrow and bigoted and disas- 
trous to our people; and they are kept upon the statute book asif 
they were some sacred institution, never to be attacked. Weare 
to resort now to the unconstitutional project of subsidies to do 
away with their evil effects. p 825 

Another curious thing, Mr. President, while I am in a reminis- 
cent mood, is that in the Convention of 1789 a proposition was 
made to give Congress the power to grant subsidies to agriculture, 
manufactures, and commerce, which was referred without debate 
to a committee and was never heard of afterwards. I have no 
hesitation in saying that, in my opinion, there is no constitutional 
power in Congress to take the tax money of the people of this 
country and give it as subsidies to any interest; and I am con- 
firmed in the opinion that the men who made the Constitution 
never intended that subsidies should be granted, from the fact 
that the proposition to give them to agriculture, manufactures, 
and commerce was allowed to sleep and was not even dignified 
by a debate in the Convention. 

Mr. President, I had the temerity in the last Congress to quote 
from the Dred Scott decision, to the effect that this Government 
has no right to hold colonies; that it has no right to hold any peo- 
pie as subjects, and that no territory can be acquired under the 

nstitution as it now exists except with the ultimate purpose of 
its being admitted asa State within the discretion of Congress. I 
offered a resolution to that effect, which was ridiculed, maligned, 
and called absurd, and it was charged that I was an unrepentant 
rebel, a traitor to the country, and that my motives were of the 
most sinister and malign character. 

I said at the time when I quoted from the Dred Scott decision 
and I will not repeat the quotation nor place it in the remarks I 
am now making—that the political part of that opinion was set- 
tled beyond resurrection by the result of the civil war; but I 
asserted then, and I assert now, that the portion of it which re- 
lated to the power of the United States to hold colonies had been 
acquiesced in by the entire court, not only the seven Democrats; 
but Justices McLean and Curtis, who delivered dissenting opin- 
ions, did not dissent from what Chief Justice Taney said in regard 
to the constitutional power to which I have adverted. In answer 
to that the junior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], in 
zy to my argument, contented himself with denouncing the 
Dred Scott decision as a discredited opinion, and in his speech 
referred to it as a decision which is popularly believed to have 
contained the enuciation that the negro had no right which the 
white man was bound to respect, 

Mr. President, I do not know that I would have addressed the 
Senate to-day except that I want the opportunity, in justice to the 
dead, to correct any impression that may have been made by the 
intimation of the Senator from Connecticut. That statement isa 
slander upon the seven judges who united in the opinion in the 
Dred Scott case, and ially upon er B. Taney, than whom 
à purer man never lived in this or any other country. It has gone 
uncontradicted too long. I challenge any man to find one sen- 
tence, one word, one syllable in that opinion which contains any 
such statement as that to which the Senator from Connecticut 
alluded. The Senator from Connecticut is an able lawyer, a fair 
man, as my experience with him in this body has taught me to 
believe. Chief Justice Taney said in that opinion, alluding to the 
status of this unfortunate and helpless race of Africans, that they 
had been treated by the nations of Europe, and especiaily by the 
English kings and queens, as having no rights that the white man 
was bound to respect; but he deprecated that state of things. 
He expressed 5 for this most unfortunate race of all that 
have ever lived beneath the sun. He was not an advocate of 
Slavery and doubted the policy of its existence in this country, as 
did Mr. Jefferson and Mr. Clay and Mr. Benton, but I repeat that 
there is not one syllable, not one letter in that much maligned and 
slandered opinion in the Dred Scott case to justify this political 
8 that was used to influence the election for President in 

Mr. President, the party feeling that then existed was so intense 
that William H. Seward, Senator from New York, after the de- 
livery of the Dred Scott decision, which was the day after Taney 
had sworn in James Buchanan as President of the United States 
upon the eastern exposure of this Capitol, stated, in a speech to 
be found in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, that Taney stooped and 
kalo ey in the President's ear: ‘‘ To-morrow the Supreme Court 
will decide the Dred Scott case, and carry slavery into the Terri- 
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tories by virtue of the Constitution —the monstrous statement 
that the Chief Justice of the United States would lean down and 
whisper into the ear of the President the news that the Dred Scott 
decision would be decided in the interest of slavery! That state- 
ment was used in the campaign of 1860, and went through the 
North uncontradicted, a statement so monstrous as to be beyond 
belief, even by one who was tainted and poisoned with political 
venom., 

Mr. President, I am glad to be able to state that the Supreme 
Court of the United States has unanimously, within a few years, 
reaffirmed the doctrines laid down in the Dred Scott decision as 
to the power of this Government to hold colonies. I did not have 
this opinion when I spoke during the last Congress. I have here 
an opinion delivered by Justice Gray, with the unanimous assent 
of his colleagues, a few years ago. there anyone here who will 
doubt the loyalty of Justice Gray to this country or to the Repub- 
lican party? Heis a jurist of eminence, having occupied the high- 
est seat upon the supreme bench of Massachusetts, and then, at 
the instance of the distinguished senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. Hoar], as I have understood, he was put forward for 
the place he now honors upon the Supreme Bench of the United 
States. If he is not a Republican, if his judicial opinions are to 
be attacked upon partisan grounds, where will be found the man 
who can be said to be true to the doctrines of the Republican 
party? I will ask the Secretary now to read an extract from that 
opinion as to the point I have made. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

In the case of Shively vs. Rowe (152 U. S.) Mr. Justice Gray said: 

“(1) The Territories uired by Con whether by deed or cession 
from the original State or by treaty witha foreign country, are held with 
the object, as soon as their population and condition justify, of being ad- 
mitted into the Union as States upon an equal footing with the o 
Statesin all respects; (2) and the title and dominion of the tide waters and 
the land under them are held with the United States for the benefit of the 


whole people, and as this court has often said in cases above cited, in trusts 
for the future States.“? 
the court said: 


In summing up the Shively case (page 

Upon the acquisition of territory by the United States. whether eee 
from one of the States or by T with the foreign 5 or very 
and settlement, the same title and dominion passed to the Uni States for 
the benefit of the whole people and in trust for the several States to be ulti- 
mately created out of the territory.” 

Mr. VEST. That was the doctrine asserted by Chief Justice 
Taney, that all territory acquired either by purchase, cession, or 
conquest, either from foreign countries or granted by the orig. 
inal States, as Virginia granted the Northwest Territory, could 
not be held as colonies; that the United States simply held it as 
trustee. As the syllabus of that case shows, this was in regard to 
tide water and tide-water lands in a Territory, and the Supreme 
Court declared emphatically, in language not stronger than that 
in the Dred Scott case, that the United States is simply a trustee, 
and ae ultimate purpose of having any such territory is to make 
it a State, 

Mr. President, I have here copious extracts from Judge Sasha fe 
work upon Constitutional Limitations, another distinguished 
publican. I will not inflict all these upon the Senate, but I will 
print them in my remarks in order that they may be criticised, if 
worthy of criticism. Justice Cooley declares that territory can 
only be acquired by the United States with the ultimate papom 
of changing it into States. In speaking of our Territorial and the 
British colonial system, Mr. Cooley says: 

In this dependence of the Territories upon the central Government there 
is some outward resemblance to the conditions of the American colonies under 
the British Crown; but there are some differences which are important and 
indeed vital. The first of these is that the Territorial condition is understood 
under the Constitution to be merely temporary and preparatory, and the 
peor of the Territory, while it continues, are sure of the right to create and 
establish State institutions for themselves as soon as the pulation shall be 
sufficient and the local conditions snitable; while the British colonial em 
contains no promise or assurance of any but a dependent 3 defi- 
nitely. (Cooley’s Principles of Constitutional Law, page 37.) 

Mr. Cooley draws a second distinction on page 87: 

The second is that above given, that the le of the American Terri- 
tories are guaranteed all the benefits of the principles of constitutional right 
which protect life, liberty, and property, and may defend them under the 
law, even as against the action of the Government itself; while in the colonies 
these principles were subjects of dispute, and if admitted would be within 
8 of an absolute imperial legislature, which might overrule them 
a 


Mr. Cooley says, writing of our Territorial and the British colo- 
nial system: 


There is also a difference in re t to taxation which, though not so strik- 
ing, is still important. The Territories levy their own taxes for all purposes, 
and they are never taxed separately for national purposes, but only as parts 
of the whole country and under the same rules and for thesame as 
are the States. Nor is it intended to realize from them any revenue for the 


National Treasury beyond what is expended by the United States in their 
interest. 


Mr. Cooley says, on page 187 of his work on Constitutional Lim- 
itations: 
The Constitution also provided that new States may be admitted by Con- 
ss into the Union; but whether they should be formed of territory at that 
ime belonging to the States, or from territory that might thereafter be 


acquired, or taken in as exis States previously independent, was not ex- 
pressly determined by that jam 5 By the ordinance of 1787. however, 
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which the Constitution left in force, it had been agreed that States, not ex- 
ceeding five, might be formed from the Northwest Territory and received 
into the Union; and it may be assumed as unquestionable that the constitu- 
tional provision contemplated that the territory then under the dominion of 
the United States, but pet me the limits of any one of them, was in due 


time to be formed into States and itted into the Union, as 
has since inmany cases been done. 
Indeed, it 


d never have been understood that any territory which by 
2 on, or conquest should at any time come under the control of 

e United States should permanently be held ina Territorial condition, and 
the new States which have been formed of territory acquired by treaty 
must be su to have been received intothe Union in strict compliance 
with the Constitution. 

But we are told that the opinion of Chief Justice Taney in the 
Dred Scott case was obiter dictum and the point was not before 
thatcourt. The question in the Dred Scott case was simply this: 
Did the Constitution of the United States authorize a slaveholder 
to take his slave into the common territory of the country where 
slavery was prohibited by Congress without losing property in his 
slave? The case originated in my own State, uri, where an 
Army officer took his body servant, Dred Scott, into the territory 
north of the Missouri compromise line of 1820, and on his return to 
Missouri this negro slave, Scott, sued out a writ of habeas cor- 

us, claiming that by having gone into this territory north of the 
Misso uri compromise line he became free and must necessarily re- 
main free, and that the status of slavery did not attach tohim when 
brought back to the soil of Missouri. The supreme court of Mis- 
souri decided the case against Dred Scott. 

It was then taken to the Supreme Court of the United States as 
involving a statute of the United States establishing the Missouri 
compromise line, and the real question involved in the case was 
whether in the face of the Missouri compromise the Constitution 
of the United States proprio vigore gave the slave owner a right 
to take his property into territory held by the United States Gov- 
ernment, as Justice Gray said, as trustee for the people of all the 
States. Chief Justice Taney and the six associate justices who 
agreed with him said that the Constitution did override any stat- 
ute that could be made by Congress as to the right of a citizen of 
any of the States to take his property, admitted to be property by 
the Constitution, into the common territory of the Union. The 
point at issue and the real point was, does the Constitution proprio 
vigore apply to all the territories of the United States, not only 

thout the action of Congress, but in spite of an act of Congress 
which said that north of a certain line or degree of latitude slavery 
and involuntary servitude should not exist? 

How, then, could the decision in that case beobiterdictum? It 
was the point at issue, and Chief Justice Taney and his associates 
declared emphatically and distinctly that the Constitution applied 
to the Territories. Nothing was urged in all that elaborate argu- 
ment, when every justice delivered a separate opinion for him- 
self, about the Congress of the United States applying the Con- 
stitution to the Territories of the United States. tis anew 
3 I do not mean to say that it has not been advanced 
before. Mr. Webster used it in the slavery debate over the New 
Mexican Territory, and the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Ross], in an elaborate address which he made here some days ago 
upon the question to which I am now speaking, quoted from a 
brief of Daniel Webster in the Canter case, where Webster asked 
the question, ‘‘ How does the Constitution get into Florida?” It 
is the first time, with all due respect to the Senator from Vermont, 
peed I ars heard the brief of a feed counsel quoted as judicial 
authority. 

Mr, President, I haye quoted once before in the Senate, and 
make no apology for quoting it again, the opinion of the Supreme 
Court of the United States in the case of Loughborough vs, Blake, 
in5 Wheaton. That was a case involving the question whethera 
direct tax must, by act of Congress, apply to the people of the 
District of Columbia. Chief Justice Marshall delivered the opin- 
ion, and every justice upon the bench, as Marshall took pains to 
declare, with him in his decision. The question argued in 
the briefs of counsel and urged before the court was whether the 
term United States” included the District of Columbia. We 
are told now that Puerto Rico is not in the United States, or, if it 
is, that it is a province, a colony, and that the Philippines are in 
the same tion. The point in this case was, Did the term 
United States include the District of Columbia? It is exactly 
pertinent to the question that is now pending in regard to these 
insular possessions. I will ask the Secretary to read so much of 
this opinion as I have here marked. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


In 5 Wheaton, * 3 vs. Blake,“ Chief Justice Marshall, deliver- 
ing the opinion of the court, said: 
“The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the ‘power to 
lay and ect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises’ for the purposes therein- 
r mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It 
consequently extends to all places over which the Government extends. If 
this could be doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words, which 
modify the t. These words are: but duties, imposts, and excises 
orm throughout the United States.’ It will not be contended 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power 
itself does not extend. 
The power, then, to lay and collect duties, im: and excises may be 
exercised, and must be exercised, throughout the United States. Does this 


Re ee tae een et Die = a Me Pe 


term aesignate tne whole or any particular 
Certainly this question can admit of but oneanswer. It is the name given to 
our great Republic, which is composed of Statesand Territories, The District 
of Columbia or the 5 of the Missouri is not less within the United 
States than Maryland or lvania; and it is not less * on the 
8 of our Constitution, t uniformity in the imposition of imposts, 
uties, and excises should be observed in th th 


e one than the other. Since 
the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is o 


coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises, 
and since the latter extends throughout the United Btates, it follows that 
the power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout the United States.“ 

Mr. VEST. Mr. President, the other day I called the attention 
of the distinguished Senator from Kentucky [Mr. LIN SA] to this 
decision, which I have never heard explained or alluded to by any 
of my colleagues who favor what I call the imperial side of this 
question. The answer of the Senator from Kentucky was that 
which all of us who are lawyers have been in the habit of making 
when a decision or authority is found absolutely inst the posi- 
tion we endeavor to maintain—obiter dictum. How could this 
decision of Chief Justice Marshall have been obiter dictum when 
the only question before the court was what was the meaning of 
the term ‘‘ United States?” The contention made then was that 
the term United States did not include the District of Columbia, 
and the technical assertion was made that when the power was 
given to Congress to lay imposts, excises, and duties throughout 
the United States that outside of a State that portion of the Con- 
stitution could have no effect. Chief Justice Marshall sweeps that 
technicality away as if it were a cobweb, and says the meaning of 
the term United States” in the Constitution is the empire of the 
United States, the soil over which the Federal Government has 
jurisdiction. That decision has never been criticised, and the 

upreme Court of the United States in nine opinions since with- 
out a dissenting justice has reiterated and reaffirmed the doctrines 
which Chief Justice Marshall then laid down. 

My friend the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] the 
other day read from Colonel Benton’s Thirty Years’ View, which 
states that in 1850 for the first time appeared in the political his, 
tory of this country the assertion that the Constitution proprio 
vigore applied to the Territories. This opinion of Marshall in 
Loughborough vs. Blake was delivered in 1820 and had stood from 
that time until Benton finished his Thirty Years’ View, after his 
political career was terminated in Missouri, unchallenged and 
unquestioned, and so far as the Supreme Court of the United 
States is concerned it never has been questioned, although re- 
peatedly brought before that august tribunal. I can tell the Sen- 
ator from Ohio, being much more familiar with Colonel Benton, 
his opinions and public life, possibly, and naturally, that if he 
will gio the Library and get the last literary production of Col- 
onel Benton, his essay upon the Dred Scott decision, he will find 
much stronger language. He will find vituperation so vitriolic 
that it could have emanated from no one else than Colonel Benton, 
who was the most extreme man in his opinions that ever appeared 
in the public life of this country. 

Mr. dent, inorder to escape the decision of the Supreme Court 
in the case of Loughborough against Blake in 5 eaton, and 
other opinions down to three years ago, it has become necessary 
for the advocates of imperialism, which means the imposition of 
a government upon people who are not consulted and the exercise 
of despotic power by one man or cabal of men in the face of all 
republican or democratic institutions, to devise a new theory. 
From this decision in 5 Wheaton down to three years ago, as I 
said, the doctrine of the Dred Scott decision and what is the same 
thing, that the Constitution applies proprio vigore to the Territo- 
ries, has obtained in the decisions of the highest court in the 
country; and it was found necessary to encapo from the inevitable 
and logical result by devising some new theory never heard of 
before in this country except in the speech made in the Senate by 
Mr. Webster in answer to Calhoun on the New Mexican Territory 
and his brief in the Tanto case. It was never heard of in the 
decision of any judicial tribunal. What is that device, for it is 
not worthy, in my ju ent, of any better name? It is that the 
Constitution of the United States, said by John Marshall to apply 
to all the territory over which the Government has jurisdiction, 
must be extended by act of Congress or by treaty stipulation in 
order to become vital and operative within the territorial limits. 

I have here decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. 
which I will not inflict upon the Senate at this late hour, but will 
take the privilege of inserting them in the report of my remarks, 
in all of which, and I challenge contradiction, the Supreme Court, 
without one single dissent, has declared that the Constitution of 
the United States gave to the people of the Territories and the 
District of Columbia all the rights, privileges, and immunities 
given to the people in any of the States. A 

In Mormon Church vs. the United States, Mr. Justice Bradley 
delivered the opinion, and said: 

Doubtless Congress in legislating for the Territories would be subject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the ral spirit of the Constitution from 


gene’ 
which derives all its powers, than by any express and direct appli- 
cation of its provisions. 


portion of the American empire? 
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In McAllister vs. the United States, Mr. Justice Harlan delivered 
the opinion and repeated the language of the court in the Mormon 
Church vs. United States. é 

In Thompson vs. Utah, Mr. Justice Harlan, delivering the opinion 
of the court, said: 


That the 


United States is no 129 55 an open question. ( 
460; American Publish: pany vs. Fisher, 166 U. S., 464, 468; S e 
vs. Thomas, 166 U. S., 707.) In the last-named case it was claimed that the 
888 of Utah was 5 by the organic act of the Ter- 
ritory of September 9, 1850 (9 Stat. 453 pter 516), to provide that un: ity 
of action on the part of jurors in civil cases was not n to a valid ver- 
dict. This praca N said: In our opinion the seventh amendment secured una- 
nimity in finding a verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common- 
law cases, and the act of Con could not impart the power to change the 
constitutional rule, and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


In Murphy vs. pame Mr. Justice Matthews, delivering the 
opinion of the court, said: 


The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are 
secured to them, as to other citizens, by the principles of constitutional lib- 
erty, which restrain all the agencies of government, State and national; their 

Meical rights are franchises which they hold as privileges in the legislative 

retion of the Congress of the United States. 


In Reynolds vs. United States, Mr. Chief Justice Waite, deliv- 
ering the opinion of the court, said: 


Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which 
shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids such legislation. Religious f om is guaranteed 
everywhere throughout the United States, so far as Congressional interfer- 
ence is concerned. 


In Callan vs. Wilson, Mr. Justice Harlan, delivering the opinion 
of the court, said: 


Thereis nothing in the history of the Constitution or of the original amend- 
ments to justify the assertion that the poops of this District (District of 
Columbia) may be lawfully deprived of the benefits of any of the constitu- 
tional guaranties of life, liberty, and property, especially of the privilege of 
trial by jury in criminal cases. 

In the draft of a constitution reported by the committee of five on the 6th 
of August, 1787, in the convention which framed the Constitution, the fourth 
section of Article XI read that “the trial of all criminal offenses (except in 
cases of im hment) shall be by jury.“ (1 Elliot’s Debates, 2d edition, 
229.) But that article was, by unanimous vote, amended so as to read: The 
trial of all crimes areeni in cases of impeachment) shall be jury; and 
such trial shall be held in the State where the said crime shall haye been 
committed; but when not committed within any State, then the trial shall 
be at such place or places as the legislature may direct.“ (Id., 270.) 

The object of thus amending the section, Mr. Madison says, was “to pro- 
vide for trial by jury of offenses committed out of any State.” (3 Ma n 
Papers, 144.) In Reynolds vs. The United States (98 U. S., 145, 154) it was 
taken for granted that the sixth amendment of the Constitution secured to 
the people of the Territories the right of trial by — Ba criminal prosecu- 
tions; and it had previously been held in Webster vs. Reid (11 How., 437, 460) 
that the seventh amendment secured to them a like right in civil actions at 
common law. We can not think that the people of this District have in that 
2 Eo ane than those accorded to the people of the Territories of the 

8. 


rin 


Justice Deady, in the case from Alaska (30 Fed. Rep., 115), said: 


The power to enlarge the number and limits of the United States by the 
admission of new States into the Union is also expressly given to Congress. 
In the construction of this pores it has been practically held to authorize the 
acquisition of territory not then qualified for such admission, and the gov- 
ernment of the same by Congress in the meantime, and until it is deemed 
fitted therefor. 

In the exercise of this power, however, Congress can not do or authorize 
any act or pass any law orbidden by the Constitution, as suspending the 
writ of habeas corpus in the time of peace; ga bill of attainder or ex 
post facto law; quartering soldiers in a house without the consent of the 
owner in time of peace; making a law r ting the establishment of re- 
ligion; but it may exercise any legislative power not expressly forbidden to 
5 the Constitution, and to this there may be a further limit that the same 
8 not be inconsistent with the spirit and genius of that instrument, nor 
contrary to the purpose for which territory may be acquired. Subject to 
these Iimitatiozz the manner in which this power can be exercised rests in 
the discretion of Congress. 


I ask now—and I will not use the word“ challenge - any of my 
colleagues who have asserted this extraordinary doctrine that the 
Constitution is dead in the Territories until the breath of life is 
breathed into it by Congress or by treaty to find me one single 
allusion in all these cases to the effect that Congress has applied 
the Constitution by direct act to these Territories or that treaty 
stipulations had done the same thing, 

hat intelligent lawyer believes that the Supreme Court of the 
United States would have disposed of this great question without 
alluding to the fact that there was a treaty stipulation which ex- 
tended the Constitution to the New Mexican territory, or the North- 
western territory, or the Louisiana territory, or the Florida terri- 
tory, or that Congress had in 1871 passed an act applying the 
poro of the Constitution to the District of Columbia, set apart 

or the seat of government? 

Here are cases which I have collated, showing that the right of 
trial by jury could not be taken away from the inhabitants of the 
District of Columbia. Is there anything in these decisions stat- 
ing that that right could not be taken away because the territory 
of the District of Columbia was carved out of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia or ceded by them to the National Government; that the 


Constitution having spread its ægis over this territory, once a 
part of these two States, it must remain there for all time to come? 


Ts it ble that the nine eminent jurists upon the Supreme 
Bench did not see and know that this point disposed of the whole 
controversy? When was it ever heard that an act of Congress 
was necessary to extend the Constitution until this new doctrine 
85 a paral was brought before the people of the United 

tates? 

Why, Mr. President, if that be the law, in what a deplorable 
condition must have been the inhabitants of the Territory of Ore- 
gon, which we took from Great Britain upon a compromise, when 

Jolonel Benton declared in his first speech in the United States 
Senate, when that controversy was before Congress, that he could 
take 10,000 Missourians and settle it in a fortnight? Colonel Ben- 
ton believed in manifest destiny, and that the soil of the United 
States or of this continent belonged to the white men; and he 
largely sympathized with the idea that the Indians and the Latin 
races must give place to the white man, as the buffalo had given 
place to the domestic animal. 

If this doctrine be true, as I said, then in Oregon, when it was a 
Territory and before its admission into the Union as a State, the 
per there could have been hung without a trial by jury; they 
could have been made to pay tithes to an established church not- 
withstanding the Constitution of the United States forbade it; 
they could have had soldiers quartered upon them in time of peace; 
they could have been refused the right of the writ of habeas cor- 

us, and they were left at the mercy of Congress to enact any such 

aws as a partisan majority might see fit to place upon the statute 
book, there being no treaty stipulation nor act of Congress extend- 
ing the Constitution over that Territory. 
repeat that this doctrine is utterly abhorrent. It violates 
every panone of republican government. It goor further even 
than England has ever gone with some of her colonies, because in 
Canada and Australia to-day the great writs of right to obtain 
which the commons of England made war upon their mings and 
barons are extended to the people in these territories. In the 
Crown colonies this doctrine which is sought now to be applied to 
Puerto Rico and the Philippines obtains to its full extent, but not 
so in Canada and Australia. 

Mr. President, I now repeat that I heartily approve of this bill 
before the Senate. It contains no such unconstitutional provision 
as that in the Puerto Rico bill, declaring that 25 per cent of the 
8 tariff taxes shall be levied upon Puerto Rican imports. 

he Constitution says that 

Co shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and ex- 
cies: ee, * but all ut ies, 8 and Gries Shali 3 
out the United States. 

Is Puerto Rico a part of the United States or not? Will some 
Senator on the other side answer me that question and remove 
any nebulosity about this argument? Is Puerto Rico a part of 
the United States or entirely outside of its domain and jurisdic- 
tion? Ifitis a part of the United States, where do you get the 
authority to place upon the imports from that country one-fourth 
of what you put upon the imports from another, and by what 
right do you place an export duty, as is done in the bill ding 
in another portion of this Capitol, when the Constitution 1 — 
expressly that no ort duty shall be imposed either by the 
United States or any State? here do you find the constitutional 
power to make this discrimination as to one part of the territory 
of this country, or at least territory which is under our jurisdiction? 

Mr. President, we are told that the people there are not citizens. 
What do you propose to do with the fourteenth e e 
which declares that all persons born or naturalized in the Uni 
States, and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, shall not be de- 
prived of their rights as citizens of the United States? No State 
shall make any law abridging that right. What do you do with 
the ‘children that are born in Puerto Rico and the Philippines? 
What becomes of the young Malay who grows and becomes 21 

ears of age and demands his right as a citizen because he was 
can in the jurisdiction of the United States? You are driven to 
the alternative of saying that the Philippines are not within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, when you know that your Army 
and Navy are being used to-day to enforce the Federal power in 
those islands. 

Mr. President, I do not know, nor shall I pretend to prophesy, 
what is to be the end of these strange and monstrous doctrines. 
It may be that I have the pessimism of advanced years; but it 
seems to me that we have come to the most critical period in all 
our history. The war between the States was not any covert at- 
tack upon the Constitution of the country. It was an open, bold, 
armed revolution. The men who fought the Federal souon 
honestly believed that they were fighting for the Constitution, an 

ve the highest evidence of their sincerity in laying down their 

ives in defense of what they believed. 

Eternal vigilance is the price of liberty,” said Andrew Jack- 
son, And now here, not with arms in our hands, but through the 
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insidious attacks dictated by political necessity, we are undermin- 
ing the Constitution, and, like the deadly crevasse upon the Mis- 
sissippi River, we are commencing with a minute but fatal assault 
upon the levee that defends the rights of the people. 

Mr. President, if it be said that we are odmipelea to refuse these 
people in the islands citizenship, and that they are not fit for it, 
why not content yourselves with saying the time has not come to 
give them self-government? 

I heard the distinguished Senator, the young and brilliant Sen- 
ator, from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], in his carefully prepared 
address, declare here that these le in the Philippine nds 
could never become citizens of the United States. How, then, do 
you pro to hold them? Are they colonies? Are the people 
there subjects? The Republican party claims that it deserves the 
gratitude of all humanity for having placed on the Constitution 
these great amendments for personal and civil rights, declaring 
that ery should no longer exist, that the immunities and 
privileges of every citizen shall be held sacred by the States. 

How can you in the Republican party forget those things, and 
against our history, against our traditions, against the memory of 
the men who fought through the Revolutionary war to escape 
this very thing, now impose upon the people of the United States 
the issue, Is this a republic or an empire? If you can ignore the 
Constitution, trample upon all that we have taught our people to 
believe for a hundred years, and, in order to secure the votes to 
retain your pary n wer, appeal to the glamour of conquest, 
gold, and glory, Mr. ident, our professions of republicanism 
and democracy are the merest travesty in public life. I am no 
Cassandra shrieking calamity through the streets of Troy; but if 
the people of this country deliberately, next November, indorse 
the position the Republican party assume to-day, then you should 

ass, or the State of New York should an act taking down 
Statue of Liberty at the mouth of New York Harbor, with the 
lamp in hand to guae the oppressed of all lands to this country. 
You should tear down the statue, extinguish the lamp, and leave 
us to the gloom and darkness of colonial despotism. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, at this late hour I shall omit 
to say much that I would say if I were to follow at an earlier hour 
in the day the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] after such a 
speech as we have listened to. But it seems to me that, notwith- 
standing the lateness of the hour, it is the duty of some one, and 
I might as well discharge it as anybody else, to ask the indulgence 
of the Senate until at least a few remarks may be made in answer 
to those to which we have just been listening. 

The Senator from Missouri is always interesting, no matter how 
much he may be in error, and he is especially interesting when he 
deals in remini ces. But I have no di ition to take the time 
which under other circumstances I would take to follow him in 
the ons that have flown from the reminiscences in which 
he has indulged. 

I do want to say, however, before yene to that which I have 
it near page aa mind to say, that with respect to his remarks in 
regard to the Dred Scott case, all that was gone over fully in the 
last Congress; and, in answer to a speech somewhat like that 
which he has just now made, in respect to that decision it was 
then ted out that all the judges of that court did not agree 
with Chief Justice Taney in his declaration of his opinion that 
territory could be acquired by the United States only for the pur- 
poses of ultimate statehood; that a present purpose of statehood 
must accompany the acquisition. 

It was pointed out at that time, by, I think, a very careful analy- 
sis of that case, that instead of the other judges agreeing with 
Chief Justice Taney in that respect not one single member of that 
court agreed with him in that regard, unless it was Mr. Justice 
Wayne. There is some ground for supposing that he was in ac- 
cord with the Chief Justice, but there is not a line, I undertake to 
say, in the decision of any one of the other members of the court 
that will warrant any such claim. If there is I have not been 
able to find it. 

That is all I care to say at the present time about the Dred 
Scott decision. The debate of last year will fully reveal the au- 
thorities relied upon for the statements I have made. 

What I rise for more particularly, Mr. President, is to answer 
that which was said by the Senator that has immediate relation 
to the 8 that is pending now before the Senate. We have 
been told by the Senator that the proponon of those who favor 
the character of legislation which we have pending here is iniqui- 
tous; that it is without precedent; that it is astounding; that it is 
unrepublican, undemocratic, un-American; that it is in contra- 
vention of the Constitution, in contravention of the Declaration 
of rena ay ra and in contravention of the Farewell Address of 


n. 

Now, Mr. President, all this declamation illustrates that there 
is, in fact, nothing new under the sun. Neither the legislation 
proposed nor the criticisms of the Senator are new. th are 
old, and very old at that. I hold in my hand McMaster's History 


of the People of the United States, and will read from page 24 of | from 


the third volume. At this place the author is giving the history 
of the legislation that was prope and 8 creating 
a Territorial government for Louisiana. A bill was brought in 
and was under consideration. That bill was framed, as has 
always been understood, by James Madison and Thomas Jeffer- 
son. They surely understood both the Constitution and the Dec- 
laration of Independence. Here is what was said about the bill: 


It sets up a complete despotism. The people 
i 0 logisiative 
The President names the 


them to suggest amendments. They must approve or disapprove, and noth- 
ing more. d suppose they do not approve; what then? Why, the gov- 
ernor may, if he choose, pro e them, send them home, and as they are not 
paid when not in session such dismissal is 
out of their ets. Thus it is that the governor the legislative coun- 
cil in his power. If they will not do his bidding, he will not suffer them to 
meet; and if they do not meet, they can not get any pay. Was there ever 
such a government in this country since the days of the colonial governors? 
Was it not against just such government as this that the colonies rebelled? 

Then the author goes on to call attention to the fact that another 
objection made by the enemies of this measure was that it denied 
trial by jury, one of the guaranties of the Constitution, in all 
criminal cases, except only those which were punishable capitally, 
and that it denied trial by jury in civil cases except when there 
was cavern at least $100 instead of $20, as the Constitution 
provides. 

Imention all this for the purpose of showing not only that the 
comments of the Senator from Missouri have a precedent, that he 
is not telling the Senate anything new, but that the legislation 
also has a precedent; that the authors of the Constitution, and the 
author especially of the Declaration of Independence, did not en- 
tertain any such views as the Senator from Missouri has here 

Their proposition was denounced as ours is, and yet 
adopted as ours will be. 

Enough as to that for the present. Now, onething more. In- 
stead of all the authorities being to the effect claimed by the Sen- 
ator from Missouri, they are, as I understand them, to exactly the 
con effect, commencing with the Constitution itself. 

What is it, Mr. President, the Constitution of the United States 
confers upon the Con power to do with respect to the Terri- 
tories? It is to prescribe all needful rules and regulations for terri- 
tory belonging to the United States; not territory that is a part of 
the United States, but the territory belonging to the United States. 
The Constitution itself contradistingnishes between the territory 
that is comprised within the Union and territory which may be 
outside of the Union—which may be simply ed by the 
United States. Thus the Constitution i establishes, by its 
very language, that aao zay belong to the United States 
without being a part of the United States. 

I have here also, to which I wish to call attention in this con- 
nection, a decision that I have not heard quoted in this debate, 
though doubtless it has been cited—the case of Snow vs. The 
United States, reported in 18 Wallace, at page 317. Mr. Justice 
Bradley, speaking for the court, says: 

The government of the Territories of the United States belongs primarily 
to Congress, and secondarily to such ies as Congress may establish for 
that purpose. During the term of upilage as Territories they are 
mere dependencies of the United States. eir people do not constitute a 
sovereign power. All political authority exercised therein is derived from 
the General Government. 

It is, indeed, the practice of the Government to invest these dependencies 
with a limited power of self-government as soon as they have sufficient pop- 
ulation for the purpose. The extent of the power thus granted owes en- 
tirely upon the organic act of in each case, and is at all sub- 
ject to such alterations as Congress may see fit to adopt. 

Without stopping to read other authorities to the same effect, I 
shall content myself with saying that all the authorities of the 
Supreme Court, where the question has been directly under con- 
sideration, have recognized the fact that thereis the United States 
proper, composed of the Union, for which the Constitution is the 
organic law, and territory outside of the Union, simply belonging 
to the United States, which it is the province of Congress to gov- 
ern as the Congres may see fit to govern it. Mr. Justice Bradley 
characterizes these outside Territories as mere dependencies. He 
was speaking of Utah, New Mexico, Arizona, etc. If they are 
mere dependencies, much more are our recent acquisitions only 


depende omen: 
inarily, almost without exception, heretofore in governing 
this outside territory, we have extended the Constitution as one 
of the first laws of the Territory; and having thus extended the 
Constitution, and having made it to apply there, we have taken 
that as our rule of action, and it has obtained as the organic law 
in that way, but in no other way. 

Only a few days ago I had occasion to read here—as the Senator 
issouri has just said—what Mr. Benton said in his History 


the same thing as taking money 
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of Thirty Years in the United States Senate as to the origin of 
the doctrine that the Constitution extends to newly acquired ter- 
ritory ex proprio vigore. I need not, Iam sure, in making answer 
to the Senator from Missouri, go beyond that one authority. 
Surely it is sufficient, especially after the encomium he has spoken 
upon Mr. Benton, for me to aay that according to the authority of 

r. Benton the doctrine that the Constitution extended ex proprio 
vigore to newly acquired territory was not an ancient doctrine, 
but a newly invented doctrine in 1850 to meet the exigencies of 
the slave interest at that time. 1 

They wanted the Constitution extended to the Territories in 
order that slavery might be there recognized according to the 
Constitution and be permitted under it; and when, in the emer- 
gency of that debate, Mr. Calhoun brought forward that doctrine 
nobody oong it any more vigorously than did Mr. Benton him- 
self. Mr. Benton tells us that this was the beginning of that doc- 
trine, that such was its purpose, and that it was but a vagary of 
a diseased mind. This authority is sufficient, and I shall treat it 
as conclusive until Mr. Benton is answered and overthrown. 
Until the time of which Mr. Benton speaks the Constitution had 
never been extended in a single instance by Congressional action 
beyond the limitations of the Union itself. The Territory in every 
instance had been governed directly by such laws as Congress 
might see fit to enact, or authorize a local legislature to enact. 

In several instances, instead of extending the Constitution, 
Congress compromised by extending the Ordinance of 1787, ex- 
tending it without any limitation at all, in all its provisions, as to 
the territory that was designed to come in as free States, and ex- 
tending it as to the territory in the South that it was expec 
would come in as slave States, excluding the denh article, which 
prohibited slavery. The Ordinance of 1787 and not the Constitu- 
tion was thus extended to Mississippi and Alabama and became a 
part of the Territorial organic law of all that territory. 

So, Mr. President, I say there is not anything new either in the 
denunciation that is indulged in or in the proposition upon which 
we rely for the legislation that is now being proposed. There is 
abundant precedent for both. Having said that much, I want 
now to turn to the bill we have under consideration, and speak 
very briefly as to the proposition embodied therein, to which ob- 
jection has been made, providing for a Federal court. 

We had some debate on this subject a few days SRO. There 
were some inaccuracies of statement in that debate. They are to 
beexcused by reason of the fact that the debate was unexpectedly 
9 and no one had had an 1 except only those 

nators who perhaps were contemplating bringing it up, to make 
any investigation. I recall one inaccuracy of my own. It was 
asserted in the debate by some one that we had never before in 
creating a Territorial government undertaken to establish a court 
with United States jurisdiction, except only with a limited tenure 
and with a mixed jurisdiction. 

I assented to that. I did it thoughtlessly, for when I had time 
to think of it I recalled what I should have recollected at the time, 
for I was perfectly familiar with it, that when we came to estab- 
lish a Territorial government for Louisiana we provided not only 
a complete system of Territorial courts, with limited tenures and 
with such jurisdiction as we saw fit to confer, but in addition 
thereto we also provided that Louisiana should be a judicial dis- 
trict and should have a district court, the judge of which should 
be appointed by the President, and that he should have the same 
powers, the same jurisdiction precisely, and the same tenure of 
office as belonged to the court of the Kentucky district. 

The court for the Kentucky district was provided for by the act 
of 1789, the judiciary act. No courts were created by that act 
except only what are called constitutional courts. When, there- 
fore, in legislating for the district of Orleans, as it was called, the 
Congress saw fit to 5 that there should be a district court, 
a district judge with life tenure, and with the same jurisdiction 
as the Kentucky district, they were making a constitutional court 
in the sense that they were at least making precisely the same 
kind of a court in point of jurisdiction and tenure as they hada 
right to make in the exercise of their power to create a constitu- 
tional court under the judicial article of the Constitution. 

In pursuance of that act a judge was appointed, the court was 
put into operation, and pretty soon a case arose that found its way 
to the Supreme Court of the United States—the case of Seré and 
Laralde vs. Pitot and others, reported in 6 Cranch, page 332. The 
decision was announced by Chief Justice Marshall. The question 
in the case was as to the jurisdiction of that court, as to whether 
or not the parties who had brought suit had the right to invoke 
its jurisdiction. It was an action by the assignee of a chose in 
action. Chief Justice Marshall commenced by saying: 


This suit was brought in the court of the United States for the Orleans 
Territory: 


Then he proceeds to dispose of the case. That is all I care to 
read from that decision. I read enough. however, toshow, in view 
of what I have already stated, that Congress not only made a 


United States court with a life tenure and constitutional jurisdic- 
tion, but that that court was recognized by Chief Justice Marshall 
as a United States court in contradistinction to the term Terri; 
torial” or ‘‘ legislative” court. 

In the case of McAllister (141 U. S. Reports), referred to in de- 
bate a few days ago—cited, I believe, by the Senator from Con- 
necticut [Mr. PLATT] —the question was whether or not the court 
in Alaska, which had been given United States jurisdiction by 
Congress, was a United States court within the meaning of the 
tenure of office act, and the court there, after a very le y re- 
view of all the decisions, held that it was not a Uni States 
court; that only those courts could properly be said to be United 
States courts which were constitutional courts in the sense in 
which that term is ordinarily employed. That decision was un- 
doubtedly correct, 

Now, Mr. President, the point I wish to make with respect to 
this is that, taking that definition of a United States court, and 
taking the statement of Chief Justice Marshall in the case to which 
I have referred, and from which I have quoted, it certainly does 
appear that we had a United States court, a constitutional court 
if you please, in the Territory of Orleans, outside the States, and 
therefore that we have approved precedent for the creation of 
such a court in a Territory and consequently not within a State 
of the Union. 

But it does not matter in such a case whether you call it a 
‘constitutional court” or a ‘* Territorial court.” It is a court 
created by Congress, as all courts must be; andif it be given all the 
constitutional . and the judge begiven the life tenure, I 
donot know why we may not assume that Congress in creating the 
court proceeded under the judicial article of the Constitution 
rather than under the provision authorizing it to legislate for the 
Territories. But however that may be,it will remain that Con- 
gress has plenary power to create in a Territory such courts as it 
may see fit, and confer such jurisdiction as it sees fit, and give 
the judge such tenure as it may see fit. This power is not ex- 

ed by what is here proposed. So that if there is any valid 
panic to section 88 of the bill it must be solely on the ground 
of policy. 

I think the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Moraan] made it clear, 
in his most admirable presentation of this matter this afternoon, 
that we ought to have in the Hawaiian Islands a Federal court, 
with a life tenure, and all the jurisdiction that can be given to it 
under the Constitution; for it is, as has been said, a court that 
must have, in the most pronounced sense, an important admiralty 
jurisdiction and a very extended jurisdiction of almost every 
character to make it proper for us to distinguish it from a purely 
local court. 

There are a great many other things which I should be glad to 
say in regard to this matter before g my seat, but the whole 
day has been spent in this debate, it is now very late, and I do 
not wish to detain the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. I rise to move that the Senate adjourn, but be- 
fore making that motion, I desire to say to the Senators who are 
here that I am very anxious to get along with this bill as rapidly 
as ible, because the condition of affairs in those islands espe- 
cially requires that some legislation be had, so that they can pro- 
tect themselves from plagues and diseases and be able to live at all. 

With this remark, and with the understanding that we are to 
meet to-morrow, I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iask the Senator to withdraw the motion for 
a moment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw it for a moment in order to suggest 
that we agree to vote on the bill to-morrow at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. On the bill and amendments? 

Mr. CULLOM, Yes. I hope the Senate will agree to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the Hawaiian bill and the pending amend- 
pene may be voted upon to-morrow at 4 o'clock. Is there objec- 

on? 

Mr. TELLER, I shall have to object, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate adjourn until Monday. 

Mr. CULLOM. T hope that will not be done. 

Mr. BATE, I think it was the expectation of many Senators 
that an ph over would be had. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am sure it was not expected by the Senate. 
Ido not think anyone has been justified in entertaining any such 


e tation. 
Ir. BATE. Ido not wish to make the motion if a session is 
desired to-morrow. 
_Mr. CULLOM. I very much desire a session for the considera- 
tion of the Hawaiian bill to-morrow. 
Mr. BATE. Very well; I withdraw my motion. 
Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate adjourn. 
The motion was a to; and (at 5 o’clock and 20 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, Febru- 
ary 24, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, February 23, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o' clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


TRAFFIC BRIDGE ACROSS RED RIVER, LOUISIANA, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House, with the amendments of 
the Senate, the bill (H. R. 4473) toauthorize the Natchitoches Rail- 
way and Construction 3 to build and maintain a railway 
and traffic bridge across River at Grand Ecore, in the parish 
of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana; in which the concurrence of 
the House was requested. 

The amendments of the Senate were read, as follows: 

In line 7, page 1, strike out their“ and insert it.“ 

In line I. page 3, strike out on said bridge. 

Mr. BREAZEALE. I move that the amendments of the Senate 
be concurred in. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ADDITIONAL MESSENGERS FOR HOUSE POSTMASTER, 

Mr. BULL, I rise to make a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 

The Clerk read the following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
Brown December 20, 1900: 

Resolved, That the House Postmaster be, and he is, authorized to employ 
three messengers, at $100 per month each, during the sessions of the Fitty. 
sixth Congress, to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

The amendment reported by the Committee on Accounts was 
read, as follows: 

In line 3, after the word each,“ insert from February 1, 1900." 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amendment 
reported by the Committee on Accounts, 

. RIC DSON. I should like to know whether this is not 
an unusual resolution. Does it not pro to increase the force 
of the Postmaster beyond anything that has heretofore been done? 

Mr. BULL. It does not go beyond what we have done hereto- 
fore in several Congresses—for the first time, I believe, in the 
Fifty-third Congress. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The resolution is recommended by the 
Committee on Accounts? 

Mr. BULL. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And the minority concurred in it? 

Mr. BULL. Yes, sir. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was adopted. 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of House bill 8245. And pending 
this motion, I desire to give notice to the House that on Monday 
next, immediately after the reading of the Journal, I shall make 
a motion to close no debate. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I hope the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] will reconsider that intention. It is absolutely im- 
= for all gentlemen of the minority on this side to get in 

uring to-day and to-morrow the speeches they desire to make. 
In view of this fact, I hope the gentleman from New York will 
not insist on closing the general debate so early as he has indi- 
cated. Of course I can not prevent the gentleman from givi 
his notice, but I want to say to him that so far as we can wes 
resist the enforcement of any such notice, 

Mr. PAYNE. This matter of the time to be occupied in debate 
was talked over in the Committee on Ways and Means when the 
proposition to bring the bill before the House was pending and 
when a date was fixed for that p We then upon a 
week's general debate, which, of course, would close the discus- 
sion to-morrow. And that was the understanding. In fact, the 
gentleman from Tennessee was ready, when the bill was taken up 
on Monday morning, to concede that and to conclude the debate 
to-morrow, and it was only because a further arrangement was 
desired by some gentlemen on this side in reference to voting on 
amendments that that ent was not reached on Monday 
morning—that we close general debate on Saturday. It was 
then the desire and e tation of both sides of the Committee 
on Ways and Means that that be done. I only want to give 
notice—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. So I understand. 

Mr. PAYNE. So that gentlemen on both sides may govern 
themselves accordingly. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is something, of course, in what 
the gentleman has just said about there having been in the se ah 
ning the hope of an agreement; but the gentleman will remember 
that there was no agreement reached; and he stated at that time 
that he would let the debate run for a week and then try to close 
it on Monday at 2 o’clock. I concede that there was something 
of an understanding that it should be closed. But we have in 


fact gone on without reaching any agreement, and, I may say, 
with the idea on the part of some of us that there would hes tae 
ther extension. I hope very much that we shall not close the de- 
bate at the early time indicated by the gentleman from New York. 
If it be done, it will be im ble for a number of gentlemen on 
this side a od in the es they desire to make. 

Mr, PAYNE. I will only say, Mr. Speaker, that to all who 
have applied to me I have uniformly stated that I intended to do 
the very best in my power to close the general debate upon the 
bill this week. I made this statement in order that gentlemen 
5 both sides of the House might understand exactly the situa- 

on. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman from 
Tennessee will permit me, there were two hours allowed for de- 
bate last night that were not even taken advantage of. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Just a word on that, Mr. Speaker. I had 
arranged, I will state to the gentleman, with members on this 
side of the House who desired to occupy one-half of that time; 
supposing, of course, that gentlemen on the other side would oc- 
cupy the remainder. I did not wish to 3 upon the time 
of the other side. As it was I put in about an hour and a quarter. 
and could have used very much more time if I had been apprised 
of the rigs that gentlemen on the other side did not desire to oc- 
cupy it. 

ow, I hope the gentleman from New York will not undertake 
to close debate without giving an opportunity to at least the older 
members of the House who desire to be heard to talk upon a 
question which is probably the most important one with which 
we will have to deal during this Congress, 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I sincerely trust the gon oman 
from New York will not insist on closing the general debate to- 
morrow. There are many gentlemen on the floor of the House 
who are not entirely clear as to the action they should take in ref- 
erence to the pending bill. This discussion is certainly very use- 
ful in bringing ont the advantages proposed by the committee and 
the objections which are raised by the minority to the bill. 

It seems to me that this being a new question, one of novel 
impression, the utmost latitude of debate consistent with the 
state of the public business should be given, and that all gentle- 
men who desire to do so may have an opportunity of being heard 
upon the question. I sincerely hope therefore that the gentleman 
will see that if is due to the House to extend the time beyond to- 
morrow for genera! debate. 

I myself confess that for one I want more light upon the ques- 
tion. I want to listen to the speeches pro and con. I do not de- 
sire to be forced to vote on the unsettled state of my own mind on 
the question at so short a notice as this. I think the time allotted 
is not sufficient. It will do no harm to give to the House and the 
country light on the question, and it certainly can do no harm to 
indicate to the people of the country that a majority of the House 
are trying to be liberal and fair and give reasonable opportunity 
for the presentation of the opposition’s views. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I suggest to my friend from New York, 
who is always a fair-minded, amiable Cp pats that Monday 
being District of Columbia day, we might devote the day to that 

urpose so that the District will not lose its day, and take this 
ill up afterwards for further discussion. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not think we should allow other matters to 
enter into consideration here until we have taken final action 
upon this bill. That I will certainly object to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It will take all day Monday, at all events, 
even if we adopt the suggestion of the gentleman from New 
York. The District will lose its day, and on Tuesday another 
matter which will probably come before the House may be pre- 
sented for consideration. 

Mr.PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the motion is that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further consideration of the pending bill. I think 
we had 8 on with that in view of the conditions prevailing. 

The SPEAKER. This discussion is only by unanimous consent. 

Mr. THAYER. Mr. Speaker, I have a fewremarks that I would 
like to make with reference to the closing of the general debate on 
this bill to-morrow night. It is a most important matter—one of 
the most important with which we will have to deal during the 
Congress. There are many gentlemen on this side of the House 
who desire to be heard on the question, and some, as lam informed, 
on the other side, and if this order to close the general debate shall 
be insisted upon, it will exclude all of those persons interested in 
the discussion except those who are on the Committee on Ways 
and Means and the Committee on Insular Affairs. Now, I am 
anxious on behalf of members on this side of the House that they 
shall have an opportunity of being heard. 

I hope, therefore, that time will be extended to both sides of the 
House, and that the gentleman from New York will not insist on 
closing the debate on this important question, which should have 
the fairest and fullest consideration, at the time he has mentioned. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say to the 
gentleman from Tennessee that he must bear in mind, and I know 
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that he will appreciate it, that the Democratic party on that side 
of the House Tas been debating this question for the t two 
months; that tons and tons, carload after carload of matter 

has been distributed upon the subject throughout the country, de- 
bating the question all over the land. 

I do not believe that, on reflection, the gentleman from Tennes- 
see will find much new material on the Democratic side of the 
House that can be used in the continuation of the debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, Mr. Speaker, in reply to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio, who is almost oe accurate, I will say that 
in this case he is very wide of the mark. No gentleman on this 
side of the House has debated the proposition that is in this bill, 
the proposition of unequal taxes in the Territories. This is the 
first time that was ever presented or ever debated here. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. my friend will allow me, they do not 
debate that question now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, yes, mey do. f 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are debating the Philippine ques- 
tion, which they have been debating for the last two months. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We have a question here now that never 
was here before and that has never been debated before. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. PAYNE], that the House resolve itself 
into the Committee of the Whole for the further consideration of 
the bill (H. R. 8245). 

The motion was a d to. 

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto 
Rico, and for other purposes, with Mr. HULL in the chair. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I shall not undertake 
tostate with absolute precision the provisions of the measure now 
under discussion, That has been done by those who have preceded 
me in this debate. Generally stated, it provides that the duties 
collected upon all articles imported into Puerto Rico from ports 
other than those of the United States shall be the same as those 
now paid upon such articles imported into the United States from 
foreign countries. But it also provides—and to that extent Iam 
unalterably opposed to the bill—that certain duties shall be levied 
upon all merchandise coming into the United States from Puerto 
Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from the United States. For, 

from thestandpoint from which I view this subject, it is not ma- 
terial whether the duties thus imposed are comparatively high or 
comparatively low, whether they are 25 or 50 per cent of those 
im under existing law upon merchandise imported into the 


United States, 
As a matter of fact, the proposition contained in this bill is to 
impose upon the products of Puerto Rico which may be imported 
into the United States a higher rate of duty than Spain exacted 
upon like products imported from Puerto Rico into that Empire. 
For, even under Spanish rule, although there was not absolute 
free trade between the Peninsula and the island of Puerto Rico, 
there was freer trade than this bill proposes, the duty then im- 
posed having been only about 10 per cent of that laid upon the 
products of other countries. My objection to the bill is that it 
attempts to discriminate against the poopie of Puerto Rico; that 
its purpose is, and its effect would be, to raise up against the 
products of the island a tariff barrier which, if it did not shut them 
out from the markets of the United States, would unquestion- 
ably im upon them an unequal and therefore unjust and ille- 
burden of taxation. Such discrimination would, in my opin- 
ion, be an act of bad faith on the part of our Government, as well 
as a palpable infringement of the constitutional rights of a people 
whose anomalous, 8 and almost helpless condition, 
largely the result of erican occupation and American rule, 
should arrest the attention and excite the commiseration of every 
citizen of our Republic. 

a hare treaty of Paris, theratifications of which were exchanged 
on the 11th day of April last, Puerto Rico was ceded to the United 
States. Since that date Spanish sovereignty has absolutely ceased 
to exist in that island, and for months prior thereto every vestige 
of Spanish authority had been driven therefrom. Its inhabitants, 
according to those who are entitled to speak for them, and whose 
testimony was given before committees of this House, are anxious 
to be incorporated into our body politic, and are even now clam- 
oring at the very doors of this Congress to be permitted to have 
the laws of our Republic, so far as those laws may be applicable 
to their conditions, extended over them, The only question, then, 
apparently, about which there is any serious division of opinion 
is whether this island shall become an integral part of the terri- 
tory of the United States and its inhabitants admitted to the en- 
joyment of all the rights, privileges, and immunities of our Amer- 

can citizenship, or whether it shall be held as a dependent prov- 
ince or subject colony, to be epora by Congress unhampered 
and unfettered by the prohibitions and limitations contained ın 
the Constitution which created that Congress. ; 

As I have already said, Mr. Chairman, there are two proposi- 


tions involved in this bill, both of serious import, but one of them 
of far-reaching influence and of transcendent importance, at least 
to the people of the United States. One of those propositions is 
that it is both expedient and just to levy duties opon the products 
of Puerto Rico when brought into the ports o cid one of the 
States of the Union, and that proposition carries with it the other 
and far more important one, that Congress can legislate for Puerto 
Rico unrestrained by the provisions of the Constitution. 

When Spanish power and authority were destroyed in Puerto 
Rico, the inhabitants were given to understand by the represent- 
atives of the President that thenceforth and forever they were to 
have and enjoy those blessings of liberty which are the possessions 
of every American citizen. Their island home was to become a 
part of the territory of the United States; they were to share in 
the fortunes of the people of this Republic and to enjoy those indi- 
vidual rights and privileges which belong to each of its citizens. 
They were taught to believe that the American flag carried with 
it, wherever it floated permanently, the full and complete rights of 
American citizenship. In fine, they were made to understand and 
to believe that they would be incorporated into the United States 
as an integral part thereof; that they were to dwell under the 
folds of the American flag, to enjoy the benefits of American laws 
and American institutions, and to be governed under the Consti- 
tution of the greatest Republic on eart: 

It is a matter of common report and, indeed, of common infor- 
mation and xpo meaa thas when the American forces under 
General Miles entered Puerto Rico they were everywhere received 
with open arms and demonstrations of joy by the native inhabit- 
ants. It is equally but deplorably true that the blessings which 
the Puerto Ricans believed would follow American occupation 
and rule have not been realized. On the contrary, it isindisputa- 
bly true that the present industrial condition of the people of 
Puerto Rico is infinitely worse than it was under Spanish rule. 
This is not entirely, but it is to a very great extent, due to the dis- 
turbance of the trade and business relations which existed under 
Spanish dominion. They realized, of course, that with the de- 
struction of Spanish authority would come the loss of Spanish 
markets. The great bulk of their trade had hitherto been with 
Spain and Cuba, for with both they had enjoyed substantial, 
although not absolute, free trade, 

With the return of peace Spain levied as against Puerto Rico 
customs duties which are practically prohibitory, and for a con- 
siderable period thereafter the duty im by Cuba upon tobacco 
imported from Puerto Rico was as high as $5 a pound—an abso- 
lutely prohibitive duty, as it was intended it should be. Thus 
Puerto Rico lost the markets which she had enjoyed for her coffee, 
sugar, and tobacco in Spain and Cuba without the compensatory 
advantage of a free market for the two latter products in the 
United States. For, be it remembered, the Dingley tariff rates 
are still imposed upon every article of merchandise imported into 
the United States from Puerto Rico. It is true there is no duty 
upon coffee, but it was due to the high price of Puerto Rican 
coffee and to the fact that it had never been introduced into our 
markets and was, therefore, unknown to our people, that no mar- 
ket had been found in this country for the which was in store 
when the terrible tornado which visited the island on the 8th of 
August last destroyed that as well as the crop then maturing. It 
not only destroyed the crop of the year previous, then stored in 
frail and insecure structures to await a market, and the growing 
0 of that year, but it destroyed every growing thing within the 
path of its fury. 

Mr. Chairman, I will not attempt a rehearsal of the sad story of 
the devastation and ruin wrought by that fearful hurricane. Its 
dreadful details are so fresh in the minds of the members of this 
House as to render it unnecessary for me to recall them. General 
Davis, the governor-general of the island, says, in his report upon 
e padusa and economic conditions affected by this hurricane, 


The industrial conditions existing before the hurricane, bad as they were, 
were excellent compared with those resulting from the storm. 

And that is the testimony of all who have any knowledge of 
Puerto Rican affairs, 

Tens of thousands of individuals would in all probability have 
perished from starvation, and there would have occurred upon 
this hemisphere, and in territory belonging to the United States, 
a repetition of those famines which have periodically devastated 
large sections of India and China but for the prompt and gener- 
ous aid extended by the American people. According to General 
Davis, one-third of the total property of the island, outside of the 
soil itself, was destroyed, and he estimates that it will require 
fully five years to reestablish the coffee vegas, and that necessa- 
rig years of want and industrial e ed must follow. 

urely, Chairman, it would seem, under conditions such 
as these, conditions some of which we as a people are directly 
responsible for, that Congress should legislate in a spirit of the 
utmost liberality towards these unfortunate and sorely smitten 
people. It does seem to me that even were the power of Congress 
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unlimited in this respect it would be crueltyitself to de upon 


them the discriminating and unequal tariff duties provided for in 
this bill. Every dictate of justice and humanity demands thatin 
this matter of tariff taxation we should not impose burdens greater 
than those imposed by Spain even before the island of Puerto Rico 
had been visited by a disaster too appalling to describe and at a 
period when its inhabitants were in the enjoyment of a maximum 
of agricultural and industrial prosperity. 

In opening this discussion the gentleman from New York, the 
chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means and the Repub- 
lican leader upon this floor, assigned as the reason for having 
abandoned the bill introduced by himself, which provided for free 
trade between Puerto Rico and the United States, and substitut- 
ing therefor the measure now under consideration, that he had 
discovered that the original measure would not produce by half 
the revenue necessary to run the insular government of that is- 
land. He had ascertained that with free trade between the United 
States and Puerto Rico there would be collected not exceeding 
$500,000 from the tariff and $500,000 from the internal revenue; in 
all, a million dollars to meet $2,000,000 of expenditures.” 

Then it was he be; to consider what effect the internal- 
revenue taxes would have upon the island.” Let me read to the 
House the exact words employed by the gentleman from New 
Yorkin describing the effect the application of ourinternal-revenue 
laws to Puerto Rico would have upon the rum traffic of that island. 
This is aor, gary because it is the first and main reason assigned 
by the author of this bill for having abandoned his free-trade bill. 
These are his own words: 


They manufacture there annually a million and a half onsofrum. Itis 
sold all over the island. It is a necessity of life, or they t so, for the poor 
people of thatisland. These on and a gallons retail at from 25 to 40 


cents a gallon. The internal-revenue tax upon that, under the law that we 
were about to extend, would amount to $1.20 a 

ple would be multiplied by four. How coul 
were cutting it off. 

I imagine, Mr. Chairman, that other and more persuasive argu- 
ments must have influenced the change of heart so suddenly ex- 
perienced by the gentleman from New York. Between the time 
of the in uction of his original bill and the substitution there- 
for of this one, had the distinguished chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee failed to hear the storm of protests which arose 
from the advocates of a high protective tariff—a tariff for protec- 
tion only? Can it be possible that the protests of the beet-sugar 
manufacturers influenced him not? 

It is pone of course, that he has been converted to the Demo- 
cratic doctrine of a tariff for revenue, and that had he known any 
sources from which to raise the revenue with which to run the 
Puerto Rican government other than those of rum and cigarettes, 
the gentleman would have stood by his original free-trade bill. 
But, I submit, this is hardly probable. 

Three days before this bill was reported in the House from the 
Committee on Ways and Means, the Senate Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico reported a bill for the temporary civil 

vernment of Puerto Rico. As introduced, that bill provided 

or free trade between the United States and Puerto Rico. As re- 
ported to the Senate it provided for a discriminating duty. In 
speaking of this change of policy the committee say: 

This proposition was objected to on various grounds. It was urged that 

ATR wea $a Vip lesen of Sao Daley: PES on. 

2. It was inimical to the interests of the United States, with which Puerto 

products would come in competition. 

8. It would be a precedent that would have to be followed in other cases 
that might hereafter arise where the competition resulting might be still 
more talurious to American interests. 

Mr. Chairman, to my mind, the evidence is overwhelming that 
the change of ition on the part of the Republican leaders of 
both Houses of Congress in regard to this question was superin- 
duced by the storm of opposition developed in the protectionists’ 
camp. The advocates of protection, for the sake of protection, do 
not fear the importation of free Puerto Rican coffee. There is no 
tariff duty upon coffee now, and there is no coftee produced in the 
United States with which foreign coffee can come into competi- 
tion. They do not apprehend danger to the cane and beet sugar 
industries of this country, for the average annual sugar product of 
Puerto Rico has only been about 58,000 tons, and according to the 
best evidence attainable that quantity can not be more than 
doubled under the most favorable conditions, whilst it is a well- 
known fact that we produce only about one-fifth of the 2,000,000 
tons which we annually consume. The tobacco which under free 
trade would come into our markets would be insignificant as re- 
gards both the quantity and quality of that product. These pro- 
tectionists do, however, become greatly excited when they discover 
what they regard as a violation of the policy of protection;” and 
the establishment of a precedent to be cited when Congress comes 
to deal with that great Republican bugbear, the Philippine Islands, 
positively unnerves them. A 

The people of Puerto Rico do not appear to be greatly disturbed 
3 loss of revenue which the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means tells us will follow free trade between 


ion. The price to these 
they get their rum? We 


that island and the United States, They are not even alarmed at 
the prospect of an increase of tax upon the rum which they manu- 
facture and drink. They are perfectly willing that the tax upon 
it shall be age ay and, if need be, that the property interests 
of the islands shall be taxed as they are everywhere taxed in the 
States of this Union. They are even prepared to supplement their 

ublic revenues by a public loan, for, fortunately, the island is 

ree from debt. But what they want first, last, and all the time, 
and what they insist upon having, is free trade between their 
island and the rest of the United States. That, they believe, and 
with reason, will bring them oD prosperity when their agricultural 
lands shall have been restored to that degree of productiveness 
which existed prior to the terrific hurricane which left such a 
train of disaster in its wake. So far as I know and believe, not a 
single inhabitant of Puerto Rico favors the discriminating duties 
of this bill. They all desire free trade, and yet we are told that 
these tariff taxes are to be imposed for their benefit and solely in 
their interest. Permit them, Mr. Chairman, to be the judges if 
they alone are to be affected by this policy. 

Let me call the attention of this House for a moment to the tes- 
timony of someleading and representative citizens of Puerto Rico 
upon this question. These witnesses were the accredited repre- 
sentatives of the Chamber of Commerce, the Agricultural Society, 
and the two political parties of Puerto Rico. I read now from the 
testimony of Mr. Finlay, one of the largest planters on the island, 
given before the Committee on Insular Affairs. He does notagree 
with the author of this bill as to the hardships which a tax on rum 
might be supposed to impose upon the le of Puerto Rico, I 
will read from the testimony of both Armstrong and Mr, 
Finlay. This is what they say: 

Mr. PAYNE. Are you willing to take the internal-revenue laws and the 
tariff laws and pay a tax on rum and tobacco? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. Yes, sir; if we get free trade. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can rum stand a tax of $1.10 a gallon? 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. If we get free trade we can stand it, I think. 

The CHAIRMAN. Do you know how much rum they manufacture there? 

Bre em ot I have no idea exactly, but perhaps Mr. Finlay knows 
a š 

Mr. FINLAY. I could not tell you, but it is all consumed in the island. If 
they want to get drunk, let them pay for it, Mr. PAYNE. Iamarum manu- 
facturer. and they can put on as much as they like. 

I read again from the testimony of Mr, Armstrong, a native 
Puerto Rican, and a representative of the chamber of commerce: 

Mr. ARMSTRONG. We appear representing the commercial interests of the 
island, and I can confirm what my colleague has said. We favor the bill 
introduced by Congressman PAYNE, and most u tly need free trade. Of 
course if we are to continue with the present conditions many months more 
the island is doomed—we will starve; but free trade will help us out, because 
now there is no work and no ente „no building, and free trade is one 
thing that I beg to urge u the attention of the ttee. 

The CHAIRMAN. You think tariff regulations should come first and then 
improvement of the civil government should follow? 

. ARMSTRONG. Yes, sir; we want the tariff regulations immediately; 
we can not wait. 


Mr. Arturo Bravo gave this testimony: 


Mr. Bravo. Iam representing the chamber of commerce, and I come here 
asa a from the chamber of commerce in the same capacity as my 
friends, Armstrong, Mr. Finlay, and some other gentlemen who have 
previously stated in to the measures that must be taken to relieve tho 

resent conditions of island, and the main point which I urgently refer 

o is the law providing for free trade, because the financial conditions of the 
island are such that if nothing is done by this Government in that way, we 
feel confident that the island will be utterly ruined. I repeat what Dr. Ames 
reported, because it is a real fact. 

In reply to a question addressed to him by my coll e upon 
the committee, Mr. MADDOX, of Georgia, as to whether the people 
of his island desired free trade with the United States, Mr. Lucus 
Amadeo, an extensive coffee planter of Puerto Rico, said: 

Mr. AMADEO. Opinionisuseless. My opinion isa profound conviction that 
it should immediately be granted as one of the most necessary measures. 

This witness proved to be a man of exceptionalintelligence. He 
demonstrated in his own person, and to entire satisfaction of 
all who heard him, I think, that whatever may be said in regard 
to the capacity of the illiterate classes of Puerto Rico for self- 
government, there can be no question as to the ability of the edu- 
cated classes to administer the affairs of government, I quote an 
interesting and instructive passage from his testimony. It may 
be that some of my colleagues take exception to his definition 
of the word “ parasite:” 


that question gue a goa 
on that the harm derived from 

restricting the vote far outweighs the harm that an unrestricted 

— use of their electoral rights to more advantage Shan the illiterate 


be mentioned where education is at its highest where socialism and militar- 
ism—the plague of modern times—have ed an extraordinary degree of 
development. By parasites I mean officeholders. 

Mr. Chairman, we are not confined to the testimony of citizens 
of Puerto Rico as to an existing necessity for free trade between 
that island and the United States. 

The Hon. Henry K. Carroll, special commissioner to Puerto 
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Rico, gives it as his opinion that the people of that island should 

be permitted to enter our ports with their 8 free of all duty. 

eral Davis, military governor of Puerto Rico, than whom 

there is no higher authority upon this question, gives it as his 

deliberate and well- considered opinion that all duties on trade 
between the United States and Puerto Rico should be removed. 

It has already been said over and over again upon this floor that 
the Secretary of War, in his last annual report, urged upon Con- 
gress the propriety and the justice of giving to the people of Puerto 

ico free trade relations with the United States. 

The President, in his last annual message to Congress, said our 
pan duty is to abolish all customs tariff between the United 

tates and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our 

markets.” That which was our plain duty three months ago has 
now become our imperative duty—a duty which we can not avoid, 
if we would, either with honor to ourselves or with justice to the 
people of Puerto Rico. [Applause.] 

As an original proposition, I was opposed to the annexation of 
Puerto Rico. Now that annexation is an accomplished fact, ac- 
complished with the full consent of the inhabitants of the island, 
I would not deny to them the enjoyment of every right possessed 
by the citizens of every Territory which is a part of the United 
States, and without which their industries must continue in a 
state of utter prostration, if, indeed, they do not actually perish, 
Mr. Chairman, to refuse to do them this act of simple justice is to 
violate one of the plainest provisions of the Constitution, which 
each member of this House has solemnly sworn to support. To 

evade a plain duty is to commit an act of dishonor, but to violate 
the Constitution of your country is to commit a crime. 

Mr. Chairman, there can be no question as to the power of the 
Federal Government to acquire this territory. That power has 
been exercised under the Constitution for a hundred years, and it 
has repeatedly received the sanction of the Supreme Court of the 
United States. In the case of Insurance Company vs. Canter, as 
far back as the year 1828, Chief Justice Marshall said: 

The Constitution confers absolutely on the Government of the Union the 
power of making war and of making treaties; and that consequently Gov- 
ernment possesses the power to uire territory, either by conquest or by 
treaty. de of the world is, if a nation be not entirely subdued, to 
consider the land of the conquered territory as mere military occupation 
until its end shall be determined at the treaty of peace, If it be conceded by 
treaty, the acquisition is confirmed and the conceded territory becomes a 
pore of the nation to which it is annexed, either by the terms of stipulation 

the treaty of cession or under such as its new master shall impose. 

Territory can, then, be acquired either by conquest or treaty; but 
it must be acquired with the purpose and intent of its becoming 
at some day a member of the American sisterhood of States. 

Chief Justice Taney said, in delivering the opinion of the court 
in the celebrated Dred Scott case (19 Howard, 446, 447): 

There is 8 power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or main colonies bordering on the United States or 
ata ce, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to e its 
territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. at 
pover is plainly given, and if a new State is admitted it needs no further 


gislation by gress, because the Constitution itself defines the relative 
rights and powers and duties of the State and the citizens of the State and 
the Federal a territory to be 


held and governed permanently in that 
And, indeed, the power exercised by Congress to ran rep territory and 
establish a government there N RE e its own unlimited discretion was 
viewed with great jealousy by the leading statesmen of the day. * * * 
We do not mean, however, to question the S of Congress in this re- 
eck The power to e d the territory of United States by the admis- 
on of new States is plainly given, and in the construction of power by 
all {the departments of the Government it has been held to authorize the 
acquisition of a Territory not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted 
as soon as its 8 would entitle it to admission. It 18 acquired to be- 
come a State, and not to be held as a colony and governed by Congress with 
absolute authority; and as the propriety of admitting a new State is com- 
mitted to the soun tion of Co the power to acquire t A 
for that purpose, to be held by the United States until it is in suitable condi- 
tion to become a State upon an equal footing with the other States, must 
rest upon the same tion. 


To the same effect is the opinion of the court in Murphy vs. 
Ramsey (114 United States Reports): 
The power of Congress over the Territories is limited by the obvious pur- 


Government. But no power is given toacquire 
character. 


poses for which it was conferred, and those pu are satisfied by meas- 
ures which prepare the people of the Territory to me States in the Union. 


But, Mr. Chairman, Congress can exercise no powers over this 
territory which are prohibited by the Constitution. It can not, 
as this bill proposes to do, legislate in respect to this territory un- 
restricted by either the prohibitions or limitations laid upon it by 
the Constitution. Congress is a creature of the Constitution and 
all its powers are derived therefrom and limited by its provisions, 

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution is in these words: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and 
Sans SP Pee ee! Si a dull ant al che Sea 
uniform throughout the United States, 

It is contended by the advocates of this measure that the words 
United States as here used embrace only the territory included 
within the boundaries of the several States composing the Federal 
Union; that they do not and were not intended to embrace the 
Territories as well as the States. This, however, can not at this 
late day be regarded as an open question. Chief Justice Marshall, 


in the case of Loughborough against Blake (5 Wheaton, 317), in 
delivering the opinion of the court, said: 


The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be ex- 
and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term 
designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? 
Certainly am m gan admit of but one answer. It is the name given to 
our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. e Dis- 
trict of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less within the 
United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania, and it is not less necessary, 
on the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of 
imposts, duties, and excises shall be observed in the one than the other. 
ince, then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, 
is obviously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, apo 
and excises, and since the latter extends throughout the United States, i 
one roxy duoc power to impose direct taxes extends throughout the 


If, then, the island of Puerto Rico is an integral part of the ter- 
ritory of the United States, and if, as Chief Justice Marshall said, 
the term United States” designates the whole of the American 
empire, it must necessarily embrace this island. It is unques- 
tionably a part of the territory of the United States. But I need 
not dwell upon this point. The language employed by Chief Jus- 
tice Mars is too plain to be misunderstood and leaves nothing 
to be said upon that point. The term United States“ is used in 
this section in a geographical and notin a political sense. It fol- 
lows, then, as the day the night, that if Puerto Rico is embraced 
in the term United States, as those words are used in the sec- 
tion of the Constitution which I have just read, no customs tariff 
can be laid upon its products which are not laid upon those of 
every other State and Territory in the United States. The deci- 
sion of the court in Loughborough vs. Blake has never been over- 
ruled. It stands to-day as the law of our land. 

It has been said in this debate, I know, that there are to be 
found cases overruling the decision in this case; that Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall himself, in a subsequent case involvi the very 
point at issue here, took the opposite view of the meaning of the 
term “ United States.” The case referred to is that of Hepburn vs. 
Ellzey (2 Cranch). The question in that case was whether resi- 
dents of the District of Columbia could maintain an action in the 
circuit court of the United States for the district of Virginia. It 
was held that in order to give the court jurisdiction it must ap- 
pear that the District of Columbia was a State. The act of Con- 
gress confers jurisdiction upon the circuit courts only in cases 
between a citizen of the State in which the suit is brought and a 
citizen of another State, and the court held that the District of 
Columbia was not a State—nothing more and nothing less. In 
line with this decision, it has also been held by the same court 
that a citizen of a Territory was not capable of suing in the courts 
of the United States under the judiciary act. 

A Territory, of course, is no more a State than is the District of 
Columbia, although designed to become one. The case of the 
American Insurance Company vs. Canter is also relied upon to 
support the contention that Congress is not controlled Wy the Fed- 
eral Constitution in le ting for the Territories of the United 
States. It is contended that Chief Justice Marshall so held in this 
later discision. This contention is not borne out by the language 
employed by that most distinguished of all jurists. On the con- 
trary, the great Chief Justice said that neither the laws enacted by 
Congress nor those enacted by the Territorial legislature of Florida 
in respect to that Territory could stand if inconsistent with the 
laws and Constitution of the United States.” 

In the case of Scott vs. Sandford, from which I have before 
quoted, Chief Justice Taney said in regard to the powers of Con- 
gress to legislate in respect to the property and person of the citi- 
zens of the Territories: 

The power of Congress over the person or property of a citizen can never 
be a mere discre power under our Constitution and form of Govern- 
ment. The powers of the Government and the rights and privileges of the 
citizens are regulated and plainly defined by the Constituti And 
when the Territory becomes a part of the United Sta 


ernment enters into on in the character imp 
who created it. It enters upon it with its powers over the citizen strictly de- 


racter. 
the Constitution has 
n w character separated from the 
citizens of the United States, and the duties it owes them under the provi- 
sions of the Constitution. The Territory a part of the United States 
the Government and the citizen both enter it under the authority of the 
Constitution, with their respective rights defined and marked out; and the 
Federal Government can exercise no power over his person or property be 
yond — 0 that instrument confers, nor lawfully deny any right w it has 
reserv 


Perhaps no decision of the Supreme Court has ever been more 
fiercely assailed than that in the Dred Scott case; but, upon the 
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pos that Congress can not exercise povon prohibited by the 


nstitution, there was no division in the court, the two dissent- 
ing justices maintaining that doctrine as stoutly as the majority 
of the court. 

Mr. Justice McLean used this emphatic language in discussing 
this identical question: 


est or 


or exercised than is necessary to 
itation of all the Federal powers. 

Justice Curtis, the other dissenting judge, was equally em- 
phatic. He said: 


when in the jud tof Congress the 
ese were the Eke gant Bh for; since it is confessed that 


doubt that this is a power to 
laws as Congress deems ni 
~ * 


+ + = 
If, then, this clause does contain a power to! late respecting the Terri- 
— 5 what are the limits to that power? To this I answer that common 
wi wers of Con it finds limits in the express 
ings: that in the exercise of the 


der, and so in respect to each of 
Constitution. 

The proposition for which I contend, and which I maintain is 
founded in reason and supported by the highest judicial authority, 
that Congress can not legislate for the Territories of the United 
States unrestrained by the prohibitions and limitations of the 
Constitution, is in no wise affected by the other proposition that 
Congress possesses powers over the Territories not possessed by it 
over the States. y contentionis that whatever powers Congress 
possesses and shall assume to exercise over Territories must be 
exercised within the limitations and prohibitions of the Constitu- 
tion. And when gentlemen read from decisions of the Supreme 
Court which eek: of the absolute,“ full,.“ supreme,“ and 
“t plenary” powers of the Federal Government over Territories, it 
must always be understood that those powers are to be exercised 
in subordination to the Constitution, from which Congress de- 
rives its existence and aviy pawor which it possesses. 

Thus, when Mr. Justice Waite, in delivering the opinion of the 
court in the National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. S. Re- 
ports), declared that Congress is supreme,” he qualified that 
statement by adding that it ‘‘has all the powers of the people of 
the United States, except such as have been expressly or by impli- 
cation reserved in the prohibitions of the Constitution.” 

Mr. Justice Harlan said, in Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 346): 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the right of by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of 
the United States is no longer an open question. 

The advocates of this bill seem to rely much upon the decision 
in the case of Mormon Church vs. United States (186 U. S. Re- 

rts). In delivering the opinion of the court in this case, Mr. 

ustice Bradley said: 

The power of Congress over the Territories of the United States is general 
and plenary. 

And yet, in that very connection he quoted with evident ap- 
proval the language of Mr. Justice Matthews in the case of Mur- 
phy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S. Reports), which was a case relating to 
the legislation of Congress over the Territory of Utah. This is 
what Justice Matthews said, which was approvingly quoted by 
Justice Bradley: 

The people of the United States, as sovereign owners of the national Ter- 
ritories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants. In the exer- 
cise of this soy dominion they are represented by the Government of 
the United Sta to whom all the powers of the Government over that sub- 

ect have been delegated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed 
the Constitution or are n y implied in its terms. 

It is true that in the Mormon Church case the court added: 

Doubtless Congress in * for the Territories would be subject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the . —3 spirit of the Constitution, from 
which e ee its powers, by any express and direct application 
of its pro 

In the dissenting opinion of Chief Justice Fuller in that case I 
find this language: 


Congress such authority over the Territories as the Constitu- 
tion e clear 8 delegates. 
* * * * 


tion, the absence of any grant or power. 
express or implied, in that . — F 
* 


* * * * > > 
I regard it of vital consequence that absolute power should never be con- 
ceded as under our system of government, to any one of its depart- 
ments. The tive power of Congress is delegated and not inherent, and 
is therefore ted. 


* * ** 
In my opinion Con is restrained not merely by the limitations ex- 
pressed i in'the Constitutio t also by f 
n 


The report made to the Senate by the Committee on Pacific Is- 
lands and Puerto Rico does not e the extreme ground which 
the majority members of the Ways and Means Committee in this 
House occupy. That report does concede that there are some 
things which it is beyond the power of Congress to do, although 
it is insisted therein that the right to disregard the constitutional 
limitations upon the power of Congress to impose duties which 
are not uniform throughout the United States is not one of them. 

I read from the Senate report: 


, th 
. r 8 ere they 
may be situated, and without regard to whether or not the provisions of the 
xten j the Con- 
gress, in all that it does, is subject to and governed by those restraints and 
1 As, for instance, Con shall make no law respecting 
blishment of religion, or prohibiting the free exercise thereof: no title of 
nobility shall be granted; no bill of attainder or ex post facto law shall be 
passed; neither shall the validity of contracts be impaired; nor shall prop- 
erty be taken without due process of law; nor shall the freedom of speech 
or of the press be abridged; nor shall slavery exist in any place subject to 
the j ction of the United States. 

It will be apparent, however, from a careful reading of that re- 
port, that the Senate committee does not feel entirely sure of its 
ground; for, after all, it bases the right of Congress to enact the 
legislation proposed in this bill upon the terms of the treaty of 
Paris rather than upon any Sra aeae of the Constitution 
which have been delivered by the Supreme Court. An examina- 
tion of all the cases appears to have driven that committee to this 
lame and, as I hope to demonstrate, impotent conclusion, 

I read again from this Senate document: 


But, however the question may stand on authority and Fonn principles, 
Congress to legis- 
Rico. 


operate 


there does not seem to be any room to doubt the power oi 
late according to its own discretion with to Puerto 

In the page Oe fhe E ee eat pereg od d 

“That the civil rights and political tus of the native inhabitants of the 
Titoes hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the 

ongress.““ 

o such clause as this has ever before been found in any treaty ceding ter- 
ritory to the United States. Its effect is, therefore, to be considered now for 
the first time. There is no ambiguity about it; neither can there be any con- 
troversy as toits effect. A ig hen isa part of the supreme law of the land, 
made so by the Constitution itself: 

“ This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under 
the authority of the United States, shall be the supreme law of the land; and 
the jud in every State shall be bound thereby, anything in the constitu- 
tion or laws of any State to the contrary notwithstan (Second clause, 
Article VI. Constitution.) 

This provision does not say that all treaties made in pursuance of the Con- 
stitution, or consistently with the Constitution, butall treaties made under the 
authority of the Uni States, shall be, together with the Constitution and 
laws enacted in pursuance of it, the supreme law of the land. As to all mat- 
ters, therefore, with which it properly deals, a treaty is an instrument of 
equal dignity with the Constitution itself. : 

It is not to be wondered at that this learned committee does not 
adduce, or attempt to adduce, a line of authority to maintain the 
monstrous proposition that a treaty is an instrument of equal 
dignity with the Constitution itself.“ I do not believe that an 
court in the land has ever so held, or that there can be produced 
a line written by any respectable writer upon constitutional law 
in support of this remarkable contention. 

On the contrary, the courts have held, and I had supposed that 
it was universally conceded, that the Constitution is paramount 
to treaties as well as to the statutes of Congress, 

Mr. Justice Swayne, in delivering the opinion of the court in 
the Cherokee Tobacco cases, reported in 11 Wallace, page 616, 
says, in considering the second section of the fourth article of the 
Constitution: 

It need hardly be said that a treaty can not cha the Constitution or be 
held valid if it be in violation of that instrument. results from the na- 
ture and fundamental principles of our Government. The effect of treaties 
and acts of Congress when in conflict is not settled by the Constitution. But 
the question is not involved in any doubt as to its proper solution. A treaty 
may supersede a prior act of Congress (Foster and Elana vs. Neilson, 2 Peters, 
erden Curtis, page i: Tho Clinton Bridge Company, 1 Walworth, page 

* + eS m 5 Wo! 
155.) In the cases referred to these principles were Epplied to treaties th 
foreign nations. 

Other cases might be cited to same effect, but I will only quote 
from one more. Mr. Justice Gray said, in delivering the opinion 
of the court in United States vs, Wong Kim Ark (169 U. S., 701): 

It is true that Chinese persons born in China can not be naturalized, like 
other aliens, by proceedings under the naturalization laws, but this is for 
want of any statute or treaty authorizing or e Ke. naturalization, 
as will 5 ba tracing the of thestatutes, treaties, or decisions upon 
that su Foc. ways bearing in a that statutes enacted Apes as 
well as treaties e by the President and Senate, must yield to the para- 
mount and supreme law of the Constitution. 

I challenge the production of any case in which a contrary 
doctrine can be found. There is none. ree 

Mr. Chairman, if there can be discovered no more convincing 
authority to sustain the contention that Con ossesses the 
pora under the Constitution, to enact the legislation proposed 

this bill than this treaty stipulation, then its advocates ma 
as well abandon all pretense that the Constitution has any bind- 
ing force and effect upon their action and boldly proclaim that, 
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in their judgment, the exigencies of the situation confronting 
them justifies their repudiation of that sacred instrument. 

On the day before yesterday the distinguished gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzELLI declared, in the course of his peek, 
that he was not impressed with the argument that all gov- 
ernment is by the consent of the governed.” One of the most 
cherished principles laid down in the great chart of American lib- 
erty and om, the immortal Declaration of Independence, is 
that governments derive their just powers from tke consent of 
the governed.” To sustain this principle our forefathers risked 
their fortunes and their lives. To perpetuate it we who have in- 
herited the blessings of free government, transmitted by those 
who proclaimed and successfully defended the principles upon 
which that Government was founded, should be willing to risk 
even our lives. [Applause.] But, after listening to the speech of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania and others who belong to his 
school of politics, Iam constrained to believe that the leaders of 
the Repunlionn party have not only lost all reverence for the 
Declaration of Independence, but that they are prepared, in order 
to accomplish their party purposes, to overthrow the very sheet 
anchor of our liberties, the Constitution itself. 

The gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Moopy] disclosed on 
yesterday the reasoning which lies behind the whole argument 
of those who, like himself, favor this proposed legislation. He 
declared with much fervor that, if what he described as the ‘‘ dic- 
tum“ of Judge Marshall, the greatest expounder of the Constitu- 
tion who ever lived, is to stand as the true interpretation of the 
Constitution, it will admit, if I caught his words aright, millions 
of the benighted inhabitants of the Philippine Islands into the en- 
joyment of all those Nahin en which are his . as an 
American citizen, Did it not occur to the gentleman, I ask, that 
he should at least be willing to permit the Filipino to enjoy his own 
birthrights, whatever they may be? This is true, Mr. Chairman, 
if it be the purpose of the Republican party to 3 hold 
and govern those islands. If gentlemen agree with the gentleman 
from Massachusetts and with me that such must be the inevi- 
table consequence of holding the Philippines, then I warn them 
against the policy which the Republican party is now pursuing in 
respect tothoseislands. If you believe that free trade with Puerto 
Rico will mean free trade with the Philippines, then I trust you 
will not be deceived by the specious and unsupported arguments 
of those who would fain have you believe that Congress can legis- 
late for the Territories of the United States unrestrained by the 
limitations and prohibitions contained in the Constitution itself. 
[Applaus] 

t would be difficult to exaggerate the importance of this ques- 
tion. Itisone of the great turning points of history, and the 
future not only of this country but of the world is deeply involved 
in its decision. It has not as yet received from the great body of 
the people the attention it deserves. Nevertheless, the humblest 
citizen of our Republic has a deep and personal stake in its de- 
cision. Representatives upon this floor owe it to the country that 
the clouds of SORRY and misrepresentation by which this ques- 
tion has been obscured shall be dispelled, and it is the pressing 
duty of each one of us to assist, so far as we may be able, in the 
formation of a sound body of public sentiment which will impera- 
tively call a halt in the Koy and rapid march which the Gov- 
ernmentisnow making towardimperialism. Men, good and true, 
1 fear, are being led astray by the ‘‘fifing and drumming,” flag 
waving, and all the other cant and tinsel of a cheap and spurious 
so-called patriotism. Away with the false idea that the spirit of 
commercialism, the greed for gain, the eager and unscrupulous 
worship of the dollar mark are the symbols of all that is worth 
3 in this world. 

Mr. Chairman, Iam not yet prepared to believe that the American 
people, if given their free choice, would deliberately elect to barter 
their own freedom for the pleasure of first conquering and then 
tyrannizing over the sayage tribes of the Philippines. A studied 
effort has been made to deceive and betray them. I pray it may not 
succeed. Even if the Government had both the physical and con- 
stitutional power to hold and govern the 7 7 as a subject 
colony, to do so would be a short-sighted and false eg In 
my judgment, the conquest and forcible annexation of the Philip- 
pines would prove p poaiuyay obstructive to the healthy e sion 
of our trade with China and the East generally. Certainly such 
a Coney; experiment is not worth the sacrifice of our freedom and 
the rights of others whose fate the fortunes of war have com- 
mitted, temporarily I trust, to our keeping. 

Mr. Chairman, for centuries the history of colonial Holland and 
Spain has been asickening record of nativeinsurrection and bloody 
suppression. England, the greatest colonial power on earth, hav- 
ing held India for more than a century, dares not to-day withdraw 
one of the 70,000 soldiers quartered there for the purpose of aiding 
in the subjugation of the brave and sturdy patriots of the Trans- 
vaal, lest revolt and insurrection may follow such action. The 
struggle for Spanish and American supremacy in the Philippines 


has drenched those unfortunate islands in blood for centuries, and 
the end is not yet. 

Mr. Chairman, I believe in expansion—in a natural, healthy 
growth of expansion—but I am opposed to this Government’s 
entering upon a bloody career of conquest and the substitution of 
a policy of imperialism for that pure republicanism bequeathed 
to us by our forefathers. I am proudof the history of the mother 
of States. It was under the Administration of Jefferson that the 
Lonisiana purchase was negotiated; Monroe was President when 
Florida was acquired, and Tyler presided over the destinies of 
this country when Texas was annexed. I revere the memories of 
Jefferson, Madison, Monroe, John Tyler, and Abel P. Upshur— 
they were all expansionists. Who would dare call them imperial- 
ists? The most generous and patriotic act the world has ever 
witnessed was that by which the State which I have the honor in 
part to represent upon this floor ceded to the continental govern- 
ment, and thereby made possible the establishment of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States, that magnificent domain known as 
the Northwestern Territory, out of which has been erected five 
and a part of a sixth of the States of this Union. That splendid 
act of * patriotism can never be too highly exalted. 
Daniel Webster said of Virginia in this connection: The honor 
is hers; let her enjoy it; let her forever wear it proudly.” [Long 
applause on the Democratic side.] 


Mr. MADDOX addressed the committee. See Appendix. 
Mr. BARTHOLDT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


During Mr. BARTHOLDT’s remarks the following occurred: 

The CHAIRMAN. . The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
has 5 
Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan- 
imous consent that the time of the gentleman be extended for five 
minutes. I want to ask him a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks that 
the time of the gentleman from Missouri be extended for five min- 
utes, Isthereobjection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. In the early part of his speech 
the gentleman spoke of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BEN- 
8 in behalf of the Goebelites of Misson: Now, I 
have no desire to mix up in the political controversies of Missouri, 
but I want the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. BARTHOLD T] to 
oe what he means by that expression. 

r. BARTHOLDT. r. Chairman, I have no desire to enter 
into a discussion of this question now. I occupied the floor on 
that question last week, and a complete answer of the question of 
the gentleman from Kentucky will be found in the RECORD in 
connection with the s h that I shall print to-morrow. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I hope the gentleman will have 
the manliness, if he used the expression in an opprobrious sense, to 
say so, and not attack Kentucky Democracy by innuendo. If he 
means to reflect upon the Kentucky Democracy, let him say so, 
and give some gentleman a chance to reply to him; and if not, 
strike it from the RECORD. I do not want to mix up in the con- 
troversy in Missouri, but I do not intend to allow the gentleman 
or anyone else to reflect upon the people I have the honor to rep- 
resent upon this floor. If the gentleman will eliminate that from 
his remarks, I have nothing to do with the controversy. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In reply to the gentleman from Kentucky, 
I wish to say that I do not represent anybody or any district in 
Kentucky, but I do represent my people, and my people regard the 
Democratic election law passed by the last Democratic legislature 
as just as bad as the Goebel election law of Kentucky. The reason 
for their opinion and the reason for my opinion the gentleman 
from Kentucky will find in the remarks that I delivered here a 
week ago, and which will be printed to-morrow. 

Mr. LER of Kentucky. I have assured the gentleman 
that I have nothing to do with the Missouri controversy nor do I 
intend tocriticise any position he has taken. I do not care how he 
criticises the law passed by the last Missouri legislature; but do 
not, in the effort to rid yourself of an evil, attempt to do an in- 
justice to a man or a measure that you know nothing of. 

Mr. GROSVENOR, Isuggest to the gentleman from Kentucky 
that he read an editorial published in the Louisville Courier- 
Journal upon this subject. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I think the gentleman from 
Ohio had better examine the election laws of his own State before 
he finds any fault with the Kentucky election law, for they are 
similar in many particulars, 

: 8 GROSVENOR. Les, we vote on a ballot; that far and no 
Ar ther. 
_ Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, there is a delightful serenity 
in the Constitution of the United States. Amid the contentions 
and rayages of the centuries the calmness of the venerable and 
remarkable document is still preserved. Its elasticity is unbreak- 
ableandits construction stillremains unfathomable. Individuals 
and provinces may transmigrate, but the Constitution of the 
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United States is an ever-present tangible evidence of the existence 
of the same political creed under different conditions. 

It is a remarkable fact that the influence of the Constitution is 
unvarying upon succeeding generations of interpreters and stu- 
dents. If it ever had or ever was likely to have an unanimity of 
interpretation, there would be tg, Be of the instrument losing its 
prestige, there would be anxiety lest the national life become 
sluggish, and there would be the deplorable probability of inertia 
in the legal profession. 

Whenever the Republic of the United States has discovered that 
its arg or commercial proportions were requiring a new suit 
of clothes, the constitutional tailors have gone into the ecstacies of 
the fashion business. [Laughter.] There has been considerable 
cloth wasted in attempting to produce a proper fit and an appro- 
priate at hs for the expanding national body; but somehow in the 
end the Republic has m as comfortably and prudently dressed 
as it ought to be, and surely well enough protected to escape any 
serious ailments or fatal maladies. Each time that the Republic 
has required a new dressing there seemed to have come the most 
difficult and alarming period for the constitutional tailors. On 
such times the old fashion plates were scanned and measured and 
contorted beyond a possible recognition, Laughter.] 

These periods have always been contentious times, very wear- 
ing on the nerves of sensitive folks, very prolific for patriotic as- 
surances, very suggestive for partisan efforts, and very solicitous 
for laymen who think there is some law in common sense and 
some safety in dealing with present difficulties in the light of 
present conditions and present necessities. Statesmen and jurists 
and political parties have been honest and earnest in conten- 
tions over constitutional limitations and constitutional admis- 
sions as applicable to important periods of progression in our na- 
tional life. The country has found able and sincere advocates on 
either side of a constitutional question, so easily provoked, when- 
ever an Administration or a legislature is called upon to meet and 
settle a new political problem, and sometimes even when an old 
and well-demonstrated application is given to a new condition. 

This state of affairs has never injured the Constitution or the 
country and never will. The Constitution was made for all time, 
and the country has intelligence and wisdom to meet the require- 
ments of present and future as it has past times. So the vigor 
and the ability with which the present constitutional contention 
is made over a present political condition which has arisen in 
Puerto Rico is merely following all precedent and history in the 

t, Anyone enjoying a legal fray might appear as plaintiff or 
defendant in the controversy with the surety of being able, at 
least, to have a standing in court and with the assurance of being 
able to secure conscientious advocates for either side of his choice. 

To some of us, to be sure, who are not of the legal profession 
there appears a sensible view to take of the situation in following, 
for temporary benefit for the Puerto Ricans and for present wel- 
fare for ourselves, any course which promises the equitable, 

ceful, and prosperous relations between the two peoples who 

ope and expect in proper time to become permanently and inti- 
mately associated in civil relations. That is the course which the 
Executive has taken, and wisely taken, for more than a year in 
our relations with Puerto Rico. And I deny that in the dealings 
of the Executive Departments with Puerto Rico the island and its 
people have not been benefited. 

Saving the disaster and destruction of property by hurricane, I 
assert that the physical, moral, and mental condition of the com- 
mon people of Puerto Rico has improved during a year and more 
of United Statestrusteeship. Their financial condition has not so 
improved except in that relief which they have from Spanish tax- 
ation. I would not, however, ye paas over that improvement, 
for it is great, and its burden, if still in force, would have been 
to-day unbearable in face of the hurricane’s destruction of coffee 
and sugar plantations. Their municipal relations among them- 
selves have improved—vastly improved. Their civil relations 
with this country—their political union with the United States— 
have not p as rapidly and as positively as the well-to-do 
ma ear ambitious classes in the island anticipated and de- 
sired, and I am bold here to state that I believe that much of the 
present contention, a great deal of the present political controversy 
in this House, is engendered by the too hasty effort of a class of 
Puerto Ricans to force Congressional action on lines which shall 
logically and swiftly lead to statehood. 

uerto Rico has become a pe plaster pars of the United States, 
She ought to and will remain a territo de of the United States. 
She secure, step by step, accordingly as she shows her apti- 
tude and her fitness, all the advantages, the blessings, and the 


prosperity which are inherent and assured to any territory which 
comes under the flag of the United States and the legislation of 
the United States Congress. But there should be no hasty action 
to place the island in the sisterhood of States. There should be no 
impatience in the island, and I believe there is no impatience in 
the United States, to hurry or to guarantee this relationship. 

Mr. Chairman, I would not too lightly treat the constitutional 


geese which may control revenue legislation affecting Puerto 
Rico. Neither would I too seriously charge the inhabitants of the 
island with impatient ambition to acquire the rights of statehood 
as paramount to all other things conditioned on their territorial 
relations with the United States. But what I do say is that the 
constitutional authority is so evenly combated, to say the least, 
and the ultimate object of the islanders for statehood is so appar- 
ent that neither the Constitution nor the statehood at this present 
time should interfere with this House cer pred and enactin 
legislation on revenue which commends itself as the most practic: 
and the speediest and the safest and the easiest for the temporary 
support and benefit of the island and her people. 
ow, the President, in his recommendation last December for 

the abolition of customs duties between Puerto Rico and the 
United States, had, I believe, one thought and one purpose, and 
one only. That was legislation which, with honor to the Puerto 
Ricans and with regard to our duty to the new possession, should 
afford a support for a wise and economical and progressive gov- 
ernment of the island and give business encouragement and hope 
to her pore That thought and that purpose was commendable 
to the kindly and patriotic heart of our President. 1t was wisely 
intended and rose above party tenets and partisan advantage. It 
may be taken as the earnest suggestion to Congress to do some- 
thing practical and effective. It was not dictatorial, nor has it 
been dictatorial,in its 5 as I have interpreted it or as I have 
subsequently heard of it. That thought and that purpose has 
now, as I believe it had last December, the sympath ai the ap- 
proval of the people of the United States. But I do not believe 
that either the President or the 8 are now contemplating any- 
thing more than the most practical temporary revenue legislation 
for Puerto Rico—an e ient for emergency situations. If it be 
shown that for the immediate future some legislation other 
than the abolition of customs duties is more available and more 
pene, then I believe it is not only the duty of this House, 

ut it is the sense of the Administration, as it will be the judg- 
ment of our people, that such legislation should be considered 
and enacted. 

It has been the judgment of the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee that the abolition of customs duties between 
the United States and Puerto Rico would not so well accomplish 
the relief for the island and her people, pressing and immediately 
necessary, as the legislation proposed in the bill now under con- 
sideration. For myself, I am sincerely of that opinion, and I 
advocate this measure as a wise, practical, efficient means for sup- 
port and encouragement for Puerto Rico and her people. Inter- 
esting as may be the constitutional question, sentimental as ma 
be the equality of all territory and all people under our flag, 
advocate this measure as a beneficent, though temporary, policy 
for Puerto Rico in raising for her revenue and in pin clatin 
her business and her trade. Fox icine on the Republican side. 

Paramount to the revival and the increase of business for the 
island is the necessity for revenue, for money, for cash, for the su 
port of its general government and its public institutions. It is 
repugnant to me, as I believe it unjust to the Puerto Ricans and 
unsanctioned by our le, who would help the independent pros- 
saves of the individual, to signal the advent almost of Puerto 

ico into Territorial relations with the United States by the impo- 
sition of a debt upon the island. Under Spanish régime, with the 
collections of multiform taxation, the island, in its corporate exist- 
ence, had kept free from mortgaged or bonded indebtedness, It 
does not occur to me as a proper policy for this Government in ony, 
form to sanction the support of the island by its bonded indebted- 
ness. It would at the very beginning of its new national life 
handicap and mortgage its future fiscal and business relations. It 
is unnecessary and would be unwise. There is left, then, the two 
means of providing revenue for the support of the island—by tariff 
or by direct taxation, discarding, of course, the charitable appro- 
priation from the United States * to meet running expenses 
of the island, which latter does not strike me as an encouragin 
omen for the cheer and independence of a people who can an 
should take care of them. 

Aslong—and that means always, I trust—as Puerto Rico remains 
a Territory of the United States, her commerce must be in very 
large measure with the United States. Her imports will come 
from the United States and her exports will go to the United 
States. The abolition of tariff duties between the island and the 
United States would necessarily leave a small volume of imports 
from the foreign countries upon which duties could be collected. 
The careful estimate has been made that the maximum amount of 
duties collected from foreign importations to Puerto Rico would 
not exceed $500,000 per annum. The lowest, most economical ad- 
ministration of general government for the island is carefully esti- 
mated to require $1,750,000. Under this estimate there is the ad- 
mitted necessity of much curtailment in works of public improve- 
mentnow being carried on under military administration, such as 
betterment of roads, building of schoolhouses, sanitary improve- 
ments, and the like, 
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These estimates show the deficit, under lessened public improve- 


ments, of some $1,250,000 revenue annually for the su of the 
island. How is this deficit to be met? Not by in taxation; 
not by that means, because there is no Targo revenue estimated 
from the island under the provisions of the United States internal- 
revenue law; not by that means particularly and emphatically, 
because upon internal and direct taxation must depend the sup- 
rt and improvement of municipalities and local affairs. So I 
iscard, for the present at least, the abolition of customs duties 


between Puerto Rico and the United States as a failure to pro- 
duce the necessary revenue wanted at once to E ody the island. 
And so, Mr. Chairman, I approve the bill of the Ways and 


Means Committee as a measure to produce revenue for the island 
of Puerto Rico, Let not the members on this side of the House 
be misled as to the purpose of our bill, Let not the sentiment of 
the country, which is desirous, and properly so, to deal justly with 
the new possession, to treat her as one of us, overlook the fact that 
the first and the just duty of this Congress is to furnish revenue 
for her support, and to furnish it in a way which shall make the 
people of the island feel their independence and not make them 
charity patients, This bill will be to Puerto Rico a revenue bill, 
whatever else it may be, It will, on most conservative estimates, 
raise a revenue of more than $2,000,000 annually, every penny of 
which shall be a fund in the hands of the President for his wise 
distribution for the benefit of the island and its people. 

Do you ask how I figure this amount of revenue? I doit in 
this way: Allow to the island the same amount and value of im- 
ports from foreign countries as were carefully estimated under 
the abolition of customs duties between the United States and 
Puerto Rico and there is a revenue of $500,000. Allow to the 
United States 60 per cent of the imports to the island, and there 
will be more, for Spain, under her exacting system, secured that 
per cent, and there will be collected by the rates of this bill 
more than 8607, 000. Thus, from the duties on imports into 
Puerto Rico, allowing for no increase over the business of the de- 
pressed years of 1898 and 1899, there will come to the island a 
revenue of more than $1,107,000 perannum. To this sum is to be 
added the customs duties collected on the island’s exports to the 
United States. I estimate those duties to be: On sugar, $480,000; 
on tobacco, if in form of leaf, $180,000; and if in form of cigars 
and cigarettes to the extent of one-quarter the whole exportation, 
six times that amount; on molasses, cattle, hides, fruits, etc., 
$200,000. Thus we have a total revenue on exports from the island 
of from $760,000 to $1,760,000 to add to the revenue from duties on 
1 into the island, making the total revenue estimated 
under present conditions of from $1,867,000 to $2,867,000. And this 
to meet an estimated necessary expenditure for goneral govern- 
ment of $1,750,000 per annum. Let me repeat and emphasize my 
advocacy of this measure because it gives Puerto Rico its necessary 
revenue, because it makes the islan erp | Shree and because 
it places in the hands of the President not a charitable fund, but a 
wisely arranged collection from the beneficiaries themselyes suf- 


ficient to administer the government of the island and continue | and 


the building of schoolhouses and public improvements. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

There has been somewhat said in this debate and much more 
published in press and pamphlet regarding the freedom of trade 
and the possession of markets by Puerto Rico under the Spanish 
rule. In a great measure the claim is misleading, if not a mis- 
representation. There was a restriction of trade and a contrac- 
tion of markets for Puerto Rico while the island was under the 
dominion of Spain. I wish to call attention to some of the notice- 
able facts of this restriction and this contraction. Export duties, 
customs duties, and consumption taxes were imposed on the ex- 
ports of the products of Puerto Rico, even when sent to Spain. 

The export duties and the cargo dues collected on the coffee 
which the island sent to Spain amounted to nearly $300,000 per 
annum, The coffee producer of Puerto Rico was compelied to 
pay 5.7 cents per pound upon the coffee for which he found a mar- 

et in Spain. Consequently for years there had been a steady di- 
version of the coffee trade from in, and latterly not morethan 
one-third of the great staple product of the island had found its 
market in the dominion country. This does not indicate freedom 
of trade between Spain and her island colony. The other markets 
which the island had for her coffee are still preserved, and had 
the hurricane not destroyed the coffee plantations there would be, 
under the provisions of this measure, better trade prospects for 
Puerto Rico’s staple products than ever before. 

There would have been in place of the 5.7 cents Spanish duty on 
coffee free importation to the marketsof the United States. Sugar, 
the second of the Puerto Rican products in value and in quantity, 
when exported to Spain was subjected to cargo and consumption 
dues amounting to 2.94cents per pound. The full United States 
tariff rates on sugar were less than the duties imposed in Spain 
on sugar from Puerto Rico, and one-fourth of those rates, as pro- 
posed by this bill, would amount to about three-eighths of a cent 
a pound on raw sugar and about one-half a cent per pound on 


refined sugar. It has been natural, then. thatthe rts of sugar 
from Puerto Rico to Spain have continually fallen off, and latterly 
the sugar imports from the island to the United States have been 
twice as large as they were to the dominion country. 

The third product of Puerto Rico for export has been tobacco, 
and under Spain the duties on that export amounted to nearly 15 
cents per pound on leaf, as against 8¢ cents under the proposed 
law now under consideration. The same heavy dues were levied 
on Spanish exports proportionately on the other and lesser pro- 
ductions of the island. It was the common comment before the 
war, and while Puerto Rico was subject to Spain, that trade rela- 
tions between the colony and the dominion country were burden- 
some, and, to quote from the expression of one of the largest mer- 
cantile firms on the island in 1898, it was one of the greatest 
complaints of the Puerto Ricans that they were denied free trade 
with Spain and treated as a foreign country.” 

Equal burdens were put upon imports into Puerto Rico by Span- 
ish law and royal decrees. Importers on the island were obliged 
to pay a license to do an importing business, varying from $1,750 
to $420 per year. No planter of coffee, sugar, or tobacco could 
import even machinery or food puppan from Spain or any other 
country without first of all paying this license for the privilege. 

, Mr. Chairman, there seems to me much exaggeration in the 
statement of freer trade relations which Puerto Rico enjoyed under 
Spanish dominion. Yet with these burdens the island claims to 
to have been fairly prosperous before the war. If that be true, 
how much more prosperity may she anticipate under a revenue 
law which so tly—yes, by threefold—reduces the taxation and 
tariff on both her imports and her exports. 

But there is beyond a measure of protection for Puerto 


Rican industry in the pro law. Before the war, before it was 
anticipated that Puerto Rico should become a Territory of the 
Unit growing move- 


States, there was a 3 developed and 
ment among the agricultural, industrial, and commercial interests 
of the island for a modification of their Spanish tariff on protect- 
ive lines and for the p of securing commercial treaties, 
especially with the United States. Industrial commissions were 
ordered by Spain to investigate and report on this matter. The 
commissions met, and it is interesting to read from the re of 
the special commissioner of the United States, Henry K. U, 
on the findings of these Puerto Rican tariff commissions in Decem- 
ber, 1898, Let me quote: 

The representations of the industrial leaders of Ponce, not originally in- 
tended for the United States, but for Spain, indicate that they not only de- 
sired to introduce new business enterprises, but that they knew that the 
only possible way of doi so was under the protection of judicious tariff 

ules. The arguments in support of the! yr ano ele ye al have 
long been familiar with in the United States. untries, they say, which 
have no industries of their own can never advance to the front rank. Manu- 
facturing countries are the richest and most powerful. They have the larg- 
est resources, the necessaries of life are within the reach of all, and the lower 
classes are better off. 3 is the source. they add, of p. 
because it contributes to the general education and to the general wealth’ of 
well-being, because it cheapens prices and enlarges the range of thi 
ible to the poor: of morality, because it gives work, stimulates to good habits, 
opens to woman a wide field of use ess. It improves social relations, 
lessens indigence and vice, and converts vagrants into prosperous working- 


ngs ACCESS- 
ha 


out positive protec “A government anxious for wealth and pres- 
t would not leave its industries to take care of themselves, but would 
them by removing or lowering the duties on raw pac mye by 

possible con- 


If such a course m: seem to shut out ther foreign 
competition, they argue that it would stimulate home competition and give 
9 better goods and cheaper goods. 
ey conclude their appeal to the Sagasta government at Madrid with 

these words, using reiteration to add emphasis: 

z m, protection, and protection, in every sense of the word, in all 
en and in every measure—this is what the industries of Puerto Rico 
n oe 


The report further says that— 


At an interview held at the office of this commission November 4 with the 
heads of the various gremios or unions of the artisans of San Juan, San 
ems head of the gremio of carpenters and president of the Federation of 

th tive duties on all manufac- 


xist here * * * for at ieast a number of years. After they are 
2 A.! look after themselves the competition of other markets could be ad- 
m . 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just what the Puerto Ricans sought for 
their commercial advantage just before the island became a ter- 
ritory of the United States this proposed measure gives them now. 
It affords the revenue protection which the industries of the 
island needed in 1898, which they need to-day. It treats the new 
possession in its relation to the old United States better than the 
old States and Territories are treated in their relations to each 
other. I commend this to those who are sentimental about a con- 
siderate care and a just equality for the commercial interests of 
Puerto Rico. 

There is a somewhat prevailing opinion in this House that the 
measure under consideration was especially inspired to protect the 
best- sugar and tobacco productions of the United States. It is the 
evidence of these parties particularly interested in these produc- 
tions, that the free importation into the United States of Puerto 
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Rican products was not now, or likely to be, a serious or material 


— 5 to any United States industry. I have believed and I still 
believe that free trade between the island and the United States 
would be of no material injury to the States and of no material 
benefit to the island. 

I do not now speak of its possible indirect effect in subsequent 
legislation as relating to other present or pr tive Territorial 
possessions. So much has been said of tobacco interests, and par- 
ticularly of Connecticut Valley tobacco concerns in this measure, 
that I wish to give some memorandum regarding Puerto Rican 
tobacco and its possible or probable relations with the United 
States grown leaf. The memorandum is prepared by Prof. Milton 
Whitney, of the Agricultural Department, and recently prepared, 
It reads as follows: 


ture and 
qualities are not inherentin the Puerto R bacco, as far as 

There are certain manufacturers who use the Puerto Rican type of dark, 
heavy wrapper leaf, but these manufacturers would not use the domestic or 
Sumatra type of wrapper under any circumstances. On the other hand, a 
manufacturer using the domestic or Sumatra style of wrapper would not 
use the dark, heavy Puerto Rican leaf under consideration, no matter at what 


cost it could be obtained. 
The following table gives, for the princi tobacco districts, the most 


reliable estimates obtainable of the total yield of the crop of 1808. the total 
yake e prepared for market, and the approximate average price per 
pound: 
Value 
District. Pounds. Total per 
value. pound. 
Connecticut V. 000,000 | $4,000,000 30.20 
43 Sh vje 000,000 | 2,250,000 OTE 
SIGUE SON < ——. ͤ ͤ—— — 000,000 | 1,200,000 12 
Florida: 
500, 000 450, 000 0 
500, 000 750, 000 50 
000,000 | 3,960, 000 12 
Ohio: . 
Zimmer Spanish f 13,125,000 1, 968, 000 15 
Little Dutch t 4.000, 000 480,000 12 
Gebhard 5, 000,000 750,000 15 
+ Filler. 


Connecticut Valley tobaccoisused ee eae! for wrap 
The refuse and torn leaves are not used for 


stitute for Sumatra wrapper on imported Cu 


comes 
Sumatra A 

The Pe: tobacco is a low-grade filler, used extensively in the 
manufacture of stogies, 5 low-priced cigars. It is unquestionably 
the cheapest and lowest grade filler leaf produced in this country at the pres- 
ent time, as measured by the present market demands. I do not see how the 
introduction of the Puerto Rican tobacco could affect materially the interests 
of the ecg vauk tobacco grower, as it would be forthe manufacture of 
an entirely different grade of ci; selling at a higher price than the Penn- 
sylvania rs can ever realize on their tobacco. There is always a de- 
mand for cheap cigars and cheroots, and the introduction of a better grade of 
foreign tobacco would hardly affect this grade of domestic tobacco. 

The New York tobacco comes midway in 1 4 between the Pennsyl- 
vania filler and the Connecticut Valley wrapper. is used to some extent 
for both pornak butis mainly a binder, corresponding to the Wisconsin 
leaf. It W. robably be affected to a considerable extent by the intro- 
duction of Puerto Rican tobacco. 

In Florida there are two types of tobacco, grown to about the same extent. 
The Cuban variety is used almost exclusively for filler purposes. and while 
they have wrapper grades it is difficult to sell such to the trade. This crop 
would be largely affected by the introduction of Puerto Rican tobacco, except 
that it might prove a desirable mixture, as it blends well with the Cuban and 


Puerto Rican filler leaf. 
The Florida-grown Sumatra is used almost exclusively for wrapper pur- 
and would not be affected to e introduction of 


The Wisconsin tobacco is the seed-leaf variety, similar to the Connecticut 
Valley tobacco, but is much coarser, with coarse veins, and is only adapted 
for binders for cigars. It is not used to 6 extent for filler pur- 

or for wrappers. It would hardly affected by the introduction of 
erto Rican tobacco. 

Ohio produces three types of tobacco. The Gebhard isa seed-leaf variety, 
used for wrapper oie and would hardly be affected by the introduction 
of Puerto Rican to! „The Zimmer Spa and the Little Dutch are both 
filler leaves exclusively, the former being the finest filler tobacco grown in 
this country. Both the Zimmer ppe andthe Little Dutch districts would 
be very y affected by the introduction of the Puerto Rican tobacco. 


~ FFF ety el) r aeara r r s a 


that the Florida- grown Cuban tobacco would 
by the introduction of Puerto Rico 1 but in some areas the 
the cultivation of this and extend 


Flori W. 

ida-gro’ tra | for wra 
se ates o ane The sion Sematra et for wpappar, purpoa; 
these tobaccos are of the same grade as the Puerto Rican tobacco. 
tobacco districts of this country would not, in my opinion; be very seriously 
affected by the introduction, duty free, of the Puerto Rican tobacco. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow mean 
interruption? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Does the gentleman believe that 
the introduction of Puerto Rico tobacco will not compete with the 
tobacco of Connecticut? 

Mr. RUSSELL. That is my firm belief, and I will go further 
and say that if left by itself we could have Habana tobacco brought 
into this country free of duty and it would be a boon for the leaf- 
tobacco growers of the country. 

Mr. RY of Connecticut. And the only serious competition 
we to-day fearin Connecticut is that of Sumatra tobacco, and later 
on, possibly, the more serious competition of Filipino tobacco, for 
which ~~ free importation of Puerto Rico tobacco may form a 
precedent. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Certainly; and I will seriously oppose the free 
importation of Sumatra or ane tobacco. 

r. HENRY of Connecticut. d the gentleman does not re- 
gard this as Spomeni measure? 

Mr. RUSSELL. Iregard it asa temporary measure which we 
as good Samaritans provide for the people of Puerto Rico. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, I disavow that there was saying m 
tended or anticipated in this measure of hostility to Puerto Rico 
and her people. I think I speak for the majority of the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means in declaring that friendly consideration 
and sincere effort to benefit the island was our purpose. 

You gentlemen on this side who are inclined on your first inter- 
pretation of the measure to question it as inconsiderate of the 
rights of Puerto Rico, as deliberated to burden or retard her com- 
mercial advancement, do the committee an injustice, and I speak 
kindly but . in so saying. You gentlemen on the other 
side who so violently attack the measure as a proposition which 
designs to make us masters over rather than partners with Puerto 
Rico are playing politics. You shout im ism. If it be im- 
poe to care for and protect and a ion which 

as come to us until she be able to stand alone to assume her full 
stature of equality and r ibility and burdens among the rest 
of her sisters in one great Republic, then we are imperialists; and 
there is neither shame nor tyranny in that position, but there is 
duty and honor and welfare for all concerned. [Long applause 
on the Republican side.] 


[Mr. LITTLEFIELD addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] is 
recognized for twenty minutes, 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. irman, I am in hearty sympathy with 
the general purposes of those who speak for the most liberal treat- 
ment of Puerto Rico, but it by no means follows that the exact 
pani outlined by the President in his message should be adopted 

y Congress. 

The President suggests the propriety of unrestricted trade be- 
tween Puerto Rico and the States of this Union. His proposal, in 
short, is to strike off all the existing tariff duties upon all ship- 
ments, both to and from the island, in its commerce with the 
United States. 

This proposition was referred to the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee, and its chairman introduced a bill to at once carry out the 
a igi of the President, 

hat committee entered upon the investigation of the whole 
question and soon encoun difficulties that have not been gen- 
erally understood by the people of this HASA 

The discussion of this question has followed along the lines of 
abstract principles, without taking sufficient account of actual 
conditions that must be met. 

The question that we must determine is, in a few words, simply 
toie: The President recommends the removal of all the saran a 

uties. 

The committee reports that the present duties collected in the 
island are used to carry on the existing government, and that if 
these duties are all immediately repealed there must be some other 
means provided for carrying on that government. The commit- 
tee could not devise any method for providing immediate revenues 
for that 5 and therefore they answer the proposition of the 
President by this bill. which provides: 

1. The 5 tariff duties between the United States and Puerto 
Rico shall be reduced to one-fourth the rates now collected under 
the Dingley Act. A further reduction is suggested by some, and 
may be agreed to. 

2. The proceeds of these duties, whether collected in Puerto Rico 
or the United States, shall be set apart as a special fund for the 
use of the government of the island and for school purposes there. 


‘ 
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This law is evidently intended as a temporary expedient, but I 
think it would be well to so state by some form of amendment to 
the bill, so as to assure the inhabitants of the island that fuller 
commercial freedom is in store for them as soon as other and per- 
manent means can be provided for raising revenues for her pub- 
lic needs, 

Is there anything unfair or unjust toward these people in the 
proposed plan? $ 

o one in this House can have a more kindly feeling toward the 

Puerto Ricans than I have. 

I visited that island in company with the gentleman from In- 
diana Mr. Lanpis] a year ago. I was struck with the friendly 
reception that Americans universally received. It was notfeigned. 
We were received with a warm welcome by thelittle children; and 
children speak the truth. When little boys and girls ran out by 
the roadside and handed us oranges and refused to receive pennies 
in exchange and shouted, ‘‘Americano mucho bueno,” I knew that 
they felt Kindly toward the people of the United States. The 
friendly feeling was too frank and open to be doubted for a mo- 
ment. 

In dealing with that island we should recognize the fact that its 
situation is different from that of other islands that have fallen 
to us as the result of the treaty with Spain. The Committee on 
Ways and Means was confronted with very grave problems in the 
preparation of this bill. Let me call the attention of the Commit- 
tee of the Whole to some of those difficulties. 

My friend from Indiana and myself had an interview, through 
the aid of an interpreter, with General Henry’s cabinet, who were 
advising and aiding him in the administration of the affairs of 
that island, and I questioned those gentlemen as to the methods 
of taxation, the plans of raising revenue with which to run the 
schools, to pay the expenses of the courts and the police, and to 
keep the roads in repair. We were assured that the system of 
taxation under the Spanish Government had been in the main 
levies upon production and upon consumption. Milk was taxed 
a cent a quart; beef was taxed when it was killed and taken into 
the cities for consumption. Almost every article of food, almost 
every single article of consumption, such as charcoal, was taxed 
in some form. It is true that the land was also taxed, but it was 
taxed upon such an unequal basis as would be wholly unsatisfac- 
tory in any State in the American Union. 

ow, it is necessary to provide some system of taxation for that 
island. I asked my friend [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] who has just 
taken his seat and who has pleased the House and the galleries by 
his wit and his eloguence—I asked him the question whether we 
were not confronted with the alternative that we must allow that 
island to bond itself for from three to ten millions of dollars or 
else provide substantially the method of revenue devised in this 
bill, and he conceded that the bill must pass or else the island 
must be bonded for its running mses. He su ted also the 
further remedy of appropriating money from the National Treas- 
ury as a substitute for both debt and local taxation. 

Mr. Chairman, the annual expenses of that island will be any- 
where from two to three million dollars. It is proposed to bond 
it to the amount of from three million to ten million dollars and 
have it start upon its career as a Territory or as a State in the 
American Union, should it become one, loaded down with a heavy 
debt, though among its misfortunes it has at least the present 
good luck to be free from its old burden of Spanish bonds and to 
owe nothing in its governmental capacity. Either revenues must 
be provided, the island must be bonded, or else there must be an ap- 
propriation made out of the Treasury of the United States and 
taxes levied upon the people of Maine, Iowa, and Tennessee to 
support the government of that island. Is my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the leader of the minority on this 
floor—I ask his attention—is he ready to tax the people of Ten- 
nessee to pay the expenses of governing the island of Puerto Rico? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; as quickly as I would do the same 
for Arizona or New Mexico. 

Mr. LACEY. But Arizona and New Mexico pay internal, 
revenue taxes. Arizonaisabarrencountry. Arizona is, perhaps- 
the most unfortunate of all our possessions, so far as her obliga- 
tions to the hand of Nature are concerned. But Puerto Rico, 
little Puerto Rico, the size of the Congressional district which it 
is my honor to represent, with an area of 3,600 square miles, has a 
population of 1,000,000 people. In legislating for Puerto Rico we 

ave a different proposition from that of legislating for a sparsely 

*populated Territory which, when settled with Americans, is to 
come in as a State. This island has already its full share of popu- 
lation. It is densely settled by law-abiding and peaceable people. 

In going through Puerto Rico I felt as safe as I would in Ken- 
tucky. The gentleman from Indiana eek LANDISs ], with his wife 
and little boy, together with my daughter and myself, passed un- 
armed and unescorted through that island. We were suprised to 
see that it was well tilled from the tops of the mountains to the 
very waves of the sea. One day I selected, at random, S miles from 
the nearest town, a piece of ground which, measured by my eye, 


embraced about 100 acres. How many houses do you suppose 
were on it? I counted forty-five of those little thatched cottages, 
with inmates averaging 10 to 12 each; between 450 and 500 peo- 
ple on 100 acres of land in a country district. There is not a 
country town in Tennessee, Iowa, or Maine that is as thickly pop- 
ulated as the farming region in Puerto Rico outside of the towns. 
Florida would have a population of thirteen and a half million of 
people if it were as densely populated as Puerto Rico. 

Iowa would have nearly 16,000,000 upon the same scale of settle- 
ment. We find this little island filled with peop’e—300 to the 
square mile—kind, easily governed, and traciable. Puerto Rico 
in four hundred years has grown until it swarms with people. 
It is a veritable human ant hill. In its genial climate the children 
play naked by the roadside until they are 6 or 7 years old, almost 
free from the diseases which decimate the rising generation in 
colder climes. It is the gem of the ocean. It stands away out 
béyond the heated Gulf Stream in the cold waters of the Atlantic, 
for the waters of the north sweep down and temper the climate, 
relieving the people of most of the deadly fevers which are such 
an obstacle to the growth and prosperity of Cuba and other islands 
of the West Indies. The people have been fairly prosperous not- 
withstanding the bad effects of 1 misgovernment. We are 
on trial quite as much as Puerto Rico is. 

We must give them something better than they have had here- 
tofore under the Government of Spain; and this bill. Mr. Chair- 
man, with all the criticisms that have assailed it, will certainly 
accomplish that. 

It is provided in the bill that the revenues of the island, those 
received through the custom-houses of the island, whether paid 
by American shippers to the island or pe by the islanders them- 
selves when they are shipping into the United States, shall be 
used for the benefit of the insular government. 

Mr. McCULLOCH. If this island is so magnificent asthe gentle- 
man describes it, and so prosperous under ordinary conditions, 
why can it not stand the system of general taxation that we apply 
to the rest of the country? 

Mr. LACEY. It undoubtedly can, but at present it has no such 
system. In mse to the gentleman from Arkansas, I will say 
that the difficulty is that heretofore Cuba ordinarily took most 
of the tobacco from Puerto Rico, worked it up into alleged genuine 
Habana cigars, and exported it in that form. Spain took near] 
all of the coffee produced there. It is a peculiarly fine coffee, an 
the Spanish coffee drinkers had learned to use it and paid a much 
higher price than Americans are willing to pay for it. 

hat coffee will become known and appreciated by our people 
in due time, and they will become willing to pay the price war- 
ranted by its superior excellence. 

But the fact remains that the old Spanish coffee market has 
been cut off, and the American market has not yet taken its place. 

Having lost her market, without getting another in its stead, 
the 1 islanders scarcely know which way to turn. To add 
to the difficulties of the situation, the terrific cyclone of last year 
swept over the island and destroyed hundreds of lives and millions 
of dollars’ worth of property. 

Wemust grant relief to the people there. This bill pronos todo 
that. It does not propose to deprive the people of the money col- 
lected there. It does not propose to send the taxgatherers to the 
island. It is proposed to use the money collected through the or- 
dinary channels, the customs-houses of the United States, for the 
benefit of the people of the island and for no other purpose. The 
bill furnishes the practical machinery, and the money raised 
under it will be used to carry on the government of the island. 
When a complete local civil government shall be organized, f1- 
miliar with all the details of local conditions. a system of taxatiim 
adapted to the wants of the people can be devised and all these 
custom dues removed. : 

Mr. LLOYD. Will the gentleman state how much revyen ie, 
in his judgment, will be furnished by the bill? 

Mr, LACEY. No one can tell with absolute accuracy. It an 
only be estimated. We have the estimate of the chairman of the 
Committee on Ways and Means in his opening — He esti- 
mates the revenues at $2,300,000 and expenses about $2,000,000, 
including the pro school system. I have no disposition to 
criticise that estimate. I have not sufficient data to justify me 
in saying that it is inaccurate. This proposition relieves the 
islands entirely from the operations of the internal-revenue tax 
for the time being. The Insular Committee is preparing and is 
about ready to report a bill in which the privilege is given to the 
penie of the island to manage their own affairs under a form of 

erritorial government. 

Mr. LLOYD. Then this bill, as I understand, in your opinion, 
will provide sufficient revenue for the support of the island? 

Mr. LACEY. I understand that it will. 

And now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that so far as the island 
of Puerto Rico is concerned the situation is entirely different from 
that of the Philippine Islands. This legislation is arg sete in 
part, for the purpose of making a legal test. Icare but little for 
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that. The test could have been made by leaving a duty on cocoa, 
or some one of the items or any of the items exported or imported 
from the island, which would have answered the same Aers 
But I do not understand that the main purpose of the bill is to 
make that test, although, as a matter of fact, it grows out of it as 
an incident, as I understand the operation of the bill 


The arguments have been so persistently directed to the consti- 
tutional question involved in the assumption of the right to levy 
duties on goods transported to and from Puerto Rico and the 


United States that the actual operations of the proposed law seem 
to have been nearly lost sight of. 

The question is an intensely practical one. The island must 
have revenues to carry on its local government. Their revenues 
are mainly collected at present in the custom-houses. New 
methods of taxation must be devised to take the place of the pres- 
ent system. These new methods can be much better formulated 
by a local legislature, fully informed as to the habits, customs, 
wishes, and necessities of the island. It will take time to prepare 
and pass a law providing a system of local self-government. 
When that question has been settled it will take further time for 
the local government to formulate and enact an appropriate sys- 
tem of taxation. 

When the system shall be adopted it will take further time to 
make assessments and tax levies and to begin the collection of the 
same. The taxes at this moment being collected in the various 
States of the Union were generally levied last year and are now 
being slowly paid in to the taxgatherers. It will take probably 
two years’ time to create and put such a system into operation. 
Now, what is to be donein the meantime? It is easy to make a 
declaration in favor of immediate and untrammeled trade be- 
tween the United States and Puerto Rico, but what is to be done 
in the interim between the two systems? There is a transition 

od to be provided for. 

It is to this question, overlooked by the public generally and by 
many of the members of this House, that the Committee on Ways 
and Means were compelled to address their attention. The theorist 
moins ignore this feature of the problem. 

he practical legislator must leave no vacuum in the local 
treasury. Nature abhors a vacuum, particularly in a govern- 
mental safety vault. The committee simply say: 

Let us throw off three-fourths of these duties and give the other fourth 
to the people, and during this interval also relieve the island from internal- 
revenue taxes. 

Of course this plan ought not to be adopted if it is forbidden by 
our Constitution, and hence, of necessity, the constitutional ques- 
tion must be and has been discussed in this debate. 

I have preferred to direct my remarks in this controversy mainly 
to the 3 features of the proposed bill. 

But I wish to take a little time in the discussion of the power of 
Congress to enact such a law. 

In the acquisition of territory in the past we have annexed un- 
inhabited regions and have legislated almost wholly with a view 
tothe building up of contiguous American States upon virgin soil. 
The legislation of the and the decisions of the courts haye 
been with reference to those conditions. By acquiring the Phil- 
ippines, with 10,000,000 people, and Puerto Rico, with a million 
more, Hawaii, with 150,000 more, all at a considerable distance 
from our shores, we find ourselves involved in new questions, and 
the written Constitution must be construed in the light of these 
new surroundings. If there is no present power under the Con- 
stitution to enact suitable legislation to meet these new conditions 
and hey eee, the Constitution should be so amended that 
the problem may not remain insoluble. 

If the authorities and reasons seem equally balanced, Congress 
should resolve the doubt in favor of exercising the necessary 
powers to legislate for these new conditions. 

The Constitution was framed with special reference to the thir- 
teen original States and the adjacent territory which was to be 
ceded to the General Government by the States. The fathers were 
many of them fearful of the future growth of the country, but 
the expansion process has gone on, and every extension of our do- 
main has proven of advantage to the whole. In 1803 Jefferson 
sent Monroe to buy from Bonaparte, the First Consul, the mouth 
of the Mississippi River. Bonaparte staggered Monroe by offer- 
ing to sell the whole Louisiana Territory instead for $15,000,000. 
Fortunately there was no Atlantic cable; and those who thought 
the transaction unconstitutional could not make their objections 
until it was too late. That purchase cost the United States 3§ 
cents an acre. 

The cession of territory by Georgia cost the General Govern- 
ment 10.1 cents an acre more; Spanish Florida cost 17.1 cents an 
acre; the great cession from Mexico cost 4.5 cents an acre; the 
Gadsden purchase cost the most of all, when we purchased the 
deserts of southern Arizona at 34.3 cents an acre. e Texas ces- 
sion cost 25.17 cents an acre, and Alaska, the most unpromising of 
all, cost 1.14 cents an acre. 

Every purchase has been criticised and condemned in one gen- 


eration and then approved and the lands held with satisfaction in 
the generation following. It is a bad land indeed that American 
enterprise can not get any good out of. The very sands of the 
sea of Alaska now sparkle with gold, and the Louisiana purchase 
has become immensely more important than the whole American 
Union was at the time that Monroe closed out that remarkable 
real-estate transaction. 

With nearly 80,000,000 people at the beginning of the twen- 
tieth century, this nation will resolutely face its future destiny. 
That destiny bids the American people to accept the ocean as a 
part of the heritage of the future. 

These islands, if held by us, must be held for the twofold pur- 
pose of bettering the condition of their people and for the advan- 
tage of our own people in taking a prominent, if not the first, place 
in the general commerce of the world. 

Statesmen should not descend to the business of merely playing 
party politics on great questions like these, and I am gratified to 

able to testify that most of this discussion has been upon a very 
high plane and has been confined almost exclusively to the ques- 
tions embraced in the proposed legislation. 

The constitutional question has n so elaborately discussed by 
the members of the committee having the bill in charge that I 
will not devote as much time to the subject as its importance 
would seem to demand. The Constitution provides: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes. duties, imposts 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States: but all duties, imposts and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

When Calhoun invented the dogma that the Constitution car- 
ried African slavery with it wherever it went, and also the further 
dogma that the Constitution, of its own power, extended itself at 
once, slavery and all, over California and our other new posses- 
sions, in one of his speeches in the Senate he attempted to clinch 
ae argument by reading the sixth amendment, which provided 

at— 

This Constitution * * shall be the supreme law of the land. 

Webster, who sat near him, asked the question, What land?” 

On July 7, 1898, Hawaii was annexed, and the resolution of 
annexation provided— 

Until legislation shall be enacted extending the United States custom laws 


and lations to the Hawaiian Islands the existing customs relations of the 
Hawatian Islands to the United States and other countries shall remain un- 


How could this be if the Constitution and its provision as to 
uniform customs laws at once extended to Hawaii at the time of 
its annexation? Many gentlemen opposing this bill on constitu- 
tional grounds are on reeord as voting without hesitation for the 
Hawaiian plan. 

The question was a pertinent one then, and it is the question 
now in dispute. 

The right of a nation to grow depends no more upon its consti- 
tution than the right of a child to grow depends upon law. The 
tree that ceases to grow begins to decay; the nation that ceases to 
grow is ready for its decline. 

There is only one constitutional question involved in the present 
controversy, and that is as to whether Congress is bound to make 
excises, im , and duties in all our new possessions uniform 
5 those in force in the United States. The Constitution pro- 
vides: 

The Congress shall have 


and tions respectin, 
United States. £ 


x — ee avo been ara ee AENDE the proposi- 
on mgress power to legis or these possessions 
without making the duties uniform. 

Whatever we may conclude in this debate, the Supreme Court of 
the United States is the final arbiter upon this question. The 
United States Government in Florida and Louisiana assumed not 
to be bound by strict constitutional limitations in the government 
of those Territories. 

General Jackson refused, as governor of Florida, to recognize 


wer to dispose of and make all needful rules 
e territory and other property belonging to the 


even the writ of habeas corpus, because it had not been extended to 
Florida by Congres, and ident John Quincy Adams sustained 
him in it. In 


uisiana, under Jefferson, the ah 5 to trial by 
jury was limited to cases exceeding $100, though the Constitution 
provided that the right of such trial should not be taken away 
where the amount in controversy exceeded $20. 

There are legislative, executive, and judicial precedents recog- 
nizing the authority of Co to legislate for the Territories’ 
and possessions of the United States. 

The ies e Court is a much more congenial place for the dis- 
cussion of constitutional questions than this assembly. 

Points of law are never applauded in that court. We must 
wait for a final authoritative decision from that calm and dispas- 
tionate tribunal after the proposed legislation shall have become 
she subject of judicial 8 

In Fleming vs. Page (9 Howard, 616) the Supreme Court of the 
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United States discusses the question and 3 declares that 
the ports of one of these new ons are not domestic ports 
within the meaning of the Constitution, and that the rule of uni- 
formity of duties does not apply. I quote an extract from the 
opinion: 

This construction of the revenue laws has been uniformly given by the ad- 
ministrative department of the Governmentinevery case that has come before 
it. And it has, indeed, been given in cases where there appears to have been 
— ol ground for regarding the place of shipment as a domestic port; for 
after Florida had been ceded to the United States, and the forces of the United 
States had taken possession of Pensacola, it was decided by the Treasury De- 
partment that goods imported from Pensacola before an act of Congress was 
passed erecting it into a collection district, and eee the appointment 
of a collector, were liable to duty; that is, that although Florida by ces- 
sion, actually become a of the United States, and was in our on, 
yet, under our revenue laws, its ports must be regarded as foreign until they 
were established as domestic by act of Congress; and it appears that this de- 
cision was sanctioned at the time by the Attorney-General of the United 
States, the law officer of the Government. 

And although not so directly ny Go se to the case before us, yet the deci- 
sions of the Treasury Department in relation to Amelia Island and certain 
ports in Louisiana, after that province had been ceded to the United States, 
were both made upon the same grounds. And in the latter case, after a cus- 
tom-house had been established by law at New Orleans, the collector at that 

lace was instructed to regard as foreign ports Baton Rouge and other set- 

ements still in the possession of 8 „whether on the Mississippi, Iberville, 
or the seacoast. The Department in no instance that we are aware of, since 
the establishment of the Government, has ever ized a placeina newly 
acquired country asa domestic port, from which the coasting trade might be 
carried on, unless it had been previously made so by act of Congress. 

The principle thus adopted and ac upon by the Executive Department 
of the Government has been sanctioned by the decisions in this court and the 
circuit courts whenever the question came before them. We do not prop 
to comment upon the different cases cited in the argument. It is sufficient 
to say that there is no discrepancy between them. d ail of them, so far as 
they apply, maintain that under our revenue laws every port is regarded as 
a foreign one unless the custom-house from which the vessel clears is within 
a collection district established by act of Con; and the officers granting 
the clearance exercise their functions under the authority and control of the 
laws of the United States. 


In Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 164) the Supreme Court of 
the United States decided that San Francisco was not a domestic 
port, entitled to uniform duties, until Congress had so declared. 

I quote: 

The territory had been ceded as a conquest, and was to be preserved and 
3 as such until the sovereignty to which it had passed had legislated 

or it. That sovereignty was the States, under the Constitution, by 
which power had been given to Congress to dispose of and make all needful 
rules and e re mag Aw T E the territory or other property belonging 
to the Uni States, with the power also to admit new States into this Union, 
with only such limitations as are expressed in the section in which this power 
is given. The government, of which Colonel Mason was the executive, had 
its origin in the lawful exercise of a belligerent right over a conquered terri- 


tory. 

It had been instituted during the war by tne command of the President of 
the United States. It was the government when the territory was ceded as 
a conquest, and it did not cease, as a matter of course, or as a necessary con- 
sequence of the restoration of peace. The President ht have dissolved it 
by withdrawing the Army and Navy officers who administered it. but he did 
not doso. Congress could have put an end to it, but that was not done. The 
right inference from the inaction of both is that it was meant to be con- 
tinued until it had been legislatively changed. No presumption of a con- 
trary intention can be made. Whatever may have been the causes of delay, 
it must be presumed that the delay was consistent with the true policy of the 
Government. the moreso. as it was continued until the people of the 
Territory met in convention to form a State government, which was subse- 
gunay recognized by Congress, under its power to admit new States into 

* * 


s * * * * 

Our conclusion from what has been said is that the civil government of 
California, organized as it was from a right of 8 did not cease or be- 
come defunct in consequence of the signature of the treaty or from its rati- 
fication. We think it was continued over a ceded conquest, without any vio- 
lation of the Constitution or laws of the United States, and that until Congress 
legislated for it the duties apn foreign goods porien into San Francisco 
were legally demanded and lawfully received by Mr. Harrison, the collector 
of the port, who received his appointment, according to instructions from 
Washington, from Governor Mason. 

As to Puerto Rico, the exercise of this power in Con is nec- 
essary, because it will be for the good of the island to provide 
revenues for the government there until a permanent civil gov- 
ernment can be provided and put into operation. 

This is no time for mere political sparring or fencing. The 
welfare of the island of Puerto Rico should not be trifled with in 
the interests of any political party. Gentlemen on the opposition 
side of the House have taken occasion in this debate to criticise 
many things, or, rather, all things, done by the present Adminis- 
tration. They have disapproved of the conduct of the war with 
Spain. 

It is some consolation to know that the conduct of that war was 
also sag, seh by the Spanish Government. 

When I hear the other side assuming to be the defenders of the 
President I must be pardoned for being unable to recognize their 
sincerity. Weare accustomed to hear constant denunciation of 
Mr. Cleveland from his former Democratic associates, and it is a 
daily occurrence to hear them sound the praises of Lincoln, Grant, 
and Garfield; but we must recollect that these Republican states- 
men are all dead. When these gentlemen assume to take up the 
cause of one of our living leaders we may well beware. 

The Administration and the Congress have had a closer and bet- 
ter understanding with each other than at any time in fifty years. 
The President served so long in this body that he fully under- 
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stands and appreciates its motives, methods, and p , and 
there is little . of antagonism growing out of mere matters of 
detail in the accomplishment of a desired common purpose. 

To-day we are face to face with the proposition as to whether 
the Congress of the United States can in due time legislate in 
regard to the Philippine Islands. Are our friends on the other 
side willing to have it determined that the cotton of the Sonth 
shall be placed in absolute and equal competition with that pro- 
duced in the Philippines? Are they prepared to say that the 
agreement for a ten years’ open door with Spain in the Philippines 
shall also indirectly open in the United States the ports of San 
Francisco and give free trade through Spanish channels with 
foreign countries and the United States? You must remember 
that that treaty was indorsed by Mr. Bryan and ratified with the 
aid of Democratic votes. 

It is therefore, Mr. Chairman, much more than a mere political 
party question that we are considering to-day. I regret that our 
opponents seem so willing to discuss everything from a party 
standpoint alone. 

I wish to read in this connection from the Washington Post of 
this morning an extract from a speech of Senator Gorman made 
before the national Democratic committee at the Raleigh Hotel 
in this city yesterday: 

Let the party in ore hold its convention first, as it has always done,” 
said Mr. Gorman. “Let it complete its record in Congress.“ he said, “and 
put forth its principles in its platform, and then let us meet both the record 
and the platform with our indictment, as we have done in the past.“ 

And then, after determining in advance to find an indictment 
against the party in power” for 55 that it might do, they 
patriotically chose the Fourth of July as the date for a party con- 
vention. ‘The day that should be devoted to high and patriotic 
national observance is set apart for the eee purpose of indict- 
ing the Administration of William McKinley for whatever it has 
done in the past and for whatever it may do in the future. 

The criticism of a party whose leaders in advance resolve to 
find an indictment against whatever their opponents may do 
loses much of its weight with the people. 

Luckily, they will not have the 8 to include soup 
houses, industrial panics, and general lack of employment among 
the counts of their indictment. 

We should endeavor to solve the question before us in a practi- 
cal way for the benefit of the American people and for the best 
interests of the people whose lot has been cast with us under the 
recent TAT with Spain. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, we are near the 
close of the fifth day of a debate that will be memorable in the 
annals of the American Congress. I should be alarmed at the 
dangers that have been prophesied against our country and against 
the islands under our jurisdiction by the passage of the pending 
measure were it not for the recollection that the same gloomy 
forebodings have been indulged in before every great forward 
step our country has made, from the time when we were only a 
Confederacy to this hour. The constitutional objections that are 
alleged against the pending measure have been made in one form 
or another from the beginning of our national history. 

Though it was my fortune once, for a time, to be associated 
with men learned in the law, I make no pretense to critical! 
knowledge such as has been arrayed here on both sides of thi 
question during the last five days. I shall speak not as a lawyer, 
but as a layman, and as such I ask the gentlemen on the other 
side if Horan name one great step in the advance of our national 
progress : t has not béen contested on the ground of unconstitu- 
tionality 

Our first national expansion was made in the face of this objec- 
tion. The Northwest Territory became the common property of 
the United States by various Atlantic coast States—which claimed 
to the ry gk River—relinquishing their Territorial rights be- 
yond the h waters of streams flowing into the Atlantic and 
ceding the same to the General Government. The State of Mary- 
land exacted this as a condition precedent to the ratification of 
the Articles of Confederation. But those articles nowhere, either 
directly or indirectly or by implication, authorized the Con- 
gress to acquire, retain, or govern territory:” and yet under this 
confederacy the Congress did, without warrant of law, acquire 
and retain territory and did institute government, and under such 
conditions that its beneficial influence has been felt from that 
day to this, and will continue to be while the Government endures. 

hough the constitutionality of the act was seriously questioned 
at the time, who is there now to cast a word of reproach against 
the men who thus builded so wisely into the foundations of the 
Republic? When the present Constitution was framed it was 
thought best to confer upon the Congress a power which had been 
assumed by the Congress of the Confederacy without constitu- 
tional authority. 

No man on either side the Chamber, as I recall, in this discus- 
sion has had the temerity to claim that the acquisition of the 
Louisiana Territory was made by constitutional authority. Jef- 
ferson himself said it was without warrant in the Constitution, 
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Yet Jefferson has no single claim to the gratitude of the Amer- 


ican people comparable to that which has grown out of the viola- 
tion of the letter but the maintenance of the spirit of that great 
instrument. President Jefferson stood in the same attitude to the 
peo le of the 8 asa subordinate commander on the battle- 

eld does to his chief. With written orders in his pocket directing 
where and how he shall do, with the commander in chief a mile 
or more in the rear, the officer on the line, seeing an unlooked- 
for ee ste keeps the spirit by violating the letter of the 


comman 

He does to his chief as Jefferson said with reference to the 
Louisiana purchase: 

We will throw ourselves u the people, believing they will justify the 
acts, which they would have done had they been in our place. 

The act by which was made the second great acquisition of ter- 
ritory sounded the death knell of the strict-construction theory 
and the star of Hamilton rose to the ascendant, shining on the 
pathway of implied ponos and liberal construction. 

Shortly after the Louisiana purchase had been annexed to the 
Union the question arose as to government of the territory so 
acq en, as now, the Congress was confronted by the 
theory of constitutional limitations of its power to legislate for 
the Territories. Mr. Nicholson, of Maryland, an able and faithful 
disciple of Jefferson, declared that Louisiana was not a State. 

It is— 

He said— 

a territory purchased by the United States in their confederate ca ity and 
may be disposed of by mat 3 It is in the nature of a colony whose 
commerce may be regulated without any reference to the Constitution. 

Mr. Rodney, another able advocate and defender of the policy 
of Mr. Jefferson, said in effect that the Constitution was made for 
States and not for Territories. 

The bill shows— 

Argued Mr. Rodney— 


that have a power in the Territories which th 


the States, and that the limitations of power found in 


applicable to States and not to Territories. 

John Randolph, another great leader and supporter of the Jef- 
fersonian policy, said: 

Gentlemen will see the necessity of the United States taking possession of 
this country in the capacity of sovereigns to the same extent as that of the 

g government of the province. 

Scarcely had the status of the newly acquired Territory been 
determined in its relation to the power of Con to govern it 
when another question arose, involving, as was believed and con- 
tended, an important constitutional question demanding settle- 
ment. That question was as to whether any part of the Louisi- 
ana purchase could be admitted as a State into the Union. On 
this es corsa Uriah Tracy, of Connecticut, voiced the position of 
the Federalists when he said: 

We can acquire and hold territory, but to admit the inhabitants into the 
Union to make citizens of them and States by treaty we can not constitu- 
tionally do, and no subsequent act of legislation or even ordi. amendment 
to our itution can legalize such measures. If done at all, they must be 
done oo universal consent of all the States or parties to our political 


Less than a decade after this declaration Louisiana came knock- 
ing at the doors of Con , asking for admission to the Union. 
Josiah Quincy, the leader of the minority, and one of the ablest 
of the many able men Massachusetts has sent to the Congress of 
the United States, declared in effect that— 


If Louisiana comes in, Massachusetts goes out of the Union. 


And this on the ground of the unconstitutionality of such ad- 
mission. It was not for a South Carolinian first to lift the hand 
of incipient rebellion. It was rather for a distinguished son of 
Massachusetts to declare that the bonds that bound the States of 
this Union together were severed if Louisiana came in, and that 
Massachusetts was thereby absolved from her allegiance. But, 
Mr. Chairman, the man who gave utterance to those sentiments 
lived to regret it and to revise his judgment. And in that supreme 
test which came to the nation fifty years afterwards the sons of 
that grand old Commonwealth repudiated the declarations of 
Quincy, and with the words of another and still more illustrious 
representative inscribed upon her banners, Liberty and Union, 
now and forever, one and inseparable,” they went forth to fight 
and to die upon every great battlefield in the war for the preserva- 
tion of the Union. 

While wars are to be deplored because of the inevitable loss of 
life, the expenditure of treasure, the entailment of suffering, the 
sacrifices of property, and the demoralizations, social and financial, 
that are liable to follow in their wake, yet they have had some 
important compensating features. They have served to reveal 
both our weakness and our strength asanation. No one thin, 
has so quickened the national spirit or so developed the nation 
character or so broadened the views of men by extending the 
horizon of their vision as war. 


can not exercise in 
Constitution are 


Out of the war of 1812-1814 there grew three great national 
measures, each and every one of which was successively chal- 
lenged on the ground of unconstitutionality, and each and every 
one of them, without an amendment, is to-day ized within 
the limitations of the fundamental law, and each and every one 
is now further recognized as a part of our unwritten Constitu- 
tion, if I may so use that term. In the war just mentioned the 
weakness of our monetary system was so apparent that it re- 
sulted in giving to the nation the national bank in 1816, when the 
same party in control in 1811 regarded the establishment of such 
an institution by Congress as an exercise of power not granted in 
the Constitution. 

Henry Clay, in discussing this measure, frankly avowed his 
changed opinion as to its constitutionality, saying that in inter- 
re | the words ‘‘ necessary and proper” reference must always 

had to existing circumstances; that when conditions change 
= interpretation must be so modified as to meet and satisfy such 
change. 

Another result of our second war for independence was the estab- 
lishmentof asystemof internal improvements. Calhoun, aschair- 
man of the committee that reported the bill and the champion of 
the measure on the floor of the House, ‘contended that to coun- 
teract the tendency tosectionalism and disunion nothing could be 
more necessary or more advantageous than a large national system 
of internal improvements, establishing the great lines of com- 
merce and intercourse and binding together all the parts of the 
country in interests, ideas, and sentiments.” 

Calhoun was then at the meridian of his splendid young man- 
hood, his every heart throb beating with love for the whole land. 
He argued the constitutionality of the measure with all the force 
of his superb reasoning powers, basing his contention as to the 
power of Congress upon the general welfare provisions” of 
the Constitution. As is well known, President Madison, though 
in sympathy with the object, vetoed the bill on constitutional 
grounds. t amendment has since been added to the Consti- 
tution relative to internal improvements? But who now ques- 
tions the wisdom or the constitutionality of providing for and 
carrying on our great system of river, harbor, canal, and other 
like internal e To-day in the unwritten constitu- 
tion the power of Congress to appropriate money for internal im- 
provements is unquestioned. 

The war of 1812-1814 also made painfully apparent our indus- 
trial dependence on foreign nations. One of the direct results of 
this war was the establi ent of a system of tariff protection. 
The principle of protection was advocated by some of the ablest 
Democrats of the Jeffersonian school who have ever participated 
in national legislation. And yet,a few years ago, when the Demo- 
cratic party came into power—the only time since Buchanan went 
out—they came upon a platform the salient principle of which 
was that any tarif other than for revenue is unconstitutional, 
and yet that party, during its four years' reign, framed and passed 
a tariff bill so repugnant to the then Democratic President as a 
protective measure that he would not sign it, but condemned it 
as a piece of “perfidy and dishonor.” 

I predict, Mr. Chairman, that the Democratic pariy will never 
again go to the people on a platform that challenges the constitu- 
tional right to protect American industries. bod ner on the 

ublican side.] That right is in the unwritten constitution, 
and it is there to stay. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, when that t conflict was on between 
the States, when the Sonth was striking at the nation’s life with 
consummate power and effectiveness, when the Union was bleed- 
ing at every pore, when loyal men in the North were wavering in 
their faith as to the final triumph of the national arms, when the 
bonds of the Confederacy were more popular in Europe than those 
of the United States, when the bankers of England and the Conti- 
nent refused to invest in our national securities, when the coffers 
of the civilized world were closed against us, when, unless our 
credit could be maintained, dissolution and ruin were inevitable, 
then it was that in this House, thirty-eight years ago this very 
month, a proposition was made authorizing the issue of Treasur 
notes and g them legal tenderin the paymentof debts. At 
that time, in this Chamber and at the other end of the Capitol 
also, men who prized the Constitution more than they did the life 
of the nation 5 and voted against that measure as uncon- 
stitutional. ho were they, do you ask? The late Mr. Bayard, 
at that time Senator from Delaware, afterwards Secretary of State 
and ambassador to Great Britain said: 


I have heard on the subject, that it is worth an arga- 
is, to my mind, so — gor violation of the Federal Con- 


to its own respectability, you can 


t 
ou now pass will not, whenever the question Ja presented judi- 
cially, receive its condemnation as unconstitutio: 


He was one of the 
whom it delighted to 


and yoid. 
= lights of the Democratic party, a man 
or even to the day of his death, 


On the same day Senator Pearce, a Maryland Democrat, said in 
relation to the same measure: 

Mr. President, the exigencies of the country are very great; I admit my 
obligation to EOD SESS with gentlemen here in furnishing the Government 
With the means of carrying on all its operations; but when a constitutional 
objection is presented to me, the very nce which I owe to the Constitu- 
tion, and therefore to the Union, compels me not to violate any one of its provi- 
sions, as I think I shall do if I vote for the bill. I must therefore cast my vote 


against it. 

Senator Saulsbury, one of the most distinguished Democratic 
leaders in that Congress, said: 

It was my desire and intention to vote for this bill, provided the provision 
making these notes a legal tender had been stricken out. That provision 
has been retained in the bill. It is soclearly unconstitutional, in my opinion, 
that I can not consistently vote for it. 

George H. Pendleton, candidate for Vice-President in that mem- 
orable second campaign against Lincoln, likewise declared against 
the constitutionality of the legal-tender act in the following words: 
Phe Fane to ne — if the — 8 Asghar! yeoman ed 7 

an ro) on a 0" 
to do that Which it is, proponed — Thall be done by the 8 of this Mul. 

And yet, Mr. Chairman, notwithstanding the adverse opinion of 
these distinguished leaders of a great party, the legal-tender act 
is recognized to-day by the highest court in this land as within 
the province of the Constitution. That great principle, a product 
of a civil-wur emergency, is now a part of the unwritten consti- 
tution of our country. If a like emergency should again arise, no 
American will question the constitutionality of an act to make 
United States notes of issue logal tender. 

And so it is, Mr. Chairman, that the march of national prôgress 
from the beginning of our history to this hour has been in the 
“yery teeth,” to use a favorite phrase of the gentleman from 
Maine, of men who, like himself, have proclaimed that certain acts 
designed to remove obstacles to that advance were unconstitu- 
tional. The Constitution was made for the country and not the 
country for the Constitution. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

I now come to that part of the question which seems to have 
been very largely lost sight of in this discussion, namely, the 
measure for the relief of Puerto Rico and its government. The 

tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL] likens Puerto 
Rico to “a poor little lamb,” and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] characterizes its inhabitants as ‘‘ that magnificent 
people of magnificent history on that magnificent island of mag- 
nificent resources, the Pearl of the Antilles.” I thought several 
times during the delivery of his speech that if he had spent a day 
studying the dictionary for synonyms of magnificent,“ as he 
declares the distinguished chairman of the Judiciary Committee 
did for definitions of exports,” the verbiage of his speech would 
have been greatly improved. [Lau ine 

What is it pro to do by this bill? hat do we take from 
Puerto Rico, and what do we give her? She brings to us her 
products, and we buy them and pay 25 per cent of the duty 
which we exact from all other nations bringing like products to our 

rts. In other words, we furnish her a market by reducing the 
Pingiey tariff 75 per cent as against any competing nation. t 
is proposed to be done with the money thus collected as import 
duty? Ido not want this to be lost sight of. Section 4 of the 
bill provides: 

That the customs duties collected in Puerto Rico in pursuance of this act, 
less the cost of collecting the same, and the gross amount of all collections 
of customs in the Uni States upon articles of merchandise coming from 
Puerto Rico, shall not be covered into the general fund of the Treasury, but 
shall be held as aseparate fund, and shail be placed at the disposal of the 


President, to be used for the government and benefit of Puerto Rico until 


otherwise provided by law. 

It will thus be seen that under the provisions of this bill every 
single dollar of the money collected as duties on her products 
used in this country goes back into the hands of the chief execu- 
tive to be used for the benefit of the island. Is that ‘‘taking the 
fleece from the poor little lamb?” [Laughter. ] 

Again, when American products are itted into Puerto Rico, 
we ask her people to pay 25 per cent of what they would pay other 
nations as duty onlike products, And every dollar of that money, 
above the cost of collection, goes directly to that island. For 
what? The gentleman from Maine says 25 per cent of that “mag- 
nificent people of magnificent history can read and write. 

Other gentlemen on the floor of this House who have visited the 
island say from 5 to 10 per cent, while the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee informs us that from 12 to 14 per cent can 
read or write. Think of it! The injustice and cruelty we are do- 
ing them, when we give them this money for the benefit of their 
island country, to educate their sons and daughters that they 
may be fitted for the responsibilities of self-government and make 
them worthy to be citizens of this great Republic. [Applause on 
the Republican ate.) 

Our countrymen of the South have this problem on hand now— 
the uneducated blacks of the South and the uneducated whites of 
the South, for which they are voluntarily taxing themselves. In 
the agnt of the last thirty years it is unbecoming in the gentle- 
man from Maine to thrust the black man into this discussion, and 
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eta in the face of the generous conduct of the South toward 
him. at has the South done in this respect? She had scarcely 
returned from the obsequies of her lamented Confederacy, her land 
desolate, her homes laid waste, her cities in ashes, her industries 
ruined, herlaborsystem revolutionized, her valorous sons wounded, 
maimed, and broken in health. 

When she began almost at once to voluntarily tax herself, poor 
as she was, to educate the children of the men and the women 
who had been her chattel slaves, and who had been freed, as was 
claimed by many in the North, by the act of atyrant anda 
of constitutional authority. That is what they called him 5 5 
to save the Union, struck the shackles from a race and started it 
on a career of development, of progress, of power and achieve- 
ment which, in the centuries that are to be, will shed luster on 
the age in which we live. 

a = BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me an interrup- 
on 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say that as far as the South is 
concerned, all the laws with reference to educating the people of 
sia South, especially of Georgia, were passed by the State legis- 

ature. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. That is what I want to show to 
beset py of the country. 

. BARTLETT. Oh, I misunderstood the gentleman. 
i the hammer pers 
r. WM. ALDEN SMITH and Mr. MORRIS. Task that the 
gentleman be allowed to complete his remarks. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihave no objection to the gentleman going on 
till five minutes of 5, when the committee must rise. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chairman, during this de- 
bate much has been said on both sides of the Chamber by gentle- 
men opposed to this bill about ex t facto laws, bills of at- 
tainder, Suspension of the writ of ha corpus, and deprivation 
of the right of trial by jury. I ask the gentlemen from the South 
and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoCaALL] what there is in the 
past history or the present spirit of the American people to justify 
such a declaration of probable or possible conduct toward the 
dwellers in Puerto Rico? 

The gentleman from Maine, in the course of his remarks, fre- 
quently alluded to ‘‘a stump speech” and ‘‘a peroration.” He 
gave us both. ughter.] But I say he detracts from the dig- 
nity that has hitherto characterized this discussion; he belittles 
this spinacia forum of debate, in which great questions are dis- 
cussed and action taken that affects not only America and Amer- 
icans, but the civilized world, when he appeals to passion and 
prejudice as some stump speakers might when before the 8 

Gentlemen on the other side of this question, by lifting into 
prominence fears of the reenactment of tyrannous measures that 
received their deathblow at Runnymede, have done an injustice 
inthis that they have excited fears that are groundless and created 
misapprehensions that have no foundations in fact among the few 
people in Puerto Rico who can read and therefore guide public 
opinion in thatisland. Gentlemen must know that there is noth- 
ing in our history that will justify the rsions cast upon the 
past nor the insinuations upon the present by the assumption that 
we will tyrannize over this people. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, this question involves much more than providing 
temporary revenue for the island of Puerto Rico, Itis one of 
much larger proportions and of greater moment. We have 
reached another stage in the forward march of the American 
people. Weare at one of the initial points of legislative history, 
Around this discussion will linger an abiding interest as indica- 
tive of the spirit and wisdom of American statesmanship. We 
did not seek the war, and its swift and unlooked-for results were 
as astonishing to us as to other nations. We did not covet these 

ions; we did not want them; they have come to us by a 

orce of circumstances we could not foresee nor wholly control. 

The on of these islands confronts us with conditions to be 

met and problems to be solved for which the past furnishes no 
precedents to guide. 

The fathers of the Republic never anticipated as ible that 
which is now upon us. While the measure under discussion is 
one of a temporary nature, involving as it does the process of ad- 
justment of Puerto Rico to the new order of things, the real ques- 
tion, to my mind, lies in the fact that it is the establishment of a 
precedent, not alone for Puerto Rico nor the Philippine Archi- 

lago, but wherever in the providence of God the Stars and 

tripes in the future shall march to victorious conquest [Ap- 


plause. 
Standing as we do at the o door of this new opportunity, 
let us not be deterred from going forward. The Republican an 


not the Democratic j poku is charged with responsibility. These 
men on the other side can afford, politically speaking, to line up 
solidly against us. They rejoice at any signs of division or dis- 
sention among the majority. From a mere party standpoint of 
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view they can afford to take all the chances of opposition to the | from 5 o'clock to 8, and the time from 8 o'clock until 10.30 to be 


bill. They have everything to gain and nothing to lose. The 
Republican party can not afford to take any chances [applause], 
for under our system of government the responsibility rests upon 
the majority and not on the minority. The party that has un- 
flinchingly accepted the responsibilities and given to the country 
the splendid results of the constructive statesmanship of the last 
forty years will not falter nor fail now. 

e gentleman from Maine—and I thought the remark was un- 
worthy of a man of his great abilities—made an insinuation which, 
read between the lines, seems to me to assail the integrity of the 
Committee on Waysand Means. If the gentleman knows anything 
against that committee, as a Republican and a patriot, it is his 
duty to speak out and sayit now and here openly. I am not 
8 to follow the Ways and Means Committee, or any other 
committee, or even the party, if, as the gentleman insinuates, 
there is something— shall I say corrupt about this committee. 
I do not believe it; and until the gentleman makes the direct and 
positive assertion and proves it, I will not believe it. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I desire to thank you and the House for the 
co of this kindly hearing and for the voluntary extension of 
time allotted me. I am a new member here, As such I have 
watched this discussion with intense interest. Itseems to me the 
debate of this week has lifted this historic assemblage to the level 
of its best traditions. The discussion has been worthy of this body 
and of the splendid intellects on either side, The duty of action 
now awaits us. Let us meet that duty like men conscious of the 
responsibility it imposes, believing that what we do will best con- 
tribute alike to the welfare of our country and to the island people 
for whom we legislate. 75 applause.] 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole, that the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, having had under consideration the bill H. R. 
8245, had come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. K. 5487. An act authorizing the construction by the Texar- 
kana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-Mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; 

H. R. 4698. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Fitnam; and 

H. R. 7600. An act granting additional right of way to the 
Allegheny Valley Railway Company through the arsenal grounds 
at Pittsburg, Pa. 

CLOSE OF DEBATE ON PUERTO RICO BILL. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, after some consultation with the 

mtleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], I think we shall 
a able perhaps to agree by unanimous consent that the general 
debate on the Puerto Rico bill shall close on Monday at 5 o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I acknowledge that at first I could hardly 
see how the gentlemen on this side who wanted to speak could 
get in their speeches within the time suggested; but we shall try 
to do so, and I think we can, although it will be difficult. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then, Mr. S8 er, I ask unanimous consent 
that general debate on the bill be closed on Monday next at 5 
o'clock p. m. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, so many gentlemen have 
applied to me on this side of the House since I had a conference 
with the gentleman from New York that I hope he will agree that 
general debate shall run 5 1 7 Monday and Tuesday. There 
Will certainly be no objection if we can agree to closing the de- 
bate on Tuesday evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, I think Monday will give ample time. I 
must insist upon my original uest, and unanimous con- 
sent to close the debate on Monday evening at the time I have 


ed, 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think it will be almost impossible for 
555 on this side who have made application to me for time 

be heard. 


Mr. PAYNE. Of course we will not object to a night session 

on Monday night. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Very well, make that a part of the agree- 
ment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Iwill. IL ask unanimous consent that the debate 
close on Monday at 5 o’clock—the general debate coupled with 
the request that we have a night session on Monday, the House 
taking a recess from 5o’clock until 8, and allowing the time from 
8 o'clock until half past 10 for debate only. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from New York? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is, that the House take a recess 


devoted to debate only? 

Mr. PAYNE. That was the request I made. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And suppose the gentleman 
from New York makes also a proposition that we take a vote on 
the passage of the bill at 4 o’clock on Tuesday? 

Mr. PAYNE. I will say Tuesday at 3 o'clock, if that will suit 
the gentleman, with the proviso that the committee may offer 
amendments to the bill at any time during the debate under the 
five-minute rule, whether such amendments are strictly in order 
at the point offered or otherwise; the debateon Tuesday, of course, 
to be under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I will agree to that. Amendments may 
be offered under the five-minute rule by the committee at any 
stage of the bill, provided it be also understood that the minority 
may have the right tooffer a substitute for the bill if they so desire, 

r. PAYNE. In Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly; in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishall not object to that. And that the com- 
mittee rise at 3 o’clock on Tuesday, and report the bill, with such 
amendments as may have been agreed to in Committee of the 
Whole, to the House. 

Mr. McRAE. That will give them four hours for debate on 


oor rear 
Mr. PAYNE. Four hours for debate on Tuesday under the five- 
minute rule. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will restate the question as the 
Chait understands it, and submit it to the House for its approval. 

The gentleman from New York asks unanimous consent that 
general debate upon the pending bill shall terminate on Monday 
next at 5 o'clock, with an evening session, beginning at 8 o'clock 
and extending to 10.30 o'clock, for debate only; and that on Tues- 
day, immediately after the reading of the Journal, discussion upon 
the bill shall take place under the five-minute rule; that the com- 
mittee shall rise at 3 o’clock and report the bill with any amend- 
ments tothe House; that the Committee on Ways and Means shall 
have the privilege of offering an amendment at any stage of the 
proceedings under the five-minute rule to any section of the bill, 
and that the minority may also have the privilege of offering a 
substitute if they so desire. z 

Is there objection to the agreement which has been suggested? 

There was no objection. . 

Mr. PAYNE. Itisunderstood that the substitute is to beoffered 
in committee? 

The SPEAKER. In Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And that the session of the House shall 
begin at 11 o'clock on Monday and Tuesday? 

. PAYNE. That has already been agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection to the sugges- 

tion of the gentleman from New York. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will announceas Speaker pro tem- 

re for the evening session the gentleman from Illinois [Mr, 

OUTELL]. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House now take a recess until 8 
o'clock p. m. 

Mr. re NEY. I ask the gentleman to withdraw that for a 
moment. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will withdraw the motion for a moment. 

Mr. LINNEY. I wish to give notice that as soon as the pend- 
ing bill is di of the Committee on Elections No. 1 will call 
up the case of Aldrich vs. Robbins from Alabama for immediate 
consideration. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Let me ask, Mr. Speaker, what be- 
comes of the night session to-night? 

The SPE R. The rule adopted three days ago disposes of 
fear ae een to-night is devoted to general discussion on the 

nding bill. 
Poir. MIERS of Indiana. I ask unanimous consent to be allowed 
three minutes to state my connection in reference to the Calendar 
as now made up. 

Mr. PAYNE. Thegentleman will have ample opportunity here- 
after, and I must insist on my motion that the House now take a 
recess until 8 o’clock this yi T 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 55 
minutes p. m.) the House took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 

The recess having expired, the House, at 8 o'clock p. m., re- 
sumed its session and was called to order by Mr. BOUTELL of Mi- 
nois as Speaker pro tempore. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne, the House resolved itself 
into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
for the further consideration of the bill (H. R. 8245) to regulate 
the oe of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes, with Mr. HULL in 
the chair. 

Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Chairman, on the 18th of October, 1898, the 
island of Puerto Rico became a part of the United States. It is one 


··. 


` 


Cuba. so that Puerto Rico was debarred from the princi 
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of the most fertile and most densely A a tones islands in the world. 
e 


The conditions that exist there at present time are deplorable 
indeed. These conditioris have been brought about, if we can 
trust those whose duty it has been to investigate the matter, by 
reason of that which has been done by our own Government. 
When Puerto Rico came to us it is claimed that it did so will- 
ingly, and that the people of that island rejoiced because they 
were ee to enjoy the benefits of a free country under the 
flag of the great Republic; but to their dismay and disappoint- 
ment the condition that exists in that country to-day is worse 
than that in which they found themselves when we assumed 
authority there. f 

I do not speak from personal observation with reference to the 
situation in Puerto Rico, because I have no personal knowledge on 
the subject. Butif we can rely upon the reports that are given 
us by those who have been there and who have investigated these 
matters, and whose duty it is to report to us the conditions ex- 
isting in Puerto Rico, we can not doubt that the people in that 
island are to-day in the throes of financial distress and are looking 
anxiously to Congress for relief. 3 

Mr. Mansfield, in his report to the Adjutant-General of the situ- 
aes there, said in reference to the trade relations with the 

and: 

Free trade with the United States was expected and should be allowed. 

Capt. W. S. Schuyler, in making like report and commenting 
on the evils to be remedied, said: 

Chief of these is the condition of trade, which has been completely dislo- 
cated without p of amelioration unless a free market in the United 
States can be substituted for that which is lost. * The duty still re- 
mains on most of the imports, and unless it is speedily removed it is impos- 
sible to see any future for the island. 

Capt. A. C. McComb, in his report to the War Department, 
uses the following language: 

The island lacks new markets for its crops and has lost the old ones with 
Spain. The country isin a most depressing financial condition. The coun- 
try to-day is poorer than before the occupation. 

Lieut. Alonzo Gray, in a like report of conditions, informs the 
Government: 


I can not see that the American occupation has, as Fen aana anyang to 
improve people. Improvement will come only when this island is 
treated as any of our Western Territoriesare and given absolute free inter- 
state commerce. 


The consul at San Juan, Hon. Philip C. Hanna, in his state- 
ment of the conditions that obtain in the island, observes: 


Iam thoroughly convinced that the tariff question is the all-important 
question in this group of islands. Puerto Rico can never become p: us 
until she can buy bread for her people without paying enormous revenue 
duties for the privilege of bringing that bread into the d. It 
sonable to me, as an 


e with all parts of 
the United States. I believe in making Puerto Rico as thoroughly American 
as possible from the very start, and we can not make it so unless we treat 
Puerto Ricans as we do other Americans. They should be allowed to buy 
Minnesota flour and Dakota wheat and every product which the farmer of 
the great Northwest has to sell, and lay it down in their own country on the 
same terms that the man in New York receives the same products. 


In the Annual Report of the Secre of War recently pub- 
lished in explaining conditions in Puerto Rico, these observations 


are made: 

801 as the island was a of the Spanish possessions there was sub- 
stantially free trade with Spain and Cuba. eee the transfer 
of the d from Spain to the United States, Spain e a tariff barrier 
against the introduction of Puerto Rican products. The interests of Cuban 


agriculture led to the erection of a similar barrier in the tariff adopted for 
markets which 


she had previously enjoyed. and at the same time this country has maintained 
its tarift erto Rican products just as it existed while the island 
was 8. territory. The result is that there has been a wall built around 


the industry of Puerto Rico. * * * 

It is plain that it is essential to the prosperity of the island that she should 
receive substantially the same treatment at our hands as she received from 
Spain while a Poan h colony, and that the markets of the United States 
should be opened to her as were the markets of Spain and Cuba before the 
transfer of allegiance. * * * The hest considerations of justice and 
good faith demand that we should not ppoint the confident expectation 
of sharing in our prosperity with which the Pg of Puerto Rico so gear 
transferred their allegiance to the United States, and that we should treat 
the interests of this ped le as our own; and I wish most noS to urge 
that e customs duties between Puerto Rico and the United States be re- 
moved. 


The President, in his annual message to Congress on the 4th 
of December, speaking of Puerto Rico and its conditions, said: 


It must be borne in mind that since the cession Puerto Rico has been 
denied the principal markets she had long enjoyed and our tariffs have been 
continued against her products as when she was under Spanish sovereignty. 
The markets of Spain are closed to her 5 except upon terms to which 
the commerce of all nations is subjected. The island of Cuba, which used to 
buy her cattle and tobacco without customs duties, now imposes the same 
duties upon these products as from any other country entering her ports. 
She has therefore lost her free intercourse with S and Cuba without 
any compensating benefits in this market. Her coffee was little known and 
not in use by our poopie, and therefore there was no demand here for this, 
one of her chief products. The markets of the United States should be 
opened up to her products. Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tarifs 
8 — patent States and Puerto Ricoand give her products free access 

our marke 


In addition to these plain and positive statements of the highest 
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officers of the Government, there have been a number of Puerto 
Ricans before the committee who have investigated this bill and 
have given testimony with reference to the situation in the island 
and that which is necessary for the restoration of its business 
interests and permanent prosperity there. I shall only refer to 
the statement of one of these, Mr. Oyanguren, who has been a 
resident of the island for more than fourteen years and is a promi- 
nent merchant of the island and a director of one of the principal 
banks of San Juan. His language is as follows: 

It seems to me that the Government has no adequate comprehension of the 
situation in Puerto Rico, or at least sey eo not realize the utter misery that 


el in its history. For did they live 
t to the contentment of other times en- 


end to precari 
speedy action by both Houses of Congress; 
in the island they can not but point out to this great Republic as the causer, 
unconsciously, it is true, of this state of affairs. It reflects unfavorably upon 
p creditas a colonizing power. You know, through your generals, Puerto 
co welcomed your soldiers. Puerto Rico conceives it a blessing to form a 
t of this great Republic, but the wretched condition in which you have 
ft them until now is causing among them the greatest disappointments. 

Now, with the recommendations and statements of the Army 
officers, the indorsement of free trade by the Secretary of War, 
and the positive statement of the President as to our duty, why is 
it that the tlemen who usually need no other guide than the 
dictum of the President are to-day insisting on violating these 
positive statements about what should be done? What produces 
this change of base? 

The revolution in sentiment seems to have occurred since the 
learned chairman of the Ways and Means Committee presented 
his free-trade bill on January 13 last. What reason is given for 
this political somersault? What changes have occurred in Puerto 
Rico to determine this new policy? It is suggested that informa- 
tion has come to the committee since that time. Has not the same 
information gone to the President? If it has, why is it that he 
permits his recommendation to go unchallenged? Why does he 
not send another message, calling attention to the changed condi- 
tions which create the necessity for the pending bill? 

it is intimated by one in close touch with the President, the 
gentleman from Ohio pr GROSVENOR], that the President is in 
sympathy with this bill. Can it be explained why he should 
recommend asa plain duty of Congress that it should establish 
free trade with Puerto Ricoin December and oppose such propo- 
sition now? Have conditions changed in that island since that 
time? Aretheinhabitantslessinneed of markets for their produce? 
Has their depressed industrial condition been remedied? I have 
heard something about the President giving secret instructions. 

You remember that a commission was appointed to secure in- 
ternational bimetallism in 1897 and visited Europe with that pur- 
pa. It was then stated and very generally believed that the 

ident's public utterance and his private instruction were con- 
tradictory. Many good citizens were confident that while in pub- 
lic utterance he commended, and 8 in good faith set 
forth to accomplish it, in fact he did what he could to prevent 
the purpose for which the commission was sent out. But gen- 
tlemen in this Chamber repelled the charge of insincerity and 
deception then made, 

The same gentlemen to-day, in effect, say that the President is 
8 the country; that he is opposed to his own plain decla- 
ration. Iam dis to accept his only published utterance as 
the expression of his conviction of duty as to this legislation. If 
the advocates of this bill are right in their implied charge of deceit 
and secret connivance, then the indictment frequently made, that 
another is the real President, is fully established, for that other 
influence, mightier than the President and more powerful than 
the people, is urging the passage of this measure. What is the 
mighty influence that has so changed the opinion of members? 

In my opinion it is the sugar trust and tobacco trust. Why is 
it that we admit Hawaiian sugar free and seek to place a duty on 
Puerto Rico sugar? There is four times as much sugar produced 
in Hawaii asin Puerto Rico, The evident and significant differ- 
ence is this: Hawaiian sugar is owned and controlled by the sugar 
trust, represented by Mr. Spreckles. The sugar plantations in 
Puerto Rico are not yet owned by this giant monopoly. If they 
were, gentlemen now clamoring for party harmony would be here 
insisting on standing by the will of the President and enthusi- 
astically proclaiming that they would rather risk his judgment 
than their own. [Applause. 5 

The pending bill provides that all merchandise coming into 
the country from Puerto Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from 
the United States shall be entered upon payment of 25 per cent 
of present duties on foreign goods,” 

Puerto Rico was ceded to this Government by Spain in the 
Paris treaty. It came to us by conquest and cession, without lim- 
itation or restriction, and no one questions the present title of the 
United States to the island, nor its right to control the citizens 
thereof. The real question raised by this bill, however, is whether 
Puerto Rico is a part of the United States and subject to the pro- 
visions of its Constitution, or whether it is withont the beneficent 
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influence of this charter of liberty and to be treated as a depend- 
ae or a colony subject to the direct control and changing views 


gress. 
There has been quite a learned discussion as to the legal and 


constitutional questions involved. It is not my intention in the 
limited time at my disposal to discuss at any length this impor- 
tant phase of the case. I rejoice in what I believe to be the fact 
that the Puerto Ricans are entitled to the benefits of the same Con- 
stitution and are to enjoy the same blessings of freedom as the 
States of the Union. If it is true, however, that they ought to be 
controlled as Congress directs, as argued by the supporters of this 
bill, then the Stars and Stripes, so dear to the lovers of liberty and 
free government, will have for them a far different meaning from 
what it has to us. 

I am a firm believer in the doctrine that the American flag, the 
proud heritage of our fathers, has but one significance and carries 
the same — to every people who are expected to acknowledge it, 
whether in States, organized Territories, or in the islands of the 
sea over which it is to permanently wave. It cun not be said, as 
I understand our institutions, that the emblem of human liberty, 
the flag of the greatest Republic, has one meaning in California 
and another in Arizona; that Alaskans, Hawaiians, Puerto Ricans, 
and Filipinos are to have no abiding hope as to what it shall mean 
to them; that it shall float over a free people at home and subju- 
gated colonies in the seas. I certainly hope that this Congress will 
not venture into the unknown and untried eee of colonial 
empire and cut themselves loose from the moorings and safeguards 
of the Constitution, but that they will stand on the firm principles 
on which this Government was 4 

But gentlemen insist that the poor starving people of Puerto 
Rico, homeless and without pro iù many instances, can not 
pay the taxes necessary to meet the expenses of their government, 
and that some method of taxation must be adopted to raise the 
revenue other than the direct or tax. If you listen to 
the pein words of some of those who have made speeches on 
the floor of the House on this bill, you would suppose that the 
most poverty-stricken poe that the world ever saw may now be 
found in the island of Puerto Rico. What are the facts? That 
little island, less than two-thirds the size of the district which I 
have the honor to repren in the State of Missouri, with five 
times its population, an estimated valuation of $160,000,000. 
aon 8 revenue is it necessary to raise to meet the expenses 

there 

General Davis in his report on civil affairs of Puerto Rico, re- 
cently made, gives theestimated expenditures in the Puerto Rican 
budget as $1,943,678.71. In this estimate of expenditure $390,000 

to the repair of roads or the construction of new roads; over 
$240,000 for the support of the schools in the island. That same 
budget shows that by the methods of local taxation which obtain 
there, there would be raised $552,549. It is estimated that the 
customs duties which would be received on goods imported from 
countries other than the United States would bring a revenue of 
at least $500,000, leaving, as you will observe, about $900,000 to 
be provided for. Now, the question which is sought to be raised 
by the advocates of this bill is the determination of the method 
by — paus deficiency may be met. 3 f ra 
t n suggested as a proper me of supplying this 
deficit that a tax be on rum, Over 1,600,000 allons of 
intoxicants are used in that island each year. A tax of 60 cents 
per Fallon, one half of what is paid in the United States, placed 
on this beverage would bring a revenue sufficient to supply the 
money necessary to meet the expenses of the local government. 
But what is proposed by this bill? What goods are rtedfrom 
the United States to Puerto Rico? What of our products must 
those ple have? In the monthly summary of commerce the 
statistics of 1895, the latest accurate ones that can be obtained, 
show that these people imported $2,948,138 worth of meats of all 
kinds; that they im also flour, vegetables, and other pro- 
visions to the amount of $3,834,267. By this bill it is proposed 
that these poverty-stricken people who could not pay a tax on 
property must pay tribute to the Government before it can re- 
care m bread, meat, and vegetables that are necessary to sustain 
ts people. 

This bill, in effect, further says that notwithstanding we have 
shut off your market in Cuba, and have placed you in the posi- 
tion that Spain has closed her doors to your products, yet, not- 
withstanding your miserable condition, yon shall not sell your 
products in the market of the United States without paying trib- 
ute to the Government. Did I say to the Government? It would 
be much more appropriate to say that you shall not find a market 
for the products of your soil without paying tribute to the sugar 


parong and eee tes moea ae mae Gn 5 5 
© gentleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR] said, in speaking 
on this phase of the question: J 


I hear them sa; “You have 5 have you? You 
have got an island ont there that a colony, that island has to be sup- 
ported oot of the Treasury of the United States.“ In sucha contingency you 
would not have to put any Republicans over there on the “ Cherokee Strip” 


ves. eee e e e 
8 E ould it 
not be glorious? And, my friends, is one of the e ges; this is 
one of the first steps. 


. and de destroy this system that we propose to 
the President to ask us to 3 55 in the way just 
sugsostod, then they will have achieved one of the most glorious victories in 
generation. 


ht here on 


What a happy consummation devoutly to be desired. Is the 
success of the ablican party hanging on this slender thread? 
What a concession to come from such high authority! How im- 
portant that the minority, who have so persistently antagonized 
this iniquitous bill, shall continue the fight until the “glorious 
victory” is achieved. [Applause.] 

The Puerto Ricans are a bread; gentlemen propose to 

ive them a stone. They ask that we buy their products; we re- 

use to do so without tribute. They ask to buy our bread to stay 
their hunger; we reply you must first pay taxes to the Govern- 
ment before we will sell to you. They ask the privil of Ameri- 
can citizens in buying and selling in any portion of the Republic; 
gentlemen answer, you have no rights under the Constitution or 
treaty with Spain except those which Congress shall choose to 
give you. 

They say, Weclaim the benefits of your freeinstitutions. Reply 
is nate that you must bow to the authority of this nation and do 
its bidding. It is true that Spain encouraged your trade and 
made markets for qo crops, permitted you to have 16 representa- 
tives in the lower house and 4 in the upper in the Spanish Cortes, 
but we will treat you generously and magnanimously, and extend 
to you the benefits of liberty and free government without repre- 
sentation in Congress, We will tax you against your will and 
over << protest, but you shall have the protection of the Ameri- 
can 4 

This Government keeps in that island for its pacification over 
3,000 soldiers at a cost of over $4,000,000 annually to the people of 
this Government, yet gentlemen insist that if an 8 
were made for the civil establishment, the people would hurl the 
Republican party from power. Why not seek to relieve this bur- 
den of carrying on this military establishment? None of our new 
reformers concerned so much about the Treasury ever mention 
this enormous burden. Why, I ask, is this the case? In my opin- 
ion it is because they are concerned to build up the spirit of mili- 
tarism and increase the permanent standing Army. The truth is, 
the Puerto Ricans are not asking relief in this way. They want 
the rights of American citizens, and I hope they willreceive them. 
They wish to be treated as other Territories have been, and I am 
deeply concerned that they shall be. 

Is it not a little surprising that it is sought to establish a tariff 
tax for Puerto Rico and then say that we have no authority over 
it; that it is a territory over which the Constitution has no pro- 
tection? If it be true that the Constitution is so restricted, t 
the same reasoning will apply to Oklahoma, Arizona, New Mexicol 
Alaska, and any territory belonging tothe United States. Al, 
that this Congress has to do is to say that Oklahoma, for example, 
shall pay customs duties, and it be obliged to pay them. If 
Oklahoma is a of the United States, Puerto Rico is a part of 
the United States. If Arizona is under the protection of the Con- 
stitution, then Puerto Rico is under the protection of the same 
Constitution. 

Iam concerned that the flag of the nation, the honor of the na- 
tion, that the Constitution of this great country, shall be carried 
to allits territories. I believe that the flag that waves over the 
Speaker’s stand, which means freedom to American citizens, 
should mean the same freedom and should carry the same rights 
to the citizens of Puerto Rico. The flag that waves over - 
fornia should alike wave over Hawaii, and mean in Hawaii just 
what it means in California. : 

The flag should have but one great meaning wherever it is un- 
furled; and I am concerned that wherever the flag of this nation 
shall be unfurled it shall not be hanled down as long as it is held 
to carry out the ideas of our fathers in establishing a free govern- 
ment. I believe thut that flag should be hauled down wherever it 
does not symbolize freedom and wherever it does not mean equal 
rights to all. [Applause.] 

I am opposed to this bill because it violates the Constitution of 
our country. It seeks by its iniquitous provisions to avoid the 
fundamental law and make subjects of those who are entitled to 
the benefits and immunities of citizens. I condemn it because it 
is the first fatal step toward imperialism, because it violates the 
principles laid down in the Bill of Rights, and overrides free gov- 
ernnient, I denounce it because I am in favor of the Republic 
established in the blood of our fathers and opposed to an empire 
sought to be established under the new régime. Ispurn it because 
it seeks to overthrow law and precedent and establish the doc- 
trine of opportunism. 

With these convictions, I earnestly hope that this body will de- 
feat this bill, and my feeble efforts shall be extended in that direc- 
tion. [Applause.] 
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Mr. WHITE. Mr. Chairman, perhaps at no time in the history 
of our nation have there been more questions of moment before us 
for consideration than we have at time. Our recent war with 
Spain and the result in acquisitions of territory by reason of that 
war, and the necessary legislation for the government of these 
new possessions in order that they may not work any harm with us 
to establish rules, laws, and customs, require the most thoughtful 
consideration of all of our statesmen. Not only the question that 
we have before us to-night as to the character of the tariff to be 
imposed upon Puerto Rico, but the government that shall be 
established to perpetuate, elevate, and civilize and Christianize 
the Hawaiian Islands, the Philippine Islands, and, in my opinion 
at no very distant day, the Cuban Island, also require our very 
best effort. 

The weightiness of the consideration of these questions is in- 
creased by the peculiar circumstances 9 these new 

ions. Their relative g aphical position, their climate, 
their distance from our shores, their close proximity to other for- 
eign powers, coupled with a heterogeneous composition of peas: 
tion of these islands, and their want in Christian and civil devel- 
opment, all tend to increase the consideration and make more 
complex the solution of their future government. 

But these responsibilities are ours, taken of our own motion, and 
our plain duty with reference to these people must not be shirked, 
but met and disposed of honestly, patriotically, in the spirit of 
justice between man and man. 

As a humble Representative of this House, I would like to feel 
free to discuss and aid in the disposition of these questions in the 
same way that my 355 colleagues on this floor do. 

Mr. Chairman, it would be a great pleasure to me to know that 
fairness and justice would be meted out to all the constituent parts 
of our beloved country alike in such a way as to leave no necessity 
for a defense of my race in this House against the attacks and 
unfair charges from any source. The very intimation of this fact 
with reference to the surroundings of the colored people of this 
country at this time, naturally causes the inquiry: Should not a 
nation be just to all of her citizens, protect them alike in all their 
rights, on every foot of her soil—in a word, show herself capable 
of governing all within her domain before she undertakes to ex- 
ercise sovereign authority over those of a foreign land—with for- 
eign notions and habits not at all in harmony with our American 
system of government? Or, to be more explicit, should not charity 
first begin at home? 

There can be but one candid and fair answer to this inquiry, 
and that is in the affirmative. But, unfortunately for us, what 
should have been done has not been done, and to substantiate this 
assertion we have but to pause for a moment and makea brief survey 
of the manumitted Afro-American during the last thirty-five years. 
We have struggled on as best we could with the odds against us 
at every turn. Our constitutional rights have been trodden under 
foot; our vig — franchise in most every one of the original slave 
States has n virtually taken away from us, and during the 
time of our freedom fully 50,000 of my race have been ignomini- 
ously murdered by mobs, not 1 per cent of whom have been made 
to answer for their crimes in the courts of justice, and even here 
in the nation's Capitol—in the Senate and House—Senators and 
Representatives have undertaken the unholy task of extenuating 
and excusing these foul deeds, and in some instances they have 
gone so far as to justify them. 

It was only a few days ago upon this floor that the gentleman 
from a paper 4 2 775 ILLIAMS] depicted one of these horrible 
butcheries and held it up to the public in the following language: 

A man leaves his home—a farmer. He goes down to the little town of 
Canton to market and sell his crop. It is rumored in the neighborhood that 
he had brought money from the market town the week before and that it is 
inthe house. That night six or seven negro men break into that house, ravish 
his daughter and his wife, and then they manacle and tie them together, and 
not only them but the little children—one of them, I believe, four or five 

ears of age—manacie them down in the center of that house and set it on 
and burn them all up, hoping that the fire had done away with all trace 

of the crime. One ot thenegroes happened to have a we ted foot, which led 
to tracking him. That led to crimination and recri ation among the crimi- 
nals and toaconfession. It led to confessions from others. The people arose 
and lynched those men, and while they were lynching them they burned one 
of them, a voice coming from the crowd that he ought to receive the pun- 


ishment himself which he had meted out to this innocent, helpless woman, 
her helpless daughter, and her helpless little children. 


This is entirely ex parte; nothing has been said of the other side. 
While I deprecate as much as any man can the fiend who commits 
an outrage upon any woman, and do not hesitate to say that he 
should be speedily tried and punished by the courts, yet I place 
but little credence in the statement of a mob hunting for an ex- 
cuse for its crimes when the statement is made that the victim 
confessed with a rope perhaps around his neck. No court of jus- 
tice anywhere in this broad land of ours would allow testimony 
under duress of this kind to be introduced inst a defendant. 
A shoe track, a confession while being burned at the stake with 
the h that life may be spared thereby, are very poor excuses 
for g of a human life, A trial by jury is guaranteed ch het 


one by the Constitution of the United States, and no one sho 


be deprived of this guaranty, however grave the charge preferred 
against him. i 0 

In order to fasten public sentiment against the negro race and 
hold them up before the world in their entirety for being responsi- 
ble for what some are pleased to call“ the race crime”—rape—the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Griggs] described in detail the 
other day the ‘‘ fiendishness” of Sam Hose, late of his State, and I 
believe his district, and among other things he said; 

But let me tell you of a case that happened in Georgia last year. A little 
family a few miles from the town of Newnan were at supper in their modest 
dining room. The father, the young mother, and the baby were seated at 
the table. Humble though it was, ponca, happiness, and contentment reigned 
in that modest home. A monster in human form, an employee on the 
crept into that happy little home and with an ax knocked out the brains 
that father, snatched the child from its mother, threw it across the room out 
of his way, and then by force accomplished his foul purpose. * + è Ido 
not seek to Joning that, but I do say that the man who would condemn those 
people unqualifiedly under these circumstances has water instead of blood to 
supply his circulation. Not the limpid water that flows from the mountain 


streams, Mr. Chairman, but the fetid water found in the cesspools of the 


cities. 

The other side of this horrible story portrays a very different 
state of affairs. A white man, with no interest in Hose or his vic- 
tim, declares upon oath that Hose did not commit this atrocious 
crime charged against him, but was an employee of Cranford, 
and had importuned him for pay due him for labor. This 
incensed his employer, who rushed upon Hose with a gun. 
Hose seized an ax and killed Cranford instantly, in self-defense, 
and then fled to the woods with the greatest ible speed. Ido 
not vouch for either side of this story, but only refer to it to show 
the necessity for trying all persons charged with crime, as the 
law directs. 

The gentleman might have gone further and described the 
butchery in his district of six colored persons arrested upon sus- 
picion of being guilty of arson, and while they were crouching in 
a warehouse, manacled with irons, and guarded by officers of the 
law, these r victims, perhaps guilty of no crime whatever, 
were horribly shot to death by irresponsibles, no one of whom has 
ever been brought to justice. 

He might have depicted also, if he had been so inclined, the 
miserable butchery of men, women, and children in Wilmington, 
N. C., in November, 1898, who had committed no.crime, nor were 
they even charged with crime. He might have taken the minds 
of his auditors to the horrible scene of the aged and infirm, male 
and female, women in bed from childbirth, driven from their 
homes to the woods, with no shelter save the protecting branches 
of the trees of the forest, where many died from exposure, priva- 
tion, and disease contracted while exposed to the merciless 
weather. But this description would not have accomplished the 
purpose of riveting public sentiment upon every colored man of 
the South as a rapist from whose brutal assaults every white 
woman must be protected. 

Along the same line the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN], 
in a recent speech, used this language: 

In ph J, men K 
ca ad its tho oreet g wold BOG whey 
and it is no idle boast that the white race holds the highest place. To force 
this lowest stratum into a position of political equality with the highest is 
only to clog the progresa of all mankind in its march, ever strenuous and in 
ak order, toward the highest planes of human aspira 

hoever has supposed or has endeavored to realize that free republican 
governmeut has for its task the undoing of what the Creator has donein 
classifying and grading the races according to His will overestimates both 
the powers and the duties of its grand mission. 

It is a vain effort and is fatal to the spirit and success of free government 
to attempt to use its true principles as a means of disturbance of the natural 
conditions of the races of the human family and to reestablish them on the 


merely theoretical basis, which is not true, that, in political power, all men 
must be equal in order to secure the greatest happiness to the greatest num- 


ber. 

It is the experiences of the younger men, arising out of the effort to work 
negro suffrage into our political system as a harmonious element, and not the 
Shy bene or resentments of the former slaveholders, that have prompted 

his strong and decisive movement in the Southern States. It will never 
cease unless it is held down by military power. It isa social evil as well as 
political, and the cost of its suppression will not be counted by this and suc- 
ceeding generations in connection with questions of material p: rity. 

No great body of white people in the world could be expected to q aay 
accept a situation so distressing and demoralizing as is created by negro suf- 
hey ret the South. It is a thorn in the flesh and will irritate and rankle in 
the y politic until itis removed as a factor in government. It is not nec- 
essary to go into the details of history to estab the great fact that n 
gu e in Louisiana and the other Southern States has been one un en 
line of political, social, and industrial obstruction to p: and a constant 
disturbance of the peace in a vast region of the United States. 


This language impliedly puts at naught and defies the four- 
teenth and fifteenth amendments to the Constitution of the United 
States, and from present indications it is only a matter of a short 
time when the abrogation of these constitutional provisions will 
be openly demanded. > 

It is easy for these gentlemen to taunt us with our 5 
at the same time not mentioning the causes of this inferiority. It 
is rather hard to be accused of shiftlessness and idleness when 
the accuser of his own motion closes the avenues for labor and 
industrial pursuits to us. It is hardly fair to accuse us of igno- 
rance when it was made a crime under the former order of things 
to learn enough about letters to even read the Word of God, 
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While I offer no extenuation for any immorality that may exist 
among my people, it comes with rather r grace from those who 


fo it upon us for two hundred and fifty years totaunt us with 
that shortcoming. 
We are tr hard to relieve ourselves of the bands with which 


we were bound and over which we had no control, nothing 
daunted, however, like the skilled mariner who, haying been over- 
taken by the winds and storms and thrown off his bearings, stops 
to examine the chart, the com , and all implements of naviga- 
tion, that he may be sure of the proper course to travel to reach 
his destination. 

In our voyage of life struggle for a place whereon we can stand, 
speak, think, and act as unrestricted American citizens, we have 
been and are now passing through political gales, storms of ostra- 
cism, torrents of proscription, waves and inundations of caste 
prejudice and hatred, and, like the mariner, it is proper that we 
should examine our surroundings, take our bearings, and devise 
ways and means by which we may porrue our struggle for a place 
as men and women as a part of body politic. 

Possibly at no time in the history of our freedom has the effort 
been made to mould public sentiment 5 us and our progress 
so strongly as it is now being done. forces have been set in 
motion and we must have sufficient manhood and courage to 
overcome all resistance that obstructs our progress. 

A race of people with the forbearance, physical development, 
and Christian manhood and womanhood which has characterized 
us during the past two hundred and eighty-five years will notdown 
at the bidding of any man or set of men, and it would be well that 
all should learn this lesson now. 

As slaves we were true toour rulers; true to every trust re 
in us. While the white fathers and sons went forth to battle 
against us and the nation to perpetuate our bonds the strong, 
brawny arms of the black man produced the food to sustain the 
wives, children, and aged parents of the Confederate soldier, and 
kept inviolable the virtue and care of those intrusted to his keep- 
ing, and nowhere will anyone dare say that he was unfaithful to 
the helpless and unprotected over whom he kept a guardian watch. 

How does this statement of facts compare with the frequent 
charges made against colored men for outraging white females? 
Is it a futile attempt to prove that an ignorant slave was a better 
man and more to be trusted than an intelligent freeman? But of 
these brutal murders, let us revert tœa few facts and figures. 

Since January 1, 1898, to April 25, 1899, there were lynched in 
the United States 166 ns, and of this number 155 occurred in 
the South. Of the whole number lynched, there were 10 white 
and 156 colored. The thin disguise usually employed as an excuse 
for these inhuman outrages is the protection of the virtue among 
white women. 

I have taken the pains to make some little investigation as to 
the charges against the 166 persons killed, and find as a result of 
my efforts that 32 were charged with murder, 17 were charged 
with assault, criminal or otherwise, 10 with arson, 2 with steal- 
ing, 1 with being impudent to white men, and I am ashamed to 
acknowledge it, but this latter took place in North Carolina. 
Seventy-two of the victims were murdered without any specific 
charge being preferred against them whatever. Continuing this 
record of carnage, I give the record of the number of lynchings, 


with causes, from April 24, 1899, to October 20, 1899, inclusive: 


thin = 
Church burnin 
No cause sta 
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Of the 68 lynched there were 1 Italian, 1 Cuban, 4 white men, 
and 57 negroes. 

These facts and figures which I have detailed are reliable; still 
the same old, oft-repeated slander, like Banquo’s ghost, will not 
So is always in evidence. 


ps I can not better answer the imputation of the gentle- 


man from Texas [Mr. BURKE] than by reading an editorial from 
the New York Press of February 2, 1900: 
How “USUAL” IS THE “CRIME.” 


The time is passing when Southern members of Con 
practice of lynching, as did Mr. BuRKE 


can defend the 


of Texas, on Wednesday, on the 


. —— —— 


nd of abhorrence of rape, the usual crime.” Statistics on the subject 
ve been kept of late years. It has been shown as to last year, both by the 
Chicago Tribune's table and the figures presented by Booker T. Washington 
in a magazine article, that the usual crime” was unusual by over V per 
cent. There were oniy 12 lynchings for rape out of 108 Iynchings of all kinds. 
So when Southern politicians and Southern writers and speakers proceed, as 
they invariably do, to justify the practice of lynching on the grania that its 
terrors are n to restrain the brute instincts of the black, tbey are 
guilty of as serions a libel as was ever perpetrated by one race on another. 

The ravishers among negroes are ost literal one in a million. The 
10,000,000 blacks of the country furnish in one year a dozen criminals of this 
class, Com tive data would be troublesome to come at, for in the North 
the chastity of women is not aded before the community upon its inva- 
sion and later at the polls by its men “ protectors.” Rape cases are swiftly 
and silently tried in Northern courts. Newspapers rarely, if ever, rt 
them, and consultation of the criminal statistics of every State would be 
necessary to establish the number. But it is doubtful if those statistics 
would make as good a showing for the white race. 

The refutation of this calumny is not merely a matter of abstract justice. 
The Democratic party rules States where it is in a minority, and at thesame 
time maintains its full representation in the nation, both of that minority and 
the majority it has suppressed largely by virtue of this rape issue. The 
Northern sympathy which would redress these wrongs has been il; 
and systematically alienated by the repetition of the story, with the “usu: 
crime” as proof, that the negro race was rapidly devoluting to the missing- 
link stage. It has been the constant inculcation that every Southern fami 
had a potential orang-outang in its woodshed in the shape of its black “hired 
man.” 

There is no doubt whatever that this argument has had more to do with 
the astounding indifference of the North to the al invasion of the 
human rights of the blacks than any other one cause. That the nation, 
after spending more 300,000 lives and three thousand millions in money 
to rescue the negro from slavery, should then abandon him to a state in 
many respects 5 is explicable 3 Ae the theory that it has 
been persuaded of its take in the man. The attitude is the result simply 
of a conspiracy to make the man out a brute. 

A sinful conspiracy it has been. Considering the motive of political ma- 
neuver, this systematic deprivation of the negro’s good name is rather more 
disc: table to the people responsible than the old gh ee of his liberty, 
or the later deprivation of his political and civil righ But to believe that 
it can long prevail is to despair of the Republic. will come to be realized 
throughout this country before a great while that these sickening Southern 
horrors have not in nine cases out of ten the justification of a home destroyed. 
It will be 3 known that the ordinary lynching is for murder, arson, 
theft, 9 doy ng but rape. Then there will be a Federal descent on 
all concerned these demoniac pastimes which will be as much more 
“thorough” than the old Ku-Klux prosecutions as the crimes which inspired 
it are more inhuman than any Ae el carta by the blood-stained klan. The 
few remaining Southern Republican members can not do a greater national 
service than by reiterating these facts to and the country, as did 
Messr3. LINNEY and WHITE in the recent debate. 


Mr. Chairman, in order to show the horrors which must inevi- 
tably follow where the laws are disregarded and the human 
butchers take the place of the courts, permit me to read from the 
white press again, The Roanoke Times, and allow me to again 
interject the information that these parties were all white: 


THE TERRORS OF MOB LAW. 


From N News now comes the report that the lynching of young 
Watts in that city for an alleged 5 few days was alla 
horrible mistake. From the statements now made it looksasif Watts were 
the victim of a woman's desire to hide her shame. The whole affair is most 
revolting, yet it is an instance of the most miserable effects of mob violence. 
Too often have communities allowed themselves to be wrought up and led 
into the commission of deeds that they could not but regret upon calm re- 
fiection. In the case of Watts, if the above statements are true, all of the 
facts would have come out and the lynching of an innocent manavoided. Of 
course there are times when men are so much worked upon by the horror of 
the crime committed that they can hardly be e not to lose their 
heads, yet there are no cases in which the exercise of the law would not be a 
better course. The Watts instance is astriking example of the result of over- 
zealous law and order committees. 

We make this the occasion for rela a most remarkable incident which 
has recently come to our knowl: . Hon. W. W. Baker, member of the 
house of de tes from Chesterfield County, gives us the story. and in the 
interest of law and order authorizes us to useit. In the same spirit and for 
the same purpose we publish it. Some time ago a citizen of oye e ee 

Kink of a married woman, was arrested on a charge of criminal as- 

eard to scream, and the man was seen to run from 

the house. There was no guestion as to his identity, because he was well 

known tothe community. The woman declared that he had assaulted her, 

and even went so far as to show finger 2 upon her throat. There was 

great indignation in the community, and a was organized to lynch the 

man, but, 3 him, a special grand jury was summoned and im- 
Inediate steps taken to have the case regularly tried in court. 

Mr. Baker was foreman of the grand jury, and although the evidence 

ainst the man seemed to be conclusive, he determined to do everything in 


e woman was h 


his power to get at the facts. The woman told a straightforward story, and, 
as we have dy said, exhibited finger marks on her throat, which she de- 
clared were inflicted the prisoner. After her testimony was given, Mr. 


Baker impressed upon her the fact that this man's life was in her hands; that 
if he was 58 552 of the terrible crime of which she had e him, he de- 
served to be hung, but that if he was not guilty she would be guilty of mur- 
der for sweetie away his fe. The woman finally broke down and confessed 
that she had told her story in order to conceal her ownshame, and the bruises 
on her throat were made y her indignant husband because of her infidelity. 
o course the grand jury did not return a true bill, and the incident was 


This shows how dangerous mob law is. Human liberty and human life 
are precious, and the organic law of the land provides that whenever a man 
n accused of a crime he shall havea fair trial before a jury of his 

pona and shall have the privilege of introducing testimony in his own be- 
. It is the business of our courts to thoroughly investigate all such cases 
ursue such a course. 
ence and never gives 


and ascertain the exact truth. But the mob does not 
The mobacts upon impulse and often upon ex pa 


rte 

the accused the opportunity of introducing testimony to prove his innocence. 
When the mob rules no man's life is safe, for the mob han 

mere suspicion. 


In referring to the subject of lynching a few days ago on this 
floor to a privileged question of personal 5 in eee to 
ews 


ONA 


gs men upon the 


some vile references made against me by the 
and Observer, I stated in defense of my race that 
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crime was committed occasionally by both"white men and black 
men. Thereupon thissame paper, together with other lesser lights 
in the State, pounded upon me as a slanderer of white men in the 
South and especially in North Carolina. Out of their own 
mouths shall ye know them.” 

I read from the columns of the same News and Observer that 
was issued but a few days after it jumped on me: 


7 [Fayetteville Observer. ] 
SENSATION AT LUMBER BRIDGE—MAGISTRATE WHO TRIED REUBEN Ross 
CHARGED WITH RAPE. 

A big sensation was created in Lumber Bote and throughout Robeson 
County this morning when it was known that M. L. cba . P., had issued 
a warrant for the arrest of S. J. McLeod, J. P., charging m with criminal 
assault on a colored girl named Dora Patterson, at his home, in Lumber 
Bridge, day before yesterday. 

Mr. Me is the magistrate who held the preliminary trial of Reuben 
3 committed him to jail for the crime for which he was hanged on 

t Friday. 


best citizens of the community. 

I tremble with horror for the future of our nation when I 
think what must be the inevitable result if mob violence is not 
stamped out of existence and law once permitted to reign supreme. 

If State laws are inadequate or indisposed to check this species 
of crime, then the duty of the National Government is plain, as 
is evidenced by section 1 of the fourteenth amendment to the 
Constitution of the United States, to wit: 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States,and subject to the 

jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
ey reside. No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge 
the privileges or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any 
State deprive any person of life, liberty, Or PLONEIS without due process of 
awii oe deny to any person within its j ‘iction the equal pro on of 


To the end that the National Government may have jurisdiction 


over this specien of crime, I have prepared and introduced the fol- 
8 bill, now pending before the Committee on the Judiciary, 
wit: 


A bill for the protection of all citizens of the United States against mob 
olence, and the penalty for breaking such laws. 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House 3 of the United States 
of America in Con assembled, That all persons born or naturalized in the 
nited States, hes | subject to the jurisdiction thereof, and being citizens of 
the United States, are entitled to and shall receive protection in their lives 
from being murdered, tortured, burned to death by any and all organized 
mobs commonly known as “lynching bees,“ whether said mob be mtane- 
ously assembled or o by premeditation for the p of ing the 
life or lives of any citizen or citizens in the United States aforesaid; and that 
whenever any citizen or citizens of the United States shall be murdered by 
mob violence in the manner hereinabove described, all parties cipating, 
aiding, and abetting in such murder and lynching € be gui 
against the Government of the United States, and shall 
fense in the United States courts; full power and jurisdiction being hereb 
given to said United States courts and all its officers to issue process, arre: 
try, and in all respects deal with such cases in the same manner now pre- 
scribed under existing laws for the trial of felonies in the United States 


rts. 
Sro. 2. That any person or persons duly tried and convicted in any United 
States court as principal or principals, aiders, abettors, accessories before or 
after the fact, for the murder of any citizen or citizens of the United States 
py mob violence or lynching as described in section 1 hereof, shall be pun- 

ed as is now prescribed by law for the pumishment of persons convicted of 
treason against the United States Government. 

Sec. 3. That all laws and parts of laws in conflict with this statute are 
hereby repealed. 

I do not pretend to claim for this bill perfection, but I havepre- 
pared and introduced it to moot the question before the Congress 
of the United States with the hope that expediency will be set 
aside and justice allowed to prevail, and a measure prepared by 
the Committee on the Judiciary that will come within the juris- 
diction of the Constitution of the United States, as above cited. 

There remain now but two questions to be settled: First, per- 
haps, is it expedient for the American Congress to step aside from 
the consideration of economic questions, the all-absorbing idea of 
acquisition of new territory, and consider for a moment the rights 
of a portion of cur citizens at home and the preservation of their 
lives? That question I leave for you to answer. 

The second is: Has Congress power to enact a statute to meet 
these evils? In my opinion it has ample authority under the 
Constitution of the United States. 

A right or immunity, whether created by the Constitution or 
only guaranteed by it, even with or without express delegation of 
power, may be protected by Congress. (Prigg vs. Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania, 16 Peters, 536; Slaughterhouse Cases, 16 Wall., 
86; 83 U. S., XXI, 394; Virginia vs. Rivers, 100 U. S., 370; United 
States vs. Reeves, 92 U. S., 214; Sturgis vs. Crowninshield, 4 
Wheat. Rep., 122, 193.) 


But it has been argued that the act of Congress is unconstitutional because 


it does not fall within the scope of any enumerated powers of legislation con- 
fided to that body, and therefore is void. 

Stripped of its artificial and technical structure, the ment comes to 
this, that although rights are exclusively secured by, or duties are exclu- 
sively imposed upon, the National Government, 5 7 unless the power to en- 
force these rights or to execute these duties can be found among the ress 
powers of legislation enumerated in the Constitution, they remain without 
any means of giving them effect me act of Con and they must operate 
solely proprio vigore however defective may be their operation, nay, even 
although, in a practical sense, they may become a nullity from the want of a 

roper remedy to enforce them orto provide against their violation. this 
Be a true interpretation of the Constitution, it must in a great measure fail 
to attain many of its avowed and positive objects as a security of rights and 
a recognition of duties. Such a limited construction of the Constitution has 
never yet been adopted ascorrect, either in theory or practice. 

No one has ever supposed that Congress could constitutionally, a its leg- 
islation, exercise powers or enact laws beyond the powers delegat toit 
the Constitution. But it has on various occasions exercised powers w 
were necessary and proper as means to into effect rights ex ret 

iven and duties expressly enjoined thereby. The end being required, it 

been deemed a just and necessary implication that the means to accom- 
plish it are given also, or, in other words, that the power flows asa n 

ETT 5 accomplish the end. (United States Supreme Court Reports, .I. 

By permission I will here reproduce a letter written by one of 
the ablest lawyers in the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, an ex- 

ttorney-general of that State, to a friend of his in this city. I 
fer to the Hon. A. E. Pillsbury. His letter is as follows: 


Tam aware that this is a difficult subject to deal with, but is not to be dis- 
missed offhand. The precise question is whether the United States has any 
power, under the fourteenth amendment or 8 protect the lives 
of its own citizens against mob violence within the States which the States 
do not prevent or punish or commonly make an seme to prevent or pun- 
ish. This uestion has never been directly decided. ere aretwo unds 
upon which I think it at least possible that Federal legislation for this pur- 
pose may be supported. 

The first is found in the express rights and powers conferred by the four- 
teenth amendment. Strauder vs, West Virgi (100 United States, 303) holds 
that the fourteenth amendment confers, as a Federal right, immunity from 
hostile or unfriendly action of the States or their agencies. Ex irginia 
9 United States, 339) declares as of course that Congress has power to en- 

orce the fourteenth amendment against State action however pas forth, 
whether executive, lative, or judicial; that such enforcement is no in- 
vasion of State sove: gnty; and sustains the constitutionality of the section. 
civil-rights act of March 1, 1875, which punishes State officers for acts of 
omission, among others, for failing to summon colored citizens for jury duty. 
(See also Tennessee vs. ibid., 257.) 

The Civil Rights Cases (109 U. S., 3, while holding unconstitutional the 
provision of the same act forbidding the denial of equal accommodations in 
railroad trains and places of ente ent, etc., on the ground that the law 
in this particular was not corrective of any h eè action of the State or its 
agencies, 3 that if State laws do not protect the citizen in all 
his Federal rights his remedy will be found in further corrective legisla: 
which Congress may adopt under the fourteenth amendment. Ses also the 
strong dissenting opinion of Mr. Justice Harlan. 

The 1 gress were by no means exhausted in the civil rights 

on. 


legisla’ 
egine fourteenth amendment creates and defines citizenship of the United 
States as a Federal right, and makes the primary change and citizenship of 
the States secondary and derivative. 
It would be no greater stretch than the court has often indulged to hold 
‘that the amendment confers upon citizens of the United States within the 
States the right to the same protection, at least in their lives, that the Gov- 


difference of the States and their cies in refusing or omitting to prevent 
Ot Reopens Glebe nw AAT nearer cevtin to TTO nalty against 

uppose a wW murder e an 
the n anp of colored persons. It could ain Eai denied That this would 
violate the equality clause of the fourteenth amendment and that Congress 
could interfere for their protection. Suppose a State law applies the penalty 
to all murders, but the State authorities openly and notoriously omit to en- 
force it against the murders of colored persons. The resulting mischief is 
the same as if the law contains no penalty for the latter offense. The omis- 
sion to enforce the penalty is as much the act of the State as the omission to 


enact it. The open and notorious omission of the State to prevent or ar 
a to prevent oanig encourages and contributes to the doing of it 
Can it be said that Congress 


having ec od to correct the mischief in the 
former ano, is powerless in the latter Why bas it not the power? For the 
3 any, that the general power of domestic regulati: 

o the i 

But this is only a negative reason, and does not affirmatively exclude the 
exercise within the State ofany power, expressed orimplied, which the United 
States may possess. There is now another possible ground which had not 
sopros the day of the Civil Rights case. 

iebold’s case (100 U. S., 871, 394) broadly intimates, and Neagle’s case (135 
U. S., 1, 69) directly d es, that there is a peace of the United States“ 
throughout our jurisdiction; that the United States may preserve and en- 
force it by preventing an assault upon a Federal officer within a State, even 
to the = : nt of killing the assailant, and that this is not an invasion of State 
sovere: Y: 0 

The same process of reasoning which leads to that conclusion is capable of 
leading co the conclusion that the United States has the same power of pro- 
tecting its citizens as of its officers within the States. It was only an im- 

lied power in the case of the officer. The power which the Uni States 
and exercises to protect its citizens outside the States is only an implied 
power. 

Under the “ ™ doctrine there is at least nd to affirm that the 
murder of a citizen of the United States by a law-defined mob is an invasion 
of the 117 of the United States; and under the fourteenth amendment that 
the default of a State and its officers in taking means to prevent or to punish 
such murdersisa violation of the rights thereby secured; and that the United 
States may take measures to preserve the of the United States within 
the States, and may extend to its citizens the protection in their lives which 
the States deny brang tofurnishit. All reasonable presumptions, in leg- 
sang oe in judicial construction, are to be made in favor of the protec- 

on of life, 

It hardly need be said that the Sepre provision of the fifteenth amend- 
ment against abridging the right of citizens of the United States to vote 
does not by implication authorize the States to kill citizens of the United 
States or suffer them to be kill 


on is reserved 


ed without interference; nor does the pro- 
vision for Congressional legislation to enforce it exclude by implication the 
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— of any other power which the United States may possess under the 


nth amendment or otherwise. 
Tam not red to assert that this is im: able for the constitution- 
ality of such | tion; but there is enough to afford food for thought, 
and, in my op! 8 for the attempt. If Con and the Executive 
d. too of our own citizens in their lives and liberties of as 
much im ce as the nest and subjugation of the Filipinos, I think the 
Constitution would be found adequate to it. 
ble culties may be found in working out the 
remedy than in establishing the constitutio power; but if the peer ex- 
reason why the murder of a citizen of the United States by a 
mob should not be declared a crimeagainst the United States and punished as 
such. The responsible officers of the mar or other districts in which such 
crimes occur ht be punished by the United States for omission to bring 
or attempt to g the offenders to trial under the State laws. The occur- 
rence of a lynching might be declared sufficient prima facie evidence of de- 
nial by the State and its officers of equal pro on. A fine might be levied 
on the county or district in which the lynching occurs. The milita: wers 
might L to bear upon any such district or — 3 — or the 
. of further offenses, which provision by itself would go far to 
prevent them. 

Any bill for the Rune ry ta course, contain a certain provision for 
the em ing of juries in the Federal courts in 5 for the pun- 
ishment of the offenses in question. It is also worth ering whether 
the equity powers of these courts may not be invoked. The rule that equity 
does not prevent or punish crimes may be reserved by statute, subject only 
to the constitutional guaranty of jury trial. The liquor selling can be pre- 
vented and punished by bill in equity, which is held constitutional in some 
of the States, and cog pos that mob violence directed against the lives 


of n o may be. 

If the Repu party leaders consider that any attempt at l. tion of 
bis character is inadmissible for political reasons, Ican understand it, though 
Ido not a to it. Thel proposition that the United States, na un- 
questioned power to pro its ci in their lives and their p . in 
ev other quarter of the world, has no power to protect them in their lives 
within sight of its own capital where the States openly, ech jt Aber pur 
pony fail to do it is so monstrous that it is not to be conceded until affir. 


e 


s * + 
To admit that our nation, which is made ziy several States, is unable to 

ent g therein are dis 

to violate the same, and that the State governments, or rather the lack thereof, 

are superior to and ultimately ind dent of the General Government, is 

to admit, if I mistake not, the soundness of the late contested platform of 


has 

roughout its Fhe arg a the will of any State to the contrary notwith- 
standing, what the improvement of its Government over that of the Turks 
mo 


In concluding these remarks, Mr. Chairman, I wish to disclaim 
any intention of harshness or the production of any friction be- 
tween the races or the sections of this country. I have simply 
raised my voice against a growing and, as I regard it, one of the 
most dangerous evils in our country. I haye simply raised my 
voice in behalf of a people who have no one else to speak for them 
here from a racial point of view; in behalf of a patient and, in 
the main, inoffensive race, a race which has often been wronged 
but seldom retaliated; in alf of the people who— 

Like birds, for others we have built the downy nest; 
Like sheep, for others we have worn the fleecy vest; 


Like bees, for others we have collected the honeyed food; 
Like the patient ox, we have labored for others’ good. 


HE See applause. 

. LITTLE. Mr. Chairman, the constitutional questions pre- 
sented by the pending bill have been so ably discussed that I shall 
p by that with the statement that 1 fully saree with the minor- 
ty of the committee. The questions that I do desire to discuss 
briefly are so interwoven, so dependent one upon the other, that I 
find it difficult to discuss them independently; they are imperial- 
ism and standing armies. The first is the fruit of and love 
of power, and the last, a large standing army, is the result of the 
fear of popular government by those w owould wrong the people. 

There has been much able discussion in this House and through- 
outthe country on thesubject of imperialism, And there has been 
much confusion over the terms expansion“ and ‘‘imperialism;” 
in 3 they have generally been used as if bearing the same 
meaning. 

The extension of the territory of a country, which territory is 
adjacent thereto or sufficiently close and adapted or suitable to be- 
come a of the government, to be molded into states, to be 
governed under the uniform constitution and laws of the country, 
would be expansion. 

The taking of a nation of pone and their country by purchase 
from another nation which has no moral right to sell, or by con- 
quest, which, on account of its location and character of its peo- 
ple, could not in the nature of things become a part of the gov- 
ernment, for the purpose of enforcing a 8 upon them 
without their consent, is imperialism. The one is American and 
does not violate the fundamental principles of our Government, 
and presents itself more as a question of expediency than other- 

each pr tion depending upon itsown merits. The other 
belongs excl 4 3 and monarchies and is contrary to 
all the history and principles of our country, and does not find 
support in the teachings of any of the t men who established 
this Government for the benefit of mankind. 

Therefore, Mr. Chairman, in this discussion I shall confine my- 


- self tothe Philippine question, and shall notconfuse the question of 


expansion or na growth with the question of impe: and 


4 
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force. Much effort is being put forth to show that in the . of 
the Administration tohold and govern the people of the ippine 
Islands they are but executing the teachings of Jefferson, Pack 
son, and the great Democrats of the past. Nothing to my mind, 
Mr. Chairman, is farther from the truth of history. Nowhere in 
history can you find a declaration of these great statesmen, pa- 
triots and Democrats, or any of them, advocating the taking b 

conquest or purchase a nation of people on the Eastern Hemi- 
3 and governing them by force, after the manner of the 

ngdoms of Europe, as dependencies. 

And the man who makes the claim is either misinformed as to 
the history of his own country or confuses the truth of the past 
with the false issues of the present, so as to divert the public mind 
from the real question and real danger, 

We hear much said by the advocates of imperialism about the 
Louisiana . and the various acquisitions of territory by 
the United States in the past. But what analogy can there be 
between these acquisitions to become a part of the United States, 
practically contiguous territory, and the acquisition of a forei 
country in the Eastern Hemisphere and more than 8,000 miles 
from our shores, with 9,000,000 people, not intended to ever be- 
come a part of one homogeneous government under the same 
constitution and laws, but to be subjects and vassals. 

Mr. Chairman, there is no more analogy, in my judgment, be- 
tween the two propositions than there is between right and wrong 
8 liberty and serfdom, between a republic and an imperial 
monarchy. 

The great Louisiana purchase, made in 1803, was a legitimate, 
desirable, and necessary acquisition to our country, and was ac- 
quired under the direction of the great Democrats of that day. 

The third article of the treaty for the cession of this vast terri- 
tory contained the following language: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be ted in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, 

les of the Federal Constitution, to the enjo t of all the 

and immunities of the citizens of the United States; and in the mean- 

time they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. 

Also the treaties ceding to the United States Florida, California, 
New Mexico, and Utah contained similar provisions. Thesetreaty 
stipulations embodied the wise and patriotic thought of the “ Im- 
mortals” of the Democratic party of that day. ey taught ex- 
pers and legitimate growth within constitutional limitations. 

isten to the language of the treaty: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible, according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, etc. 

The purposes and the hopes of the wise men who were instru- 
mental in securing these splendid additions to our country were 
to build up and establish a great and powerful compact nation of 
li -loving people who would be able to defy and defeat the 
combined armies of the kingdoms of the world. But, Mr. Chair- 
man, the imperialist, with a great manifestation of pride, asks us 
what will we do with the territories acquired from Spain under 
the treaty of peace. 

My answer, Mr. Chairman, is that there is a policy distinctly 
American that can and ought to be pursued, Itis not a new or 
dangerous policy, It has been tried in the past, and that test 
bears the mehest evidence of the wisdom and justice of the policy. 

At the end of the war between this country and Mexico in 1848 
Mexico was reduced to a state of almost anarchy. What did this 
country do? Bolstered up a newly organized government until a 
treaty was made, then withdrew from the territory and left the 
Government in the hands of the people. Revolution after revo- 
lution followed in quick succession, but we did not feel called 
upon to place them under the tutelage of this Government and 
send our armies and force a government upon the people without 
their consent. And now we can look with pride at the happiness 
and progress of the people of Mexico, with a stable and just gov- 
ernment, keeping step with the progressive nations of the world. 

They were at our doors; we subjugated them by the power of 
our armies, but we did not make them dependent subjects of this 
Government under the pretext that it was n to maintain 
our international obligations or in obedience to ‘‘ manifest des- 
tiny.” But we told them to organize and maintain their own free 
and independent government and enjoy the . of a govern- 
ment based upon the will of their own people. e said to the 
imperial crowns of Europe, ‘‘ Hands off; let them work out their 
own destiny.” 

This course, Mr. Chairman, is and has been the“ manifest des- 
tiny” of this Government, and if pursued in the future will add 
new glory and honor tothe Republic and strengthen the cause of 
human liberty throughout the world. This was the Democratic 
way that the Republican Administration would abandon. 

. Chairman, when did we get this notion of governing for- 
eign nations of people and of maintaining the peace in the Orient? 
How old is it with us? Some little examination of that question 
might be profitable at this time. 4 


— 
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Take Haiti, lying just beyond Cuba, where there have beenmany 
revolations and much internal strife. We have not interfered 
nor allowed any other nation to interfere. They are much nearer 
to us than the Philippines; they are a pn of the Western Hemi- 
sphere. How is it with Venezuela? e has had many reyolu- 

ons. No longer than 1895 England, under the pretext of a 
boundary dispute, concluded to extend the blessings of English 
imperialism over a portion of that country. 

hat đid the United States do? They asserted me sage ped of 
the Monroe doctrine over that country and compelled England 
to abandon her purpose or accept the alternative of a war with 
this country, which she wisely declined. This country then left 
Venezuela to work out its own destiny. This action on the part 
of our Government met with almost the universal approval of our 
people. This policy was then regarded in the light of farseeing 
e eae and as the outgrowth of an exalted and unselfish 

otism. 
But now it is said the course we pursued toward Mexico, Haiti, 
and Venezuela, if followed as to the . in the Orient sur- 
rendered by Spain, would be monstrous and disgrace the nation 
in the eyes of the civilized nations of the world. Why such a 
radical 2 in our policy? What has happened to demand of us 
that we should abandon these high pur of our Government? 
The one great distinctive feature that distinguishes our Republic 
from the kingdoms of Europe is this policy. What gave birth to 
this new American idea, that is scarcely twelve months old? 

Who is it, Mr. Chairman, that would have announced the pres- 
ent teachings of the imperialists two years ago. Who is it that 
would have announced these un-Amerian doctrines in the halls of 
Congress even one year ago; Not one among all the representa- 
tives of the people here, ere is a cause for this rapid change, 
Mr. Chairman, and that cause, in my opinion, is not altogether 
what has happened or is happening in the Philippine country; 
but what has 5 there has furnished the opportunity for 
certain forces and elements in this country to develop themselves, 
and they have adopted the misleading terms of expansion,“ man- 
ifest destiny,” and“ national duty“ to cloak from public view the 
purpose to overthrow the principles of safety and liberty and de- 
stroy the love and veneration of our people for the Constitution 
and the immortal Declaration of Independence. [Applause.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this brings us down to one of two proposi- 
tions, that we must accept if we determine to exercise permanent 
sovereignty over the Philippine Islands. 

First. That 8 become citizens of the United States 
and are Filipino-Americans, endowed with the rights and privi- 
leges of an American citizen to go and come to this country as 
often as they may desire. This, I believe, will be their status 
under our Constitution and the present decision of our Supreme 
Court, if carried out. 

Chief Justice Fuller in Boyd vs, Thayer (143 U. S.), says: 

Manifestly the nationality of the inhabitants of territory nired by con- 
quest or cession becomes that of the government under whose dominion they 
Bern subject to the right of election on their part to retain their former na- 

jonality by removal or otherwise, as may be provided. 

Second. If they do not in fact become a part of the United 
States by the exercise of sovereignty over them under the treaty, 
they must be treated as subjects and governed after the order of 
monarchies by this Government. This I do not believe can be 
done under our form of government without violating the funda- 
mental principles of the law of the land and overthrowing the 
mm orn line of decisions of the Supreme Court since its earliest 

ory. 

Mr. Chairman, if there existed no constitutional restrictions to 
prevent us from pursuing either of these policies, I would still 
pon them both. To admit them as citizens and a part of 

vernment would be disastrous to our people in many ways. 

Upon the present basis of representation in Congress it would 
entitle them, when they become a State, to 53 members of this 
body, to say nothing of the number of Senators to which they 
would be entitled, which would enable them to decide almost 
every disputed question in Congress and to determine every closely 
contested election. They would, as citizens, have the right of in- 
press and egress the same as any other citizen of the Republic. 

eir half-clad hordes, their cheap labor, could come here in such 
numbers as to endanger the pursuits of our laboring people in 
pneis frogei for the comforts of life for themselves and their 
amilies. 

But, Mr. Chairman, this is useless talk. The American le 
will never consent to this, and no man dare advocate it. No 
star will ever be added to our flag representing an Asiatic race. 
This proposition being out of the way, we are compelled to hold 
them as vassals and subjects, to be governed by us by force, or else 
we must liberate them upon such terms as will fair to the 
United States and just to them. 


And if this Government undertakes to pursue the course of 


domination and subjugation followed by the European x powers, 
＋ 


it will be in total disregard of the policies heretofore pursu 


It will be in 


nation and in violation of its Constitution and laws. 
effect an abandonment of the Monroe doctrine, and will be a 


complete revolution of our own Government. Those who advo- 
cate this English colonial policy are forced to deny the most 
venerated principles of the Declaration of Independence, and 
many of them openly and boldly challenge and dispute them. 
They deride and challenge the wisdom of the political fathers, who 
consecrated their lives, their property, and their sacred honors 
upon the altar of free government. 

They would change the glorious history of the past, and con- 
vict the Revolutionary fathers of a mistake in resisting the op- 
pression of Great Britain by now openly applying the same 
principles to a nation of 9,000,000 people in a foreign country 
that Great Britain undertook by her armies to enforce upon the 
colonies in America when they were scarcely 3,000,000 strong. 

If this, Mr. Chairman, is not imperialism, what is it? The ad- 
vocates of this doctrine squirm under the name imperialism, and 
say they are expansionists. If they are, England and every other 
European country are expansionists upon exactly the same prin- 


ciples, 

England, Germany, Russia, France, all hold and govern their 
colonies by force, And if we, by our military power, undertake 
to permanently hold and govern the Philippine people without 
their consent, what differentiates those Governments from ours? 
If it is imperialism for them, it is likewise imperialism for us. 

If it is oppression and tyranny in them to govern other nations 
of people by force, it is no less a crime for our own country to do 
the same thing. Mr. Chairman, before we can successfully put 
on the old clothes of the monarchies of the world, made thread- 
bare by the wear of centuries, and direct the future of our Gov- 
ernment in the bloody pathway of cruelty and oppression pursued 
by them, we must revolutionize our own Government and repu- 
diate its glorious history. 

We must tear down the bulwarks of the Constitution and re- 
pudiate the Declaration of Independence; for whenever its sacred 

rinciples are read and learned by the governed colonies it will 
inspire in the hearts of the people the hope of liberty and teach 
them that it is a God-given right to throw off the yoke of a for- 
eign 5 that seeks to govern them without their consent. 
{App ause.] It is an open concession that England was right in 

er effort to govern our ancestors in the days of the Revolution. 

Mr. Chairman, in the discussion of this question it is claimed 
by the friends of imperialism that the permanent retention and 
control of the Philippines is essential to the extension of our for- 
eign trade. And to my mind no argument made on this subject 
has less of real merit in it than this one. They point with confi- 
dence to the fact that our export trade has greatly increased in 
the last year and would have this House and the country believe 
that our trade had increased in po rtion to the destruction of 
our men in the Philippines. e have had no trade with the 


5 during this great increase in our foreign trade. The 
ports in these islands have been under blockade during the whole 
time. 


Our trade has been entirely in the markets of the world that 
have been open to us for years and years and has not been favor - 
ably affected by our conflict in the Philippines. The open-door 
policy in China, which has been the case for years, is now paraded 
as one of the natural results following from the acquisition of these 
islands, forgetting that if we continue to control the islands, we, 
too, must adopt the open-door policy. 

Mr, Chairman, considering for a moment the question as to the 
dollars and cents in it, it is a vastly losing bargain. 

The entire imports of the islands in 1894, which were the largest 
in recent times, amounted to only, $23,558,552. If the importers 
realized a net profit of 20 per cent, that would leave the entire 
profits at less than $5,000,000. Ifitshould be increased tenfold, the 
profits would only be about forty-five millions. We now have in 
these islands 65,000 men and officers. It is estimated by the best 
military authority that the cost of maintaining an army in a for- 
eign country will amount to $1,500 per man. for a year. At this 
rate our army in the Philippines is costing us 897,500, 000 a year. 

So you see upon the basis of 1894 it would take the import trade 
twenty years to pay us for our expense during the year 1899. But 
in addition to our Army we are supporting there a vast naval 
squadron, amounting to at least $25,000,000 a year, making, all told, 
an annual expense of more than $120,000,000. But some will say 
that when you have subjugated the people you can withdraw your 
army. Notso. Thehistory of the world shows beyond doubt that 
there never has been an instance where the white race have held 
in subjection an Asiatic race that it did not require a great army 
of occupation to do so. And I believe the longer we pursue our 
mistaken policy the greater will be the loss and disaster to us. 

But this is not all, Mr. Chairman. I can see in this policy dan- 
gers to the people of the South more srpalling $0 me than the 
expenditure of a few million dollars—dangers that I believe will 


paralyze her progress and imperil her great agricultural interests. 
I find, sir, 2 the report of Major-General Green, of the Army 
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of the United States, made in August, 1898, the statement that 
„cotton was formerly produced there in large quantities.” 

We find from an examination of the statement of the Treasury 
Department, issued in 1899, entitled, ‘‘Summary of commerce and 
finance,” that as far back as 1818 these islands exported not only 
homespun cotton fabrics, but that they exported in one year 
$25,000 worth of long-staple cotton. We also find that in that 
country there is a native tree that is known as the cotton tree,” 
which yields a coarse fiber resembling our cotton. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these natural conditions so favorable to 
the production of cotton, and so much so that the cotton tree 

ws without cultivation—who can predict to what extend these 
slands may add to the cotton stock of the world? Already the 
long-staple cotton from Egypt has been coming in competition 
with our own cotton to such an extent that many Southern plant- 
ers have been asking for a protective tariff. For several years 
this competition has greatly reduced the price of the long staple. 
This year the price of this cotton took a sharp advance, owing to 
the short crop in Egypt, and P some people seem to believe that 
this increase was caused by the war in the inopen I find in 
this same report the following statement, which I will quote: 

Long-staple cotton was formerly extensively cultivated in the province of 
Llocos Norte, whence pasi years ago large quantities of good cotton stuffs 
wereexported. Thisindustry still exists. The cultivation of this staple was, 
3 discouraged by the local governors in order to urge the planting of 


for the government supplies. 

The cultivation of cotton was discouraged by Spain and almost 

ohibited in the islands in the interest of the tobacco monopoly, 

om which the Government could extort greater revenues. I also 
find that the coprah oil is produced in these islands from the cocoa- 
nut- nuts, and that 53,750 tons of this oil was produced there 
in 1897. This oil is used for every purpose that the cotton-seed 
oil of the South can be used for, and may prove to be a dangerous 
competitor. 

There are in these islands about 9,000,000 people; of these, about 
6,000,000 are of the Catholic faith, and the remainder are heathens, 
Mohammedans and Chinese, The price of labor in that coun 
will average from $2 to $3 per month; and being in near touc 
with China, her hordes may be turned into that country by the 
adventurers, who will dominate the people there, if we maintain 

ent sovereignty over the islands under the treaty of Paris. 
the Story of the Philippines, written by Mr. Fiske, this state- 
ment occurs, at page 66: 

The ane ere cotton could be easily cultivated, and at one time there 
were cotton fields in northern Luzon. * * It only needs enterprise and 
common sense to make cotton raising a valuable industry. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with this acknowledged natural condition 
in that country, with its pauper labor capable of producing cot- 
ton and cotton goods in such quantities as to absolutely threaten 
this t e our own country, is it wise in us to force 
conditions there that will build up this competition against our 
own farmers and manufactories? I think not. 

To-day the South, in its development in manufacturing cotton 

‘oods, is not only surprising her own people, but has startled 

ew land, and she is warned that she must soon go out of 
business unless this rapid development of the factories of the 
South is ee e in some way. The East can not compete 
with the South, where cotton, fuel, and labor can be had at the 
very doors of the factories. Many of these New England factories 
are going South. Many more of them, that have collected trib- 
ute from our people for a quarter of a century under the tariff 
system, and have grown rich from the unreasonable bounty col- 
lected from our people, are not willing to give up these splendid 
privileges without a struggle. 

And I have all along been surprised that the Republican Repre- 
sentatives from the Eastern States, and their Senators with them. 
save two, stood solid for a policy that they claimed would be of 
such a great advantage to the great cotton-growing South. The 
contest between the manufacturing sections of the country, 
North and East, and the great producing South has not always 
fallen on patriotic and unselfish lines. For years and years the 
South has paid the tariff taxes, and the other sections of the coun- 
try have gathered the profits into their own kets, And Ido 
not suspect that they will look at the commercial side of the Phil- 
ippine question from a wholly unselfish standpoint. 

e keen eyes of the trusts and corporations that have grown 
rich and arrogant from the benefits given them by class legisla- 
tion see in the oan ong vast opportunities if they can only in- 
duce the people under the leadership of President McKinley, 
Marx Hanna, STEVE ELKINS & Co., to adopt the poeg of im- 

rialism, which would require a vast army to be kept there to 

omi ane the people while the trusts and corporations exploit the 
country. 

The New England factories could be transferred there, and 
cotton could be raised and manufactured by the pauper laborers 
of that country, costing from 5 to 10 cents a day, with a few 
bosses and experts to direct it, and their products could enter the 


markets of Asia and China at prices that would 9 destroy 
our trade. They could, by utilizing that vast army of pauper 
laborers, grow cotton and ship it to the United States far below 
the cost of production here, 

And I firmly believe, Mr, Chairman, that it is this great promise 
that excites the cupidity and avarice of the great corporations and 
trusts in this country, whose power is driving the present Admin- 
istration madly and blindly on to the disastrous policy of impe- 
rialism and oppression. What would be the difference to our 
people whether we send our armies to the Orient to guard the 
factories and protect these heartless syndicates at public expense, 
while they dominate and speculate upon the people there an 
utilize their lands and cheap labor to destroy our foreign markets, 
or permit this pauper labor to come here and drive our farmers 
from their farms and our mechanics and laboring people from the 
factories and shops? 

Either would be equally criminal in us. We have prohibited 
the importation of pauper contract labor by law. And I protest 
that we shall not now adopt a policy that will permit our capital- 
ists to go to the Philippines under the protection of our flag and 
build up a competition that will destroy our foreign markets, 
Such a policy would be a greivous crime against the army of 
burden bearers in thìs country. [Applause.] 

The farmers and laborers of our country, it seems, under the 
wisdom of modern statesmanship as evidenced by the policies of 
the Republican party, are not only to be required to bear the great 
burdens of taxation without promise of relief and to submit to 
the extortions of trusts and combines at home without let or 
hindrance, but are to be called upon to pay the expenses of vast 
armies to support the imperial policies of the President, while 
other nations are to be plundered by adventurers, but must see 
our own markets destroyed and our peace endangered and the 
perpetuity of our institutions threatened, if not destroyed. pr 
plause.] And yet those who underrate the intelligence and pa- 
triotism of the farmers, laborers, and legitimate and intelligent 
business men of the country flatter themselves that they can in- 
duce them to aid in their own destruction under the plea uf man- 
ifest destiny.” 

Mr. Chairman, you and year party deceive yourselves; you do 
not know and appreciate the intelligence of our people. They are 
not only intelligent and industrious, but they understand to a re- 
markable degree the practical political questions of the hour. 
They are acquainted with the matchless history of our Govern- 
ment. They love our institutions. They stand ready to offer any 
sacrifice to parpetuate our institutions, but no eloquence can per- 
suade them and no power can compel them to abandon the well- 
known principles and 88 of our Government and to accept 
the imperial policies of European nations. n 

Mr. Chairman, the war in the Philippine Islands is a useless 
war, for which the President and those under his control are re- 
sponsible. I believe after the most careful consideration that 
the alternative was forced upon the Filipino people to fight or 
consent to become the permanent colonial subjects of the United 
States. If that is not true, the war was the result of the most 
masterly abs emp that ever marked the disgrace of a public offi- 
cer. There never been a day from the beginning of this war 
that it could not have been stopped upon terms not only just to 
the United States but with national honor. 

Our Government said to Mexico, We will aid you to establish 
your government, and when proper and just treaty agreements 
are entered into we will withdraw our armies and leave your gov- 
ernment to your own people.” The Filipinos are better ns gus 
for self-government than the Mexicans were at that time. They 
aided us in driving Spain from the Island of Luzon. They fought 
bravely and killed and captured more than 15,000 Spaniards; yet 
our wise and beneyolent President says to them, Surrender un- 
conditionally, and then we will tell you what weare going to do,” 
when they have at all times stood ready to lay down their arms 
upon an assurance of national independence, upon such terms as 
the United States should suggest; but still the cruel war goes on. 

How easy, how just, how honorable it would be for the United 
States to say to these people struggling for national independence, 
Lay down your arms; we will aid you to establish a government, 
which shall be yours when established, as soon as you shall, by 
treaty stipulations, agree to indemnify the United States for the 
amount paid Spain,” and make such trade agreements as shall be 
deemed wise touching our trade relations, reserving to ourselves, 
if need be, such harbors, naval and military stations as may be 
necessary to aid our commerce, and then say to the nations of the 
world, as we did in the case of Mexico, ‘‘ Let them alone while they 
work out their own salvation.” y 

There has not been an honr since the treaty of Paris was signed 
that the Philippine people would not cheerfully accept these honor- 
able conditions, 

Mr. Chairman, the treaty of peace with Spain was signed at 
Paris December 10, 1898, more than a year ago, and no war has 


1900. 
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been declared against any other nation by Congress. And yet, 
Mr. Chairman, we find the appropriations asked for the Army and 
Navy for the next fiscal vear are enormous. 

The estimates for the Navy will reach $65,000,000, and for the 
Army the enormous sum of $111,700,364, making a grand total of 
$176,700,364. Estimating our population at 75,000,000, this will 
amount to a tax of a little more than $2.35 upon the head of every 
man, woman, and child in the United States, or a tax of over 
$12.25 upon every family of five persons in the United States. 
And the amount for last year is even greater than this; but admit 
it is the same, then for the two years of imperialism in the Phil- 
ippines it will cost an amount equal to a tax of $25 upon every 
family of five in the United States. 

This sum, Mr. Chairman, may look small to you and your party 
leaders, but it is an enormous tax upon the man who must sup- 
port his wife and children by his daily labor, either in the shop 
or upon his little farm. When a man is compelled to use the 
greatest industry and strictest economy to make ends meet, and 
then you put an extra tax upon him of $25 or $50, it means much 
to him. È means that not only he, but the wife and children for 
whom he labors so hard must want for the comforts of life, and 
yet he gets no relief, ; 

The poet Miss Landon has beautifully and truthfully said: 

F 
It is to be of needful rest 
And of needful food debarred. 
ay, know not of the scanty meal, 
th small, pale faces round; 
No fire upon the cold, damp hearth 
When snow is on the ground. 

But this is not all that this unwarranted policy costs us. Every 
man that is wounded and the widow and children of those who 
are killed in battle or die from disease, also those who become dis- 
eased from the service, become pensioners upon the Government. 

And out of an army of 65,000 men in the Philippines it is a low 
estimate to say that they will furnish a pension roll of 20,000 
persons annually, to say nothing of the senseless sacrifice of brave 
American soldiers, worthy to die in a nobler and grander cause. 

But the good soldier must obey orders. It is not his privilege 
to question the right or wrong of a war. It is his to do and to die. 
Great has been the sacrifice already. How long will the Admin- 
istration pursue this blunder? Tra rts are arriving almost 
weekly laden with the sick, insane, and dead as the fruits of this 
policy. Mr. Chairman, I speak not alone for the Filipino; I plead 
got so much for his home and country. But Iplead for American 

omes. I plead for the brave boys that from a sense of duty to 
the Commander in Chief of our Army, who are called upon to 
make this useless sacrifice. It is my own country, Mr. Chairman, 
that I would save from the fatal policy of empire and greed and 
lust of power. 

Mr. Chairman, we should profit not only from our own experi- 
ence within the last year, but by the present experiences of Great 
Britain. To-day the little Dutch colonies of South Africa are 
holding at bay her embattled legions. The two little Republics 
in South Africa, with a total popen of only 150,000 people, 
are challenging the power of England and shaking her Empire to 
its center. Already her list of casualties amount to more than 
10,000: men, and her supremacy is threatened by other powers, and 
a conflict now with any of the other great nations would end in 
the overthrow of English power. 

These brave people in their struggle for liberty, by their bravery 
and courage, have the admiration and deserve the sympathy of 
liberty-loving people everywhere. The hearts of the American 

ple are with them, but by your course in the Ae ik ae the 
ips of the Administration are sealed and there is a padlock upon 
their consciences. No resolution of . for that brave and 
patriotic people in their struggle for liberty can be considered in 
this House. The Republican majority here, if not in actual sym- 
pathy with England, are handicapped by the advocacy of her doc- 
trines of imperialism, and must stand still and witness in silence 
the | rai military struggle of recent times for liberty and inde- 
pendence, and not so much as express sympathy for the braveand 
invincible peonia of the little Dutch Republics. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. } 

Mr. Chairman, this is not all of imperialism. It means large 
standing armies at home. Before the war with Spain our Regular 
Army consisted of only 25,000 men, representative of that great 
army of citizen soldiery engaged in the busy walks of life to whom 
the Republic must look for support in the hour of peril. But now 
we are asked to make the standing Army 100,000 strong. How 
long will it be, if we pursue the present policies, until it will be 
increased more and more until it will become a burden sorely to 
be borne by our penis and become a dangerous factor in our 

vernment, and, in the hands of an unscrupulous, and ambitious 

esident, be the means of overthrowing our own Government or 
oppressing our people? 5 
ut if we are to abandon the Monroe doctrine and cast aside all 


the warnings of the great statesmen of the past, from George 
Washington to McKinley, and engage in all the European con- 
troversies and struggles for supremacy in the East, we must make 
up our minds that the military must become the dominating 
power in our own Government, and that great armies and a navy 
sufficient to dominate the seas is our only safety, and that trade, 
business, and labor must be taxed to pay for their support. I 
warn the people of the dangers of great standing armies. Their 
existence is repugnant to free government, and will endanger the 
liberties of the people, I will never vote to put any nation of 
people under such rule. 

Those of us who come from the South have reasons for our ob- 
jections to military rule. We know what it means toset up mili- 
tary control over a people. We have had the bitter experience. 

or four years we groaned under therule of political plunderers 
and military criminals, and so long as I shall live I shall never 
consent to place that scourge upon any nation of people on earth. 

Iam not ready to abandon the policy as declared by Jefferson 
when he said: 

Peace, commerce, and honest friendship with all nations, entangling alli- 
ances with none. 

This has been and should continue to be the motto of this coun- 
try in its foreign relations. In this way we can extend our com- 
merce to every port in the world without the aid of great standing 
armies, with all their attendant evils and burdens. 

I firmly believe that we should still hold to the wise declarations 
announced by the father of our country in his parting words: 

Europe has a set of primary interests, which to us have none or a very re- 
mote relation. Hence she must be en in nent controversies, the 
causes of which are essentially foreign to ourconcerns. Hence, therefore, it 
must be unwice in us to implicate ourselves by artificial ties in the ordinary 
vicissitudes of her tics or the ordinary combinations and collisions of her 
friendships or enmities. Our detached and distant situation invites and en- 
ables us to pursue a different course. If we one people, under an 
efficient government, the period is not far off when we may Gely material 
injury from external annoyance; when we may take such an attitude as will 
cause the neutrality we may at any time resolve upon to be scruplously re- 
spected; when be rent eee under the im ibility of making ac- 


quisitions upon us, will not lightly the ing us provocation; when 
we may choose peace or war as our interest, guided by justice, shall counsel. 


Mr. Chairman, let us all h that in the final settlement of 
these great questions the om and justice of the American 
as long as eo among men shall exist. 

people 
n the 
race of life. 
lic and against the empire. [Applause. 


people will prevail, and that our American institutions will be 
preserved as a perpetual inheritance to the people of this nation 
Let our best energies be put forth to secure to all our 
justice and fair treatment, giving each an equal chance 
Believing that our territory should extend no further than our 
Constitution, laws, and institutions ny go, Iam for the Repub- 
Mr. Chairman, if there be no objection, I will ask permission to 


print as an appendix to my remarks certain authorities and decla- 
rations of statesmen in the past. 
APPENDIX. 


Article I, section 8, of the Constitution reads as follows: 

“The Con shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, y the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
be uniform throughout the United States.” 

What is meant by the words United States“ as used in this provision, 
and can one tax be levied in the States and another in the Territories? 

In 8 vs. Blake (5 Wheat, 643), Chief Justice Marshall, in the 
opinion of the court, says: 

“The power, then, to lay and collect duties, 25 and excises may be 
exe’ and must be exercised, throughout the United States. Does this 
term designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? 
— uestion can tof but one answer. It is the name given to 
our grea Republic, which is composed 8 and Territories, The District 
of Columbia or the 3 west of Missouri is not less within the United 
2 N E n 5 n 1 is Png less ition ork on —f 

Nei, of our ns ton. untformity in e imposition of imposts, 
duties, and excises should be observed in the one than the other.” at 

In the case of Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 164) Justice Wayne, for tho 
court, says: 

“To permit these goods to be landed in the port at San Francisco would be 
a violation of that provision of the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, 
im and excisesshall be uniform throughout the United States. Indeed, 
it must be clear that no such rights exists, and that there was nothing in the 
condition of California to exempt importers of ee i oods into it from the 
BR of the same duties which were chargeable in the other parts of the 

nited States. * * * That the ratification of the treaty made 
a part of the United States, and that as soon as it became so the territory 
became subject to the acts which were in force to regulate foreign commerce 
with the United States after those had ceased which had been instituted for 
its regulation as a belligerent right.” 

What is the true po oF of expansion? Jefferson in his m to Con- 

at its flrst session after the Louisiana purchase used this Democratic 


age: 

“ With the wisdom of Congress it will rest to take those ulterior measures 
which may be necessary for the immediate occupation and tempor: gov- 
ernment of the country; for its 5 into our Union; for rendering 
the change of government a blessin our newly adopted brethren; for se- 
curing to them the rights of conscience and of property; for confirming to 
the Indian inhabitants their occupancy and self-government, estab! 


ornia 


friendly and commercial relations with them, and for ascertaining the geog- 
raphy of the country acquired.” 


NN _— — — 
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President Polk, in his message of December 2, 1845, referring to the annex- 
ation of Texas, said: 
“This accession to our territory has been a bloodless achievement. No 
been raised 


arm of force has to produce the result. The sword has had no 
part in the victory. We have not sought to extend our territorial posses- 
sions by conquest or our republican institutions over a reluctant people. It 
Mamde 8 homage of each people to the great principle of our fed - 
erative Union.” 

President Monroe, in his message of December 2, 1823, after referring to 
le of the Greeks for libe $ 


the stru rty and other matters affecting our for- 
eign relations, says: 
“ The citizens of the United States cherish sentiments the most friendly in 


favor of the liberty and happiness of their fellow-men on that side of the At- 
lantic. In the wars of the European powers in matters relating to them- 
selves we have never taken sarpi nor does it comport with our policy so 
todo. Itis only when our rights are invaded or seriously m that we 
resent injuries or make pre m for our defense. With the movements 
in this hemisphere weareof necessity more immediately connected, and by 
causes which must be obvious to al 
‘erent in this re- 
ifference proceedsfrom that which exists 
in their respective governments, and to the defense of our own, which has 
been achieved by the loss of so much blood and and matured by the 
wisdom of their most enlightened citizens, and under which we have enjoyed 
unexampled felicity, this whole nation is devoted. We owe it, therefore, to 
candor and to the amicable relations existing between the United States and 
powers to that we should consider any attempt on their part 
to ssoi — 8 to any portion of this hemisphere as us to our 
peace an ‘ety. 
“With the existing colonies or dependencies of any E power we 
have not interfered and shall not interfere; but with the governments who 
have declared their independence and maintained it, and whose independence 


we have on great consideration and on just principles wledged, we 


could not view any interposition for the purpose of opp them or con- 
trolling in any other manner their destiny any European power in any 
other light snaa as the manifestation of an y disposition toward the 


President Fillmore in his first message to Congress said: 

“Among the acknowledged rights of nations is that which each possesses of 
esta that form of government which it may deem most conducive to 
the happiness and prosperity of its own citizens, of that form as 
circumstances may require, and of managing its 


and they readily concede it to others. We make no wars to promote 
or to prevent nes, to maintain any of a ce of 
power, or to sup’ the actual government which any country chooses to 
establish for i 2 


President Buchanan, in a message to Congress, said: 

It has been made known to the world by my predecessors that the United 
States have on several ions endeayored to acquire Cuba from Spain Me 
honorable negotiation. If this were accomplished, the last relic of the Afri- 
can slave would instantly disappear. We would not, if we could, ac- 

uire Cuba in any other manner. This is due to our national character. All 
the territory that we have sg Una since the origin of the Government has 
been by fair purchase from „Spain. and or by the free and 
voluntary act of the independent State of Texas in blending her destinies 
with our own.” 


In his address he said: 
It is our g that whilst other nations have extended their dominion by 
the sword we have never acquired any territory ex 


y cept by fair purchase, or, 
as in the case of Texas, by the voluntary determination of a brave, kindred, 
8 rosie people to blend their destinies with our own.” 
e : 
“Our past history forbids that we shall in the future uire territory un- 
less this Pe wanctionsa by the laws of paee and honor’ 
The immortal Webster in a speech in the United States Senate March 23, 
1848: “In the part which I have acted in public life it has been may parposs 
to maintain the people of the United States what the Constitution designed 


to make them—one Foon one in — eg in character, and one in polit- 
ical 3 II . from that we break it all up. Arbitrary govern- 
ons, 


ments may have tories and distant use arbit gov- 
pecan ap rule them by different laws and different systems. Russia 
ma ein 


e Ukrane and the provinces in the Caucasus and Kamchatka 
‘erent codes, ordinances, or ukases. „We can do no such thing. They 


must be of us, phan eee np 
It was also Webster that uttered grand truth: 
eee ee power. no matter how 
lightly it sits upon the shoulders, if it is not im by the voice of his own 
nation and of his own country, he will not, he can not, and he means not to 
be happy under its burden.“ 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, this bill is radically wrong in 
rinciple, against common sense on its face, clearly contrary to 
e dictates of humanity, and absolutely in violation of the letter 
and the spirit of the Federal Constitution. It seeks to extend to 
a limited degree the Dager tariff law to the goods, wares, and 
merchandise of the people of the island of Puerto Rico, which 
island is now, and for some time past has been, a part of the ter- 


ritory of the United States. 
Itim a tariff tax on all merchandise coming into the United 
States from Puerto Rico, and into that island from the United 


States, at a rate equal to 25 per cent of the duties collected on 
merchandise imported into the United States from foreign coun- 
tries; and further provides that duties collected in United States 
pers upon manufactured goods from Puerto Rico shall be equal 

rate and amount to the internal- revenue tax imposed by the 
United States upon the same articles manufactured in the United 
States, and in addition thereto 25 per cent of the duties now col- 
lected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported from 
foreign countries, and that duties collected in the island upon 
manufactured goods from the United States shall be equal to the 
internal-revenue tax imposed in Puerto Rico upon articles manu- 
factured therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent of the duties 
now collected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported 
from foreign countries. 


In my opinion this bill violates the traditional re the Gov- 


ernment, strikes a cruel blow against a portion of the people of 


our country, and makes a discrimination as unwise as it is cruel 
and unjust. It is one of the most iniquitous bills ever introduced 
in this House. I am unalterably opposed to this kind of legisla- 
tion, and shall vote against this bill. 

Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman S the money bill? 

Mr. SULZER. I said it was one” of the most iniquitous bills 
ever introduced, and I repeat it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, that is a stock phrase. 

Mr. SULZER. That may be, but your legislation warrants it, 
and the word is none too strong and, to my mind, can not be too 
often used to fitly express your action here. You trample under 
foot the Constitution, and you ride roughshod over the rights of 
the people. The currency bill is an infamous financial job. This 
bill is an infamous tariff job, and they are both inherently 
iniquitous. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, since the ratification of the treaty of peace 
between Spain and the United States the island of Puerto Rico 
has been and is now a part of the domain and territory of this 
country, and the Constitution = to it, and should apply to it, 
just as much as it applies to the District of Columbia or the Ter- 
ritory of Arizona. To contend otherwise is as preposterous as it 
is untenable. 

The > poopie of Puerto Rico are citizens of the United States and 
entitled to the same privileges, the same rights, and the same im- 
munities under the Constitution that the 2 85 le of any other State 
or Territory are entitled to in the Feder Union. This bill com- 
pelling the citizens of Puerto Rico to pay a tariff tax on their 
goods, wares, and merchandise to and re this country is un- 
warranted, unjustifiable, unprecedented, un-American, and, in 
my judgment, unconstitutional. In all our a history no polit- 
ical party ever dared to attempt to a bill like this, a bill as 
inhuman as it is unfair, a bill that iminates by special legis- 
lation against the people of one section of the country in regard 
to imposts—taxes. 

The Constitution regarding this matter is clear and plain. Sec- 
tion 8 of Article I says in language that can not be misunder- 


stood: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
and excises; * * * but all duties, imposts and excises shall — — 
throughout the United States. 


This provision of the Constitution has been passed upon and in- 

eg paw again and in by the United States Supreme Court, 

and from the days of John Marshall down to the present time the 

highest court in all our land has always held that the laying and 

gos oting of impost duties must be uniform throughout the United 
es. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not propose and I have not the time to re- 
view the authorities. I shall content myself by referring to a few 
of the more important of them. John Marshall, in delivering the 
opinion of the court in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake (5 
Wheaton, page 319), said of the clause of the Constitution requir- 
ing uniformity of duties, excises, and tage tke throughout the 
United States—the very clause involved in bill: 


The power to lay and collect duties, im 
and must be Baden fow throughout the United 
nate the Whore or any part of the United States? Certainly this question can 


or the Ter- 
United States than Maryland or 


tion 
T. 

In the case of Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 198) the court 
clearly considered the territory embraced in ifornia as a part 
of the United States within the meaning of this same clause of 
the Constitution. 

I am unable to find any support in judicial decisions for the 
doctrine that the inhabitants of Territories have no constitutional 
rights, but exist only by the will of Congress. On the other hand, 
it has been repeatedly held by the Supreme Court that Congress 
is bound by the restrictions of the Constitution in dealing with 
Territories. The broadest construction I have been able to dis- 
cover, given ens decision of the Supreme Court to the legisla- 
tive power of Congress over Territories, is set forth in the Canter 
case, and holds in effect that Congress possesses the powers of the 
General Government and also the powers of a State legislature 
unrestrained by a State constitution. This interpretation would 
still leave Congress subject to those limitations which are imposed 
by the Constitution upon both the national and the State govern- 
ments. Since the National Government is required to observe 
the rule of uniformity in levying duties, excises, and imposts, and 
the States are substantially prohibited from levying such taxes, 
it follows that Congress has no power to tax thus unequally either 
in its ca < - a Lee or s State 5 i: 

ebster spoke directly upon the ve roposition in- 
volved in this bill. On the 23d of March, 1848, 1 — said in the 
United States Senate: 


An arbitrary government may have territorial 
Possessions. because an arbitrary government may 


ernments in distant 
its distant territories 
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by different laws and different systems. Russia may Ukraine 
and the Cancasus and Kamchatka by different codes or ukases. We can do 
nosuchthing. They must be of us— of ink I 


govern the 


us—or else estranged. I think 

see, then, in progress what is to d re and deform the Constitution. 
$e S Et I see a course adopted t is likely to turn the Constitution 
under which we live into a deformed monster—into a curse rather than a 
blessing—into a pn frame of unequal government, not founded on popular 
representation, but rounded in the grossest inequalities: and I think if it eo 
on, for there is a great danger that it will go on, that this Government 

be broken up. 

Numerous recent decisions recognize the doctrine that Terri- 
tories are infant States. Among them are the following: 

In Weber 1 Harbor Commissioners (18 Wallace, 65) Jus- 
tice Field said: 

Although the title to the soil under tide waters of the bay was 
by the cession from Mexico equally with the title to the upland, they 
only in trust for the future States. 

And in Knight vs. United States Land Association (142 United 

States, page 183) Justice Lamar said: 

Upon the acquisition of the territory from Mexico the United States ac- 
quired the title to the tide lands 8 with the title to the upland, but 
with respect to the former they held it only in trust for the future States 
that might be erected out of such territory. 

In Shively vs. Bowlby (152 United States, 48) Justice Gray re- 
iterated the doctrine of Knight against United States and Weber 
against Harbor Commissioners. 

Mr. Chairman, in my opinion the true theory is that the Con- 
stitution applies to the entire domain of the United States, and 
while the power of Congress over the Territories is plenary, this 
term is only used in connection with the Territorial and munici- 
pal government which must be conducted under the authority of 
Congress. Congress thus possesses a power over the Territories 
which it does not over the States; but so far as the Fed- 
eral powers are concerned, they operate equally over the States 
and Territories and are to be exercised with regard to the prohi- 
bitions and limitations of the Constitution. 

This is stated in National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 
U. S.), in which Chief Justice Waite, after stating that Territo- 
ries are but political subdivisions of the outlying domain of the 
United States, said, with reference to the organic law of a Terri- 
tory: j 

It is obl d binds the Territorial authorities, but is 
arene, te the purposss of ‘this 9 of 8 au- 


su 
thority has all the powers of ec a of the United States, except such as 


have been exp: yor by im tion reserved in the prohibitions of the 


Constitution. 
In Reynolds vs, United States (98 U. S., 162) the court says: 


Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which 
shall prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con- 


stitution expressly forbids such legislation. 


In Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., 707) the court says: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in findinga 
verdictas an essential feature of trial by jury incommon-law cases. Theact 
of Congress could not impart the power tochange the constitutional rule and 
could not be treated as attempting to do so. 

In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 346) Justice Harlan said: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to the 
right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 

In Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 15) the court says: 

The people of the United States, as sove: owners of the national Ter- 
ritories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants In the exer- 
cise of this sovereign dominion they are represented by the Government of 
the United States. to whom all the powers of the Government over that sub- 
2 have been delegated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed 

the Constitution or are necessarily implied in its terms. 

Now, sir, it being conceded that Puerto Rico is a part of the 
domain of the United States, and the Constitution enjoining that 
all impost taxes shall be uniform throughout the United States, 
it appiate to me that this bill levying impost taxes of 25 per cent 
of the Dingley tariff rates against the goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise of the citizens of Puerto Rico is, and in the nameof common 
sense, justice, and humanity ought to be, unconstitutional, and if 
the bill ever passes I trust, [ hope, and I believe the courts will 
declare it unconstitutional and absolutely null and void. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; if it is not too long. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I hold in my hand a book which con- 
tains a decision of the Supreme Court which overrules John 


Mr. SULZER. Well, God forbid that you should ever overrule 
him. [Laughter] John Marshall was oneof the greatest jurists 
that ever sat on the bench of the United States Supreme Court, 
and in this matter, with all due respect to my colleaguė from New 
York and the book he holds in his hand, I prefer to follow the 
judgment of John Marshall. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I am surprised at the ignorance of gen- 
tlemen on that side of the House, and some on side, on this 
question. 

Mr. SULZER. Well, then, I will say that no one is surprised 
at your knowledge of the law. [Laughter and ee Aag 
to satisfy you I will now admit that you know more law the 
Supreme Court ever knew or ever will know. 


uired 
id it 


Mr. NEVILLE. Will the gentleman yield to me a moment? 

Mr. SULZER. Les; certainlx. 

Mr. NEVILLE. If the Republican theory is correct, that the 
foreigners pay the tax, how can the Republicans claim to be good 
—— — and at the same time impose a tax on the Puerto 

icans 

Mr. SULZER. That is an ethical question, and I respectfully 
submit it to my good friend from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. But 
let me tell you now that no Republican will answer it. agh- 
ter and applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, it is not often that I agree with the President. 
In a political way we differ materially in regard to legislation 
for the best interests of the people; butin regard to this legisla- 
tion for Puerto Rico, if the ident meant what he said in his 
annual message to Congress, I agree with him. Letme read what 
the President said to Congress regarđing this matter at the begin- 
ning of this session of Congress: 

It is our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets, 

This he said was necessary because the island— 


imposes 


The Secretary of War in his annual report uses the following 
language: 


The highest considerations of justice and faith demandthat we should 


not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our 1 ity with 
which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their allegiance to the 
United States, and that we should treat the interest of this people as our 


own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 


And as late as the 19th of January, the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee, Mr. Payne, declared by the introduction 
of House bill 6883, for which the pending bill is offered as a sub- 
stitute, against the policy of this bill and in favor of free trade 
between the United States and Puerto Rico. 

Now, sir, I concur in the recommendations of the President and 
the Secre of War, that it is our plain duty not to enact a tariff 
law against Puerto Rico, but give her products free access to our 
markets; and that the dictates of humanity and the highest con- 
siderations of justice and good faith demand that we should not 
disappoint the confident expectations of the poor people of that 
beautiful gem of the Antilles—Puerto Rico. 

If this bill should pass, the President can not consistently sign 
5 if he were honest and sincere in what he said in his message to 


ongress. 

The overwhelming sentiment of the American people is against 
the of this bill, and in the face of that sentiment and the 
Presidents recommendation to Congress I would like some Re- 
3 to explain to me and the country the reasons why the 

publican majority in this House are resorting to every con- 
ceivable expedient to enact this outrageous and unjust measure 
into law? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

When this Puerto Rico tariff bill was introduced, it abolished 
all customs tariffs between thatisland and the United States; but 
when it was reported by the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee it raised a customs barrier of 25 per cent against the 
poor peopie of Puerto Rico. Whythechange? Did the President 
ask it? Did the Secretaryof Waraskit? Did the people of Puerto 
Rico ask it? No; absolutely no! The people of the island of 
Puerto Rico strenuously object and urgently protest against the 
passage of this bill, and, sofar as we are aware, the President has 
not chan his mind, although we know from experience that 
mind is like a weather vane, changing with every puff of political 


wind. 

Why, then, was the change made? Well, it issaid, and not de- 
nied, that the majority of the Ways and Means Committee made 
this change at the request of the sugar trust, the tobacco trust, 
SA the whisky trust. I believe this to be the truth about the 
matter. 

The agents of the trusts dictated this unjust discrimination 
against the citizens of Puerto Rico, and seem to haye more power 
and more influence here than the American people. You dare not 
disobey the trusts. They own and control the Republican party, 
They are in the saddle and they are riding the Republican party 


to destruction. They make you sneer at the will-of the ple; 
they make you laugh at law and public opinion; they make you 
violate the imperative injunctions of the Constitution in order to 
obey their selfish dictates of sordid greed. 


ow, sir, I would like to ask my friend from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE], the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee, what 
he would do if the agents of the trusts should come here and de- 
mand a tariff of 25 cent against the goods and merchandise of 
the people of New York, or the people of Illinois, or the people of 
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Oklahoma? Would he dare 
ucts of the people of those 

bill be considered just or constitutional? Ithink not. And yet 
would not such a bill be just as reasonable, just as sensible, and 
just as constitutional as the bill now under consideration? I can 


a bill laying tribute on the prod- 
tates? Ithink not. Would sucha 


see no material difference. 

The case seems to be analogous. As the Supreme Court has 
said, all impost taxes must be uniform throughout the United 
States, and to-day Puerto Rico is just as much a p> of the 
United States as Alaska or the District of Columbia. my opin- 
ion this proposition is incontrovertible, and this inhuman discrim- 
ination against the poor people of Puerto Rico is a Republican 
outrage, an act of unparalleled injustice, a shameful protective- 
tariff crime, and all done by the Republican party to please the 
sugar trust, to placate the tobacco trust, and to paralyze the 
struggling industries of Puerto Rico. 

Pass this cruel, this heartless bill, and what will the 1,000,000 
starving human beings in Puerto Rico think of us? Will they not 
wish they were back in Spain? Will it not be a just cause for con- 
tinued complaint? And will they not ey out against the injus- 
tice and truthfully say, in the words of the patriot fathers, No 
taxation without representation?” Spain would never treat one of 
her colonies as we now propose to treat the poor Puerto Ricans. 
What will the people down there think of our boasted civilization 
and of our superior free institutions? What an object lesson to 
the world this bill presents of Republican duplicity, Republican 
injustice, and Republican subserviency to the sordid greed of the 
monopolistic trusts. 

The other day the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], the 
spokesman of the Administration, said regarding this bill and the 
islands which came to us by reason of the treaty of peace with 
Spain: 

We have got them. and we are going to take care of them. We are going 
to make all fhe money out of the transaction we can. 

That sums the whole question up in a single sentence. The 
Republican p is going to make all the money out of the trans- 
action it can. It is going to exploit the islands ceded to us by 
Spain and make all the money out of them it can. This is not 
expansion; it is imperialistic piracy—the meanest and most inhu- 
man kind of robbery, because it not alone the present 
generation but entails woe and misery on millions yet unborn, 
and does it all under the flag of the Republic and in the name of 
freedom and justice, magnanimity and benevolent assimilation. 
What an inspiring spectacle of pretense and hypocrisy the 
Republican party presents to-day in its unconstitutional march 
to empire! 

The citizens of Puerto Rico are an intelligent, honest, peaceable, 

law-abiding people. Recently they were visited by a frightful 
hurricane which did great damage to the ses of the island, 
and they are now poor and sorely distressed. e should, if we 
are true to ourselves, give to them instead of teang on them. 
Governor-General Davis, in his last report to the War Depart- 
ment, said: 
3 Puerto Rico and the United States as a neces- 
Pass this bill to loot them, and in all the years to come what will 
they think of us? The Republican party has deprived them of self- 
government and given them a military government. They have 
norepresentation here. Under Spanish rule they were represented 
by twelve representatives and four senators in the Spanish 
Cortes. They had their own local legislature and absolute home 
rule. Why, under the circumstances, I ask, in the name of all 
that is fair and just and decent, should we now tax them and rob 
them of the little they have? Have we made their condition bet- 
ter or worse? f 

Have we liberated them from monarchical tyranny only to en- 
slave them in industrial oppression? The poor people of Puerto 
Rico will epost and the great heart of the Republic will answer 
and respond in the coming campaign. The American people will 
never repeat in the dying an of the nineteenth century the 
crimes and the blunders of rge the Third in the closing years 
of the eighteenth century. We have not forgotten our past. The 
spirit of 1776 still lives, and the American people will ere long 

vindicate the immortal principles enunciated in the Declara- 
tion of Independence. In the sisterhood of States there must be 
no stepdanghters. The flag we all love must not be used asa 
cloak to rob and oppress our fellow-citizens at the dictation of the 
trusts and to bolster up the falling Republican protective tariff 


fallacy. 
Mr. , I speak earnestly on this subject. My sympathy 
is with the struggling citizens of Puerto Rico. I want to extend 
to them the right hand of fellowship, and under the folds of the 
American flag and by virtue of the law of the land welcome them 
into the Federal Union. I want to help them, and not injure 
them. I want to save them, and not destroy them. I want them 
to love the Union, not hate us and despise our institutions. 

I want to keep faith with them and do unto them as we would 


that others should do unto us. The act zon do to-day is a crim- 
inal act of Republican spoliation, and the consequences will be 
more far-reaching and more destructive than you now imagine, 
It is another step in your mad march toward imperialism and the 
subversion of our free institutions. I protest against it with all 
the emphasis I can command, and I solemnly warn my country- 
men that the day is not far distant when the Republic will be de- 
stroyed if the wrongs and the usurpations of the Republican 
party are allowed to go unheeded, unchecked, and unrebuked. 

The manhood of this country must speak out, the great ccn- 
science of America must find voice, the citizenship of the Repub- 
lic must assert itself, ere it be too late and ere all is lost. Let us 
be honest, let us be fair, let us be just, let us be true to our past, 
true to ourselves, and it will follow like the night the day we can 
not then be false to any citizen in all the broad domain of our 
great and glorious Republic. 

In the contest which is now on between the Republic and the 
empire I take my stand with the people against empire and in 
favor of the perpetuity of the Republic. Ours is the great Re- 
public, the beacon light of the world, the refuge of the oppressed 
of every clime, the home for the downtrodden of every land, and 
itis incumbent and a sacred and imperative duty on those who 
are here and enjoying the inestimable 8 of our free insti- 
tutions to see to it that the Government of Jefferson, of Jackson, 
and of Lincoln does not perish from the earth. [Lond applause on 
the Democratic side. | th 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all 
gentlemen who have addressed the committee at this session be 
permitted to extend their remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, it is not alto- 
gether encouraging to attempt to discuss a question of so much 
importance when so nearly all the persons present are of one 
opinion and belief. I am sorry that there are not more of our 
friends across the aisle present, but I am pleased that the venerable 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee [Mr. PAYNE] sur- 
vived the ordeal of this afternoon and is able to be present at this 
session. [Laughter.] 

Iam not accustomed to extending my sympathy to the enemy; 
and yet, Mr. Chairman, during the discussion this afternoon, when 
the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] was debating this 
question, I did feel sorry to the very depths of my heart for the 
unfortunate creatures on his side of the Chamber, who withered 
under the fire of sarcasm and masterful argument that fell from 
his lips. He certainly 8 their armor, exposed their falla- 
cies, and, I might say, laid bare their hypocrisy. [Applause.] 

The intolerance and contemptuous sneers of gentlemen upon 
the other side of this Chamber of anything that savors of Democ- 
racy is wanting in this debate, and instead we find them driven 
to distraction in their madness and desperation, vainly hoping 
for some Lo ais or avenue of escape from their most untenable 
position. Helpless and pitiful, they grovel in the dark, without 
a . Without a ray of light, without sanction of law or 
morals. 

The brazen assurance and bold effrontery that have heretofore 
characterized their lordly proceedings upon this floor are gone, but 
the same inherent tendency, the same defiance of ordinary de- 
cency, remains in their mad zeal to dishonor the flag of the na- 
tion and trample the Constitution under foot for the mere sake 
of party expediency. I have predicted that the 8 part 
would encounter their greatest difficulty when they undertoo 
to create laws and maintain civil government in our new posses- 
sions, and, indeed, their boasted expansion has already, as mani- 
fested here, proven their downfall and encompassed their defeat. 

As I understand the history of this bill, an original bill for free 
trade with Puerto Rico was introduced by the same gentleman 
[Mr. PAYNE], following the su ions and recommendations of 
the President, but now, instead of that, a change of heart has been 
indulged, and this substitute has been repo . Some gentlemen 
have gone far enough to say that the President likewise has changed 
his mind. I do not know. 

I hope, Mr. Chairman, that the President of the United States, 
whom we all topici as President, if we do notrespect his politics, 
has enough backbone and courage to stand by his deliberate con- 
victions, which he entertained when he transmitted his annual 
message to Congress, and I hope that he will not be influenced by 
the tobacco and sugar trusts to change front at this time, and go 
with the majority of his party upon the other side of the Housein 
their efforts to conciliate those interests, for the purposes and 
benefit of their party in the coming election. 

There are two reasons, as I understand the question, why this 
change of front has been made. Iunderstand that representatives 
of the tobacco and sugar trusts from all over the country have 
hovered around the Committee on Ways and Means for several 
weeks past, urging upon them that their interests be protected at 
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the expense of the helpless citizens of Puerto Rico. And for the 
purpose, I am constrained to believe, of conciliating these inter- 
ests and bringing to the assistance of the Republican party what- 
ever they may see fit to contribute to the campaign fund of that 
party, they have changed front and come in here with the flimsy 
excuse that conditions have changed, without stating wherein 
they have changed, and now seek to im a tariff duty upon 
those people in violation of pledges made, and that too in the face 
4 the recommendations of the retary of War and the Presi- 
ent. 

I believe, though, the stronger and perhaps the better reason 
for the change which gentlemen have indulged was plainly stated 
and admitted upon the floor of the House day before yesterday 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] when, in 
his desperate appeal for unity of action upon that side of the 
House, he said, If this bill is defeated, the Republican party is 

ut in the hole, and every one of us goesin the hole with it.” 

es, Mr. Chairman, I believe that the Republican party is in the 
hole, I believe it will stay in the hole, and I believe when the 
election comes in November that hole will be closed behind it. 

Mr. NEVILLE. Pulled in after them. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Les: and hermetically sealed. 
[Langhter.] I see the difficulty that confronts the Republican 
party. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] frankly 
admitted it when he said that if this bill is defeated and no reve- 
nues are raised for the purposes of defraying the expenses of the 
local government of Puerto Rico and for public improvements, 
Congress will have to go into the Treasury of the United States 
for the money and that the people will repudiate that kind of 
thing. I may not quote his exact language, but this was the sub- 
stance and effect of what he said. . 

Very well; who is responsible? Not gentlemen upon this side, 
but gentlemen upon the other side of the Chamber who are respon- 
sible for the imperial policy upon which they have launched the 
country; andif it becomes necessary to go into the National Treas- 
ury to defray the expenses of Puerto Rico, the least dependent of 
our new possessions, the one most capable of defraying its own 
expenses, it is true the people will open their eyes and wonder 
what will be the result when it comes to maintaining a govern- 
ment in the Philippine Archipelago. I see the difficulty that con- 
fronts them, and it is with charity that I for one am willing to 
concede that the change is an emergency, justified only by the 
political necessity of the case. [Applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have not the time and will not under- 
take to discuss the various phases of this case, but only inciden- 
tally to allude to the objections which I see to this bill. The Con- 
stitution oe that ‘‘all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 
uniform throughout the United States.” Now, toavoid the letter 
of the Constitution, gentlemen have taken the ridiculous position 
that these acquisitions are not a part of the United States. 

That question has been fully discussed, but I desire to express 
my candid opinion in accord with what I believe to be the uni- 
form holdings of the Supreme Court, that all countries over which 
the American flag floats, that all territory which looks to Con- 
press and the American flag for protection are entitled to the 

nefits of the Constitution, and the residents thereof entitled to 
all the immunities of American citizens. a hyo The power 
of Congress to lay and collect taxes is plainly defined by the Con- 
stitution in section 8 of Article I, whic) as follows: 

The Co shall have pow: and coll 
ad Se en ea 
e W. n bu 
be uniform throughout the United States. 2 n s 

The issue joined on this bill involves a construction of the term 
United States.“ The meaning of the term as here employed has 
been defined by the Supreme Court in an opinion delivered by 
Chief Justice Marshall in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake 
(5 Wheaton, 660). I read from that case as follows: 

The eighth section of ti mgress “u 
and pei — taba, duties, 7171. Morn 8 Stebel wh 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It conse- 
quently extends to all places over which the Government extends. If this 
could be doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words, which 
modify the grant. These words are: “But all duties, imposts, and excises 

Shall be uniform throughout the United States.“ It will not be contended 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power 
itself does not extend. 

The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be 
exercised, and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this 
term designate the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? 
Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. The 
District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less within 
the United States than Maryland eee and it is not less neces- 
sary, on the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition 
ot imposts, duties, and exe shall be observed in the one than the other. 
Since, then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, 
is obviously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, 
and excises, and since the latter extends throughout the United States, it 
thoes Gites power to impose direct taxes extends throughout the 


This case has often been cited with approval, and nothing can be 
XXXIII——136 


found in the su uent decisions of the Supreme Court that con- 
flicts with it, but the same construction and definition has been 
steadfastly adhered to throughout the longline of decisions which 
follows it, involving, as they do, every conceivable question where- 
in an application could be invoked. 

Hence, Mr. Chairman, Puerto Rico is a part of the United States, 
as much so as the district of Alaska or the Territories of New Mex- 
ico or Arizona or the States of Virginia and Illinois, and Congress 
has no more right to impose a tariff duty upon the products of 
the one than the other. To do so is a direct violation of the rule 
of uniformity enjoined by the Constitution and a disregard of the 
express prohibitions and limitations of that instrument. This bill 
levies a tariff duty only upon the products of Puerto Rico and not 
upon those of any other State or Territory, and is unconstitutional, 

The Constitution further provides, Mr. Chairman, that Congress 
shall have power “to make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory of the United States.” This is true, and it 
ought to be; but let me say right here—and gentlemen no doubt 
feel the force of what I say upon this point—that whatever action 
Congress exercises relative to the control of these possessions, the 
rules and regulations which it sees fit to adopt relative to the ter- 
ritory of the United States must be exercised by authority and 
within the limits of the Constitution and not beyond the limits of 
the Constitution. 

It is the Constitution which confers upon Congress the power to 
deal with these Territories, and not Congress that confers power 
upon the Constitution. These gentlemen would have us believe 
that Congress, the creature of the Constitution, is greater than 
the Constitution, and that the Constitution is suspended and awaits 
for Congress to put it into operation before its benefits and immu- 
nities can be extended to the Territories. It is true that no law, 
however supreme, is effective without the establishment of judi- 
cial machinery for its enforcement, but that machinery, when es- 
tablished, must be such as is contemplated by the organic law and 
suitable for its enforcement, and can not be extra-constitutional. 

The Constitution is our only authority for the imposition of 
tariff duties, and when N must be strictly within the letter 
or implied construction of that instrument. To assume that Con- 
gress may levy taxes or exercise other material functions without 
authority of the Constitution which created it and clothed it with 
all its powers would be revolutionary, and if exercised in cne in- 
stance it may be in many, and the ship of state launched upon 
stormy seas without guide and without compass, a hapless craft, 
subject to political billows and partisan breakers. 

Our only safety lies within the sacred limits of the Constitution, 
which vouchsafes equal protection to life, liberty, and property to 
all our citizens, at home and abroad, in the Orient and in the Occi- 
dent, and no less to the plain, law-abiding, confiding, and helpless 
inhabitants of Puerto Rico or the struggling Filipinos than to the 
brave, strong, and capable citizens of the States who live within 
the shadow of the Dome of the Capitol. [Applause.] Mr. Web- 
ster, who has been quoted often in this debate. than whom no 
abler expounder of the Constitution has lived, near the close of his 
brilliant career, in the discussion of a proposition in the Senate 
involving the issues presented by this bill, said: 

An arbitrary government may have territorial governments in distant 
possesions; because an arbitrary government may rule its distant territories 

y different laws and different systems. Ru may govern the Ukraine, 
and the Caucasus. and Kamchatka by different codes or ukases. We can do 
no such thing. They must be of us—part ot us—or else estranged. I think I 
see, then, in progress what is to disfigure and deform the Constitution. 
+ * „th I see a course adopted that is likely to turn the Constitution 
under which we live into a deformed monster—into a curse rather than a 
blessing—into a t frame of unequal government. not founded on popular 
representation, but founded in the grossest inequalities; and I think if it 
on, for there is a great danger that it will go on, that this Government w 
be broken up. 

There is another reason; not only a legal reason under the Con- 
stitution why we should not pass this bill, but there is a moral 
reason as well. Gentlemen are familiar with the fact that Gen- 
eral Miles when he landed upon the territory of Puerto Rico, 
when he met no 3 but the Spaniards, issued a proclamation 
to the people there pledging them the immunities of American 
citizens and guaranteeing them the protection of the American 
flag and the Constitution of this Republic. It has been well said 
that we can not afford to violate faith; we can not afford to vio- 
late our pledges made to those people, who came to us freely, be- 
lieving t they were to receive the benefits of a republican form 
of government, and willingly submitted themselves to the juris- 
diction of the United States. 

Now, in order to effect what we understand is attempted here, 
the Republican party have to run afoul not only of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, but they violate the pledges made by 
the commanding general and ignore the recommendations of the 
Secretary of War and of the President of the United States. I 
am glad to know—and yet it is with a sense and degree of shame 
I am glad to know that the President himself has changed front, 
as well as other members of his party, and to-day seeks this in- 
iquity, and is willing to go to the country on this question. Hear 
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what he said in his 


message to Congressin December and explain, 
if you can, his remarkable flop in less than three months. Listen. 
He says it is— 
our plain duty to abolish all customs 
Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 
This he said was necessary because the island— 
had been denied the principal markets she had long enjoyed, and our tariffs 


tariffs between the United States and 


have been continued against her ucts as when she was under 
ty. That the markets of 8 are closed to her products except 
n ee to which the commerce of all nations is subj The island of 
which used to buy her cattle and tobacco without customs duties, now 
im: the same duties upon these products as from any other 3 en- 
og her yeu She bas therefore lost her free intercourse with 
and Cuba without any compensating benefits in this market. The markets 
of the United States should be opened up to her products. 
The Secretary of War in his annual report uses the following 
ge: 
a ; 
nod tinea e 
which the people of Puerto Rico so sladly transferred their allegiance to the 
United States, and that we should the interest of this people as our 
own; and I wish ae eo ee enn ee ee between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 

Late in January the chairman of the Wa 
mittee introduced a bill providing for free e with Puerto Rico. 
That measure would have received tically the unanimous 
support of both sides of the Chamber and have become a law. 
But it is not the purpose of the Administration to treat our new 
possessions as a part of us, eventually to become States of the 
American Union. The Constitution is to be de from in our 
2 with the new territories, and they are to be made depend- 
en onies. 

I understand full well that the Administration does not care a 
fig for Puerto Rico; that this precedent is about to be established 
not for the mere sake of deriving a revenue from that island, but 
as a precedent for our future guidance in the control of the Philip- 

ines. It is not so essential in the case of Puerto Rico, but the 

publican party have conceived that whatever policy or system 

of government may be established there will be extended to the 

Philippines. They attempt to jusi this bill ig Bowe retext that 

the revenue derived be expended by the ident for the 

use and benefit of Puerto Rico, in the esta ent of schools and 
the construction of public improvements. 

That, Mr, Chairman, is a mere eee, ed only to de- 
ceive and hoodwink the American voter. hat difference does it 
make, so far as the principle involved is concerned, whether this 
money is covered into the Treasury of the United States and judi- 


and Means Com- 


ciously appropriated by Con in the usual, e be and 

constitutional way for needf urposes in the island, or whether 

it shall be expended by and under the direction of the President 

without constitutional authority, and that, too, by the meansand 

3 of baggers, political jobbers, and partisan 
vori 


. . 

We are told that the reason for extending this imperial system 

to the * — is because they are a lot of sa tribes, semi- 

barbarians, incapable of self-government. Then why, in the name 

of God, did you pay twenty millions for them and make them a 
art of us? in the name of justice and right, are you expend- 

g one hundred millions a year, maintaining a gigantic army in 
an effort to subjugate them and make them 
Constitution and the laws of our country? 

We were told that they great commercial value and 
that their acquisition would redound to the commercial glory and 
material wealth of our nation, and now, when they have proven 
an enormous burden without any equivalent in return by way of 
revenue or trade, some other excuse and justification is ventured, 
and God Almighty is now charged by the President with all the 
responsibility. Says he: 

Providence cast them into our lap, and now a duty devolves us 
as a Christian people. ene eas 


ughter. 

it the fas inatencs an ap is made to the sordid, mercenary 

spirit of greed and monopoly in the interest of trade and com- 

merce, and when that theory is exploded, we hear the ee ra 

to the maudlin, religious sentiment of the country, 

only by ad yates and Pharisees, e sacrilegious pre- 

tenders, and political mountebanks. [Applause.] We are also 

told that American labor must be protected from competition 

with the cheap labor of the islands, by imposing a tax upon their 
roducts commensurate with the difference in the cost of labor 

tween the different sections of our country. 

This was easy of accomplishment when they were foreigners, 
but since they are a part of us you can not discriminate against 
them in favor of any other section or part of our common coun- 

Give the e Seg their independence and then you can 

‘ord ample protection to American labor without trespassing 
upon the y ESen and violating the letter of the Constitution. Be- 
ides, my ds, these islands produce nothing that will come 
in competition with American labor in anr osmina or material 
degree. Develop their industries to the est extent and yet 


amenable to the 


they can not supply our demand for those 8 adapted to 
their soil and their climate, which can not be produced in this 
country. This, Mr. Chairman, is a mere excuse, a bit of political 
claptrap designed to deceive the American workman, [Ap- 


use, 

The attempt here made to make an exception of our new posses- 
sions and the establishment of an arbitrary system of government 
for them other and different from that of the rest of our common 
country; denying them the protection and immunities of the Con- 
stitution, and yet subjecting them to all the rigor of its penalties; 
refusing them the blessings of the flag of the Republic, and yet 
exacting of them homage and allegiance to its 9 depriv- 
ing them of independence and self-government, and yet compell- 
ing them to worship at the shrine of American liberty—all this, 
gentlemen, is imperialism in its worst and meanest form. 

Go on in your mad and reckless purpose, heed not the warning 
upon every hand, hear not the — of the gathering storm, 
pass this bill, do violence to the heart and conscience of the people, 
outrage every instinct of virtue and decency, scorn every senti- 
ment of justice and equity, defile the American flag, trample the 
law under foot, tear the Constitution into shreds, and there is a 
day of reckoning awaiting you, when the hand of justice will 
smite you, when an outraged and indignant people will rise in 
their might and repudiate your 2 dethrone your party, 
and consign to eternal and everlasting oblivion the authors of this 
infamy. [Applause.] 

In conclusion, Mr. Chairman, let me say, so long as we retain 
these possessions they are comprised within the United States and 
constitute a t of the great American Republic, and are as 
much entitled to the immunities of American citizens, the pro- 
tecting ægis of the Constitution, and the glory of our flag, as the 

roudest State of the Union or the most exalted citizen in the 
d. The Constitution and the flag are one and inseparable. 

Wherever one goes the other must follow. The flag symbolizes 
the essential truths of the Declaration of Independence and sig- 
nalizes the authority of the Constitution. Withdraw the one and 
the other must be hauled down. We revere the Constitution and 
love the flag of our country; with uncovered heads and the most 
profound reverence we bow beneath its dauntless colors; untar- 
nished and unsullied we bear it aloft on the shield of democracy 
and fervently pray that it may continue in all the future as in the 
per, to ‘‘wave over the land of the free and the home of the 

ra 


ve.“ [Loud applause. 
Mr. B ETT, Mr. ebnen, no more important question 


has come before this House for many years than the bill now 
e t with im l 

ə pending measure is pregnant wi portance, not on 
because of the financial or commercial interests involved, an 
above and beyond those, on account of the grave legal questions 
and the principles of governmental policy that are at stake, 
believe if this bill es that it will have to be done in flagrant 
violation of the plain letter of the Constitution itself. 

The of e I, section 8, is so clear, it seems to me, 
. ( 

W given , unam ous e. 
But were this not true, that rule of construction which permits 
us to refer to the history and situation of the country, and the 
mischief to be remedied, when the meaning of a constitution or 
of a statute is sought to be ascertained, will throw a flood of light 
upon the section now under consideration, 

One of the causes that gave the new Republic birth was that it 
was oppressive and unjust imperialism to tax English subjects 
without giving them representation. The long struggle which 
had had this and other causes for its origin was, no doubt, fresh 
in the minds of our forefathers when they met to declare the funda- 
mental law that was to give organic life to the young mblic. 
With this before their eyes, they declared that all duties, im- 

ts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.“ 

as it their intention in the very inception of the Government 
to retain to Congress the right to do with future acquisitions—call 
them Territories or colonies, if you please—that from which they 


to | had fought for seven long years to free themselves? 


Did those who had just stricken from their own limbs this chain 
of nny deliberately leave it in the power of a legislative body 
to rivet it upon posterity? 

Mr. Chairman, to argue such a proposition is to strike from the 
brows of those whom we have honored as patriots that halo with 
which it has ever been our pride to invest them. They did not 
so intend, and the splendid j 2 who were their contemporaries, 
and whose pens, and heads, and hearts were inspired by the same 
noble motives, show by their enunciations from the bench that 
such was not their purpose or intention. x 

Read these opinionsin the . of contemporaneous history and 
hold them before the mirror of then peng events and you will 
find reflected the intention of those who desired to be true to their 
8 as well as to themselves. The rule of construction that 

have stated applies as well to the organic as to the statute law. 


CONGRESSIONAL 


1900. 


RECORD HOUSE. 2163 


A learned writer on the Constitution, Judge Baldwin, who was 
himself a distinguished member of the United States Supreme 
Court in the first half of the century, in discussing the rules of 
construction that I have invoked, says: 

An adherence to these rules is called for by the highest considerations in 
the construction of the Constitution. If they are not followed, there are 
none others which a court is at liberty to adopt as the indicig of the inten- 
tion of the members of the general convention which framed and the State 
conventions which ratified it. 

The conditions from which sprang the war of the Revolution, the 
evils they sought to remedy first by the old Articles of Confeder- 
ation, then by the Constitution, would stamp its framers as trai- 
tors to their own posety to say that the oppenen which they 
themselves had thrown off they intentionally empowered Con- 
gress to place upon their offspring. 

We look back through the vista of a hundred years for their 
meaning, and yet we have it givenin no uncertain tones by those 
who were themselves actors in the thrilling drama of the last 
quarter of the eighteenth scion fe 

When Chief Justice Marshall, in the Loughborough case (5 
Wheaton, 660), announced the proposition that the term “ United 
States,” as used in the Constitution, designated the whole Ameri- 
can empire, Territories and States, there came from that body no 
word of dissent. Why? Because it was the enunciation of a 

roposition that those knew to be true who had lived through the 
imes which gave it birth. 

I believe, Mr. Chairman, that it was no dictum, but a plain decla- 
ration of the law involved in the case before the court. But sup- 
pe it was dictum, and does not rise to the dignity of settled law. 

t is, at least, the opinion of one of the most magnificent lawyers 
that ever graced the bench or bar. Not the opinion of one who, 
like ourselves, must look back through the shadows of a century, 
but of one who lived and moved and had his being just when the 
Constitution which he was construing was being ordained. 

Judge Baldwin was an associate justice of the Supreme Court 
of the United States during part of the time that Marshall was 
Chief Justice. In his Views of the Constitution, on page 84, he 
says, referring to Florida and Louisiana: 

en 8 the United Stat 

ject TaD reece e e de Pora mena 
cised over all the territory within the United States, pursuant to the Consti- 
tution and the conditions of thecession. Whether it was a of the original 
territory of a State of the Union or of a foreign State ceded by deed or treaty, 
the right of the United States in or over it depends on the contract of ces- 
Sion, which operates to incorporate as well the territory as its inhabitants 
into the Union, ning both under the jurisdiction of its Constitution and 
Government. It— 


The Constitution— 


was a cession of nine States of so much of their aes fered power as was nec- 
essary for Federal 838 to the bod politic called the United States,” 
the American Confede Add Republic. ’ or “empire,” as a term of desig- 
nation including States Territories. 


On page 85 of this same excellent little volume this judge, sit- 
ting side by side with Marshall on the bench of the court which 
must ultimately settle these great 3 of constitutional law, 
citing the Loughborough case, said: 


That the court held that Congress had the same power of taxing in the 
District as they have in the Territories, by the same rules of apportionment 
and uniformity as the States; that the power did not depend solely upon the 
grant of exclusive legislation, but was given in the grant of the first clause, 
eighth section, first article, “‘to lay collect taxes," as a general one, with- 
out limitation of place, extending to “all places over which our Government 
extends,” in the words of the grant, out the United States. This term 
designates the whole American empire.“ It is the name given to our great 
Republic, which is composed of States and Territories, all of which arealike 
wi the“ United States;“ and it is not less necessary, on the principle of 
our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of im duties, and 
excises should be observed in the one than in the other. Its language com- 
prehends the Territories and the District of Columbia as well as the States. 

It will be seen that this learned judge quotes almost literally 
the language of the court in Loughborough’s case and gives it his 
unequivocal sanction. 

Is it not ny erga! that one who was not only the contemporary 
of Marshall but his associate on the bench should thus concur in 
his language and views unless he, too, thus in reted the Con- 
stitution? But the repeated decisions of the United States Su- 
preme Court confirming the doctrine laid down in the Lough- 

rough case should forever set at rest the idea that the declara- 
tion in that case is dictum. Not only so, but this view of it was 
taken by the majority themselves until they began to see how the 
contrary opinion might be of great substantial benefit to them in 
the coming campaign. 

Judge Curtis, of the Insular Commission, in an article in The 
Outlook of February 10, says: 

Territorial government means absolute free trade with the United States, 
and all control or re: tion of trade removed and no protection of the islandꝰs 
infant industries; the flooding of our country with all the products of manu- 

ds raised by the cheap and slave labor prevail there. 
It means declaring all the inhabitants of islands citizens of the United 
States,” at least all who do not own allegiance to some country other than 
Don „aud all the Spanish who do not within the year qualify as citizens of 

e Peninsula; and all the children of these and of Chinamen, Japanese, Por- 

ese, Spaniards, and others who are thereafter born on the islands, are 


to be at once American citizens, as decided by the Supreme Court in United 
States vs. Wong Kim (160 U. S.,b54). a 


It will be seen that Judge Curtis admits that all these evils, as 
he terms them, will follow Territorial government; but his inti- 
mation is that no such condition will exist till Territorial govern- 
ment is inaugurated. But the majority of the Committee on 
Ways and Means who report this bill ə the startling position 
that the Constitution in its political sense is confined in its limita- 
tions to the States, respectively, that constitute the Union. In 
this they differ widely from the opinion of Judge Curtis, just 
cited, and we may say from the decision which he cites, i 

When the treaty of Paris was ratified, the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico became citizens of some government. Certainly not of 
Spain, because by that treaty they ceased to be citizens or sub- 
jects of that Government. Then it follows as a corollary that they 

me citizens of the nation to which the island was ceded and 
amenable to its laws. But whatlaws? Certainly the laws of the 
United States. But Congress had passed no law governing it, and 
the only law of ours that could apply to them or extend over 
them was that organic law of the United States which gives life 
and vitality to our Government itself. The laws existing in that 
island at the time of cession, so far as not inconsistent with the 
Constitution, continued then in force; but wherever they were in 
conflict with that higher law they must of necessity yield to it. 
The very language of the treaty itself, instead of militating against 
that proposition, as the majority of the committee seem to assume 
by their report, sustains that view. 

The treaty says, ‘‘ The civiland political statusof the native in- 
habitants shall be determined by Co .” Does this mean 
that between the time of ratification of the treaty and the action 
of Congress there shall be an interregnum when there is no law 
of the United States in force in the island? Surely not. If not, 
what law butthat of the island then in existence, so far as limited 
by our Constitution, could apply? 

Suppose that punishment by unusual torture should be inflicted 
in that island before Congress gives it a code of laws. Could not 
the authorities of our Government interfere to prevent it? If so, 
that power comes from the Constitution. 

Many of the natives of the island, under the authority of Wong 
Kim's case, heretofore cited, are citizens, subject to our authority, 
recognizing our flag, and yet, if the majority are right, without 
the pale of that Constitution which should ever goin the hands 
of the American flag bearer wherever that flag is set up. 

Again, when Congress does begin to legislate under the terms 
of cession u the civil and political status of the native inhabit- 
ants of the island, now citizens of our Government, there is noth- 
ing to restrain them save the sweet will of the lawmaking power 
of the Government. This is the view of the majority, but was 
that the purpose and intent of those who erected a fabric destined 
for immortality? 

Can any American conceive of an American citizen on Ameri- 
can soil not under the wgis of that Constitution which is the 
boast of our people in every land, in every clime? If so, then 
may the citizens of Puerto Rico, nay, of every Territory within 
the bounds of our Union, well refuse to say amen to that prayer 
of the American citizen for the Constitution“ Esto perpetua.” 
Well may that ardor for the principles of our Government be 
cooled in the breast of an inhabitant of the island or of our Terri- 
tories when told that the arms of our Constitution are too short 
to embrace him within its folds. 

The Texan is within its protection so long as he stays within 
the borders of his own State, but let him step one foot into New 
Mexico, and no constitutional power can reach him there. But un- 
fortunately for the majority, this absurd doctrine is again laid 
low by the eee hand of our Supreme Court. In Thompson vs, 
Utah (170 U. S., 346) the court says: 

That the provisions of the Constitution of the United States relating to 
the t of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the Territeries of 
the United States is no longer an open question. 

If this be true, it would seem that, for some pu: „ at least, 
the Constitution goes with the flag. If forsome, where is the line 
of demarcation? Again, we suppose itis to be left to the arbi- 
trary and despotic will of Co to say, Thus far, O Constitu- 
tion, shalt thou go, and no farther!“ 

If Congress is supreme, and no existing Constitution can lay 
its restraining hand upon it, to what extremes of injustice it may, 
by force of political pressure, be compelled to go. By this bill it 
is seeking to perpetrate a most outrageous and unjust discrimi- 
nation against its own citizens, 

We have an island prostrate at the feet not of its conqueror, but 
its former ip Sra pretended friend. Starvation stares its people 
in the face. e gaunt, hun features of its women and chil- 
dren ap to Congress to f its pledges made when we asked 
their aid against the Spanish foe. But with scorn we turn from 
them to the fat and bloated Hawaiian sugar king. And why? Be- 
cause a national campaign is at our door, and the poor Puerto 
Rican has not a cent to p the cause of his oppressor, while 


Spreckels can open his barrels to the greedy Republican maw. 
us his su, 
to foot the b 


comes in tariff free, and the Puerto Rican is made 
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Truly they have come asking you for bread, and you have given 
them a stone. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if this bill passes and stands as law, it has 
broken down the barrier, so far as our islands and Territories are 
concerned, against imperialism, militarism, and centralism, and, 
unrestrained by the Constitution, a partisan Congress has nothing 


to stop its martial tread. 
Let us see what may be done if this bill is passed. 

i In section 9 of Article I of the Constitution we find this declara- 
on: 
No title ot nobility shall be granted by the United States. 


In speaking of this clause, Mr. Hamilton, in the Federalist, says: 

This may be truly denominated the corner stone of republican govern- 
ment; for solong as they are excluded there can never be serious danger 
that the government be any other than that of the people. 

But if that clause of the Constitution does not apply to Terri- 
tories, how easy will it be for a Republican Congress to confer 
upon a Republican Territory the power to create countsand lords 
and barons in return for the check of some rich foreign potentate 
who is willing to aid the exchequer of the failing Republican cause. 
In this day, when so many American girls are willing to trade off 
themselves and their inherited fortunes for an empty title, how 
many there are who would willingly step just over into the Ter- 
ritories and procure an act of Congress to confer a title upon some 
native American citizen, and in return help the Grand Old Party 
in its dying throes. 

The first amendment of the Constitution says: 

Cor shall make no law Ne an establishment of religion, or 
proni i 8 the free exercise thereof, or abridging the freedom of speech or 

But if the position of the majority is correct, that the Constitu- 
tion does not go into cur new possessions, can not Congress pass a 
law establishing the Catholic religion for one part of the island 
and the Protestant for another? 

Could it not capriciously declare that no newspaper shall be 
published in the islan dor that it would be treason to criticise any 
Official within its domain? If this could be done in Puerto Rico, 
because the Constitution does not go there, could it not be done 
in Arizona or in Alaska also? To say that no such thing will ever 
be attempted does not meet the argument, for if the power exists, 
how soon it will be exercised if the apparent necessity should 
arise. Three months , when the President in his m ad- 
vised free trade with Puerto Rico, that man would have been 
thought insane who would have predicted that the American Con- 
gress in less than three months would have been seriously discuss- 
ing a tariff on the products of American labor made on American 
soil. But when the tobacco trust and the sugar trust give the 
command their loyal subjects fall into line. 

The fourth amendment of the Constitution says: 

Th. ‘ht of the le to be secure in their persons, ho an 
ee — — searches and — reg 5 a 

Yet, if this Constitution is as so much waste paper in our island 
possessions, or in the Territories, the minions of an oppressive con- 
stabulary could on any pretext search the houses and seize the 
property of American citizens, and none could molest or make 
them afraid. 

The eighth amendment of the Constitution says: 

ve not be requ nor excessive fines im „nor 
„ 5 

Vet if that Constitution does not follow the flag and lodge with 
every American citizen while on American soil, the poor laborer 
beneath Puerto Rico's tropic suns or on Alaska's frigid soil may 


rot in prison cells because he can not give excessive to meet 
some greedy landlord’s trumped-up charge. 
When trial day at last come, he is led in chains to be tried, 


not by a jury of his peers, but by some Jeffries in some dark Star 
Chamber where justice can not come and mercy is not known. 
Time was when just such scenes as these were known. When? 
When the Constitution did not hold its sway and the many bowed 
as humble vassals to the few. Blot the Constitution from our law 
in any land where waves the flag, and the carnival of the oppressor 
of the weak will run red-handed through all that land. Then what 
will the wondering native think of that justice and liberty which 
General Miles promised should be his? 

But, Mr. Chairman, Moloch must be appeased, and, as is ever 

the case, the weak must be the sacrifice. e can not resist. He is 
rostrate beneath our triumphant feet; storms have wrecked his 
ittle all, but that does not count to those who father trusts and 
lead the people chained to their victorious car. 

Mr, Chairman, the dan I have pointed out are but a few of 
those which may follow in the wake of the passage of this bill. 
It is the ruthless hand of the despoiler laid at the root of that tree 
which has sheltered us and s the storms of a hundred years. 

Woodman spare that tree! k 
Touch not a single bough! s 
In youth it sheltered me, 
And Ill protect it now. 


That Constitutien which was once thought to be the sheet an- 
chor of our faith is now to become the hiss and byword in the 
mouth of the strong, and is made an instrument of oppression 


against the weak. 
The reach of this question is not properly estimated by those 
who press this bill. eir report shows that it is not. 


They assume by that report that the treaties by which our for- 
mer territory was acquired are inhibitions upon the power of 
Congress to deprive the inhabitants of such territory of their civil 
or political rights. 

his proposition sets the treaty above the power of Congress. 

Such is not the case. A treaty provision may repeal an act of 
Congress passed previously to the ratification of the treaty, but 
Congress, on the other hand, has power by subsequent legislation 
to oe the treaty. This is settled in numbers of decisions of 
the United States Supreme Court. (See Tobacco case, 11 Wallace, 
516-521, and authorities there cited.) 

Then, if this be true, no matter how positive may be the treaty 
assurances given to those who desire to cast their lot beneath the 
American flag, a partisan Congress may come along as soon as we 
have them within our grasp and set at nanght all the promises by 
which we gained their confidence and secured our power. 

Is this the law of a republican government? hen we have 
wound our nets about them, is there no power but the limit of 
our wills which restrains us? If there is, it is the Constitution 
of the United States, and notbing else. 

If that is broken down, it is an assault not so much upon the 
commercial interests of our wards as it is upon the liberties of 
our people. Stroke by stroke the Constitution will be under- 
mined, step by step the onward tread of imperialism will be heard, 
until the heavy foot of the tyrant will be upon the prostrate form 
of the Republic, 

Mr. Chairman, I have not discussed the general principles of 
expansion, because 1 believe the constitutional questions involved 
in this case, and the contempt with which they are treated by the 
expansionists who favor this bill, are the strongest illustrations 
of the danger that lies hidden in the doctrine of expansion itself, 

Judging from this first step, it means a large protective tariff 
and no constitutional rights or liberties. 

How does that accord with the teachings of those who from the 
blood and treasure of the Revolution evolved the doctrine of 
9 under the law? 

it merely stopped with our island possessions, it would not be 
so dangerous. But that will be but another link in the chain that 
the trusts and money power are forging about the limbs of the 


people. 

Hance: I said, Mr. Chairman, at the opening of my remarks, 
that no more important question has come before this House for 
many years than the bill now under consideration.” 7 

Note the prediction: If this bill passes it marks the first mile- 
stone on the road that leads to the destruction of constitutional 
government, and he who now boasts of American independence 
may truly say, with Scotia’s bard: 

It Tm d : 

By pee acc mt yon kaing * 
Why was an independent wish 

Eber planted in my mind? 
If not, why am I subject to 


His cruelty or scorn? 
Or why has man the will and power 


To make his fellow mourn? 

[rong applause. . 

r. STARK. . Chairman, I had not intended to address the 
House on the pending measure, as the legal phase of the question 
has been so ably traversed, and eminent s ers, representing all 
political parties. have so clearly demonstrated the injustice and 
unconstitutionality of the proposed law; but on hearing the re- 
marks of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] 
in relation to conditions in my home State with which I am per- 
fectly familiar, and noting that he is greatly in error in relation 
thereto, I consider it a duty to let the facts be known. His utter- 
ance was as follows: 

Last fall, in the campaign in Nebraska, the members of a Nebraska regi- 
ment criticised the conduct of Colonel Bryan in resigning and coming home, 
and a good deal of jeering and laughter was going on over the State, and the 
lieutenant-colonel of his r ent wrote a letter, which was widely published 
in Nebraska, explaining why the Colonel resigned and came home. He said 
that he (the Colonel) had information that there was critical danger that the 
treaty with Spain would be defeated, and he fled from his regiment and came 
here as a patriotic duty to secure a vote or two in favor of ratification. And 
he secu one or more. One Senator at least who was op to ratifica- 
tion when he came voted for the ratification and made it the supreme law 
of the land. And now his followers everywhere are coming before the peo- 


paor the country and saying thatit is a condition into which the country 
been thrown by the act of the Republican party. 
At that time it was legitimate. At that time it was ties and good 


triotism to have shut out the Philippines and all this horde that these last 
wo hours of the s of the gentleman from Gaps ie has been aimed at. 
Everybody knows that it was at that time a question of fair and just delibera- 
tion, and yet to-day if you were to select the one man of all other men on the 
continent of ica who is, above all others, responsible for the condition 
that we are in in to the Philippines and Puerto Rico, it would be 
William J. Bryan, of Nebraska. Everybody knows that. Did he do it to get 
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it to the 

and make 8 capital for him; did he? If so, it was 

triotic that he did. Did he do it because he thought it was the 

g for the country? If he did, it was a — thing, and I honor 

him for it; but hisfollowers must not undertake to charge the responsibility 
alone where the responsibility does not belong. 

The reputation of the gentleman from Ohio for fairness and 
mathematical accuracy is well established. Desiring to spare 
him any possible mortification that might result from the reflec- 
tion that the public was acting on misleading information pro- 
mulgated by him, I respectfully ask his attention and that of the 
House to certain facts that seem to have escaped his penetrating 
scrutiny. He speaks of the resignation and home coming of Col- 
onel Bryan haying caused a good deal of jeering and laughter, 
and of his having received the critisism of the Third Nebraska 
for his action. It is possible that Mr. Bryan might have been 
ridiculed by certain of his opponents, no matter what course he 
had seen fit to adopt, but the first query of the thoughtful mind 
would be as to the source from which the carping proceeded. It 
is better to receive the jeers than the cheers of some people. Men 
have been known to measure the hospitality of a kindly host by 
the snarling of a surly cur at the entrance of his domicile, and 
this is not always a safe guide. x 

A few politicians, a handful of noisy newspaper men, did try to 
arouse partisan clamor and popular discontent with the action of 
Colonel Bryan, but their efforts were wholly unsuccessful. It 

-may interest the gentleman from Ohio to know that an election 
has taken place in Nebraska since the return of Colonel Bryan's 
regiment. The subject upon which he speaks and all other mat- 
ters relating to national issues have been directly passed upon by 
our people. Most potent, grave, and reverend seigniors from 
Ohio and elsewhere were sent by the Republicans to Nebraska to 
enlighten our electors and assist them in arriving at a verdict. 
After a full hearing of arguments presented, the principles repre- 
sented by Colonel Biran were vindicated in 85 of the 90 counties 
of our State, and the Fusionists increased their majority from 
2,800 to 15,081. This certainly is a sufficient answer as to the atti- 
tude of the voters of Nebraska, and shows the estimation in which 
W. J. Bryan is held in the State of which he is an honored citizen. 

Touching the intimation that members of the Third Nebraska 
censured Colonel Bryan, I wish to state that Governor Poynter, of 
Nebraska, is in the city and characterizes all such utterances as 
‘wide of the truth.” He avers that Colonel Bryan received 
hearty cheers publicly given by the Third Nebraska after its re- 
turn, and that there was no disapprobation or lack of cordiality 
manifested toward him by officers or men. In further testimony 
concerning this fact, I desire to submit an article printed in the 
Washington Post—certainly not a Bryan agaon December 16, 
1898, giving the official language of United States officers bearing 
upon the resignation and public services of the great Nebraskan: 
COLONEL BRYAN’S RESIGNATION—TEXT OF THE LETTER AND FLATTERING 

INDORSEMENTS OF HIS SUPERIORS. 


The War Department yesterday made public the following letter from 
Col. William Jennings Bryan, resigning his commission as a volunteer officer: 
Camp ONWARD, 
Savannah, Ga., December 10, 1893, 
To Adjutant-General United States Army, Washington, D. C. 

Sin: The dispatches from Paris announce that the terms of the treaty be- 
tween the United States and Spain have been fully d upon, and that 
the commissioners will sign the same as soon as it can be engrossed. Believ- 
ing that under present conditions I can be more useful to my country as a 
civilian as a soldier, I hereby tender my resignation, to take effect im- 
mediately upon its acceptance. 

Respectfully, etc., W. J. BRYAN, 
Colonel, Third Regiment Nebraska Volunteer Infantry. 


The letter bears the following indorsements from the division and corps 
commanders under whom Colonel Bryan served: 


HEADQUARTERS FIRST BRIGADE, 
FIRST Division, SEVENTH ARMY CORPS, 
December 10, 1898. 


5 forwarded. It is with sincere regret that the First Brigade 
should lose the services of so efficient an officer. W. BART 


Colonel First Texas Volunteer Infantry, Commanding. 


his country into trouble, that his followers on the floor htc 


HEADQUARTERS First Division, SEVENTH ARMY CoRPs, 
December 10, 1898. 
It is with regret that this resignation is forwarded approved. Colonel 
Bryan’s regiment, the Third Nebraska Volunteer Infantry, is in high state 
of efficiency and discipline, and his efforts for its welfare have been untiring. 
LLOYD WHEATON, 
Brigadier-General, United States Volunteers, Commanding. 
HEADQUARTERS UNITED STATES FORCES, 
Camp Onward, December 10, 1898. 


Respectfully forwarded, approved. I deeply regret that Colonel Bryan is 
called on to tender his 8 I concur in what is said in the foregoing 
indorsements. 

J. WARREN KEIFER, 
Major-General Commanding. 
SAVANNAH, December 10, 1898. 
Having turned over the command of the troops here to General Keifer, I 


will not prevented as Colonel Bryan's former commander, on the eve of 
my departure for Cuba, from saying I greatly regret that the Colonel has 


decided to sever his relations with ay Seventh Corps, for our relations haye 
been very agreeable, and he has ever m most faithful and conscientious in 
all duties confided to him. 
FITZHUGH LEE, 


Major-General, United states Volunteers. 


Accepted by order of the President. 
R. A. ALGER, 
Secretary of War. 
DECEMBER 12. 1898. 


The response to the letter was contained in the following telegram, dated 
Washington, December 12, 1898: à 


Col. WILLIAM JENNINGS BRYAN, 
Third Nebraska Volunteer Infantry: 

(Through Corps Commander, Savannah, Ga.) 

Resignation received and accepted. 

H. C. CORBIN, 
Adjutant-General. 

I do not mean to charge the Ohio statesman with misrepresenta- 
tion or deception, but simply state the truth, offer the evidence, 
and rest this portion of the case. His difference is with the facts, 
not with me. 

Touching the latter part of the extract from the speech above 
quoted, the attitude of the speaker is a peculiar one. It might be 
explained on the theory of a lack of candor, but I will assume that 
he was actuated, as in the other propositions mentioned, by lack 
of information. It is possible that he is such a busy man that his 
time is so fully occupied in acting as apologist in chief for the 
present Administration—that he has never heard of the last elec- 
tion in Nebraska; that he has been so engrossed that he did not 
know of the utterances of Colonel Mabry, Brigadier-General 
Wheaton, Major-General Keifer, General Fitzhugh Lee, and Gov- 
ernor Poynter; that he was not advised of the personal care be- 
stowed by Colonel Bryan upon his men, of the expenditure of his 
own salary in hospital luxuries for them, nor of the well-known 
fact of their loving loyalty to him. No echo of the cheers of the 
soldiers for their respected leader reached his ears, He has had 
no time to read from the published work of Mr, Bryan, Republic 
or Empire, page 53, that— 


The opponents of a colonial policy should make their fight in su ofa 
ee r the nation’s purpose rather than upon the ratification 
e treaty. 


A man can not be everywhere and know everything, and it is 
not surprising if, . in his gigantic and self-imposed task 
as mouthpiece for the man who has fayored and opposed bimet- 
allism, opposed and favored criminal aggression, and who is now 
said to oppose the tariff legislation favored by his party, there are 
some little matters that escape his notice. Like other mortals, he 
is but human (I havesometimes thought very human, indeed), and 
of course must be conceded to have his limitations. 

If it were not the result of lack of knowledge, it might well be 
deemed cowardly for Republicans to charge Mr. Bryan with sup- 
porting the treaty without at the same time quoting his spoken 
and written utterances in favor of a declared policy for the United 
States. Think of the Republican party, with its mighty leaders, 
its majority in Congress, its full control of the executive depart- 
ment and national appointments, placing upon a private citizen 
the primary responsibility for legislation he did not design, which 
he never approved, and which he refrained from opposing only 
upon the plainly stated ground that there was, in his judgment, a 
better way to mitigate the evils brought upon the country by Re- 
publican abandonment of the ideals of the Republic. What a 
spectacle is presented in the onward march of the majority toward 
militarism and imperialism, protesting at every step their reluc- 
tance to undertake the journey, and asserting that they are only 
induced to doso by the fact that they are acting under the leader- 
ship ot duty, destiny, Deity, and democracy. 

lonel Bryan’s policy was to permit the ratification cf the 
treaty accompanied by the same clear and frank declaration of 
the purposes of the United States regarding the Philippines that 
had been already made in reference to Cuba. No person, unless 
an imperialist at heart, could make objection to such a course. 
We had taken that action with regard toCuba. In the early days 
of the Republican party the act of March 2, 1867, placing the South 
under military rule, was accompanied by a similar provision indi- 
cating a purpose to abolish that form of authority as soon asa 
just and safe civil government could be established to take its 
place. The precedents were in favor of the adoption of that policy, 
and it was evidently desired by the American public. 

Had this suggestion been followed, bloodshed would have been 
avoided and our difficulties satisfactorily adjusted. It was not 
done. The Administration took its own course and in so doing is 
entitled to the glory of success and chargeable with the ignominy 
of failure. They are answerable for the blood and treasure their 
course of action has cost, and its results upon our institutions will 
be laid at their door. Any attempt to make an Alger of Colonel 
Bryan and drive him to the wilderness of obscurity as an eg area 
for their offenses will result in ludicrous and lamentable failure, 
[Applause. } 
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Mr. RYANof Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, the bill now under 


consideration raises the question, Has the Con of the United 
States the power to impose a tax or income duty on all 1 
on 


from the terri of Puerto Rico, the same being territory belong- 
ing to the United States? 
f will not here enter into a discussion as to the right of the 


United States to uire territory, for it has long since been set- 
tled by the highest judicial power of our country that that is one 
of its prerogatives, either by conquest or cession. I will not now 
dwell upon the wisdom or propriety of our country acquiring 
islands off the coast of Asia, 8, miles from the coast of North 
America and having no possible link of connection with the 
American continent, but confine myself to the important question 
raised by this bill, 

Upon examination we find that the first section applies to Puerto 
Rico and its adjacent islands, which were ceded by treaty of De- 
cember 10, 1898, by Spain to the United States. 

Section 2 provides that all merchandise imported into Puerto 


Rico from ports other than United States ports shall pay the rate 
of tariff duties collected on merchandise from foreign countries 
imported into the United States. 


tion 3 imposes a tariff taxon all merchandise coming into the 
United States from Puerto Rico, and into that island from the 
United States, at a rate equal to 25 per cent of the duties collected 
on merchandise im into the United States from foreign 
countries; and further 3 that duties collected in United 
States ports upon manufactured goods from Puerto Rico shall be 
equal in rate and amount to the internal- revenue tax im 
the United States upon the same articles manufactu in the 
United States, and in addition thereto 25 per cent of the duties now 
collected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported from 
foreign countries, and that duties collected in the island upon 
manufactured goods from the United States shall be equal to the 
internal-revenue tax imposed in Puerto Rico upon articles manu- 
factured therein, and in addition thereto 25 per cent of the duties 


now collected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported | Gn hings: 


from foreign countries. 

Section 4 provides that the net collections under this act in 
Puerto Rico and the gross amount collected on merchandise from 
the island into the United States shall be placed at the disposal of 
the President for the expenses of the island, 

The 88 from New York, chairman of the Ways and 
Means ttee, who opened the debate on the other side of the 
Chamber, felicitates himself on the declaration of the Constitution— 


That Con; shall have power to make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting territory and other property of the United States. 


And furthermore that the— 


sovereignty over the islands of Puerto Rico was ceded to the United States 
— 4 87 recent treaty with 8 and that it was therein provided inter alia 
“ the civil and poli status of the native inhabitants shall be deter- 

mined by Co: N 

This, it appears, he takes as his basis for presenting and recom- 
mending the of this bill, not unmindful of section 8, 
Article I, of the Constitution, which restricts the powers of the 
Congress of the United States, when it says that ‘‘ all duties, im- 
posts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.” 

The Constitution is the supreme law of the land, and that Con- 
stitution has full force wherever the of the Union floats over 
its soil. It can not and is not denied by the gentlemen on the 
other side that Puerto Rico belongs to the United States. To 
maintain that the Constitution is inoperative as to the territory 
of Puerto Rico is equivalent to contending that it is without 
force in all other Territories of the United States. It is a well- 
settled question that the Constitution has full force in all parts 
nited States—its supremacy paramount, as all State laws 
must conform thereto. 

In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 162) the court says: 

no alaw 

een can not pass for the 8 of the Territories Which 


free exercise of ion. The first amendment to the Consti- 
tution expressly forbids such tion. 


In Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 346) Justice Harlan said: 

That 1 of the Constitution of the United States relating to the 
right of by ay in suits at common law apply to the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. 

When California became ours by the treaty of peace and a con- 
test arose over the right of the temporary government set up by 
the United States to exact duties on imported goods landed at San 
Francisco, the Supreme Court said: 

PR fi the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 


It is, therefore, Mr. Chairman, evident that the Constitution of 
the United States is operative and applies to all the Territories of 
our country, and at this time applicable to our new Territory, 
Puerto Rico. There the flag waves, and there the Constitution 
rules through the temporary government established by the Chief 
Executive under the powers given to him by the Constitution, 


Again, Mr. Chairman, he says: 
The Constitution provides that 


shall have power to make 
needful rules and regulations = Giese 


the territory and 


of the United States. 

And then proceeds to say: 

It would seem plain that the revenue laws to be applied to Puerto Rico 
are absolutely hin the power of Congress to 8 


The conclusion arrived at by the gentleman from New York is 
not borne out by the Constitution, which says that— 
8 „ imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


There is un express prohibition in this provision that Congress 
shall not impose unequal duties, imposts, and excises, which can 
not be changed except by the poopie through constitutional 
amendment. Congress has but limited power over the Territories. 
The instrument which created this body, prescribed and defined, 
in language unmistakable, its powers, says: 

Congress shall have power to make all needful rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory and other property of the United States. 

In Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S. Reports), the Supreme Court 
of the United States held that— : 

The power 4 Congress over She Territoris is limited by the parions pur- 
ures which prepare the people of the Territory to become States in the Union. 

Judge McLean says: 

In organizing the t of a Territory, limited 
appropriate tothe r — the ee No a Sag — 
which are prohibited by the Constitution or which are contrary 

Justice Curtis, in considering the clause of the Constitution 
giving Congress the power to make all useful rules and regula- 
tions respecting territory of the United States, said: 

If, the: la š 

tat are the Unite fo hat poeta.” ellato nenne the tart 


o this I answer that, in common with all the other legislative powers of 
the express prohibitions of Congress not to do cer- 


; that in the exercise of the 1 ve power can not 
pass an ori facto law or bill of . so ng 8 of tho 
other prohibitions contained in the Constitution. 


It is therefore evident, Mr. Chairman, that it is not within the 
power of this House to pass this bill without aes sce the 
irit of the Constitution. It can not be contended that we have 

e power by implication, for that power is confined to all acts 
not inconsistent with the genius and spirit of the Constitution. 
The bill, when first presented to the House by the chairman of 
the committee, provided for the removal of all customs tariffs be- 
tween the United States and Puerto Rico and to give her products 
free access to our markets. 

It has been openly charged on the floor of this House that no 
change was suggested until the representatives of the sugar trusts, 
beet-sugar producers, and tobacco producers gathered about the 
committee room and importuned for this taxation, fearful, I pre- 
sume, that the free im tion of sugar and tobacco would te a 
potent factor in not only reducing the price of sugar and tobacco 
to the consumer, but endangering the life of the trusts by re- 
ducing their dividend-declaring powers. It is vicious legislation 
of this character which has caused trusts and monopolies to grow 
in our country at the nse of the consumer and honest Ameri- 
can laborer whose devotion to flag and country has been proven 
on every battlefield of the Union. 

The sugar trust of this country has sent its representatives to 
the Committee on Ways and Means to impress u that body 
the necessity of placing a tariff on sugar impo: from Puerto 


Rico into the United States. 

Before the sugar trust had fully fastened its fangs upon the 
consumers of the United States granulated sugar was bought 
at $3.90 a hundred, 


To-day the sugar trust has forced the American poopie to pay 
$5.20 to $6 a hun for the same grade of sugar, a difference of 
more than $200,000,000 annually to the American people. 

From conditions existing at this time throughout our country 
I believe I am warranted in asserting that a criminal conspiracy 
exists among the heads and representatives of trusts whereby 
business is arrested, the consumer impoverished, and the laborer 
degraded. They strike, Mr. Chairman, at the elective franchise 
of the citizen. Lech are a igre ro the hands on = e 
Congress to special privileges, and Congress ought to restore to 
the people the equal rights and privileges intended by the Con- 
stitution. The special privileges which created and fastened 
e eng the people should be uprooted and forever destroyed, 

plause. 

L Paid agents, organizers, and officers of trusts are at this timo 
engaged spreading pamphlets and statements throughout this 
country in an effort to convince the public that the consumer will 
receive the benefits of this concentration of capital and business; 
that the miner, laborer, farmer, and mechanic all are to be bene- 
fited through a reduction in the price of articles brought about 
through the reduced cost of production, 


1900. 


I now hold in my hand a phlot, in size about 12 by 15 inches, 
containing 32 pages, entitled A Memorial to the Congress of the 
United States from the e of Domestic Producers. A work 
of art, Mr. Chairman, for in it I find 82 beautiful engravings of 
various sugar factories, sugar cane and sugar-beet fields through- 
out this country. A 

On the first page of this book I find a picture of the largestsugar- 
beet factory in the world, built by Spreckels Sugar Company, near 
Salina County, Cal., at a cost of $2,500,000. But, Mr. Chairman, 
it appears from the wailings of its representatives who appealed 
to the Committee on Ways and Means that this little company 
that could only afford to spend $2,500,000 to build the largest 
sugar-beet factory in the world is yet but a swaddling infant in- 
dustry and must be protected against the free importation of 

from the little island of Puerto Rico, now one of the Terri- 
tories of the United States. When President McKinley sent his 
message to this Congress, among other things, he said: 

Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

The President set forth his reasons why this should be done, 
and well knew that it was contrary to the spirit and purpose of 
the Constitution of the United States to continue a tariff between 
this country and Puerto Rico, a Terri of the United States; 
and I have no doubt but he was guided in his interpretation of 
that instrument by the learned opinions delivered by our Supreme 
Court judges, of which Chief Justice Marshall was one, whose 
opinion I here present in full: 


by the subsequent words which 
modify the t. These words are, “but all duties, 1 s 
shall be uniform r or the United States.“ It will not contended 
that the modification oi p 
does not extend. The power; then, “to lay and collect duties, i 
a may be exerc , and must be exercised, throughout United 


bia, or the terri 
not less within the United States than M. 

not less necessary, on the principles of our 
the imposition of imposts, duties, and excises 
than in the other. Since, then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which in- 
cludes direct taxes, is obviously coextensive with the power to lay and col- 
lect duties, imposts, and excises, and since the latter extends throughout the 
United States, it follows that the power to impose direct taxes also extends 
throughout the United States. 

The leader on the Hacer side of this House, in order to 
carry out the wishes of the President, immediately presented a bill 
to abolish all tariffs between the United States and the territory 
of Puerto Rico, and now, to the surprise of the members of this 
House, and no doubt to the President likewise, offers a substitute 
for the original bill, reducing the tariff now existing and still 
continuing a tariff, contrary to the law of our land. To justify 
his act he says it is done for the pi of raising revenue for 
the territory of Puerto Rico, to ul d the roads, improve the 
country, and educate the people and pre them for statehood, 
and most earnestly denies that the tari 1 is for the pro- 
tection of the great American sugar trust. It can not be denied 
that the gentleman who appeared before the committee repre- 
sented large interests, when we call to mind that the amount of 
refined sugar which went into consumption in 1899 was 2,040,676 
tons, The American Sugar Refining Company mannfactured 
1,385,608 tons, the independent refiners but 585,765 tons, the beet- 
sugar factories, which make refined sugar, 63,368 tons, and the 
foreign refiners only 5,935 tons. 

The importance of further protecting this infant industry is to 
be considered when we are reminded through the Chicago press 
of February 24 that a $200,000,000 trust has been in contempla- 
tion for some days past, through the consolidation of the American 
Sugar Glucose Re ining Com y and all the so-called independ- 
ent sugar refineries. H. O. Havemeyer, of the sugar combine, 
has, it is said, secured an option on the Arbuckle Sugar Com- 

y, the Doescher concern, and outside plants in Boston and 
ew Orleans. and the purpose is to increase the capitalization 
from $75,000,000 to $200.000,000. 

But, Mr. Chairman, we are told by the leaders on the other side 
of the House that this bill is for the benefit of the poor Puerto 
Rican, and not in the interest of the sugar trust; that the sugar 
trust does not want this bill. In connection with this statement 
I wish to call the attention of members to the statement of Mr. 
Oxnard, made before the Committee on Insular Affairs, of which 
Mr. PAYNE has the honor of being a member. And at this time 
I will also call attention to the fact that the same Mr. PAYNE pre- 
sented a bill to this House to abolish all tariffs between the United 
States and Puerto Rico on January 19, and three days later, on 
January 22, Mr, Oxnard made the following statement, in a hear- 
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ing before that committee. In reply to the question What is 
your business?” Mr, Oxnard said: 


I t the American Beet Sugar Association, of which Iam president, 
and which comprises thirty of the sugar factories from the Pacific to the 
Atlantic, in Swelve different States. 

And continuing, he said: 

What we claim is this: While we are perfectly willing to let them come 
in, we think they will very largely. increase their production of sugar and 
perhaps be a reproduction of what Hawaii did, and we claim they are takin, 
and take in time a large portion of our markets from us, and we woi 
like to have some tariff put against them. 


{Ap lause. 
8 . Chairman, I stated that Mr. PAYNE was there, 
and here is one of the questions he put to Mr. Oxnard, president 
of the American Beet Sugar Association: 
You have had free sugar from Hawaii all the time? 
To which Mr. Oxnard answered: 
k — but that has more than doubled in the last ten years, and that has 
urt us. 
Continuing, he said: 


I do not claim that the admission of the present sugar—what they are 
making now—will hurt us so much, but what I claim 181 investments 
will go into Puerto Rico in the sugar business as soon as it is found that these 
immense profits can be made. 

That is the statement of the representative, and president, of 
the American Sugar Association; and can it be denied that they 
do not want this tariff after they have appealed to the committee 
to im it? 

Well may the people, the consumers of sugar, ask, Did the con- 
version of the other side of this House date from the time that the 
president of the American Beet Sugar Association appealed to the 
committee for a tariff on sugar from Puerto Rico? 

The organization of trusts, Mr, Chairman, was never meant to 
benefit the public, and the Supreme Court of the United States, in 
a recent decision, said: 


It is not for the real prosperity of any country that such changes should 
occur which result in transforming an important business man, the head of 
his establishment, small though it may be, into a mere servant or t ot a 
corporation for selling the commodities which he once manufact or dealt 


in sha e iness policy of the m 
220 ta to ona te Condens ond re 
country that any one commodity should be within the sole power and sub- 
ject to the sole will of the combination of capital. 

They do not benefit the army of commercial travelers heretofore 
employed by individuals, manufacturers, and corporations doing 
a legtimate business under the laws of our country. They are 
now ls jg to seek other employment, as their services have been 
dispensed with through the organization of trusts, on the pre- 
tense, it is claimed, to curtail expenses as a means for reducing 
the cost of production. 

Nearly all commodities controlled by trusts have been advanced 
from 5 to 100 per cent. The farmer, who pays advanced prices for 
wire fence, nails, pipes, window glass, plows, harrows—in short, 
all farming implements; the soon teepot who pays more for 
seme peepee and home necessities; the mechanic and laborer, 
who fails to receive a proper increase in w: , and the traveling 
man, who has been dispensed with to enable the trusts to earn 
large profits to pay unwarranted dividends, can not and will not 
be deceived; an me pore: that creates, fosters, and 3 
trusts should not receive the indorsement of the American people. 


tappia] 

d now, Mr. Chairman, I call the attention of the House to 
the recommendations of President McKinley to this Congress 
bearing on this question, He said: x 

It must be borne in mind that since the cession Puerto Rico has been de- 
nied the . — — markets she had long enjoyed, and our tariffs have been 
continued against her products as when she was under Spanish sovereignty. 
The markets of Spain are closed to her products except upon terms to w. 
the commerce of all nations is subjected. 

The island of Cuba, which used to buy her cattle and tobacco without cus- 
tom duties, now im the same duties upon these products as from any 
other country entering her ports. She has therefore lost her free intercourse 

th Spain ba without ay compensating benefits in this market. 
Her coffee was little known and not in use by our ople, and therefore there 
was no demand here for this, one of her chief products. 

Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

Mr. Chairman, the situation in Puerto Rico is such as to require 
the immediate attention of this Congress. In 1898 a tariff was 
placed on that island for the purpose of obtaining a temporary 
income for it. The tariff then placed was somewhat better than 
the Spanish tariff which was in operation prior to 1898, so far as 
its general provisions are concerned, but it is more hurtful to the 
island than the old tariff. 

Under the Spanish tariff there were concessions in favor of 
Spain and her colonies; under the present tariff there are no con- 
cessions in favor of any nation or colony. Puerto Rico is, there- 
fore, shut out from its natural markets by reason of the change of 
ownership. The island has been self-supporting; its exports ex- 
ceeded its imports and became a territory of the United States 
free of debt. The loss of market through the Cuban and Spanish 
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tariffs has caused a ~~ in business enterprise, throwing 
thousands of men out of employment. 

Last spring destitution was so great that the General Govern- 
ment gave employment to 20,000 men, building and repairing the 
roads, The American flag flies all over the island and to-day there 
is greater suffering than when the insignia of the King of Spain 
floated from its fortresses. They hailed the advent of our author- 
ity with joy. They lon for the “ blessings of liberty,” which 
our Constitution ins , and surely it will not be denied them 
now. Follow the mandates of the Constitution, abolish all tariffs 
as between the United States and its territories, of which Puerto 
Rico is one, and contentment, happiness, and fullness will follow 
in the wake. E 

The CHARI The time of the gentleman has expired. 


[Mr. DALY of New Jersey addressed the committee. See Ap- 
pendix. ] 

Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, many important 
questions must be answered by this Congress, None are more 
important or more pressing than the framing of le; tion for 
the government of the Sandwich Islands and Puerto Rico and the 
declaring of the policy which will be pursued in dealing with the 

ple of the Samoan Islands and the Philippine . 

early three months of this session have passed. None of these 
important questions have been settled. 

t is high time that all these questions should be settled. They 
should not only be 8 but permanently settled by 
constitutional enactments which shall secure to the people of these 
countries the greatest e and prosperity, and make good 
our proud boast of being the great apostles of freedom, liberty, 
and independence, and of not only advocating these principles 
but 5 assisting in spreading them throughout the nations of the 
world. 

Legislation for the government of Puerto Rico is ially press- 
ing, owing to the present condition of affairs there. With an area 
of but4,000 square miles, witha million of inhabitants, over 800,000 
of them white people of mixed nationality—Spanish, Portuguese, 
French, Italian, English, American, and [rish—fully one-quarter 
of her people can read and write. All are accustomed to a stable 
8 are law abiding, and thrifty. They, in large part, 

ollow agricultural pursuits, and have no important manufactur- 
ing industries. They are all free and have never been ground 
down or abused by Spain. They have are representa- 
tion with the provinces of Spain in her legislative ies, have 
been lightly taxed, and had their interests well protected. Atthe 
time they became a part of this country by treaty they had not 
only no public debt, but one million and a half dollars in their 
treasury. 

For the five years from 1892 to 1896, inclusive, the exports were 
worth nearly $85,000,000, the imports about $70,000,000, leaving a 
trade balance in their favor of nearly $15,000,000, or about $3,000,- 
000 per annum. The chief products of the island are coffee, sugar, 
tobacco, and. tropical fruits. These articles constitute almost en- 
tirely their exports. The coffee grown there is the finest in the 
world—easily the equal of the Mocha and Java sold in our mar- 
kets; so fine in quality that almost the entire product found a 
ready market in Spain and the Spanish possessions, where it went 
by reason of favorable discriminating tariff duties. In value, the 
coffee exported exceeded that of all other commodities. 

Sugar came next in value. For the past twelve years the aver- 
age annual production has been about 58,000 tons. e high-grade 
sugars went largely to Spain and the raw sugars to the United 
ee In value the exports of sugar were about one-half that of 
coffee. 

The next most important article of production and export is 
tobacco, about 4,000,000 pounds. Nearly all was exported to 
Cuba and there mixed with Cuban tobacco and was sold in for- 
eign markets. It is not of a kind such as is grown in this coun- 
try, but of much higher and finer flavor, suitable for making the 
highest grade of i 

uch is, in brief, our new on, Puerto Rico, the Pearl of 
the Antilles. Its people are worthy of American citizenship. In 
ordinary times it is more than self-supporting. At all times it can 
pay its way from itsown resources. Its products will be of t 
nefit to our people, and it will furnish a comparatively large 
market for our cereals and manufactured commodities. 

The great hurricanes of last summer brought distress 
upon the ple of this island, destroying man on dollars’ 
worth of their crops, stored and ready to be marketed, and many 
million dollars’ worth more of their growing crops, besides doing 
8 damage to the coffee, sugar, and tobacco plantations, re- 

ucing these people temporarily to poverty and want and making 
them in part dependent upon the charity of this country for 
present maintenance and suport 

By the high tariff maintained by Spain and Cuba since Puerto 
Rico became a territory of the United States she has lost her re- 
liable coffee markets and must establish new ones. So also has 


she lost her old-established markets for sugar and tobacco. To 
establish new ones is costly and takes time. At the present time 
she has suffered much by the transfer of her sovereignty from 


Spain to the United States. 
hesitate in saying that under 


Should any citizen of this coun 
all these conditions our policy in dealing with the a le of this 
and liberal, one 


newly acquired territory should be most broad 
which would make them friendly, contented, and happy, and 
cause them to feel that they had been benefited by their change 
from the yellow and red flag of Spain to the Stars and Stripes? 

We must remember that the people of Puerto Rico came to our 
soldiers as soon as they set foot on their shores, not with arms in 
their hands intent upon repelling us and treating us as invaders, 
but with outstretched arms welcoming us as friends and deliver- 
ers. We must alsoremember that General Miles, the commander 
of our armies, promised them that they would not only be treated 
liberally and fairly, but that under our flag they would have the 
same freedom from taxation and the same rights, privileges, and 
immunities as were enjoyed by the citizens of the Uni States; 
and with this understanding and promise they became our allies 
and accepted our sovereignty. 

This is not the time nor this the subject for patchwork leg- 

islation; this is not the time to sacrifice the interests of these 
people at the beck and nod of those selfish combinations who con- 
trol the sugar and tobacco trusts in the United States, 
This is not a partisan question, but a national question, neither 
in the interest of nor for the advancement of the success of the 
Republican, Democratic, or Populistic parties. It will only be- 
come a i issue as you who control the majority of this 
House of Congress by your action make it partisan. 

I congratulate the Democratic members of this House who have 
already preceded me on the straightforward stand they have 
taken. 1 congratulate those on the Republican side who have 

ublicly registered their determination to treat the people of 
erto Rico as and pare of the people of the United States, 
and I congratulate the President of the United States on his 
declaration, which says, in language too plain to be mistaken by 
our plain people: 

That our plain duty is to abolish all customs and tariffs between the 

3 oe and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our 
congratulate the Secretary of War on the declaration, made in 
his recent report, as follows: 

The question of the economic treatment of the island underlies all the 
others. Ifthe le are pr: rous, and have an abundance of the necessi- 
ties of life, they will, with justice, be easily governed, and will, with patience, 
be easily educated. If they are left in hunger and hopeless poverty, they 
will be discontented, in ble, and mutinous. 


The panana difficulty now on the island of Puerto Rico is that the trans- 
e island from Spain to the United States has not resulted in an in- 


When I read this declaration of President McKinley in his mes- 
sage to this Congress, and when I read the declarations of his Sec- 
retary of War, I naturally believed they could be relied upon as 
having been made with full knowledge of the premises and were 
sincere; and I have continued to ora implicit trust and confi- 
dence in the integrity and reliab of their declarations until 
their truth and sincerity were directly challenged by the Wash- 
ington Birthday declaration of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. 
GROSVENOR]. He shocked me by the blunt statement that no 
matter what the President of these United States had said to Con- 
gress, his statement in that message was insincere or unreliable, 
and that if any Republican member of this body doubted the fact 
that the President now no longer adhered to the doctrine that it 
was both right and expedient that the products of Puerto Rico 
should be admitted into this country free and that our products 
should go into their ports free, he had only to visit the White 
House and be assured that such was the fact. 

This startling declaration challenged attention; it amounted to 
an arraignment of the President’s public declaration and practi- 
cally accused him of practicing deception. Although it was 
known that the gentleman from Ohio was close to the ident, 
it was hard to believe that the head of the Government was in- 
sincere or untruthful. 

I could not credit the statement that inthe most public manner 
the President should demand that we should give free trade to 
Puerto Rico; that this should be followed by the more detailed 
statement of the Secretary of War recommending the same ac- 
tion, a statement which by its very detail showed that less than 
three months 75 accurate information of the conditions ex- 
isting on the island had been gathered and, after mature de- 
liberation, free trade for its ucts had been advised on the 
grounds that it would be beneficial to the people residing there; 
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that such action, and such action alone, would be fair to them 
and assure their happiness and pri rity and make them con- 
tented—and that now, without any known changed conditions, 
by whisperings in ears of members of this body in the secret re- 
cesses of the White House, entirely different action should be 
advised. I hardly even now can give credit to this declaration of 
the gentleman from Ohio. 

Yetitis but fair to say that 1 was informed bya Republican mem- 
ber sitting near me when thestatement was made that he had called 
upon the President and been asked to support the measure in its 
present form. Taking this latter statement to be true, an explana- 
tion of this change of front becomes necessary—an explanation 
that will explain. 

The President is put in the dilemma that he either did not know 
what he was talking about when he published his message or that 
he had weakly yielded to the influences which notoriously were 
pressing to have this tariff tax imposed—the sugar and tobacco 
trusts of this country. 

If the declaration in his message was made in ignorance of the 
conditions existing on the island or in ignorance of what was for 
the best interests of its inhabitants, what right has this Congress 
to follow his advice and recommendations on any other inportant 
question? 

If he has yielded to the importunities of the sugar and tobacco 
trusts and is willing now to oppress people of this country already 
reduced to a suffering condition by misfortune beyond their con- 
trol, for the mere purpose of adding dollars to the already large 
profits of the owners and managers of these trusts, what faith 
can the people of the United States place in any declaration he or 
his party may make of their antagonism to monopolies and trusts? 

By their fruits ye shall know them—acts always speak louder 
than words. 

The leaders of the Republican party in this body, when all this 
had been plainly shown and when their attention was called to the 
fact that the original bill which they had introduced, in line with 
the declaration of the President's message and with that of the 
Secretary of War, gave free trade to Puerto Rico, felt bound to 
offer some explanation. They saw the dilemma their change of 
front had placed them in; they saw the danger of making a clean 
breast of itand admit that they had surrendered to the importu- 
nities of these trusts; so they gin Ore to excuse their action by 
laying it to changed conditions. though repeatedly asked to 
inform this body what these changed conditions were, they have 
been absolutely unable to mention a mame important change in 
the conditions existing on thatisland. There are changed condi- 
tions existing now, but not changed conditions in Puerto Rico. 
These changed conditions can be summed upin one word: Sugar— 
cane sugar, beet sugar, any other kind of sugar. Whatever kind 
of sugar if may be the people of the United States can and will 
judge for themselves. I do protest against these men standing 
up in this body and declaring that they are imposing this tariff 
tax in the interest of and solely for the benefit of our unfortunate 
people inhabiting these islands. I protest against their posing as 
good Samaritans to the people of Puerto Rico when they are only 
subservient tools of these selfish sugar and tobacco interests. 

I challenge the sincerity of these declarations that they have 
solely at heart the interest of these islanders, when the people whom 
they pretend to benefit deny that the imposition of these duties 
will benefit them, and protest against their imposition, assuring 
us that they will injure them. either the people of Puerto Rico 
nor the other people of this great country want these taxes im- 
posed. Would you know on what ground I make the statement 
that this tax has been imposed at the instance of the sugar and 
tobacco monopolies? It is admitted that their agents appeared 
before the Ways and Means Committee, protesting against the 
free-trade provisions of the original bill and secured the pending 
measure. 

The declarations of the chairman of this committee that when a 
beet-sugar factory was located in every Congressional district we 
would see the virtue of the imposition of this tariff sufficiently 
shows to me the true reasons for making this sudden change. 

And it is for this reason that I protest against this bunco game 
which is attempted to be ee upon not only our people of Puerto 
Rico, but on all our people. 

I would have thought the manipulators of this scheme were 
braver men if they had plainly and frankly given their real rea- 
sons for the change. 

Although itis admitted that the passage of proper legislation 
on this subject is urgent, they can not, on their own showing, 
deny that the constitutionality of the pending measure is, to say 
the least, doubtful, and will have to be passed upon by the Su- 
preme Court. : ; 

The best lawyers of this body have, to my mind, conclusively 
proved that the provisions of this bill are in two important ic- 
ulars against the mandates of the Constitution. They are briefly 
as follows: The duties imposed upon commodities shipped from 
one part of the United States to another part of the United States 


are in reality export duties—whether collected at the port of ship- 
mentor at the port at which they are received—in direct contraven- 
tion of section 9, poragzaph 5. No tax or duty shall be laid on 
articles exported from any State. No preference shall be pno 
by any regulation of commerce or revenue to the ports of one State 
over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to or from one State 
be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another.” i 

Congress by the passage of this act would be acting in contra- 
vention also of section 8, paragraph 1: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im: 
and excises, to pay the debtsand provide for the common defense and gene 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

It seems to me to be foolish to contend that after we have re- 
ceived Puerto Rico by treaty as a part of the United States, and 
as such are in the very act of legislating for her people, that sheis 
not a part of these States. If she is not, what on earth is she part 
of, or to what country does she Delonge 

By passing this unconstitutional bill, or, for the sake of argu- 
ment, say this probably unconstitutional bill, are we not mak- 
ing a fine beginning in our dealings of this newly acquired pe 
session. If, after it goes into operation, and msive machin- 
ery is set in operation for the collection of these tariffs, the 
Supreme Court should declare the law to be unconstitutional, 
what a spectacle this Congress would present, not only to the 
people of Puerto Rico, but to the eyes of the world. And we 
would be forced to pay back these duties to those from whom 
they were collected, even perhaps after they had been expended 
for improvements on the island. 

What possible harm coula be done to anyone if we established 
absolute free trade between Puerto Rico and the balance of the 
United States? This is what her people want. This, I believe, 
is what our people want, for it will give them cheaper sugar and 
cheaper tobacco of a high grade. Let us see whether the admis- 
sion of sugar would materially cripple the growers of sugar or 
tobacco in this country. ; 

In 1898 the total importation of sugar into this country, includ- 
ing that coming from Puerto Rico, was 1,344,900 tons. Statistics 
show there is an annual increased consumption, by reason of 
growth of population chiefly, of 100,000 tons. erto Rico, before 
the destruction of her plantations, produced an average of 58,000 
tons. By improved methods of production and treatment of the 
cane we may count upon an annual increase of not more than 
5,000 tons a year, and that would be limited to ten years. The 
utmost limit of her production would never be more than 100,000 
tons—not as much as the increased consumption of the United 
States in a single year. The trusts would not be very much dam- 
aged, surely. 

Take tobacco. About 4,000,000 pounds in good seasons would 
come to the States. The tobacco is of superior quality, of high 
flavor, usually sold to us as Habana; for, as I have said, it hereto- 
fore was largely shipped to Cuba, mixed with that tobacco, and 
sold to our dealers as Habana. Our cigar manufacturers could 
afford to give a much better cigar for the money our people are 
paying now, thereby increasing their production and enl 
their trade, and could afford to pay better wages to those who 
work for them, 

Besides this, it would greatly assist in securing for us an export 
trade in high-grade manufactured cigars, and we are surely look- 
ing to extend our commerce. It does not come into competition 
with the cheaper grades of tobacco raised in the States of the 
Union. As for the people of the island of Puerto Rico, they will 
receive more for their commodities to the extent of the tariff 
which, under this bill, they are forced to pay; they can pay their 
labor. better wages; they can the better pay the taxes ne 
to be raised to run their local government and maintain their 
local institutions, including their schools, as well as make new 
permanent improvements. 

If through present misfortune they need ready money now be- 
yond the amount they are reasonably able to contribute for per- 
manent improvements, I see no great objection to their being = 
mitted by proper legislation to raise money by a temporary loan 
and pay it off gradually under the sinking-fund process. The 
States do that now, the municipalities do that now, when exten- 
sive permanent improvements are made. It is perfectly proper 
that those who in the future will enjoy these improvements shall 
contribute to their payment. 

Besides this, the people of Puerto Rico have raised money in 
emergencies this way before, and are willing and desire to meet 
present necessities in this way. Why shall we interpose objec- 
tion and seek to hamper them with tariff taxes under the plea 
that we wish to build new schoolhouses for them and extend their 
5 facilities, already in quite an advanced state of devel- 
opmen 

What is our plain duty at this time? Adhere to the Constitu- 
tion strictly construed; by our legislation prevent any questions 
from arising which shall require delays and decisions of the 
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Supreme Court; prevent the possibility of wasting money in col- 
lecting taxes which we will hava to pay back again with interest; 
treat our new le as brothers and friends, and deal with them 
with an eye single to their interests and their interests alone; 
show them that to live under the Stars and Stripes means liberty, 
independence, happiness, prosperity; show them that we keep 
the promises made by the head of our Army, by which they came 
under our control and protection; show them that we do as we 
profess, and that no selfish clique of men banded together in mon- 
opolies and trusts can control our legislation. If we do this we 
have done our full duty. If we do otherwise we should hang our 
heads in shame. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Chairman, the question now before this 
Committee of the Whole House is as to the right of Congress to 
levy import duties upon goods coming into this country from 
Puerto Rico. The pending bill proposes to impose a tax of 25 
cent of the duties now collected from goods coming in from for- 
eign countries upon all goods coming into this country from Puerto 
Rico. There are other questions presented of minor importance, 
and I shall confine what I have to say to this main question. 

The Constitution plainly Tee tall duties, imposts, and 
excises shall be uniform oughout the United States.” It is 
admitted upon every hand that since the treaty of Paris Puerto 
Rico has become a territory of the United States. But it is now 
gravely contended that a terri of the United States is no part 
of the United States and that Con may legislate for these 
territories withont being restricted by any of the provisions of 
the Constitution. The ground upon which this claim is predi- 
cated is founded upon this language of the Constitution: 


shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
the territory or other property belonging to the 


Our contention is that under this last A ion Congress can 
make only such needful rules and regulations as the Constitution 
authorizes. 
The other side of this House is insisting upon a new and to me 
a most startling and dangerous i hay eo and that is that as to 
ute and unrestrained. It is seri- 
ously argued that as to this territory Congre 
Un 


ico 


United States. 

This Government never in its history has imposed any tax upon 
goods coming from any of the Territories into the States; and the 
reason is Con has never until this session believed it had 
the right to do so. No decision of the Supreme Court can be 
found to sustain or countenance such a right. Those who main- 
tain that Congress is omnipotent in the Territories will be driven 
by the logic of their Perr to contend that, although the Con- 
stitution laims t Congress shall make no law eee 
the establishment of religion, this applies only to the States, an 
that, notwithstanding this provision, Con may pass a law 
making all of the inhabitants of this island worship at some par- 
ticular shrine and pay taxes to support some particular religion. 
The Constitution proclaims, ‘‘ No title of nobility shall be granted 
by the United States.” ; ; 

But the advocates of this bill proclaim that this only applies to 
the States and not to the Territories and that Congress may make 
dukes, earls, and counts in Puerto Rico. 

The Constitution proclaims that— 

al prosecutions the accused shall enjoy the right toa‘ 
and ee ral te an impartial jury, etc. ajoy — W 

But the advocates of this bill proclaim that Congress may deny 
a trial by jury to the people of this island and that Congress may 
build there a ile or a Kremlin and place persons therein and 
keep them to rot without a hearing or atrial. If there is no Con- 
stitution to restrain us, we can oppress and enslave our subjects 
as England does hers. 

It is nonsense to say that Congress is too civilized and too hu- 
mane to maltreat these poor people. That may be so, but I doubt 
if we are personally any more gentle or humane than the mem- 
bers of the British Parliament. We do not know what Congress 
might do if all constitutional limitations are withdrawn. We 
know that England has for more than one hundred years brow- 
beaten, oppressed, and tyrannized over the Emerald Isle. We 
know that fires of welcome were lighted in London for the 
Sultan of Turkey at the very time he owned and kept eleven pal- 
aces, every one of which was a seraglio filled with hundreds of 
the fairest damsels that could be gathered from the slave markets 
of Circassia as well as from the homes and firesides of his own 
countrymen. We know that the British Parliament sustained 
the unspeakable Turk while engaged in the massacre of hundreds 
of thousands of Christian Armenians, 


We know that this Parliament not only declared war against 
our ancestors and tried to oppress them, but, not satisfied with 
ordinary war, armed the savages, filled them with whisky, and 
turned them loose to murder and scalp the women and children 
that were left 5 upon our western frontier. 

Nor is it true that this omnipotent Parliament is any more hu- 
mane to-day than it was during the last century. England to-day 
keeps a standing army in Egypt to collect taxes, and she collectsan 
annual tax of 40 per cent of the products grown in the rich valley 
of the Nile, and even the silent statues of Memnon threatened to 
become again vocal to denounce the hard and pitiless oppressor of 
that ancient land. 

We shall not follow in the footsteps of England, We havea 
Constitution, we have a Government of limited power, and by 
that Constitution we will stand, even though the heavens fall. 

Why, the fourteenth amendment alone settles this question. It 
provides: 

No State shall make or enforce any law which shall abridge the privil 
or immunities of citizens of the United States; nor shall any State deprive 
any person of life, liberty, or p y without due process of law, nor 
deny to any person within its ju iction the equal protection of the laws. 

This amendment was added to the Constitution long after 
Chancellor Kent and Judge Story wrote their Commentaries 
and settles for all time the preposterous claim of absolute power 


any where. 

in the case of Strander vs. West Virginia (100 U. S., 310) the 
Supreme Court construed this amendment, and Mr. Justice Strong, 
in rendering the opinion of the Court, uses this language: 

The fourteenth amendment makes no attempt to enumerate the rights it 
3 It speaks in poen terms, and th 
hensive as ible. Its prohibitory; but every prohibition im- 

lies the e cg ove ib ged and immunities, pi 
„„ ty of legal protection, either for life, liberty, or prop · 

Pursuant to this fourteenth amendment, section 1977 of the 
— States Revised Statutes was enacted. This statute pro- 
vides: 

All persons within the jurisdiction of the United States shall have the same 
rights in every State and Territory to make and to enforce contracts, to sue, 
be paruus give evidence, and to the full and equal benefit of all lawsand aha 
pe ren A or the security of persons and property as is enjoyed by white 

Will some lawyers on the other side of this House stand up and 
tell me that this statute is unconstitutional when it follows the 
very language of the Constitution and extends the equal protec- 
tion of the laws to all the Territories? 

Again, the Supreme Court said, in the case of Virginia vs. Rives 
(100 U. S., 317), speaking of this amendment and this statute: 

They enact that all pir within the jurisdiction of the United States 
shall have the same rights in every State and Territory to make and enforce 
contracts and shall have all the rights of person and property and shall be 
it gd ee punishments, pains, penalties, taxes, licenses, and exactions of 
every 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] admitted that 
the United States could not institute slavery in Puerto Rico be- 
cause in the thirteenth amendment new Janguage appears for the 
first time. Article XIII reads: 

Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude, except as a punishment for 
crime, whereof the party shall have been duly convicted, shall exist within 
the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

The new words are: 

Or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

He says this amendment does extend into the Territories, and 
that it is the only part of the Constitution that does extend into 
Territories. His ar, ent is that these words are here intro- 
duced for the first time into the Constitution. That is true, but 
this is not the last time these words occur in the Constitution. In 
the fourteenth amendment are the words: 

3 deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal protection of the 


ws. 

It is true this amendment is expressly prohibitory to the States. 
But certainly no lawyer will contend that Congress, since the 
adoption of the fourteenth amendment, can, within its jurisdic- 
tion, deny to any person the equal protection of the laws. And 
besides, we have just seen that every prohibition to the States car- 
ries an implied ngm to every person and is a guaranty in all the 
States and in all the Territories to every person of the equal pro- 
tection of the laws. 

The significant words now come back to grieve those who were 
in such hot haste to make the Southern slave, fresh from the cot- 
ton fields, a citizen and a voter. The Supreme Court again said, 
speaking of these amendments (ex parte Virginia, 100 U. S., 845): 

They were intended to be what they really are, limitations of the power 
of the States and enlargements of the $ bodin of Congress. Congress is au- 
thorized to enforce these amendments by appropriate legislation. 

It is thus made the duty of Congress to see to it that no person 
within the States or Territories is denied the equal protection of 
the laws. Again, the Supreme Court said the word person” in 
the fourteenth amendment includes corporations, whether created 
by Congress or by the legislature of the State. (Santa Clara 


County vs. Southern Pacific Railway Company, 118 U. S., 395; 
Smyth vs, Ames, 169 U. S., 466.) 
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So that the very moment Congress in rates a railroad 
company or a bank to do business in Puerto Rico such corpora- 
tions at once become persons clothed with the protecting arms of 


upon the island and builds a house, he becomes entitled to this 

-pervading sweep of the Constitution and is entitled to the 
equal protection of the laws. Nay, more; the very moment 
Puerto Rico becomes a Territory of the United States every negro 
upon that island stands under the protection of the American 
and is entitled to the equal protection of thelaws. The Supreme 
Court has not left us to guess out even this question. 

In the case of Yick Wo vs. Hopkins (118 U. S., 356) that court 
again said: 

The provisions of the fourteenth amendment extend to all the States and 
Territories within the jurisdiction of the United States. 

The fourteenth amendment to the Constitution is not confined to the pro- 
ee ball auf Stato 6 vive an rson of life, liberty, or property with. 
out aoe ‘process ‘of law; Tor arty to Ray. person within tts Surisdic on the 
equal protection of the laws.” 

These provisions are universal in their application to all persons within 
the territorial jurisdiction, without regard toany 
or of nationality; and the equal protection of the laws is a 
tection of saaal] laws. It is accordingly enacted by section 
Statutes that: All persons within urisdiction of the United States shall 
have the same right in every State Territory to make and enforce con- 
tracts, to sue, be parties, give evidence, and to full and equal benefit of 
FCC Fike punishment. pains, 7 — — 
taxes, 8 exactions of every kind, and to no other. 

The questions we have to consider and decide in these cases, therefore, are 
to be treated as involving the rights of every citizen of the United States 
equally with those of the strangers and aliens who now invoke the jurisdic- 
tion of the court. 

One of the most distinctive powers conferred upon the Federal 
Government by the Constitution is the power to make treaties 
with foreign nations, and yet everylawyer knowsthat if the terms 
of a treaty conflict with the terms of the Constitution the treaty 
must give way and the Constitution stands as the supreme law. 
Why is this? Because the Government of the United States is 
always and everywhere a government of limited powers. Itis 
always and everywhere a Government limited by the terms of the 
Constitution, and when this Government exercises its highest 
functions of sovereignty and nationality, when treating with for- 
eign countries, it goes with the Constitution in its ds and 
says, here are the limitations of power and this the charter party 
under which it sails into every port. Certainly the Territories 
nits until now always been regarded as a part of the United 

tes. 

Chief Justice Waite rendered the unanimous decision of the 
Supreme Court in the case of National Bank vs. Yankton (101 
U. S., page 133), and the court there said: 

All Territories within the jurisdiction of the United States not included in 
any State must necessarily be governed by or under the authority of Con- 
on The Territories are but political subdivisions of the outlying domin- 
of the United States. Their relation tothe General Government is much 


© organic la 
fundamental law of the local government. It is — g 
Territorial authorities; but Congress 3 for 
11 ened ua beatae AI GEEET oe DY DADE oo: 
served in the prohibitions of the Constitution. ss 

Will anybody argue that the State has absolute and d tic 

wers over the counties not restrained by any constitutional limi- 

tions? Congress,“ say the court may legislate for the Terri- 
tories just as States may legislate for their own municipalities.” 
So just as the State is bound by the Constitution, Congress is also 
in dealing with the Territories. 

In the constitution of Kentucky and many other States a provi- 
sion like this is found: 

Absolute and arbit power over the lives, liberty, or property 
citizen exists r e in republic, not even in’ the re hts Bvt crt Sigs ae 

These States were admitted into the Union by Congress with 
these provisions in their constitutions, and Congress has thereby 
frequently announced the truth that arbitrary power exists no- 
where in this Republic. Indeed this doctrine has been frequently 
announced by our highest court. Thus in the great and leading 
case of McCulloch vs, State of Maryland (4 Wh., 405) Chief Justice 
Marshall said: 

This Government is acknowledged by all to be one of enumerated powers. 
The principle that it can exercise only the powers s granes to it wo seem 
too 3 to have required to be enforced by those arguments which 
its enlightened friends, while it was defending before the people, found it 
necessary tourge. The principle is now universally admitted. 

The States can not exercise supreme arbitary power, for the 
obvious reason that they surrendered many of the functions of 
1 to the United States, as set forth in the Constitution. 

he United States can not exercise absolute arbi power either 
in the Territories or elsewhere, because it is itself always and 
everywhere a Government of limited powers. 

In the famous Dred Scott case all the court agreed to this prop- 
osition, and there said: 


But the power to admit new States includes wer to acquire terri- 


the 
tory to be admitted as a State when in a suitable condition, and — 


includes the power to maintain a government there inthe meantime. The 
territory being a part of the United States, the Government and the citizens 
both enter it under the authority of with their respective 


the Consti 
rights defined and marked out. (Scott vs. Sanford, 60 U. S., 393.) 
The case of Loughborongh vs. Blake (5 Wh., 319) is directly in 
point. The Supreme Court there said: 


tions of the power extend to 

hich itself does not extend. The power, then, to lay 

taxes, du imposts, and excises may be exercised, and must be 

exercised throughout the United States. Does this term the whole 

or any cular porti: 

can admit of but one answer. It is the name 
8 Territories. 


the Missouri is not less within the United States than 

vania, and it is not less necessary on the principles of 

uniformity in the ee Ge gece duties, and 
er. 


direct taxes 


In England, from whence most of our legal principles and leg- 
islative notions are derived, the authority of the Parliament is 
transcendent and has no bounds. 

The power and jurisdiction of Parliament— 

Says Sir Edward Coke— 


is so transcendent and absolute thatit can not be confined, either for causes or 
within any bounds. And of this high court— 


He adds— 
it may be truly said: “Si antiquitatem spectes est vetustissima; si dignita- 
—ç 5 si — — est capicissima. 


tem. * 

gue ee — ting, ge authority im ce 
+ a re 

lawsconcerning mattersof possible deno: 

civil, military, maritime, or thi 


lute d: ic power, which must in all go somewhere, is in- 
trusted by the constitution of that Kingdom. All mischiefs and griev: 
operations and remedies that transcen 


within the reach of this extraordinary tribunal. can regula’ 
model Eha ee to the Crown, as was done in the reign of Henry VIII 


of instances the reigns of Henry VIII and his three children. It can 

create afresh even the constitutions of the and of 
Partinments themselves, as was done by the act of union the several 
statutes for triennial and se e ons. I 


thing that is not naturally im 
to call 1 

From this passage it is evident that in England the corer pea of 
the Parliament runs without limits and rises above control. It is 
difficult to ot what the constitution of England is; because, not 
being reduced to written certainty and precision, it lies entirely 
at the mercy of the Parliament; it tends to even governmental 
exigency; it varies and is blown about by every breeze of legisla- 
tive humor or political ae ee 

Some of the judges in England have had the boldness to assert 
that an act of Parliament made against natural equity is void; 
but this opinion contravenes the general position that the validity 
of an act of Parliament can not be drawn into question by the 
judicial department. It can not be disputed and must be obeyed. 

e power of Parliament is absolute and transcendent; it is om- 
nipotent in the scale of political existence. Besides, in England 
there is no written constitution, no fundamental law, nothing 
visible, nothing real, nothing certain, by which a statute can be 
tested. In America it is widely different. Every State in the 
Union has its constitution reduced to written exactitude and pre- 
cision. 

What is the Constitution? It is the form of government, de- 
lineated by the mighty hand of the people, in which certain first 
principles of fundamental laws are established. 

The Constitution is certain and fixed; it contains the permanent 
will of the people and is the supreme law of the land; it is para- 
mount to the power of the legislature, and can be revoked, be 
altered, only by the authority that made it. The life-giving prin- 
ciple and death-doing stroke must proceed from the same hand. 

hat are legislatures? Creatures of the constitutions, they 
owe their existence to the constitutions; they derive their power 
from the constitutions; it is their commissions; and therefore all 
their acts must be conformable to it, or else they will be void. The 
Constitution is the work or will of the people themselves in their 
original, sovereign, and unlimited capacity. 

Law is the work or will of the legislatures in their derivative 
and subordinate capacity. The one is the work of the creator and 
the other of the creature. 

The Constitution fixes limits to the exercise of legislative 
authority, and prescribes the orbit within which it must move. 

In short, gentlemen, the Constitution is the sum of political 
system, around which the legislative, executive, and judicial 
bodies must revolve. 
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Whatever may be the case in other countries, yet in this there 
can be no doubt that every act of the legislature repugnant to the 
Constitution is absolutely void. 

These are the arguments advanced by the Supreme Court in the 
great case of Vanhorne’s Lessee vs. Dorrance. 

I am opposed to this whole imperial policy, even if there were no 
constitutional objections. No empire ever civilized any people in 
the world's history. Sardanapalus put the torch to his own palace 
and destroyed treasures, concubines, and all. But the historian 
tells us that less than 5 per cent of the people owned all the prop- 
erty and held in bondage all the balance of the population. hen 
Cesar fell at the foot of Pompey’s Pillar there was not a school 
for the education of children outside of the patrician class in all 
the Empire, and Brutus himself was lending money at 48 per cent 
and owned more than 10,000 white slaves. 

When Napoleon was carried to St. Helena he left Europe cov- 
ered with two millions of freshly made graves, and not a survivor 
of all his wars had been made freer or better by his campaigns. 
Our great Constitution has come to us through centuries of strife, 
treasure, and blood. Its great purpose was to insure the blessings 
of liberty to us and to our posterity, and let us stand by it. This 
nation, said Mr. Lincoln, can not last half slave and half free. 
The citizen is himself not wholly free who owns a slave. So this 
country can not remain a t Republic and at the same time 
hold in subjection those alien and orientalraces. Make them Ter- 
ritories now, and in a few years some political party will clamor to 
make them citizens and voters. This you now say is impossible. 

At the beginning of the war no Republican would have thought 
of taking the millions of negroes from the cotton fields of the 
South and in a few years making them not only, citizens and voters 
but filling the halls of the legislatures of the Southern States 
with them. That carnival of 1 and crime no good man 
wants to see repeated. So let this wild march of imperialism stop 
now before it is toolate. England hasnot civilized the Egyptian, 
the Australian, nor the Hindoo. We have not civilized the In- 
* dian. the negro, nor the Eskimo, and we will not civilize either 
the peti of Puerto Rico or the Malays on the other side of the 
earth. 

Iam very well aware that new members, like small boats, are 
expected to keep close to shore. Iam also aware that it was the 
cackling of the geese that warned the sleeping sentinels that the 
barbarians were scaling the walls of the capitol. 

The march of imperialismis goingrighton. A handful of Eng- 
lish capitalists control our financial system and a handful of 
American millionaires are talking about an Anglo-American alli- 
ance. But these flunkies to the British Crown are not the Amer- 
ican neopleand arenot eveninsympathy withthe American people. 

I am opposed to increasing the opportunities for the millions of 
negroes in Puerto Rico and the 10,000,000 Asiatics in the Philip- 
pines of becoming American citizens and swarming into this 
country and coming in competition with our farmers and me- 
chanics and laborers, We are trying to keep out the Chinese with 
one hand, and now you are-proposing to make Territories of the 
United States out of Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands, and 
thereby open wide the door by which these negroes and Asiatics 
can pour like the locusts of Egypt into this country. 

I say keep them all out, ecan not even civilize the Chinese 
within our borders and who have been here for fifty years. These 
Chinese will wear pigtails, eat rats, worship Confucius, and die 
steeped in the dreams of the elder ages in spite of all the churches 
and schools that are around and about them. 

And I am opposed to even risking that heritage of liberty for us 
and our children by throwing away the Constitution and trampling 
under our feet the practice and precedents of more than one hun- 
dred years. [Loud applause, ] 


Mr. GORDON addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, that concludes the list of gentlemen 
who desire to be heard on this side this evening. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois 
having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL reported that the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, having had under 
ere the bill H. R. 8245, had come to no resolution 

ereon. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 9 o'clock and 35 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned until 11 o’clock to-morrow, Saturday. 


‘REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 


ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
ms 83 and ref to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 


Mr. CUMMINGS, from the Committee on the Library, to which 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8072) for the prepara- 
tion of a site and erection of a pedestal for statue of late Maj. 
Gen. George B. McClellan, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No, 423); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
4008) to establish a light and fog signal to mark the main south- 
ern entrance of the new breakwater at Buffalo, N. Y., reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 426); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee cf the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 282) extending the time for the completion 
of the bridge across the East River between the city of New York 
and Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by 
the act of Congress approved March 3, 1887, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 425); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8466) to amend an act entitled An act in relation to taxes and 
tax sales in the District of Columbia,” reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 427); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. HENRY of 1 from 
the Committee on War Claims, to Which was referred the bill of 
the Senate (S. 1243) for the relief of the owner or owners of the 
schooner Bergen, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
yee by a report (No. 424); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. : 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ae following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8855) authorizing the purchase 
of a site for a building for the accommodation of the Supreme 
Court of the United States - to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds. 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 8856) amending the act of 
August 15, 1894, entitled An act making appropriations for cur- 
rent and contingent expenses of the Indian rtment and ful- 
filling treaties and stipulations with various Indian tribes for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes — to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 8874) to extend 
the anti-contract-labor laws of the United States to Hawaii—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8875) to incor- 
porate the District Patrol and Alarm Company of the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 185) pro- 
hibiting the transportation of barbed fence wire, wire nails, and 
other products of the American Steel and Wire Company from 
one State to another—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: A concurrent resolution 
(H. C. Res. 20) requesting Secretary of War tosubmit an estimate 
of cost of dredging 114,000 cubic yards necessary for the improve- 
ene of Beach Thoroughfare, New Jersey—to the Committee on 
Rules. 

By Mr. LOUD: A resolution (H. Res. 161) providing a rule for 
the consideration of H. R. 6071, to amend the laws relating to 
second-class matter—to the Committee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8857) for the relief of 
Joseph Goodman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8858) for the relief of Hugh L. Bowlin—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8859) for the relief of Henry J. Manis to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 8860) for the relief of A. T. Triay— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 8861) 


anting a pension to 
Robert Leonard—to the Committee on Inv 


d Pensions. 
an increase of 
valid Pensions. 


By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 8862) grantin; 
pension to Hiram Perkins—to the Committee on 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 8863) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Packman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8864) for the relief of Louis 
A. Yorke—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8865) to pension Elizabeth Corrie—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 8866) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Wayman J. Crow—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8867) forthe 
relief of the McCreery Land and Investment Company—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8868) for the relief of James S. Eichelberger— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8869) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. 
E. C. Steele—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8870) granting a pension to Mrs. L. Hames— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8871) for the relief of William Lockhart, of 
Union County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8872) for the relief of A. O. Garvin, of Union 
County, 8. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request): A bill (H. R. 8873) for the relief 
of George Ivers, administrator of William Ivers, deceased, late of 
Santa Fe, N. Mex.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of the Union Labor League, praying 
for the passage of a bill to protect free labor from prison competi- 
tion—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Josephine Luelssni 
other trained women nurses, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 6879, providing for the employment of wo- 
men nurses in the military hospitals of the Army—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Protest of the Board of State Charities and Cor- 
rections of Rhode Island, against the passage of billsto forbid the 
interstate transportation of prison-made products—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Protest of the Board of State Charities and 
Corrections of Rhode Island, against the passage of bills to forbid 
the interstate transportation of prison-made products—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petitions of Louis Brehm, Frederick Sherer, 
and other druggists, of Pittsburg, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp 
tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of United Labor ie of Western Pennsylvania, 
urging the passage of House bill No. 5450, to protect free labor 
from prison competition—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of Association of American Knit Goods Manu- 
facturers, Philadelphia, Pa., protesting against the ratification 
of the reciprocity treaty with France—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the St. Paul Trades Labor 
Assembly, of St. Paul, Minn., favoring the p: of a certain 
bill for the establishment of a national park at the head waters of 
the Mississippi River, in the State of Minnesota—to the Commit- 
tee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of Brunot Batt and other druggists of 
Chicago, III., relating to the stamp act on medicines, perfumery, 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER: 55 to accompany House bill No. 8809, 
relating to the demand for indemnity from Spain for the unlawful 
arrest and imprisonment of August E. Gans, of Illinois to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. GAINES: Papers relating to the claim of William T. 
Crusen, administrator of the estate of Jacob Crusen, of Loudoun 
County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the United Labor 
Western Pennsylvania, A. R. Thornburg, 
House bill No. 5450, to protect free labor 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the League of American Sportsmen, urging the 

ge of House bill No. 6634, for the better protection of song and 
nsectivorous birds, the game birds, and game animals—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolutions of the New 
England Shoe and Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., favoring 
the e of House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits in 
the Philadelphia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of the Board of Trade of St. Johns- 
bury, Vt.. George H. Cross, president, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 887, in the interest of manufacturing and commer- 


and 


League of 
resident, in favor of 
om prison labor—to 


cial industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 
Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 1957, to remove the 


charge of desertion from the record of Norris W. Silver, alias 
Charles W. Nichols—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, spor to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
SES erkins—to the 3 het 8 5 
80, papers to accompany House bill No. 4414, granting a pen- 
sion to Adaline Powell, of Strafford, Vt.—to the Committee on 
ensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Resolutions of the New Haven 
(Conn.) Chamber of Commerce, for competing cable facilities be- 
tween the United States and Cuba, etc,—to the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: Memorial of the Empire State Society of Ari- 
zona, in favor of statehood for Arizona—to the Committee on the 
Territories. . 

By Mr. Mc DO WELL: Petition of Francis W. Shepardson and 
others, asking that Rev. T. J. Sheppard be placed on the roll of 
Army chaplains—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McRAE: Resolutions of the Commercial League of 
Fort Smith, Ark., relating to the condition of affairs in Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. METCALF (by request): Resolutions of citizens of Oak- 
land, Cal., in relation to the war in South Africa—to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, 

Also, petition of Delancey J. Macdonald and other clerks of the 
Oakland (Cal.) post-office, praying for the age of House bill 
No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Carpenters and Joiners’ Union No. 36, of 
Oakland, Cal., relating to public lands—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the 
promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of San Francisco, 
Cal., in relation to the consular servyice—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of San Francisco (Cal.) Chamber of Commerce, 
calling for an increase in coast artillery—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of San Fran- 
cisco, Cal., relative to the reciprocity interests of the country—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of W. H. Cramer, druggist, and 
others, of Chicago, III., for the repeal of the 1 Sir on pro- 
prietary medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Robert W. Davidson and other em- 
ployees of the Milwaukee (Wis.) post-office, praying for the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POWERS: Resolutions of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 887, in the interest of manufacturing and commercial 
industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of Post No. 26, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Massachusetts, in support of House bill 
No. 4742, to provide for the detail.of active and retired officers of 
the Army and Navy to assist in military education in public 
schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: Papers to accompany House bill No. 7812 
granting a pension to Lydia Strang, of Osceola, Nebr.—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Resolution of the St. Paul 
Trades and Labor Assembly, of St. Paul; Minn., urging the pas- 
sage of a certain bill for the establishment of a national park at 
the head waters of the Mississippi in the State of Minnesota—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
urging the adoption of the recommendations of the Postmaster- 
General in regard to the abuses of second-class postage—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the St. Paul Trades and Labor Assembly, of 
St. Paul, Minn., urging the passage of House joint resolution No. 
33, to ate the employment of enlisted men in competition 
with civilians—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Cigar Leaf 
Tobacco Board of Trade, in relation to duties on merchandise de- 
posited in public or private bonded warehouses, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the council of the American Society of Me- 
chanical Engineers, urging certain improvements to increase the 
3 of the United States Patent 

atents. 


ce to the Committee on 
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SATURDAY, February 24, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Davis, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

HISTORY OF THE CENSUS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate a communication from the Commissioner of Labor, trans- 
mitting, in r to a resolution of the 23d instant, the manu- 
script prep by him on the History and Growth of the United 
States Census. Quite a large mass of papers accompany the com- 
munication. 

Mr. HALE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What does the Senator from 
Maine s in relation to it? 

Mr. E. I did not quite understand. Is it a history of the 


census? 

The PRESIDENT pro osc: It is areport of Mr. Carroll D. 
Wright, in response to a ution of the Senate, giving the his- 
tory and growth of thecensus. The resolution was offered by the 
chairman of the Census Committee, the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. I should think, from the size of the document, that 
the printing must exceed the $500 limit, and so it ought to go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on the Census, 

Mr. HALE. I do not see any objection to that, and then that 
committee can scrutinize it and report; but it has to be printed 
first, or else there is no use to referit. I suggest it had better 
go to the Committtee on Printing, and then have them refer it, 
when it is ordered printed, to the Committee on the Census, 

Mr. PENROSE. I suggest, as the communication was sent 
here in to a resolution submitted by the chairman of the 
Committee on the Census, and as he is absent, it is only courtesy 
due to him to hold the matter up or refer it to his committee. 

Mr. HALE. Under those circumstances let it lie on the table 
until the Senator comes in. I did not know that he had offered 
thg resolution. 

r. PENROSE. I understood the Chair to so state. 

The PRESIDENT = tempore. Yes; it was in response toa 
resolution submitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. HALE. Then let it lie on the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will lie on the table for the 

resent. 
— Mr. CARTER subsequently said: The communication from the 
Commissioner of Labor, embraced in the package before the Sen- 
ate, is a history of the various censuses taken from the foundation 
of the Government up to this time. I presume, viewing the mass 
at this distance, the amount involved in printing will exceed the 
sum named in the rule, $500, and I therefore 5 the 
communication and accompanying papers go to the ttee on 
Printing for re 4 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The communication and ac- 
companying papers will be referred to the Committee on Printing 
under the rule, there being no objection. 

Mr. CARTER subsequently said: Mr. President, during the 
morning hour a report received from the Commissioner of Labor 
in response to a resolution of the Senate was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing under objection of the Senator from Maine 

. HALE]. Since that time, I understand the Senator has ap- 
prised himself of the nature of the communication and the desir- 
ability of having it printed. In view of the fact that it should be 

inted without delay, I move that the Committee on Printing be 
ischarged from the further consideration of the subject-matter, 
and that the usual number of copies of the document be printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana, 
from the Committee on the Census, asks that the order referring 
the report of the Commissioner of Labor to the Committee on 
Printing this morning be reconsidered and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the Census, and ordered tobe printed, Isthere 
objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered, 

INTERIOR DEPARTMENT LIBRARY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Y, transmitting a 
letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior, with inclosure, 
i ges Tp: that provision be made in the legislative, executive, 
and judicial appropriation bill for appropriation for the purchase 
of current literature for the library of the Department of the 
Interior in the sum of $500; which, with the accompan: papers 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were 
thereupon “iy nae? by the President pro tempore: 
ae bill (H. R. 4698) granting an increase of pension to John C. 

itnam; 

A bill aed R. 5487) authorizing the construction by the Tex- 
arkana, Shreveport, and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-Mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La.; and 

A bill (H. R. 7660) granting additional right of way to the 
Allegheny Valley Railway Company through the arsenal grounds 
at Pittsburg, Pa. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Grand Lodge, Broth- 
erhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Peoria, III., and a petition of 
Local Branch No. 305, National Association of Letter Carriers, of 
Joliet, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the pay of letter carriers; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 

uincy, Ill., and a petition of the Business Men's Association of 

mpton, Va., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law; ch were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the National Live Stock Ex- 
change of Chicago, III., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called oleomargarine bill, and praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Healso presented a memorial of Local Union No. 99, Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union, of Ottawa, III., remonstrating against 
the admission of products from Puerto Rico and the Philippines 
free of duty; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Unions Nos. 14, 15, 217, 
and 227, Cigar Makers’ International Union, all of Chicago, III., 
remonstrating against the reduction of the tariff on cigars im- 

from Puerto Rico; which was referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented memorials of the National Paperhangers’ As- 
sociation, of Chicago; the Trades’ and Labor Association, of 
Bloomington; the Federal Union of Mt. Vernon, and the Trades’ 
and Labor Assembly, of Canton, all in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the cession of public lands to the several States; 
which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He 210 preden ier petitions of Local Union No. 63, United 
Brotherh of Carpenters and Joiners, of Bloomington; of Local 
Union No. 58, United Mine Workers, of Kewanee; of Local Union 
No. 416, United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chicago; 
of Local Union No. 52, Coal Miners’ Union, of Centralia; of 
cal Union No. 800, United Mine Workers, of Streator; of Local 
Union No. 274, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Pekin, and 
of Local Union No. 98, United Mine Workers, of Duquoin, all in 
the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation lim- 
iting the hours of daily service of laborers, workmen,and mechanics 
employed upon public works in the United States or any Territory 
or the District of Columbia, and also to protect free labor from 
prison competition; which were referred to the Committee on Ed- 
ucation and Labor. 

Mr. HEITFELD presented the petition of Catharine P. Wal- 
lace, president, and Anna Van Schick, secretary, on behalf of the 
New Mexico Woman Suffrage Association, praying that political 

uality be granted to the women of Hawaii and the other new 
Salant possessions; which was referred tothe Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico. . 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
Boise, Idaho, remonstrating against the leasing of public lands to 
individuals and private corporations, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Idaho, pray- 
ing for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce, of San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to regulate the consular service of the United States; which 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the C ber of Commerce, of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying that an appropriation be made to 
continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also nted a petition of the Chamber of Commerce, of 
San Francisco, Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the artillery force of the United States Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Cahuenga Valley Lemon 
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Exchange, of Colegrove, Cal., remonstrating against the establish- 
ment of free trade with the 13 of Puerto Rico; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Woman 
Suffrage Association, praying that the right of suffrage be ex- 
tended to the women of Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the 
Philippines; which was referred to the Select Committee on 
Woman Suffrage. : : 

He also presented a petition of the Oakland City Council, of 
California, praying for the appointment of a commission of United 
States engineers to examine and make plans for the improvement 
of Oakland Harbor, in that State; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a letter, in the nature of a memo- 
rial, from A. Purley Fitch, of Concord, N. H., remonstrating 
against the free distribution of blackleg vaccine by the Bureau of 
Animal Industry; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of Du Lac Grange, No. 72, 
Patrons of Husbandry,of Wisconsin, praying for the construction 
of the Nicaragua Canal; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 61, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of La Crosse, Wis., remonstratin 
against the admission of cigars free of duty from Puerto Ricoan 
the Philippines; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 61, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of La Crosse, Wis., praying that all 
the remaining public lands be held for the benefit of the whole 
people and that the public grazing lands be leased to settlers on 
adjacent lands, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. FRYE Spee gt a petition of the congregation of the 
Friends’ Church, of Elba, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in mili canteens, 
Soldiers’ Homes, immigrant stations, and public buildings, and 
also to prohibit the transmission by mail or interstate commerce 
of pictures or descriptions of prize fights; which was referred to 
the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented memorials of the Medical Society of the City 
Hospital Alumni of St. Louis, Mo.; of the Medical Society of the 
State of California, and of the Lake County Medical Association 
of Colorado, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of 
Columbia; which were referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

THE PACIFIC CABLE. 


Mr. HALE. I prenent a letter Sey Tamana L. Payis, accom- 
panying a summary of the argument presen to Congress upon 
the 1 5 8 5 as to whether the proposed Pacific cable shall be made 
and laid by a private corporation or by the United States; also a 
letter from James A. Scrymser, 8 a report of Mr. 
Carson, manager of the Anglo-American Telegraph Company, re- 
3 the life of ocean cables, and a copy of a hearing before 

Committee on Naval Affairs on the 13th instanton the bill 
(S. 2) to provide for the construction, maintenance, and operation, 
under the management of the Navy Department, of a Pacific cable. 
I move that the papers be printed as a document and referred to 
the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE. I am directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7941) making appro- 
priations for the diplomatic and consular service for the 
year ending June 30, 1901, to report it with sundry amendments, 
and to submit a written report thereon, which I ask may be 
printed. 5 shall endeavor to call the bill up at some early day 
next week. 

. pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
endar. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 855) for the relief of Mary A. Coulson, exec- 
utrix of Sewell Coulson, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, to whom was referred the bill (S. 98) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Spokane, in the State 
of Washington, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

r. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1260) to enable the President to restore 
Second Lieut. Henry Ossian Flipper, United States Army, to 
duty, rank, and status in the United States Army, submitted an 
adverse thereon, which was agreed to; and the bill was 

med indefinitely. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 1819) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie E. Joseph, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. MONEY, from the Committee on Public Buildings and 
Grounds, submitted a report to 3 the bill (S. 1402) for 
the erection of a public building at Natchez, Miss., heretofore 
5 by him. 

. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2584) for the relief of Mary E. McDonald, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 142) for the relief of Frederick K. Car- 
lisle, asked that the committee be discharged from its further 
consideration, and that the bill and accompanying papers be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2533) to restrict grounds of divorce and improve the pro- 
codare in the 3 o Sonha n 7 8 eee ane for 
other purposes, as at the committee ischarged from its 
further consideration, and that the bill be referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 3310) to restore the name of 
W. H. Mills to the roll of the Volunteer Army of the United 
States, and to grant him an honorable discharge therefrom; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3311) for the relief of Edwin Bell; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Patents. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3312) granting a pension to Hanora 
Darwan; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3313) extending the mining 
laws to saline lands; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 3314) granting a pension to 
Mary I. Bradbury; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the 5 papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WO TT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
any read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 

A bill (S. 8315) granting an increase of pension to William G. 


Stone; 

A bill (S. 3316) granting an increase of pension to William C. C. 
Whitlock; and 

A bill (S. 3317) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Baynum. 

Mr. MONEY introduced a bill (S. 8318) for the relief of the es- 
tate of John W. Cunyus, deceased; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also (by uest) introduced a bill (S. 3319) relating to the 
administration of law and justice in the Navy; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3320) for the relief of Mrs. 
Sophia H. Fitts; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 

Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment proposing to increase the 
salaries of pressmen in the office of the Treasurer of the United 
States from $1,200 to $1,400, and also the salary of one compositor 
and pressman in the same office from $3.20 per day to $1,400 per 
annum, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

He also sab tod an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$2,000 for the preparation of a general index to the published yol- 
umes of the diplomatic correspondence and foreign relations of 
the United States, intended to be proposed by him to the sun 
civil ppproprission bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the mittee on 
Appro riations. 

0 submitted an amendment extending the provisions of 
an act entitled An act granting extra pay to officers and enlisted 
men of United States Volunteers,” approved January 12, 1899, to 
all regimental and company officers and enlisted men who served 
in the Volunteer Army of the United States during the war with 
Spain and were honorably discharged therefrom prior to January 
12, 1899, intended to be proposed by him to the Army appropria- 
tion bill; which = har at oad printed, signs Hei 5 
pan referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. 1 FAIRBANKS submitted an amendment proposing to in- 
crease the allowance for salary of the consul at Bahia, Brazil, 
from $2,000 to $2,500, intended to be 1 by him to the diplo- 
matic and consular ap tion bill; which was referred to the 
Committee on Foreign tions, and ordered to be printed. 
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GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted two amendments intended to be 
pr by him to the bill (S, 2264) to provide a government for 
the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which were 
ordered to be printed. 

LUCY E. BOARDLEY. 


Mr. WARREN submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to pay to Luc . Boardley, widow of William Boardley, de- 
ceased, late a laborer in the Senate stables, a sum equal to six months’ salary 
at the rate paid to said laborer per annum, said sum to be considered as in- 
cluding funeral expenses and other allowances. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, yesterday, as I understand it, 
it was that the resolution relative to the credentials of 
Hon, M. 8. Quay should be called up on Monday morning. It 
will be observed that during the speech of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia [Mr. DANIEL], when the hour of 2 o'clock arrived, the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asked unanimous consent 
that the unfinished business be taken up at the conclusion of the 
remarks of the Senator from Virginia, and that he now proceed 
with his remarks.” The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] said, 
That is all I desire.” 

I do not desire to call up the resolution to-day; but I desire to 
notify the Senate that I shall call up the resolution on Monday, 
and if members of the majority of the committee are not prepared 
to proceed, Senators 8 the opinion of the minority of 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections will proceed in the case. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If not, the Calendar under 
Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. I would ask the Senate to proceed with the con- 
sideration of the Hawaiian bill, but I see that the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] who was to make some remarks is not 
present, and also the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] seems 
not to be here now. I will allow the regular order to run along 
until those gentlemen come in. 

Mr. . What is the understanding? Is it that we shall 
proceed to consider unobjected cases under Rule VIII? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That is the regular order. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the regular Calendar. 


FORT PEM BIN A MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS. 


The bill (S. 157) providing for the selection of the lands within 
Fort Pembina Military Reservation, N. Dak., by the State of 
North Dakota was announced as first in order on the Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Senator who reported that bill is ab- 
sent. Let it be over, . place. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be passed over. 


SCHOOLS OF MINES. 


The bill (S. 2746) toaid the public-land States to 2 85 schools 
of mines was read, and considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. ALLISON. This is a pretty important bill. I hope some 
ae will explain its provisions, so that we may see the effect 
of it. 
Mr. COCKRELL. Let the report be read. It is very short. 


Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 


The Secretary the report submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW 
January 29, 1900, as follows: 


The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2746) 
to aid the State of South Dakota to support a school of mines, have consid- 
ered the same and heg leave to report in lieu thereof a bill to the public- 
land States to support schools of mines. 

It has been deemed wise by the committee to recommend the enactment 
of soap legislation of this character covering all the public-land States. 

he committee fully recommends the of this bill, for the 
reason that 2i ma aid the 


y 
the establishment of institu 
mineral-lan A Rpt A miner- 
ining, and mining engineering, and other allied su 
Eion it is especiall 


mining ope 

where the practical application of kund knowledge gan be e. 
scientific knowledge in the canon mgr of our mining resources has been a 

t hindrance to this indus in the past. While the t universities 
in the East have taught these allied sciences, nevertheless it has been practi- 
cally impossible for the youth of the mineral. land States to enjoy these ad. 
van ges, — the great distance these institutions of learning are located 
from seat of mining operations. 

This Lg = an expenditure of 50 per cent of the moneys received 
from the sale of mineral lands in the 3 States for the er of aid- 
ing these institutions, and it is vided therein that such expenditure shall 

ceed annually; and it is further ded the several 

States receiving this nditure shall also expend a like amount in aid of 
these institutions. Students coming from other States are given the same 
ee in these schools which are accorded to residents of the ve 
tates where they may be located. The advantages of these schools there- 


re 


fore extend to all students, iy, reg rer of the States they may come from, who 
y ese sciences. 


may 8 the study o 

he committee is of the opinion that it is to the interest of the entire coun- 
try that such institutions be encouraged, to the end that it may bring about 
a more intelligent effort to the development of the vast mineral resources of 
the United States. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was not in when the bill was 
read, and therefore I wish to make an inquiry. Is it intended to 
give every public-land State, whether it has minerals in it or not, 
the right to establish a school, or only those States which are 
largely mineral? I Sopros for instance, without speaking by the 
book, that the State of Nebraska has very little of mineral land, 
2 there are other States. I do not know what the bill provides 

or. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator will let me read the first section 
of the bill, it is as follows: 

That each of the public-land States shall annually receive 50 per cent of all 
moneys paid to the United States for mineral lands within said Sta 
respectively, for the maintenance of a school of mines in each of the sai 
States: Provided, That said_sum so to be paid shall not exceed the sum of 
$12,000 per annum to each State, nor shall it exceed the amount annually 
expended by each of the said States for said school of mines. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That, then, would only 

Mr. TELLER, It only zoni applies to mineral lands. I will 
say that this is a bill which has passed the Senate, I think, in 
almost the exact terms several times. A Senator near me asks if 
it applies to iron and coal. As it applies to mineral lands, I think 
it would apply to coal. 

Mr. ALLISON. Where there are public lands now? 

Mr. TELLER. Les; where there are public lands now. 

Mr. ALLISON, Ido not know what the definition of a public- 
land State is. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the senior Senator from 
Colorado yield to the junior Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I suppor 8 there ought to be some 
amendment reciting that the bill is to apply in States where there 
are now public lands undisposed of. 

Mr. TELLER. There is no objection toinserting that. When 
the bill formerly passed the Senate it was limi I believe, to 
Colorado, and it has been enlarged by making it apply to all the 


States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. In section 1, line 8, after the word each,“ 
I move to insert now haviig public lands;” so as to read, to 
each State now having public lands.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That will do. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I see no necessity for the 
amendment. There will be no revenue if there are no public 
lands, and therefore the bill will not apply to a State where there 
are not public lands to be disposed of. This, I think, is a bill 
which I introduced for South Dakota, and the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands amended it by embracing all public-land States. It has 
passed the Senate, however, several times since 1890. 

Mr. STEWART. It refers to the mineral lands of any State. 
If css are not mineral lands in a State, of course it does not 
apply. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No; of course not. There is no necessity 
for the amendment at all. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I trust we will be excused for 
asking questions. Are there not schools of mines in some of those 
States now? . 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator that several 
of the mineral-land States and States producing precious metals 
have schools of mines. Colorado has maintained a school of mines 
and has kept it open for all the world for a t many years and 

id the bills herself. While this will give us $12,000, it will not 

a tithe of what we pay every year. e have a school of mines 
that, in my judgment, is equal to any school of mines in the world 
for the purposes for which schools of mines are maintained. Itis 
not a very large amount that we are receiving. It seems to me 
that some of the States that have just started their schools of 
mines will be very much benefited, and I think it no more than 
fair that they should have it. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, just a word as to the propriety 
of changing the purancology. Of course, if there are not public 
lands from which there are revenues, there would be no revenue 
from the sale of public lands that could be applicable to schools 
of mines in those States. But it is not a proper designation of a 
State of this Union to call it a public-land State. You might just 
as well in a bill say all navigable-river States shall be governed so 
and so, or all public-bnilding States; you might as well say all 
coinage-mint States shall have so and so appropriated for them. 
It is nota proper rap ed ps of a State to speak of it as a public- 
land State. e billshould read, All States having public lands 
undisposed of within their borders,” or ‘‘All States nug pe 
lands.” Every State has some public land—public land for its 
public buildings—and that is not a proper designation of a State. 
As long as we are passing the measure, it seems to me wiser that 
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we should designate our Commonwealths by States and then limit 
the conditions by proper designation, and not call our States public- 
land States. There is not any such thing as public-land States. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, independent of the phraseology, 
the measure is meritorious. The mere matter of phraseology is 
an inconsiderable matter. 

Replying further to the suggestion of the Senator from Con- 
necticut, I will say that the State of Montana has constructed a 
very commodious building in the city of Butte, near by the lead- 
ing copper-producing camp of the United States, for a school of 
mines. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, If the Senator will allow me, I 
think, upon reading the bill carefully, I have no objection to it. 
It only provides that this sum shall be paid to States where there 
are schools of mines maintained. I did not so understand it at 


first. 

Mr. CARTER, There is but a small proportion of the actual 
expenses of conducting the schools that will be paid through the 
operations of this bill. Only a portion of the sums collected 
within the States from sales of mineral lands will be given, but 
it will materially add to the efficiency of the schools. The con- 
tribution is analogous to the aid given to agricultural schools in 
the various States for agricultural development. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, it seems to me that if there is 
to be any amendment, for which I do not see any necessity, all 
that would be necessary would be to strike out the words “public 
land” before State.“ Then it would read that each State shall 
annually receive one-half of the proceeds from the mineral lands, 
etc. I can not see any objection to that, if there is to be any 
amendment. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. That covers it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not informed of 
9 amendment. 

r. WARREN, I will not offer it as an amendment if none is 
considered necessary. It seems to me, however, that what I pro- 
posed is the only kind of an amendment that would be needed, 

Mr. CARTER. There is no need of an amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator from Colorado if 
that phrase, whether theoretically liable to his criticism or not, 
has not got into legislative use? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. The phrase ‘‘a public-land State?” 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. No; I donot think so. 

Mr. HOAR. Itis certainly in familiar use. For instance, one 
of the famous speeches of Charles Sumner is entitled, “Justice to 
the Land States.” That isthe title under which the speech passes. 
Of course it is not like a legislative provision of law, but I have 
sio 3 that that phrase has become a common one in our 

islation. 

r. WOLCOTT, But there are many of the States to which 
that phrase was applicable then to which it would not be appli- 
cable now. It was a transitory condition in any event. I would 
say, ‘‘a State having public lands,” andI offer that as an amend- 
ment, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment of theSenator 
om Colorado will be read. Where shall the amendment come 


Mr.WOLCOTT. Let the first line of section 1 read: That all 
States having public lands shall annually receive 50 per cent,” in- 
stead of readin g each of the public-land States.“ 

Mr. COCKRELL. That would just be striking out the words 
the public land” before States and after the word States” 
i “ having public lands.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT, That will do. I accept the suggestion of the 
Senator from Missouri. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let that change be made in line 3, and that 


will end it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
pas the modification of the Senator from Missouri. It will 

e read. 

The SECRETARY. Change line 8 so as to read: 

That all States having public lands shall annually receive 50 per cent of all 
moneys, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought it was to read each of the 
States.” Let it go the way it is, though. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. there objection to the 
amendment? 

Mr.-PETTIGREW. Ido not know that I have any objection 
to the amendment. The designation of public-land States, how- 
ever, is one that has been used for a generation as distingnishing 
those States where the Government disposed of the public do- 
main. Of some of the States, the original thirteen States and 
some of the others, the area was not public domain. Many of 
them were not surveyed as we now survey the public lands of 
the United States. But I can see no harm in the amendment. 
and I care nothing about it. The Department has designated 
these States as public-land States in official communications, and 
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Treasury that such State is maintaining a school o 


Congress has designated them as public-land States time and 


time again in laws. Therefore there is no necessity for a de- 
ture, but I do not know that there is any harm in a departure 
in this connection. 

I want to say also, in answer to the question of the Senator 
from Connecticut, that South Dakota has maintained a school of 
mines for the last sixteen or seventeen years—a very excellent 
school. Under this bill we can not receive from the Government 
more money than we expend upon the school. However, we are 
expending very much more than the amount which this bill will 
give us, and it will simply enable us to maintain a better school 
than we have been maintaining. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the language employed in the 
8 amendment is scarcely expressive of the thought the 

nator has in mind, I apprehend. I presume the amendment 
contemplates the expression of the idea of States having public 
lands as being States within whose borders public lands exist. 
“Having” implies ownership. None of the States own public 
lands in the common acceptation of the term as used in reference 
to the public domain of the United States. If having public 
lands implies ownership, then the construction of the 8 
would render the bill inoperative. I presume the better wor 
would be embracing public lands or containing public lands, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. at word I certainly would not object to. 

Mr. CARTER. Instead of the word “having,” then, I suggest 
that the word “embracing” be inserted, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. It is a good word. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
suggests an amendment which will be stated. 

he SECRETARY. Amend the amendment by striking out the 
word “having” and inserting the word “embracing.” 

Mr. RAWLINS, I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the words public lands” and leaving the section otherwise 
to stand as it was reported by the committee, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. I hope the Senator from Utah will preserve 
5 embreca. 

Mr. RAWLINS. That word does not have any fascination for 
me, because this provision is limited by thesubject-matter. ‘‘Each 
of the States shall annually receive 50 per cent of all moneys 

aid to the United States for mineral land within said States.” 
There is no necessity for talking about States having public lands 
or public-land States, because that last clause clearly limits the 
provision. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
first amendment. 

The SECRETARY. The first amendment was to strike out after 
the word that the words ‘‘each of the public-land States” and 
insert in lien the words “all States embracing public lands.” œ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Utah pro- 
poses an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If that is in order, it is to strike out the words 
“public lands.“ 

ane SECRETARY. Strike out the words “public lands;” so as to 
read: 


That each of the States shall annually receive 50 per cent, etc. 


Mr. COCKRELL. That is right. 

The amendment to the amendment was to. 

The amendments as amended were to. 
ThePRESIDENTprotempore, Are there furtheramendments? 
Mr. WOLCOTT. Section 2 of the bill reads: 

That before any money shall be paid to each of the said States under the 


provisions of this act the Secre of the Interior shall certify to the Secre- 
vane of the Treasury that each the said States is maintai a school of 
nes. 


Of course, I do not suppose that has been sanctioned and hal- 
lowed by long usage so as to 8 amore distinct idea than its 
faulty diction would appear to make it convey. The framer of 
the bill certainly does not want it to Spaar that before any money 
shalķbe paid to each of the States the retary shall be satisfi 
that each of the States is maintaining a school of mines. 

I suggest that as the bill now stands the phraseology would be 
vague and uncertain, and that it should be amended so that in 
the first line of section 2 the word each“ be changed to any,” 
so as to read: 

That before any money shall be paid to any State under the provisions of 
this act the Secretary of the Interior shall e 5 the Secretary of the 

mines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
proposes an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 1, line 11, section 2, strike out the 
words each of the said States” and insert the words any State,” 
and in line 1, page 2, strike out the word each“ and insert the 
word ‘‘such.” 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Strike out ‘‘each of the said States and in- 
sert such State,” in line 1 on page 2. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let it be read as amended. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
clause as amended. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sr. 2. That before any 2 shall be paid to any State under the provi- 


sions of this act the Secretary of the Interior shall certify to the Secre of 
the that such State is maintaining a school of Sina eithin its bor- 
ders in w in chemistry, met- 


students in attendance are given instruction 
eralogy, geology, mining engineering, and so fo! 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest to my honorable friend the 

unior Senator from Colorado that that ‘‘and so forth” deserves 
attention. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. This is another bill, is it not? 

Mr. HOAR, It is the same bill. There must bea school which 
instructs persons in and so forth,” according to the way it was 
read. Do I understand the Senator to approve that? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. If I have interf: at all, it has been with 

t hesitancy, because it is the special province of the senior 

tor from Massachusetts to correct the errors made by the rest 
of us in grammar, spelling, and punctuation. I only undertook 
to help this bill because the Senator seemed to be temporarily en- 
gaged on other duties; and I will now yield to him and let him fix 
the bill as he believes it should be arran 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not find the wo: 
forth” in the bill anywhere. 

Mr. HOAR. It was read at the desk, but it can be read again. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair instructed the Sec- 
tens that it was unnecessary to read the balance of that entire 
section. 

Mr. HOAR. I . lary Chair's pardon. I understood that that 
wasa of the It was read as such at the desk, I make 
no er point. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and pn 

Mr. ALLISON. The title ought to be amended, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The title will be amended in 
accordance with the phraseology. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill to aid certain 
States to support schools of mines.” 


FORT PEMBINA MILITARY RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. RAWLINS, Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. I was about to make a motion to proceed to 
the consideration of the Hawaiian bill, 

Mr. RAWLINS, Will not the Senator permit one bill to be 
called up that was passed over in the absence of the Senator from 
North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH]? 

Mr. CULLOM, Will it lead to any discussion? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I think not. If it does, I shall not press it. 

Mr. CULLOM, I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Lask that the bill (S. 157) providing for the 
selection of the lands within Fort Pembina Military Reservation, 
N. Dak., by the State of North Dakota be taken up. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read at length, 
and an amendment is pending. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert the following: 

That the right is hereby 3 to any State to locate and make selection 
of public lands within abandoned military or other reservations in such State 
to satisfy the grants of lands made thereto. 

Mr. RAWLINS. There ought to be no objection, it seems to 
me, to thisamendment. Under the different enabling acts—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Utah 
indicate where in the bill this amendment is to come in? „ 

Mr. RAWLINS. I propose it as an additional section to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is offered as 
an additional section. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I trust the Senator from Utah will not 
insist upon that amendment, His amendment proposes general 
legislation. It is not a matter that has been before any com- 
mittee of the Senate. I assure the Senator that if he will intro- 
duce a bill carrying out the provisions of his amendment and 
send it to the Committee on Public Lands, it will be duly consid- 
ered there. It will take the usual course of general legislation. 
It will be sent to the Interior De ent for report, and then be 
considered by the committee. I do not believe that the amend- 
ment has any place on this bill. 

Mr. RAW. S. Mr. President, if the Senator from North 


“and so 


Dakota will permit, this is a bill which I did introduce at the last 
session of Congress, which was referred to the Committee on 


Public Lands, and not acted upon. L again introduced it on the 
first or second day of this session, and it has been ding before 
the Committee on Public Lands, and referred by that committee 
to a subcommittee, I have conferred with the members of that 
committee in relation to it, and I have understood from them that 
there was no 3 to it. 

I desire simply to state the object of the bill. In interpreting 
the ts made by Congress to the different States it has been 
uniformly held by the Land Department, and also in repeated de- 
cisions by the Supreme Court of the United States, that land 
within abandoned military reservations might be subject to selec- 
tion tosatisfy such grants. Recently, within the past three years, 
there has been a ruling by the Secretary of the Interior to the 
effect that such lands are not open to those grants. 

The object of this bill is solely to remove the difficulty arising 
from that decision. It continues the practice which has alwa 
preyailed in respect of all the States to which Congress has made 
grants of land. For instance, there is this exception in all the 

ts, so far as I have been able to ascertain, that lands within 
ndian reservations and military reservations are not subject to 
grants made to the State. That is true. 

It has never been held that where a reservation has been aban- 
doned, obliterated as a reservation, having no vitality as such, 
that those lands came within the exception as to the 3 Re- 
cently it has been held that that is so. The object of this provi- 
sion is to remove that difficulty; and I trust the Senator from 
North Dakota will not object. e Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] and other Senators have had occasion to investigate the 
subject. The provision I have offered is simply to continue the 
practice to the uniform ruling of the courts relating to the prac- 
tice of the Land Department ever since the Government has ex- 
isted until within the last 5 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Ishall be obliged to object to or to oppose 
the amendment until the Committee on Public Lands can secure 
a report from the Interior Department on this subject-matter. I 
have no doubt that if the Interior Department shall be requested 
to give us a report, it will send to the committee and to the Senate 
all the facts which the Senator from Utah refers to, and then we 
may act u the propositice intelligently. 

I hope the amendment will be voted down. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then I ask that the whole matter go over. 
Here is a special bill making a grant of an existing reservation, 
and certainly if an abandoned reservation should not be reserved, 
an existing reservation should not. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made, and the 
JAMES H. WATERS. 


bill goes over. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will withhold my request for a few minutes 
to proceed to the consideration of the Hawaiian bill, for the rea- 
son that there is objection to going on with the bill until the Sen- 
ator from Alabama [Mr. MoreGan} is in his seat. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 28) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the military record of James H. Waters. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary o 
War to remove the charge of desertion from the military record 
of James H. Waters, late of Company D, Sixteenth Regiment 
Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and to grant him an honorable 
discharge to date the 8th of December, 1862; but that no pay, 
bounty, or other emolument shall become due or payable by vir- 
tue of this act. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ADDITIONAL COMMISSIONER FOR INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of Senate bill 3018, which is a local bill re- 
alice from the Committee on the Judiciary, and there seems to 

some necessity for its immediate passage. f 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to the consideration of the bill (S. 3018) for the 
appointment of an additional United States commissioner in the 
northern judicial district of the Indian Territory. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MONONGAHELA RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. PENROSE. I ask unanimous consent to call up for pres- 
ent consideration the bill (H. R. 4008) to authorize the Union 


Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Mono ela River. The bill is very urgently required. 
Mr. COCKRELL. What is the number on the Calendar? 


Mr. PENROSE. Itis Order of Business No. 117, a bill reported 
by the Committee on Commerce by the Senator from Missouri 
2 — Vest], which has already passed the House of Representa- 

ves. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill was heretofore passed 
over without prejudice. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SCHOOL OF FORESTRY IN NORTH DAKOTA, 


Mr. COCKRELL. Regular order, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next bill on the Calendar 
in regular order will be stated. 

The bill (S. 158) granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry was 
announced as first in order; and the Senate, as in Committee of 
the eee to its consideration. 

Mr. C RELL. Let a part of the report on that bill be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Les; let the report be read. I think 
there will then be no objection to the bill. 

The Secretary read from the report submitted by Mr. Hans- 
BROUGH January 30, 1900, as follows: 

The Committee on Public Lands, to whom was referred tho bill (S. 158) 
FFV 


N to report it back with the recommendation that it do 


y the act to provide for the division of Dakota into two States and to en- 
able the people of North Dakota, South Dakota, Montana, and Washington 
to form constitutions and State ———— and to be admitted into the 
0 
blic lands to such States 1 180, 25 Stat. L.), there were 
tate of North Dakota, in a 


for the school of forestry, which by t 
to be located at some point in McHenry, Ward, Bottineau, or Rolette coun- 
ties as might be determined upon an election to be for that purpose. 
At the election held Bottineau, Boi u County, was selected. 

Your committee does not deem it necessary to expatiate on the necessity 
of the encouragement of schools of forestry and the advantages to be derived 
from the Letom knowledge of tree culture in prairie States, in which the 
proper planting and cultivation of trees means so much to the development 
of the country. Much has been done by the Division of Forestry, in the Agri- 
cultural De ent, and more can be done by the encouragement of 
institutions such as that located at Bottineau. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the Senator make an 
explanation regarding the first part of this report, It is there 
stated that— 


There were granted to the State of North Dakota, in addition to other 


0 
lands, 170,000 acres for apportionment for such other educational and chari- 


table purposes other than those therein named. 

Then the memorial of the general assembly of North Dakota 
says: 

Whereas the Congress of the United States, in the passage of the enabling 


act aforesaid, granted to the State of South Dakota 120,000 acres of land for 


the use and support of an agricultural college in said State. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That refers to the State of South Dakota. 
The memorial of the State of North Dakota recites the facts sub- 
stantially which have been read and are contained in the report 
of the committee. The 170,000 acres that were appropriated have 
been divided as stated in that report—40,000 acres to the Soldiers’ 
Home, 30,000 acres to the blind asylum, and so on, leaving noth- 
ing for the school of forestry, which is provided for in the con- 
stitution of the State. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Before this bill is acted upon, I want to 
call the attention of the Senator from North Dakota to the fact 
that I am receiving letters—I have one now in my hand, and have 
had others during the last few weeks—entering very solemn pro- 
tests against these donations of public lands to the States. ‘These 
letters come from labor organizations, and I think they reflect the 
1 which was passed in Chicago by the Federation of 

abor. 

I know very little about this matter, as we are not much inter- 
ested in this subject in New England; but I should like to ask the 
Senator from North Dakota whether, in his opinion, the objections 
which are made are well grounded or not; whether thereis danger 
of our continuing to give away the public lands to the detriment, as 
these men say, of actual settlersand home builders? If that should 
be the fact, I think it is a bad form of legislation and that we ought 
to call a halt to it. Ido not, however, raise any objection to the 
bill beyond ie oh asking for information. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I doubt if the Federation of Labor, 
which has communicated with the Senator from New Hampshire 
on this subject, knows quite as much about the public-land ques- 
tion as those who have had to deal with that subject. I do not 
believe that the appropriation of these lands for the purpose indi- 
cated would injure the public-land policy of this country or be a 
5 to settlers or proposed settlers or intending set- 

ers in any part of the country; on the contrary, I think the es- 
tablishment of schools of forestry and the planting of trees in the 
prairie States would greatly enhance the value of the lands which 
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have been taken and those which are yet to be taken. I know that 
would be so in the case of North Dakota. 

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator from Wyoming will permit 
me, I was reading, when interrupted a moment ago, a clause in 
= memorial of the general assembly of North ota, as fol- 

OWS: 
Whereas the Congress of the United States, in the passage of the enabling 


act aforesaid, granted to the State of South Dakota 120,000 acres of land for 


the use and support of an cultural college in said State, and granted to 


the State of North Dakota for the same purpose only 90,000 acres of land. 
Were these 90,000 acres of land in addition to the 170,000 acres, 

or were they a part of the 170,000 acres? The report says there 

were 170,000 acres granted to North Dakota, and this memorial 


= oa ers 

r. SBROUGH. I am not 8 for the memorial, 
but Iam responsible for the report of the committee, and the facts 
contained in the re of the committee have been taken from 
the record. North ota got but 90,000 acres for its agricultu- 
ral college, while South Dakota got 120,000. Theappropriation of 
30,000 for a school of 8 in North Dakota would put us on 
an even footing with South Dakota as to lands granted for agri- 
cultural college p „although the school of forestry is en- 
tirely a separate institution. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ionly want to say a word. I am not familiar 
with the 1 of this bill 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 

. WARREN] was recognized before the Senator from Tilin ois 
Mr. CULLOM] rose. 

Mr. CULLOM. I beg pardon. I was not aware of that. 

ur: — If the gorr — Illinois — N a mo- 
ment perha) may cover ground he was intending to inquire 
about, as I bad the floor. z 

Mr. CULLOM. I did not know that. 

Mr. WARREN. The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] has referred to a letter from the Federation of Labor. I 
desire to say that I have had such letters, and, in fany, Pere 
but they do not refer, in my judgment, to a matter of kind in 
even the remotest ogre. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those I have received, if the Senator will 
allow me a moment, have been 3 against turning over the 
public lands of the country to the States. Those ai ing to me 
seem to feel that if those lands get into the hands of the States the 
opportunity for homesteads will have been cut off, and their ap- 
peal is that the lands shall be given for homesteads to the people, 
instead of given to the States or disposed of in any other Way. 

Mr. WARREN. What the Senator from Mlinois has said is 
true in part, but the communications which I have received re- 
ferring to this subject refer more particularly to the proposition 
8 leasing all of the public lands or of ceding such lands to the 


tes. 

It will be remembered that two Departments of the Govern- 
ment have in their reports recommended the leasing of all public 
lands. I had occasion recently to look up all these State grants 
of land, and I found that the grant in North Dakota was less than 
half the amount which Congress has granted to a State admitted 
to the Union since North Dakota was admitted. I found in the 
State which I have the honor in part to represent here that the 
Government still owns to-day nearly 90 per cent of all the lands 
within the State. 

While the amount stated in this bill under consideration may 
seem large to a man who has but a garden patch, it is a mere spot 
on the map compared with the amount of land which still remains 
in that State. Every donation of land for such a purpose as this 
is sought to be used for will enhance in value the Government 
lands which remain two or three 5 ten times as much 
as the value of these donated lands taken from the public domain 
would be worth. I do not think any other distributions of the 
land as wisely made as the granting of such comparatively small 
amounts as these for such p es. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

TERRITORY OF HAWAIL 


Mr. CULLOM. Lask unanimous consent that the bill relating 
to the Territory of Hawaii may be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill named by him. Is there objection? The Chair hears 
none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 


of Hawaii. 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question before the Senate 
is on the amendment submitted by the Senator from Connecticut 
[Mr. PLATT]. 


Mr. TIER What is the amendment? I think it perhaps 
should be stated. 
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The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. It is to amend section 81, on page 
85, as follows: In line 22, before the word“ shall,” to strike out 
„ governor” and insert ‘‘President;” in line 23, after the word 
“senate,” to strike out of the Territory of Hawaii;” in line 25, 
after the word ‘‘ courts,” to insert and the governor shall nomi- 
nate and, by and with the advice and consent of the senate of the 
Territory of Hawaii, appoint; in line 11, on page 36, after the 
word may and before the word remove, to insert by and 
with the advice and consent of the senate of the Territory of 
Hawaii;” in line 16, after the word removed,“ to strike out: 

Except the chief justice and justices of the ae court, who shall 
hold office — poa behavior, and the judges of the circuit courts, whose 
terms of office be six years, and; 
and on page 37, after the word “ provided,” at the end of line 12, 
to strike out: 

Except the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court and 
the judges of the circuit courts, who continue in office until their re- 
spective offices become vacant; 
so that, if amended as proposed, the section would read: 

Bec. 81. That the President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and 
consent of the Senate, appoint the chief justice and justices of the supreme 
court, the judges of the it courts, and the governor shall nominate and, 
by and with the advice and consent of the senate of the Territory of Hawaii, 
appoint the 1 treasurer, commissioners of public lands, com- 
po —— of agriculture and forestry, superintendent of public works, super- 
intendent of public instruction auditor, deputy auditor, surveyor, high 
ee is prion OEE PETE of TAAT EION sand TAT of EE 

n Qi S on an rs e. on, 
and any other boards of r character that may be created by law: and 
he may make such n when the senate is not in session by grant- 
ing commissions, w. shall, unless such appointmentsare confirmed, expire 
at the end of the next session of the senate. He — 5 by and with the ad vice 
and consent of the senate of the Territory of Ha |, remove from office any 
of such officers except the chief justice and justices of the supreme court and 
the ju of the it courts, who be removable mt 


by law; and the e may appoint or remove any 
pointment or removal is not otherwise provided for. 


Mr. TELLER. It is rather difficult to understand what all 
those amendments are as they have been read from the desk. 

Mr. COLLOM, Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the substance of the amendments, 
which are scattered through a page or two, amounts to about 
this: The present bill reported by the committee provides that the 
judges of the supreme court and the circuit courts of the Terri- 
tory shall be appointed by the governor and confirmed by the 
1 ture of the Territory and paid by the Territory. Now, the 
sul ce of the proposed amendment is that the judges shall be 
appointed by the President and confirmed by the Senate of the 
United States; and I suppose, according to the usual theory, the 
e States would pay their salaries instead of the Territory of 

waii. 

Mr. MORGAN. And it reduces the term of office to four years. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; and reduces the term of office to four 
years of all of the judges. That is the substance of the proposed 
amendment, as I understand. 

Mr. TELLER. The amendment proposing to strike out the 
word “ governor” would at least put the section in harmony with 

vious legislation. Of course, this is a departure from the old 
egislation respecting Territories. I must say that I think we 
ought to be very careful in framing legislation of this character. 
It occurs to me it would be an improvement on the system to 
allow the governor to make the appointments, because you would 
then get a little nearer to the people than you do with the Presi- 
dent making them. 

The President has, I believe, in all cases, so far as I recollect, 
appointed the judges of the Territories, Every man who has lived 
in a Territory for any length of time knows that there have been 
very gross abuses of that power. I believe it is impossible to give 
that power to the President without such abuses occurring, for 
the reason that he is so far away from the people who are to be 
served by the judges, that there is such a universal desire to get 
Office in this country, and that so many people who succeed in ob- 
taining such places are totally incompetent. I believe it would 
be better to leave the appointing power to the governor, who, I 
su I do not know—is to be a citizen of the Territory. Ido 
not know whether there is such a provision in the billor not; but 
if it is not there, it ought to be 


Mr. CULLOM. The provision of the bill is simply that the gov- 


ernor shall be a resident, and I that will probably be con- 
strued to mean a resident during his term of service, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Shall reside in.” 

Mr. CULLOM, Shall reside in” is the expression. 

Mr. TELLER. A man could not very well act as judgeina 
ae without residing in the Territory. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me—of course if the 
appointment is left to the governor of the Territory, I should 
3 that the governor would select men in the Territory for 

e places. ` 

. TELLER. There ought to be a provision in this bill that 
the governor—I know that raises a very ugly question as to 
whetber we can limit the pomen of the President—but there ought 
to be a provision, which, I think, if it were in here, would at least 
be persuasive on the President, if not mandatory, to select the 
governor from inhabitants of the Territory. Iam not clear but 
what we have a right to do that. The governor ought to be so se- 
lected, because in this case there is a different condition existing 
there from that which has existed in any other Territory we have 
ever organized. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I suppose there is no doubt that Congress may 
8 the qualifications of eligibility which may be necessary 

or the appointee. Congress can not require the President to a 
point any particular man or can not dictate to him whom he sha 
appoint; but I suppose it would be competent for Congress to say 
that the governor should be a resident of the islands. 

Mr. TELLER. I should think so. 

Mr. COCKRELL. There is no question about that. 

Mr. TELLER. But I have heard that disputed so often that I 
did not care to bring it up and make the assertion, as I was not 
prepared to go on and discuss it. At all events, the governor 
ought to be selected from the people of that Territory, and the 
judges ought to be selected from the Territory. 

I was saying when panes the condition existing in Ha- 
waii is entirely different from what existed when most of the Ter- 
ritories, in fact, I may say all the Territories, were heretofore or- 
ganized. Theorganization of a Territory usually occurs when there 
are very few people in it, and some Territories have been almost 
without a population. Here is a stable and established community 
With a government which has existed for more than fifty years. 
The people have had the privilege of self-government for several 
years under a republican administration, and enjoyed a good deal 
of freedom under a monarchical administration. All of the people 
there may not be fit for pions angen in the government; but cer- 
tainly there is a sufficient number to insure an absolutely safe and 
stable government, as good as there can be in any of the ordina: 
communities of no greater number than there are in Hawaii. 
believe it will be better to leave that provision just where it is in 
the bill, and let the President appoint the governor, if that is the 
policy, although I should like very much better myself to see the 
provision that the people there should have the right to elect their 
governor. 

I see no difficulty in giving to these people aconstitution. That 
would not create a State. I would let the people of the Hawaiian 
Islands create their own organic act and arrange their affairs just 
as they want them. 

Here is a people that, if they were in sufficient numbers, we 
would not hesitate, unless we were frightened at the fact that 
there was no contiguity between their territory and that of the 
United States, that they did not touch each other 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Colorado allow me? 

Mr. TELLER, Wait a moment until I get through with my 
sentence, 

Unless that was the case, we should be very willing to take in 
the Territory of Hawaii as a State. I do not know that it will 
ever bea State; but if there should be two or three hundred thou- 
sand people, such a population as we are going to admit to the 
franchise, I should be in favor of taking them in as a State. 

Now I will hear the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will call the Senator’s attention to the first 
section of this bill, in which the declaration is made: 

That the ae “the laws of Hawaii,” as used in this act without qualify- 
ing words, mean the constitution and laws of the republic of Hawaii. 

And that the proposes which the Senator has just made, that 
they ought to be allowed to make a constitution, is already pro- 
vided for, except that the constitution which is given them under 
this act, if we shall pass it, is a constitution in which only about 
2,600 men had any part in making; whereas if ps want to give 
a republican government there, one which will embrace within 
its provisions the will of the peono who will be allowed to vote 
under this bill, then you would have to call a constitutional con- 
vention and allow the electors, limited to those who can read and 
write, to enact a constitution for themselves. 

s Well, Mr. President, I know the difficulties of 
those people having such a constitution as we would favor, 
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Mr. TILLMAN. And yet they are having a constitution. 

Mr. TELLER. But to a large extent we are modifying it or re- 
pealing it. I should have liked to see a provision here—and 
that is all we need to have done—to let the people assemble in 
convention and create a constitution of their own. I should then 
have been in favor of enlarging the suffrage in that community; 
but I am very much opposed to restrictions except where they are 
absolutely necessary. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 wish to correct the impression of the Senator 
from South Carolina about the constitution. This bill does not 
give Hawaii a constitution. 

Mr. TELLER. No; I know it does not. 5 

Mr. MORGAN. It wipes it out entirely; and the words to which 
the Senator from South Carolina refers are merely descriptive 
words to show the changes made in the statutes of Hawaii. 

Mr. TELLER. I was about to say that we have repealed the 
constitution and almost all the laws, and we are to reenact them 
here to some extent. F 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. TELLER. I would not be willing to apply to those people 
provisions I would be willing to apply to some of the other new 
pre we have acquired. e acquired those islands in fee 

y arrangement with the people. We are under some obligations 
to them that we are not under to some other people, whether it be 
the people of Puerto Rico or the Philippines. I want to give those 
people just as much self-control, self-government, control over 
their affairs as is possible, and I believe it isin our power to give 
them absolute control over their affairs, if we see fit, except, of 
course, the general laws that govern States as to import duties, 
etc., would Kava to prevailthere. For that reason we had better 
a this provision in here and let the governor appoint the 
judges. 

I have had some experience in a Territory, and I have seen, 
with the best of intention on the part of the President, very 
vicious and bad men appointed to places of that character. Once 
appointed, we always found it almost impossible to get them out. 

ə might make just as many representations as we chose to the 
executive department, but the people who had secured their 
appointments always had more strength than we had, and we 

ered immensely. Every Senator here who has lived in a Ter- 
ritory will bear me out, One of the great evils in Territorial life 
has been that we were not in condition either to designate our 
men or to get rid of them when they turned out to be bad. Is 
not that true? 
a Mr. a of 8 5 0 8 I am nee to- 
ay to at any particular length or with an partic vigor, 
on account of my health, but my reason for thin ing it is better 
that the judges should be appointed by the President of the United 
States is, I believe, a reason which grows out of my desire that 
what we do here shall be best for the people of Hawaii. I believe 
it is much better for the people of those islands that the appoint- 
ing power of the judges should reside in the President, rather than 
reside in the governor of the islands. I agree quite with all the 
Senator from Colorado says, and I suppose there are competent 
persons there for judges, although my attention has been ed to 


some very remarkable decisions which have been made from time | aff. 


to time by the judges of those courts. But I angoa there are 
pay of persons therecompetent to be judges. The difficulty in 
awaiiis this: There is a small govornim population and a lar 
poroaren that as time goes on will not like the government of the 
imited number of people who participate in and who control it. 
The le of Hawaii and the people of the United States might 
as well look ahead a little and see what is coming, for in coming 
under the American flag there will develop in Hawaii American 
litics, with all its evilsand all its benefits. They have never yet 
d political parties in Hawaii; that is, among the people who are 
now to take control of the government and whom it is hoped will 
maintain and continue their control of that government. They 
have been one party. They have, of course, been bound together 
in resisting the monarchy and in establishing a new republic. 
That binds them together. But when they become a Territory, 
there will be plenty of politics in that Territory, and among this 
small class of American citizenship. There will be the rich man 
in politics in that Territory, seeking to control elections and to 
control legislatures and to control governors, There will be the 
adventurer and the ward heeler in politics there, seeking to do the 
same ting, and as time goes on it will be a miracle practically if 
those people who are now in control of the government, and who, 
it is hoped, will continue to control the government, shall succeed 
in keeping out corruption and keeping out self-secking and keep- 
ing out impure politics, 

Now, it is inevitable, Mr. President, that the American citizens 
there are going to divide politically; that when divided into two 
parties or more, each wing will seek, by appeals to the Hawaiian 
citizenship and the Portuguese citizenship, to carry their point: 
and while no man can set himself up to be a prophet, to my mind 
the grave danger in Hawaii is to come just in that way. While 
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we admit that the ple now in control—President Dole and the 
judges—are men of high character, the time is coming when the 
judges, if left to the appointment of a governor there, will not be 
of the same high character that they are now; and it is because I 
want to protect the people of Hawaii against themselves and 
sgeine, the class of people who I think will finally get in control 
of the politics of the islands that I want to retain a little control 
over the islands in the hands of the President of the United States. 
I may be entirely mistaken about this, Mr. President, but I hear 
American citizens from Hawaii now talking about the Dole 

ang.” They have got that far in Hawaii, at least, in politics, 

hey talk about the party in power and the president and those 
who sympathize with him as a gang. They have learned some 
of the political slang of the United States, to say the least. I be- 
lieve it better for the people of Hawaii, more for their protection, 
more for their future interest, that they shall have something to 
rely upon besides themselves. 

1 would agree with the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] if 
that entire citizenship was like the citizenship of the Americans, 
the Germans, and the English ple there. I would then be 
entirely willing to give them what would amount to practical 
self-government, retaining only the sovereignty of the United 
States over them and the ultimate power which we should exer- 
cise only under circumstances of the greatest necessity to regu- 
late their affairs, I believe that to be entirely consistent with the 
doctrine of our Constitution and with the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence. I believe self-government in Hawaii or Puerto Rico 
or the Philippines, or any other ion which we may acauire, 
when the people are fitted for it, is entirely consistent with our 
sovereignty, as consistent with our sovereignt¥ as the exercise of 
self-government in the States of the Union. There would be no 
more reason, if the ple of Hawaii and Puerto Rico and the 
Philippines were well fitted to carry on self-government, to say 
that they are still vassals and subjects than there is now for say- 
ing that the people of our States are vassals and subjects. They 
haye to submit to the sovereignty of the United States, and they 
have in many things to be controlled by the United States Gov- 


ernment. 

However, I did not rise for the p of making any extended 
remarks, for I am not equal to it to-day, but simply for the pur- 
pose of saying that I believe it is better for the people of Hawaii 
themselves that they shall be protected against the evils which I 
think are surely coming upon that people. Itis a great experi- 
ment that they and we are entering upon, and it is well for them 
and for us that some power should still be retained and reside in 
the United States Government. If my fears should turn out to 
be unfounded, if it should turn out in the future that everything 
was harmonious there, that the citizenship there became homo- 
geneous and harmonious, and that these dangers which I think I 
can see are only imaginary, it will be time enough then to give 
them larger power. i 

But, Mr. President, I want once more to revert to the fact that 
this bill contemplates that the government of those islands is to 
be dominated by 4,000 people out of a hundred and fifty thousand. 
and that it will be almost impossible to continue that state of 


airs. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator will allow me, I hope that the 
developments by trial in that Territory will be such that it will 
not be very long, certainly not many years, before more power 
can be placed in the hands of the people than the bill proposes, 
and I certainly hope that the time will very soon come when 
the elegtive franchise can be granted safely to the great body of 
the people of that Territory. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would be very difficult to frame 
a bill in which more power would be given to the people of that 
Territory than is given in this bill. Of course, we could allow 
them to elect their own governor and their own secretary of state, 
but with that exception this bill gives all the power that can be 
given to them, and arbitrary power at that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I referred more to the voting power, the legis- 
lature, and that sort of thing, than to any other point. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If that time shall come, then it 
will be quite time enough, it seems to me, to extend to them these 
remarkable and extraordinary powers, such as we have not ex- 
tended to any people wherever we have organized a Territory. 

Now, it is said that this is an entirely different case from the 
ordinary organization of a Territory; that ordinarily we have 
organized a Territory over large areas of land, sparsely settled. 
That is true. It is said that here we have an established govern- 
ment, which has been in existence for three or four years, rescued 
from the queen and from monarchical institutions. That is true. 
But Senators overlook the fact that wherever we have organized 
a Territory heretofore we have organized it with its entire popula- 
tion, whether sparsely occupying the country or not, drawn from 
the older States of the Union, where they had been in the habit 
of 8 State governments, where education had 
reached its highest development. Mr. President, we organized 
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the Territory of Wyoming a little while ago, and we were told 
that the proportion of illiteracy in it when we organized it as a 
Territory was less than in many and perhaps less than in any of 
the States of the Union. 

Mr.CULLOM. Thesame fact exists with reference to this Ter- 


ritory. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Will the Senatorfrom Connecticut allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator Louisiana? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I want to say one word in reply 
to the Senator from Illinois. Nearly half of the population there 
are Chinamen and Japanese. 

Mr. CULLOM. Not of the voters. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Then the observation which the 
Senator made does not apply to all the people inhabiting the Ter- 


ritory. 

Mr. CAFFERY. Iwillinquire of the Senator from Connecti- 
cut whether, if literacy is a qualification for citizenship, the Ka- 
nakas, the inal inhabitants of Hawaii, are not entitled to the 

vileges of erican citizenship, for I am told, and I think I 
ave seen it stated, that 100 per cent of them can read and write. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Pretty nearly. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is true that the records show that so far as 
the Hawaiian population are concerned, nearly all of them read 
and write in waiian or English language. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ilinois has 
not been ized by the Chair. 

Mr. © M. Excuse me, Mr. President. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was answering what had been 
said, that we could more safely intrust the entire management of 
affairs to the poopie of that Territory than we could intrust them 
to the people of the territory northwest of the Ohio River and the 
territory acquired from Louisiana, out of which so many States 
have been made. I do not think so, because, as I say, half that 
population, practically, are either Chinese or Japanese. If I re- 
member the figures, 26,000 more are Portuguese. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I will give the Senator from Connecticut the 
Sge ik he will permit me. 

PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair has not recognized 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Connecticut permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I will. 

Mr, TILLMAN. Mr. President, I will take occasion to notify 
ou every time you allow any other Senator to do the same thing. 
= not have one rule apply to me and not have it apply to 

0 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, if the Chair will recognize me, 
I was called to order myself a moment ago, and I apologized to 
the Chair for violating the rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam perfectly willing to be called to order if 
the Chair will apply the rule impartially. I have no objection in 
the world to abiding by the rules of the te, and I will do it and 
always do it; but in the latitude of debate we have not observed 
the rule, and I will not allow the Chair, if he will permit me to 
speak so impudently, to apply one rule to me and to apply another 
rule to other Senators. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is only fair to the Chair to say that in the 
last month he has re y called attention of Senators to that 
rule. He has called my attention to it when I have violated it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not at all nettled with the Chair. Iam 
rather amused. I think the Chair was rather inclined to have a 
little fun at my expense, as he did the other day. I have not the 
slightest ruffling of feeling on that score at all. 

. SPOO I think e Senator here must see, and that 
is the theory of the rule, that it is essential to proper debate that 
the rule shall be enforced. : 

Mr. TILLMAN. I recognize it and do not dispute it. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is necessary to proper order in debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ido not dispute the necessity of its enforce- 
ment in the interest of orderly debate. I simply insist that it 
shall not apply to me only. 

The figures, if the Senator from Connecticut will permit me, 
taken from the reportof the Hawaiian Commission, are: Hawaiians 
and mixed bloods, 39,000; Japanese, 25.000; Chinese, 21,500; Portu- 
gueso, 15,000; Americans, 4,000; British, 2,250; Germans and other 

uropeans, 2,000; Polynesians and miscellaneous, 1,250, and, as 
we have repeated evidence, there have been 25,000 additional Jap- 
anese contract laborers imported since, so that the total number 
“2 Sy ee and Chinese would be 71,000, or thereabouts—more 

an x 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It would be about half. 

To resume what I was saying, Mr. President, there is an maray 
different condition of population, of citizenship, from that whic 
has ever existed in ng Territory which we have ever organized in 
the United States, and it makes it very much more dangerous to 


allow absolute control in those islands without any restraint to Le 
exercised from what may be called the home Government of the 
United States. In the Northwest Territory, and I venture to sa 
in the Territories of Wisconsin and Colorado and Minnesota an 
Dakota, and all those Territories, when a Territorial government 
was organized, although there may have been but few le there, 
they were all of them American citizens who had participated in 
the privileges and duties and responsibilities of American citizen- 
ship. If wethought it was wise to limitthem inthe power which 
was committed to their hands, it seems to me, as I said the other 
day, it is much wiser to retain some power in the hands of the 
President and Con where we have such a mixed, and, I fear, 
dangerous population politically to deal with, and where, itseems 
to me, the gravest questions are likely to arise. 

Mr. President, among those 4,000 American citizens there have 
grown up a class of wealthy men. They talk about millions out 
there just as they talk about it in some of the Western States. A 
man with a million or two is not to be considered a wealthy man 
at all. There are multi-millionaires in Hawaii, and if there is 
any truth in what is said about corporate influence controllin 
legislation, there is the spot for it to be exercised and to contro 
legislation and the courts. If there is any danger in the United 
States of corporate influence controlling legislatures and the ju- 
diciary, that danger is multiplied ten times in Hawaii; and I do 
think that, with all our experience in the appointment of judges 
for Territories—some of it has been bad, put u the whole it 
has been good—we may safely believe that the judges to be ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States would be as able 
men and less likely to be controlled by any improper influences 
in the islands of Hawaii than if appointed by a governor whom 

g 


the President should appoint. Are we goin to get any better 
judges by letting the appointing power diluted through the 
governor whom the ident shall appoint than if the judges are 
appointed directly by the President himself? 


d so, Mr. President, notwithstanding this 1 I still 
hold to my belief that it is better for the people of Hawaii that the 
judges should be appointed by the President, and I think I am 

tted to say that that is coming, to some extent at least, to 
the prevalling sentiment of the people of Hawaii, if their rep- 
5 aao o aiy represent — e there. While brs first 
ey thought i to preserve judiciary as it was, a 
pointing power to be in the hands of the governor, and a life tf 
or a long term, in view of these grave questions that are ahead of 
them, they believe it is better that the power should reside in the 
President of the United States. 
Something was said yesterday to the effect that we must provide 
for the payment of the salaries of these judges if we appoint them. 


is going to 
bi An that the bill eee e is that we shall pa 
the salaries of the e secretary and the 
judge, as he is called, and the marshal and the district attorney. 
suppose it intends to carry the idea that the people of Hawaii 
are gy ei pay all the rest of the ses of running that Ter- 
ritory. ut there is nothing in the bill that provides for it. It is 
left open. One does not need to be gifted with any great previ- 
sion to see that only at the next session of Congress they will como 
here asking for appropriations to carry on their Territorial gov- 
ernment as other Territories are appropriated for. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Connecticut yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. I suggest to the Senator from Connecticut 
that the tax laws of Hawaii are ed in this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was coming to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. Various other revenues are provided for; and 
they are quite ample to sustain the government under the provi- 
sions of this bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I was coming to that. It will 
not be many years before they will want to relieve themselves of 
their local tax laws and the burdens of local taxation and have the 
Government pay for the Territory of Hawaii the same as they 
pay for other Territories. : 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Connecticut point out 
now any ground for that suspicion which he has just expressed? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. 1 think Iwill. We propose in this 
bill to make the ports there ports of the United States and extend 
our customs laws there. We are, therefore, to collect on all goods 
imported there from foreign ports the same duties that we collect 
in our home ports. We are to put that in the Treasury of the 
United States. Then we extend our internal- revenue laws there, 
and we are going to call upon them to pay all the internal- revenue 
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taxes which we pay here in the States; and we put that in the 
Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. President, it will not be one year's time, if this Territory is 
admitted, before we shall be told by the people of Hawaii that it 
is not fair to appropriate the customs duties which are paid out 
through custom-houses and the internal- revenue taxes which are 
collected by an internal-revenue collector stationed there, and 

t them into our own Treasury, and make them pay all, or prac- 

cally all, of the expenses of ee | the government. 2 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Connecticut 
allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Would not that bea just conten- 
tion, in the view of the Senator? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticnt. Mr. President, I do not see upon 
what principle we propose to make the people of Hawaii tax them- 
selves for the support of the government which we give them here 
and tax them for the support of our Government. Ido not see 
on what principle that is done. There are a great many things in 
these laws that we do not 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Will the Senator from South Car- 
olina excuse me for a moment? If this bill passes, we are going to 
have two systems of internal-revenue taxation in Hawaii. Take 
the part of the bill which repeals the sections in the 3 
referred to in the bill; that does not re the chapter about 
stamp duties, and here we have a schedule of stamp duties in 
Hawaii, the same as we have a schedule of stamp duties under 
our internal revenue taxation, and they are both to go side by side 
in Hawaii. 

No, Mr. President, we can not hug to ourselves the delusion 
that we can make those people pay internal-revenue taxes into 
our Treasury and turn into our ry all the customs duties 
that are collected there and not expect them to come here to Con- 
gress and ask that we should at least appropriate that amount of 
money toward the support of their Territory, that we should at 
least relieve them from the burdens of taxation to that extent. 
So I think this question that we shall have to provide for the sal- 
aries of the judges, if they are appointed by the President, and 
for the expenses of the courts need not alarm us at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I should like to ask the Sena- 
tor from Connecticut before he takes his seat, as he has been dis- 
cussing that phase of the subject, whether or not the Federal 
relations, so to speak, between Hawaii and the United States are 
any different from those which exist between the United States 
and South Carolina other than that one is a Territory and the other 
is a State? Is it not a fact that we send the mail to those people 
and distribute it at the expense of the Federal Government through 
postage stamps? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. No; as I understand 

Mr. TILLMAN, Dothey have their own individual laws? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I understand that they do and 
that those laws are recognized in this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Their system passes under the United 
States laws, if the Senator will excuse me. 

Mr. TILLMAN.. Then, with the ission of the Senator from 
Connecticut—or, rather, I believe I have the floor—I would ask, is 
Hawaii in the United States or is it not; and if not, why not? 

Mr. CULLOM. It will be when this bill N 

Mr. TILLMAN, If it was in the Uni States when we an- 
nexed it by joint resolution and extended the Constitution over it, 
and if it has a postal system of its own and is going to have a reve- 
nue-tax system of its own, why did we bother with it anyway? 

But, to come back down to the other question, I want to ask the 
Senator if there is not a very considerable expense by the Federal 
Government which has not been broached here, and that is the 
maintenance of a military post there for the protection of this 
little handful of 7,000 white men against the Chinese, Japanese, 
Portuguese, and Kanakas, and others who are dissatisfied with the 
government now given them? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not know about that, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I think the Senator can very easily refresh 
his memory, if he will, by finding out that our were there 
before we annexed the islands, and are there now, and will be there 
and are likely to be there for all time. 

Ri 1 T of Connecticut. There is nothing in the bill 
about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN, There is nothing in the bill about it, of course, 
but it is a Federal expenditure. We are spending money to main- 
tain those soldiers there for the protection of life and pro $ 
I do not believe in the principle of having people taxed and hav- 
ing the money spent elsewhere, because that is the kind of a thing 
that has been going on in my part of the country so long that we 
have got used to it and quit eh or complaining. 

Take the 8 of the eral Government at an average 
of $500,000, a year, make all due allowances for our poverty 


and other things, and we pay at least $100,000,000 of that amount, 


How much is spent among us? This subject is entirely foreign to 
the subject of debate, but then, if Hawaii is to have a special 
claim upon the little amount of Federal taxation of imports and 
revenue stamps and other sources of Federal income e, and 
we are to give it to her, I want to ask you upon what basis of 
equality or equity or justice you would attempt to do it? 

The Senator, of Souno a 5 that he has ropes! presented a 
supposititious question as to what is coming, and is arguing against 
allowing the Hawaiian people to be turned over to the oligarchy 
which we all 5 exists there and which is being per- 
petuated by this bill. e seek to give some measure of protec- 
tion by supreme judges and other judges appointed by the Presi- 
dent, supposed to be an impartial man, who wants to have good, 
clean, honest judges, and not put those judges in the power of the 
governor, even though the governor be 3 by the President, 
and let the governor be the head, the judges his tools and under- 
lings, obli to obey his orders or they will not be reappointed, 
and the whole machine to be an autocracy greater than that of 
Russia. I sympathize with the Senator from Connecticut in the 
ree to protect these people from any such deplorable condition 


as that. 

Now, Mr. President, as I have the floor, I will go on to take u 
some other phases of the subject, because while I did not inten 
to speak on this bill, and have not given the subject any great 
amount of examination, and have contented myself with an occa- 
sional inquiry or asuggestion as I sat in my seat here and listened 
to the debate and the amendments that have been offered, I have 
felt so indignant at the treatment I received the other afternoon 
from the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MoRGaN] that I have inves- 
tigated it a little more fully, and I want to point out some of the 
enormities and ou that are being perpetrated in this ve 
act, or have been attempted to be perpetrated, and to call the a 
tention of the Senate to certain phases of the question that no one 
has alluded to heretofore. 

Before I leave that question, the Senator from Alabama—— 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to say 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I decline to yield to the Senator 
from Alabama. He has put himself outside of the pale of cour- 
tesy so far as I am concerned. He can take all the time he pleases 
after I get through. I will say further, as an explanation of that 
to those who were not present, that the reason why I feel thus is 
that it is the second time since I have been a member of this body 
that I have been treated with indignity and discourtesy and rude- 
ness by the Senator. While he is an old and honored member 
here, and a man who is worthy of our admiration in a great many 

ts, I contend that he has not been as courteous and observ- 
ant as he should have been of the amenities of debate and the po- 
liteness due from one member of this body to another. 

Now, the reason why I say this is because the other afternoon, 
in a perfectly good spirit, without any malice against anyone, 
merely for the p of inquiry and enlightenment, to get the 
subject fairly before the Senate, I asked the Senator somequestions 
and—well, he waved me aside with a kind of asneer that that was 
about all I knew concerning it, and that I knew so little about it 
I was not worthy of consideration. Then later on he permitted 
the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Worcorr] to “make a sug: 
tion,” in which there was an assanlt—a direct, itive assault— 
upon my State. Very naturally, I rose after the Senator from 
Colorado got through and asked permission to explain—simply to 
explain. was the action of theSenatorfrom Alabama? He 
simply said. No; I can not itit; take some other time.” It 
is the first time since I have here that any man’s State has- 
ever been mentioned by anyone in an opprobrious way, that a 

was made to allow him, then and there on the spot, and 
let it go in the RECORD alongside of the accusation or attack, to 
clear up or explain, if he asked permission to have it done. 

The attack of the Senator from Colorado was that the vote in 
my State was suppressed, and he read from the Congres- 
sional Directory going to show that the vote in the last State elec- 
tion for Congressmen was some 28,000 for seven Congressmen. 
The same would apply to the State of Alabama; to almost every 
other Southern State similarly situated to mine. It applies to 
Mississippi. It was not new. It had been brought up in debate on 
the PRITCHARD resolution, and the Senator from Mi ippi 3 
Money] explained it in regard to his State. I wanted only 
minutes to give some explanation here. I was denied it. No 
Republican would have denied it to me, because there is no man 
on the other side so lacking in courtesy and fairness and decency 
as to have itted a State to be attacked in his time and then 
refuse to allow its Senator here to defend it. 

In that connection, Mr. President, I will carry out my purpose 
and show now and here why the vote in South Carolina is so 
small at the legal election in November. Under our new consti- 
tution, in which the suffrage is based on an educational qualifica- 
tion, enlarged to illiterates by the ee of taxes on $300, we 
have about 114,000 registered voters. other words, a man who 
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can read and write or pays taxes on $300 worth of property is al- 


lowed to vote. There are in the State some fourteen or fifteen 
thousand colored yoters registered. Of the balance of the vote, 
white, 97 per cent is Democratic. 

Mr. CLARK of 8 What is the total vote? 

Mr. TILLMAN, © total registered vote is 114,000 or 115,000. 
I say 97 per cent of the white vote is Democratic. Well, now, at 
our Democratic primaries, protected by law for the nomination of 
the party candidates, held in the summer, at least 90 per cent of 
that vote turns out, and there is great interest and excitement, as 
some of you have heard in the papers in the campaigns in which 
- I have been interested down there for governor and Senator. 
There is no lethargy there in politics, there being as much politics 
to the square mile as in any other State in the Union. But there 
has been no organized Republican party in the State since 1884. 
The Republicans do not hold any State convention; they do not 
nominate any candidates for governor and other State officers. 
In one Congressional district they did so up to the period when 
the last constitution was inaugurated, in 1895, in what is known as 
the black district, where we strung the negroes together for the 
purpose of giving them one district, and then we turned around 
and took it away from them, having the usual greed of the Anglo- 
Saxon and his unwillingness to allow the colored race to dominate 
him or have any influence in government, just as you gentlemen 
now propose to do for Hawaii. i 

I said there were no Republican nominations except for Con- 
gressmen in the black district. The Republican machine is com- 
posed of those who are oe by the Republican President to 
the post-offices and the 
forth, the collector of the port, and the district attorney. They 
control the patronage. They send delegates to the national con- 
vention for the Republican party. It is as rotten a borough as 
any other State in the Union so far as Republican influence is con- 
cerned, because there is no hope, no possibility, of any electoral 
vote for any Republican candidate in South Carolina. 

Well, with no candidates opposing our Democratic nominees at 
the legal elections in November, being merely a ratification of the 

rimary elections or nomination in August, what object is there 

or men to turn out and vote? They apao not do it. There- 
fore three or four thousand or four or five thousand in a Congres- 
sional district go to the polls in November and ratify the action 
of the peri in August. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wotcort] I see is absent from 
the Chamber. I think if he had known all the circumstances of 
the debate he would not have waltzed into it in the way he did. 
His State in the last election in one Congressional district polled 
fifty-odd thousand and the other polled 80,000. Everybody knows 
why that is. It is simply because women in Colorado vote. 

On the question of suppression, as indicated by the paucity of 
the vote, I will quote some figures used by the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi [Mr. MONEY] in regard to Massachusetts and Connecticut 
to show that it is not always n to have any statute law or 
any illegality or any infamous gs in elections to cause a 
small vote. 

In 1890 the State of Massachusetts, which has an educational 
1 the same as my State, polled 285,000 votes. What is 

e total voting population of Massachusetts? Six hundred and 
sixty-five thousand. In Connecticut the same year the vote was 
125,000, out of a total vote of 224,000. Nobody will contend that 
the vote of Massachusetts was suppressed; that there was inter- 
ference with anybody. I e that the Republicans had a 
full swing there, as they have almost always had, except when an 
occasional uprising of the people took place. The party felt that 
the ticket was safe, and enough Republicans went out, seeing 
that the Democrats were not active and were taking no interest, 
and voted to save the ticket and elected it. The Democrats feel- 
ing no interest in the election, knowing they could not carry it, 
remained at home. Nearly 400,000 voters in Massachusetts did 
not turn out. 

Why not allow other le to have the same nigas and exer- 
cise them when you are indifferent in politics? hy accuse us 
of the South always of suppressing and oppressing the colored 
race? We do enough of it; I do not dispute it; but we are not 
doing in my State half the devilment, never have done half the 
devilment, that is proposed to be done in this Hawaiian law that 
you are now enacting. 

You said in 1867 and 1868, when you passed the constitutional 
amendments, that involuntary servitude in the United States and 
all the Territories thereof should cease, or in any territory under 
its dominion. You know since and you knew it when you an- 
nexed Hawaii that there were 20,000 contract slaves there who 
were whipped when they refused to work and were driven to 
their work under the lash. What did you do? Did you put in a 
provision in the resolution of annexation annulling those con- 
tracts and protecting those people? No. 

Now what do you ‘ai aa to do, or, rather, what did this com- 
mittee propose to do e bill has been amended, but we have 


ederal positions—the marshal, and so. 


got to take it as the committee sent it here, as showing the latter- 
y Republican policy. Here is the way they brought it in. 
Here is the provision for which the committee stands sponsor and 
is responsible as far as its action goes. Any amendment or assist- 
ance or benefit to those people that will come from 1 ation will 
come from the Senate itself as proposed by the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts. Here is the provision of the bill: 
pan 10. That a 8 epee kage rignt — aoon pulte to 2 = 
+ prosecntio! an u en xisi 
this t Shall . to be as offectual as it. this act had nos 3 — 

In another section we repeal the provision of the Hawaiian con- 
stitution and all the Hawaiian enactments or statutes which allow 
punishment of those contract laborers by imprisonment and 
whipping, and then turn around and say that all existing con- 
tracts must be fulfilled, and that the law, so far as they are con- 
cerned, must continue in effect. It is to give three or five more 
175 of slave labor to the sugar corporations which are behind this 

ill, which were behind the annexation resolution, and which 
have sent their sugar in here until we have remitted duties to the 
amount of $80,000,000. 

And Tete get up and attack South Carolina because her vote 
is small! hat kind of a vote do you propose to give those people? 
The proposition here is to limit the vote to those who can read 
and write. I have no objection to that; we are doing it ourselves; 
but you go forward and say that Senators shall not be yoted for 
by any man who does not own a thousand dollars’ worth of pro 
erty, whereas our provision is that if you own $300 worth and do 
not read and write R kere have the right to vote. 

I sympathize with the little oligarchy in Hawaii in a way, the 
4,000 white men or white women, with young men and children, 
Americans, 7,000 all told. I do not want them massacred. I do 
not want them put under the domination of the Kanakas, They 
are not going tobe. If you were to let them loose, they would hire 
enough or control enough of votes, buy enough of votes, if neces- 
sary, as is being done in some of the Southern States, to elect their 
838 or they would cheat them, as we used to do. What 

object to, gentlemen, is the hypocrisy of those in this Chamber 
who stand up here and contend and contend and contend that the 
South must be treated differently from those people; that the col- 
ored race must be differently treated in the Philippine Islands, 
Hawaii, and Puerto Rico from what they are treated in our States 
of Mississippi, Louisiana, Texas, Alabama, and South Carolina. 

If it is good to have white supremacy in the Hawaiian Islands, 
why is it not in my State? We are Americans, gentlemen. The 
white people in that State are almost wholly descendants of men 
who fought in the Revolution. There are but 9,000 fo -born 
citizens in it; and if we are backward and old-fogyish in some 
things, we love liberty as well as you do. We know the inherent 
superiority of the Anglo-Saxon, and when we were forced by the 
Federal Government to submit to the oppressions of a majority of 
colored people, ex-slaves, from 1868 to 1876, when life had become 
not worth living on the terms you were giving it to us, we all rose 
in our manh and, in spite of Grant and his eng we took the 
government away from those people. We have held it ever since, 
and we will hold it for all time. 

I do not object to those white men in Hawaii being protected, 
but do not ee them with hypocrisy and cant. Be men! 
Stand up! me out and say togo do this fing. 

This ee in the bill providing for contract laborers—that 
is, for the contracts with contract laborers mag carried out—has 
been amended. The Senate has endeavored, Í believe, to keep 
that provision from being enacted by the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts; but you still have all these 2 x 
pointed by the governor, with the governor recommended by the 
sugar planters to the President, with no means of communication 
between that country and this, with the large number of Ameri- 
cans over there who are not worth a thousand dollars and there- 
fore can not vote for a senator, with the provisions of this bill 
looking to the perpetuation of the rule of wealth without regard 
to the old slogan of the Republican party, manhood suffrage, God, 
and morality, and brotherhood of man, and all of that old stuff 
which you believed in once and fought for, but which you now 


uae : 
y do you not come out like men and say so if you have 
changed your position, if you no longer regard the colored races 
with the affection you once had for them, if you make no move 
looking to the protection of them in Hawaii or in Puerto Rico? 
Poor Puerto Rico is not provided for in this bill. We will come 
to that when the bill comes over from the House,if it ever gets 
over; therefore I will not expatiate on that. But what Iam con- 
tending for here is that you ought not, as decent men, as Christian 
men, as self-respecting men, to lend your assistance and your votes 
to any scheme of government which in its essence is a military 
despotism 3 by the Army of the United States and the 
maintenance of an oligarchy of a few thousand or a few hundred 
rich men . controlling the rest. 

Here is a letter which the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEITFELD] 
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handed me a moment ago, dated Honolulu, January 26, 1900, which 
1 will read for the information of the Senate: 
Hon. Henry HETTFELD: 


Dear Sin: Yours of January 8 was received twoor three days since. Also 
received the copy of the Cullom bill, for which I thank you. As to sug- 
gestions, the most important one I can make is that the immi 
should go into effect at once on the signature of the President. If that is put 
off until the 4th of July, this government, which has imported between 
20,000 and 0. 000 Japanese ee into these islands since the American flag 
was raised over them, will import as many as they can in the interim. 

While the black plague is here, brought from China and Japan, while mil- 
lions of dollars of property have been destroyed by fire to eradicate the 

lague, several thousand Japanese laborers have been landed on these islands. 
There are many, many Americans here who object to this importation of 
Asiatics; but woe to him who has the temerity to doit openly! The sugar 
interests are as vindictive and relentless as a head hunter of Borneo. ith 
the supreme courtjustices should be appointed by the President rather than 
by the governor; then we might haye some varied interests here. 

I do not think it best to put the legislature under the thumb of the judi- 
ciary by giving the supreme court the right to determine who are the rep- 
resentatives and senators. 


AN ad Senator from Wisconsin has had that amended out of the 
ill, 

Finally, I most earnestly entreat you, Senator, to 
extending the labor and immigration laws of the U 
to Hawaii, your earnest support. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Whom is the letter from? Will 
the Senator tell us? 4 

Mr. TILLMAN. Did you hear it say, “Woe to him whohas the 
temerity to do it openly?” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. This is the Senate of the United 
States, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. It was the Senator from Idaho [Mr. HEIT- 
FELD] who told me that the writer was a responsible man, and 
that he was a truthful man, but I would not undertake to give 
his name here without his consent. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Ido not know why the nameshould 
not be faron when a charge of that kind is made. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are we going to send an investigating com- 
mittee out there to see that the oligarchy of wealth there is put 
down and that justice is done to the American immigrant? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. May I be allowed a question? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want to say to the Senator from 
South Carolina that I am thoroughly in vise athy with him on the 
3 of appointing the judges by the ident; neither can 

be charged with being extra friendly to that portion of the popu- 
lation over there which the Senator condemns; but I think it is 
unwise, I think it is not right, that a charge of that sort should 
be made in the Senate of the United States against any reputable 
2 of citizens without having the source of the charge made 
own. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwill consult with the gentleman who gave 
me the letter. If the writer were from my State, I would give his 
name without asking his permission. 

But, at all events, you see that this gentleman has pointed out 
the very ulcers and sores of tyranny, which we ourselves have 
seen and have eliminated from this perfect bill,“ this paragon 
of legislative excellence, which has been brought in by the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in relation to a government which 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] has praised so highly 
as being a perfect government, the best government under the 
sun, almost; a government that is equal to that of any of the 
American States, and all that sort of thing. That government is 
to rest, first, on the appointment of a governor by the President, 
of a native or a resident; and, secondly, that governor is given all 
the judiciary, to be under his thumb and control gud influence, 
if this bill goes through. The lower legislative branch of the 
government is to be elected by those who can read and write; 
and as to the senate, by those who have $1,000, and to be voted 
for 8 who has not a thousand dollars. Therefore, the 
wealthy classes in the Territory are to control its destinies; the 
„governing classes,” as some Senator said the other day—a new 
phrase in America, by the way—‘‘the governing classes!” 

Mr. HOAR, Just as you have a governing race. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have a governing race just as you would 
have in Massachusetts if you had 750,000 negroes and only 500,000 
white men. [Laughter.] I do not deny, and never have denied, 
that the white people in South Carolina control the State and in- 
tend to continue the control of it. We have a God-given right to 
control it; and when our civilization was in jeopardy we rose and 
took the control, as I said a while ago. 

Mr. HEITFELD entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say to the Senator from Idaho [Mr. 
HEITFELD] that I have read this letter with his permission, and 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] called my attention to 
the fact that I did not give the name of the gentleman who wrote 
the letter. I told that Senator I had no authority to give the 
name of that 8 and thet I would refer him to you. The 
writer himself says that a man who dares openly to oppose the 
sugar barons out there and the corporations and their officers 


tion laws 


ve the Fairbanks bill, 
ted States immediately 


who control the sugar plantations is in jeopardy of his life. The 
Senator from Idaho can give the name if he desires to do so, but 
Iam not at liberty to do it. 

Mr. HEITFELD. Judging from the letter, I am satisfied the 
gentleman who wrote it does not want his name to be known. I 
will say, however, that I knew this gentleman in Idaho several 
years ago, when he was in the Government service—an entirely 
reliable man. I should like to give his name, but I do not know 
that, under the circumstances, I have a right to do so. I will 

ive the name to the Senator from Wyoming privately, if he so 

esires. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Wyoming will move for 
a Senatorial investigating committee, or a joint committee, to go 
out there and investigate the devilment that has been going on, 
and is going on now, and will continue to go on after we have 
passed this bill—— 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Iwill say to the Senator from South 
Carolina that I do not need any investigating committee. I have 
been there myself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, will you get up and testify in your 
own behalf as to what the conditions there are? I notice that 
you have been endeavoring to liberalize this bill and protect the 
people there. 

r. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator ever gets through, 
I will make my statement, 

Mr, TILLMAN. Well, that is a left-handed compliment that 
I do not think comes with any pot grace from the Senator. 
5 of Wyoming. I have taken very little time of the 

nate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is not in the habit of makin 
long-winded speeches, and he does not bother us much wit 
speeches of any kind; but those which he makes are always lucid 
and forceful, and I always listen to them with instruction. I 
maintain, however, that 1 never tire the Senate. I never 
unless I have got something to say; and when I get through say- 
ing it I stop. . 

only point out this in this long, rambling speech, which is cut 
into so many that it has not any logical connection or force, 
and what I wish to say is that this bill enacts and reenacts certain 
laws from the statute book of Hawaii, which none of us know 
anything about, and it repeals other laws of Hawaii which none 
of us know anything about. We are legislating in the dark and 
upon the faith of the committee that they would not mislead 
us. You have seen that committee bring in a proposition looking 
to the carrying out of contracts made since the islands were an- 
nexed and leaving laws in force regarding these existing con- 
tracts. That is the reason there was a necessity to rush in and 
get 25,000 slaves in there, so as to be able to wallop” their yellow 
negroes and drive them to the sugar fields. Perhaps some Sena- 
tor would dispute the proposition as to the walloping, but here is 
the testimony before the committee as to the method pursued, 
from which I will read, as follows: 

2. Suppose a “contract” laborer is idling in the field, what do you do? 


We dock pa: we give him only one-half or three-q' of a da; 
sna if = keeps & up we resort to the law and have him arrested for refusing 
o work. 


Q. What do you accomplish by y putting him in jail? 
A. For the first offense he is ordered back to work, and he has to 8 


aly) pay the cost of court. If he refuses to obey orders, he is arres n 
and a light fine is inflicted, which the planter can pay and take it out of his 
y, or else he is put on the road to work. For the offense he is likely 


2 get three months’ imprisonment, 
Imprisonment with hard labor in the 
be whipped if he does not obey the orders of the warden. We 
whip them in our penitentiary, and you whip them in yours; and 
you whip them when they are imprisoned for crime and will not 
obey orders. The crime here is that the laborer comes from Japan 
or from China under contract, and he gets tired after a while and 
wants to get away and get into the United States—the glorious 
and blessed country where the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth 
amendments are supposed to protect the colored man—with the 
result I have indicated. Then, since we annexed those islands 
they have imported 25,000 more of these contract laborers, and 
the committee propose to allow them to be made to carry out their 
contracts. 
Another phase of this question I do not understand, but which 
ig the Senator from Alabama pi. Morgan] or the Senator 
rom Illinois [Mr. CuLLOM] will enlighten me upon, is that there 
is some mention made in some of the documents I have read of 
the obligation on the part of the Hawaiian government to the 
Japanese Government to pay the contract price of those laborers 
before they are brought away; and there is an obligation on the 
ak of the Hawaiian government to see that the obligation made 
y the contract laborer in Japan is carried out, and that he receives 
his compensation. I do not know whether any such provision of 
law as that exists or not, but if it does, it simply means that tho 
republic of Hawaii originally, and the Territory of Hawaii now, 
unless we by legislation prevent it—I can not get any consecutive 
idea about this bill, and it would take seventeen Philadelphia 


nitentiary, and liable to 
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lawyers to tell what it means in the way we have fixed it and 


what its effect will be—but, as I have „unless we prevent the 
judicial tribunal to so interpret the law, and unless we prohibit 
such contracts, and unless we emancipate those contract laborers, 
they will be forced to carry out their contracts, and there is no 
hope for them outside of this Capitol. 

asked the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] this morn- 
ing, a man who I know abhors this whole scheme, as I do, to have 
this bill reprinted with all the amendments in it before a vote is 
taken, and then Senators should take it and study it N 
I fear some way will be found, some loophole through the judi- 
ciary to be appointed by that governor, by which they could en- 
force those contracts by some annulment of the provisions which 
eave been put in here. It will certainly be done if we are not 


careful. 

Mr. President, I have very little more to say. As I have tried 
to say a half dozen times in the Senate, I sympathize with the 
white people in Hawaii. I believe it is the only race there capa- 
ble of self-government. I know that through their instrumental- 
ity the islands have been lifted up, at least they have been made 
more wealth producing and that conditions are better for the few 
who are now there than they were formerly. 

Is there any provision here by which any American who will 
want to go there and en, in the cultivation of coffee, or some 
other product which would promise him more remuneration for 
his labor than he now obtains, is invited there? Is that a country 
which immigrants will seek? Is there any inducement for a man 
to go there to get a living where he has got to show that he owns 
a 8 dollars in clean cash or in property before he can par- 
ticipate in the Government in any effectual way? Is that Ameri- 
cant Isit republican an me pee une. and L inguie of th 

am going to propose at the proper time—an quire 0 
Chair if there is an amendment now pending? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. There is a pending amendment, 
offered by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Iam going to propose, at the proper time, to 
put you gentlemen on your mettle, so that the Senator from Colo- 
Tado [Mr. Woxicorr], who is so solicitous about the suppression 
of the negro vote in South Carolina can go u „that we 
incorporate as the suffrage provision of awaiian Islands the 
constitution of South Carolina to-day; and I dare you to vote for 
it, and I dare you not to vote for it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLA of Wyoming. I regret, Mr. President, that the 
attack on the Senator from Colorado [Mr. WoLoort] is made in 
his absence. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I notified him that I was going to reply to his 
speech. He caused the attack. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Colorado will 
undoubtedly be able, at the proper time, to take care of himself. 

Mr. President, Iam in sympathy with the Senator from South 
nan ts hauarea tus Ro LUARA pects: with ergrotien ta CHIA TE 
when he charges the Republican p yin i 
because of his solicitude for the natives of the Hawaiian Islands 
it comes with 3 grace from a Senator who, in the same 

h. declares that, by the Eternal God, the vote of South Car- 
olina never shall be cast as it was e ee ge 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have never d ed anything of that kind. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator decl that the white 
eee of the South would always control that portion of the 
country. 

Mr. TILLMAN, My eis capable of no such interpre- 
tation. I declared that our registered vote numbers to-day 114,000 
under the Constitution, and I now declare that those voters are 
as free to go to the and register and have their votes counted 
and have an honest return as is the case anywhere else in the 
United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from South Caro- 
lina declare on this floor to-day that every method has not been 
used, and is not now being used, to disfranchise the colored people 
of the South? 

Mr. TILLMAN, I know nothing about other States; but I ac- 
knowledge oeny and boldly in the sight of God that we did onr 
hie best to keep every negro in our State from voting. [Laugh- 


8 of W oning. So when the poe tor c es the 

ican party wi 3 „I ask hi rst sweep his own 
doo: I did not intend to say anything of this character when 
Irose, but Iam in sympathy with this amendment. I believe, 
as I said a few days ago, that the Hawaiian Islands should be 
accorded the fullest possible measure of self-government consist- 
ent with our institutions. 

I do not believe there is any crying desire on the part of the peo- 
ple of the Hawaiian Islands for an more than our Terri- 
TORA NEk AEST E CODER AS OE tate AANT 

ina nor anybody can accuse me - 
ested in what he calls “the gang” or the . 


fact, Mr. President. perhaps I ama little outside of their good 
will, because I have been much more interested in the people, in 
the inhabitants of the islands, than I have been in those who con- 
trol; but yet it will not do for any Senator of the United States, 
without information, upon mere hearsay, to rise in his place in 
the Senate of the United States and assail the government which 
now exists. 

If there is anything in the Hawaiian Islands to-day which tends 
toward civilization, if there is an g in the islands of Hawaii 
to-day which tends toward republican institutions, if there is any- 
thing in the Hawaiian Islands to-day which tends toward educa- 
tion and good government, it can all be laid to the hands of those 
men from New England who, nearly one hundred years ago, went 
to those islands to spread the gospel of Christ 1 
The same character of men are in control of affairs there to-day. 
I do not agree with the system they have ri se i there. I 
am in pathy with the Senator from South ina in many 


partic a 
: Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. These missionaries, these God-fearing men, 
these Christians, inaugurated and have practiced for years this 
contract-labor system. Was that right? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Iam not here to defend that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Was that in accordance with Republican theo- 
ries and doctrines and provisions? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I am not here to defend any 
contract-labor system. The Senator can not put me in that posi- 


tion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Whenever you defend the government of 
Hawaii as such a high and noble 3 vou must 
shoulder the responsibility of defending all the acts of that gov- 
e or else pick out of the category those which you do not 

e 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. When the Senator gets through 
with his bulldozing methods, I will proceed, 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall not interrupt the Senator any further. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I said whatever there was of Chris- 
tianity in those islands, whatever there was of good government 
in those islands, whatever there was of e ee ism in those 
islands, was due to the efforts of the men Who went there from 
ee * one hundred years ago; and the Senator himself 

ows i 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; I know it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Their whole system is not perfect; 
but the Senator can not put me in the attitude of defending con- 
tract labor when he knows my position on this bill; when he knows 
Iam antagonizing my own committee on this bill, he can not do 
it, and I will not allow it, Mr. President; but I say it is not in the 
mouth of any man to rise up and condemn those people on imper- 
fect information. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator having made the remark that he 
had been antagonizing his own ttee in to the ques- 
tion of contract labor, does he mean to have it inferred from that 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations favor contract labor? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I did not speak of contract labor 
especially. I spoke of various amendments which I had offered to 
see pn and which were submitted to the Committee on Foreign 

ons, 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly nothing should be more distinctly 
understood, for such is the fact, than that it was the purpose of 
the committee in reporting the bill—at least I so understood it— 
to cut off contract labor; and we made an effort to have the bill 
passed on that ground at the last session of Congress. 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator is perfectly ment on 
that point. I was speaking of offering amendments to the bill 
hbo ede being considered by a committee of which I am a 


member. 
Mr. FORAKER, TheSenator used the 

with contract labor, and I thought he might be misunderstood. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


did not intend to do anything of 
that kind, of course. 


But, Mr. President, to get to the point of the amendment which 
is now under consideration, it is whether or not the governor of 
this proposed Territory of Hawaii shall appoint the judges of the 
circuit and supreme courts, or whether appointments shall 
be vested in the President of the United States, as has been the 
case with all our other Territories. 

We have provided in this bill that the Speers of the Territory 
shall be appointed ee President. Nobody, as I said to tho 
Senator from South olina, can accuse me of being more than 
friendly toward the present government of Hawaii; nobody can 
accuse me of being inimical to the native population of Hawaii. 
I want those people to have the largest amount of local self-gov- 
ernment possible. I do not believe that they should be granted 


ession in connection 
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any greater powers, local conditions excepted, than have been 
granted to the Territories of the United States when they were 
made Territories. . 

It is true, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said, the 
people of the Territories often have suffered injustice by the ap- 
pointments of the President; but that is a matter of ancient his- 
tory; it has not occurred since 1888, when, in both political plat- 
forms, notice was served that the people of the Territories, so far 
as possible, wanted the appointments made from their own citi- 
zenship; and the appointments have generally been so made. 

I believe it woul a dangerous departure to grant to any gov- 
ernor of any Territory the right to appoint the members of the 
supreme and inferior benches. They already, under the general 
organic act of the Territories of the United States, have the right 
to appoint all the State officials, save only the secretary of state, 
the power remaining in the President to appoint the governor, the 
secretary of state, and the judges of the courts. I do not believe 
there is any cause at this time to depart from that custom. The 

overnor appoints the attorney-general, the auditor, the treasurer, 
the superintendent of public instruction, the various boards of 
charitable institutions, and other boards which are necessary in 
a Territorial government. I think we ought to leave in the dis- 
cretion of the President the appointment of these high judicial 
officers. 

There is no one who has a higher opinion than I have of the 

resent supreme bench of the islands of Hawaii. Someofitsmem- 
8 are known to many of the Senators here. There is no one 
who has a higher opinion than I have of the circuit judges of 
Hawaii. I know all of them. They have a bar at Honolulu and 
Hilo which would do credit to any cities of like size in the United 
States; and there is no question but that from the bar of that 
Territory the President, in his discretion and in his wisdom, can 
find men to fill these important offices. 

Mr. President, I am not interested in this matter, except that I 
want to see the best thing done for the people of those islands. 
Anyone who travels over them from north to south and from east 
to west can not but feel his heart go out for theirwelfare. There 
is not one who travels in those islands but who knows that it has 
been not only the passing of a kingdom, but that it is the passing 
of a race. The Kanaka will not exist on this globe of ours very 


ong. 
So I say, Mr. President, I am only = by the good, or what 
I think will be the good of those islands when I rise in my eure 
There is no general demand over there that anything but a Terri- 
torial form of government shall exist. What they fear is some- 
thing less. They fear the colonial form of government, to which 
my friend from South Carolina is, perhaps, so 3 opposed. 
we give, then, to the Hawaiian Islands a Territorial form of 
government, with the privileges we have in the Territories, the 
poopie there will be perfectly content, they will be perfectly sat- 
ed, they will haye good-will toward the American Republic; 
and when you say they are opposed to annexation, it is a mistake, 
except when they confuse the word ‘‘annexation ” with the word 


“tyranny,” 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] 
says that his interest in this bill is the interest he feels in the 
of Hawaii. I suppose that is the interest of all of us. the 

mator can make it appear that the people of Hawaii want the 
President to make the appointments, I believe I should be willing 
that such should be done; or if he can show that there would be 
any advantage to the le of Hawaii, then I certainly should be 
for it. I very much doubt, however, whether the people would 
not prefer to have a man living in their midst—their governor—to 
make these appointments. I think that would insure the ap- 
pointment of officials who would be residents and inhabitants of 
the islands. I am not sure that that can be done unless we put 
into the bill some poran which will compel it. 

The President, if authorized to make these appointments, would 
be likely to make them, as he has been always making them. I do 
not speak of the present President, but as our Presidents have been 
making them for the last forty or fifty years. My acquaintance 
with this system of appointments began in 1861. I do not care now 
about going over and designating; but we never got proper ap- 
pointments until we secured a Delegate in Congress, who had force 
enough to insist that the selection should be made from our own 
people. When we did that, we had in the Territory good judges. 

r. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The President by this bill ap- 
points the governor. Now, is he not just as likely to appoint a 
governor who would not make good selections of judges as he 
would be to make a bad selection of judges himself? 

Mr. TELLER. The governor has to live with these 1 5 le, 
whether he is . from Connecticut or Hawaii. e Tas 
got to be surrounded by these people, who will complain to him. 


When we had bad judges, vicious judges, judges who took bribes, 


judges who wereignorant of the law, judges who were immoral and 
indecent in their intercourse with their fellow-men of the Terri- 
tory—and we had some who would come under that description— 
the trouble was that they did not feel that they had any connec- 
tion with us. They knew that they had people in the East who 
had secured their appointments and who would stand back of 
them, no matter what we said. If you are to send a man whois 
to live there,and particularly if you take a man who does live 
there, which I should think the President would do, for I should 
consider it almost criminal if he did not, without any reference 
to what the statute might be upon the subject of their vocation 
and residence—if he will do that he will select as judges men who 
have the confidence of the people—and as there is provision that 
they may be removed when just such conditions arise, if they do, 
as did arise in many of the Territories, he would see that they 
were removed, 

It seems to me this debate proceeds upon entirely false premises. 
There is not a condition there such as the Senator from Connect- 
icut seems to suppose. There is no danger of that government 
being destroyed. There is quite a large Kanaka vote, or native 
vote, I will say. I know something about those people. We had 
them in the West at a very early day. They er ee after a 
few years. They are a gentle, decent, well-behaved people. They 
belong to a race that was once very numerous in those seas, a race 
that has disappeared practically, a race that can not stand the 
civilization of and contact with the Anglo-Saxon. The Senator 
from Wyoming undoubtedly tells the truth when he says they 
will 3 It is a Fap ing race. 

I do not believe it is possi b by anything we can do, to preserve 
the race, but while they live they are entitled to the utmost con- 
sideration. It is their land. They owned it. They lived there. 
They were invaded by the desire to give them the blessings of a 
different religion and a different civilize tion from what they had. 
There were 200,000 of them there when this benevolent assimila- 
tion began. They lived in absolute comfort and 5 
sop that occasionally disputes arose between one chief and 
another. They began građually to ataapa when this new civ- 
ilization appeared. They are not to blame for it. speck Bote 
not now to be deprived of their rights in the land of their birth 
and the birth of their ancestors. 

I will say to the Senator from Connecticut that there is no more 
danger of those people bringing about an improper state of affairs 
than there is of the Americans who are there—not a bit. They 
can read and write. They are practically all of them members of 
a church. They are a religious people naturally. They are a 
kindly dispositioned people. Everybody on this floor has said sô 
who has had anything to say about them. We restrict them in 
this bill; and unless that restriction is removed, I do not intend to 
vote for the bill. You give them an intellectual or educational 

ualification, That is not enough. A man who does not have a 
thousand dollars’ worth of property is to be deprived of the op- 
portunity to vote. That is done upon the theory, according to 
the Senator from Connecticut, that he is an unsafe citizen, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is for the senate. 

Mr. TELLER. For the senate. He may vote for members of 
the other house; but that enables a moiety of the people of that 
community to elect the obstructing body—the senate. They are 
the people who have naturally the ear of the appointing power, 
whether it be the President of the United States or the governor, 
as to many of the officers. You have given the governor a power 
never before given to a governor in this country. You never, as 
I recollect—certainly vou did not do it in Colorado or Wyoming 
have given the governor the right to appoint all the officers. 0 
used to elect the auditor and we used to elect the treasurer and 
officers of that kind. We selected our county judges. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator from Colorado 
allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not know how it was in Colo- 
rado, but the only appointive officers we had in Wyoming in Ter- 
ritorial days were the governor, the secretary, and the judges of 
the courts. The auditor, the treasurer, the superintendent of pub- 
lic instruction, and all the boards were appointed by the governor, 
by and with the advice and consent of the Territorial council. 

Mr. TELLER. That was the way with us. But I will venture 
to say that in their organic act or enabling act they had the same 
provision—until the legislature provided otherwise. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. t is the fact. 

Mr. TELLER. That was the provision of the enabling act in 
Colorado. The governor made the first appointments, and they 
only held until the close of the first session of the 1 ture. It 
provided for the election. I do not know what they did in Wyo- 
ming; but if they did not, it was because they did not care to doit. 

Now, here you deny to these ple, if the President makes the 
a ager of the governor, the election of every officer practi- 
cally, even the sheriff. We elected a sheriff in every county. So 
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they didin Wyoming. We elected county judges in every organ- 
ized county. Sothey didin Wyoming. I know they did. Then 
there is the sheriff, who is the high executive officer of the Terri- 
tory. Ido not know but that there will be power in the legis- 
lature—I suppose there will be—to provide for a sheriff for each 
county, because I suppose they will have the general power of 
legislation. $ 

hat I want to protest against is the suggestion made by the 
Senator from Connecticut that there is danger of revolution. I 
do not know that he used that term, but that there is danger of 
the disruption of society there if these people are allowed to vote. 
The 30,000 Kanakas can be just as safely intrusted with the elect- 
ive franchise, 1 repeat, as the Americans. I think they are in- 
finitely more likely to give a decent government than some of the 
Americans who are there and who have been trying to arrogate 
to themselves all the power under the government, whether 
monarchical or republican in form. 

I think we are under obligations to those people. We are obli- 
gated to give them as much self-government as they had when we 
took them in. They never could have contemplated that we in- 
tended to curtail their rights. The Kanakas, et ek to a prop- 
ä as to some offices, were all entitled to vote. They 
will be entitled to vote now except for senators, I understand. If 
a Senator will get up here and tell me how the ownership of pro 
erty qualifies a man to vote, I will be glad to listen to him. It is 
not republican in form or in principle to say that the possession 
of a piece of property worth a thousand dollars gives a man a 
right to vote or a capacity to vote properly, and that the absence 
of it does not. It is too late in the history of this country and the 
2 of free government to put these property qualifications 

ere. 

I want to repeat that all Iam interested in is serving these people. 
The commission that went over there thought this was the proper 
thing todo. 1 understand from them that they believe it is ac- 
ceptable to the people. Privately they have told me so, I think. 
The Senator from Wyoming, I think, said that he believed the 
people were changing their views on the subject; that they would 
prefer that the President should appoint the judges instead of the 
governor. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Oh, no. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I said it. 

Mr. TELLER. lt was the Senator from Connecticut. I beg 

on. 
Pour. CLARK of Wyoming. My statement was that I thought 
the people would be satisfied with the usual Territorial form of 
government, 

Mr. TELLER. They are entitled to a Territorial form of Gov- 
ernment as good as any people ever had. You are not giving 
them such a government under this bill, You are not giving 


them the freedom you gave us. Of course, I would not want to 
* that tbe le of Colorado were not superior to the Kanakas. 
e then had a heterogeneous class of people. There was not a 


country or an island, I think, on the face of the earth that did not 
have its representative in Colorado, and we had a large popula- 
tion that could not either read or write. We found them there. 
They belonged there long before the Territory was organized, and 
yet we extended to all of them the opportunity to vote. There 
was no restriction. The enabling act said it was restricted to 
white male inhabitants. Any Kanaka could haye voted under 
that. Every Mexican and half-Indian voted under that if he 
wanted to. It was only the negro who was excluded by that pro- 
vision in practicein the Territory. All I am insisting upon is that 
these people shall have what I think we are under obligations to 
give them, a government of the people, by the people, and for the 
people, and if they are not qualified to discharge the duties of 
ci ip then there is not any community in the world that is, 
in ay opinion. 

When we come to deal with the Puerto Ricans and the Philip- 
pine people we are confronted with a different condition entirely. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Before the Senator takes his seat, I 
will say that I think, so far as he and I are peronai concerned, 
we are not far apart on this proposition. I will ask him if this 
amendment would be acceptable to him if it provided that the 
judges should be appointed by the President from citizens of 

Wali? 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know but that it would be. If I could 
be sure that the President would take these judges from the citi- 
zens there I would not particularly object to this amendment. 
That is what I want to do. On my own suggestion I should be in 
favor of limiting it in that way: but I understand there are some 
Senators here who would raise the question whether we have any 
right to put that restriction upon the President. If that can be 
done without a controversy, so far as I am concerned I shall lose 
much of my interest in it, although I still believe it would be a 
little better to leave it as the committee or the commission put it, 
whichever did it, when they made this arrangement, than tochange 
it as suggested. 
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the pending amendment merely 
involves the question whether the judges of the courts in Hawaii 
shall be appointed by the governor or by the President. Other 
amendments follow which are merely incidental to that chief pro 
osition. In considering the propriety of the course of action to 
taken in this case, it is well to remember that the conditions being 
dealt with are unique. From all information obtainable from 
public prints, individual observation, historical narrative, and 
other sources of information it is quite obvious that we are deal- 
ing with a people and a condition where the most violent extremes 
of ignorance and intelligence, of wealth and poverty exist. The 
8 is a curious conglomeration, made up of the aborigines, 

ortuguese, Spaniards, Germans, and other various nationalities 
of Europe slightly represented in the mercantile classes, Ameri- 
cans, Japanese, and Chinamen. 

When the government of the republic was established limita- 
tions were placed upon the suffrage. Limitations were placed upon 
representation, deemed necessary for the preservation of any form 
of government. With that question this amendment does not 
necessarily deal, but in view of the combination of people and in- 
terests, with the large planter and the very poor peon, if you 
please; with the person possessed of millions and the person pos- 
sessed of nothing, it is not difficult to perceive that the influences 
which secure the appointment of the governor will represent one 
class of people, <a. that that class will be represented throughout 
the government in unbroken influence, expressed through its 
courts, if the governor is permitted to make the appointments. 

The original idea connected with our own Government involved 
the widest convenient and possible distribution of power. The 
election in the States of the judiciary by the people, the election 
of the governors by the people, and the appointment of the judi- 
ciary in the Federal system by the President, thusmingling together 
the executive and judicial departments, arose from the necessities, 
not the desirability of the situation. It would have been better 
to have elected the circuit and district judges of the United States 
by popular vote if that could have been done without abating the 
authority of the General Government. It could not be done, and 
therefore appointment was resorted to. To vest in the governor 
of the Territory of Hawaii the absolute right to control by a 
pointment and removal all the judiciary of that Territory, will 
make of the governor, who will be in the beg nning but the leader 
of a faction there, the autocrat of the island, appointing and re- 
moving, at his own sweet will, those who construe the law. 

Iam aware, and became so by experience, of the evils referred 
to by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], the appointment 
of what became known as the carpet-bag gang constantly moving 
into the Territories from the States. They were generally made up 
of wind-broken and worn-out politicians, disturbing factors in 
the districts and the States, and sent out to the Territories for the 
purpose of getting rid of them. The Territory that was the most 
remote from railroad connections usually got the worst batch 
because relatives, friends, and politicians wanted to put the wo: 
men so far away that they could never get back. led to an 
abuse that became anational scandal so pronounced that the great 
political parties of the country, not moved thereto by the power 
of the Territories, because the Territories had few votes in con- 
vention and none in the electoral college, but by a sense of jus- 
tice and right, incorporated in their respective platformsa solemn 

ledge to Taa poopie of the United States that home rule should 
guaranteed to the people of the Territories. That home rule 
materialized N the appointments of citizens to the respec- 
tive offices in the Territories filled by Presidential appointment. 

This body, a part of the appointing power, became so thoroughly 
imbued with the justice and fairness of that course of action that 
it became, and is to-day, an utter im ibility for any Presidential 
nominee for any Territory to pass through the Senate and be con- 
firmed unless the appointee is a resident of the Territory. This 

rinciple has grown up by custom into a law as binding as an 

8 our statute books, and it is not more likely to be viola 
There is one exception to the statement I have made, and that is 
the district of Alaska, where there does not exist any Territorial 
government in thesense in which Territories have been ordinarily 
organized. Itis butadistrict government. Nolegislatureis pro- 
vided for it. The conditions are such as to make it almost im- 
possible to provide for an election which would secure a fair ex- 
pression of the voice of the people inhabiting the district. _ 

In the light of the 1 made here, Wherever relative to 
party action, Presidential action, and the action of the Senate, it 
Raat be useless to run the hazard of incorporating into this bill 
a questionable amendment restricting the ident territorially 
as to the place from which appointees might be selected. The 
rule heretofore adopted would be adhered to most sacredly in ref- 
erence to Hawaii if the President were authorized to appoint the 
judges. It does seem to me that no ill result can follow the selec- 
tion by the Chief Executive of this nation of proper parties to pre- 
side over the judicial system of Hawaii. On the other hand, it is 
not improbable that the most serious abuses might follow the 
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lodgmentof the supreme power in a 7 selected by the Presi- 
dent. That governor may be at all times an excellent man, and 
he may be at times a eras, re and unworthy man. The ordinary 
Executive act carries with it Iittle of enduring injury to a people, 
but the appointment of judges to preside on the bench may lead 
to consequences evil and long enduring, which would last long 
years after the unworthy officer had been removed. There is no 
necessity for departing from the ancient rule under which the 
President has made these appointments. There are many and 
serious considerations for adhering to that rule. 

x Mr. President, I desire to say only a word, and 
that I have said in substance heretofore. The commission and 
the committee were desirous, and believed it was in the direction 
of public sentiment in this country, of interfering with the local 
status of the government of those islands as little as possible, and 
so it was determined by the commission that perhaps it would be 
better to allow the governor to appoint the judges as vacancies 
occur; and it was done somewhat in view of the fact that the his- 
tory of the appointment of Territorial judges heretofore has not 
been very savory. It is true, however, as I know myself, that 
there have been a great many very excellent judges appointed for 
the Territories belonging to the United States. 

Mr. CARTER. I fully concur with the view just expressed, 
that men of the yer ane character and of the highest order of 
legal attainments have frequently been put upon the benches 
from the States and served on the bench with credit to themselves 
and the country. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave in my mind one gentleman especially 
who signalized himself very greatly, as I think and the American 
nation, by his services as a judge in the Territory of Utah, as well 
asin the State of Utah for a while since it has been admitted into 
the Union. So the committee thought the country would feel 
that we were not undertaking to o these islands a Territory 
exactly in harmony with the other Territories belonging to the 
Uni States, with a view to bringing it into the Union as a 
State—at least, not very soon. So far as I am concerned, I was 
trying to avoid that, I will say frankly; yet the commission did 
not feel that we could establish a colony there or that we could 
establish a commission to govern those islands like we have now 
in the District of Columbia. So the commission determined that 
we would let that alone as nearly as we could. 

We found a good system of courts there—a supreme court, cir- 
cuit courts, and so on. The judges seemed to be satisfactory to 
the ple; the system seemed to be satisfactory to the people; 
and hence it was we determined that when vacancies occurred we 
would authorize the governor of the Territory, whom everybody 
agreed would have to be appointed as the chief officer of the Ter- 
ritory, to fill them. 

Now, so far as I am concerned, I have no concern whatever, if 
it is deemed best in the interest of those islands and most in har- 
mony with the theory of our Government and safer, if it is decided 
that the President of the United States should appoint the judges. 
So far as I am concerned, it is 1 a question as to which is 
the better course to pursue. If I felt that it would be more satis- 
factory to the great body of those people there, not simply the 
rich class as against the poor, but to the body of the | alae? of the 
Territory, that the President should appoint them, I would have 
no earthly objection. On the contrary, I think I would rather 
favor it, and J am not disinclined right now to say that I have no 
special objection to the President of the United States appointing 
the supreme court and the circuit court judges of the Territory. 

Senators must bear in mind that the judges to whom we have 
referred have no other duty than to administer the Territorial 
laws—the local laws of the Territory. They have nothing to do 
with the United States statutes under the theory of our bin, but, 
upon the contrary, all to do with the Territorial statutes. Wepro- 
vide in the bill that a United States judge shall be appointed who 
shall have all to do with the United States statutes. Itseemed to 
me, as it did to other members of the commission, that that per- 
haps was a wiser course to pursue in the organization of the 
Territory. 

I am not going to reply to the remarks of the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], because I do not think it is neces- 
sary. We have gone over this ground time and again. My dis- 
tinguished friend the Senator from Connecticut . PLATT] has 
made a good many criticisms of the situation and of the bill, and 
has asked what is going to become of those people and how they 
are going to actin the future. While I am on my feet, I desire 
to make a remark or two on that subject. So far as those islands 
are concerned, the people there are very much more afraid that 
our course here will disturb and ee about a bad condition of 
things in the islands than we are that they will bring about a bad 
condition of things with us, They are afraid of partisanship. 
They are afraid of adventurers coming there who will disturb and 
uproot the very foundations of what they call the republic. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is what I say. 

Mr. CULLOM, I know the Senator says that, and he thinks 


that they are coming here for the purpose of appealing to the 
Congress of the United States or the Government of the United 
States to run their government for them in a financial point of 
view. They do not expect anything of that sort. They expected 
to pay for those Territorial judges as they expected to discharge 
their obligations to all the local establishment of the Territory— 
the legislature and all the local appointments that might be made 
or provided. I happen to have a statement here that shows a lit- 
tle of the revenues that they are depending upon. Not to go over 
the items in detail, there are about a million dollars raised in the 
islands from the tariff laws. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will not the Senator put the statement in 
the RECORD? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; Iwill put this paper which I hold in my 
hand in the RECORD, Including the tariff laws, the customs laws, 
and those duties, they raise in the islands nearly $3,000,000. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, But we are going to take away 
what they receive under the tax. 8 

Mr. CULLOM. Under this law we take away a million of it. 
They still have $2,000,000 left, and they are entirely content. Not 
a single man in the Territory has ever suggested to any member 
of the commission, so far as I know, that they are coming to the 
United States to get appropriations to run the local government. 
Nothing of that sort is intimated, nothing of that sort is desired. 
If we take these judges out of the category of appointees by the 
governor, they will be taken out of the list of those to be paid for 
by the Territory, and I think they ought to be. If we make the 
President appoint them, and they become in that sense United 
States judges, I think the United States ought to pay for them. 

But the original proposition has been that nothing in connection 
with those islands is to be paid by the Government except the 
collector of customs, the postmasters, the collector of internal 
revenue, the judges of the United States court, the governor, the 
secretary of state, the United States marshal, and the district 
attorney. All the balance of the establishment is to be paid under 
the theory of this bill by the people of the Territory itself, 

The statement referred to is as follows: 


Statement as to financial resources of the republic of Hawaii. 


The latest report accessible is that of the year ending December 31, 1898, 
the report for last year not yet having come to hand. 

For the twelve months ending December 31, 1898, the total treasury re- 
ceipts of Hawaii were 2,568, 189.12, as follows: 


Fines, penalties, and costs — $59, 183. 70 
Chinese immigration fund 8,817.60 
Revenue stamps 82, 060. 50 
Custom bureau 806,975. 70 
Postal bureau 86, 456, 00 
Tax bureau 811, 818. 67 
Interior office........ 198, 225. 69 
Honolulu waterworks 69, 564. 20 
Honolulu market 9, 189. 25 
Hilo waterworks .... 3, 672.00 
Koloa waterworks. .........- 140.00 
Laupahoehoe waterworks 115.50 
88 bureau 16, 794. 25 
Electric light 958. 20 
Land revenue 108, 382. 97 
CCC ˙ AAA E nd Bae Pe ay ne a IUCN aE pa ae a pe hey EA 48, 893.06 
22 oe ee ae 1,473.10 
Registry of brands 44.00 
Government realizations 139, 604. 22 
Department of public instruction .- 7, 749. 80 
e rae SS Sas 18, 370. 65 

Walden A nae anon cxanenanssuvendewanaunas. 2, 568, 489, 12 


Nearly all of the foregoing items indicate the source from which the reve- 
nue was derived, but seve: ey ps explanation: 

The item, interior office, $198, 
the largest of which was $68,000 for merchandise li 


amount were for patent-office fees, rents on lands under control of the 
5 fc the interior, 10 0 $199,604.22, gi a 

0 m, government realizations, 604. ven was composed of 

yarious items of unclassified recei tay I 


, CUSTOMS RECEIPTS. 

It will be observed that of the total receipts of . for the 
year there was received from the customs bureau $896,975.70. 

With the increased values of property and the increased volume of bust- 
ness, the total receipts for the year just ended should be in the neighbor- 
slo of $3,000,000, of which one-third, or $1,000,000, would be from the custom- 

ouse. 

.When the customs receipts are taken by the United States, the islands 
will be deprived of not less one-third its revenue. 


Mr. CULLOM. Now, with that situation, it seems to me that 
there ought not to be shown that degree of criticism and of fault- 
finding and of disposition to uproot this whole bill and to adopt a 
new theory, but, upon the contrary, it seems to me that the theory 
of the bill ought to be sustained. 

Mr. President, I have said here all the time that I did not like 


rr ̃è .]; 
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the provision of the bill 
house of representatives and ano 


providing for one set of voters for the 
er for the senate of the Terri- 
tory. I would much prefer some plan by which the whole popu- 
lation who are entitled to vote at all should vote for both houses 
of the legislature, and I have never said yet that I would not 
vote for such a provision. I come here, however, as chairman of 
the commission defending the bill generally, because it was the 
best we could agree upon. 

Mr. President, I do not care to take up the time of the Senate 
longer in 3 the bill at this time. I would have been 
very glad if we could have made such progress with the bill to-day 
as to get through it and get it into the other House of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not join in any general 
criticism upon this bill, I have read the bill with great care,and 
Iam frank to say, and feel bound to say, that on the whole it 
seems to me to have been drawn with great skill and with a desire 
to subserve the interests of the people of Hawaii. 

I was not in favor of the annexation of Hawaii, nor did the man- 
ner in which it was accomplished meet my approval. It was done, 
however, and I bowed to the decision, as 1 always do, of the ma- 
jority. The islands were annexed; and I am as anxious as any 
other man, and I assume we all are anxious, to do in this legisla- 
Bon, the se legislation for Hawaii, what is for the best interest 

at people. 

One reason why I was not in favor of the annexation of Hawaii 
was because I thought I realized the difficulty of bringing into en- 
tire harmony with our system and our theories that distant peo- 
ple, situated in a climate where necessarily conditions existed 
which differed from those which surround us, and how difficult 
it would be for us to apply all of our theories to that island. I 
have sometimes thought that the annexation of Hawaii to the 
United States would be, in the long run, a detriment rather than 
a benefit to those islands and the people of the islands. 

Take this matter of contract labor. I always doubted, so far 
as the interest of that people was concerned, the wisdom of ex- 
tending, perhaps, not the immigration laws, but the contract- 
labor laws which we have in this country to those islands, because 
of the conditions which surround them there, the climate, and all 
that. My recollection is that the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MOR- 
GAN], who certainly is always frank and has for many, many years 
had the interest of that people very much at heart, stated in the 
last session of Congress, when an attempt was made by the Sena- 
tor from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] who had charge of the bill 
to extend the immigration laws of the United States and the 
contract-labor laws of the United States to Hawaii, that it would 
be extremely detrimental to that people. 

Mr. MORGAN, I do not remember tohave taken that ground. 

Mr. SPOONER. I may be mistaken, but I think not, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit 
me, I will state that the Senator from Alabama objected to the 
consideration of the bill which I introduced at the last session of 
Congress on the ground, as I understood him, that its passage 
would be detrimental to those people; and it was upon his objec- 
tion that we failed to secure the passage of the bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr, SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. That bill was reported by the committee on 
the morning of the final adjournment of Congress. There was 
another measure in which I was very greatly interested that would 
be set aside and po out of joint entirely if that bill had been con- 
sidered, and I objected to its consideration on that ground and 
only on that ground. 

r. SPOONER. I still think that my recollection is not at 
fault as to the ground upon which the Senator from Alabama 


Eppoi the bill. 
MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, I never have be- 
lieved that those contract-labor laws were to the advantage of the 
pone of Hawaii. The people who have derived the advantage 
m it live in California. Theyare the owners of the great sugar 

estates in Hawaii, They are the men who have controlled the 
legislation in Hawaii upon this subject, and they are controlling 
it to-day and its policy, not the people of Hawaii. I have always 
been op to having California control the Hawaiian Islands. 

Mr. SPOONER. I will call later the attention of the Senator 
to the language which he uttered, and he may then say to me 
whether I misconstrued him or not. I do not intend to do him 
injustice. His statement had great weight with me. 

ut, Mr. President, I rose to speak only a moment upon this 

amendment, for which I shall vote. I suppose if the proposition 
were made to incorporate this provision in the law which governs 
Arizona, Idaho, or any of the Territories proper of the United 
States it would not receive much support, although some Senators 
might think it would be wise. 

Mr. ae aoe Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
momen 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. MORGAN. I wish to call his attention to the statute as 
Arizona: 

The judicial r of Arizona shall be vesi in the suprem: 
such inferior piar ig as the legislative council ce 2 25 8 ant 
1 aas of that the supreme court only is appointed by the Presi- 

en 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly; that is the proposition of which I 
was speaking. Our practice has always n, as I recollect it, 
under the laws which from time to time have been enacted for the 
government of the Territories, that the jndges of the supreme 
court should be a e by the President of the United States 
by and with the advice and consent of the Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. But if the Senator will allow me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator will allow me, the amendment 
proposes to appoint the judges of the supreme court and of the 
circuit courts. 

Mr. SPOONER, I doubt the wisdom of the amendment in that 
respect, but I am speaking of judges of the supreme court. I can 
see no earthly reason why, as Hawaii has become a part of the 
United States, in arranging for its judicial system, so far as the 
supreme court is concerned, we should depart from that theory 
which has governed us hitherto. 

Arizona and some of the other Territories, within our own part 
of this continent, within reach of our public opinion, inhabited 
by men who for many years have been citizens of the United 
States, are, so far as their judicial system is concerned, governed 
in this way. But I think since the Presidents of the United States 
have been more governed by the fair principle that the judges 
should be chosen an the Territories, there has been very little 
complaint and very little reason for complaint as to the character 
and the qualifications of the judges who have been appointed. 

One difficulty with us all is that Senators seem to treat Hawaii 
here now as sui generis in all respects. It is sui generis in some 
respects; it is unique in some respects. It was a republic. It is 
no longer a republic. It was an independent government. It is 
no longer an independent government. 

The Senator from Alabama spoke the other day about butcher- 
ing the republic by this legislation. We are not butchering the 
republic. The people of Hawaii butchered the republic, Mr. Pres- 
ident. They sought annexation with the United States, They 
had a propaganda in this country and able men throughont the 
country advocating, in the press and on the rostrum and every- 
where, the annexation of Hawaii to the United States. They en- 
tered into a treaty with the United States by the very terms of 
which, the moment it became effective, the republic of Hawaii 
was to die. 

Mr. MORGAN. It did not. It is living now. 

Mr. SPOONER. If it is living now, why do we not send a 
minister to it, as we did then? 

Mr. MORGAN. Imean it is living with all of its functions and 
powers except foreign relations. If the Senator—— 

The PRES ro tempore. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

. SPOONER. Lalways yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly, 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have a minister there in fact—at least we 
are paying him there right now—Mr. Sewall. He is no longer ac- 
credited as a minister, but he is now the executive agent of the 
President to communicate with this principality. 

Mr.SPOONER. That is another thing. It can not be an inde- 

ndent republic, of course, as it was once, and be a part of the 
United States. But when the resolution of annexation passed 
both Houses of Congress and was accepted, the republic of Hawaii 
as an independent political entity ceased to exist, and it became, 
by the resolution of annexation, a part of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply wanted to call attention to all there 
is of it as to its present existence, and that is to the provision of 
the annexation act continuing the situation until the legislative 
act was passed by Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER, Of course, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. I suppose that is what the Senator from Ala- 
bama means. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all I mean. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course no one will dispute that if by the 
acquisition of territory, it being taken out from under the do- 
minion of the government which theretofore had controlled it, all 
of its laws were to cease, there would be anarchy. So in all the 
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treaties it has been provided that until Congress should act the 
laws should continue in operation, and this resolution wisely pro- 
vided, necessarily provided, that until Congress should act the 
laws should continue in force and in operation. But they did 
not 

Mr. TELLER. They would continue anyhow. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, as a matter of international law. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know that they would continue, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Ilinois? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I shall have to beg pardon again for interrupt- 
ing without leave. 

r. SPOONER. Not at all. I always yield. 

Mr. CULLOM. I beg pardon of the President of the Senate, I 
mean. The laws not only would exist, but there would be nobody 
there to enforce them, unless the government that existed there 
when the annexation act was passed continued to exist; and so 
the government is existing as well as the laws in a sense. 

Mr. SPOONER. The resolution of annexation provided that 
the powers, civil, military, and judicial, necessary to the govern- 
ment of the island should be vested in such persons and exercised 
in such manner as the President should direct. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, and he continued it at his discretion, 

E ris SPOONER. Certainly. Now we are proviđing laws for 
awaii, 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Really, the laws that have been in force there 
were in force, strictly speaking, under our law annexing the 
islands to the United States. So it is no longer, Mr. President, an 
independent republic; it is a part of the United States; and we 
are proposing by this bill to erect it into a Territory of the United 
States. Ican very well see (and the commission and the commit- 
tee were obviously wise about that) that in proposing a code of 
laws for the Territory of Hawaii they should leave in force the 
laws which are peculiar to their conditions over there, the laws 
which are not inconsistent with the Constitution of the United 
States, the perpetuation of customs peculiar to that popie; to that 
climate, and to their former organization, property ngns, andall 
that. That is proper; that is necessary. To do anything else, if 
we had power, would be tyrannical and indecent. 

But, Mr. President, I am unable to see why, so far as their ju- 
dicial system is concerned, they should have any right to insist 
that the judicial system of the republic should be continued in 
this Territory, and that we should give to them, so far as their 
court of last resort is concerned, a Territory Mg Gare smaller in 
population than some of the old Territories of the United States, 
a system of judiciary different from that which we give to the 
Territories. 

Mr. CULLOM, Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
interrupt him? 

Mr. SPOONER, 5 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator, but I 
only want, as the Senator goes along talking about the situation, 
to say, in justice to those people, that so far as the commission 
know there was no determined purpose on the part of any of the 
pron of those islands to have one form of government different 

rom another, except that they did not want to be called a colony 
or be tonas a colony, and they did not want a commission to gov- 
ern them, 

Mr. SPOONER. We are not proposing tomakethem a colony. 

Mr. CULLOM. As to the supreme court, there was no particu- 
lar discussion, so far as I remember, as to whether they should 
be continued in office or the same establishment retained or not. 
The truth is, that no Senator ever had to deal witha 3 
that was so thoroughly desirous, apparently, of doing what seemed 
to be right as the people of those islands in reference to this Gov- 
ernment. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not question that, Mr. President. But 
are they a part of the United States? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. And we ought to bring them, as soon as we 
can, into harmony with the system which we apply to the other 
Territories of the United States, treating them as a part of this 
country, treating them no better so far as their judiciary is con- 
cerned than we treat the old Territories. I can conceive of no 
reason, and none certainly has been given, which would warrant 
the Senate in making an exception in respect to the supreme court 
in Hawaii to that which prevails in the other Territories of the 
United States. The President, of course, is to appoint the gover- 
nor. He appoints the governors of the other Territories. He ap- 
1 the judges of the supreme court in the other Territories. 

hy should he not appoint the judges of the supreme court in 
that Territory? They certainly can not complain that we treat 
them as a part of this country and of our own people by treating 
them as we treat the Territories on the mainland so far as the 
judicial system is concerned. 


Here is a eee, Mr. President, to authorize the governor 
ok the island to appoint the supreme judges, to make the decision 
of that supreme court in matter of life and death final, giving no 
appeal from that Territorial tribunal to any tribunal above it. 
That is not the law as to any other Territory. Why should it be 
as to this? Why should a man condemned to die in Arizona have 
a right to ap to a higher tribunal, and a man, an American 
citizen, if you please, condemned to die in Hawaii for a violation 
5 a 3 law have no appeal from the supreme court of that 
tate 

There was great force, to my mind, in the argument made by 
the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] in support of the 

roposition that peculiarly in the Territory of Hawaii ought the 
President of the United States to appoint these judges. Itis far 
away from us. The land ownership there is in the hands of afew, 
and in the hands of the rich; perhaps, as the Senator from Ala- 
bama intimated a few moments ago, in the hands of powerful men 
in California. It is largely a syndicate-controlled island. 

The senate which is to confirm these judges is a small senate. 
It is a senate of only 15 men. It is a senate in the election of 
whose members the e at ! have no voice. The natives of 
that island the men who were born there, the men who love it, 
the men whose home it is—even though they be intelligent, even 
though they can read and write, even though they be docile and 
kindly and gentle, have no voice, unless they have money, in the 
election of that senate which, in conjunction with the governor, 
is to appoint these important officers. It is not a contest of man- 
hood alone. It is a contest of manhood, of intelligence, and pro 
erty. The band of men who under this bill—and I am not Sartain 
that it could properly be changed—are to choose this senate, a ma- 
jority of whom will confirm or refuse to confirm the appointee of 
the governor, are comparatively small in number. 

I think it would be wiser for that whole people if we in this one 
particular adhere to the policy which has governed the Congress 
of the United States in establishing at least the supreme court of 
that Territory. The President can be trusted—not only this Presi- 
dent, but the Presidents who are to come after him. Ican hardly 
conceive it possible, Mr. President, that there will be an occupant 
of the White House who, remembering the history of that people, 
remembering how they came to us, keeping in mind their isola- 
tion, their distance from us, the peculiarities of their situation 
there, different in language and customs, and all that, would 
choose some broken-down politicians, possibly ignorant in the 
law, possibly bankrupt in integrity as well as in purse, to takeinto 
their hands the administration of justice as members of the su- 
preme court of the islands of Hawaii. 

But the President alone is not to appoint these judges. Ifthe 
amendment 8 by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
PLATT] shall be adopted, they are to pass the Senate of the United 
States. The President will appoint them by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate. Lamnotready to believe that the day will 
soon come when a Judiciary Committee of this body will be found 
willing to give their consent, or when the members of this body 
will be found willing to give their consent, to the confirmation of 
a judge, or a man for ajudgeof the supreme court of Hawaii, out 
of harmony with that pope and not in all respects fit to dis- 
charge those important duties. They can, it seems to me, in safe- 
pres their interests, be left much more safely to rely upon 
the President and upon the Senate for the confirmation of ap- 
pointments and the confirmation of proper men than upon the 
governor and of the little senate elected by a small band of prop- 
erty owners in Hawaii, which eight men control. . We all know 
how they would probably be elected and what, as a rule, their re- 
lation would be to the! property interests in Hawaii. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. ident, will the Senator from Wis- 
consin allow me to ask him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has painted such a graphic pic- 
ture of the dangers from this little oligarchy, or the senate that is 
to be elected by voters possessing a property qualification, that I 
should like to ask him if he is going to consent by voting to allow 
that provision in this bill to remain in it? 

Mr. SPOONER. That, the Senator will admit, has nothing 
whatever to do with the question which briefly I am discussing. 
I shall cross that bridge when we come to it, and endeavor to do, 
when we come to it, what I think is for the best interests of the 
people for whose benefit we are enacting this measure, 

I have nothing more to say, Mr, President. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, when I spoke of the republic of 
Hawaii as being in existence, of course I meant the government 
that is now in existence there, modified by the act of Congress; 
not that an independent republic exists there by any means, but that 
this republic exists there according to the terms and provisions 
of an act of the Congress of the United States; and in that sense, 
and to that extent, that all of the laws and constitutions of the 
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republic of Hawaii are in existence to-day and have been in exist- 
ence since the 12th day of August, 1898. 

That being so, what has taken place there? They have not had 
any pesene on seers a ane any laws ace this act 
was passe ongress; but the judiciary there have gone on 
and exercised all of their duties and powers; and I know as a 
matter of history that men have been hanged in Hawaii since the 
12th day of August, 1898, under the laws of that republic. I 
know, as I sta here the other day, that the indictments under 
which those men were hanged ran in the name of the republic of 
Hawaii, and so by the order of the President of the United States. 

We found when the commission went out there this govern- 
ment in full existence, in the full exercise of all of its authority; 
and the question that was presented to us was how far we should 
reduce or razee that government in every direction, so asto make 
it conform more nearly to the laws and the Constitution of the 
United States and to the prepossessions or the opinions of the peo- 
ple of the United States. Well, we tore it down and went as far 
as the commission thought they could in justice or in safety go, 
both in regard to the powers of the electors and also in regard to 
the judiciary and the executive departments of that government. 
It was a work of EONS labor to remodel that entire government. 
The committee did not feel that they would be authorized to ap- 

before the Government of the United States with anything 
ess than a system of laws fully written out for the government 
of Hawaii, taking those laws from the civil and penal codes of 
Hawaii, repealing such as we thought were in conflict with the 
laws and Constitution of the United States and many that we 
thought were in conflict with the public policy of the United 
States, and we have reported here and had printed in extenso all 
the laws that are retained. No Senator can justly complain that 
he can not understand the laws of Hawaii as they will exist when 
ig = is passed, for the reason that every statute is here plainly 
prin 

The preparation of this code of laws involved a great deal of 
labor and a great deal of care; and, as I have observed heretofore 
in this debate, it was gone over by the commission with extreme 
care, brought to the Committee on Foreign Relations, and exam- 
ined there with pres care in the last Congress and also in the 
present session of Congress, So, if there are any accidental omis- 
sions, if there are any difficulties or any changes that ought to be 
made, the commission and the Committee on Foreign Relations 
have not been able to discover them. The committee has done 
all that they knew how to do in the preparation of a system of 
laws upon which the republic of Hawaii could be changed into a 
Territorial government without destroying important and valu- 
able rights and interests in that Territory. 

The part of the bill which is objected to by the Senator from 
Connecticut is that which relates to the tenure and appointment 
of the judici of the islands, In the preparation of this meas- 
ure we also had reference to all the statutes of the United States 

izing the different Territories; and we found there, for in- 
stance, in regard to Arizona, that— 


The judicial power in Arizona shall be vested in a supreme court and such 
inferior courts as the legislative council may by law prescribe. 


Another part of this statute prescribes that— 

The supreme court of every Territory shall consist of a chief justice and 
two te 5 — any two of whom shall constitute a quorum, and they 
shall hold their offices for four years and until their successors are appointed 

ualified. They shall hold a term annually at the seat of government of 
the Territory for which they are respectively appointed. 

The law was consulted and observed in the preparation of this 
bill. The reasons that I had—I do not know what reason any 
other commissioner might have had—but the reason that influ- 
enced my action upon the subject of the method of appointing the 
judiciary was one that I have not heretofore chosen to express in 
a rt or on the floor of the Senate. 

I found in Hawaii, what I have just remarked about a while ago, 
that the great money power there was owned in California; that 
it was owned by corporations, some of which were organized in 
California and a few of them in Hawaii. It is so to-day. Claus 
Spreckels and the other moneyed men who hitherto have been in 

waii, who own very large portions of the islands, and now re- 
side in California, have all the rights and privileges of citizens of 
the State of California. 

I know another thing, that the money power in the United 
States controls the election of Presidents. I understand that per- 
fectly well, and we all understand it. I know that the influence 
of patronage in the election of the President of the United States 
is a very powerful and a very important matter, and I was satis- 
fied, and I am satisfied now, that if we pass this bill the judges 
of Hawaii will pass under the jurisdiction of the political agencies 
of this Government, and that the people of Hawaii will be con- 
sulted in regard to those judges on R to an extent that they have 
got some votes to cast, and in no other way, for the President of 
the United States or somebod 
else, It has got so now that 


else in convention or somewhere 
e casting of a vote by a Territory 


in a convention, Democratic or Republican, is as full an expres- 
sion of the influence of that Territory upon a Presidential election 
as if they had the right to vote in the electoral college. They make 
the nominations, and the nominations are always followed by the 
one party or the other, as either may be in the ascendency. 

I wanted to divorce, if I could, the judicial establishment in 
Hawaii from the political agencies in the United States, If that 
was a just and proper motive, that was what I wished. I have 
not wished that in the passing of that government into the con- 
trol of the Government of the United States there should be any 
temptation whatever to any President of the United States, 
whether he was a Democrat or whether he was a Republican, to 
appoint men in those islands as judges as a reward for their po- 
litical services to either party in the United States; and, Mr. 
President, I think Iam entirely justified in that attitude by the 
history of this country, and Iam certainly justified in it by the 
highest morals of political economy. 

passed through an experience of this kind, and I understand, I 
think, perhaps a little better than gentlemen who have not had 
such an experience, the principle that ought to control the Gov- 
ernment of the United States in action like this. The republic of 
Hawaii, being a government that to-day exercises every function 
and power of government within its own limits, as I observed, is 
precisely in the attitude that the State of Alabama was in and the 
State of Georgia was in when they were coupled together in a 
satrapy for the purposes of reconstruction. It was not declared 
when that reconstruction was introduced here into Congress that 
the States had lost their sovereign rights or their place in the 
American Union. That was not declared. But the Government 
of the United States took the control of them, and that control 
was absolutely unlimited. To such an extent was it carried that 
in my own State a lieutenant in the command of a military com- 
pany has gone into the circuit court while the judge was holding 
court, taken him off the bench, and locked him up in jail because 
he inflicted a fine u a drunken soldier who was in a row in the 
streets of Jacksonville, Calhoun County, Ala. 

That was the situation, which at the time was indescribably 
severe upon us. We did not sup , and I never thought, there 
was any constitutional justification for it at all. Nevertheless, 
Alabama, after she had seceded from the American Union, had 
not been represented in the Senate or in the House of Representa- 
tives up to that time, and this governmental reconstruction was 
imposed upon us, and we were compelled to accept it in order to 
get our representatives into this body and into the other House. 

Upon what principle did the Government of the United States 
proceed in doing that? They roceeded upon the idea that the 
State of Alabama, the State o rgia, and all the other Southern 
States had come under the supreme power and jurisdiction of 
Congress in so far as Congress had the right to send its military 
officers there to compel obedience to the laws of the United States 
enacted by this same Congress. 

Upon what predicate was that action based? It was upon the 
predicate that we had disassociated ourselves by our own act from 
the Government of the United States, and the laws of nations 
justified the Government of the United States in holding usin a 
state, Imay call it, of suspended animation as a State government, 
and of admitting us into the Union upon certain conditions which 
we were required to 3 and adopt; for instance, the ratifica- 
tion of the fourteenth and fifteenth amendments. 

Hawaii, when this act of annexation was and when she 
accepted it, was placed by your statute exactly in the same situa- 
tion. aah that in Hawaii the civil power of the Government of 
the United States was extended over that Territory through the 
act of the President instead of the mili 
tended by act of Con in 1866 and 1867, which I believe were 
the dates. Hawaii, therefore, to-day is in the situation that Loui- 
siana was, as I have heretofore observed, under the act approved 
by Mr. Jefferson, where, in virtue of international law, Louisiana 
was held subject to the jurisdiction and power of the Congress of 
the United States, and the President of the United States in that 
act—I do not know in that act by express terms, but in this act by 
express terms—the President of the United States has the power— 

Until Congress shall provide for the government of such islands all the 
civil, judicial, and military powers exercised by the officers of the existin, 
government in said islands shall be vested in such person or persons ani 
eau re exercised in such manner as the President of the United States shall 

Mr. SPOONER. And it was the same in Louisiana? 

Mr. MORGAN. It was the same in Louisiana. 

There we have it. There is no justification for that act of Con- 
gress in the Constitution itself, except so far as the Constitution 
of the United States has adopted the law of nations, and the law 
of nations, under the Constitution of the United States, by the 
declaration of the Supreme Court of the United States in many 
cases, and by the statement of the commentators on the laws of 
the United States, is a part of the law of the land. 

The law of nations is a part of the laws of the land. So, under 
the authority of the law of nations, Congress has so provided 


wer which was ex- 
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that what we call the zepute of Hawaii—that is to say, the 
government that exists in Hawaii to-day and has existed since the 
passage of this act—should remain in full force and operation as 
to its local laws, but the President of the United States should 
vest the jurisdiction and power that was provided in those local 
laws in such persons as he saw fit. Hecould have removed every 
man who was in office in Hawaii, if he had chosen to do so, and 
appointed citizens of the United States from any of the States or 

erritories to have gone there and to have executed this act of 
Congress. He has chosen to leave Hawaii in the condition in 
which Congress found it and left it also at the time of the passage 
of that act. 

T maintain that from that Hawaii had a just right to expect that 
the Government of the United States would treat her like she 
treated Alabama and Georgia when they might be admitted into 
the Union, we will call it, or to a Territorial form of government; 
that is to say, to provide for those people the preservation of all 
the rights and powers which they enjoyed at the time of annexa- 
tion, subject, however, to the laws, the Constitution, and the 
general public policy of the United States, 

If it is the general public policy of the United States—and this 
question was debated before the commission—that the judges of 
the courts there should be appointed by the President of the United 
States and that their tenure should be four years, then, Mr. Presi- 
dent, of course there can be a perfect justification on the part of 
Congress in mir Pah inas course; but that is not compulsory on 
the Congress of the United States. The Congress has a just dis- 
cretion about this matter, and it ought to exerciseit. The point 
I make about the tenure of office in the Hawaiian Islands, claim- 
ing that the judges of the supreme court ought to bein fora 
longer period of time than four years—it ought to be nine years, 
in my judgment—is that that is a peculiar legislative and judicial 
arrangement in Hawaii and that it requires men who have an 
understanding of the laws, the customs, the habits, and the his- 
tory of Hawaii, and, in a large part, of the language of the Ha- 
waiians, in order to comprehend exactly what a judge ought to 
know who is on the bench presiding in the most important of all 
questions that the mind of man can conceive of. That is my idea 
about the tenure of office. 

While it may do to appoint a judge of the supreme court of Ari- 
zona for four years, Arizona being under the common law, her 
people speaking the English language and being accustomed en- 
tirely to our institutions and laws—while that might be justified 
in Arizona, it is a very dangerous thing to do in Hawaii, in my 
judgment, and upon that proposition as to the tenure of office— 
that is the argument which I advance—it is a dangerous thing in 
tearing down that government and replacing it with a Territorial 
8 to go so far as to put our judges over them for so 

rief a period of time; and that, too, Mr. President, in connection 
with the fact that every judge whois appointed in every Terri- 
tory is appointed purely on political grounds, and on no other, in- 
duced me to try to break that record—and other gentlemen of the 
commission were also satisfied with it—and to have for those 
islands out there a different situation, a different condition. 

I do not want a politician from California or from New York 
or from anywhere else to go to the President and say: ‘‘Sir, I 
contributed a million dollarsto yourelection; I have got vast inter- 
ests in the islands of Hawaii, and I want you to appoint Mr. So- 
and-So a judge there, residing in Alabama or in Kentucky or in 
Michigan.” I want to divorce, disconnect, the judicial system of 
Hawaii from the possibility, so far as we can do so, of ha in- 
fluences of this kind to operate upon them. I do not want to 
leave the judicial system of Hawaii a prey to the politicians of 
the United States. 

A good deal of declamatory statement has been made here, and 
a good deal of defamatory statement also, in respect to the people 
of Hawaii, the classes who are to be admitted and those who are 
be excluded from voting for the 15 senators in those islands. A 
money qualification to vote annexed to a white man is an odious 
and an abominable thing. I believe in the right of every white 
man who has got moral status enough to cast an honest vote hav- 
ing the right to vote, without respect to his age, if he is over 21 

ears, and without respect to the ownership of property that he may 

ave, and without respect to his ability to read or write. That is 
my judgment about it. But in 58 this judgment how 
many of the States of this Union do Lassail in their policy? How 
many of the States of this Union have property qualifications for 
voting? How many of them have literary qualifications for vot- 
ing—qualifications that are accidental, that belong to the condi- 
tion of the man rather than to his natural powers and rights as a 
white man? How many States, I ask, have these qualifiations for 
voting? Quitealargenumber. And why should those States that 
now have property qualifications, literary qualifications, and vari- 
ous other qualifications come here to object to that limitation on 
that class of electors in Hawaii who are permitted to vote for sen- 
ators based upon the raana of property? 

What is the test in Hawaii, Mr. President? It is whether a man 
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is an indigent vagabond, who does not attempt to take care of his 
property or his family, who makes no accumulation, who does no 
work and does not want to work—a servile man, a man belonging 
to an inferior race of people—whether a man of that sort is a 
qualified elector. 

But now the Senate seems not to have reflected, seems not to be 
thinking about the real attitude of this question. What are we 
doing here to-day? We are not fixing permanent organic laws 
upon the Territory of Hawaii. These election laws are not per- 
manent organic laws at all; they are laws which may be modified 
by the subsequent action either of Congress or of the legislature. 

e take a community there that for the first time is to be brought 
in under the laws of the United States with the electoral privilege. 

Let me illustrate, Mr. President, for just a moment. I willtake 
Puerto Rico as my theme for the sake of the illustration. We have 
there nine hundred and odd thousand people. We will assume 
that one-fifth of them are men 21 years of age about the propor- 
tion we have in larger communities. Perhaps it is not so large 
there. We are supposed now to be preparing to enable those 
poopie to exercise for the first time in their existence the right of 

ocal self-government. Do we select the whole body of the people 
without reference to the age of 21? The Spanish age of eligibility 
to the electoral privilege is 20 years, not 21. Do we select the 
whole body of the male population, Spanish, negro, mestizo, and 
confer upon them the power to organize a government in Puerto 
Rico? Are we expected ever to do a thing of that kind? In the 
inauguration of representative government in Puerto Rico, as in 
Hawaii, where the subject is res integra, and in Hawaii, so far as 
we are concerned, just as it is in Puerto Rico, we select the men 
who put the government machinery into motion for the first time. 
In Hawaii we have the advantage of having men who for years 
and years, even back under the monarchy, have had training in 
this matter of considering governmental projects and voting upon 
them. We have that very great advantagein Hawaii. In Puerto 
Rico we have not got a man who has ever had the privilege of do- 
ing any act at all as a voter or a constituent or a factor in the 
idea of self-government. 

Now, we are making the selection; we are making it in Hawaii; 
we are not making it permanent; we are making it provisional; 
and the question is, Who will the Congress of the United States 
intrust, in the first instance, with the powers of local self-govern- 
ment to the extent they may go and form and organize a govern- 
ment in Hawaii, or commence the execution of a government in 
Hawaii? That is the question now before the Senate. If I had 
the honorable Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] there in 
Hawaii, with a pencil and a piece of paper in his hand, and had 
those people to pass in review before him, there is many a one he 
would strike out, to whom he would not intrust, as a member of 
the United States Senate, the power of organizing and conducting 
government in Hawaii. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I support the pro- 
vision about eae rty qualification for voting for senators. 

Mr. MORGAN. Very well; and if the Senator had the selec- 
tion of judges in Hawaii he would find men there who are thor- 
oughly competent, qualified by long training and eminent ability, 
for the discharge of those judicial functions, 

The Senator said that he had heard of some decisions in Hawaii 
by the supreme court that were peculiar. Questions are peculiar 
there, Mr. President, but there is no peculiarity in the decisions 
of Hawaii that is affected in any way in the world by personal 
incompetency or corruption. On the contrary, I have in my 
library the eleven books of the reports of the supreme court of Ha- 
waii, and I can cite you to instances in the Supreme Court of the 
United States where those decisions have been quoted on general 
topics of law, and quoted as authority. The judicial system of 
Hawaii is one that is admirable, and the records of the supreme 
court of the republic and the monarchy of Hawaii show its admi- 
rable qualities. 

The first time the supreme court was ever organized in Hawaii 
was by Kamehameha III, and he made himself the chief justice 
of the supreme court. The king conferred that honor upon the 
office that he himself sat on the bench with the associate justices, 
and from that time forward nothing has been so carefully consid- 
ered as the jurisdiction, the practice, and the conduct of the su- 
preme court and of the subordinate courts in those islands. So I 
should say that the Senator from Connecticut would find amongst 
those people a man more strictly eligible to a judgeship in those 
islands pues he would find in California or in Maine or in Con- 
necticut. 

Now, if you will put him into the office and let him stay there 
for nine years, which is not a long term for a judge of a supreme 
court to hold, that man will become identified with the people. 
He will understand the interests that are bearing upon that com- 
munity. He will understand the power that resides in California 
and rulesin Hawaii, He will understand and. if he is honest, he 
will appreciate the 3 of having the judicial establishment 
stand aloof from and be independent of this foreign power on the 
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coasts of the Pacific Ocean. In my judgment, these matters are 
so worthy of consideration that I did not feel at liberty to tear 
down a system which has a life tenure for supreme court judges 
and a tenure of six years for circuit court ju and reduce the 
tenure and transfer the appointment of the ju into the hands 
of a power which was entirely foreign and entirely distant toa 
great many e in Hawaii. j 

Suppose the dent of the United States were to select a 
really eminent, good man, whether he is a native Kanaka or 
whether he is a native-born white man, for there are many of 
that kind in Hawaii who have t all their lives on the island, 
who were born there, and who feel for that island the same 
triotic zeal that I trust I feel for the State of Alabama and the 
Government of the United States. Suppose such a man were ap- 

ted by the President of the United States and were to come 

ore the Senate and hear the rabid, vicious, defamatory, horri- 
ble explosions of wrath and denunciation and 3 and dis- 
ust that have been uttered by Senators on this floor in this de- 
Bate, would we expect a fair consideration from the Senate under 
such denunciations of a man who belongs to that abhorred race or 
that abhorred region of the world? Sir, I should say that a gentle- 
man from Hawaii who, after e the debates here to-day, 
would be willing tosubmit himself tothe jurisdiction of this hoas 
would be either a very bold or a very bad man—one of the two. 
The demonstrations made here are entirely foreign, entirely an- 
tagonistic, and ferociously opposed to any conception that there 
can be either morality or law or justice in the Hawaiian Islands 
or that those people are entitled to any consideration whatever. 

I said to the Hawaiians, when I first went there, If you want 
justice in the Government of the United States, stand your ground 
and apply for admission as a State into the American Union, where 
your Senators can come upon this floor, and in the other House 

our Representatives can come and take care of your interests; 
or if you throw yourself into the hands of a foreigner and that 
foreigner is influenced in his conduct toward you by prejudice and 
passion or by the baneful effect of tical power bought with 
money, you will be in a serious condition hereafter, and you will 
live to lament tho fact that ever you consented to become a part 
of the United States of America.” Mr. President, no warning 
could have prevented the Hawaiians from coming here. Those 
ple have as assiduously and as continuously celebrated the birth- 
a of American independence for fifty years as we have. They 
have never allowed a Fourth of July occasion to pass that they did 
not bring out the banners of the United States and hold their 
feasts and festivals in honor of our independence. 

Those missionaries who went there, who seem to have lived to 
receive the opprobrium that is due only to the worst class of men 
that ever existed, infused into those people the first idea of liberty, 
the first conception of Christianity. They were their teachers. 
They translated the Bible into their language. Theirs was a 
spoken lan „consisting of an alphabet of thirteen letters, 
nearly all of them yowels, and afew consonants. The mission- 
aries translated the Bible into their language, formed the grammar 
and dictionary of the , taught it in schools, so that the 
laws were not only written, but printed, in Hawaii and in the 
Hawaiian tongue, and built up for them from the foundation 
stone to its splendid majestic attitude that wonderful combina- 
tion of ple in Hawaii which, after all, grew into a republic. 
They did not usurp republican ideas or doctrines or principles 
and force them upon an unwilling multitude, but the whole peo- 
ple were inspired by the love for repu buean institutions, out of 
vsin “ited this celebration annually of our natal day, the 4th 

yo y. 

A people in that condition have the right to expect at our hands 
something besides abuse. Let some man point outa defect in the 
government of Hawaii, some corruption, some mismanagement, 
some abuse of trust or powers then I will be prepared to hear him 
with patience; but when if comes to the mere question as to 
whether the Hawaiian government has consented to make labor 
treaties and labor contracts to get her sugar-cane fields established 
there, and when that question runs off into a mock idea of liberty 
and justice and righi, I am prepared to say that the people of 
Hawaii are misjudged upon that question, If they have been 
wrong about it, it is because they have been overruled by powers 
that were outside of Hawaii, most of them in California, for the 
purpose of enabling the sugar planters to get the labor of Japan 
and China upon their s estates. 

Now as to Japan. A Japanese has as much right to make a la- 
bor contract with a man in the United States as a German has. 
They would both have a full right to do that but for the prohibi- 
tion of our laws. A man can make a labor contract witha sub- 
ject of Japan to go to Germany or England or France to work, 

ut he can not do it as to the United States, because we prohibit 
it. That is the only reason for it. Hawaii, consulting her own 
interests, was not bound to prohibit such contracts. Nor was her 
conduct in making treaties for the be of getting those people 
into the islands todo work in the slightest degree immoral or in- 
correct in political economy. 


It turned out to be a serious evil, because the influences which 
started this labor business in Hawaii have pressed it entirely too 
far. But now we propose to extend this act so as to repeal all 
those laws. Itisa poa repeal of all those laws; and also we 
extend over those islands the laws and Constitution of the United 
States in full force, so that there is not a shred of a contract left 
standing in Hawaii if it is opposed to the laws of the United 
States. There were contracts in existence there at the time of 
annexation, but the labor contracts were not preserved, because 
they were opposed to the policy of the United States declared in 
law, and no contract which is opposed to the public policy of the 
United States Government as declared by the law can valid 
after the passage of this act. 

But contracts have been made since, and the amendment of the 
Senator from Massachusetts, I believe, invalidates those contracts. 
That amendment in its nt form is an outrage upon the Con- 
stitution of the United States, for the reason that men have made 
contracts in Hawaii with companies in sence for the purpose of 
importing labor. Those contracts can not be, or ought not to be, 
invalidated by any act of Congress. So far as the Ja citi- 
zen is concerned, he ought not to be subjected to the ews which 
were not in force at the time those contracts were made. But so 
far as the contract itself is concerned, liow can we afford to say 
that contracts which were valid, made since the 12th day of ty Pre 
1898, shall be made inyalid by the operation of positive law? 
There we are cutting into the arrangements of those men, not in 
8 chiefly in California, and who caused those contracts 

e. 

We are cutting into them in such a way as would be utterly 
disastrous if we had any power to do it. e are merely raising 
questions that we have no power to enforce, for I take it that 
after all the Supreme Court of the United States, when it comes 
to sound this question to the bottom, will hold that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States o tes as a prohibition upon Congress 
to invalidate any contract that was valid at the time it was made, 
Ithink so, Thatis a point which hasnever been exactly decided, 
but it certainly has not been decided against the proposition I ad- 
vance. ; 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator from Alabama allow me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does not the Senator understand that it is a 
fundamental principle of equity jurisprudence that the sy ere 
55 of a contract for personal service will not be enforced 

y. 


a court of 80 

Mr. MORGAN. Lou can not enforce the specific performance 
of a contract 1 service in any court. 

Mr. SPOON That is right. That is one branch of the 
amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Only one branch, and that I am in favor of, 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me ask the Senator another question. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it at all in harmony with our sense of right 
or theory of p iad ere that a violation of a contract for personal 
service shall be criminally punished? _ 
ee ee Not at all. I opposed all those laws in the 

u 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the second branch of the amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the two are all that is embraced in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; I think not. I think the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts cuts down every contract in rela- 
tion to the subject of the importation of labor under contract. 
There are some of them, I think, of very great magnitude, the 
largest of them, the most important of them, held in California. 

. CHILTON. It would be constitutional to interfere with 
contracts so far as future importations of people are concerned? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. That is cut off ause the laws of 
the United States prohibit it absolutely. 

Mr. CHILTON. That is right. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not only a void act, but a criminal act 
under the policy of the United States. 

Mr. CHILTO . So, even if contracts existed, they could be 
interfered with to that extent at least? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oh, yes. As this bill leaves the laws of the 
United States and Hawaii no man has any more right to import 
Japanese into Hawaii under contract than he has to import a 
German or a Frenchman into Maine or Massachusetts under con^ 
tract to labor. 

Mr. SPOONER. That statement I think is true, but that fol- 
lows from the bill. It does not follow from the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the amendment of the Senator from 
Massachusetts very much further and seeks to make a Con- 


gressional invalidation of contracts for personal service held in 
those islands. 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will permit me, the amendment 
provides that no proceeding shall be maintained specifically to 
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enforce any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for per- 
sonal service or to criminally punish a violation thereof. That is 
the amendment. 7, 

Mr. MORGAN. The repeal of the statutes on that subject in 
Hawaii and the introduction of the laws of the United States cover 
the whole case absolutely and make the amendment unnecessary. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam speaking of that amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. I think the amendment in the lan in 
which it is couched is a 3 one to personal rights and pri- 
vate interests there that are legitimate. But I do not care to stop 
the course of my argument upon this matter to enlarge upon that 
point. I am addressing myself entirely to the question of the 


judiciary. j ę 
"Mr. SPOONER. I beg the Senator’s pardon for interrupting 


Mr. MORGAN. Butin to the enforcement of the law 
restricting immigrafion from China and restricting labor-contract 
immigration from Japan and India or Australia or anywhere else, 
ought there not to be in the islands of Hawaii a jurisdiction that 
has unquestionable power to dea) with that question? Now, the 
jurisdiction that is conferred in this bill or the jurisdiction that 
was conferred in the statute giving the power to the reme 
court of the Territory is not adequate to these two questions to 
which Ihave just adverted—the restraint and the control of immi- 
gration from China, which is prohibited, and all contract-labor 
immigration from Japan or any other country. The difficulty we 
have in restricting Chinese immigration is that it has scat- 
tered itself along the whole coast of the United States and even 
around to north of the British boundary and perhaps south of the 
boundary with Mexico, and the persons who are prohibited from 


coming in here from China have percolated through these bound- | bo 


ary lines, and we have had to exercise a good dealof vigilance and 
to employ a number of officers in order to check and prevent an 
influx of Chinese, and the courts have had to exercise a very ear- 
nest power I was about to say arbitrary power, and it would be 
arbitrary but for the statute in the control of this immigration. 
Now, sir, can we have a better protection against these two 
evils—for they are so declared by the national law—than to have 
at Hawaii, a point where all these ships touch, a district court of 
the United States fully empowered by our statutes to deal with 
this question; and if we have a district court, is it not one that 
naturally and necessarily is independent of all local influences in 
Hawaii which might be in favor of the admission of Chinese im- 
migration for the sake of its labor and of labor-contract immi- 
gration from Japan? Where is therea point in the United States 
where the power of the district court would be more available or 
more useful or more necessary than in Hawaii for this very pur- 


Then we will take up the importation of diseases from the 
Orient, that bop pesthouse, that bed of generation of all the 
great dreads that ever visit humanity—the bubonic plague, chol- 
era, the black plague, or whatever it is. In the approach of ships 
to the United States there ought to be an establishment of quar- 
antine in Hawaii subject to the power and control of a Federal 
court, so that the authority of the United States might there be 
felt, far out from the land, and the importation of diseases might 
be stopped at that favorite possession. If the Philippines after a 
while become in a condition where the men who have annexed 
those islands are willing to take care of the interests of the United 
States and the local population, if it gets into shape, which I 
hope it will do very soon, we will find an absolute necessity for a 
court of this kind at Manila; and with a court of that kind at 
Manila and another one at Honolulu, and with the district courts 
that are on the coast above it there, we shall have our coasts re- 
markably well guarded, so far as the exercise of the judicial 
power of the United States is concerned, and but for that power 
we would not have them guarded at all. 

I will not go over the argument I made upon this question yes- 
terday, and yet it is an inviting field tome. I wish to say to the 
Senator from Connecticut and the Senator from Wisconsin that if 
they feel in conscience bound to reduce the tenure of the supreme 
court judges in Hawaii to four years and are willing to assume 
the expense of the judicial establishment there that they have pro- 
vided for in the amendments that are po , if the Senators 
will withdraw their objection to this Federal court and let it stand 
there, I will feel that the people of the United States and its Gov- 
ernment have got a protection there that can not be exercised 
properly and completely by these local courts of four years’ tenure 
in Hawaii. Let us have in that part of the earth of which we are 
now taking jurisdiction and control a judicial establishment that 
is in some sense adequate to the wants of this great nation. 

Shall we have supreme or circuit judges in the Territory, with 
short tenures of office, and have come before them all these great 
questions of admiralty law and maritime contracts, collisions, and 
questions about violations of the customs laws and the internal- 
revenue laws? Shall we impose upon those courts, thatarenowfull 
of business and have all the work they can do, the difficulty of con- 


ducting this administration of justice in which the United States 
as a Government is so conspicuonsly and immediately concerned? 


Shall we pack it upon them and trust to a poor, weak, frail estab- 
lishment the adjudication of all these great questions which must 
necessarily arise in Hawaii in consequence of its isolated position? 

We are going very far indeed, if, consulting the past, we deter- 
mine in our own minds that we will not grow or improve or in- 
crease it in any direction at all, and if we conclude that a court 
that is fit for Arizona, in the great American desert, is really fit 
for Hawaii, out in the bosom of the Pacific Ocean, 2,000 miles 
from us. Perhaps we can agree about that, but as a member of 
this commission and as a member of the Committee on e 
Relations, after this subject has been so maturely consid 1 
can not consent to do less than to have the Senate understand the 
whole field and vote upon it, as far as I am able to imform them, 


intelligentlx. 

Mr. CULLOM. The. Senate is thin. I do not know 

whether there is a quorum here or not. Idoubt if there is, but 
. TILLMAN. The Senator can find out by having a call of 
the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is evident the Senate does not desire to vote 
upon the question to-night, and I am inclined to think we may as 
well adjourn. 

Mr. MORGAN. I hope the Senator from Illinois will ask for a 
day to decide this matter. Senators will never be in their seats 
until a day is appointed. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould be very glad to have a day fixed when 
we can di of the case, if if is possible to do so. 

Mr. KRELL. This is not an appropriate time to fix a day 
bya Foe aia TEE T agreement by which all Senators will be 


und. 
Mr. MORGAN. We have been doing it all the time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Would there be any objection to such an ar- 
rangement? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let it be done in the morning, when Sena- 
tors are all present, so that all Senators may hear and understand 
the agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless there is a disposition to have an execu- 
tive session, I will move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. TILLMAN. {I want to offer an amendment to the bill, so 
that I can haveit printed and in shape for Senators to examine. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). It 
will be in the form of an amendment to the amendment, 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, sir. It is a separate amendment to a 
separate and distinct part of the bill. It is not to the particular 
part under discussion now. I wish to offer it and get it in mae 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, by 
unanimous consent the amendment will be received. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to strike out sections 59, 60, 61, and 62 
of the bill dealing with the question of e, and to substitute 
therefor the provisions of the 3 constitution of the State of 
South Carolina dealing with the same subject, including the reg- 
istration laws of our State. 

As the subject of the suppression of the colored vote in South 
Carolina has been brought minently inéo this discussion, and 
as I have nothing to conceal and am of nothing in con- 
nection with it, and in order to give it the very widest possible 
circulation, I ask that the parts that I have marked here, which I 
offer as an amendment, from the constitution of our State and the 

of the bill which I ask to be stricken out shall be published 
in the RECORD in el columns, and let the people of the United 
States who read the RECORD see just what is being p here 
in the way of suppression of votes in the Hawaiian Islands and 
compare it with the South Carolina methods. I think we have 
3 on it down there somewhat, but, then, that is my opinion. 
I should like to Ne it before the country, however. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina desires to have printed 9 amendment. If there is no 
objection, the amendment vill be printed and lie upon the table 


for future consideration. 

Mr. I Want it printed in the RECORD also, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will also be 
printed in the Recorp. That is the understanding of the Chair. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I hope the Senator will not ask 
to have them printed in parallel columns, as I do not want to get 
that practice in the RECORD. The Senator does not care for that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have no objection to the two going in one 
after the other. Let the provisions of the Hawaiian bill precede 
the provisions of the South Carolina constitution, and then people 
can com them. 

The amendment proposed by Mr. TILLMAN is as follows: 

Beginning on page 23 of the bill, strike out sections 59, 60, 61, 
and 62 in the following words: 


Sec. 59. That each voter for resentatives may cast as many votes as 
elected 7 Xistrict in 


there are representatives to be from the representative 
which he is entitled to vote. He may cast them all for one representative, or 
may a them among the several representatives in such manner as he 
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pons St: Provided, however, That any fractional division of a vote shall be 


void. 
The required number of candidates receiving the highest number of votes 
piri the respective representative districts shall be the representatives for such 


QUALIFICATIONS OF VOTERS FOR REPRESENTATIVES. 
Sec. 60. That in order to be qualified to vote for representatives a person 


First. Be a male citizen of the United States. 

Second. Have resided in the Territory not less than one year preceding 
and in the representative district in which he offers to register not less than 
three months immediately preceding the time at which he offers to register. 

Third. Have attained the of 21 years. 

Fourth. Prior to each regular election, during the time prescribed by law 
for registration, have caused his name to be entered on the register of voters 
for mtatives for his district. 

Fifth. Prior to such registration have paid, on or before the 3ist day of 
March next preceding the date of registration, all taxes due by him to the 
government. 

Sixth. Be able to speak, read, and write the English or Hawaiian language. 

METHOD OF VOTING FOR SENATORS. 


Sec. 61. That each voter for senators may cast one vote only for each sent 
ator to be elected from the senatorial district in which he is entitled to vote. 
The required number of candidates 8 highest number ot votes 
in the respective senatorial districts shall be the senators for such district. 
i QUALIFICATIONS en FOR SENATORS. 

Sec. 62. That in order to be qualified to vote for senators a person mus- 
all the qualifications ana be subject to all the conditions required by 

this act of muen 5 8 and, in 1 ene = 8 
an own real property e Territory of the 
— Sah not less than $1,000, and upon which 1 taxes shall ha bas 


ve been paid 
on that valuation for the yar next precedin; 


he one in which such person 


offers to register, or have actually ved a money income of not less 
than $600 during the year next precediffy the Ist day of April next precedin 
the date of each registration. g 


And insert in lieu thereof the following: : 


Src. —. All elections by the Lees shall be by ballot, and elections shall 
never be held or the ballots counted in secret. 

Seo. —. Every qualified elector shall be eligible to any office to be voted 
for, unless d ed by age, as prescri in this constitution. But no 

rson shall hold two offices of honor or profit at the same time: Provided, 
ding another office may at the same time be an officer in 


blic 
tate, otherwise qualified. 
(b) Registration, which shall provide for the enrollment of every elector 
also an enrollment during each and every year of 
Sector. rovisions of this 
anuary 1, 1898, a 
thon, who can read any section in this constitution . 


registration officer, shall be entitled to reg 
separate record of all persons rogistorod before January 1, 1898, sworn to by 


bruary 1, 1 and 
ualified electors unless disqualified by 


@ certificate of the clerk of court or 
secre of state shall tab 
citizens to any subsequent registration and the franchise under the limita- 


tions herein imposed. 

(d) Any person wh l apply for registration after Jan 1, 1898, if 
otherwise qualified, be registered: Provided, That he can both read and 
write any section of this constitution submitted to him by the ration 
officer or can show that he owns, and has paid all taxes collectible during the 
previous year on property in this State assessed at or more. 

(e) Managers of elections shall require of every elector offering to vote at 
any e ion, before allowing him to vote, proof of the payment of all taxes, 
inclu poll tax, assessed against him and collectible during the previous 

production of a certificate or of the receipt of the officer author- 
to collect such taxes shall be conclusive proof of the payment thereof. 

(t) The general assembly shall provide for issuing to each duly red 
elector a certificate of tion, and shall provide for the renewal of such 
certificate when lost, mu 
ified elector under the N of this constitution, or if he has been regis- 


tion shall have the right to appeal to 
the court of common pleas, or any judge thereof, and. thence to the supreme 
court, to determine ri 


ht to vote under the limitations imposed in this 
article, and on such appeal the hearing shall be de novo, and the general as- 
sembly shall provide by law for such a and for the correction of illegal 


= fraudulent registration, voting, and all other crimes against the election 


ws. 
a —. The following persons are disqualified from being registered or 
voting: 
F See ty a convicted of burglary; araon, ae r 
er mses, perjury, forgery, robbery, ys rx. Yy, 
2 house ing. 8 stolen breach of trust with 
fraudulent intent, fornication, sodomy, incest, assault with intent to ravish, 
miscegenation, larceny, or crimes against the election laws: Provided, That 
the pardon of the governor shall remove such disqualification. 
Second. Persons who are idiots, insane, paupers supported at the public 
„ and persons confined in any public — ae 
EC. —. For the purpose of voting, no a shall be deemed to have 
gained or lost a residence by reason of his presence or absence while em- 
loyed in the service of the United States nor while engaged in the naviga- 
Hon of the waters of this State or of the United States or of the high seas 
nor while a student of any institution of ng. 
provide by law for the 


ng goods or money un- 
r 


learni 


BEC. —. The gen assembly tion of 
all qualified electors, and shall prescribe the manner of holding elections and 
of ascertaining the results of the same: Provided, That at the first ra- 


tion under this constitution and until the Ist of January, 1898, the registration 
shall be conducted by a board of three discreet persons in each county, to be 
a ted by the governor, by and with the advice and consent of the senate. 

or the first registration to be provided for under the constitution the reg- 
istration books shall be kept open for at least six consecutive weeks and 


from time to time at least one week in each month up to thirty 
the first election to be held under this constitution. 
shall be public records, open to the inspection of any 


EC. —. The general assembly shall provide for the establishment of 
ing precincts in the several counties of the State, and those now ex 
shall so continue until abolished or changed. Each elector shall be u 
to vote at his own precinct, but provision shall be made for his transfer to 
another precinct upon his change of residence. 

Sec. —. The general assembly shall provide by law for the regulation of 
party primary elections and punishing fraud at the same. 

Sec. —. The registration books shall close at least thirty days before an elec- 
tion, during which time transfers and registration shall not legal: Pro- 
vided, That persons who will become of age during that period shall be entitled 
to registration before the books are closed. 0 


Mr. CULLOM. Unless there is a disposition to have an execu- 
tive session, I will move an adjournment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to have an executive 
session. I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of 
executive business. 

The motion was a d to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o'clock and 
50 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, February 
26, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 24, 1900. 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 


Francis H. Parker, of Connecticut, to be attorney of the United 
States for the district of Connecticut, vice Charles W. Comstock, 
whose term will expire April 1, 1200. 

COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS, 


Herbert Morissey, of Massachusetts, to be collector of customs 
for the district of Plymouth, in the State of Massachusetts, to suc- 
sis erg W. Andrews, whose term of office has expired by 

imitation. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 24, 1900. 
INDIAN AGENT. 


Joseph O. Smith, of Cortez, Colo., to be agent for the Indians of 

the Southern Ute Agency in Colorado. 
POSTMASTERS, 

Isaac Dyer, to be tmaster at Skowhegan, in the county of 
Somerset and State of Maine, 

Nathaniel A. Burnell, to be postmaster at Cumberland Mills, 
in the county of Cumberland and State of Maine. < 

Lancetta L. Byram, to be postmaster at Liberty, in the county 
of Union and State of Indiana. 

James W. Danser, to be postmaster at Freehold, in the county 
of Monmouth and State of New Jersey. 7 

Edward Burroughs, to be postmaster at Metuchen, in the county 
of Middlesex and State of New Jersey. 

George A. Herrick, to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Somerset and State of Maine. 

Grant Coats, to be tmaster at Rockford, in the county of 
Mercer and State of Ohio. 

Emil O. Ellison, to be postmaster at Lamoure, in the county of 
Lamoure and State of North Dakota. 

Rufus Daggett, to be ter at Utica, in the county of 
Oneida and State of New York. 

Charles E. Welch, to be postmaster at Phoebus, in the county 
of Elizabeth City and State of Virginia. 

E. Hipple, to be postmaster at Conshohocken, in the 

county of 3 and State of Pennsylvania. 

Charles H. Ellsworth, to be postmaster at Hudson, in the county 
of Summit and State of Ohio, 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
SATURDAY, February 24, 1900. 


The House met at llo’clock a.m. Prayer bythe Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
5 of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of House bill 8245. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, it ismy intention 
to discuss this bill, the law applicable to it, and the questions that 
Davo grom out of the acquisition of new territory by the United 
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In the case of Puerto Rico 
THE FACTS, 

in brief, are that while the military forces of the United States 
were in occupancy of the island the Paris treaty was made and 
ratified by which the island was ceded to the United States by 
Spain. erefore, as a matter of law and fact Puerto Rico be- 
longs to the United States and is as much a part thereof as Ari- 
zona. 

Puerto Rico certainly is not now a Spanish ion or depend- 
ency, and it is equally certain that the island is not an independ- 
ent State or sovereignty. Confessedly, if it be a possession of any 
other world power or an independent State, the United States has 
no authority or right to FERIE in regard to the island. And as 
an inducement for this as ys to do justice to Puerto Rico let 
us not forget that the people in that island have welcomed the 
dominion of the United States and now ask that Congress pass 
all necessary laws for them and the island that Congress may 
enact, having due regard for the Constitution, its authority, and 
its limitations. 

THE PLANS PROPOSED FOR THE GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO 


are su ted in— 

: (1) The President's recent message to Congress, 
t is— 

our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States and 

Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets; 

(2) The bill introduced on January 19, 1900, by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. Payne], the leader of the majority on this 
floor, in which it is sought ‘‘to extend the laws relating to cus- 
toms and internal revenue over the island of Puerto Rico ceded to 
the United States,” so that there might be a free interchange of 
the products of our States and the products of Puerto Rico; 
pi: The bill (H. R. 5466) introduced bythe gentleman from Iowa 

y 


where he says 


r. LACEY] and the joint resolution (H. J. Res. 115) introduced 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS], which furnish 
peculiar schemes of military government with some sort of subor- 
dinate civil attachments; and 

(4) The bill introduced by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
PE which frames a complete Territorial form of government 
for that island—such a government as the Constitution author- 

izes and such a government as the people of Puerto Rico desire. 
THE BILL NOW UNDER CONSIDERATION és 


is entitled A bill to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for 
other purposes,” and it provides (1) that the customs laws of the 
United States shall apply to Puerto Rico to the extent that upon all 
articlesimported into that island from ports other than those of the 
United States the same tariffs, customs, and duties shall be paid as 
are now by law collected upon articles imported into the United 
States from foreign countries; (2) that upon the passage of this 
act all merchandise coming into the United States from Puerto 
Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from the United States shall 
be entered at the several ports of entry npon payment of 25 per 
cent of the duties which are required to levied, collected, and 
paid upon like articles of merchandise imported from foreign 
countries, and in addition thereto, upon articles of merchandise 
of domestic manufacture, and upon articles of United States 
manufacture coming into Puerto Rico, customs duties equal in 
rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax which may be im- 
posed in Puerto Rico upon the same articles of Puerto Rican 
manufacture; and (3) that the customs duties collected in Puerto 
Rico in pursuance of this act. less the cost of collecting same, 
and the gross amount of all collections of customs in the United 
States upon articles of merchandise coming from Puerto Rico 
shall not be covered into the general fund of the Treasury, but 
shall be held as a separate fund, and shall be placed at the dis- 
posal of the President, to be used for the government and benefit 
of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by law. 

THE AUTHORITY OF CONGRESS TO LEGISLATE FOR TERRITORIAL POSSESSIONS 
is found in Article IV, section 3, paragraph 2, of the Constitution, 
which reads: 

+ ore ere shall neve 8 = Simm poe = and me rete Poke on 

n Ə rer ry or other 
United States: and nothing in this Constitution shall be A n seird as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States or of any particular State. 

Or this authority to regulate or govern new territory is derived 
as an inseparable incident to the right of the United States to ac- 
quire territory. This power is stated by Chief Justice Marshall 
in the case of Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 542) as 
follows: 

Perhaps the power of governing a Territory belongin Uni 
which Hy not Ey bosoms nga State 5 the —.— . 
may result necessarily from the facts that it is not within the jurisdiction 
of any particular State and is within the power and jurisdiction of the United 
States. The right to govern may be the inevitable consequence of the right 
to acquire territory, Whichever may be the source whence the power is 
derived, the possession of it is unquestioned. * In legislatin For them 
eee exercises the combined powers of the general and of a State gov- 
ernment. 


This bill neither disposes of nor regulates the territory or other 
property belonging to the United States. It amounts necessarily to 


an exercise of the power eee and is kindred to all the powers 


to govern the Territory and its population because derived from 
the same source. It taxes, and as the power to tax is the highest 
power of government and is founded upon sovereignty, this bill, 
if enac into law, is one way of declaring by Congress, follow- 
ing the treaty and cession made and obtained by the Executive 
andthe Senate, that Puerto Rico is a part of the territory of the 
United States, to be dealt with by Congress, and entitled to the 
benefits of certain self-operating principles of the Constitution. 
Tt is a pretense to say that the setting apart of the customs duties 
derived under this bill as a special fund to be used by the Presi- 
dent for the government and benefit of Puerto Rico is a regula- 
tion of territory. And for two reasons: First, because the customs 
duties are to be derived not solely from articles imported from for- 
eigncountries, but also from duties im upon articles exported 
from the United States into Puerto Rico as well; and, second, the 
lacing of a special fund at the disposal of the President as the 
mmander in Chief of the Army and Navy is not the regulation of 
territory. This bill is a tax measure and a questionable appropria- 
tion of money to be used by the military arm of the Government. 
No provision is made in it or by this appropriation for any 
government or regulation of Puerto Rico other than such regula- 
tion and government as the Commander in Chief is now enforcing, 
and this appropriation can not be the clothing of the Commander 
in Chief with any powers that the Constitution has not conferred or 
that Congresshasnotalready given. Inshort, Mr. Chairman, this 
bill is not a regulation of territory, and if it be any re tion at 
all it is not entirely intra territorial, but it is extra territorial and 
affects the States of the Union as well as this particular Territory 
orisland. The framers of the Constitution never intended that 
the States of the Union should be so discriminated against in favor 
of any Territory, and this power to regulate or govern a Ter- 
ritory, whether the power is expressed or implied, can not be so 
construed as to bring this bill within the constitutional purview, 


CONGRESS HAS NO POWERS EXCEPT THOSE WHICH ARE CONFERRED 


directly or ce nar by the Constitution, and this is trne under 
every canon of construction adopted by any court in the history 
of American jurisprudence. The Federal Government has no 
power to tax any Territory except in cases provided by an express 
grant of power, or where the authority can be implied as a neces- 
sary incident of the express power—necessary for the execution 
of that which is expressly conferred. The States, acting through 
their 2 wrote the Constitution; and the States, when they 
adopted the Constitution, formed the United States and fixed the 
Constitution as the guide forever for this Government, and there 
is and there can be no Federal Government outside of the Consti- 
tution. And while it is a Government of delegated powers, it is 
a Governmant also of limited powers. It is unnecessary to cite 
the tenth amendment to the Constitution or any other provision 
of that instrument to support so plain a popoean: 

The Federal Government can act in all cases where itis author- 
ized to act, but it can not actin any case where the authority is 
withheld or not granted, or where prohibited. It is as much a 
government of limitations asof authority. It has powers, but re- 
straints are imposed upon its powers. Thisis true of the Govern- 
ment as a whole. It is true of each of the three coordinate depart- 
ments of the Government. Congress may not do anything except 
what it is expressly or by fair implication in the Constitution 
authorized todo. Itis limited bythe reserved rights of the States, 
by the prohibitions of the Constitution, and by the principle that 
no department of the Federal Government can encroach upon the 
domain of any other department, and by the principles that under- 
lie the American theory of government. 

The Federal Government can not be a government of a written 
constitution when considering its relations to the States, and an 
absolutism, unbound by the Constitution, when legislating in ref- 
erence to matters beyond the limits of the States. 

To the student of our American system of government—the State 
and the Federal—a review of the powers of and the limitations 
upon the Federal Government should never become wearisome. 
To the conscientious member of this House who desires to observe 
that instrument which he has sworn to support a discussion of 
the provisions of the Federal Constitution in the consideration of 
any pending measure ought not to beabstract. Mr. Chairman, 
if the United States is not a government controlled in all cases by 
a written constitution, may it not become arbitrary and despotic 
whenever the agencies through which it acts elect to invoke the 
doctrine of inherent power? Where and how are the powers of 
the Federal Government conferred? In and by the Constitution 
and its amendments which was and were ratified by the States, 
each acting in its individual and sovereigncapacity. In no other 
way could the Constitution have been adopted, and in no other 
way can it be amended, either by subtraction or addition. If this 
be not true, then where does the Government of the Constitution 
begin and where will it end? This Congress must look to the Con- 
stitution for the authority to pass any pending measure, and must 
not forget prohibitions and limitations, 
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This new idea of ‘inherent 3 ” and of “plenary pow- 
ers,” of which we have heard much in this debate, ought not to 
drive a member of this House from the observance of Consti- 
tution and those principles by which it has always been or ought 
to. have been interpreted. The argument of necessity or of expe- 
diency, however subtlety may clothe it or the genius of refine- 
ment may maintain it, can not derogate the manifest purpose of 
the Constitution or the intention of the statesmen by whom it was 
framed. It is true that Congress is not like the British Parlia- 
ment; and, Mr. Chairman, I refer to this because in the progress 
of this debate this Government has been likened by some mem- 
bers on the other side of the House to the British Parliament, and 
the powers of Congress have been alleged to be similar in some re- 
spects to those exercised by the British Parliament. The Parlia- 
ment is a sovereign and constituent assembly. 


It can— 

To quote an English writer (Bryce)— 
make and unmake any and every law, change the form of t or the 
quoceéalon to the Crows, interfere with the course i , extinguish the 
sacred private rights of the citizen. Between it and the le at large 
there is no because the whole plenitude of the people's 
FFF t 
the ber where it sits. In t of theory it is the nation, 


. it is toviay the only and the sufficient deposito 

only su ry 
of the authority of the malice, and te therefece, within the sphere of law, 
irresponsible and omnipotent 


and ma’ 
onl 


* 
Wi sove 
kud directis 8 the people of 


Opposed to the British theory of government is the American 
theory, stated by Judge Cooley in his work on Constitutional law, 
who cites Ableman vs, Booth (21 How., 506, 520), and United 
States vs. Cruikshank (92 U. S., 542), to be that— 

Congress of the United States derives its power to te from the 

TCC 

ro of pow- 

ers made dy 18,1 uneunstituti and void, and therefore no oy and obliga- 
tory upon no one. 

And the same author further declares, giving as authority Ex 
parte Milligan (4 Wall., 2, 120), that— 

The Constitution itself never yields to treaty or enactment. 

In the progress of this debate I have heard it asserted positively 
on this floor that this House is compelled to respect a treaty 
although it may conflict with what the House believes to be con- 
stitutional requirement. 

Judge Cooley continues: 


ing more co! 
that any of its provisions xigen 

ernmen ach a doctrine leads macy and despotism, but 

or the Government 
nee.“ 
It is asserted by the advocates of this bill that in legislati 

and otherwise dealing with new territorial acquisitions the 
eral Government has the 


INHERENT POWER OF ABSOLUTE SOVEREIGNTY; 


that its power to govern and tax these acquisitions is unlimited 
and plenary, subject only to the discretion of Congress. Some of 
them, I think, have cited the opinion in Murphy vs, Ramsey (114 
U. 8.) to sustain their contention, but the court there r i 
the express and implied restrictions of the Constitution upon the 
Federal Government. I quote from the opinion: 

The counsel for the appellants in argument seem 8 the constitu- 


tional power of Congress to the act of March 22, so far as it abridges 
the right ire 


ts of electors in the Territory under previous laws. But that ques- 


for 
ed- 


tion is, we think, no longer to on. It has passed beyond the 
stage ot controversy 8 The people of the United States, 
as sovereign owners of the national 1 have supreme power over 


In the study of this question it will be interesting to read Rey- 
nolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145); Cummings vs. Missouri 
4 Wall., 277); Ex parte Garland (4 Wall., 333); Webster vs. 
id (11 How., 437); Dred Scott vs. Sanford (19 How., 393); 
Ameriean Publishing 8 vs. Fisher (166 U. S., 464); Rom- 
ney vs. United States (136 U. S., 1); Thompson vs. Utah (170, U. 
8S., aH Callan vs. Wilson (120 U. S., 547). In Mormon Church 
vs, 


ted States (136 U. S., 1, 44), the justice who delivered the 


opinion of the court, in 
legislate for territory, 


i of the wers of Co ss to 
oh peeing po ngre 


Doubtless Congress, in 1 ting for the Territories, would ba subject to 
personal hich 


those fundamental limitations in favor of * — W. are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments; but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from 
which Congress derives all its powers, than by any express and direct appli- 
cation of its provision. 

Mr. Chairman, it will not be denied that all powers of Congress 
are derived. A creature present but the creator absent and non- 
existent can not be true. This creature, Congress, is necessarily 
restrained by all the limitations imposed by this Constitution, the 
creator, and it can do nothing that violates or disregards the limi- 
tations imposed by the creator. Congress has some discretionary 
powers, and in such cases may act as the necessity of the situation 
a require in exercising its discretion. 

O illustrate: There are many rights and privileges enumerated 
in the Constitution for the enjoyment of the people of a Territory, 
but it may be that while it is in a Territorial condition the inex- 
perience, illiteracy, or other unfitness may disqualify them for 
the exercise and enjoyment of all the constitutional rights and 
8 and in such condition and under such circumstances 
Congress may select such of these constitutional rights and = - 
ileges as it would be safe and proper to grant to the people of the 
Territory, withholding others until the people become qualified 
for a 3 Pt in no ome in in anaon py Con- 
gress exten egislation against the spirit, character, and genius 
of our constitutional Government. i 

So it may be affirmed that it has never been maintained by the 
courts and, so far as I know, never maintained by the Congress 
until this debate that the Government of the United States is in 
any respect clothed with absolute or plenary power; but, on the 
other hand, Con is controlled by the Constitution and prin- 
ciples of our institutions. 

THE POWER OF CONGRESS TO IMPOSE DUTIES, ETC., 
is derived from the provision of the Constitution which says that 
Congress shall have power 


To lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises, to the debts and 
etter for the common defense and ae eral welfare of the nited States; 
and excises be uniform throughout the United 


t all duties, 22 
States. (Article I, section 8, paragraph I.) 

Congress has no other power to lay and collect taxes, duties, 
imposts, and excises. It is apparent, therefore, that all the power 
of Congress to levy and collect taxes is solely a derivative power, 
and can „5 be an inherent power, as an erent 

wer is n y self-existing. This taxing power is limited 

y the public objects ified, as they have just been recited, in 

the Constitution. And this power is also limited by the other in- 

separable requirement that all duties, imposts, and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, if United States” means the States of the 
Union, then manifestly a bill for the government and benefit of 
Puerto Rico solely and to build schoolhouses there, among other 
things, according to the statement of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. Payne], is not a bill for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States. If the United States means the 
States of the Union and the Territories, and if this bill is for the 
benefit of Puerto Rico solely, it can not be for the benefit of the 
entire United States. The Constitution or the taxing power 
therein can not be stretched so as to authorize the levy of a tax 
upon imports into the United States and upon exports therefrom 
into Puerto Rico for the exclusive benefit of Puerto Rico, nor can 
the power to govern and re te Territories, together with the 
power to tax, so construed as to warrant the conclusion that 
the taxing power is unlimited by uniformity as a Territory. 

Again, this bill is obnoxious to the Constitution because it is 
an indirect way of levying duties upon the exports of the States 
of the Union. The bill conflicts with section 9, paragraph 5, of 
Article I, of the Constitution: 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from the States. 

The duties and imposts to be collected on articles from the 
United States imported into Puerto Rico is a tax or duty on arti- 
cles exported from the State from which they came. e place 
of the collection of the tax does not alterthe case. If the articles 
are exported from New York the tax is laid there on the articles 
so ex for without exportation there would be no tax, al- 
though the tax itself is collected in one of the ports of Puerto 
Rico. There is no authority for the meré collection of this tax at 
a Puerto Rican port except the authority which grows out of the 
levying of the tax upon the articles exportedfrom the State. The 
levying of the tax is the sine qua non to the collection. The col- 
a is the mere correlative, the sequence of the power to levy 

e tax. 

Again, and for ar; nt sake admitting that the doctrine of 
uniformity of taxation is not applicable to a territory, still this 
bill is obnoxious to the section of the Constitution which requires 
uniformity for taxation “throughout the United States,” for the 
ports of New York and Mobile are of the United States and are 
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in the territory covered by the provision ‘‘ throughout the United 


States.” This bill proposes to 
from throughout the United States” to a territory, or possession, 
if you please, of the United States. Think you, sir, that the States 
intended to confer such a power of discrimination in taxation 
upon the Federal Government? Have we forgotten the jealousies 
that animated the States in surrendering any taxing power to the 
Federal Government? We can not be blind to the intention of the 
framers of the Constitution. We can not forget the restrictions put 
upon the taxing power of the Federal Government by the States 
and how they hedged around this power with limitations, an 
that the sole ground of this distrust was the fear of disregard of 
the rule of uniformity. 

And again, the limitations upon this taxing power of the Fed- 
eral Government is coextensive with the power. Wherever and 
whenever the one goes, the other must likewise go. The limita- 
tion, which is no more and, indeed, no less than the principle of 
equality and fairness in taxation, is as devoted to the power to tax 
as Ruth was to Naomi— 


Entreat me not to leave thee, or to return from foll 
whither thou goest I will go; and where thon lodgest I 


vy a tax upon articles exported 


after thee; for 
will lodge. Thy peo- 


ple shall be 2 8 and thy God my God. thou diest, will I die, 
and there wi be buried. Lord do so tome, and more also, if aught 
but death part thee and me. 


Judge Story, in his work on the Constitution (volume 1, fourth 
edition, 708), quotes from Loughborough rs. Blake (5 
Wheaton, 317), saying: 


The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress power to lay and 
collect taxes, duties, ts, and ex „for the purpose thereinafter 
This grant is ge without limitation as to It eonsequently 


doubted, the doubt i CFF 
ou ou is remo © uent wo! which m e 
alt d excises shall he wat 


an 
1 not be contended that the 


not extend. 
Mr. Chairman, let us be candid. It is 
THE EFFECT OF LEGISLATING FOR THIS NEW TERRITORY 


that has inspired this measure and invented new and un-American 
doctrines to sustain its provisions. It is manifestly founded upon 
political and partisan considerations. Let us face the situation 
and now acknowledge that if the Republic is to live and expand 
to the Eastern Hemisphere, the harmony of the Constitution must 
sooner or later prevail in the Philippine Islands, and as much so 
as in Massachusetts orin Alabama. Are you, the Representatives 
of the States of this Union, prepared to admit that this is desir- 
able? I apprehend that you are not, for you have been careful 
not tosay so. This bill marks a new epoch in the history of our 
country. Shall our Union growso as to take in ten or a dozen or 
more new States in the Philippine Archipelago, or shall this bill 
mark the beginning of the downfall of the Republic, of constitu- 
tional government, and fix the advent of the empire? 

Is this the meaning of the expansion you favor? In our past 
history all expansion embraced territory about which no goon 
was raised that in due time the territory was to become States in 
the Federal Union. It being manifest that the acquisition of 
Florida, Louisiana, California, and Oregon was with the ultimate 
object of conferring statehood, no apprehension. existed or was 
suggested that these territories or the people who might inhabit 
them would be held and ruled by Congress in Territorial govern- 
ment in perpetuity. For the first time in our history the question 
of keeping and ruling the population of a territory owned by the 
United States by Territorial government established by Congress 
in perpen confronts us. It may be admitted, for it is true, 
that the difficulties in dealing with Puerto Rico do not present 
the same objections and conclusiye reasons as in the case of the 
Philippine Archipelago. It may be conceded that in the case of 
Puerto Rico, and possibly Hawaii, time, proximity, and American 
intercourse and settlement may qualify those territories for state- 
hood, Butin the case of the Philippine Islands I apprehend no 
political party that now exists or that may be hereafter organized 
will ever be bold enongh to declare that the Philippine Islands 
an or will ever be admitted as a State or as States in the Federal 

nion. 

Mr. Chairman, I call upon any member of this House belong- 
ing to either party to declare that in any event or under any cir- 
cumstances or conditions he believes that the Philippine Islands 
can or ought to be or will be admitted as a State or as States into 
the Federal Union. The answer to this question furnishes the 
crucial test in the contention as to the disposition to be made of 
the Philippine Islands. If the Philippine Islands in no event and 
under no circumstances are to be admitted to statehood, then the 
question arises, Shall they be held by the United States in a ter- 
ritorial condition in perpetuity, or only held in a territorial con- 
dition under Territorial government until the people of the United 
States, through their Representatives in Congress, shall decide 
that the people of those islands have become qualified under Amer- 
ican government for separate and independent self-government 
and, when so qualified, shall be allowed, under the supervision 


and control of Congress, to establish separate, independent gov- 
ernment of their own? 

I am convinced, as a Democrat, that when the Democratic part 
defines and declares its tion in national convention—this padi d 
tion is already known—it will never concede that the Philippine 
Islandsshould be admitted tostatehood on any qualifications for self- 
government they may acquire and possess, and that at the earliest 
time when it can be e known to Congress that the people of 
the Philippine Islands are qualified for self-government they shall 
be conceded the right of independent self-government. Probably 
the question as to when such qualification for self-government 
shall be decided by Congress can only be answered by time and 
trial. How much time and how much trial will be required for 
the final concession of independent self-government to the Fili- 
pinos may be left to the future. But we must now determine 
whether time and trial shall insure independent self-government 
to the Filipinos or whether they are to be held under Territorial 
government ently. Territorial government in perpetuity 
or independent self-government is the far-reaching question that 
Coes must now determine. The American system or the old 
British colonial system must be applied to the Philippine Archi- 
pelago. I challenge the Republican party to answer what is its 
position— t Territorial government or ind dent self- 
government for the Filipinos when they are qualified for inde- 
pendence. Which? One or the other of these results is unavoid- 
able. The Republic must grow on constitutional lines and b 
constitutional authority, or it must grow by unrestrained mill — 
tary force, subservient not to the will of the people, but used and 
controlled as the caprice of a military commander may determine. 

I challenge the Republican party to declare now what is its 
position u these great questions, You never had a foreign 
policy during the incumbency of the present Administration. You 

veset your sails to catch the popular breezes and have drifted 
with the tide of events. You are to outward appearance drif: 
sara 4 You do not know to-day what your policy is, except it 
be . ownership of the Philippine Islands 
under a Territorial government in perpetuity—and you have not 
dared and you dare not now and will not dare in your next plat- 
form to avow as much. It is your purpose to pursue that course, 
and those who proclaim expansion loudest are its warmest advo- 
cates. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We can not tax these acquisitions forever without representa- 
tion without doing violence to the principles of liberty and justice 
which animated our forefathers in their struggles of 1776 against 
the mother country. The power to regulate or to govern the 
Territories must not be construed as authority for a departure 
from the ancient landmarks. The United States can not lawfully, 
without amendment to the Constitution, embark upon a scheme 
of colonial government. 

And, indeed, Mr. Chairman, the United States can not expand 
except as the Constitution and the spirit of our institutions may 
authorize; and full and free constitutional government must be 
eventually accorded to all the lands that may come under the 
flag of our country. This is the inevitable consequence of srpek 
sion, and if we ignore it we are cowardly time-servers, ga ed 
alone by the voice of greedy commercialism, which is blinded by 
avarice, crying aloud for trade, knowing no law but the law of 
gain, and worshiping no God but the almighty dollar. 

I quote from an excellent commentator on the Constitution, a 
distinguished Virginian, one of the great number of distinguished 
Vi jans, a gentleman who for a number of years adorned by 
. and helped to guide the proceedings of this House, 
Mr. Tucker. I read from Tucker on the Constitution: 


£ 1787, w 
tion of the roperty. but 


the associated eee 


States, may dispose of the 
as provided for in Virginia's eed of cession. But it . Aa mr 5 must 


mere 
ht and duty of admitting those communities, when completely or- 
tates, into the Union ma 


r zation — egulate the affairs of the territory according to their own 
. This course of reasoning has led to a conclusion which has had 
largest judicial sanction. The power of Congress to govern the Territories 
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of the United States, whether or not based on the same course of reasoning 
in all cases, has been adopted asan undoubted conclusion. This being so, 
what limitation may be tted u Congress in th 

ment of this common territory held by Congress in trust for 1 — States 


for these equal partners. 
And the editor in the footnote to the text cites the decisions of 


the courts bearing on the subject. 
Mr. Chairman, we have come to the point where we must 


CHOOSE BETWEEN A REPUBLIC AND AN EMPIRE. 


The Democratic party, to which I belong, has already, through 
its national committee, at its meeting held in this city on the last 
anniversary of the birth of George Washington, declared its posi- 
tion on this great question, for in the call for the assembling of 
the next national convention of that party— 
conservative citizens of the United States, tive of past associations 
and differences, who can unite with us in the effort for pure, economical, and 
constitutional government, and who favor the republic and oppose the em- 
rd are c y invited to join in sending delegates to the national con- 
vention. 

You who seek by misconstruing the Constitution to ingraft 
upon the Republic a colonial scheme are not bold enough to at- 
tempt it by proposing a constitutional amendment, but you seek 
to do it by the insidious method of adding to the Federal Govern- 
ment powers it does not . Your purposes can not long 
deceive the American people, and when the light of public consid- 
eration is turned upon your plots and plans, the Constitution- 
observing and liberty-loving American people will smite you hip 
and thigh, and with just and righteous indignation drive you from 
the temple the fathers have builded. ER 1 on the Demo- 
cratic side.] Unswerving observance of Constitution is the 
price that we must pay to hand down the Republic unimpaired 
as a heritage to our children’s children, 

Disre; of the Constitution will grow into a contemptuous 
defiance of that great instrument, and this defiance will wax 
stronger and stronger, until the Constitution shall become ee 
more than an historic memory, An absolutism will sit enthrone 
upon the ruins of the Republic and wield the scepter of * 

wer over a land now the asylum of the oppressed and the abid- 

g place of a free and self-governing people. Against such a 
posatbility let us, fellow Americans, now oppose ourselves. Here 
and now let us defeat this unconstitutional, this un-American, 
this audacious and unjust measure. A measure unjust to the 
prone of Puerto Rico; unconstitutional, though designedly plausi- 

le; audacious, but insidious, and dangerous because it is to be 
taken as a precedent for the guidance of this Government. God 
bless and defend the Republic! In powers it is ample for the 
common defense and general welfare or 75,000, of living 
Americans and for their multiplied children, but not ample 
enough in its powers to deny forever self-government to any peo- 
ple whose substance it takes by taxation enforced by armies. 

Let the Government of the United States be guided forever by 
the Constitution and the 2 light of American jurispru- 
dence; let us not contemplate an empire whose pathway is to be 
illumined by the gleam of bristling bayonets. [Applause.] 

America, com of forty-five States, mayhap of fifty, is bet- 
ter for us and those that are to come after us than an empire with 
a flag emblazoned by myriad stars signifying nothing but govern- 
mental grandure trampling under foot the ene and inde- 

dence of the individual citizen. This simple Republic is far 
Petter than a spenda empire with colonies belting the globe 
with its power but leaving fair Columbia on the Western Hem- 
isphere to weep over the torn and scattered fragments of our dual 
government, State and Federal, the greatest experiment and the 
grandest failure of all time. [Prolonged applause on the Dem- 
cratic side.] 

Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARD- 
SON] yielded me forty-five minutes of the time under his control, 
and the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. ROBERTSON] yielded me 
thirty minutes. I see that I have consumed but fifteen minutes of 
the latter time, and therefore I will reserve the remainder of my 
time, and will, at the proper time, yield it to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. BROUSSARD]. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have been most profoundly 
impressed with the great importance of the questions involved in 
this discussion. Until yesterday these questions have been consid- 
ered by gentlemen on both sides of the House with the sincerity, 
and earnestness that should characterize the discussion of ques- 
tions of so great importance, and the dignity of the forum in which 
they are to be tri 1 regret that it was left for the gentleman 
from Maine [ Mr. LITTLEFIELD], who, I see, is not now in his seat 
I regret, Isay, that it was left tor him to play, in this great debate, 
the t of a buffoon for the benefit of the Democratic party, and 
for the amusement of the galleries. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call the attention of the gentleman to 
page fact that the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] is now 

in his seat. 


culiar affectation of voice was received on yesterday would not 
have greeted a speech made upon the pending bill by that late 
peerless American statesman and always loyal Republican prede- 
cessor of the gentleman from Maine. Neither the hope of notoriety 
nor the existence of legal technicalities could have induced that 
gentleman [Mr. Dingley] to have deserted the ranks of the Re- 
publican parfy and joined the ranks of the Democrats simply be- 
cause his judgment respecting party Poey a not coincide with 
the judgment of his associates upon the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee or upon the floor of this House. Nor could he have been 
induced to have exhibited that want of decent courtesy toward the 
members of that committee or his colleagues upon the floor of the 
House which the gentleman [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] exhibited in 
the course of his remarks by questioning their motives and accu- 
sing them of garbling legal quotations and playing the part of 
demagogues. 

What is the excuse which the.gentleman offers for this unusual, 
and I might say, unpreceden course? What is his justifica- 
tion? He tried to make this House believe that it is because in 
seeking to pass this bill we are 5 to impose a tax upon 
the people of Puerto Rico, or exacting tribute of them, and also 
because, according to the peculiar logic of this backwoods lawyer, 
as he calls himself, this billis unconstitutional. Butinthe course 
of his remarks he told the House thatif this bill is enacted into 
law the spruce lumbermen of the State of Maine, carrying their 
lumber to the island of Puerto Rico, will be obliged to pay a duty 
of 50 cents a thousand on all the rough lumber which they take 
to that island. It is not, therefore, a tax upon the people of 
Puerto Rico, but the tax which this bill imposes upon the products 
of his constituents that he complains of. That is one of the rea- 
sons why the gentleman can not agree with his party associates in 
imposing a duty upon American products going into the island of 
Puerto Rico, although he knows that every dollar of that duty is 
segregated from the revenue of our Government and paid over to 
the propis of that island for their benefit and for the maintenance 
of Ae eir government, thus relieving them from burdens they can 
not now 5 t 

And if the theory which he as a Republican and a protectionist 
has always advocated—that is, if the man who imports pays the 
duty—then this tax upon, American protai going into Puerto 
Rico and upon the products of that island coming into the United 
States is paid out of the profits of those engaged in that trade. It 
is not therefore a tax upon the people of Puerto Rico that has oc- 
casioned his fierce opposition and unjustifiable assault upon the 
committee that reported this bill. 


FREE TRADE WITH PUERTO RICO WILL BE OUR PERMANENT POLICY. 


Mr. Chairman, when the Committee on Insular Affairs com- 
menced the consideration of the questions pertaining to the reve- 
nue and 1 of Puerto Rico, I, like the gentleman from 
Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], favored free trade between that island 
and the United States. I am in favor of that policy now as a per- 
manent trade policy, but since I have learned of the deplorable 
financial and industrial condition of the people, their immediate 
necessity for revenue, and their hopeless inability to raise the 
same, I favor the Prag of the pending bill as a temporary expe- 
dient, believing t it is my duty to do so. Many people from 
Puerto Rico appeared before the committee. We had General 
Davis before us, the military governor of that island. What is 
it, asks the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], that caused 
the change of front on the part of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee on this proposition? 

For my associates I do not pretend to answer. But, as for my- 
self, I will tell the gentleman what prompted me to change my 
views with respect to the temporary trade relations between 
Puerto Rico and the United States. It was simply the facts as 
they were portrayed to the committee as to the present industrial, 
financial, and poverty-stricken condition of the people, and the 
fact that unless some measure of this kind is adopton, that island 
must be mortgaged at a high rate of interest or me a charge 
upon the Treasury of the United States. 

They must have revenue to maintain their municipal and their 
insular government., How is that revenue to be obtained? Is 
there any other known way by which you can raise revenue to 
defray ordinary governmental expenses except by taxation? Isit 
not by that means that all Territorial, State, and National Govern- 
ments are maintained? This revenue, then, must be raised either 
by direct or indirect taxation. k 

STATEMENT OF GENERAL DAVIS. 


The statement of General Davis before the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs as to the immediate necessity for additional revenue 
is this. This is what he said on the 10th of Jan 1900, not 
what he said in his report made last September. I take it, there- 
fore, that this is the present judgment of the Governor-General 
as to the amount of revenue needed, and also his best judgment 
with respect to the inability of the people of Puerto Rico to raise 


Mr. TAWNEY. The Democratic applause with which that pe- | that revenue at this time. 
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General Davis said: 
It seems to me that Puerto Rico has got to realize in some way $5,000,000 a 


ear from taxes at least. Itought to be much more than that, but at Yeast 

000,000 for 8 8 and insular government, including pub- 

lic works and schools. ‘I would say a minimum of $1,000,000 a year for schools 
is the least we could have. But $5,000,000 is two and a half times— 

Mark this, gentlemen— 

Five million dollars is two and a half times more than I can collect from 
taxes, to say nothing of the hurricane, and perhaps five times as much as I 
can collect now. To bridge over that, means must come from somewhere, or 
this prostration will continue. 

He also told us that on account of the terrible catastrophe that 
visited the island last August, two-thirds of all the current wealth 
of the island was wiped out of existence. 

His exact statement was as follows: 

But in August a calamity came upon the island, the like of which it is im- 

ble to cite an example. I believe there have been similar calamities, 

t they are fortunately unknown to the people of the United States. In one 
day two-thirds of all the current wealth was obliterated; it was wiped out in 
one day. Everyone knows that such a calamity can not occur without dis- 
arranging everything commercial, industrial, and . The disturbance 
of trade conditions by the change of sovereignty and the further disturbance 
by this calamity has left the island ina wer arora industrial situation. The 
food issued by the orders of the President have continued and are continu- 
ing in a limited degree at the present time. It has left poverty and ruined 
houses, inability to restore them, and many other ills, following such a 
calamity, everywhere. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MoCALLI] and all gentlemen 
upon the other side of this House who oppose the passage of this 
bill suggest as a substitute proposition trade and one of two 
alternatives by which the money necessary to maintain their goy- 
ernment can be obtained—either bond the island or appropriate 
the money direct from the Treasury of the United States. 


NEITHER ALTERNATIVE WOULD BE JUST OR WISE. 


In either case, according to the statement of General Davis, the 
amount n should not be less than $10,000,000, and in the 
ju ent of others it should not be less than $16,000,000. 

ow, suppose we attempted to meet this emergency by extending 
to a people dd per cent of whom can neither read nor write the power 
to mortgage their island for the purpose of defraying the expenses 
of their government, what would have occurred? Those on the 
other side of this House and all the anti-expansionists throughout 
the country would have immediately said that we had started out 
on a policy of retaining our insular territory for the benefit of the 
people of the United States and turned the inhabitants over to the 
merciless greed of heartless bondholders. 

Mr. GROW. To organized greed, 

Mr. TAWNEY. As the gentleman from Pennsylvania well re- 
marks, they would cry out that we have turned them over to or- 
ganized greed. So that, in the judgment of those who reported 
this bill, it was not deemed wise or just to the people of Puerto 
Rico to adopt that alternative: nor do I believe 10 per cent of the 
American people would ever indorse the policy of retaining our 
newly acquired possessions and maintaining civil government 
therein by direct appropriations from the Treasury of the United 
States. Immediately the Democrats and anti-expansionists would 
have said, even though this was only declared to be our temporary 
policy, that we proposed to retain these islands and govern them 

y taxing the American people, and upon no principle of right 
or justice could a policy of this kind be defended. 

General Davis, in substance, makes this further remark, in the 
statement from which I have read, that by no system of local tax- 
ation now in existence or which I could 8 devise can more 
than one-fifth of the meer revenue be raised next year, and 
not more than two-thirds of the revenue necessary to defray ordi- 
nary governmental expenses and give the people the relief which 
their present condition imperatively demands. 

Mr. Chairman, in view of that situation, in view of the present 
industrial and prostrate condition of the people in that island, the 
Ways and Means Committee of this House, whom the gentleman 
from Maine on yesterday charged with having acted in bad faith 
in bringing in this bill, deemed it for the best interest of the peo- 
ple of Puerto Rico, and just to the people of the United States, that 
we raise this necessary revenue by indirect rather than by direct 
taxation, and to obtain this revenue and remove as far as possible 
the present restrictions upon the trade of Puerto Rico and the 
United States, we take off 75 per cent of the duty now im by 
law. 1 want to say to every man upon the floor of this House 
thatif the conditions would have warranted we would haye taken 
off every cent of it. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will. 

Mr. SIMS. If the President was not informed as to the condi- 
tions of Puerto Rico when he sent in his annual message and made 
recommendations, and now is informed and has present informa- 
tion to cause a reversal of that recommendation, why does he not 
send a special message and give us the benefit of his recommenda- 
tion and additional information? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam not the keeper of the President's confi- 


dences nor am I hisadviser. I have not been there, either through 
the front door or the back door, for the purpose of finding out 
what the President's opinion on this question is. All I know is 
this: That almost simultaneous with the visit of General Davis on 
the 10th of January to the capita] of this nation there was an en- 
tirely different sentiment, an entirely different opinion, in many 
high official quarters respecting the wisdom of adopting at this 
time the policy which was recommended in the message of the 
President of the United States under the conditions as we now 
know them to exist. 

But I say this to the gentleman from Tennessee, that whether 
that recommendation was made upon the report of General Davis 
last September or whether the recent visit of the governor-general 
has effected achange in the judgment of those who recommended 
a different policy than now proposed, I come to this House in the 
capacity of a representative of 200,000 le. I come here ex- 
pecting to consider and give due weight to the recommendations 
of our Chief Executive; but if, after such consideration, in my 
judgment and in the judgment of the majority of my party, it is 
not deemed wise or 3 to follow those recommendations, I 
shall never hesitate to follow my own judgment and the combined 
judgment and wisdom of my party in this House [applause on 
the Republican side], esp ly when, as in this in ce, I have 
reason to know I am acting in accord with the wishes and judg- 
ment of the President at this time, 

FOR WHOSE BENEFIT ARE THESE DUTIES IMPOSED? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention to another fact 
that does not seem to be generally understood. 

Every dollar of the revenue collected under this bill, whether 
collected at the ports of Puerto Rico or in the ports of the United 
States, under the provisions of this bill, is segregated from all other 
revenues of the Government and turned over to the people of 
Puerto Rico to be used in defraying the expenses of their govern- 
ment and to enable them to make such internal improvements as 
are necessary to better their present condition. Nota dollar of it 
is retained, and if the theory of the protectionists is true and l do 
not and never have doubted it—then the sugar and tobacco trusts 
that now control and will export these products to this country 
will pay 25 per cent of the present duty on their sugar and tobacco, 
and the people in the United States who export their products to 
Piar dog will pay the remainder of the revenue collected under 

It isonly in such specific instances as the 
[Mr. LITTLEFIELD] alluded to yesterday that there is any com- 
plaint with respect to this proposition. There is asentimentamong 
the people in certain parts of the United States against this bill, a 
sentiment based upon the supposition that by the ordinary system 
of local taxation a sufficient amount of revenue may be derived 
for the purpose of paying the ordinary governmental expenses of 
the island and for other purposes, and that this measure is not 
ey: and that therefore we propose to levy tribute upon 
the people of Puerto Rico. Upon such false statements and mis- 
representations as these largely rests the sentiment against the 
2 of this bill. Instead of that being the purpose of this bill, 

t is intended and proposed to do just the opposite. The fact is, 
my friends, no other way can be devised for raising the revenue 
necessary for the maintenance of insular government in the island 
of Puerto Rico that will not be a serious burden upon the people 
of that island and a burden which they can not now bear. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Did the committee go into the 
question of municipal taxation to find out whether it was equi- 
Soy ae and whether we could derive any greater revenue 

rom 

Mr. TAWNEY. The committee did, and the hearings were 
printed and taken into consideration by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee. That matter was fully explained by General Davis. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. It not been explained to the 
House, and I want to know whether the present plan of munici- 
pal taxation exhausts the Government resources in that direction? 

Mr. TAWNEX. If the gentleman was not here when I referred 
to that matter, I will have to Oe re what I have said. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Oh, I beg the gentleman's pardon. 

Mr. TAWNEY. General Davis made this statement, that by 
no system of local taxution now in existence upon the island, by 
no system of local taxation he could devise, could he ibly 
raise more than one-fifth of the necessary revenue in the next 
year and two-thirds of it in the two succeedin 

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. That is based 
value of lands in Puerto Rico, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; on the present value of lands in Puerto 
Rico, with the system of taxation they have in vogue. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I want to make this su ion to 
the gentleman if it does not interrupt him too much: Under rec- 
iprocity with Puerto Rico the land of Puerto Rico greatly increased 
in value. The result was and is that with closer trade relation- 
ship higher values result and more revenue may be collected by 
municipal taxation. - 5 


ntleman from Maine 


years, 
upon the present 
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Mr, TAWNEY. My friend must bearin mind this fact, that 
the conditions which exist there to-day are not normal. 


Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Iam aware of that. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). From two causes; and that in 
the judgment of the Governor-General of the island the necessity 
for this revenue is immediate. We can not wait until the island 
recovers from that condition of srr song in which it now is. 

Mr, WM. ALDEN SMITH. t being the case, is there any 
objection to making the pene proper by this bill applicable for 
two years until this condition is relieved or bridged over? 

Mr. TAWNEY. None whatever; but my friend from Michigan 
knows as well as every other member of this House that the next 
Congress can repeal this bill. Just as soon as that island recovers 
from the prostration that now exists the property and the busi- 
ness interests of the island can pay a tax sufficient to maintain 
their government without the aid of this measure. I have no doubt 
in the world that Congress will repealit. This is not intended at 
all as a permanent policy, but it is for the purpose of meeting a 
necessity that can be met in no other way without mortgaging the 
island or taxing the American people. [Applause.] 

Mr. THROPP. Will the gentleman permit me a question? If 

the le of the United States have to pay these du either di- 
bowl e indirectly, why not make a direct appropriation now 
from the 1 

Mr. TAWNEV. For this reason, my friend. The people who 
enjoy the advantages and benefits of that trade pay the duties, 
and not the poor people throughout this country who do not par- 
tigen in the profits of thattrade. [Applause on the Republican 

e. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Ts that answer applicable to the 
to Puerto Rico? 
. TAWNEY. Itis. 

Mr. Chairman, that is all I desire to say et the 8 
of expediency. I have occupied more time on this ch of the 
question than I intended, and I shall now proceeed to discuss gar 
erally the propositions before this House involved in the pending 
measure, 

THE SOURCE AND RESPONSIBILITY FOR EXISTING PROBLEMS. 


But first let us refresh our recollection as to the source and re- 
„ the great problems confronting this Congress. 
ey are direct and unavoidable consequence of a foreign 
War, a war instituted, not by any 2 party, nor as the re- 
sult of political action, but by our National Government in de- 
3 0 33 honor ae in obedience to the 3 demand 
people, regardless of party or section, and upon the unani- 
mous vote of their Representatives in both branches of the Fifty- 
fifth Congress. 


cher, poor 
for the existence of these difficult propias isequal with ours, are 
striving to evade their share of t 


all forgot 
and rec 


ment of a race foreign to our own, there is not one of 
would not have blushed with indignation and shame had any 
member upon either side of the House voted against that declara- 
tion because he imagined that in the consequences of that war he 
could see imperialism or a violation of the Constitution in the 

uisition of that which we had no constitutional right to acquire 
and the government of a people we had no power to govern. 

As a Republican I welcome the party responsibility for a wise 
and generous and patriotic settlement of these momentous ques- 
tions. Great as is this responsibility, the Republican party will 
be found equal to its performance. Never in its history has it 
sought to evade any responsibility or failed in the discharge of 

- any public duty when in control of the Government. But as an 
American proud of his country, proud of its marvelous achieve- 
ments in peace and its matchless victories in war, I sincerely re- 

t that our friends do not accompany us in dealing with the 
cidents of a foreign war they lon, to precipitate and enthusi- 
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astically joined in declaring. I regret that they have allowed a 
party exigency to drive them into a position which, as I shall 


show, no political party in the history of our country has ever 
occupied respecting newly acquired territory, its government, or 
the political status and rights of its inhabitants. 

THE SPECTER OF IMPERIALISM. 

In the pending measure and in the majority report which ac- 
companies it these gentlemen imagine at see the evidence of a 
purpose to hold Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands not as 
embryotic States, but to hold, rule, and govern them permanently 
as colonies under an imperialistic policy. With gentlemen who 
think they see the evidence of a pu to hold Puerto Rico per- 
manently I have no controversy. We all know there is no 5 
intention, no other pu Since the day we acquired this 
island no Democrat in either House of Congress or in the country 
has ever proposed its recession to Spain or the establishment of a 
government there independent of the Government of the United 
States. It is universally recognized that the moral purposes of 
our war with Spain demand that the island of Puerto Rico should 
no longer be a political plague spot in that otherwise purified 
Caribbean Sea, and also that the material interests of our people 
and the necessities of our commerce all demand that we should 
hold and govern this island because it lies at the gateway of that 
sea which, when the commerce of Asia is fully develo and the 
3 Canal is built, will, both from a naval and a com- 
mer view, become the most important ocean route on our 
planet. It is for this reason that our Democratic friends are not 
ae either the acquisition or permanent retention of this 

ma f 

But so far as it is claimed that this bill or any other act on the 
park of the Republican party, or its representatives, affords evi- 

ence of 8 to hold permanently and forever govern our 
newly acq terri by an ined or despotic power, or 
without reference to the future capacity of these to ulti- 
mately share with us all the blessings of political freedom and 
the beneficent advant of statehood, I most emphatically deny. 
Ever since the acquisition of this Territory and the abandonment 
by the Democratic party of free silver as a live political issue the 
leaders of that have sought to arouse the prejudice of some, 
and excite the fears of others, by vociferously proclaiming that in 
desiring to permanently hold and govern our insular territory the 
Republican party is placing athwart the pathway of American 
am the grim specter of imperialism. [Applause on the 

publican side. 


Although the gigantic outlines of this fallacy of mental vision 
dimisi — 5 M 


is-rapidly g in the rosy dawn of the world’s new day, 
oe oe ee ap roach of the campaign of 1900, yet there are a 
few distinguished leaders of that great party who fondly cling to 


the notion that this ghost, which they call imperialism, may yet 
be vitalized and made a living issue upon which to divide the 
American ple and obtain for their party control of the Gov- 
ernment. To accomplish this, however, you must employ some- 
thing more than mere assertion or bombastic declamation; you 
must find something more tangible than the evidence furnished 
by the pending bill—a bill which merely contemplates the raising 
of sufficient revenue to enable the poor, distre: people of Puerto 


Rico to maintain, under the authority of the United States, a gov- 


ernment and secure for their children and themselves the neces- 
sary means of acq g a common-school education. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

The fact that this is sought to be done by indirect rather than 
by direct taxation does not aid your political purpose, nor will 
the fact that a large part of the revenue thus obtained be con- 
tributed by the American people, thereby lessening the burdens 
of the people, and the property of this poverty-stricken island en- 
able you to advance your prospects of political success by the 
demagogical cry of ee e 

No; there is nothing in this bill, there is nothing in the decla- 
ration of power to govern territory accompanying it, and there is 
nothing in the history of the Republican party that can by any 

rocess of legerdemain known to the Democratic party be framed 
into a pu eon our part to hold Puerto Rico and the Philip- 
pine Talañ s forever as dependencies. 
THE FUTURE OF THESE ISLANDS UNKNOWN. 

What man can forecast the future of these islands when brought 
fully under the influence of our Government and in contact with 
the example of our people, and who would say that in the future, 
distant though that future may be, the inhabitants of our insular 
territory may not acquire sufficient knowledge of our laws and 
institutions, may not be sufficiently taught the lessons of freedom 
and self-government, or that by degrees they will not pass on 
through the childhood of republicanism, through the improving 
3 of youth and arrive at the mature experience of manhood,” 
aye, statehood? We can no more predict the future ibilities 
of these islands or the growth and prosperity of their inhabitants 
than did our forefathers correctly forecast the future of Louisiana 
and the inhabitants thereof. : 


1900. 


Since acquiring these islands there has been no authoritative 
party utterance nor declaration on the part of the Government, 
or the Administration, that could be construed into a purpose or 
the evidence of a popon of holding in any other way or under 
any other form of government our insular territory than that 
under which we have yea held territory belonging to the United 
States, and for almost half a century have held and governed the 
territory of Alaska, New Mexico, and Arizona. The territorial 
extent of a nation’s domain does not constitute imperialism, Im- 
perialism is the forcible, despotic rule and dominion over states 
originally separate, whereby through vast provinces people are 
subj to the rule of a despot. 

It is this that strikes terror to the minds of so many at the mere 
mention of the word ‘‘imperialism.” Knowing this, and knowing, 
too, that the word free,“ either as a prefix to the word “ trade“ 
or silver,“ has become useless as a ocratic shibboleth, and 
can no longer serve as a means of deceiving the American people, 
our Democratic friends now seek to attach to the policy of their 
opponents the word “ imperialism,” in the hope thereby of fright- 

g the American people away from the support of the Repub- 
lican party. [Applause and laughter.] Imperialism, in the sense 
of despotic rule, can never havea place in our Republic t by 
the destruction of the Republic itself and the extirpation of the 
American ideal. With such imperialism Republicanism is relent- 
lessly at war. The conditions that necessarily produce imperial 
despotism can not and never will be tolerated in our American life. 
But I will tell the gentlemen what can be done, what the Ameri- 
can people are doing and will ever continue todo. We can and 
we will make an imperial domain a republic. 


THE EXTENT OF A NATION'S DOMAIN DOES NOT CONSTITUTE IMPERIALISM. 


The mere uisition of territory and its government by Con- 
gress-in e e. with the spirit of our stitution and the 
pua les of American civil liberty is not a condition of imperial- 

. II it is, then imperialism has always been the policy of our 
Government. The seventh act that became a law under the Con- 
stitution of the United States added to the Union more territory 
than the whole area comprising the States then united, although, 
as I shall hereafter show, that act, which made that vast domain 
northwest of the river Ohio a part of the United States and gave 
to the inhabitants a despotic government, was enacted into law by 
the men who not only made the Constitution, but who also, on 
the 4th of July, 1776, in their immortal Declaration of Independ- 
ence, declared that governments derive their just powers from the 
consent of the governed. 

This act prescribed a government for the people inhabiting the 
„Northwest Territory” that was not only not republican in form, 
but which expressly violated their previous declaration by impos- 
ing upon the people of that Territory a government unrepublican 
in form and without the people having any voice either in its es- 
tablishment or initsadministration. If thechargeof imperialism 
can be made against the Republican party of to-day, then you can 
with far greater consistency lay the same charge at the door of 
the fathers of our Republic and of every political party that has 
ever been charged with the responsibility of governing territory 
belonging to the United States. Those few narrow and consery- 
ative individuals who in 1803 opposed the acquisition of the Ter- 
ritory of Louisiana resorted to this same cry of “imperialism,” 
not; however, for the ba of prompting the Government to 
abandon the Territory, but for the purpose of preventing any por- 
tion of that Territory from ever being admitted into the Union 
as a State, claiming that it should be held and governed as a 
province. 

The Government of the United States— 


Said Mr. Griswold, a Representative from Connecticut— 


was not formed for the purpose of distributing its principles and advantages 
to foreign nations. It was formed with the sole view of securing these bless- 
ings and advantages to ourselves and our posterity. 


And when called upon to say how the Democratic party pro- 
to govern this territory and to define the relation of its in- 
bitants to the Government of the United States, Hon. Samuel L. 
Mitchill, a Democratic Representative from the State of New 
York, thereafter a United States Senator from that State, speak- 
son Poe himself and for the Administration of Thomas Jefferson, 
said: : 


There was nothing compulsory upon the inhabitants of Louisiana to make 
them stay and submit to our Government. But, if they chose to remain, it 
had been* most kindly and wisely provided that until they should be ad- 
mitted to the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United 
States they shall be maintained and protected in the catego of their 
liberty, property, and the religion which they profess. hat would the 
‘gentleman p that we shall do with them? Send them inf to the 

panish provinces or turn them loose in the wilderness? No, sir; it is our 
por to pursue a much more dignified system of measures. It isintended 
E to extend to this newly acqu people the blessings of law and social 
order. To protect them from rapacity. violence, and reagan & To e 
them secure in their lives, limbs and property, reputation, and civil privi- 
1 To make them safe in the rights of conscience. 
this way they are to be trained up in a knowledge of our own laws and 
institutions. They are thus to serve an apprenticeship to liberty; they are 
to be taught the lessons of freedom, and by degrees they are to be raised to 
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the enjoyment and practice of independence. All this is to be done as soon 
as ble—that is, 


as soon as the nature of the case will t, and accord- 
roceedings 


diy, after they shall 
sufficient length of time in this probationary condition, — 5 shall, as soon 
as the principles of the Constitution permit, and conformably thereto, be 
declared citizens of the United States. Congress will judge of the time, 
manner, and expediency of this. 

The act we are now about to perform will not confer on them this elevated 

aracter. They will thereby gain no admission into this House nor into the 
other House of Congress. There will be no alien influence thereby intro- 
duced into our councils. By degrees, however, they will on from the 
childhood of republicanism through the 8 period of youth and arrive 
at the mature & ence of man , and then they may be admitted to the 
full privileges which their merit and station will entitle them to. At that 
timea ral law of naturalization may be ; for I do not venture to 
afirm Chat by the mere act of cession the inhabitants of a ceded country 

e, of course, citizens of the country to which they are annexed. 

Mr. ROBB. Will the gentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, I will yield to the gentleman. $ 

Mr. ROBB. I would like to ask the tleman this question: 
If those people are not citizens of the United States, what are 

? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Ah, my friend, I anticipated that question. 
I want to say that what I have just read was not my statement. 
It was the statement of Samuel L. Mitchell on the floor of this 
House on the 23d of October, 1803, respecting the inhabitants of 
the Territory of Louisiana. Mr. Mitchell was a Democrat. 

Mr. ROBB. It is immaterial to me whose statement it was. I 
want to know what 221 have to say on that question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will come to that question. 

Mr. ROBB. If those people are not citizens of the United eee 
are they citizens of any country? And if they are not citizens o 
any country, what is their civil status? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will answer the gentleman later in the lan- 

e of men who were the contemporaries of the men who founded 
our Government. 

Substitute here for the word ‘‘Louisiana” the words Puerto 
Rico and the Philippine Islands,” and this declaration of the poy. 
of our Government under the Administration of Thomas Jefferson 
and the Democratic ty in 1803 respecting the inhabitants of 
Louisiana is a perfect and exact description of the policy of the 
Government to-day under the Administration of William Mc- 
Kinley and the Republican 8 the inhabitants of 
Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands, as shown by the messages 
and other public utterances of the present Executive of the nation. 
Notwithstanding the third article of the treaty ceding Louisiana 
expressly provided: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incoporated in the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible according to the - 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the Map ro of all the richts, van- 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the United States. 

Yet Jefferson and his party associates then declared that there 
was no purpose on their part to incorporate the inhabitants of 
Louisiana into the Union or to clothe them with the rights, priv- 
ileges and immunities of American citizens under the Constitu- 
tion until such time as Congress should deem it n and ex- 
pedient to confer upon them such a political status and the civil 
rights thereby secured, 

here can you, modern disciples of a new Democracy, find in 
this Democratic announcement of a Republican policy any proma 
to that in adopting such a policy toward a people over 
whom the sovereignty of the United States has been extended, 
who for centuries have lived under the sovereignty and rule of a 
despotic power, we are departing from the ponora the traditions 
of our fathers? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

ALL PARTIES RESPONSIBLE FOR ACQUISITION OF NEW TERRITORY. 

Mr. Chairman, when Congress, by and with the advice and con- 
sent of William Jennings Bryan, ratified the treaty concluded at 
Paris December 10, 1898, ceding to us Puerto Rico and the Philip- 
po Islands, we acquired this territory with the consent of the 

eaders of all J pane pa parties and in accordance with the Consti- 
tution and rules of international law and international morality. 
That we will hold and govern it in accordance with the spirit of 
the fundamental law of our land and the principles upon which 
our Government is founded is no less certain than that we pos- 
sess it by every right known to the law of nations and the Consti- 
tution of the United States. 

While, aside from the question of expediency, the bill under con- 
sideration presents but a single question, Has Congress the power 
to impose any duties upon the products of territory belonging to 
the United States when such products enter the ports of the 
United States, and the power to impose any duties upon the prod- 
ucts of the States when their products enter the ports of such 
territory? yet the bill has been made the subject for the discus- 
sion of every question pertaining to the acquisition and govern- 
ment of territory and the political status and civil rights of its 
civilized inhabitants. 

Upon the other side of this House gentlemen have contended, 
with much force and learning 

First. That the power of the United States to acquire territory 
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is limited to the acquisition of territory for the purpose of subse- 
quently converting the same into States. 

Second. That as soon as territory is acquired it becomes a part 
of the United States, and the Constitution and laws, of their own 
force, extend over the same. 


Third. That, ind dent of treaty stipulations or Congressional 
enactment, the inhabitants of ceded territory, immediately upon 
its acquisition, become citizens under the Constitution and entitled 
to all the rights, privileges, and immunities enjoyed by citizens 
of the United States. 

This, sir, is a fair statement of the ition of the Democratic 
party as announced upon this floor, and, except the first two para- 
graphs, it places that party in a position respecting newly acquired 
territory and the status and rights of its inhabitants which no 
political p: in the history of our country has ever occupied. 

Not since the close of the civil war has any public question been 
considered more thoroughly or discussed with greater ability than 
have the propositions just stated. Every decision of the Supreme 
Court of the United States having any bearing whatever has been 
cited and commented upon. But with one exception no decision 
of that court has been found, and nonecan be found, that involved 
and therefore decided the question of the relation of territory to 
the United States, the question of the extension of the Constitu- 
tion and laws to territory as soon as acquired without beta, 
sional enactment, or the question of the citizenship of the civilized 
inhabitants of such territory. But all of these questions have 
been repeatedly decided by the legislative branch of our Govern- 
ment, and the position which we coms? to-day with respect to the 
relation of our new territory to the United States is identically 
in line with the legislative determination of this question by pre- 
vious Congresses. 


THE RIGHT TO ACQUIRE TERRITORY AN INCIDENT OF SOVEREIGNTY. 


Since the formation of our Government the power to acquire 
territory has never been successfully denied. e only contro- 
versy that has ever existed respecting this question has been as to 
the source of the power and the p for which it may be ex- 
ercised. So far as the question of the right of 8 is con- 
cerned, the Supreme Court of the United States repeatedly 
recognized that power. In view of these decisions, which hold 
that the power to acquire may be traced to either one of two 
sources, and that this power in its very nature can not be limited 
to any specific purpose, I shall not take the time of the House to 
discuss at any length the position taken by our friends on the 
other side upon this branch of the question. 

The powers and the rights of the sovereign nations of the world 
are equal. National constitutions as between nations are un- 
known. The United States in its external or international rela- 
tions is assumed by all other sovereignties to possess absolute 
powers unrestrained by constitutional limitations. Possessing, 
therefore, every attribute of national sovereignty, and, as said by 
Justice Lamar (135 U. S., 84), ‘‘the Federal Government being the 
granm 5 5 of the sovereign nation,“ 5 

ollows that any power y any sovereignty is possesse 
by the United States and, unless specifically prohibited by the 
Constitution, can be exercised without restriction by the Federal 
Government. 

It is true that the war and treaty making power is in express 
terms given by the Constitution to the nation. But the war and 
treaty making power is not created by the Constitution; it merely 
designates the agencies for its exercise. It will not be assumed 
that had such agencies not been designated our nation could not 
have waged the wars and made the treaties of our history. A 
nation needs no express t of power for an international act, 
and it has specific authority for but very few. 

. The right to acquire territory, irrespective of its location, con- 
tiguous or foreign, by conquest, treaty, purchase, or discovery, is 
an acknowledged and well-established attribute of sovereignty 
and has been exercised by the sovereign nations of the world from 
the beginning of history. No one will pretend to aa that this in- 
herent and unlimited right of sovereignty is specifically renounced 
in the Constitution or is limited to the acquisition of territory only 
for a specific purpose. Hence it remains an unlimited attribute of 
the sovereign people of the United States, and Congress and the 


President have been designated by the people as the sole and ex- 
clusive agents to whom been delegated the exercise of this 
sovereign right, 


THE RIGHT TO GOVERN A NECESSARY INCIDENT. 


If, then, the right to acquire exists, either as an incident of na- 
tional sovereignty or as one of the implied powers of the Consti- 
tution, the right to govern is an incident of the right to 
5 is restricted only by those limitations which, as Jus- 
tice B ey, in Mormon Church vs, The United States (136 U. S., 
184), says, are— 

Those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are for- 
mulated in the Constitution and its amendments. But 

As he says— 3 
these limitations would exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the 


Constitution from which Con derives 
direct application of its — — ö * 

The personal rights and the privileges and immunities here re- 
ferred to by Justice Bradley are not left in the realm of specula- 
tion. They have been very clearly and very ably stated by Justice 
Washington, of the Supreme Court of the United States, in the 
case of Corfield vs. Coryell (4 Wash., C. C., 380). 


TERRITORY WITHOUT CONGRESSIONAL ENACTMENT NOT A PART OF UNITED 
STATES. 


If the mere 3 of anything does of itself make that 
thing a part of that which acquired it, or if the mere act of ac- 
quiring territory makes such territory a part of the United States, 
without any Congressional enactment, then it is immaterial how 
that territory is acquired. The Constitution and laws of the 
United States necessarily extend over it and by their own force, 
the same as this Constitution and these laws extend throughout 
the United States. On the other hand, if, as we claim, this terri- 
tory in the lan of the treaty was ceded “to” and not as a 
part of the United States,” the relation of that territory to the 
acquiring Government and its jurisdiction remains as fixed by the 
treaty until in the exercise of its power Congress changes that re- 
lation by declaring that it shall be a part of the United States and 
extends to its inhabitants the Constitution, which was made; as 
Judge Cooley has well said, for the States, not for Territories.” 

The soundness of this contention and the whole question at dif- 
ference between us in this discussion rest entirely upon the sense 
in which the term the United States was originally used in the 
Constitution. In view of the very learned discussion of this phase 
of the question on the part of my colleagues upon the Committee 
on Ways and Means, it is hardly necessary for me to even attempt 
to add anything to that discussion, but there are some historical 
facts bearing upon this question which, to my mind, are conclu- 
sive, and remove every possible doubt that any unprejudiced mind 
may have as to the sense in which the term *‘the United States” 
was used in the Constitution, and the relation of territory to the 
United States as understood by the framers of that instrument. 

And right here I want to attention to a very remarkable fact 
that occurred on 8 during the speech of the gentleman 
from Maine [Mr. EFIELD]. When the gentleman reached 
that branch of his constitutional argument he amused the House 
and the galleries for almost five minutes with a play upon words 
involving the term United States.” I 5 as did others, 
that he was going to dis entirely of the question of the sense 
in which the term United States is used in the Constitution 
without further argument. But, much to my surprise, the gentle- 
man consumed three-quarters of an hour by the clock in discuss- 
ing that question to prove that it included territory as well as 
States, and left it in a state of more nebulous uncertainty than 
anyone who has undertaken to discuss it. ` 

what I have to say on this branch of the question I shall not 
allude to a decision of the Supreme Court. But I want to call 
attention to some of the contemporaneous acts and constructions 
by the legislative branch of the Government, and ever since fol- 
lowed, for the purpose of ascertaining the true sense in which the 
ride United States” was used and the relation of territory 
ereto. 

Outside of the Constitution there are but two reliable sources 
to which we may go to ascertain the true sense in which, this 
term is used in the Constitution, and whether or not it was the 
intention of those who framed and adopted it to include territo: 
outside of the area comprising the States that were then united. 
First, the contemporaneous construction; second, the judicial in- 
terpretation of the provisions of the Constitution relating to ter- 
ritory and its government. 


CONTEMPORANEOUS CONSTRUCTION SHOULD CONTROL JUDICIAL MIND. 


In the dissenting opinion of Justice Curtis in Scott vs. Sandford 
( of Howard, 616) this eminent justice of our Supreme Court 
said: 

A practical construction, nearly contemporaneous with the adoption of 
the Constitution and continued by repeated instances through a long series 
of years, may always influence and doubtful cases sho determine the 
judicial mind on a question of the interpretation of the Constitution. 

In support of this proposition Mr. Justice Curtis cites numerous 
decisions of the Suprems Court of the United States, ° : 

In view of this universally r ized rule of construing our 
fundamental law, and in view of the doubt that seems to exist in 
the minds of some, we may well ask, what did the men who made 
and the people who adopted the Constitution do and say, prior to, 
at the time, and subsequent to the adoption of that instrument, 
with 5 to the area to be included in the term the United 
States?” ~ 

THE FIRST USE OF THE TERM “UNITED STATES.” 

Between the time of the first meeting of the Continental Con- 
gress and the Declaration of Independence the term“ United Col- 
onies” was used and had come into general use, The first time 
that this term was used in any official document or declaration 
-was June 7, 1775, Journal of Continental Congress, volunie 1, 
edition of 1777, page 114. 
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The first time that these colonies are referred to in the proceed- 
ings of the Continental Congress by the term“ States“ was on 
June 10, 1776, when it was resolved that a committee be appointed 
to prepare a declaration that the United Colonies are, and of 
right ought to be, free and independent States.” And the first 
time in the history of our Government that the term United 
States” was used in any official declaration or document was in 
the last paragraph of the Declaration of Independence: We. 
therefore, the representatives of the United States of America,” 
etc, The same Congress that made this declaration, on the lith 
of June, 1776, by resolution, appointed a committee to prepare 
articles for a confederation to be entered into between the ‘‘colo- 
nies.” The report of this committee was debated from time to 
time until the 15th of November, 1777, when the Articles of Con- 
federation were finally agreed to. Congress at the sume time 
directed that these Articles of Confederation should be proposed 
to the legislatures of the States. And Territories? No; tothe leg- 
islatures of “the United States.“ 

res the hammer fell. ] 

r. PAYNE. Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY., The first article reported by this eommittee 
and adopted by the Congress is as follows: 

The style of this confederation shall be the United States of America.” 

In submitting these articles to the legislatures of the several 
Pates of “the United States” Congress declared, among other 

ings: 

Whereas the delegates of the United States of America in Coni 
assembled did * agree to certain articles of confederation and per- 
parasi union between the States of New Hampshire, Massachusetts Bay, 

hode Island and Providence Plantations, Connecticut, New York. New Jer- 
sey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia, North Carolina, South 
Carolina, and Georgia, in the words following, viz. 

Then, to make definite and certain what area should constitute 
“the United States,” the preamble to the Articles of Confedera- 
tion recites as follows: 

Articles of confederation and eg reve union between the States of New 


Hampshire ( cally naming the thirteen States whose independence was 
Feces on the 4th of July, 1716). ms 


WHEN TERM FIRST USED UNITED STATES OWNED NO TERRITORY. 

At this time the United States” mentioned in the Declaration 
of Independence, in the preamble to the Articles of Confederation, 
in the first article of the Articles of Confederation which gave the 
Government its name and style, and in the declaration which ac- 
companied the articles to the several State legislatures, did not 
own a foot of territory in common. Will some gentleman who 
now claims that this term includes both States and Territories ex- 
plain how a name can include that which did not exist when that 
name was first used to designate the Government of the United 
States? If this term did not in these several declarations, resolu- 
tions, and statutes include territory then, where and by what au- 
thority has it since been broadened so as to include that term? 

When this term was used in the official utterances of the found- 
ers of our Government all the territory was owned by each indi- 
vidual State. In fact the provisional and the definitive treaty that 
Great Britain made with the United States while the Articles of 
Confederation were in force and by which the sovereignty of Great 
Britain over the territory of the United States was transferred 
ceded that territory not to the United States but to the States 
collectively, specifically naming each State, so that the title and 
jurisdiction over the public domain was vested exclusively in the 

tates and sovereignty and dominion throughout this territory 
was exercised by the States. So careful was the Congress of the 
United States that prepared the Articles of Confederation to pre- 
serve the rights of the several States and the territory which the 
claimed that they incorporated at the end of Article IX the fol. 
lowing proviso: 

Provided also, That no State shall be deprived of territory for the benefit 
of the United States. 

Can anything be clearer, then, than that the true sense in which 
the term United States” was used up to this time was that it 
was used as a collective name for the States that had united for 
the purpose of establishing a national government, or that this 
term did not, as then used, include anything but the area com- 
prising the States? The legislatures of some of the States insisted 
that before their representatives should be authorized to bind 
them by ratifying the Articles of Confederation these articles 
should be amended. The State of Maryland, the State of Massa- 
chusetts, and the State of New Jersey all objected to this proviso 
at the end of Article IX. Their representatives in Con each 
proposed to amend the proviso at the end of Article IX as follows: 

After the words “for the benefit of the United States” add, " Provided, 
nevertheless, That the lands within these States. the property of which be- 


fore the present war was vested in the Crown of Great Britain, or out of 


which revenue from quit rents arose pagana tosaid Crown, shall be deemed, 

taken, and tie es, as the property of the United States, and be 

of and appropriated by Congress for the benefit of the whole Confederacy, 
rving. however, to the States within whose limits such Crown lands may 


rese 
be the entire and complete jurisdiction thereof.” 


It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that nothing could be more con- 
clusive of the fact than thatin 1778, when these amendments were 
proposed, there was no thought of including territory either 
within the name United States” or that the Government of the 
United States, as formed in those Articles of Confederation, should 
exercise any authority or jurisdiction over territory outside of 
that comprising the States themselves, for in these amendments 
it was expressly stated that while this territory was to be consid- 
ered the property of the United States and di of by the 
United States for the benefit of the whole confederacy, yet com- 

lete jurisdiction over and control was expressly reserved to the 
States. The ground upon which these States demanded this 
amendment was very clearly stated by the legislature of the State 
of New Jersey. (See first volume Laws of United States.) 

All of these amendments were rejected and the Articles of Con- 
federation were adopted; true, not by all of the States, but by 
more than nine of them. 


TERRITORY A MATTER OF CONTENTION BETWEEN THE STATES. 


The subject of this territory was a matter of contention between 
the States from that time on. It was a constant source of irrita- 
tion both in the Federal Congress and among the States until on 
the 7th of March, 1780, the State of New York adopted an act in 
which the legislature of that State said: 

Whereas the Articles of Confederation and Perpetual Union recommended 
by the honorable Congress of the United States of America have not proved 
acceptable to all of the States, it having been conceived that portions of the 
waste and uncultivated territory within the limits or claims of certain States 
ought to be appropriated as a common fund for the expenses of the war, etc. 

The act then proceeds to authorize the delegates from the State 
of New York to limit and restrict the boundaries of that State 
and also authorized these delegates to determine the question of 
“the jurisdiction as well as the right of preemption of soil, or re- 
serving the jurisdiction in part or in whole over the lands which 
may be ceded or relinquished.” Pursuant to this authority the 
delegates from the State of New York ceded to the United States 
all of the territory that State claimed beyond those boundaries 
which now prescribe its territorial limits, including all jurisdic- 
tion which the State of New York had theretofore exercised over 
such territory. This deed of cession bears date of the Ist day of 
March, 1781, and is the first instance in the history of our Gov- 
ernment when territory was ceded to the United States, leaving 
the political status and civil rights of the inhabitants thereof to 
be determined by the Congress of the United States. 


THE CESSION FROM VIRGINIA. 


Again, on the 20th of October, 1783, the general assembly of the 
State of Virginia authorized their delegates, Thomas Jefferson, 
Samuel Hardy, Arthur Lee, and James Monroe to convey *‘ unto 
the United States in Congress assembled, for the benefit of said 
States, all right, title, and claim, as well as of soil as of jurisdic- 
tion, which this Commonwealth hath to the territory or tract of 
country within the limits of the Virginia charter” subject to 
certain conditions. 

The cession of this territory was accepted by Congress with 
certain modifications which were not finally agreed to vy the 
general assembly of Virginia until December 30, 1788, which was 
after the Constitution was adopted. 

This was the second instance in which territory was ceded to 
the United States, leaving to Congress or the Federal Government 
the pover of determining the political status and civil rights of 


the inhabitants until such time as the territory might be divided 
into districts and admitted into the Union as States, 
Prior to this the Federal Congress had passed what is commonly 


known as the ordinance of 1787. This was entitled An ordinance 
for the government of the territory of the United States north- 
west of the river Ohio.” When this ordinance was under consid- 
eration and at the time of its passage by the Federal Congress. the 
Convention that framed the Constitution was then in session. That 
Convention was called under authority of the Federal 8 
contained in the preamble and resolution adopted by that y on 
Wednesday, February 21,1787. When this resolution was adopted, 
= the Convention for the purpose of amending the Articles of 
Confederation and “of establishing in these States a firm National 
Government,” the United States, as such, owned territory over 
which it had complete sovereignty and jurisdiction, but this ter- 
ritory and its inhabitants were excluded from the name and from 
any participation in the establishment of that firm National Gov- 
ernment, 

In the draft for a Constitution, submitted by Mr. Pinckney, and 
also in the draft yy sales by the committee on detail, we find tbat 
the preamble and first article of the proposed Constitution fol- 


lowed literally the preamble and first article of the Articles of 
Confederation; that is, the preamble said: 


That the people of the States of New Hampshire— 
Reciting the thirteen colonies by name— 


do ordain and establish the following Constitution for the government of our- 
selves and our prosterity. 
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The style of this Government shall be “the United States of America.” 

What Government? The Government composed of the thirteen 
States named in the preamble, or any nine of them that might 
adopt the Constitution, and such States as might thereafter be ad- 
mitted under its provisions. there any evidence here of a pur- 
pose to broaden the term United States” so as to include that 
which the term did not include when it was used as the collective 
name of the States, before the United States, as such, had any 
territory? If there is, I would like to have some gentleman point 
it out. I might add that in all of the treaties e by the United 
States after the adoption of the Articles of Confederation and in 
all of the treaties first made after the adoption of the Constitution 
the States comprising the Union are each specifically named. 

Against all these historical facts; against this contemporaneous 
construction of the term “United States” by the men who estab- 
lished our Government and made our Constitution; in the face of 
the fact that when this term was first used the United States did 
not own a foot of territory, and when the term was again used in 
the framing of the Constitution the men who proposed the origi- 
nal drafts of that instrument specifically named the States that 
should constitute the Union, thereby excluding territory that then 
belonged to the United States, and also excluded the inhabitants 
of any territory, either then belonging to or thereafter acquired 
by the United States, from representation in Congress or from vot- 
ing for President or Vice-President; against this array of facts, 
showing that the term United States” was used as the collective 
name of the States, and as defining the geographical boundaries 
within which the sovereign power of the Government of the United 
States should be supreme as against the rest of the world, the men 
who claim that territory is included within that term can bring 
us absolutely nothing except the mere dicta of Chief Justice Mar- 
shal) in re ge vs. Blake (5 Peters, 317), decided in 1820. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 
rupt him a moment? 

r. TAWNEY. Certain! “8 . 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. e gentleman is undertaking to prove 
that we have aright under the Constitution to levy a discrimi- 
nating tax. Now, Article I, section 8, of the Constitution de- 
clares 


shall have power to lay and collect tax 
y the debts and provide for the common 
e United States. 


The Congress duties, imposts 
and excises, to efense and - 
eral welfare of miss 


š Y. Iinsist that under the contemporaneous con- 
struction of the Constitution of the United States by the men who 
made it, as I shall show before I conclude my remarks, the rule of 
uniformity or the limitation upon the power of Congress to le 
duties, imposts, and excises is not applicable, and was not consid- 
ered as applicable, to territory belonging to the United States. 
Mr. PER of Texas. Just one moment more. Thegentleman 
holds that under the Constitution Congress has the power to levy 
a tax to pay the debts and provide for the defense of the territo- 


ries and ions of the United States. 

Mr. TAWN EY. Yes, Ido. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas, Then, in that same clause follows this 
language: 
FD, nda duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


Now, that language is part and parcel of the same clause wherein 
is conferred upon Congress the right to levy duties to defend the 
territories of the United States. Those duties, as this clause de- 
clares, must be uniform, Now, is not that an express declaration 
of what the term United States means? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is not. The gentleman will permit me to 
say that I have shown from the facts connected with the forma- 
tion of our Government that the term United States” could not 
have included territory—first, because the United States did not 
own I as SES 

Mr. PER of Texas. It owned the Northwestern Territory. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It did not own the Northwestern Territory 
when the Constitution was framed. If the gentleman will exam- 
ine the facts he will find that that cession was not completed until 
December, 1788. But whether it did or not, it was expressly pro- 
vided in the original draft of the instrument. The committee on 
style, which reported the first draft of the Constitution, included 
absolutel g nothing as boing a part of the United States except the 
thirteen tes which were specifically named. The gentleman 
may place any construction he pleases upon that provision of the 
Constitution. I simply insist that it does not broaden the term 
in the least so as to include that which was not specifically men- 
tioned as constituting the United States. 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. You do not dispute the proposition 
that under the clause I haye read Congress can lay taxes for the 
defense of the Territories and any possessions of the United States. 


Mr. TAWNEY. That vee fe true, 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. This is the only declaration in the 
Constitution of the power to levy such a tax. 

Mr. TAWNEY. at section is the gentleman reading from? 
Perhaps I misunderstand him. 

Mr, COOPER of Texas. Iam reading from section 8, Article 
I, in which the power to levy a tax to pay the debts and provide 
for the common defense and general we of the United States 
is authorized. Now, there is where you get your power to levy 
this er. But the United States, according to your argument, 
can, without reference to this provision of the Constitution, levy 
a tax at its own will in a Territory 

Mr. TAWNEY (interrupting). I thought the gentleman said 
he was reading from another section of the Constitution. Ican 
only repeat what I have said, that while the power undoubted] 
extends to the levying of taxes throughout the United States an 
Territories the limitation as tothe ormity as to duties extends 
only to duties levied throughout the United States.” 

In view of all that has been said in this discussion, and cepo: 

h vs. Blake, it is e bel 


cially in view of the very able comment of my colleague 
Morris] upon the case of Lough 

sary to add anything, if anything I could add, to show that the term 
United States” or the extension of the Constitution ex proprio 
vigore was not involved in that case, and that the definition given 
to that term by Chief Justice Marshall and relied upon by the 
gentlemen on the other side as their sole evidence of the meaning 
of that term was clearly extrajudicial. 

But notwithstanding the fact that the term United States” 
does not include territory, it is nevertheless contended by some 
that the Constitution and laws of the United States extend by 
their own force and vigor to the territory within the jurisdiction 
of the Government of the United States. If that is so, why was 
it necessary for the men who made the Constitution to 8 
declare by statute in 1789 that the territory then belonging to the 
United States should be a part of the United States and enter into 
a compact between the people of that territory and the people of 
the United States whereby the latter guaranteed to the former 
their political and civil rights? 

I suppose that our friends upon the other side will admit that 
no one can possibly be better qualified to determine this question 
or that no one could possibly understand the meaning of this term 
as clearly as the men who made the Constitution and their contem- 
poraries, Here 1 we find that practical contemporaneous con- 
struction, which the Supreme Court of the United States and the 
supreme courts of all the States have repeatedly said should, in 
doubtful cases, control the judicial mind in the interpretation of 
fundamental law, enables us to completely answer the arguments 
of our opponents. 

THE GOVERNMENT OF NORTHWEST TERRITORY. 

We have seen that when Congress convened on the 4th of March, 
1789, the United States owned territory. They owned that which 
had been ceded by the State of New York in 1781 and that which 
had been ceded by Virginia in 1788. We have also seen that, act- 
ing under the Articlesof Confederation, the Congress of the United 
States had adopted an ordinance for the government of this terri- 


tory. 

If the Constitution and laws of the United States, when adopted 
or enacted, extended ex proprio vigore to territory belonging to 
the United States, certainly the men who participated in making 
the Constitution, who were members of the first Con con- 
vened under it, would have known and so underst: the fact 
and acted accordingly. But in the first volume of the Statutes 
at Large we find that they were densely ignorant of the force and 
effect of the Constitution which they made as to its extension 
over territory belonging to the Union, according to the Demo- 
cratic theory of to-day. The seyenth act they passed was a law 
reenacting the ordinance of July 13, 1787. This ordinance con- 
tained this significant declaration: 

The said territory— 

3 that which had previously been ceded to the United 
and the States which may be formed therein shall be, and forever remain, a 
part of the United States of America. 

Although this territory was ceded by the States and the cession 
was accepted by Congress, yet in the judgment of the men who 
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framed the Constitution this was not sufficient to make that ter- 
ritory a part of the United States, because it was only ceded ‘‘ to” 


and not asa t of the United States.” And to make it a part 
it was deemed necessary for Congress to so declare by statute, and 
Congress did so declare. If, in the judgment of these men, the 
Constitution and laws extended of their own force over territory, 
will some gentleman upon the other side of the Chamber kindly 
explain the necessity for the following provisions contained in the 
0 ce of 1787: 

It is hereby ordained and declared, by the authority aforesaid, that the 
iar rll 4 articles shall be considered as articles of com between the 

States and the people and States in the said territory, and forever 
remain unalterable. 

Then follows the express extension by statute to ‘‘the inhabit- 
ants of said territory ” of the fundamental rights formulated, not 
created, in the Constitution of the United States. 

Here was territory which in area exceeded the area of the States 
and belonged to the United States when the Constitution was 
adopted, and yet we find that, in the judgment of the men who 
represented the people of the United States, this instrument did 
not extend of its own force to such territory. On thecontrary, it 
was treated as property belonging to the United States and not as 
a past thereof. à 

hy, they did not consider at that time the people inhabiting 
the Northwest Territory, which by this ordinance was made part 
of the United States—they did not consider them citizens of the 
United States at all. But they said that the inhabitants of that 
Territory who had been citizens of one of the States and resided 
in the district for three years should be entitled to vote, provided— 
now, remember, provided—that they owned 50 acres of land. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi (interrupting), Or were resi- 
dents of the district. 

Mr. TAWNEY (continuing). Or were residents of the district. 

Mark further what form of government they prescribed for 
these le. . the power of subdivision 2, section 3, 
Article IV, of the Constitution, they proceeded, by the reenact- 
ment of the ordinance of 1787, to define the politi 
people inhabiting this Territory, and gave to them a form of gov- 
ernment and such rules and laws for their conduct and guidance 
asin the judgment of Congress were deemed ‘‘n It is 
true in doing this they did not violate any provisions of the Con- 
stitution wit ns Spe to nal and property rights, but the 
did flagrantly violate, if t Territory was a part of the Uni 
States, the declaration which these same men made on the 4th of 
July, 1776, when they declared that— 

To secure these rights governments are instituted among men, deriving 
their just powers from the consent of the governed. 


First, they expressly authorized the President of the United 
States, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to ap- 
point all of the officers which by said ordinance, as enacted under 
the Articles of Confederation, the Congress of the United States 
Was authorized to appoint. They gave to the President the power 
of revoking the commission of any officer so appointed. They 
authorized the appointment of a governor, secretary, and three 
judges, and then clothed these five men with absolute power, sub- 

ect only to the revision of Congress, “ to adopt and publish such 
ws, criminal and special, as might be best suited to the Terri- 
he i They also provided that as soon as there were 5,000 free 
e inhabitants, of full age, in the Territory var were to be en- 
titled to elect representatives to a general assembly, but accom- 
panying this authority was the following significant proviso: 


land within the same: Provided, 

the district, 222 a citizen of one of the States and being resident in 
the district, or the freehold and two years’ ence in the district shall 
be necessary to qualify a man as an elector of a representative. 

To be eligible to the office of governor this ordinance required 
that a person should own in fee simple 1,000 acres of land. Tobe 
eligible to hold the office of secretary he was required to own in 
fee simple 500 acres of land. 

Mr. HRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
interrupt him just there? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I will ask the gentleman if, prior 
to the enactment of the amendments to the Constitution, the pro- 
vision to which he alludes would not have been . in 
any State in the Union? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think so. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Then, they did not violate the 
Constitution in formulating this condition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ihave not said that they did. That has not 
been my contention. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Then, what application has the 
F to the contention that the Constitution has 

0 
Mr. TAWNEX. I have not said they violated the Constitution. 


status of the 


Iam pointing out the action of those who founded our Govern- 
ment and made the Constitution to show that instead of their 
gaming that the Constitution extended of its own force to terri- 
tory. They took just the opposite view and by statute extended to 
the E of the Northwest Territory many of those rights se- 
cured under the Constitution, showing that under their construc- 
tion the Constitution did not extend to the people of that Terri- 


tory. 

Ar. COCHRAN of Missouri. How can you do that? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The very fact, my friend, that the men who 
made the Constitution admitted by this legislation that to secure to 
those people those. rights specified in the ordinance of 1787, they 
had to renew the com entered into with them under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation whereby their property rights were to be 
secured, shows conclusively that they knew that the Constitution 
did not apply to the people inhabiting the Northwest Territory. 
That is how I do it. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Why, nobody contends that they 
could not do it within the Constitution. 

Pca TAWNEY. Not only that, but this could only be done by 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. But it was constitutional. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Iam not disputing that proposition. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. How do you prove that this is 
unconstitutional by citing a regulation which you contend is 
entirely constitutional? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Minnesota has the 


floor, 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman has just come from the cloak- 
room, I am not to blame if he did not hear the application I was 
making of these historical facts. Otherwise I would indulge him 
further. Spy rp 

Mr. W. of Mississippi. Will the gentleman, before he 
proceeds, ae me one interruption? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, if it relates to the subject that I have 
under discussion. Iam not going to wander off, 

à IAMS of Mississippi. I understand, and I am right 
on this line. The gentleman has been discussing the fact that the 
Congress fixed certain holdings of real estate as uisite to 
holding office out in the Northwest Territory, and he been 
contending that for that reason Congress did not recognize these 
people as citizens of the UnitedStates. Now, do I understand the 

tleman to contend that in order to bea citizen of the United 
tates a man must be qualified either to hold office or to vote? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; I did not so state. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Very well. That is what I 
wanted to ask. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The general assembly—and I want tosay right 
here that I am calling attention to the form of government given 
to the people in the Northwest Territory, not because I claim that 
that form of government was unconstitutional, but because we 
hear so much to-day about government by the consent of the gov- 
erned and the giving to the ple inhabiting our recently ac- 
quired territory a republican form of government. I want to say 
here and now that any man who examines the Territorial acts 


from the e of the ordinance of 1787 down to the present 
time will find that until territory belonging to the United States 
was organized, and the Constitution and laws extended by statute 


tosuch Territory, therenever has been any different form of govern- 
ment than that prescribed for the territory northwest of the river 
Ohio. The general assembly consisted of the governor, legisla- 
tive council, and house of representatives. The legislative council 
consisted of five to be selected, not by the people of the Territory, 
but by Congress, and the legislature thus created, a part of which 
was elected and a part appointed by Congress, was authorized to 
select a delegate to Congress, who was given a voice, but no vote, 
in that body, 
ORDINANCE OF 1787 ADOPTED WITHOUT REFERENCE TO THE CONSTITUTION. 

It will be seen that this ordinance, reenacted in the First Con- 
gee was adopted without reference to the provisions of the 

nstitution in regard to a republican form of government, and . 
without any reference whatever to the limitations imposed by 
that instrument upon the power of Congress. In other words, 
this ordinanceis the practical and contemporaneous interpretation 
of that provision of the Constitution which declares that— 

E TOEA renpacting Siotacsitiey avd other VEETIS DALSEG tothe 
ani 4 
United States. 2 8 : 


The precedent thus established, by those who made the Consti- 
tution, for the government of territory in accordance with the 
spirit of the Constitution and the principles upon which the Gov- 
ernment was founded, but independent of its limitations, has been 
uniformly followed in respect to the government of all the terri- 
tory we have ever acquired except Alaska. 

LAWS OF UNITED STATES EXTENDED TO NEW STATES BY STATUTE. 

But this is not the only contemporaneous act which conclusively 
shows that there is no extension and that there can not be any ex 
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roprio were extension of the Constitution and laws of the United 


tates. hen the States of North Carolina and Rhode Island came 
into the Union by adopting the Constitution, and when their repre- 
sentatives attended the meeting of the First Congress, that body 

been in session almost a year; laws had been enacted in the 
meantime for the United States. I suppose if any member upon 
this’ side of the House should say that these laws would not, of 
their own force, extend to North Carolina and Rhode Island, after 
they had adopted the Constitution and come into the Union, the 
whole Democratic side of the House would rise and exclaim that 
the man who made that statement was non compos mentis, that 
it would be absurd to advance such a proposition, and yet the 
men who participated in that Congress and in the Constitutional 
Convention advanced that very proposition. 

On February 8, 1790, they passed an act specifically extending 
the laws of the United States to the State of North Carolina. On 
June 14, 1790, a similar act was passed for the same purpose, 
Rhode Island being the last of the original thirteen States to come 
into the Union. The State of Vermont was admitted by act of 
February 18, 1791, and on March 2 of that year Congress passed 
an act entitled An act giving effect to the laws of the United 
States within the State of Vermont.” The first section of this act 
reads as follows: 


That from and after the 3d day of March next the laws of the United States, 
which are not legally inapplicable, ought to have and shall have the same 
8 effect within the State of Vermont as elsewhere within the United 


The statutes of the United States show that for many years after 
the adoption of the Constitution it was the uniform practice of 
Congress to extend all the laws of the United States to the newly 
admitted States. In view of all these contemporaneous acts, ex- 
n statute the principles of the Constitution and the laws 
of the United States, it seems impossible that any lawyer of aver- 
age intelligence should for a moment hold that without Congres- 
sional enactment such extension would take place, no matter what 
relation territory may bear to the United States, and certainly it 
can not be held that of their own force either the Constitution or 
laws of the United States extend to territory that is not a part 
of the Union. 


RULE AS TO UNIFORMITY OF DUTIES NOT APPLICABLE TO TERRITORY. 


But, Mr. Chairman, it is said that this bill is unconstitutional 
because it im a different rate of duty upon the products of 
Puerto Rico than is imposed on like products entering the ports 
of the United States from foreign countries. The particular pro- 
vision of the Constitution claimed to be violated is that provision 
of section 8, Article I, which provides: 

9 all duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


I take it for granted that this provision of the Constitution is 
not more sacred now than it was in the first twenty-five years of 
our constitutional Government, nor do I imagine that it will be 
claimed that this limitation upon the power of Congress was of 
less extent then than it is now, yet during that period the sev- 
eral Congresses repeatedly violated it, if gentlemen are correct in 
their conclusions with t to this bill and with respect to ter- 
ritory being a part of the United States, 

On March 3, 1797, Congress passed an act adding 10 per cent to 
the duties imposed by law upon articles when imported in ships 
and vessels not of the United States. Section 104, chapter 72, 
Laws of 1799, provided: 

That the A and merchandise, the importation of which shall not be 
wholly prohibited, shall and may freely pass for the purpose of commerce 

Into the territories of the United States by British subjects from 
the territories of the King of Great Britain, and under this pro- 
vision such goods and merchandise paid no higher duties than 
those paid by citizens of the United States when importing the 
same in American vessels. 

Here was a clear violation of the rule of uniformity above quoted, 
if the Northwest Territory was a part of the United States with 
or without Congressional legislation. 

Section 105 of this act also violated the rule of uniformity by al- 
lowing certain and merchandise to be imported into the 
ports of the Northwest Territory and into the ports of the Ohio 
and Mississippi rivers, wholly within territory belonging to the 
United States, at the preferential rate. 

On May 1, 1802, Congress extended all of the privileges granted 
by sections 104 and 105 of the act of 1799 to— 
vessels and merchandise manye persons residing at New Orleans and 
other points in Louisiana or Flo; on the Mississippi or any of its branches. 

This privilege extended only to the ports in the territory belong- 
mgo è United States. 

gain, section 8 of the act of February 24, 1804, provided that 


French ships or vessels, coming directly from France or any of her col- 
onies, laden only with the produce or manufactures of France or any of her 
said colonies, and Spanish ships or vessels, coming directly from = as or 
any of her colonies, laden ar with the produce or manufactures of Spain or 
any of her said colonies, be admitted into the port of New Orleans and 


into all other ports of y which or BE torana be established by law. 
within the Territories ceded to the Uni States by the above-mentioned 
brow d] in the same manner as ships or vessels of the United States coming 
di y from France or Spain or any of their colonies, and without being sub- 
ject to any other or hi on the said produce ormanufacture than by 
aw now is or shall at payable by citizens of the United States on 
similar articles imported from France or 3 or any of their colonies in 
vessels of the United States into the said port of New Orleans or other ports 
of entry in the Territories above mentioned; or to any other or higher ton- 
nage duty than by law now is or shall at the time be laid on the tonnage of 
vessels of the United States coming from France or Spain or from any of their 
colonies to the said port of New Orleans or other ports of entry within the 
Territories above mentioned. 

Clearly and emphatically, this was in violation of section 8 of 
Article I of the Constitution, referred to by the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. COOPER] a moment ago, if the rule of uniformity of 
duties applies to Territories as well as to States, because they gave 
to the products of France and Spain coming into the ports of 
Louisiana a preferential rate of 10 per cent on goods and 40 cents 
per ton on vessels. 

The factis that in these several statutes, almost contemporaneous 
with the Constitution, Congress wholly disregarded the constitu- 
tional limitation upon its power and imposed duties upon goods 
and merchandise oughout the United States which were not 
uniform, if territory is a part of the United States. That Congress 
had the power to do this was clearly recognized by Albert Gallatin, 


then Secretary of the 3 

In his letter to Congress of October 25, 1803, written just two 
days after the treaty ceding Louisiana to the United States was 
ratified and the ratifications exchanged, this distinguished states- 
man and Secretary of the Treasury, after speaking of a certain 
expenditure that had to be made, said: 

The existing surplus revenue of the United States will, as has beon stated, 


be sufficient to d arge $600,000 of that sum; and it is expected that the net 
revenue collected at 


ew Orleans will be equal to the ing $200,000. 
That opinion rests on the su tion that Congress shall place that port on 
the same footing as those of the United States, so that the same duties shall 
be collected there on the importation of fore merchan as are now by 
law levied in the United States; and that no duties shall be collected either 
on the exportation of produce or merchandise from New Orleans to any 
other place, nor on rn articles imported into the United States from the 
ceded territories, or into those territories from the United States. 

In this letter Mr. Gallatin, in effect, said to py thee that in 
his judgment you have the power to impose a erent rate of 
duty upon foreign merchandise entering the ports of Louisiana 
than the duties imposed at the ports of the United States; that 
you have the power to impona duties upon articles imported from 
the ceded territory into the United States or im into that 
territory from the States, but that the exercise of this power was 
unnec because of the then existing surplus in the Treasury 
of the United States. ; 


ALL THESE QUESTIONS CONSIDERED AND DECIDED BY CONGRESS IN 1803. 


On the resolution in the House of Representatives, presented 
on the very day that this letter of Mr. Gallatin was sent to Con- 
gress, referring so much of the President’s message as related to 
the occupation and the establishment of a government over the 
Territory of Louisiana, this exact question of whether a rate of 
duty collected at Territorial ports different from the rate imposed 
and collected at the ports of the United States was unconstitu- 
tional, together with every other question involved in this discus- 
sion, was most ably and thoroughly discussed and decided. 

This is not only one of the most instructive debates on the ques- 
tions now under consideration contained in the Annals of Con- 
grees, but it is at the same time, to me, one of the most 5 

iscussions concerning the power of Congress to deal with terri- 
tory independent of the limitations of the Constitution I have 
ever read or have been able to find. I commend this debate to 
the gentlemen upon the other side, because they will there find 
eve EUI e they and their party have made, not only to the 
pending bill, but toall the pro; tions which have been advanced 
upon this side of the House, y and completely answered; an- 
swered, too, by men of the highest order of ability, men who 
sought only the welfare of the Government and the good of the 
people; answered by Democrats whose Democracy was not a 
mere negative policy, but positive, based upon sincere convic- 
tions, Democrats who were not constantly engaged in onning 
catch phrases or epigrammatical sentences with which to misl 
or deceive the people. 
I especially commend to my young but distinguished friend 
from Virginia pe Swanson], whose zeal for his party and en- 
thusiasm over his own ideas impels him to see in this bill the evi- 
dence of Congressional despotism, who is carried back to the days 
of the immortal Patrick Henry to find an opprobrious name for 
those who advocate the passage of this measure and claim for 
Congress the same power which his Democratic predecessors al- 
ways claimed, hoping thereby to arouse the prejudices of the 
ignorant and unthinking. The speech, in this debate, of Thomas 
M. Randolph, from the State of Virginia, the son-in-law of Thomas 
Jefferson, and a States’ rights Democrat, as well as the speech of 
that very 3 Democratic statesman from the State of 
Virginia, John Randolph, in favor of every proposition we to-day 


her du 
© time 


1900. 
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pas SWAN- 
son] and his colleagues on that side of the House should have 
carefully read and studied before entering upon this debate. 
Every argument which they have advanced against our position 
in this debate is there answered. If they take the trouble to read 
these speeches, they will there find, as all other Democrats will, 
that not only the very power which we claim Congress possesses in 
t to the government of territory was claimed, but the claim 
was ably sustained by each of the gentleman's distinguished Demo- 
cratic predecessors, and all these questions were decided in favor of 
the Republican contention of to-day. Not onlythat. On the fol- 
lowing day they will find that Mr. John Randolph, as chairman of a 
select committee, reported, advocated, and secured the passage of 
a bill in the House of Representatives for the government of Loui- 
siana which, in point of despotic power, either Congressional or 
Executive, has no enan in the legislative history of our Republic. 
It made Thomas Jefferson in effect king of Louisiana. 
The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the distin- 
ished leader upon that side of the House, in his speech a few 
days ago, boasted that every foot of territory acquired prior 
to 1898 was acquired under Democratic Administrations. He 
omitted, however, to mention the fact that, except as to Alaska, 
every measure proposed and adopted by Congress initiating a 
civil government for this territory was proposed and adopted 
when the Democratic party was in control of Congress, and that 
every act thus passed for this purpose was signed by a Democratic 
President. If he will take the trouble to examine these statutes 
he will discover that in every one of them, and that in every Con- 
gress called upon to create a civil government for the territory 
uired under Democratic Administrations, power was exercised 
by his party, in both Houses and by the Executive branch of the 
Government, the existence of whi 
one would now think of exercising. 
But, Mr. Chairman, it would be manifestly unfair for me to 
pass over the debate which occurred in the House of Representa- 
tives October 25, 1803, on the resolution to authorize the Presi- 


he now denies, and which no 


dent to take ion of Louisiana and govern the same, with- 
out calling specifically to the attention of the other side of this 
House what their Democratic predecessors said in respect to the 


questions we are now discussing. 

These questions involved the power of the Government toacquire 
territory by purchase, the relation of such territory to the United 
States, the political status and rights of its inhabitants; whether 
the limitations of the Constitution applied to the treaty-making 
power and to Congress in negotiating for the purchase of terri- 
tory and governing the same, and especially whether the seventh 
article of this treaty, which provided that French and Spanish 
ships coming directly from France or Spain, or any of their colo- 
nies, when loaded with the produce or manufactures of France or 
Spain, or their colonies, were to be admitted for twelve years into 
the ports of ceded territory at a rate of duty 10 per cent below 
that imposed upon like produce when coming from foreign coun- 
tries into the ports of the United States, was a violation of that 

rovision of the Constitution in regard to the uniformity of 

uties, imposts, and excises, and also that provision which says 
that no preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce 
or revenue to the ports of one State over those of another. 

Upon the first question, as to the relation of Territory to the 
United States, the Hon. Cæsar A. Rodney, a Democratic Repre- 
sentative in that Congress from the State of Delaware, and after- 
wards Attorney-General under Presidents Jefferson and Madison 
and a United States Senator from that State, said: 

The Constitution adverts to States themselves, and the distinction between 
States and Territories is bottomed upon reason. 

He then asks: 

Whence the necessity for the distinction? 

And answers it by saying: 

When Territories grow into States and become represented in the public 


councils, a jority of them may become leagued together and carry into 
effect posted mre a prejudicial to other States. 


Upon this same question, Hon. Joseph H. Nicholson, a Demo- 
cratic Representative in that same Congress from the State of 
Maryland, afterwurds judge of the court of appeals of that State, 
in speaking of the relation of the Territory of Louisiana to the 
United States, said: 

It can not be contended that this territory is ipso facto admitted. * * * 
Whatever may be the future destiny of Louisiana, it is certain that it is not 
now a State. It is a EOT eee by the United States, in their con- 
federate capacity, and may be disposed of by them at pleasure. It is in the 
nature of a colony whose commerce may be regulated without any reference 
to the Constitution. Had it been the d of Cuba which was ceded to us, 
under a similar condition of admitting French and Spanish vessels for a lim- 
ited time into Habanna, could it possibly have been contended that this 
would be gi a preference to the ports of one State over those of another, 
or that the uniformity of duties, imposts, and excises throughout the United 
States would have been destroyed? But because Louisiana lies adjacent to 
our own territory is it to be viewed in a different light? Or can the circum- 
stances of its being separated by a river only, instead of the sea, constitute 
any real difference in re to the commercial regulations which we may 
think proper to estab The restrictions in the Constitution are to be 
strictly construed, and I doubt whether under a strict construction the very 
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same indulgence may not be prenten to the port of Natchez, which does not 
lie within any State, but within the territory of the Uni States. It has 
never been deemed expedient to do so, and in all probability never will. 

Again, Mr. Mitchill, of New York, who [have before quoted inthe 
course of my remarks, speaking upon the question of the limita- 
tion in the Constitution as to uniformity of duties throughout the 
United States, says: 

For the preference forbidden bef the Constitution applies to States in the 
Union and equal members thereof. The domain we are about to acquire is 
not a State, tor that is a sovereign and independent republic. Nor is it a 

rovince, this being an inhabited country subdued by force of arms. Noris 

t a colony, which is a sprout or scion, as it were, of the nt trunk. Inits 
relation to us it isa Territory, a word signifying a uliar and mingled idea 
of a country and inhabitants in the inchoate or initial condition of a republic. 
The Cah of New Orleansis not a Pea of anyStateinthe Union. The 
abolition of the discriminating duties in favor of the two European nations 
is confined absolutely to the ports of Louisiana. 

Again, Mr. Elliott, of Vermont, another very distinguished 
8 in the Eighth Congress, speaking upon this same su 
ject, said: 

Colonies or provinces are a part of the eminent domain possessing the 
and, of course, 5 national property. Colonial territory may be tramsterred 
from one nation to another by pu This purchase can be effected by 
treaty alone. 

Speaking of the discriminating duties in favor of the prođucts 
of France and Spain authorized by the seventh article of the 
treaty ceding Louisiana, Mr. Elliott said: 

Let us again inquire with what views and with what pojecia the Constitu- 
tion was fo . The Articles of Confederation were but a feeble band of 
union, the “shadow of a shade to borrow a political expression—of a Fed- 
eral system. Several States, sovereign and independent with respect to 
many objects, united under a national government, as it respected the most 
— . national objects, and formed a Federal system novel in its nature 
and unequaled in the annals of all ages and nations. The States as such 
were equal, and intended to preserve that equality; and the provision of the 
Constitution alluded to was calculated to prevent Congress from making 
any odious discriminations or distinctions between ticular States. “No 
preference shall be given to the ports of one State. It was not contemplated 
Saas this provision would have application to colonial or territorial acquisi- 

ons. 

In speaking of the political status and rights of the inhabitants 
ot Louisiana, Mr. John Randolph—and now I want to answer 
from a Democratic standpoint a question propounded by the gen- 
tleman on the other side a moment ago, in the language of Mr. 
Randolph. He said: 

How did the people at Natchez become entitled to the rights of citizens? 
Although born out of our mines Seta! the moment our Government was estab- 
lished over them did they not possess of right a security for their lives and 
property? When 1 speak of their acquiring the rights of citizens I do not 
mean in the full extent in which they were enjoyed by citizens of any one of 
the particular States—since they possessed not the right of self-government— 
but those of personal liberty, of personal security, and of property, which 
were among the dearest privileges of our citizens—a stipulation to incorpo- 
rate the ed country. 

He is now speaking of the stipulation in our treaty with France 
conna to us Louisiana, which provided that the inhabitants 
should be incorporated into the Union and admitted, as soon as 
possible, according to the principles of the Federal Constitution 
to the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities of 
citizens of the United States. 

A stipulation to incorporate the ceded country does not imply that we are 
bound ever to admit them to the unqualified enjoyment of the privileges of 
citizenship. It is a covenant to in ate them into our Union, not on the 
footing of the original States or of the States created under the Constitu- 
tion, but to extend to them, according to the principles of the Constitution, 
the rights and immunities of citizens. 

That was the position of John Randolph, of Virginia, in 1803, 
as to the political status and civil rights of the inhabitants of 
Louisiana when he was called upon to say what he and his party 
and his friend Thomas Jefferson proposed to do with regard to 
the rights of e th qa A 

Mr. Randolph did not claim, as his successors in this House 
claim, that the principles of the Constitution extended of their 
own force to the Territory of Louisiana, conferring upon the in- 
habitants thereof all rights and immunities of citizens under the 
Constitution, but, as he said, they would ‘‘extend to them, accord- 
ing to the principles of the Constitution, all the rights and immu- 
nities, including jury trial, liberty of conscience,” etc. 

Mr. Randolph was not only a distinguished Democrat, but he 
was one of the principal advocates of the ratification of the treaty 
by which we acquired Louisiana, and, as I have before said, was 
the chairman of the select committee that reported the resolution 
authorizing the President to take possession of Louisiana and 
8 the same without any limitations and under no restrictions 
whatever. 


In + ar, Pa the fears of the anti-expansionists of that day 
rae Thomas M. Randolph, the son-in-law of Thomas Jefferson, 
said: 


But it is dreaded that so 9 extended a country can not exist under a 
republican government. It this dogma be indisputable, I fear we have already 
far ex ed the limits which visionary speculatists have supposed capable 
of free government, This argument, so far as it goes, would prove that in- 
stead of E we ought todivest ourselves ot Vrhe G If the extent of 
the Repub! of Greece or Switzerland, of ancient or modern times, is to be 
our standard, we shall dwindle, indeed. They have formed the basis of most 


theories on this subject. The acquisition of the country west of the Missis- 
sippi does not reduce us to the necessity of settling it now or for a long time 
come, 
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Mr.Crowninshield, another Democratic Representative, from the 
State of Massachusetts, who was tendered the position of Secretary 
of War by President Jefferson, upon the question of the violation 
of the Constitution owing to the difference between the duties to 
be collected upon French and Spanish products imported into the 
ports of the ceded territory, said: 

I have noobjection to that article of the treaty. Those vessels are to pay a 


similartoourown. * * * 


tonnage d and duty on cargoes 
ent xf to receive the ships of France and 


can not be unconstitutional 


Itsurely 

in the 
ere is no 
laces 


nage. 
WHAT CONGRESS HAS DECIDED. 


Here, then, we see that all these questions were considered in this 
House almost a hundred years ago by the contemporaries of the 
men who made the Constitution. We also see that Congress de- 
cided that territory could be acquired, held, and governed indefi- 

nitely as such; that territory was not a part of the United States; 
that the civilized native inhabitants were not citizens of the United 
States,and could only become such by an act of Congress, not- 
withstanding treaty stipulations, and that the admission of Spanish 
and French products into the ports of the ceded territory at arate 
of duty 10 per cent below that im upon all foreign products 
entering the ports of the Uni States was not a violation of 
that provision of the Constitution requiring uniformity of duties 
throughout the United States. The vote in the House by which 
all these questions were decided, October 25, 1803, as far as this 
branch of the Government can decide anything, was the decisive 
one of yeas 90, nays 25, there being no absentees. 7 

The following day, as I have said, the bill authorizing the Presi- 
dent to take 8 of and govern Louisiana was 17 8 
It gave the ident, Thomas Jefferson, the founder of Dem- 
ocracy, despotic power over that territory. It is no justification 
to say that this was only 8 ere is no such thing as 
the temporary violation of the fundamental law of our land. e 
party that violates it . perpetuate that violation as 

ong as it remains in power. No, it was not a violation of the 

Constitution. Having decided the day before that territory is 
not a part of the United States, but property belonging to it, they 
proceeded to make such rules and regulations for the government 
of Louisiana as they deemed needful, and they did this independent 
of the limitations of the Constitution. 

In view of ali these historical facts, in view of all the acts of 
practical contemporaneous construction I haye cited, and in view 
of the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has never 
decided to the contrary, it is im ble for any man to success- 
fully contend that the power of Congress over territory to which 
the Constitution and laws of the Union have not been extended is 
not plenary. 

But the mere existence of this power need not alarm the inhabit- 
ants of our insular territory. Nor will gentlemen upon the other 
side ever have any real occasion to complain of its improper exer- 
cise under Republican control. We will now give to the people 
of Puerto Rico a bond that plenary though this power is, it will 
never be exercised over them as the legislative power of many 
States under Democratic control is now exercised. 

No; the Republican party, born out of the agonies of a long- 
suffering people, trampled upon by the most corrupt and villainous 
“in ong! that ever cursed a republic, has too many pages of its 
history written in the blood of American patriots who fought 
under its great leader, Abraham Lincoln, in the cause of freedom 
and civil liberty to be accused by its Democratic opponents of 
seeking to oppress any people of any race or color living under the 
shadow and protection of our nation’s starry emblem of liberty. 
[Prolonged applause. ] 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


marian ca 5 —.— and oe BOoUTELL of Illinois 

ving taken the chair as er pro tempore, a message from 

the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the 

Senate had passed without amendment the following resolution: 
House concurrent resolution 44: 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed and bound of the rt of the P 0 on 15,000, 10,000 
for the use of the House and 5,000 for the use of t Senate. 


The message also announced that the Senate had without 
amendment the bill (H. R. 4006) to authorize the Union Rai 
8 to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monon- 
gahela River. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
ae gore hy ves was requested: 

. 8266. An act authorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the 
late . Gen, E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of 


3 to the United States National Cemetery at Arlington, 
a. 
S. 3239, An act for the relief of Richard Allston, 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 
The committee resumed its sitting. 


[Mr. EDDY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LACEY. Lask unanimous consent to extend my remarks 
in the RECORD. 

There was no objection, and leave was granted. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, not being in accord with the 
majority of my colleagues on this side of the House, Ideem it 
proper to briefly state my reasons. 

I am as loyal and devoted a member of the Republican party as 
there is on the floor of this House. I cherish its traditions and 
glory in its achievements and am ready at all times to loyally sup- 

rts its policies and defend its principles, but_I do not recognize 

this bill a Republican measure, there are absent those princi- 
pa of equality and justice that have always characterized 
epublican legislation. I heartily believe in the principle of pro- 
tection. I believe in, and have endeavored to teach in a humble 
way, the benefits and blessings of a protective tariff—a tariff 
against the products of other and foreign lands when such pro- 
ducts come in unfair and unequal competition with American in- 
dustries and American productions, but I have never before known 
the Republican party to advocate or favor, or even suggest that 
there should be any discrimination in tariff duties between States 
or Territories of ourown. In fact, such a policy—such a discrim- 
ination—any inequality in Federal taxation, is expressly declared 
by the Constitution to be unlawful. 

Gentlemen have argued with much force and many legal au- 
thorities and precedents that Puerto Rico is not a part of the 
United States and not a Territory entitled to the benefits of our 
Constitution ard laws, and hence that that provision of the Consti- 
tution is not applicable. Others have argued with equal force, 
and apparently as many decisions and authorities, that the consti- 
tutional limitations do apply to legislation for territories ceded 
to us and over which we assume control and exercise the func- 
tions of Government, even before statehood is created. These 
arguments have been very learned and interesting, but either so- 
lution of this constitutional question can not determine for me 
the question of the propriety of the proposed legislation. 

The brilliant argument of the gentleman from Pennsylvania on 
Monday, and, indeed, all the arguments in support of the bill, ex- 
cept those of the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] and the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], have dealt alone with 
the question of the pora of Congress to impose an unequal and 
discriminating tariff upon imports from Puerto Rico. take a 
broader ground, and insist that, admitting the power, admtting 
the legal right to enact this law, that under the existing circum- 
stances and conditions it would be improper and unjust to exer- 
cise it, especially when it is conceded by the report of the majori 
of the committee that no injury will come to our industries or prod- 
ucts by the admission free of duty of all products of the island. 

Regardless of the constitutional question, I take the ground that, 
having taken their island, having thrust upon them our Govern- 
ment, having gone to them bearing the banner of freedom, and hav- 
ing assured them of our intention and p to “ bestow upon 
them the immunities and blessings of the liberal institutions of 
our Government” (being the language of the letter of General 
Miles to the Puerto Ricans, written July 28, 1898), and having 
promised to give them (in the language of the same letter) „the 
advantages and blessings of enlightened civilization,” having as- 
sured them that we came to them in the cause of liberty, justice, 
and humanity, it would be the most flagrant injustice and the 
clearest and most patent evidence of insincerity and bad faith to 
deny them the same privileges, immunities, and trade facilities 
enjoyed by all our States and Territories, especially when it is con- 
ceded that all the products they can export, and even double their 

resent producing capacity, would not, if admitted free of duty, 

terfere with our own ucts. Here is the language o? the re- 

port of the majority of the Committee on Ways and Means in 
respect to sugar: 

The consumption of 
TCC 
the law of 1897, The balance was furnished by the free su of Ha the 
cane sugar of Louisiana, and the beet sugar of the N ern States. 


45,000 tons of Puerto Rican sugar is not enough to supply the cg par de- 
mand for consumption of a single year, and no one kim s that if 1 — 
0 


free it would have any apprecia effect upon the price of su 

United States. No one now claims that the 300,000 tons of Ha sugar 
affects the price in the United States. The price of — being fixed in the 
United Sta it follows that this $1,000,000 reduction tariff duty, or the 
greater part of it, would, at this time, come to the rescue of the 


ori 
r producers of Puerto Rico. t it would infuse new life and vigor 
— hope into the 


of this island needs no argument. 
Nor would the uction of this duty injure or retard the wonderful 
which it is estimated 


growth of the eee in the United Sta: 

will reach the prod: of more than 100,000 tons du present year. 
With respect to tobacco—and these are the only two products of 

the island upon which there is any tariff—the report says: 


Fortunately this tobacco is not of such a quality as to furnish any menace 
to the tobacco industry of the United States. It is of a different quality; is 
useful only for fillers, and generally for the better grades of cigars, 
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It is not, then, to protect our own home industries and products 
that this law is proposed. What is the motive that prompts it? 
From the arguments of the gentlemen who have spoken in sup- 
ei of the measure it would appear that the chief reason is that 

e Congress has power to do it; the power of Congress is to be 
declared and demonstrated. Conceding the power, why is it in- 
voked in this instance? It has not been exercised with respect to 
the Hawaiian Islands, which last year exported to this country 
800,000 tons of sugar, or nearly eight times the entire output of 
Puerto Rico. No provision for a tariff was inserted in the treaty 
recently made with the Sultan of Jolo, by which the United States 
assumed sovereignty over the archipelago of Jolo. On the con- 
trary, that treaty expressly provides as follows: 

All trade in domestic products of the archi o of Jolo, when conducted 
under the American flag, shall be full, un ted, and undutiable. 

Is not the same American flag to float over the commerce of 
Puerto Rico? The gentlemen on the other side of the question 
boast and rejoice in the assurance, as we all do, that the American 
flag is not to come down, but is to continue to float over all of 
these possessions. But why, tell me, shall one law apply to the 
commerce sailing under the Stars and Stripes on the Atlantic 
Ocean and another law for the same class of commerce the same 
commodities and under the same flag—on the Pacific Ocean? Why 
this discrimination against Puerto Rico? Two reasons, and two 
only, have been given by the gentleman from New York, the chair- 
man of the committee. The first is that this tariff will create a 
fund for the maintenance of a public-school system for the island. 
The second is that a free-trade Foes will establish a bad prece- 
dent, and that soon Cuba and Philippines will be knocking at 
our door for similar legislation. Now, as to the first, a public- 
school 9 should be established and maintained in Puerto Rico 
on the plan of the American public-school system, conducted under 
American supervision, but it should be established and maintained 
of ees taxation. A simple and compie system of school tax- 
ation can be devised and put in operation. 

But why not establish and maintain such a system in the same 
manner as the public-school systems are pin shes and main- 
tained in the different States of the Union and in our own dis- 
tricts? What is to prevent this great Government from conceiv- 
ing and formulating and putting into operation a system of e 

ools and a system of local taxation to support them? It is true 
that there are no counties or townships in the island of Puerto 
Rico. The island has not been so subdivided. But what is to pre- 
vent Con, dividing the island into school districts, if you 
please, and putting into each one a school system, putting it into 
operation, and raising money for the support of the various 
schools throughout the island, supporting them and maintaining 
them by a system of local taxation? 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. LACEY. Does the gentleman think that it would be bet- 
ter, until a local government is ized in the island, to give 

wer for the establishment of such a system to the people of the 

and—in other words, that they should do that for themselves 
rather than that Congress should attempt to put such a system 
into operation? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. I think that Congress should at once take 
that question of local government into consideration, and just as 
aged as Py a establish it on the island, 

Mr. LACEY. Thatis very true. But would it not take a year 
or two at least before any local self-government could be estab- 
lished there, and in the meantime what is to become ot the school 
system about which the gentleman has been talking? 

Nr. TOMPKINS. It will be a year or more, of course, under 
Sarid 1 legislation, before any public-school system could be 
establi Š 


Mr. LACEY. Then how would the island be run in the mean- 
time? Where is the money to come from? 

Mr. TOMPKINS, By local taxation. y 

Mr. LACEY. Then you propose that a local government shall 
make laws for the government of the island and the collection of 
the taxes. But what local government could make the levy? 

Mr. TOMPKINS. There should be some sort of local govern- 
ment or some supervisory control, at least, exercised by Congress 
until a 2 system is established. 

Mr. LACEY. I am, perhaps, quite in sympathy with the gen- 
tlemsn’s proposition, but I only wanted to point out the difficulties. 
The difficulty is to apply a method for the immediate regulation 
of the affairs of the island and put the custom-houses in opera- 
tion. I was only calling his attention to the difficulties which 
seem to surround the position he is taking with regard to the 


matter. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. The people can wait a reasonable time until 
a suitable system can be established. 

But the gentleman from New York says, Tax those who can 
best afford to pay it. Impose it in the form of tariff duties and 
then the rich owners of the sugar and tobacco plantations will 


have to 


yit.” My answer to that proposition is, collect it 
means of a system of local taxation 3 land, and then, Fed 


the rich sugar and tobacco plantation owners will have to pay it. 
The gentleman from Ohio, Mr. GROSVENOR, stated that the sugar 
and tobacco interests constituted but a small part of the interests 
of the island, and it is conceded by the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee that these two classes constitute only 25 per cent of the pro- 
ducers of the island. Their proposition, therefore, is that 25 per 
cent of the 5 shall pay a tax for the support and main- 
tenance of the entire island, for no other tax is proposed A this 
law. The injustice of such a plan must be apparent to all. A 
better plan would be to devise and putin operation an equitable 
local system of taxation by which all landowners, regardless of 
what they may produce, will contribute their share toward the 
expenses of the government of the island. 

As to the second reason, if the argument that the constitutional 
limitations in reference to taxes and tariffs do not apply in this 
case and that Congress may legislate freely and at will for any ter- 
ritory or possession, and enact such laws for their government as 
may seem expedient, is good, then the second reason given for 
this bill is fallacious. The gentleman from New York in his 
speech said: 

I want to make a precedent that all men can read with reference to the 
Philippine Islands, and if Cuba shall come I want to give notice to Cuba that 
we propose to A sig this industry when it comes to the question of admit- 
ting the 1,000,000 tons that will come from Cuba. 

He also said: 

No damage will be done by the little island of Puerto Rico, I 
want to see competition with the cheap vor af the Pippin wd 

So that a reason for the proposed legislation is that a precedent 
may be established to be used against Cuba and the Philippine 
Islands. Let us see if such a precedent is necessary. Certainly 
not according to the arguments of the gentlemen on the other side 
of this question. They insist that there are no limitations von 
the power of Congress in dealing with any of these islands; t 
Congress may enact such legislation as may be deemed n 
and ae in any given case. If that beso, then when the Phil- 
ippine Islands or Cuba come knocking at the door of Congress, as 
predicted by the gentleman from New York, with different condi- 
tions and circumstances, Congress may declare, by virtue of the 
power it is now asserted it possesses, that because of the different 
conditions prevailing, and for the purpose, it may be, of protecting 
home productions, a reasonable and proper tariff shall be imposed. 
It seems the height of folly and injustice to “eons a tariff where 
no protection for home industries is served thereby, and where 
such tariff is opposed by and works a hardship upon those upon 
whom it is imposed, simply for the purpose of establishing a prece- 
dent to enable that to be done which Congress already has the 
constitutional right to do. 

I unite and agree with the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee in his declaration— 

I do not want to see competition with the cheap labor of the Philippines. 

Nor will we so 1 as the Republican party is in power and 
he Republican principle of protection is applied where it should 
be. hen the Filipinos apply to us for free trade with their 
country, we may and should say tothem: You have been in insur- 
rection against us; you have cost us millions of money and thou- 
sands of precious lives because of the attitude of some of your 
people; it is still necessary to maintain a standing army, at an 
enormous yearly cost; we came as your deliverers and you have 
rebelled against us and shot down your benefactors, and while 
we, in the cause of humanity, have gladly rescued you from the 
oppression of Spain and are willing to confer the blessings of 
American civilization, yet we can not admit your products free of 
duty to compete with the products of well-paid erican labor 
until such time as we shall have received back from you the cost 
of putting down your insurrection, the cost of maintaining an 
army to prerio peace, the cost of pensioning our wounded sol- 
diers and the dependent ones of those you have slain, and until, 
by the civilizing and educating forces of American institutions, 

ou shall attain unto that degree of education and advancement 

which your lives will be ennobled and your labor dignified and 

enhanced in value so as to compete fairly with the educated and 
well-paid labor of native and naturalized Americans. 

That is the position this Government may take with reference 
to the Philippine Islands when the question arises. No such con- 
dition exists with respect to Puerto Rico. With respect to Cuba 
there need be no fear of a precedent, because it is our purpose to 
grant to the people of that island a free and independent govern- 
ment. Then we shall deal with her by treaty or tariff laws as we 
deal with the other nations of the world. at Congress has the 
power to take care of the Philippine question when it comes has 
not only been admitted by the gentlemen who have discussed the 
legal proposition, but in the ig ety of the majority of the com- 

fares which accompanies this bill, we find the following on this 
question: 


The representative of the beet-sugar industry who appeared before 
admission of sugar free of duty from Puerto 


committee stated that the 
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interests. His fears were that this o; regarded as a prece- 
dent for free sugar from the EREDE Islands, and eventually from Cu 
It is a sufficient answer to this that the substitute reported establishes no 
ent, On the contrary, we expressly assert by this substitute the right 
discriminate between Puerto Rico or the Philippine Islandsand the United 
States. Cuba is to have a government of its own, and there is no menace to 
the beet-sugar inductry from that quarter. Surely the party which had the 
courage to provide eae, ee protection in 1897 for this new industry can be 
safely trusted to foster it, now it has passed beyond the stage of experiment 
and is an assured success. 


So that the claim that this legislation is required as a ent 
when we come to deal with the Philippine Islands and Cuba is 
destroyed by their own report and arguments. 

To summarize briefly: There is no need of this legislation for 
protective purposes; that is conceded. There is no need of it asa 
precedent; because if Congress has the power to enact this law, it 
will have the same power to enact a similar law for the Philippine 
Islands, If we open our markets to the products of Puerto Rico, 
the rich and fertile soil spoken of by the gentleman from New 
York will be made to bloom and blossom as the rose,” and enable 
them to pay taxes liberally for the support of their school system 
and home government. 

Every legal and humane reason exists for the defeat of this 
measure and the establishment of free trade between the United 
States and Puerto Rico. 

President agen in his annual message, read at the opening 
of this Congress, said: 

Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 


Is our duty any less plain now than it was then? Conditions 
have not changed. These people are now 1 and 
starvation. Since Spain has enacted a high and prohibitive tariff 
they have had no market for their products, Their lands are un- 
cultivated, their people are idle, and men, women, and children 
hungry and suffering are looking across the waters to us with all 
our wealth, prosperity, and happiness, and are asking and plead- 
ing that we open our ample markets to the products of which 
their little island is capable, demanding that we grant to them 
the immunities, obese blessings, liberty, and Civilization we 
so bountifully promised; and if this great nation is just and true 
to its promises, if we want the future good will and loyal allegiance 
of these people and the respect of the rest of the world, we will 
not fail to heed the cry. A ee applause. } 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, the questions that present 
themselves to the House at this time for consideration are the most 
important questions that have arisen since the period of the civil 
war. During the period of the civil war the statesmanship of the 
nation was called upon to settle the extent and limits of our Fed- 
eral Constitution in its application to domestic affairs. To-day we 
are called upon to measure its capacity in connection with our 
relation to foreign affairs. So that that instrument during the 
period of forty years has been called upon to vindicate itself to the 

ple of our nation and to the people of the world as the palla- 
pe of Oe liberties of a ee ple. A rọ 
am not vain enoug y , nor arrogant enoug 
„ the views which I entertain as to the 
proper scope of that instrument are sound and would meet the 
Approval of the tribunal which ultimately must upon them; 
but, sir, I feel a duty, and what I regard to be the duty of every 
member of this House, to contribute to this common fund of dis- 
cussion such N as occur to me in regard to the scope of 
that instrument as applied to the bill now under consideration. 
1 have no apologies to make for the attitude I take on this occa- 
sion. I assume it to be the privilege—nay, I regard it to be the 
sworn duty—of every member of this House to act and vote upon 
all questions of public import the scope of which is so wide as 
this at least from the standpoint of American citizenship, and not 
from the standpoint of American politics. [Applause.] 

1 believe, sir, he serves his party best who serves his coun 
most; and actuated with that p , and with that alone, 
proceed to give to the House such humble views as I entertain 
upon this important question, in the hope that the fallacy of them 

be pointed out before we have occasion to act on this matter 
by way of vote, if there be fallacy, and that the merit of them, if 
they have any humble merit, may have its proper weight in the 
deliberations of this committee. 

Now, sir, what have we before us? This bill proposes, compre- 
hensively stated, to impose a tax of 25 per cent of existing rates 
upon certain products of Puerto Rico landed in American ports, 
and the same rate of ge ay such products that go from the 
United States to Puerto Rico, in both collections the fund real- 
ized to be applied for the benefit of Rie people of Puerto Rico. 

ell, sir, if we were to extend the provisions of our tariff law, 
or any tariff law, to Puerto Rico, most assuredly this small frac- 
tion of 25 per cent is a moderate and a liberal ons. The Constitu- 


even should the product be doubled, would work no injury to the beet · su 
— riginal bill enk be — — 


tion requires duties to be uniform throughout the United States. 
By the treaty made with Spain, among other things ppan ceded 
tates sovereign qu 


to the United over Puerto Rico. ote the 


language of the treaty. It was a cession of sovereignty. What 
do we understand by that term? What do we mean by the word 
sovereignty?“ Ihave not taken pains to consult the dictionaries, 
but the common understanding that people have of it is the power 
to govern. That was all the right that Spain had over Puerto 
Rico, and it was the only thing that she could t. It was the 
only thing that she did grant, and the thing she granted to the 
United States was merely the right to exercise the supreme power 
of government over the poopie and territory of that island. 

he first question is, How are we, having that right granted to 
us, to exercise it? We have over our own territory and people the 
right of sovereignty; added to that, by this cession comes this 
grant of sovereignty from Spain. Is our method of asserting our 
sovereignty any other and different in the case of this new grant 
from Spain than it always has been under the Constitution that 
we are under? Most assuredly not. We can not carry on the 
functions of a government exerting two kinds of sovereignty. 
Our American sovereignty is tied down and fettered by the lan- 
guage of the Constitution itself. The Constitution itself is our 
5 justification in taking the added sovereignty from 
Spain. aving taken it, it then comes under the provisions of 
our organic law, to be exercised by such methods and in such 
2 and in such manner as the Constitution itself may prescribe. 

ow, sir, we have heard a great deal during this long debate 
for six days about the Constitution and about the proper vigor of 
the Constitution. What do we mean by it? What is understood 
by the expression ‘‘ the Constitution of the United States?” Is it 
some sacred volume that has come down to us from a former gen- 
eration that is to be because of its elegant binding? It 
isa mere record of certain Bred pater rere of government that 
are therein described and limited. If it be that, then it is not 
the document itself, but it is the principles that are embodied in 
it that are material for our consideration in questions of this kind. 
It is the depositary, so to „of the sovereignty of the Ameri- 
can poopie themselves, and they alone have, or originally, 
absolute sovereignty, if you may so term it. 

All power rested with them. They saw fit in their wisdom to 
delegate a certain portion of it to a form cf government. That 
form of government was made up of executive, legislative, and 
judicial branches. That was all there was of it. Every power 
that is specified in the Constitution as having been granted by the 
people is applied by and applicable to these three subdivisions of 
sovereignty. So that when we talk about the Constitution, Mr. 
Chairman, we are not to look upon it as an elastic parchment that 
we can spread over newly acquired territory. We are to look at 
it as the resort to which we can go to find out how we can govern 
outside territory; and that is the work that is before us to-day. 
Much has been said by the courts and in the literature on this 
subject as to the time when Puerto Rico became a part of the 
United States, became American territory. 

As I have already said, the cession that was made to us was not 
the cession of territory, it was the cession of sovereignty, but that 
unquestionably ex vi termini carries the main itself, and at 
least we have so treated it thus far. But the courts tell us there 
are certain stages in the progress of the annexation of foreign ter- 
ritory to our own that must be observed as events go forward. 
They tell us that the territory on hand at the time the Federal 
Constitution was adopted belonged to the United States. They tell 
us that certain islands that somebody discovered afew years 3 
on which were valuable guano beds, were not territory of the 
United States but appertained to the United States. They tell us 
that the annexation of foreign territory to our territory is not a 
completed work, is not an executed transaction, until we accept 
the cession. 2 

Well, sir, I agree to that. It seems to me they follow the 
analogies of the law in that holding. Everybody knows that a 
gift from one person to another is not valid unless accepted. And 
everybody knows that a deed of my farm to my friend from Penn- 
rania carries nothing to him until he accepts it. And so in 

is case, the cession of the sovereignty over Puerto Rico by 
Spain does not carry the territory into our territory until the 

nited States, in some form, by some affirmative act signifying 
the fact, accepts that cession. And we are told in this connec- 
tion that the de of this bill, that any act of the legislative 
power of the Government, is an act that signifies or will signify 
an sg fae I agree to that. 

But, Mr. Chairman, is that the only way in which we can accept 
it? Is that the only way in which we can make Puerto Rico a 

t of the American territory? I say not, sir. We have had on 
uerto Rican soil for many months a government established by 
the United States under the war power of the Constitution. We 
have had our governor-general, we have had all the machinery 
necessary to administer the affairs of that island. Schools have 
been established, schoolhouses have been built, all the wants of 
the people have been regarded and have been supplied by the Goy- 
ernment of the United States of America. Ten times more affirm- 
ative acts have been called into being since the occupancy of that 
island than could be implied from any mere act of civil legislation, 


1900. 
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Mr. THROPP, Will the gentleman permit me to ask hima 
question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. THROPP. Did we not perform an affirmative act in ac- 
See ee transfer by the passage of the treaty? 

r. POWERS. I will say in answer to my friend from Penn- 
sylvania that when I am arguing that under this doctrine of the 
courts it is necessary to have an acceptance in order to make 
annexation, I do not mean to stop and quarrel with them. No 
matter about that. I am trying as well as I may to follow along 
the lines of judicial construction to see where it will take me as 
the final result in this case. Ido not propose to antagonize that 
Se further than it seems necessary. 

ow, then, as 1 was saying, and this is the point I desired to 
make, these affirmative acts of military occupation, of actual pos- 
session of the territory itself, of assuming control over the peo- 
ple, of paying out our money for their benefit, of receiving to a 
certain extent their services, are affirmative acts that are potential 
enough at all events to indicate the acceptance of that cession and 
thereby make Puerto Rico a part of our American territory. Now, 
what follows from that result? If by treaty Puerto Rico has be- 
come a part of American territory, then I insist that she is to be 
treated precisely as Arizona, Oklahoma, or New Mexico. and all 
the Territories that we have had since the foundation of the Gov- 
ernment, J lause. ] 

I insist, sir, that there is no power anywhere that can discrimi- 
nate against one acre of American territory in favor of another. 
So that if this reasoning is sound, that up to this moment Puerto 
Rico has become by our voluntary acceptance a part of our terri- 
tory, then, sir, all the consequences must follow that would fol- 
low from the government or administration of the Territory of 


ona. 

I do not overlook the fact that my friends who contend differ- 
ently may insist that whatever acts of sovereignty we exert must 
be on the civil side of the Constitution. 

But is that sound? Can any gentleman give me an intelligent 
reason why any exertion of sovereign power on the part of the 
United States in order to perfect an inchoate right to a foreign 
territory must be exercised on the civil side of the Government 
rather on the military side? I think not. I submit that 
conundrum to gentlemen who are imbued with different notions 
respecting the rights of the Government, to answer before this 
debate may close. 

Now, then, I have said that if the reasoning down to this point 
is sound we must treat Puerto Rico as American territory and 
treat itin the same way ey. that we treat Oklahoma, New 
Mexico, and Arizona, and in the same way that all along the line 
of our history, from the adoption of the Constitution to this day, 
we have treated our Territories that were unorganized. 

Right here it is pertinent to inquire, Do you think, Mr. Chair- 
man, that you could impose a stamp duty upon a deed of real 
estate in Arizona with a consideration of $1,000 larger than you 
impose upon a deed of real estate in Arizona haying the same 
consideration? Do yousuppose you could impose a duty upon the 
ores of Arizona and a still different one upon the ores in Okla- 
homa? And if you may not discriminate between those two, do 
you imagine that you could make a discrimination in favor of or 
against Puerto Rico, if she be American territory? I think not. 

So that we are 3 directly to the very marrow of this ques- 
tion, and that is whether we can impose one kind of duty for one 
part of our American territory and a different kind—whether 
greater or less, I care not—upon some other part. Gentlemen 
who have preceded me have attempted to solve this question by 
undertaking to give us a definition of what is meant by the term 
“the United States.“ The Constitution declares that duties must 
be uniform throughout the ‘‘ United States.” 

Until within the last ninety days I, in common with the great 
mass of 75,000,000 American people, had always supposed that 
the United States” embraced the 45 States that are in state- 
hood and embraced also the outlying Territories that will some 
time become States. The boys and girls in our schools have been 
taught to believe that the United States of America comprehended 
all the territory over which we exercised jurisdiction. But of late 
we have been told that this is a popular error, and that the time 
has at last come to change our educational methods, to change our 
generally held notions and learn to our sorrow and humiliation 
that the United States is no more nor less than that portion of our 
territory that has had the opportunity to elect governors and State 
Sa, ah and to send men here to represent them in Congress, 

hy goback tothe days of the Constitution, when we had thirteen 
States, and 1 was almost ready to say thirteen times as much of out- 
lying territory. Sup at that time the fathers had been asked. 
i hat do you include in your great new-born nation, the United 
States? Do you claim only that narrow margin along the Atlantic 
coast? Is that the limit of your conception of the limits of your 
new Government?“ If such a question been asked, the answer 
would have been, 2 no; we look away beyond to the Missis- 
sippi; we see that great Northwest Territory; we see the territory 


that was ceded by Connecticut now covering the famous Western 
Reserve of Ohio; we see the great cession made by New York; we 
see the vast cession made by South Carolina.” They congratulated 
themselves that even at that time we had an empire of almost 
Roman, almost Asiatic boundlessness, out of which were to be 
erected the coming new States of this Union. 

We must fiud out whether these new schoolmasters that have 
iven us this definition are correct; because if they are, it is the 
uty of every man on this floor to bow in respect to their new 

dispensation. So I have taken occasion to find out where this 
term United States” originated in any authentic form; where 
it came into use by force of any authoritative expression of the 
American people. And I find the'first instance of it is recorded 
in the Declaration of Independence, made July 4, 1776. In that 
instrument the representatives of the United States” declare 
that these colonies are and of right ought to be free and inde- 
pendent States.” It is true they used the expression The United 
States,” in which t they were a little bit ahead of time. 
They had not become united States at all; they were nothing 
more than united colonies. Butin anticipation of glories to come 
mac | assumed the title and went ahead. 

ell, in a little more than a year after that the Congress of the 
Confederation, without any previous authority from any source 
whatever, assembled themselves together and formulated the 
Articles of Confederation. Those articles, as has been said this 
aiternoon, were articles of friendship and amity between certain 
States named—New Hampshire, Massachusetts, Virginia, etc. In 
those articles it is decl in the very first section that the style 
of this Confederacy shall be the United States of America.” Now, 
that is the first time where you can find, in any authentic paper 
issued by authority, any use of the term ‘‘ United States;” and 
those who used that term did not limit it to the two words United 
States, but they added “of America! - clearly implying that at 
that time at least the fathers of the Republic had no purpose to 
annex the Philippines. 

Now, going along in the progress of our history as a Govern- 
ment, in 1787, while these Articles of Confederation were in force, a 
Convention was called, the result of which was the formulation of 
the Federal Constitution as it now stands, with the exception of 
the amendments that have been added. Now, in that instrument 
they changed the source of power. It is no longer a league of 
States, a confederation of States New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, etc.—but another veran 8 comes into play 
We, the people,” not we, the people of New Hampshire, Massa- 
chusetts, Rhode Island, etc., but We, the people of the United 
States,” do, for certain purposes enumerated, “ordain and estab- 
lish this Constitution”—for whom? For the United States of 
America,” keeping up the same style in referring to the country to 
be governed as had been adopted in the Articles of Confederation. 

ow, these words, ‘‘the United States of America,” appear in 
the Federal Constitution only twice. They appear in that section 
defining the Peder of the President for the first time, there shall 
be a ident of the United States of America,” and in the at- 
testing clause at the close of the instrument, done in the year of 
our Lord so and so and of the independence of the ‘‘ United States 
of America,” etc. These are the only occasions where they are to 
be found in that instrument. 

So that you see, Mr. Chairman, I think it a clearly demonstrable 
i wing pe that there is no technical meaning to the term United 

states,” for the words are used, as the courts tell us always is the 
case in the statutes, in the common meaning and acceptation given 
to them by the people of the country. When we say the United 
States of America,” we mean precisely the same thing as when we 
say the United States.” And when we say the United States,” 
the idea conveyed to the common mind—the common acceptation 
of the term—is that it means not only the organized States of the 
Union, but aay Territory, every acre of territory, that is under 
the flag of the United States. It seems to me that that is abso- 
lutely clear and unquestionable. 

Well, sir, in addition to that, the courts have been called upon 
occasionally to give their views and their construction of the 
meaning of this term. I have alluded to the fact that in the com- 
mon speech of the people, the common acceptation of the people, 
the term ‘‘ United States” is a comprehensive one, and not in any 
sense a technical one; that it does not mean, as has been argued 
upon the floor of this House, States that were united, but it means 
more comprehensively all of the territory under the flag of the 
United States, 

Now, the courts, I say, have been called upon to define that 
proposition. We have had a great deal of talk about the much- 
quoted case of Loughborough vs. Blake, reported in 5 Wheaton, 
which has been pointed to by one side as triumphant proof in sup- 
port of their theory, and is pointed at by the other side as the 
obiter dictum of an obscure judge. 

In Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 643), Chief Justice 
Marshall, in the opinion of the court; says: 


The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be 
exerciesd. and must be exercised, throughout the United States. Does this 


term designate the whole or an 8 rican empire? 
Certainly this —— of but one answer. itis the name given fo 
our tates and Territories. e Dis- 


Well, it is certain that Chief Justice Marshall, in that case, did 
say that the United States comprehended the Territories as well 
as the States and the District of Columbia. That fact is not dis- 
puted, as I understand it. The Chief Justice said it, whether 
true or not. He said it whether it was part of the adjudication 
of the question before him, or whether it was an obiter dictum, or, 
as sometimes the lawyers it, a slopping over” of the court. 

But one thing must be understood clearly in reference to the 
case. It was decided in 1820, some eighty years ago. Various 
questions to which it might be pertinent if it were bad law have 
been before the courts since it was adjudicated, and I undertake 
to say that there is not in the whole mass of our judicial literature 
in the United States courts, nor in the State courts, so far as I 
can find any case to which the same legal E applied, in 
which the case of Loughborough vs. Blake wascited, that disputed 
its authority; no case in which it has been said t the great 
Chief Justice Marshall, when he declared that the United States 
comprised the Territories and the District of Columbia, uttered a 
mere dictum of the court. 

Now, is it not a surprising fact in our judicial history that in 
three-fourths of a century, in all the various questions that have 

rung up touching the clear meaning and effect of this i 

t no complaint been made, no lawyer has been found who 
has unde en to claim that this question was a mere dictum of 
the court? On the contrary, on two or three occasions this deci- 
sion was referred to approvingly, showing that the judicial mind 
of the nation, showing that the legal mind of the nation, showing 
that the popular opinion of our people were still wedded to the 
belief that when Chief Justice Marshall said what the scope and 
meaning of the words ‘‘ United States” was that it was regarded 
by the people as true in fact and true in law. 

But, Mr. Chairman, within the last ninety days there has sprung 
up a criticism upon his language. It sprung up first in the law 

ools, and later on it has been transplanted to this floor. Well, 
it is useless, when a man says that the language of the court is 
obiter dictum, it is useless to try to convince him of his error; it 
is useless to spend any time with one who is bold enough to put 
his opinion against that of Chief Justice Marshall on a great ques- 
tion of constitutional law. 

Iremember, sir, when I was in the practice of the law and my ad- 
versary confronted me with a decision that sent me onto the rocks, 
I very often said, Why, that is not law, that is a mere obiter 
dictum.” It was a convenient way out, a very ‘‘present help in 
time of trouble,” and I imagine that its application in this case, 
perhaps, may be safely 8 upon the same basis. 

Well, who was Chief Justice Marshall, who they say indulged 
in slopping over when he was rendering judicial opinions? He 
was the friend and classmate of James Monroe, the friend of 
James Madison, the close and intimate friend of George Wash- 
ington. He was a member of the convention called in Virginia 
to 3 upon the question of ratifying the Federal Constitution, 
and was the man of all others who succeeded in securing a favor- 
able vote in that convention for that p 7 

He was an eminent lawyer at the bar. He lived in the very 
time when the Constitution was being framed and talked about 
and discussed in the public press, at the fireside, in the courts, 
and everywhere where men do con te. He was thoroughly 
imbued, therefore, with every possible view that was presented 
with respect to the spirit and proper vi of that instrument. 
He came to the bench in the year 1801, after having had this pre- 
liminary e ience. He was an intimate and close friend of 
Washington, and, with Washington, largely instrumental, as I 
stated, in carrying the ratification of that Constitution through 


the Virginia convention. 
Why, sir, he was Tronpi up at the very feet of Washington, 
as Paul was at the feet of Gamaliel, and, like Paul, was taught 
according to the perfect manner of the law of the fathers.” Joh 
Marshall was the author of more of the opinions that are recorded 
in our rts which pass upon the vital questions of the Federal 
Constitution than any other of the judges who have adorned that 
great bench. He was the judge who rendered the opinion in the 
great Durtmouth College case, in Brown vs. Maryland, and in 
countless other cases which involved the most absorbing study, 
the most learned research that could be applied to the titu- 
tion of this country. 
Well, Mr. Chairman, if any- 


Now they say he slopped over. 


body is guilty of obiter dicta in reference to the power of our 
Constitution, I would commend to the gentlemen who are criti- 
cising Chief Justice Marshall's dictum, as they call it, the duty of 
looking after their own reasoning to see if they are not being led 
into the declaration of a worse dictum than the learned Chief 
Justice uttered. 
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What 
case of 
case, has been referred to. It is true that some of the announce- 
ments made by the majority in that case did not commend them- 


wer has Congress in legislating for a Terri ? The 
vs. Sandford, commonly Tostas as the Bren Scott 


selves to the judgment of the Northern le, at least, in respect 
to rights in the uno territory of the United States. 

But, sir, I never heard any criticism made against Judge Curtis, 
I never heard any criticism made inst Justice McLean, that 
they were actuated by any feeling other than a desire to declare 
the law. That was perhaps the only case—it is the only one I 
remember—where each member of the United States Supreme 
Court p ed a written opinion. The case was of such vast 
importance, the temper of the nation was such, that each judge 
thought it necessary to write out his opinion at length. Iam not 
going to stop to read at length from any body’s opinion, but the 
whole court said that— 

The Federal Government enters into possession— 

Of its territory— 
in the character im u 
its teritor y with itm power over the cltinen LEIC Getned aud mire te 
the Constitution. * 

Now, how could that be unless the Constitution extended over 
that territory? 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Who said that? 

Mr. POWERS. That was the opinion of Chief Justice Taney 
in the Dred Scott case, speaking for the whole court. Now, 
Judge Curtis said in his opinion: 


If, then, this clause does contain a power to l the Terri- 
tory, what are the limits to that power? To I answer that in common 
with all the other legislative powers of Con it finds limits in the express 


1 of 8 not ae ings; Was 3 — e of the 
legisla ve wer can not pass an ex wor attain- 
ee and DoI respect 70 each of the other prob ibitions contained in the Con- 
stitu 
_Now, he was applying that to the Territory that was in ques- 
tion. Justice MeLean says: 
In or 


ther the object Ene the protection of the persons 
ds or of communities who haye 
they are initiatory to 

no more power can be claimed . 

is necessary to the attainmeatoftheend. This isthe limi- 


This House has been deluged with legal decisions for the last 
week, and [ do not propose to add any further burden in that be- 
half, merely saying that in addition to these cases are the cases 
of the Mormon urch vs. Utah (136 U. S.), 779156 vs. Ram- 
sey (114 U. S.), National Bank vs, Yankton (101 U. S.), and 
Geofrey vs. Riggs (114 U. S.). 

In the case of Geofrey against Riggs, in 114 U. S., the ques- 
tion arose under a treaty between this country and France. By 
one article of that treaty it was stipulated that citizens of France 
ein the United States” might inherit property, and a corre- 
spang Ferries was given to citizens of the United States in 

ce. The question arose in the District of Columbia. The 
heirs of one af the parties that came within the scope of the 
treaty were claiming certain property in this District, and the 
question was whether the treaty by its language extended to the 
District of Columbia. Mr. Justice Field delivered the opinion of 
the court, and in the course of that he says that— 

Although the words “ United States” are used, nevertheless the words are 
to be construed 300 ace ot the treaty, wh 
to give the boonie of the United States, w ver they dwell, right and 
benefit that tha 1 that they could inherit navai as well as 
if they lived in one of the States themselves, and so in that way State might 
mean and does mean under this treaty the District of Columbia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution, as we have already seen, 
was ordained by the people for the United States of America; and 
the United States of America at that time contained thirteen or- 
ganized States and a large area of territory known as the North- 
west Territory, which belonged to the United States. Over this 
territory Congress wasempowered tolegislate. “They might “make 
needful rules and re tions cting the territory,” etc. The 
porer: then, to le; te over a Territory was given. By whom? 

as it inherent in Co ? Who gave Congress that power? 
The Constitution of the United States, 

Now, then, if they derive the power from the Constitution, do 


they not take that grant of power cum onere? Do they not take 
it fettered and restricted by the other conditions o the very 
ost assur- 


instrument under which Po paos of power is made? 
en they do—always do. en, therefore, Congress undertakes 
to legislate for a Territory, they are exercising constitutional 
power; they are exerting the vigor of the Constitution; they are 
carrying a portion of sovereign power into a fic act; and in 
that way, and in no other, Congress may be said to legislate the 
Constitution into a Territory. 

Why, we have heard something said here d this debate 
about Congress extending the Constitution over a Territory by 
legislative act. What do you mean by that? Has Congress any 
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power to give the Constitution effect and put it into operation 
anywhere outside the power that the Constitution itself ribes? 
Can you say, Be it enacted that the Constitution shall be ex- 
tended over Ireland?” Does that carry it there? Not at all. The 
idea that Congress can legislate the Constitution into a Territory 
by specific enactment is, it seems to me, a fallacy; butIcan under- 
stand what they mean. If they say that Congress can under the 
Constitution extend some of the powers granted by the Constitu- 
tion, it may be that it at least carries the Constitution into that 
Territory; and it is only by force of legislative act in that way 
that you can extend your Constitution over a Territory. 
y, take the case referred to by my friend from Minnesota 

[Mr. Tawney]. He alluded to the admission of the State of Ver- 
mont, the first of the newborn States. The circumstances attend- 
ing that admission were these: Vermont was an independent 
State, fully equipped with all the machinery of government—a 
governor, legislature, courts, mail routes, post-offices, and every- 
thing that an independent nation has. It was known as the in- 
dependent Stateof Vermont.” It had fought its way to independ- 
ence, the same as the colonies had theirs, but it was not one of 
the colonies, no part of any one of them. It set up housekeeping 
for itself, and it organized this new government, and so an act 
providing for its admission recites that— 

Whereas the State of Vermont desires admission—— 

Mr.TAWNEY. The act for the admission of Vermont did not 
provide for the extension of the laws of the United States. 

Mr. POWERS. I am coming to the point you make. The en- 
abling act provides: 

Whereas the State of Vermont— 

Recognizing them as a State by name and calling them by 
name— 


has petitioned for admission into the Union: Therefore, 
Be it enacted, etc., That the State of Vermont be admitted into the Union. 
Now, then, a day or two later, as my friend says, Congress did 
an act extending the laws of the United States to the State of 
Vant so far as they were locally applicable. Now, I want to 
ask of my friend when did the Constitution get up there? 
Mr. TAWNEY. When the State was admitted into the Union. 


Mr. POWERS. Well, how; by force of its own vigor? 
api TAWNEY. By the fact that it had become a State of the 
nion. 


Mr. POWERS. In its own proper vigor? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes, sir. 

57 POWERS. Did the legislative act have anything to do 
with it? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No, sir; it only extended the laws of the 
United States to Vermont. 

Mr. POWERS. What is the process, if my friend will kindly 
inform me, under which the Constitution gets there when it sets 
its proper vigor in motion? 

r. TAWNEY. It went to the State of Vermont because the 
Constitution of the United States was adopted for the United 
States, and as soon as Vermont became a State the Constitution, 
of course, extended to that State without any Congressional en- 
actment; but the laws which had previously been enacted for the 
United States, in the judgment of the men who made the Consti- 
tution, did not extend to the State of Vermont. The question, 
however, of whether the Constitution extends to a Territory is an 
55 different question. When a State becomes a part of the 
United States, which is mentioned in the Constitution, the Con- 
stitution necessarily applies to that State. 

Mr. POWERS. Let me submit to my friend and to the House 
whether this is not the logic of that proposition. When Congress 

its enabling act admitting Vermont into the Union—— 

Mr. TAWNEY. Right there will the gentleman allow me a 
suggestion? The State of Vermont was admitted by a little bit 
of a resolution of about six lines. 

Mr. POWERS. Yes; if never took a great deal of work to get 
Vermont into the Union. 1 
pEr Na ALDEN SMITH. It would take a good deal to get 

er out. 

Mr. POWERS. Let me inquire if this is not the logic of the 
peoo non, that when Congress passed the enabling act admit- 

ing Vermont into the Union it was exercising its constitutional 
wer? 
. TAWNEY. Les. 

Mr. POWERS. And the mere exercise of that power carried 
the Constitution into or over or upon the object of its exercise, 

Mr. TAWNEY. It made Vermont a part of the United States, 
and the Constitution already adopted for the United States of 
course applied to the State of Vermont. 

Mr. G ES. Will the gentleman from Vermont allow mea 
question? y 

Mr. POWERS. My friend from Tennessee will have to excuse 
me. I have about all on this side of the House that I can attend 


to, [Laughter. 
Now, then, Mr, Chairman, as I said at the outset, I have no 


pride of opinion that will forbid my conversion to any different 
theory, if some gentleman will point out to me the fallacy of this 
reasoning. But if this reasoning be sound, it follows inexorably 
that wherever the American people, in the exercise of their con- 
stitutional power, plant the American flag, that act itself carries 
with itthe Constitution of the United States, because that act 
itself is the exercise of the proper vigor of the Constitution and 
extends such vigor to the object of its exercise. The companion- 
ship of the flag and the Constitution is as inseparable as was that 
of Ruth and Naomi. . 

gas TAWNEY. Will the gentleman allow mea question right 

ere 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He will admit that if that is so the men that 
made the Constitution must have so understood it; and if they 
did, why was it necessary for the men who made the Constitution 
and participated in the proceedings of the First Congress of the 
United States to enter into a solemn compact with the people in- 
. the Northwest Territory for the purpose of insuring to 
them all the fundamental rights in regard to personal liberty and 
property secured by the Constitution, if the Constitution already 
extended to the Northwest Territory? 

Mr. POWERS. You mean by an act of Congress? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Les; by an act of Congress they entered into 
that solemn compact, 

Mr. POWERS. Was it an act of Congress or an act of the Con- 
federation? 

Mr. TAWNEY. An act of Congress. 

Mr. POWERS. After the adoption of the Constitution? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The seventh act passed by the Congress of 
the United States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He means the Congress of the 
United States reenacted the act of the Continental Con 

Mr. POWERS. When the Constitution was ee if piper 
ceded the Articles of Confederation. The Northwest Territory 
came to us before the Constitution was adopted, and the Congress 
of Confederation, without any power specified in those articles, 
proceeded to legislate over it. It raised the question in the 
minds of some people as to the power of the Congress of the Con- 
federate States to legislate upon the subject for which at least no 
power had been delegated to them. For this reason new legisla- 
tion was had. The Congress of Federation was an absolute des- 

tism, so to speak. It combined all the executive, all the legis- 

tive, and all the judicial powers of the people, and there was no 
President, no court, except as they acted provisionally. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. If the gentleman will permit 
mea yp right there, there was doubt upon another ques- 
tion, and that was whether a law of the Continental was 
a law of the United States unless it was expressly reenac Now, 
the Continental Co had made a solemn compact with the 
States of Virginia, New York, and Connecticut, and it was con- 
sidered necessary, in order that it should be binding law on the 
United States, that it should be passed by the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. TAWNEY. But, if the gentleman will pardon me, in re- 
enacting the act they expressly negatived the idea that the right 
created by the act of the Constitution of the United States ex- 
tended to the people of the Northwest Territory. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I think the gentleman 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to disturb the 
equilibrium of this situation in the least, but as long as I have 
the floor I shall have to ask my friends to postpone their little by- 
play until a more convenient season. e Lou must 
not imagine that because I am good-natured now I always shall 
be. [Laughter.] 

Now, then, there is another little test I want to apply to the 
understanding of our ple in and out of authority. believe 
that in all the Territories of the United States—— 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. McCALL. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Vermont [Mr. POWERS] be granted fifteen minutes additional. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. POWERS. Now, in response to the courtesy of the House 
I must give notice that I can not possibly yield for interruptions. 
My time has been picked away from me in that manner already. 

As I was saying, in every Territory of this Union—and I pre- 
sume the same — is 3 in 5 thou 42 can — 
aver it every official is upon to take an oa su 
the Constitution of the United States. Why do such Chere 
swear to support the Constitution if it does not apply to them? 
Why exact of them such an oath? Does not the exaction show 
that those in authority are in accord with the ancient notion that 
has come to us from a hundred years ago that the United States 
includes all territory over which the flag floats? It seems to me so. 

I insist that all the power that this Congress has in the premises 
or in any premises is just so much as and ng more than is con- 
ferred by the Constitution of the United States, 
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It has been urged here, as I have already observed, and I wish 
to return to the question, that Congress in legislating for territory 
has a plenary power. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] labored very ingeniously and very plausibly to convert 
me and others to the notion that ponny power was something 


outside of the Constitution—something beyond the Constitution. 

Article I, section 1, of the Constitution provides: 

An! lative powers herein granted shall be vested in a Congress of the 
United States, which shall consist of a Senate and House of Representatives. 

Now, the people were sovereigns. They parted, among other 
things, with their sovereign right to legislate. They declared 
that that right which they parted with should be vested in a Con- 
gress consisting of u Senate and House of Representatives. These 
two bodies are endowed with just so much legislative power as 
the Constitution conveys. In another article the instrument con- 
veys the ngas toadmit new States; under this provision Congress 


admitted Vermont and Texas and other States. Another provi- 
sion conveys to Congress the right to make rules and regula- 
tions for the government of the territory and other property 


belonging to the United States.” 

That clause has been held to mean, and, in fact, it should be held 
to mean, that Congress may legislate on the subjects named, be- 
cause Congress can make no rule or regulation” unless in the 
form of a legislative act. They do not prescribe a lot of by- 
laws, but they enact something in the ordinary form of law, and 
that is the only way they can make rules or regulations, and this 
is what they do in respect to the Territories. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania says that this is a plenary 
power. I agree that it is plenary to the extent of its scope. 
agree that so far as the Constitution has conferred that power it 
is plenary. A better word would have been exclusive.“ It is an 
exclusive power to legislate for the Territories. The provision, 
instead of authorizing Sonras to make needful rules and reg- 
ulations,” might just as well have read that Congress shall have 
pora to legislate.” Butif Congress has any power to legislate 

or a Territory other than or outside of or beyond what is con- 
ferred by the Constitution, willnot some gentleman be kind enough 
to tell me where Congress derives any such authority? It is not 
inherent in Congress, because Congress itself is the creature of 
the Constitution. 

Now, if Congress has plenary power, or whatever other name you 
may apply to it meaning power outside of the Constitution, it is 
due to us who are seeking light on this question that the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means should kindly inform us whence the origin 
of that power and when and where it was granted. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, this is the most dangerous proposition that was ever 
announced on the floor of Congress. If Congress has a power out- 
side the Constitution it is the worst possible despotism that could 
be set up on American soil. Is this what the fathers of the Re- 
pono; when they framed that sacred instrument, contemplated? 

d they suppose they were fashioning a 3 that should 
result in giving to the legislative body of the nation a power to do 
whatever it might please? Not at all,sir. They h these 
legislative provisions about with various safeguards and restric- 
tions; they hedged about the powers of Congress more than any 
other powers conveyed by that instrument. The President of the 
United States can act within the scope of his jurisdiction, but his 
acts may be overturned by the Supreme Court. 

The Con of the United States are under a double check. 
First, the President may veto their action if they run wild, and, 
secondly, the courts may set it aside if they run wild. And the 
history of all free states shows that the dangerous element in a 
free state is the legislative element, not the executive element. 
In a monarchical state the danger is in the crown, in the execu- 
tive authority; but in a free government the danger is in the ex- 
ercise of undue legislative power, and that is the very reason why 
the President is given a veto over the action of Congress. 

But, sir, I have dwelt long enough on this question too long. 
I am well aware that I have not assisted the House in working out 
this question to a satisfactory conclusion. I confess that it has 
been very difficult for me to satisfy myself. But it seems to me 
that the bill violates the clause of the Constitution requiring uni- 
formity in the imposition of duties, as it discriminates against 
Puerto Rico. 

A great many years ago, in one of the workshops of one of the 
marble manufacturing establishments in my State—one of the 
largest in the country, if not in the world—I saw a piece of statu- 
ary which represented a giant in a sitting posture with his arms 
inclosed about the waist of a struggling maiden. With flowing 
hair, with frenzied eyes, with outstretched arms, she was trying 
to make her escape. 

On inquiry of the artist, I was told the idea that he sought to 
represent; that the design was to picture science controlling elec- 

city,and I thought it a most beantiful conception and most 
admirably and artistically worked out. There was this little, im- 
patient, dashing, elusive element in nature entering into a des- 


perate struggle to get beyond the bonds which held it and which 
were Wanatoa by the strong arm of the giant, 

I have wondered, Mr. Chairman, whether that did not typify the 
situation that presents itself to us at the present time—the Fed- 
eral Constitution with its strong right arm around tke American 
Congress, that is struggling and stretching out its arms to wander 
at will, impatient in its restraint, but still firmly held by the re- 
strictions and fetters that the Constitution imposes. That work 
was designed for a public building in Boston. Why not order a 
duplicate of it for Washington? 

And while I do not profess to know anything as to the esthetic 
taste of my friends on the Ways and Means Committee, I would 
suggest whether, instead of ee a group in Statuary Hall, 
it would not be better for the righteousness of fiscal legislation 
to place it in the rooms of the Committee on Ways an 
[Laughter and applause, ] 

This question of constitutional power is not to be the butt of 
ridicule, as some have tried to make it; it is vital that the Repub- 
lican party, charged with legislation respecting our new posses- 
sions, should frame a policy that the courts will indorse. Other- 
wise the butt of ridicule will be turned to plague its authors, 

Mr. Chairman, until this day nobody has ever held that Con- 
gress could go outside the Constitution and legislate upon any sub- 
ject, at home or abroad. It is a new discovery, a new doctrine 
that is unsupported in reason, in logic, aud inlaw. When the 
Constitution declares that duties must be uniform throughout the 
United States,” it plainly means uniform at the same rate 
in all places on American soil where duties can be levied, and the 
only answer that can be made to this proposition is that now in- 

upon, namely, that outside the F . States Congress 
can put the Constitution behind them and act of its own free un- 
hampered motion that the Constitution does not extend to Puerto 
Rico, and so the people of Puerto Rico have no constitutional 
zeina that white men are bound to respect. The question is not 
whether the Constitution extends to Puerto Rico, but whether it 
extends to Congress. If it does, then we are held to its observ- 
ance whenever and wheresoever we exercise its power. 

Puerto Rico is either American territory or foreignterritory. It 
can not at one and the same time be both, nor can it be American 
for one purpose and foreign foranother. It can not be American 
for purposes of government and foreign for pu of plunder. 

r. Chairman, I have thus tentatively exp: the reasons that 
lead me to the conviction that the proposed legislation is at least 
of doubtful constitutional validity. The long unquestionable opin- 
ion of the people, the views of the courts, and the language of the 
Constitution itself, all point in this direction. 

I have done my duty by contributing my views to the common 
fund of debate—not, as I said at the outset, assuming to instruct, 
but hoping for light and inviting correction if in error. Wehave 
a tribunal ol aan for the express ped ge of deciding all such 
questions. en that tribunal shall decide this one, I shall accept 
its decree as final, and certainly shall not seek escape for my logic 
by bran the decision as an obiter dictum. 

But, sir, if the legislation is constitutional, the next question 
arises, is it expedient? 

Whatever may have been the differences in the public mind 
touching the acquisition of foreign territory under the Spanish 
treaty, but little objection has been made to the acquisition of 
Puerto Rico. 

Lying at the gateway of the Gulf, it will stand strategically as 
an outpost guarding Gulf ports and the entrance to the Isthmian 
Canal, now certain to be built. 

In war, for which thoughtful nations will in time of peace pre- 
pare, such an outpost is a vital necessity as a home shelter for our 
own and a threatening menace to our enemies’ fleet. 

In time of peace it can be made, under proper tutelage, a con- 
8 growing market for the surplus of our agricultural, 
manufacturing, and commercial industries. Its — are more 
susceptible to civilizing growth than most oppressed Spanish sub- 
jects. Its physical geography admits of promising material de- 
velopment, Its harbors are buttressed by impregnable natural 
defenses against the elements that beleaguer their anchorage. Its 
climate is healthful and inspiring and will permit American immi- 

ation. 

Plant the little red schoolhouse on its slopes, open its doorways 
to unfettered commercial intercourse, send the schoolmaster and 
philanthropist to set up before its people the lofty ideals of Ameri- 
can civilization, give them a hope rather than a dread, uplift 
rather than downtread them, inspire the belief that they are wards 
rather than slaves, and in the near future we may fondly hope 
that they will become educated enough, Christian enough, and 
Americanized enough for home rule and free American citizen- 
ship. All this done, no reason of location or character or charac- 
teristicscan long delay the admission of the ‘‘ Pearl of the Antilles” 
as a State in the Union. 

But treat them as a mere colonial dependency, as a legitimate 


Means, 
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prey, as the victim of mercenary greed, so that the change of alle- 
iance is at best a mere change of masters, and oppression, now as 
fore, is the doom of these people, you eternally disgrace Ameri- 
can statesmanship and by comparison make that of Spain respect- 
able. Puérto Ricois American territory, under the American flag, 
and amenable to our sovereign authority. Upon principles of 
justice and fair dealing, as well as by our traditions and our 
unbroken policy, she should stand for consideration as all other 
territories ave stood from the birth of our Constitution. 

A large majority of our States are the outgrowth of territorial 
pupilage. No one of them has been taxed upon its imports or 
exports. This bill marks a new departure in our fiscal policy and 
must not be lightly considered nor hastily passed. 

Free trade among ourselves is the bed rock upon which our 
dogma of protection rests. Our own markets must be free to 
every citizen who dwells on American soil. We create them; we 
protect them in peace and in war. We are taxed to support them, 
and thus have the right of free access to them. If strangers seek 
them, they must at least stand on no vantage ground over us. 
They must pay an equivalent that will equalize any economic ad- 
vantage they may have or any economic disadvantage we suffer. 

President McKinley, in his annual message sent to us in De- 
cember, says that it is— 


Our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States and 
Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 


I prefer to stand with the President, who views the field from a 
higher standpoint than any of us. He advi our exchange of 
roducts with Puerto Rico without tribute on either hand. If 
erto Rico belongs“ to us or ‘‘appertains” to us or is part“ 
of us, how can we exact of her a tribute that we do not exact of 
any oe of our “belongings,” our ‘‘appurtenances,” or our 
é arts 
e I heard a gentleman yesterday who advocates the taxation of 
Puerto Rico products as proposed by this bill say that under its 
provisions we were taking the part of the good Samaritan. If I 
recall the parable correctly, it seems to me that the committee is 
as far from the teachings of the parable as they are from the 
teachings of the Constitution. 

Puerto Rico is the victim of thieves. She wants oil and wine, 
not taxation. She can recover from her wounds if she can get her 
food and necessaries of life without tribute. You propose to tax 
the breadstuffs, agricultural implements, boots and shoes, lumber, 
and every other of the necessaries of life that should enter Puerto 
Rico free. True, gonr tax is moderate, but any rate of duty is a 
burden. Lou send a cargo of these same necessaries to every other 
American port free. Where does the good Samaritan come in” 
in this proceeding? 

Our people desire new markets. Puerto Ricoalreadyis a buyer 
of our agricultural products. In 1896 out of a total of 173,678 
barrels of wheat flour sent from the whole world to Puerto Rico 
the United States sent 157,259. 

In the same year out of a total of hog products, comprising 
bacon, hams, pork, and lard, sent to Puerto Rico from the whole 
world amounting to 10,322,046 pounds the United States sent 
10,220,477 pounds. 

In less proportion but in large amounts we sent them beef prod- 
ucts, potatoes, beans, pease, butter, cheese, wood manufactures, 
iron and steel manufactures, mineral oils, coal, cotton manufac- 
tures, paper, patent medicines, glassware, and so forth. 

The character of our exports to the island indicates the wants of 
this people under the oppressive domination of Spain. It is easy 
to see how those wants will be multiplied under the uplifting con- 
ditions of American control, 

Puerto Rico sends to us coffee, sugar, and tobacco. These 
exports represent practically all that the island raises, though 
oranges, bananas, and other tropical fruits can easily be made 
important exports. 

e receive from the island rts that we want; we ship to 
the island products they want. It is, therefore, in the main an 
exchange of the necessaries of life, and according to the Repub- 
lican faith such exchange, in normal times, should be effected 
without tax. 

What excuse can you make tothe farmer and the manufacturer, 
both of whom look upon our expansion of territory as promising 
them new customers for their products, when you tell them they 
must pay a duty on their shipments, while in every other Ameri- 
can port their shipments go free? It would be wise politics to 
answer this question now rather than next October. 

We have but one plain duty in the premises, and that is to leg- 
islate for this little island, about the size of Rhode Island and 
Delaware combined, on the basis of a broad charitable duty, to 
encourage and uplift them, and the bread that you cast upon the 
waters that wash its shores will speedily return, multiplied tenfold. 

And in all acts of legislation, wherever it be applied, let it not be 
forgotten that the Constitution is the chartand compass that guides 


our action, and that it was not made for the straightened margin 
of the Atlantic coast, but for the millions of men that should peo- 
ple the vast expanse of our territory, for those that had already 


attained the full stature of American statehood, and for those who 
invade our unorganized domain to bring new States under its 
beneficient empire, and for those who have for three hundred years 
been doomed to a v: worse than slavery, and now, in the 
vicissitudes of war and under the blessing of Almighty God, have 
gladly, W and loyally invoked a better life and a higher 
civilization under a sovereignty which respects the rights of 
man. ‘Therefore all things whatsoever ye would that men should 
do a you, do ye even so to them: for this is the law and the 
rophets.“ 

9 uch as 1 dislike to differ with a committee of this House upon 
a matter so serious as that now under consideration, yet, sir, I 
believe that our organic law commands and every impulse of the 
heart compels the defeat of this bill in its present form. 

If the committee will modify its terms, or minimize its baneful 
effects, or limit its cruel exactions, I could with greater charity 
excuse them, but in its present form I shall never give it my sup- 
port. [Loud a pisaa: | 

During the delivery of the foregoing remarks the following 
proceedings took place: 

F The GOAIE MAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
as expired. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
I may be permitted to print in the RECORD further remarks 


touching this question. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 


tleman from Vermont? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Mr. Chairman, it has been properly stated 
that this is the most important question ever called up for solution 
by any Congress. Tomy mind, the life of the Republic is involved 
in the principle underlying this bill; 8 is up for judgment; 
security and safety are threatened. If the contention of the 
majority of the Ways and Means Committee be correct, then 
suddenly, even as the chameleon changes his color, just so has the 
Republic been changed into an empire. But one post of safety 
lies beyond our present line; but one other post to be captured by 
the majority, and the surrender is assured. The Supreme Court 
alone can reverse the findings of this body, crazed by the glitter 
of empire into forgetfulness of the fundamental d of repub- 
lican government and of the religion of liberty. Did not my faith 
go to the wisdom and rectitude of that high tribunal, then indeed 
would my soul despair for the safety of the temple of liberty. 

Believing as I do, that territory can not at one and the same 
time be in the Republic and out of it; that one can not at once be 
a citizen of the Republic and an alien to it; that Congresscan not 
adopt a law establishing a seinn in Puerto Rico, nor one pre- 
venting the free exercise thereof; nor for abridging the f om 
of speech or of the press in that Territory; nor deny the rights of 
its people to assemble peaceably and petition the Government for 
aredress of grievances; norinfringe the right of the Puerto Rican 
people to keep and bear arms; nor to quarter any soldier in time 
of peace in any house on that island without the consent of the 
owner, nor in war but in accordance with law; nor to relieve from 
immunity the persons, houses, papers, and effects in that Terri- 
tory from unreasonable seizure and search; nor provide to try a 
person in Puerto Rico for a capital or infamous crime except on 
presentment or indictment by a grand jury; nor for being twice 
put in jeopardy of limb or life; nor for compelling a witness 
to testify against himself; nor depriving him of life, liberty, or 
the pursuit of happiness without due process of law; nor for 
taking property for public use without just compensation; nor for 
depriving an accused of a speedy and public trial, or of trial by 
jury in the State and district wherein the crime shall have been 
committed; nor providingagainst being informed of the nature and 
cause of the accusation, and being confronted by the witnesses 
against him; nor depriving the accused of compulsory process for 
obtaining witnesses in his favor or deprived of the assistance 
of counsel; nor for the exaction of excessive bail, nor excessive 
fines; nor from cruel and unusual punishments; nor author- 
izing slavery and involuntary servitude, except as punishment 
for crime upon due conviction; nor for the enactment of any law 
impairing the obligation of contract; nor of passing any law de- 
nying or abridging the right to vote on account of race, color, or 
previous condition of servitude; nor of gt pe the writ of 
habeas corpus in times of peace; nor for a bill of attainder; nor of 
passing an ex post facto law, etc., any more than of pe a 
tax not uniform in its application throughout the Republic 

If this measure can become the law, then no restriction operates 
on Congress-upon all of these matters, since they are, each and 
every one, prohibitions on Congress, and the power to disregard 
one of the restrictions is the power to disregard all of them. 

I believe the spirit and the letter of the highest law of the land 
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im 
legislate them away, nor confer 
ber of this body, for Iam firmly convinced 
Goon enone to govern his neighbor except within these restric- 

I could not subscribe to the doctrine involved in this meas- 
ure without battering down my judgment, nor could I vote for it 


these restrictions on Congress, and I shall never consent to 
these powers on myself as a mem- 
created no man 


without committing a rape on my conscience. 
I need quote no authority on this point, primarily, because the 
ition is essentially self-evident and fundamental, and for the 
er reason that such authorities have been fully discussed by 
colleagues who occupy this side of the r 
t if I did not entertain this opinion, I would still be precluded 
from voting for this measure by the inequalities of it and the 
wickedness ofits scope. Taking that view of the matter, I shall 
show that this measure, even with the constitutional objection 
waived, is so bad as not to deserve the support of fair-minded men 
on this floor. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the committee 
to the arguments of the gentleman from New York ie, PAYNE], 
chairman of the Ways and Means Committee and leader of the 
majority on the floor. 

I take Ppa argument not as indication of favor to him, but be- 
cause of his high position in this House, and as the head of the com- 
mittee who framed this measure he necessarily has given much 
time and attention and thought to the subject, and his argument 
must be accepted as the essence of the reasons and wisdom im- 
pelling the committee's action. 

I listened to his argument a few days since with every attention, 
and I have since read the speech, so as to make certain that I did 
ni misunderstand either his language or his reasons or his con- 

usions. 


The burden of his task was to prove that there should be no 
internal-revenue tax in the island and that we were in 
duty bound to find a market for the production of the island. 

ere is the gentleman's argument on the first proposition: 

V a half ons ot rum. It is 
sold all over the island. . ink so, for the poor 
peuple ct ng ee These million and a half gallons retail at from 25 to 40 
cents a galloat The internal-revenue tax upon that, under the law that we 

on. The price to these 
they get their rum? We 


and 
i 


arbi cuts off rum from a community tha n 
aray man of whom wants it, why there is to be trouble, and there 
d have been trou Puerto Ricans if we 


in that way to cut off their supply of rum. 


So the people could not stand the tax on their rum? Well, if 
can not on rum, how can they on their flour and wearing 
apparel and their eg and their rice and their lumber? I pause 
for an answer. But the gentleman says the attempt to collect 
such a tax would bring on trouble. And pray, sir, who here fears 
trouble in the execution of the law? 

Indeed, the gentleman has been metamorphosed a good deal 
since last IL heard him. In the Philippines it was, Shoot them down 
if they resist arbitrary authority. Puerto Rico the gentleman 
wishes us to be cautious not to legislate the Puerto Rican on an 
equality with the American, lest we may excite the ire of these 
people and trouble might follow. This statement is unworthy of 


3 

It is a slander on Puerto Ricans, for I believe as long as the 
duty devolves on Congress to legislate for them within the Con- 
stitution, they will always appreciate that they come into this 
great Republic not as fav by the law, but as persons entirely 
amenable to the law. 

This internal revenue tax would amount to $1,800,000 and would 
alone have afforded two-thirds of the necessary revenues to ad- 
minister the affairs of the island. At the same time this legisla- 
tion would be fair to the people there and here. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here is another idea of the gentleman. He 
says these people have lost their market by submitting to the 
United States. This is not true. 

The gentleman says: 


~ The three principal items of export were coffee, sugar, and tobacco, in the 


named. About 60 per cent of the total exports was coffee, about 20 per | tion wi 


cent sugar, and about 5 per cent tol 


Coffee, then, is 60 per centof their export. It was free into this 
country before the invasion of the island. It is free now. It will 
be free under this bill; so that at one fell stroke 60 per cent of 
their exports iseliminated from this discussion by the gentleman's 
statement. This bill, therefore, as to 60 per cent of exports, can 


neither improve the condition of the Puerto Rican nor injure him, 
no matter what its fate. 

As to sugar, he says: 

Of sugar about three-fifths came to the United States and two-fifths went 
to Spain. That is about the proportion that has been expo to the two 


5 for the last ten years. Some of the time perhaps we got two thirds 


Sugar, then, is 20 2 cent of his export trade. The Puerto 
Rican, despite the advantages Spain gave him, for at least ten 
years t has preferred—tound it more advantageous—to shi 
from three-fifths to two-thirds of his sugar crop to the Uni 
States, preferring to pay the tax imp on him by the Dingley 
law to the trade advantages Spain gave him. So that his condi- 
tion is changed under the present order of things only from two- 
fifths to one-third of his sugar production, which formed 20 per 
cent of his orts. And, clearly, if he found it advantageous 
heretofore to ship two-thirds, why can he not ship the entire crop 
now under the same condition? 

So that, when you come to sift down the argument of the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. Payne], you find that all the com- 
plaints of the gentleman—all the disasters, injustice, etc.—grow- 
ing out of the transfer of this island, as he says, affects scarcely 
20 per cent of his export trade of 17,000,000 pesos, or only 3,400,000 
pesos of that trade is affected, at worst. As the gentleman has 
not enlightened the House on this 20 2 cent, we have the right, 
and it would seem logical, to conclude that as to this 20 per cent 
he is no worse off than as to the balance. 

; = 3 aren cach ‘ae Taata Bion is that you have re- 
iev: im from the ann panish over 5,000,000 pesos— 
that is, of a tax of $3,000,000. Ciel 

The gentleman says the sugar tax under the bill is borne by the 
people of Puerto Rico. I controvert the gentleman’s position, and 
can even refute him by so high an authority as Š 

He contended in the discussion of this measure that we pajd 
nothing when we returned the collections made on sugar and to- 
bacco in our ports, that the money we collected was paid by the 
Puerto Rican, and when we returned him the money it was his 
own money we returned, for, as the gentleman says: . 


That makes a pet figure if you remit all that duty of $1.00 a hundred 
pounds, or $35.84 for a lon; ton, a total of $1,600,000 on the 25, tons that they 
will export to the Uni States this year. Suppose wo a quarter of 
that and give them three-fourths. 


Sup we take $400,000, or rather give it into the hands of the President 
of the United States, in order to cornos the benevolent object of building 
roads and building schoolhouses for Puerto Ricans; are we not 
more generously with these whole t—tha! 


lanters are st: ling along for an e 
the sugar STARS 


Again he says: 
So with tobacco. I find that the whole duty on their 4,000,000 8 of 
t to $1,400,000. 


from these isla 


The gentleman takes the position that the tariff on sugar and 
tobacco is borne by the Puerto Ricans. He argues that if these 
articles are brought into this country under this bill they will pay 
a tax, paid exclusively by the Puerto Rican people, and therefore 
that we ought to pay the money back tothem. Now,ithappened 
that the gentleman some years ago, in the Fifty-first Congress, 
when the same question was pending before and the 
McKinley bill was being discussed, when the question was to re- 
mit the entire tax upon sugar and to substitute for it a bounty of 
2 cents a pound, the gentleman gave utterance to certain senti- 
ments, and I want to compare them now with the sentiments ut- 
tered by him the other day as he addressed the House upon this 
question. He then said that the tax was being paid by the popie 
of this country, and now he says that when we give bac i 
money after having collected it we are only doing the thing which 
is right—to return the tax to those who have paid it. He said in 
the Fifty-first Congress: 

t a that last we im and molasses to the amount 

of 2 ober oe en which, ae Dy Seen Mla we paid duties amount- 

Ger bo this instance the tariff was s tax and sas AAAI to the price witch 

the consumer paid for the imported sa There is no mistake about that. 

No Republican has ever denied that. twe have said, and what we do 
maintain, is that where you can produce articles in this country in compe 

th imported — bo and you impose a tariff duty, the price goes down, 


in some instances even below the amount of the duty, and in such a case the 
tax is not added to the price of the article and the tariff is not a tax. 


Again, he said: 


Some , theref t the 2 cents a which was tho amount of 
the tariif, bocatas. as T hav — 
cost of the commodity. 


1900. 
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So that when the gentleman was making a speech for the repeal 
of the duty upon sugar he contended that the tax that was im- 
posed upon sugar imported into this country was a tax which the 
sugar consumer paid and that the foreign producer paid none of 
it. The other day, when he undertook to show that the American 

ple were giving nothing to the Puerto Rican people by trans- 
Ferri the revenues under this bill into the treasury of Puerto 
Rico, he took the ponon that the tax was being paid by the for- 
eign producer, and therefore we lost nothing by giving this money 
back to the Puerto Rican people. 

Now, I believe the gentleman was right in the Fifty-first Con- 

and wrong the other day; so, therefore, we relieve these 
people of $1,200,000 of duty and collect $400,000 on sugar paa by 
the consumer, and then give the $400,000 to them to build roads, 
schools, ete. And werelieve them of the additional sum of $1,000,- 
000 of tariff and collect $350,000 on tonton ae by the consumer, 
and then give the $350,000 to build roads, ools, etc.—$2,750,000 
to secure the trade of a million people, or $2.75 per capita of the 
trade of $10,200,000, 

Mr. HAWLEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, I should 
like to ask him a question, 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Do I understand you to contend that the 
money which is paid herein importing sugar from Puerto Rico 
is paid by the American people? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I not only say that, but I quote the author- 
ity of the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means [Mr. 
Payne] in support of it. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I am not asking any higher authority than 
the gentleman who is addressing the House, and I desire to know 
of him now whether he believes that the importation of the sugar 
from Puerto Rico under this bill, taxed as it is 374 cents per 
hundred pounds, or approximately that, will influence in any way 
the price of sugar in this market? 

Mr. BROUSSARD. You mean just simply the Puerto Rican 
crop? . 

Mr.HAWLEY. I mean the Puerto Rican crop. That is what 
we are discussing. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. Ido not think it will affect the price of 
sugar at all, so far as the Puerto Rican crop is concerned; but if 
the policy that your party is adopting relative to this island is car- 
ried out as to the Philippines or Cuba, I believe we will not raise 
a pound of sugar in the country, either in Louisiana or in the 
North, where beet sugar is being raised, [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Mr. HAWLEY. Dol understand the gentleman to say that the 
price will not be affected and that the American people will not 
pay the tax which is levied in the import duty prescri in this 

? That is the only question that I wanted to ask. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I object to being interrupted further, in- 
asmuch as my sca is very limited, but I will state to the gentle- 
man upon question that while I do not believe forty or fifty 
or a hundred thousand tons of sugar raised in the island of Puerto 
Rico can affect the price of sugar in this country, I still believe 
that when that sugar comes in here under that bill the tax that 
will be collected will be toy by the American sre and given 
to the people of Puerto Rico. [Applause on the ocratic side.] 
I want to say right here that while I might under some circum- 
stances favor a tariff that shall in some way protect American 
labor and American product, I shall never consent toa tariff that 
affords no protection, lays down the basis for the destruction of a 
great American industry, and does not put a cent in the Treasury 
of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, upon this question of sugar. The entire 
output of the world in sugar is about 8,000,000 tons. Of that, 
6,000,000 is beet sugar and 2,000,000 is cane sugar. We consume 
2,000,000 tons. Of that amount we produce in the United States 
250,000 tons of cane sugar and about 100,000 tons of beet sugar. 

The following table shows the production of beet sugar in the 
United States: 


00 | ers from $2 to $5 per day. And by skilled 


The Hawaiian Islands produced last year 800,000 tons, and this 
year's crop is estimated to exceed that by 50 per cent. Puerto 


Rico can produce 150,000 tons and more, the Philippines certainly 
500,000 tons, while Cuba's production since 1853 is as follows: 


Tons. 

322, 000 726, 000 631, 000 
874,000 726,000 781, 723 
892, 000 547,000 646, 578 
848, 000 690, 000 656,719 
355, 000 775, 000 560, 333 
385, 000 681,000 632, 368 
536, 000 718, 000 816, 980 
447,000 590, 000 976, 980 
466, 000 520, 000 815, 804 
525, 000 533, 000 1, 054, 214 
507, 000 670,000 1, O04, 264 
575, 000 530,000 +225, 221 
620, 000 493, 000 +212, 061 
612,000 595, 000 +300, 000 
597, 000 460, 397 

749, 000 568, 987 


*During the ten rs’ War. 
+ Note decrease during the last war, thus exceeding just before the late 


revolution 1,000,000 tons. 

Now, then, if we out the policy which I described a while 
ago to my friend from Texas [Mr. Haw Ley], and we take in 
of these islands, what becomes of our home sugar? In Cu 
there has been raised at one time in one year as much as 1,054,000 
tons of sugar, or over one-half of the entire consumption of the 
American people of that article. We find that in Puerto Rico 
the estimates are by gentlemen who came here 9 the 
sugar interests before the Committee on Ways and Means that 
while they have not produced more than 60,000 or 70,000 tons in 
any one year, that the capacity of the island for the cultivation 
of sugar perhaps exceeds 170,000 tons, 

I find that to be the opinion, as I understand, of General Davis. 
We find in Hawaii that they produced last year 300,000 tons of 
sugar; and this year the production of sugar will increase by 50 
per cent, due to the fact that Hawaii has been taken into this 
country and has the opportunities of the American market. We 
find that as to the Ph 8 Islauds there is no estimate of the 
amount of production of sugar, but under the crude conditions 
88 they have produced there 500,000 tons, and in the 

isayas alone 325,000 tons were produced in 1893, or more sugar 
than was raised last year in the State of Louisiana. So that the 
entire tonnage of sugar in all of those islands if added together 
will largely exceed the amount of sugar consumed by the Amer- 
ican ple. These islands have already demonstrated that fact. 
What their ultimate capacity for production is can not even be 
surmised, so immense is it. 

Now, then, what is the result of sucha policy? Let us compare 
the conditions under which sugar is produced there and here. 
Let us compare the yield per acre, the wages paid, the cost of pro- 
duction, and all of those things that enter into the cost of the 
production of sugar, and see how our people will fare under this 


policy. 

In Porto Rico we find this from the report of the Secretary of 
Agriculture, relating to the cost of labor in that island: 
si — 1 Ne a aac iy gates ace 5 
years of age are employed. They get from 15 to 35 cents a day only. Spanish 
money, or from 9 to 18 cents, American money. The unskilled adult laborer 
receives from 35 to 63 cents, or an average over the island of 50 cents, Spanish 
money. This equals 30 cents, American money. 

In Cuba I have no doubt the w: are the same as in Puerto 
Rico. In the Philippine Islands, I find from reading the book 
recommended to us by the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WIL- 
LIAMS], The Philippine Islands, by John Foreman, the following 
as the scale of wages paid in the islands: 

Lanner Gi tas pater ine ee ee 
Overseers (by the year), per month --- 6.00 
Machinists (sugar making), per mont 30. 

Now, I want to compare this scale of with the w. paid 

in the su districts of our country. i understand ‘that the 
paid in the beet-sugar districts are higher than those paid 

in Louisiana. The laborers in Louisiana receive 80 to 90 cents 
per day; during the sugar making a dollar eed day; skilled labor- 
bor I do not merely 

mean mechanics, but all the men employed around the machinery 
in the refineries—men who have not been educated to any partic- 
ular trade, but men who are able by efficiency to manage portions 


of the machinery. They get from $2 to $5 per day as again 
$1.50 per week in the Philippine Islands. he production of 
sugar per acre is found to be— 
Tons. 
Puerto Rico paces 2 
6 — 4 to 11 
United — -..- 1 tol 
E a r A n E ET T S 1 to 11 


In the United States the planter of the sugar beet plants it from 


— 
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theseed, and it costs a verysmall amount. In the sugar- cane district 
the planter is compelled to save one-third of every year's crop in 
order to make seed for the following year; so that he plants3 acres 
of land in order to grind sugar off 2 acres, and therefore one-third 
of the expense incurred in cultivation of the crop is lost by the 
sugar planter, being used in seeding his crop for the succeeding 
year. In Puerto Rico we are informed that the planter has to 
renew his planting once in ten or even twenty years, and it is the 
same in Cuba and the Philippine Islands. In Hawaii planting 
is renewed every three or four years, but you must remember his 

eldis in many instances 10 and 11 tons of sugar per acre of cane. 

ow, if gentlemen will take this scale of wages paid in Louisiana 
and remember the fact that one-third of the crop raised has to be 
used for the setting out of the crop of the succeeding year, and 
then compare it with the fact that in the islands it may be that 
they will have only to do so every eight or ten years, you can see 
what difference it will amount toin the cost of wages. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The whole logic of the situation, however, can be summed up bet- 
ter by comparison of cost of production in the United States and the 
cost on the islands. The cost of production in the United States 
is put by Professor Wiley, of the Agricultural Department, at 33 
cents per pound. The cost in Puerto Rico is put by Mr. Finlay, 
who appeared before the Committee on Ways and Means and is 
a Puerto Rican and a sugar planter of that island, as 2.1 cents per 
pound, a difference of nearly 1} cents. In Cuba the estimate is 
the same as Puerto Rico, 2.1 cents. In the chet (pts I have no 
estimates, but, judging from thescale of wages labor, Ishould 
think the production of sugar would not ex the cost of 1} cents 


und. 
PT en, again, the House will recall that under the McKinley 
tariff law sugar was on the free list, the American producer receiv- 
ing from the Government 2 cents per pound bounty on his sugar. 
This did not affect the production of sugarin the Hawaiian Islands 
though under that law it was competing with the bounty-fed 
German sugar, and the islands, at the time not being part of the 
United States, got none of the bounty. This proves couclusively 
our inability to compete with the island su the Philippines, 
Puerto Rico, Cuba, and Hawaii. Annex the first three groups of 
islands as you have done with the last named, and as you are about 
to do with the second, and you at once destroy the sugar industry 
in this country. You destroy $100,000,000 invested in that indus- 
try in Louisiana alone, and you close down 33 beet-sugar factories 
now in operation in the West, the Northwest, and the North. 
Mr. Oxnard, representing the beet-sugar industry, appeared be- 
fore the Ways and Means Committee while this bill was under 
consideration by that committee. Mr. Hill 1 gore before the 


committee also. He a in the interest of the cane people. 
Both gentlemen that what they most feared was the prece- 
dent the opening of our market to Puerto Rico would establish. 


Yet this bill is but the opening wedge, to be followed by the Phil- 
ippines and then by Cuba, 

As to the e mace I am justified in my assertion by the fact 
that every Republican who has peers on the subject in either 
branch of Congress, and the President himself in his public utter- 
ances, have to declare the Republican policy to be to retain 
the Philippines. That much of the policy of that party we know. 
If they are retained, under what condition will they be so retained? 
Can anyone doubt that, at best, if a tariff can be imposed as con- 
templated by this bill, it will only be at a 75 per cent reduc- 
tion of the present tariff rates? Nay, is it not safe to assume that, 
inasmuch as the reasons urged for imposing the tariff in this bill 
is the impoverished condition of Puerto Rico and the people of 
that island, this tariff is only a temporary measure—only an 
emergency policy—but that eventually, and that soon, the sugars 
of Puerto Rico and later of the Philippines will be admitted here 
into free competition with our sugars? 

I see that clearly—the end of this policy of e ion. Already 
members on the other side of the Chamber, on 7 to-day, are sug- 
gesting that it is proper to limit the life of this bill, if it becomes 

aw, and many are suggesting two years as the proper length of 
time for its operation. f 

As to Cuba, this bill can not be a precedent, to my mind; but 

my conclusions are not more comforting. 

ten to the recommendations of General Wilson, command- 
ing mili department of Matanzas and Santa Clara—the sugar 
bowl of Cuba—to the Adjutant-General of the Army: 

2. For the free entry into each country of the natural and manufactured 
products of the other, under a common and uniform tariff, as all 
other nations. 

(If for any reason it should be found impracticable to adopt this provision 
in full, then there should be the test allowable reduction of duty on 
sugar, which is the principal crop of the island, and the one which requires 
the greatest possible concession.) 

And the President, evidently taking his cue from this report. says: 

The new Cuba yet to arise from the ashes of the past must needs be bound 
to us by ties of sin intimacy and strength if its endu: welfare is to 
be assured. Whether those ties shall be organic or conventio: 
tinies of Cuba are in some rightful form and manner irrevocably lin 


our own, but how and how is for the future to determine in the ripeness 
of events. 


There is the whole policy—whether those ties shall be organic 
(annexation) or conventional (by treaty). Either policy brings 
us disaster. 

But perhaps it may be said that these conclusions are overdrawn. 
Let me see: 

Under the Wilson tariff bill a duty of 40 per cent ad valorem 
was imposed on oy ee sugars. Sugar sold approximately at 2 
cents oad pound, his, therefore, was a duty of about $16 per 
ton. Under that lawit was universally conceded by all who knew 
anything on the subject that sugar could not be produced in this 
country—at least, sugar-cane sugar—for beet was scarcely pro- 
duced then. 

The result of that law was financial disaster throughout the 
sugar districts, and plantations everywhere sold for a mere song. 
Ruin and insolvency and bankruptcy resulted. 

The present duty is about $30 per ton. You propose to reduce 
this duty to 25 per cent of the present duty, or to $7.50. If sugar 
coad 9500 be produced with the duty at 816, it certainly can not 

at 87.50. 

No duty, and 25 per cent of the existing tariff law, will bring 

about the same disastrous condition in so far as the American 
te Barb concerned—a worse condition than existed under the 
n s 


RICE. 


93,488,800 | 22,043,400 |. 115, 477,200 
81,881,000 | 21,081,600 |. 102, 462, 600 
96,751,200 | 22,408,800 |. 119, 160, 000 
88,662,600 | 25,675,200 |. 112, 237, 800 
$1,414,600 | 21,361, 200 102, 775, 800 
81,776,400 | 23,957, 400 |. 105, 733, 800 
84,188,400 | 18,279,000 102, 467, 400 
62,981,800 | 18,448, 800 101, 430, 600 
91, 150, 200 6, 721, 866 |. 70, 872, 000 
85,662,000 | 17,944,200 |. 108, 606, 200 
83,043,000 | 16,521, 600 |. 99, 664, 600 
89, 436,600 | 18,807,000 |. 108, 243, 600 
93, 667,800 | 22,625, 400 |. -| 116,298,200 
96,516,000 | 21,369,000 117, 885, 000 
82,171,200 | 21,429,000 1,679,000 | 103. 279, 200 
G3 {} 286,290 | 2,088,280 
* + 
G) x 1,580, 790 1,580, 790 
2, 471, 400 1 2,269, 180 4,740, 580 
7.500, 000 1 2, 746, 490 10, 246, 490 
12, 018, 600 8, 429, 200 4, 706, 720 25, 154, 720 
16, 659, 600 6, 171, 800 4, 982, 590 27,813, 790 
23,428,200 | 10,720, 800 9, 502, 910 43, 651,910 
25,423,200] 15,217,800] 13,329,880 53, 970, 880 
25,800,000 | 15,000,000 | 14,088, 880 54, 888, 880 
25,705,200 | 26,750,000} 26,870,790 39, 325, 990 
28,344,000 | 11,924,400 | 12,007,380 52,275,780 - 
25,840,200 | 14,221,200] 22,338,980 62, 400, 380 
28,360,800 | 13,002,600 | 29, 450,000 67, 813, 400 
27,354,500 | 15,106,200] 41,400,000 83, 860, 800 
28,940,400 | 16,087,800 | _ 41,630,000 86, 628, 200 
26,926,200 | 17,914,200 | 282,892,000 77, 732, 400 
25, 304, 400 437,400 | 237,772,000 81, 513, 800 
333,252,400 | 24,344, 400 „000, 000 85, 500, 800 


5,160,000 | 30,052,200 | 24,715,200 | 51,941,590 | 111,868,990 
8, 220, 000 |? 20, 815,200 | 218,345, 000 55, 224,610 | 102, 604, 810 
7,128,000 | 2 27,349, 800 | 2 18, 457, 200 47,150,000 | 99, 985, 000 
7,467,600 | 26,913,000 | 21,119,400 55, 200, 000 110, 700, 000 
8,292,900 | 32,386,700 | 22,902,000 | _ 48,000,000 | 109,561,600 
5,250,000 | 30,398,700 | 214,496,300 | 100,050,000 | 150, 195, 000 
9,000,000 | 32,395,800 | 19,973,700 | 94,300,000 | 155, 669, 500 
5,400,000 | 28,455,000 | 11,975,700 | 67,800,000 | 113, 630, 700 
6,131,500 | 28,637,300 | 13,709,400 | 81,250,000 | 124, 733,200 
6,818,700 | 30,432,900 | 15,095, 400 79,375,000 | 131,722,000 
7,650,000 | 28,275,000 | 13,125,000 | _ 87,750,000 | 136,800,000 
6, 697,800 | 27,183,900 | 12,005,700 | 109,778,200 | 155, 665, 600 
6,818,400 | 33,250,500 | 15,078,000 | 182,400,000 | 237,546,900 
8, 937,500 | 211,372,445 | 28,688,015 | 398,867,200 | 122, 865, 160 
4,000,000 | 22,364,800 | 26,656,000 | 276,800,000 | 109,820,800 
2,720,000 | 27,901,440 | 10, 464,000 | #127, 600,000 | 168, 665,440 
2,720,000 | 29,552,160 | 28,727,040 | 255,907,200 | 96,486, 400 
2,080,000 | 28,395,200 | 10,181,760 |* ° 75,644, 800 | 116,301,760 
2,560,000 | 23,054,720 | 8,584,000 | 107,792,000 | 136, 990, 720 
1 No report for North and South Carolina or Geo vil war. 
Harvest 3 Drought during growing season in Louisiana. 


storms. 
4Unfavorable growing conditions. r cent of poor quality, and, 
cause of exce tionally low values, red ph pel rd ADORN, not teaching 
commercial ls, ë Reduced acreage. 
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The following table shows the amounts of rice and rice products 
imported into the United States during the fiscal years from 1894 
to 1899: 


unds. 
86, 810, 538 
141, 301, 411 


19, 
78,190, 373 146, 
183, 989, 930 197, 816, 
129, 810, 630 190, A 


This last year we produced in the United States 300,000,000 
pounds of rice, almost as much as the total consumption of the 


previous year and one-half of that year’s consumption. 

We have the authority of Prof. S. A. Knapp, the icultural 
explorer of the Agricultural Department, who has, with his learn- 
ing and usual business tact, made a thorough examination of the 
subject, that there are over 3,000,000 acres of land on the South 
Atlantic and Gulf coast es and available for rice culture, 
which, in his estimation, would produce twenty-five hundred mil- 
lion pounds of rice—many times our present consumption. 

But as we surrender our market to Puerto Rico free of charge, 
and throw American labor and American products in unjust and 
unfair competition with the cheap production of the island, con- 
priate as e our money for her government, so do we likewise 
pay for the privilege of shipping American products to her people. 

While we produce about one-half of the rice consumed in the 
United States, we at the same time produce a large quantity of 
second-grade rice, for which there is little or no market in this 
country—I mean broken rice. Iam told by a well-informed and 
intelligent rice grower in my district that a great deal of that rice 
is a drug on the market, and sometimes has to be used as food for 
cattle. The American ple are small consumers of rice, but 
they are particular, and use only the best grade. The Puerto 
Ricans, on the contrary, consume this second grade almost exclu- 
sively, Professor Knapp informs me. Now, here is a market for 
this rice. What do you propose to do with it? Tax it 25 per cent 
of the present tariff for the use of that market. 

I am sorry the Monthly Summary of Commerce and Finances 
of the United States for November, 1899, has compiled together 
the statistics as to the trade of Puerto Rico and Cuba, or else I 
should have been pleased to furnish you with the figures. 

Reducing the tariff on rice exported from here into Puerto 
Rico, 75 per cent appears a beneficent act to our American prod- 
1 but close scrutiny will reveal the falsity of this apparent 


n. 
The tax on rice as fixed by the Dingley law was intended to and 
did equalize the opportunities of the American producer with 
the foreign producer on the American market, Under it the for- 
eign producer has found it advantageous to compete with the Ameri- 
can in that market to the extent of one-half the total American 
consumption. There remained in October, 1899, rice in bond 
11,159,641 pounds, showing more rice was imported than could be 
consumed, If the Seay Ped found no profit in this contest he 
would have retired from it. The moment you apply this status 
of the American market to the Puerto Rican market and burden 
the American 1 with 50 cents per hundred pounds on his 
rice, do you not see is it not patent that you legislate the Ameri- 
can producer entirely out of the Puerto Rican market and turn 
that market tothe Japanese, Chinese, and Asiatic producer? Un- 
doubtedly, for this cheap-labor producer has one-half a cent a 
pound the advantage of the American producer in that market, 
bebo if the duty be the same in the United States and in 
Puerto ico, as this measure provides, on foreign rice, and the 
American rice producer must pay half a cent a pound duty to go 
to Puerto Rico, the foreign producer will not ship a single pound 
of rice into this country until he shall have supplied the wants 
of the ple of Puerto Rico, for he will have a half cent per 
pound in Puerto Rico the advantage over the American market, 
and consequently will undersell the American rice to an absolute 
certainty. Thus your bill, which appears to give the American 
people the benefits of the small trade of Puerto Rico, in fact de- 
prives him of the main article of importation in that island, rice. 
The Constitution forbids you to impose an export tax on Amer- 
ican product, yet by an indirect method you here, in violation of 
that Constitution, propose to tax the rice producer, the lumber 
manufacturer, etc., for the privilege of doing business with a ter- 
ritory your boast isis American territory. Where will the end be? 
If this be your expansion, of which you prate so much; if this be 
our liberty following the flag; if this be your commerce follow- 
ing your conquests; if the sum and substance of your new creed 
be to tax the American people to support the people of the new 
territory of the United States; to build their schools and their 
roads at the expense of the American people; to surrender the 
American people’s markets to the cheap competition of the peo- 


les of these territories, and then to charge the American people 
fore they can trade with the peoples of these new territories— 
then I say, God save the American people from your wisdom and 
your theories. The sooner the American producer and the Amer- 
ican laborer understand the logic of your conclusions and the re- 
sult of your expansion policy, the better for them. 

But to return to rice. Mr. Chairman, again, another discrim- 
ination against the rice producer of Georgia, Louisiana, Texas, 
North and South Carolina is concealed in this apparently harm- 
less measure. Rice does not compete alone with rice as a food 


5 | Stuff, but with every known cereal. 


We oper buckwheat, corn, corn meal, oats and oatmeal, rye 
and rye flour, wheat and flour in immense quantities, and send 
them to almost every port in the world. Despite that fact, a tax 
of from 25 cents per bushel to 25 per cent ad valorem is imposed 
on all these food stuffs by the Dingley law. On flour this tax is 
25 percent. As long as the tax was applied to the American mar- 
ket it was harmless; applied to the Puerto Rican market it operates 
a discrimination against the American rice producer. 

Spain had a tariff on flour entering Puerto Rico of $4 per 92 
kilograms (equivalent to about 200 pounds) and a consumption 
tax of $2.30 per 200 pounds, making $6.30a barrel. Thesurrender 
of Puerto Rico to this country destroyed this tax. The applica- 
tion of your measure to the island substitutes for it 6} per cent 
ad valorem duty and imposes upon rice a tax of 16 percent. This 
is an unjust and unfair advantage given one American product 
needing no protection over one needing it. 

There is, Mr. Chairman, no benefits anywhere to be derived 
from this measure to the American people. There is, Mr. i 
man, no justice under it for the American rice producer. There 
is, Mr. Chairman, no safety for the American sugar producer 
under this bill. Nor, indeed, from the would-be colonial policy 
of the 8 party. To that industry but one safe course is 
open. It lies in the Democratic 9 of anti- expansion. It con- 
sists in carrying out the policy declared by Congress as to Cuba 
to make her free and independent—and to apply the same policy 
to the Philippine Islands and carry out that policy, as under the 
Constitution we should do. 

Believing, as I do, that this measure, if successful, is the begin- 
ning of the end of American sugar; that it will operate as an 
effective barrier to the sale of American rice in Puerto Rico; that 
the doctrine under which it is brought here is wrong and viola- 
tive of the Constitution; that the only safety for the people I have 
the honor to represent here and their great industries, their pros- 
perity and happiness, all unite in condemning the Republican 
party’s policy of expansion, I am compelled to vote against this 
measure, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I would like to have more time, and I ask 
unanimous consent for five minutes. 

Mr. DALY of New Jersey. I will have to object, because the 
gentleman from Massachusetts has been waiting for two days to 


get in. 

Mr. BROUSSARD. I ask unanimous consent to extend my re- 
marks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani- 
mous consent to extend his remarks in the RECORD, Is there ob- 
jection? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

Mr. YER. Mr. Chairman, I propose, in the brief time 
allotted me, to present some suggestions for the consideration of 
the House on the present policy of this Administration toward 
the Philippines. 

It will beremembered, Mr. Chairman, that we entered upon the 
late war with Spain for a single purpose, well understood, clearly 
defined, and forcibly stated in solemn resolution by the Congress 
of the United States, as follows: 

The United States hereby disclaims any disposition or intention to exer- 
cise sovere: 5 or control over said island (Cuba) except for 


the prama on thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is accom- 
plished, to leave the government and the control of the island to its people. 


And the purpose that was then declared was impliedly made in 
relation to all other Spanish possessions, and so accepted and 
understood, not omy by the great body of our people, but by all 
other nations as well, It was to be a war for humanity’s sake 
and not for conquest, plunder, or annexation. The sacrifice of 
lifgand treasure that would be involved in the struggle was to 
be a free-will offering to freedom and independence. e youth 
and valor of this country, actuated by American patriotism and 
America’s high sense of justice and right, rose in their majesty 
and declared that Spain’s coercion and e ee of our neigh- 
boring people, seeking freedom and independence, should cease, 


and that liberty should not perish in our midst. Here was one of 
the grandest spectacles ever presented to man, compelling and 
receiving the 8 
on earth. 

Soon after the war for humanity and liberty was actually be- 
gun, Admiral Dewey, for the purpose of capturing the Spanish 


iration and respect of every liberty- loving nation 


sailed into Manila Harbor and foundin Manila the Filipinos 


fleet, 
in open revolt against Spanish sovereignty and Spanish dominion, 
and anxious and willing to become our allies in the war against 
Spain. They cooperated with us upon the theory that our enemy 
was theirenemy. We gladly accepted their cooperation and fur- 
nished them with additional arms, that their assistance and co- 
tion might be the moreeffectual. While Dewey assaulted Ma- 
nila by sea, at a time when he had not a soldier to embark for an 
army of occupation, the Filipinos besieged the city successfully 
land. Their officers were in direct communication with our 
officers. They were our willing and accepted allies during the 
remainder of the campaign and until Spain sued for peace. Did 
we by word or act or suggestion, expressed or implied, inti- 
mate to these people that, having conquered Spain, we would then 
turn our attention to subjugating them, and while we had assisted 
them in casting off the yoke of bondage of Spain we would sub- 
ject then to a like vassalage to ourselves? hat had they, in all 
fairness, the right to expect from a powerful free Republic, which 
had entered into war with Spain for the expressed purpose of free- 
ing people seeking independence? 
ut greed cries aloud for commercial gain, and pictures the 
immense advantage to be derived from our possession in the 
Orient, and urges us to go in and possess ourselves of the Philip- 
pines. The siren voice of the tempter is heard drowning the voice 
of reason. The press, yes, and the pons too, join in the wild 
babel of the imperialists in urging gods of war, in the name 
and for the sake of commercial expansion and religion, to over- 
ponie and subdue these weak and unprotected inhabitants, that 
e may be expanded and religion taught. 

And so to-day the spectacle is presented of the youth, valor, 
and strength of the nation being used by the present Administra- 
tion to conquer, subdue, and destroy the people of a nation whose 

test offense is that they are struggling for their independence, 
—— as Cuba was when we presented our kind offerings in her 

What has wronght this great in the American cy? 
A nation to intercede in behalf of a people 5 
independence to that extent that it voluntarily would wage war 
apan a friendly nation, that a weak and struggling people might 
obtain its independence, immediately afterwards waging a war 
for conquest and e mer upon a weak and defenseless people 
struggling solely for in dence. 

How can these two policies so diametrically opposed to each 
other be accounted for? The American people are not fickle, un- 
kind, or unjust; they are not unmindful of the just and limited 
Por of the Constitution, nor have they divorced themselves 

m the beneficent influences and principles of the Declaration of 
Independence. We need not look far for an explanation. The 
American zope have never been permitted to pass upon this un- 
American policy and to affix their seal of 9 u it, 
and should not now be held responsible for this great blunder 
and greater wrong. There has been a studied purpose on the part 
of the Republican Administration to keep even the representatives 
of the people, the Congress of the United States, from adop ing 
and prom ting any policy toward the Philippines until a suf- 
— sare peod in u it could Laer 3 influence 

ə people to accept perialistic cy, which a year ago 
was so abhorent to our e and so ign to the traditions 
of our Republic. But time has now come when the ny 
constituted authority for the establishment of the American pol- 
icy toward the Filipinos should assert itself, regardless of any 
one man’s desires, pride, or ambition. 

Those who oppose this un-American, imperialistic policy have 
been accused by the camp followers and apologists of the present 
Administration of not being able or willing to propose a remed 
for the evil which exists, and tantalizingly ask if we woul 
have them haul down the flag and our Army and Navy retreatin 
ignominy and shame?” The conspicuously able and, as I am told 
and helieve, generally fair and generous gentleman from Illinois 
has been inoculated with the same virus and tarred with the same 
stick and gave vent the other day to the same sentiment when, 
facing this side of the Chamber with the air of one who is about 
to announce an argument that is unanswerable, he stated, This 
bill appropriates $45,000,000 to sustain the Army for the balance 
of the year. If anybody wants to move to strike the appro- 
priation out, here is the place and now the time.” Others ing 
on the same line and prompted by a like sentiment have asser 
that those who op the present policy of the Administration 


are “ erect isloyalists, and co 

Mr, Chairman, there ought not to be, and I am confident there 
is not, a gentleman on this side of the House or on that side who 
would hesitate for an instant to vote munitions of war, supplies, 
and money, even should it take the last cent in the Treasury, to 
support the ride! and Navy in defending the flag, wherever raised 
and wherever it floats. Those who think otherwise misjudge the 


erican-people of all parties and all sections of our country. 
spanish war had been a failure in everything else, as it 


If the 8 
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was not a failure in anything, it would have been worth all it 
cost in treasure, in sacrifice, blood, and life in furnishing the op- 
portunity it did for our Sonthern brethren to demonstrate to the 
world beyond a possibility of doubt their patriotism, their love of 
country, love of union, and devotion to the old flag. And it will 
require something more than the insinuations, innuendoes, the 
taunts, and jeers of a Republican partisanship to arraign the anti- 
cop cesar as disloyalists, traitors, and copperheads. 
ident McKinley, in his message to Congress, states that— 

The future government of the Philippines rests with the Congress of the 
United States. Few ver responsibilities have ever been confided to us. 
Until a shall have made known the formal 
shall use the authority vested in me b 
uphold the sovereignty of the United States in those distant islands. 

Our attention is thus directed to our duty, and the Presidentis 
relieved of further responsibility of our policy toward the Philip- 


pines. 

Weshould not permit ourselves to shirk the responsibility which 
the law has imposed upon us. Here is the place and now the op- 
portunity to proclaim to the world, emphatically and free from 
equivocations or doubt, the policy of our Government toward the 
Philippine Islands and their inhabitants, namely, That it is not 
the porpas of this Government to deprive the le of the Phil- 
ippine Islands of their independence and right of self-government, 
and as soon as they will lay down their arms and acknowledge and 
accept our supremacy they may establish a republican form of 
government and declare their independence. and we will protect 
them against the aggressions of the powers of the world.” [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Let vege pe of our Govern- 
mon be re pnia and not another shot be fired nor another 

e BACT: 5 


. Chairman, 
we keep. In all matters coho . g to the welfare of our country, 
the prosperity of our people, and the Lr ee and protection 


of our republican institutions we er the counsel advice of 
Bou , Hoar, HALE, and er to that of Hanna, PLATT, 
Quay, and BEVERIDGE. 


ee on the Democratic side. 
We need make no apologies for our cause or for our conduct, nor 
do we come with bowed heads and trembling hearts to seek par- 
don from the crowned heads of Europe—or the would-be crowned 
heads of America—but to assert our allegiance, our loyalty, and 
our love for the grandest and noblest country that the sun meets 
in his coming, and the purest, wisest, and most beneficent Govern- 
ment vouchsafed to a ae We come not to destroy but to de- 
fend and protect the liberties of the people at home and abroad and 
to sound the note of warning lest there shall be a betrayal of this 

at trust of popular government which was confided to our 

nds or any infringement upon the high ideals of honor, equality, 
and freedom, and to beseech those actuated by an all-consuming 


desire for patronage and power to halt before any ill-advised step 
shall be tkaen which bedim the glory of that brightest gem 
in the coronet of nations. 


Consider the birth, the development, the achievements, the 
glory of the independent American Republic, and ask yourselves, 
the proud essors of this rich inheritance to which I have re- 
ferred, and mindful of the sacred memories of the fathers, if we 
can afford to refuse to 10,000,000 people, heretofore friendly to us, 
struggling solely for their liberty and independence, to at least try 
the experiment. When they ask bread, shall we give them a 
stone? When they plead for liberty and independence, shall we 
refuse it and compel them by an ov wering force to become 
our subjects and our political slaves? God forbid! 

But, says the imperialist, your premises are false, The present 
conditions that prevail in our relations with the Philippines makes 
the present situation an exception to what otherwise would be 

illingly agreed to. These people and these islands are ours; we 
have bought and paid for them twenty millions of money. They 
have been ceded to us by Spain. They are insurrectionists. They 
have fired on the flag. are incapaple of self-government, 
and should we leave them to themselves other powers would come 
in and themselves of this territory and these people, 

This is the excuse and this the defense. I join issue upon these 
statements, and 85 brielly to consider some of the conditions 
and see in how far the facts will sustain the claim. 

After victory had crowned our arms at Santiago in the war with 
Spain, terms of peace were to be agreed to and a commission was 
sent to formulate the = and terms. Spain, while she had 
shown herself lamentably weak and impotent in war, showed her- 
self bright and strong in diplomacy. At the meeting of the repre- 
sentatives of the two powers there was a willing seller and a 
willing buyer, conditions most favorable fora trade, and our com- 
missioners, acting under the specific directions from the mansion 
located at the other end of the avenue, to be sure, in agreeing 
upon the terms of peace, to get at least Luzon,” were ready buyers 
and the shrewd § ny ne peas palmed off on America’s peace 


Sng nos for of gold, her paper sovereignty of the 
ippines. 
Will some one please inform the American people what in reality 
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we received for our $20,000,000 of gold? Spam had no sovereignty 
over the Philippinestosell, cede, orgiveaway. ThePhilippinescon- 
sist of 1,000 islands, inhabited by 10,000,000 people. stb 
is defined by the combined experience of the great 3 ers 
to be the original, absolute, and universal power by which all 
ms and things in a state are controlled and governed.” In 
the light of this definition and measured by this standard, Spain 
never had any sovereignty over any part of the Philippine Islands, 
except the city of Manila and the territory around the city not ex- 
ceeding 20 miles into the country, and haps a few other small 
cities; and even here almost continu y the authority, the pos- 
séssion, and the control of Spain were denied and opposed. 
the other territory and people of the Philippine Islands were sub- 
stantially free and independent of Spain’s claim of sovereignty 
and control. 

What, then, I ask again, did we 8 Spain for our $20,000,000 
of money? I will tell you, Mr. Chairman, what we got. We got 
an excuse and a miserable pretext to conquer, coerce, and subju- 
gate to our will 10,000,000 people, and that is about all we did get. 

The vendor of property, real or personal, can convey no better 
title than he has, and in order to have a sale there must be not 
only an agreement upon the price and the money paid, but there 
must be a delivery. The grantor must be in possession of the 
thing sold. Spain was not in possession or control of a single 
square mile of the es e Islands when the terms of the treaty 
were agreed upon and the attempt to cede the islands made. The 
Spanish fleet at Manila had been annihilated and the Spanish 
forces bottled up in Manila by the combined efforts of Dewey by 
sea and Aguinaldo by land, and Spain found herself totally irca- 
8 and powerless to exercise the least semblance of author- 

ty or prerogative even in Manila herself. 

By what authority, then, does the young silver-tongued orator 
from Indiana, the well-recognized mouthpiece of the present Ad- 
ministration on the Philippine question, declare that“ the Philip- 
pines are ours, and ours forever?” Not, Mr. Chairman, until we 
secure them by conquest as the legitimate plunder of war. At 
present there is a cloud upon our title, and one which can not 
easily be removed. 

Had I the time, I should be pleased to call the attention of 
this House to the conditions which prevailed at the beginning of 
the outbreak between the two armies, and to the coincidence that 
the first gun was fired just before the vote on the ratification of 
the peace treaty was to be taken in the United States Senate. 
Suffice it to be said that when two belligerents are found with 
their coats off, sleeves rolled up, and facing each other in a threat- 
ening attitude, if makes little difference, in determining who com- 
menced the fight, to know who gets in the first blow. 

Weare told by the imperialists that through all these years the 
American people have groping in darkness and error in 
their interpretation of the language of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence; that man's inalienable rights are the pursuit of hap- 
piness,.and to secure these rights governments are established 
among men, deriving their just powers from the consent of the 
governed;” that this language does not mean that government 
must have the consent of the governed; that this is too broad a 
statement; that the statement goes no further than to mean that 
governments should have the consent of some of the governed, 
not stating whether it is any considerable portion or not. 

And so they would have you infer if they can find a limited 
number of Filipinos who are willing to consent to our form of 
alder ogee gd we are justified under their interpolation of the Dec- 

aration of Independence in imposing upon the remainder of that 
ple our form of government, and cite in confirmation of their 
interpretation the fact that the Indian whom we have had in our 
midst these many years have not consented to our form of gov- 
ernment. They might have added with equal propriety and fur- 
ther illustration of their contention every convict serving a sen- 
tence in our penitentiaries. That is an argument of the new 
school of statesmen intrusted with the duties and responsibilities 
of legislators. 

Aud so when you find a class of people who do not understand 
or will not accept our form of government or are not capable of 
understanding it, then we are under no obligation to get their 
assent to it, but are at liberty and justified under the lara- 
tion of Independence to impose upon such people the form of 
government we may choose, regardless of their consent or objec- 
tion, making the sovereign dominant power sole arbiter and judge 
of the capability, wishes, and rights of the weaker nation or people. 

Something like this was the announcement of the arrogant and 
imperious Briton a little more than a century ago to her weak, 
struggling, liberty-loving American colonists, and out of and 
following that announcement a little unpleasantness occurred 
between the dictator and the objector, with the result that decla- 
ration ee to = the world 5 pene raik: Daea 
upon which the great superstruction of the erican ic 
was to be built was That man had an inalienable right to life, 
liberty, and the pursuit of happiness, and that to secure these 


rights governments are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed.” 
That declaration, through all our ee for more than a hun- 


dred yan, has been accepted, cherished and worshiped by a 
grateful, intelligent, prosperous, and liberty-loving ple, until 
an excuse for an injustice done or to be done a weak and strag- 
gling people was needed. Then, and not till then, were raised 
up the latter-day statesmen, wiser in their own a 
than those who penned the immortal Declaration itself and those 
who framed the Constitution, wiser than the long line of jurists 
and statesmen who have come and gone before—the Jeffersons, 
the Calhouns, the Sumners, the Lincolns—and aping the arro- 
ganto and injustice of imperial Briton a hundred years ago, 

efiantly proclaim through their chosen mouthpiece, the gifted 
and eloquent phrase maker from Indiana, from his high place in 
the Senate of the United States, in substance, that the weak 
and struggling Filipinos, 7,000 miles away, in their chosen homes, 
have no rights of self-government which the American people, 
intoxicated with greed and ns of gain, are bound to respect, 
and, overpowered by the iron heel of the victorious conquerors, 
must become the subjects and political slaves of the American 
people. And that set too who ag team the loinsofthose who 
stood at Concord Bridge and Bunker Hill, at Yorktown and Val- 
ley Forge, that they might enjoy and transmit intact and unim- 
paired to their children and their children's children, to the last 
moment of recorded time, the principles and sentiments recorded 
in the immortal Declaration of Independence. shall deny the right 
of self-government to a prostrate people, pleading for liberty and 
independence. 

These same expounders of the Constitution and interpreters of 
the Declaration of Independence have also discovered t when 
we are considering the great right of self-government we are to 
be confined exclusively to Anglo-Saxon self-government and to 
our own peculiar form of Government; that if a pooole should 
propose a pecan form of government differing from our own 
form of Anglo-Saxon 3 in such a case to that people 
the Declaration would not be applicable. Having arrived at 
conclusion by processes of reasoning best suited to their on pur- 
poses, they see their way clear to deny to the Filipinos the right 
of self-government and keep within the new sppe doctrine of 
the De tion of Independence. But it shoul borne in mind 
that they reach this much desired conclusion, not by ar ent 
from evidence and facts, but by the simple assertion t the 
Filipinos are not capable of self-government, the Anglo-Saxon kind 
of self-government, To use the language of the able gentleman 
from Indiana: 5 


It is barely possible that 1,000 men in all the 5 are capable of 
self-government in the Anglo-Saxon sense. My own belief is that there are 


ere are more 


Now, by what authority does the honorable gentleman assert 
that the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands are incapable of 
self-government? When was the crucial test applied? When 
were the people of those islands permitted to demonstrate the 
truth or the falsity of these assertions? 

One takes upon himself grave responsibility when he unquali- 


fiedly declares that a people of 10,000,000 souls, inhabiting a coun- ` 


try by themselves for three hundred years, attending to theirown 
wants in their chosen way, and anxious to establish their independ- 
ence of all the world, are incapable of self-government. Let us 
calmly and dispassionately consider some of the facts and evi- 
dence bearing upon this question, that we may the better ju 

of the reliance we should place in the statements of those who 
assert, without producing evidence, the incapacity of these people 
for self-government. 

Admiral Dewey, whose opportunity for observation of the con- 
dition of these people has been great, vouches for their ability, and 
says: 

They a: io: — 
Ta vende —— <> their intelligence and more capable of self-goy- 

This statement was madé June 23, 1898. Two months later, in 
aletter dated August 29, he referred the War Department to his 
former expressed opinion and added: 

Further intercourse with them has confirmed me in this opinion. 


And it is asserted upon the authority of those who have made 
the matter a study, and from the meager statistics at hand, that 
one-half the people of these islands are so far educated as to be 
able to read and write the language of their respective provinces; 
to build churches and schoolhouses, some of which have been sup- 
ported and maintained for more than two hundred years; to es- 
tablish normal schools, nautical schools, icultural schools, 
schools of the artsand trades, schools of painting, ecological semi- 
eee military academies, and other colleges and institutions of 
earning. 


Upon the best of authority it is asserted that this le are so 


far advanced as to be able to build bridges and fortifications, and 
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are skilled in the science and tactics of war; that they are temper- 
ate, frugal, and fairly industrious, considering that they live in a 
country where the necessities of life are bestowed by nature's lav- 
ish hand to a degree that isequaled in few countries and exceeded 
in none; that they are a peop e capable of raising and equipping 


a standing army, with skilled officers and effective appliances—in 
short, sufficient with the American forces to defeat and put to 
rout the military force of Spain; to adopt a constitution and a 
crude form of republican government, and maintain the same for 
a substantial length of time, the constitution which they adopted 
comparing very favorably with those of the South American re- 
pab ics and well adapted to the conditions which existed among 
em. 

All these statements are facts for the proof of which there is 
an abundance of testimony, notonly from our generals, Anderson, 
Merritt, and Otis—unbiased American officers—but from such 
creditable witnesses as Naval Cadet Leonard R. Sargent and Pay- 
master W. B. Wilcox, of the United States Navy, who, with the 

ission of General Otis, made tours of in ion and observa- 

ion through the islands themselves, spending more than ten 

months of time on theislands, These were men who went not 

for the p of seeking some evidence to support their precon- 

ceived opinions of the incapacity of the Filipinos for self-govern- 

ment, but for the sole purpose of impartially ascertaining the facts 
of the real status and condition of these people. 

But let us go further, Mr. Chairman, and summons witnesses 
and authorities which no one can 3 that we may fairly 
consider What weight, if any, should be given to the charge by 
the imperialists that this people are not capable of self-government. 
No one will question the authority of our Secretary of the Inte- 
rior. We find, on the authority of the annual py ge of the De- 
poen of the Interior, House ument No. 5 of the Fifty-fifth 

gress, that the College of Santo Tomas was founded in 1611, 
courses and faculties were organized in 1870, with the title of the 
University of the Philippines; it had 581 students in 1845, and in 
1856 nearly 1,000, and that the total number graduated from this 
one college is 11,000; that there were four colleges and seminaries 
in Luzon, Cebu, and Iloilo, with an attendance in 1885 of 1,580 
male and 400 female pupils. Good observers state the aptitude 
of the natives for instruction; that nearly all the Tagalos can read 
and write. The best educated are without doubt those who, having 
studied at the University of Santo Tomas, have become lawyers. 
Among them can be found advocates worthy to be compared with 
the most celebrated in Spain. 

The military music of the garrisons at Manilaand thelargetowns 
of the provinces is carried on to an astonishing degree of perfec- 
tion, so that there is nothing better at Madrid. In the provinces 
every village has its public school, in which instruction is obliga- 
tory. In 1890 there were 1,016 schools for boys and 592 for girls 
in thearchipelago, with an attendance of 98,761 boys and 78,352 

i Mr. Alexander A. Webb, United States consul at Manila 
in 1891, states that the general government oat ar $404,731.50 
for schools in 1890, of which sum normal schools received $10,520. 
In 1890 the school of art and science was established in Manila. 
In theschool are taughtlanguages, bookkeeping, higher mathemat- 
ics, chemistry,natural history, mechanics, political economy, mer- 
cantile and industrial legislation, drawing, modeling, wood carv- 
ing, and all the trades. And lastly the Philippine Commission, 
in its recent report tothe President, referring to what disposition 
shall be made of the Philippines, recommend that they shall be 
treated as a ‘‘first-class territory,” with all the powers of local 
self-government except the power to vote in either branch of 
Congress,” thus conceding their ability for self-government 
and refuting the proposition that there is need of our interference 
to 3 them from anarchy. 

the light of all this evidence and these facts, and in spite of 
them, the sweet singer of the Wabash n that 
these people are incapable of self-government. e Anglo-Saxon 
kind, Mr. Chairman, the only kind the new school in politics 
teaches was intended in the Declaration of Independence. 

Why are these statements so recklessly made? It is that an ex- 
cuse may be offered to deprive this people of their inalienable, 
God-given right of self-government. 

In making the above statements and producing the evidence and 
authorities for their verification, I wish it to be distinctly under- 
stood that I am speaking of the Filipinos asa whole. The above 
conditions do not prevail in all the islands alike. There are many 
islands and many places where the inhabitants are uncivilized, 
barbarous, and but little removed from savagery. The number 
of this class in all the islands of the archipelago may equal nearly 
one-third of the entire population of the islands. 

A fair estimate of the population of the islands would be that 
one-third of the people are educated, intelligent, and industrious; 
one-third educated to a very limited extent, as evidenced by their 
ability to read and write their own language, and are employedin 
the industries of their several island provinces sufficiently to pro- 
cure a scanty livelihood; the other third are in a half-civilized 
condition, living in indolence, squalor, and superstition, 


But if this is the condition of the Filipinos in their entirety, 
who shall say that they are not, as a people. capable of - 
government? Because one-third are indolent, shiftiess, irrespon- 
sible people, shall the other two-thirds be deprived of the right of 
oot govorpmeny if they are willing and anxious to try the experi- 
ment 

We might, with equal propriety, deny to man; le of the 
States south of the Mason-Dixon line the right of 8 
and self-government because a majority of the population were for- 
merly slaves and are now ignorant, indolent, and unsuited and ab- 
solutely unfit for self-government if left by themselves. Do you 
establish as the standard of the capability of a people for self- 
government that every one of the people must be capable of 
understanding and appreciating the process, authority, power, and 
effect of government? Or ratheris it not the result of the com- 
bination of the civilized and the uncivilized, the intelligent and 
the unintelligent, the educated and the ignorant, the good and the 
bad, that the general average of the whole in intelligence and 
moral attainments may be ascertained? And if this latter is the 
true test, who shall say, in the light of the undisputed and indis- 
putable facts as to the condition of the inhabitants of the Philip- 
pine Islands, that they are not fit to at least make the experiment 
of self-government? 

At Chicago, in October, 1899, Mr. McKinley asserted that— 

The war with Spain was undertaken not that the United States should in- 
crease its territory, but that the oppression at our very doors should be 
stopped. noble sentiment m continue to animate us, and we must 
give to the world the full demonstration of our purpose. 

It would seem, then, that oppression is to be stopped when 
within a hundred miles of our doors, but when found 7,000 miles 
away must be enforced by us. Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of 
showing what heretofore has been the accepted meaning of the 
Declaration of Independence, I propose to make a few quotations, 
Hamilton said in 1775: 

E are sacred words fall of Mtegiviog b 

O le - 
8 was hare proclaimed, but thee primal rights of l 
The great Republican party in 1860 declared in its national plat- 
orm: 

That the maintenance of the principles 

Independence that vornmnenits . 8 Welz 


qt powers from the consent of the governed is essential to the preserva- 
ion of our republican institutions. 


And Mr. McKinley in 1890 at the New England Society dinner 
in New York, emphasizing further this accepted interpretation, 
declared that— 

Human rights and constitutional privileges must not be forgotten in the 
race for wealth and comme 5 The 8 by the people 
must be by the ple and not a few of the people. It must rest upon the 
free consent of the governed and of all the governed. Power, it must be 
remembered, which is secured by oppression, or usurpation, or by any form 
of injustice is soon dethroned. 

Politicians ought to have good and retentive memories. 

What irony is contained in these words in view of the present 
policy of this Administration! Again, listen to the wordsof Web- 
ster in his speech on Kossuth: 

This sentiment of country is an affection not only for the soil on which wo 
were born, it not only bed pubes roa to our nts and sisters, brothers and 
friends, but our habits institutions and the government of that count: 
in all respects. We may talk of it as we please, but there is nothing that sa 
isfies the human mind in an enlightened age unless man is governed by his 
own country and the institutions of his own government. o matter how 
easy may be the yoke of a foreign power, no matter how lightly it sits upon 
his shoulders, if it is not imposed by the voice of his own nation and of his 
own nany; he will not, can not, and he means not to be happy under this 

Again, hear the words of Abraham Lincoln. Speaking of those 
who drafted the Declaration of Independence, he says: 

Wise men as they were, they knew the tendency of rity to breed ty- 
rants, and so they established these great self-evident truths, that when in 
the distant future some man, some faction, some interest should set up the 
doctrine that none but the rich men, or none but white men, or none but 
J!!! ater gia eRe E 

on 
andi take courage to renew the battle which their fathers borno eos 

But, Mr. Chairman, do we fully appreciate the ultimate force 
and effect of our denying the doctrine of self-government to the 
Filipinos? This Republicis still inits andy, as it were; its span 
is but little past a century. Other republics have risen and 
flourished for a time, but insatiate greed for power and conquest, 
to be obtained, if needs be, at the expense of denying to others their 
just rights, have caused these republics to crumble and decay. 
The serious question for the people of this country to consider is 
what effect an imperial policy will have u ourselves if we per- 
mit it to be established. The welfare of the Philippines is but an 
oe: in the proposed departure from fundamental American 
principles. 

History shows that a nation built upon force rests upon inse- 
cure foundations, but a nation built upon the doctrine of self- 
government and administered upon the doctrine of 4 1 rights 
to all and special privileges to none rests upon a solid basis and 
need never die. Our American Republic was founded upon the 
eternal principles of liberty, equality, self-government, and the 
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consent of the governed, and to this day has been administered 
strictly along these lines and in accordance with these principles. 

The moment we deny these rights and principles to the Fili- 
pinos we lower the standard at home and endanger self-govern- 
ment in the United States. 

But what, Mr. Chairman, will be the effect of bringing into 
competition with our honest, skilled, and Christianized labor 
the cheap, unintelligent, and, as it were, serf labor of 10,000,000 

ple? We have been, and are now, considering what further 
8 can be had to protect the American laborer against the 
influx of labor from foreign countries. If it is necessary, in order 
to protect the labor of this country, to exclude the comparatively 
intelligent labor of Europe demanding entrance to our 5 what 
shall be said of the purpose to place in competition with the labor 
of this country, directly and indirectly, the cheap, unintelligent 
labor and brute force of 10,000,000 people? For it must be con- 
ceded that if you are to conquer and captivate this people, making 
them subjects, and hold the islands as merely territorial uisi- 
tions, then, if you pay any respect to constitutional law, pr ent, 
and right, the labor and products of the Philippines will be upon 
equal terms and free competition with the labor and products of 
the United States. 

If the Filipinos are to become citizens of the American terri- 
tory there is no just power on earth known to men which can pre- 
vent them from EREDE their American cousins whenever and 
wherever they please and participating and sharing in American 
employment, any denial of this proposition to the cantrary not- 
withstanding. And it will need something more convincing than 
the simple assertion by one who has spent a few weeks in the 
Philippines collecting data to sustain his radical, preconceived 
ideas of this ple to convince our wage-earners of the correct- 
ness of the following euphonious assertion of the gentleman from 
Indiana, namely, that— 

d beguile, nof i children of indolence toleay 
nal’ thing could bog for 8 ker vid industry of iach yaks 
Americans. 

He knows that the same assertion might with equal propriety a 
few years ago have been made concerning the Chinese whose com- 
ing since has been such a menace to our people that we have been 
obliged to resort to national legislation to prohibit their immigra- 
tion. But even if the Filipinos should not immigrate here, still 
our labor would not be free from their baneful influence. The 
moneyed interests of soulless trusts and combines would invest 
capital where they could procure the cheapest labor, and manu- 
factories would spring up in the Philippines with just sufficient 
skilled labor to superintend and direct the unskilled labor of the 
many natives, who would be employed at 25 cents per day, and 
the product thus secured would placed on the counters and 
sales rooms in San Francisco, Chicago, New York, and Boston, 
to be sold in direct competition with the product of labor here, 
with the inevitable result that wages would be decreased or 
manufactories stopped altogether in those industries which come 
into competition with those which would spring up in the Philip- 
pines. 

We frequently hear of the imperial destiny of the Republic.” 
In fact we are referred to ‘‘destiny and Providence,” in these tur- 
bulent times, far more frequently than has been wont during the 
last hundred years, when speaking of secular things. This is but 
an impious attempt to rid ourselves of the just fruits of our blun- 
ders and 3 

Mr. Chairman, the bell that rings out the announcement of the 
American empire will at the same fell stroke sound the death 
knell of the American Republic. Imperialism, surrounded by all 
the pomp, power, and prestige of war and conquest, can not con- 
oe ve e unostentatious simplicity and virtue of the Puritan 

epublic. 

istory records the warning fact that all along the pathway of 
nations are found wrecks of republics which in their eagerness 
and ambition sought imperial power and dominion. The sad fate 
of the poe of Greece, once safe, strong, and powerful, should 
admonish us with thesolemn warning of her fate. The insatiate 
for wealth and for empire of the world flourished for a sea- 
son, but a just God, who rules over the destinies of nations as 
He does over the destinies of man, prescribed the limits. Rome 
fell because she had undertaken to deprive other nations of their 
freedom and their right of self-government. Spain, once the 
richest and most powerful Kingdom in all Europe, through her 
greoa for power and prestige to extend her possession throughout 
he world by colonial expansion, hypocritically proclaiming that 
she was but following the way that ‘‘ destiny” led that she might 
civilize the savages of the Philippines, among others that she cov- 
eted, and borrowing the livery of heaven to serve the devil in 
under the form of colonial government, inflicted serfdom and 
slavery upon the native people. Her humiliation followed as a 
ust retribution, and to-day Spain presents the sad spectacle of 
= ing the poorest, the weakest, and most despised nation in all 
urope. : 


XXXIII —140 


The honorable gentleman from Pennsylvania, seeing and appre- 
ciating the force of the argument against annexation for want 
of contiguity of territory, in contradistinction to the conditions 
which prevailed in the annexation of nearly all the provinces we 
have heretofore annexed, Florida, Louisiana, Texas, and the rest, 
makes use of a somewhat original and unique device. He sum- 
mons to his aid the modern and impreved methods of travel and 
communications, which have tended to annihilate e and time, 
and without attempting to answer the serious and potent objec- 
tions to the annexation of a foreign and outlying and discon- 
nected province, 7,000 miles from our nearest shore, in another 
3 its 5 3 a in 3 

egree, speaking foreign languages, and adverse to our social, 
litical, and American traditions, cites, as if in satisfactory expia- 
nation to these objections the time necessarily spent in the primi- 
tive methods of transportation formerly to and from one State to 
another or from the seat of Government to the then possession 
to be acquired. 

As if this was an answer to the grave objections of going out- 
side and away from the continent to attack islands in the Pa- 
cific Ocean which were never intended in the economy of nature 
to be united or attached to the American Continent, and which 
will require a greater navy and army for their protection and de- 
fense, if annexed, than are now required for all the rest of the 
American Republic. 

Under the conditions which prevail in regard to the Philippines, 
it was never claimed or suggested by any student, writer, states- 
man, or jurist, prior to 1898, that it was in the province of the 
nation to annex territory not contiguous to the States and not in- 
tended eventually for statehood, and especially a province popu- 
lated with a distinctively homogeneous people, more densely popu- 
lated than any State in the Union, capable of self-government, 
and struggling for independence. These conditions, I assert, are 
without a parallel in American history, and it has been left for 
the imperialist and those thirsting for world power to assert the 
Ly of annexation under these conditions. 

e eloquent gentleman from Pennsylvania tauntingly pro- 
claimed, to use his own words: 


That you raise your hands in horror and howl about shooting freedom 
into people. 


If we do, I wish to inform the gentleman that we raise our 
hands the higher and howl the louder our protestations against 
shooting subjugation and slavery into any people if perchance 
they encumber our pathway to co tion and commercial gain. 
We acknowledge our opposifion to war, and subscribe rather to 
the sentiment that prompted the Czar of Russia at nearly the end 
of the nineteenth century, with the history of carnage and de- 
structive wars behind it, to summon the nations of the earth to 
a peace conference, for the consideration of what means could be 
devised and promulgated to the end that there should be an end 
of the barbaric idea of a former age that the freedom, even much 
less slavery, must be shot into a people, and that war might be 
justified only asa last resort of the defender, and not the first 
resort of the aggressor. 

What a commentary upon this peace conference of the nations 

of the world is the present attitude of two of the great nations! 
This peace conference had scarcely dissolved when one of the 
most advanced and highly educated nations of the world entered 
upon a bloody war against an intensely religious pers that they 
might possess themselves of the gold fields of these people, and 
another progressive, prosperous, and highly educa nation is 
engaged in a war of conquest against a Mohammedan people for 
commercial gain. 
The eloquent gentleman from 5 in his newly- 
yi hee role as defender and apologist of the present un-American 
Administration, would have you on the other side of this Cham- 
ber take counsel of Sy a olk, and Buchanan, rather than of 
Webster. Sumner, and Lincoln, in all matters pertaining to the 
future welfare of this country in its relations to the Philippines, 
And having attempted to commit you Republicans to the doc- 
trines of these democratic middlemen of a former generation, as- 
serts, as if without fear of contradiction, that— 


Should the Administration . this territory [the Philip- 
pines] and the advantages it secures to America, the bistorian of the future 
will write it down as one of the most pusillanimous Administrations that ever 
had control of national events. 


Why, Mr. Chairman, he will do that in any event, and he will 
add that it was one of the most weak-backed, vacillating, trust- 
ridden apologies for an Administration ever witnessed by a suffer- 
ing people since the time of Buchanan, to whom this gentleman 
so confidently refers the Republican members of this House for in- 
spiration and direction in dealin Eee one of the most momentous 
questions which has attracted the public thought and public at- 
tention of the American poopie since the early sixties. My Re- 

ublican friends, choose ye this day whom you will this day fol- 


ow, Webster, Sumner, and Lincoln, or Tyler, Polk, and Buchanan, 
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even at the sacrifice of incurring the displeasure of the honorable 
and accomplished gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

At the very threshold of this imperialistic policy to annex the 
Philippines as territory is an insurmountable obstacle. The tong 
line of precedents and decisions of the highest courts in the la 
deny the right of annexation of territory, except upon condition 
that it in time be admitted to statehood, and I call the atten- 
tion of the House to the provisions in all, or nearly all, the trea- 
ties heretofore oning territory to us which especially provide 
that the territory shall be admitted to statehood, as appears in 
the Florida treaty, which is as follows: 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic pater cedes to the 
United States by this treaty shall be ted in the ited States as 
toom as may be convenient with the principles of the Federal Constitution 
and admitted to the enjoyment of all the privileges, rights, and immunities 
of the citizens of the United States. 

In order that there might be no doubt as to our purpose on this 
question that the right of statehood is not to be granted to this 
people, the following resolution on February 17, 1899, was pee 
sented in the United States Senate and afterwards passed that 


body: 
of with Spain it is 
e Philippine Isiands into 


Resolved, That by the ratification of the trea’ 
not intended to san poraa the inhabitants of t 

States, nor is it intended to permanently annex 

of the territory of the United States; but it 


bution of said as 

of the United States and the inhabitants of said 

In view of this resolution and the expressed policy of this Ad- 
ministration, no one would venture to assert that we are to annex 
these islands for the and with the intention that they 
shall ultimately be admi as States into the Union. And with- 
out this purpose we have no authority under the Constitution to 
admit them as Territories. In support of this contention I wish 
to cite a few of the many decisions of our Supreme Court touch- 
5 very question. 

Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S. Reports, 15) the court says: 

ze eae hee 8 Nerd the he dT emg is limited by the ech de pur- 

ane which — the eet oft the Territories to — States in the 
m. 

In another decision directly in point is found, in Shively vs. 

Bowlby (152 U. S., 1), the following: 


The Territories acquired by Con. 
the original States ODY 


their and condi ustify f admittea 
int VCC 
And again, to this same point, Irefer this House to the language 


of Judge Cooley in his Principles of Constitutional Law, page 
170, where hesummarizes the whole theory and doctrine as follows: 


tory is acquired the right to suffer States to be formed 
a to renive Shem into the 


out , but also because it would consistent with institutions 
founded on the fundamental idea of self. ernment that the Federal Gov- 
ernment re . its own imperial rule and deny the 
people the customary local tions. 


Again, in confirmation of the claim here made, I wish to cite 
the opinion of Chief Justice himself, given in the case of 
Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 137): 

8 Ce y this question can admit of but Daganswer, its tho 
7777. 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. 

If these opinions are to be respected and to control, then the 
inhabitants of the Philippines, if annexed as territory tothe United 
States, will at once become citizens thereof and entitled to all the 
rights and privileges which have been ted heretofore to the 

bitants of our Territories, for the fourteenth amendment to 
the Constitution of the United States provides that— 

All persons born or naturalized in the United States and subject to the 
jurisdiction thereof are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the attention particularly of the 
members on the other side of the House to a statement of a prom- 
inent Republican of the great Republican city of Philadelphia, 
believing, as I do, that he expresses the sentiment of very many men 
in the Republican party to-day. 

The statement over his signature is as follows: 


Iam an but Tpos She Compre: above expansion; I am 
a protecti but I value the Declaration of Independence beyond all 
tariff; I am an W. „but I would not fice the 


admirer of William McKinle 

foundation of the American Republic to 
Able and learned men may differ in their interpretation of the 
Constitution as affecting our right to annex foreign territory and 
foreign people against their consent, some holding such an act to 


him or any other man Presi- 


be within the powers conferred by the Constitution and others 
e Soe ay I care not whether it is within or without the author- 
ity of the Constitution, for I am confident that the subjugation 
and the annexation of these people against their will is beyond 
the confines of the well-established purposes and traditions of our 
Republic and wholly in opposition to the heart, soul, and con- 
science of the American people, whoconstitute the Ge Reda ie 
of a free republic. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

And let — ER words of Abraham Lincoln ring in your 


our frowning battlements, our bristling seacoas 
These are not our reliances again 


o! you ha 
fit subjects of the first cunning tyran 


Mr. Chairman, whom shall we follow in this, the time of our 
extremity, when doubt and uncertainty compass us about and 
the destiny, it may be, of our beloved country hangs trembling 
in the balance? Shall we follow Lincoln or BEVERIDGE? 

Iam aware that the popular of to-day is, Wherever the 
flag has been raised it never must be hauled down,” and the man 
2 We yer tee the acters ae join 2 Saad chorus is soanen 
of oyalty. 8 e price o porary pop’ ty 
is the stiflmg of conscience and conviction, I am not dursting for 


anne? § If the test of loyalty is to join in this un-American 
po 2 bey soulless cry for and gain, I decline it. I profess 
a higher loyalty, the test of which is true allegiance to our flag, 


not so much where for the time being it may be unfurled, but 
rather for what it signifies and what it means. There is at least 
one ming which can happen to the American flag worse than to 
be hauled down, and that is to have its meaning and its message 
changed and stultified by ided and erratic men, though loud 
in their protestations of lo: 

Heretofore that flag has meant freedom to the oppressed of all 
the world, independence, equality, and self-government, and war 
only that blessed peace might follow in its train, and may God 

t and the American le insist that its message may never 

altered, despite the wild clamor of corporate greed, insatiate 

commercialism, and the shrill shriek of impatient imperialists 
pea a empire and world power. 

May that flag never wave over any but a free and ae Sone 
people, and may the luster of its stars never be dimmed by the 
shadow of the crowned imperial eagle. May its stripes of pure 
red and white never be crossed by the yellow bar sinister of war- 
fare for conquest. May it never advance save to bring liberty, 
independence, and self-government to all beneath its fol May 
it never retire save from a place where its presence would mean 
disloyalty to the true American idea. May it float untarnished 
and unchanged save oa: the blossoming of new stars in its celestial 
field of blue. May all seas learn to welcome it and all lands look 
to it as the emblem of the proes American Republic. [Long and 


continued applause on the ocratic side.] 
_Mr. PA Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee now 
rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 


The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the H, R. 8245, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, 
that they had examined and found TaN enrolled bill of 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 4473. An act to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 

ction Company to build and maintain a railway and 
traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish of 
Natchitoches, State of Louisiana. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 20f Rule XIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 419. An act amending the act providing for the appointment 
of a Mississippi River Commission, etc., approved June 28, 1879— 
to the Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi 


ver. 

S. 208. An act granting an increase of pension to Josephine I. 
Offley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. p 

S. 677. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerusha W. 
Sturgis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2220. An act granting an increase of pension to Eudora 8. 
Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 


rted 
e fol- 


1900. 


S. 2008. An act granting a pension to Flavel H. Van Eaton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 209. An act granting an increase of sion to Cornelia De 
Peyster Black—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 7 

S. 1919. An act granting an increase of pension to Consolacion 
Victoria Kirkland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

S. 820. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna M; Deit- 
zer- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

S. 3017. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia M. 
Edie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3266. An act authorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the 
late Brig. Gen. E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of 
Columbia, to the United States national cemetery at Arlington, 
Va.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

S. 3239. An act for the relief of Richard Allston—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


BRIDGE OVER FISHING CREEK, NORTH CAROLINA, 


Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 2925) to authorize Frank 
Hitch to construct and maintain a bridge across Fishing Creek 
within the boundary lines of Edgecombe County, N. C. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. - 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read 
the third time, it was ERY 

On motion of Mr. BELLAMY, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. S. 
the House bill lie on the table. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina asks 
unanimous consent that the House bill lie on the table. If there 
is no objection, the request will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. PAYNE. r. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


journ. 
40 st motion was agreed to; and come aves. if at 5 o'clock and 7 
sa at p. m.) the House adjourned un onday next at 11 
o'clock a. m. 


r, Lask unanimous consent that 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 268) to amend the Revised 
Statutes of the United States relating to the northern district of 
New York, to divide the same into two districts, and provide for 
the terms of court to be held therein and the officers thereof and 
the disposition of pending causes, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 428); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 

ign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
— 8003) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Grand 
pids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rapids. 
Minn. , to construct a dam and bridge across the Mississippi River,” 
approved 33 27, 1899, reported the same without amend- 
ment, ee by a sea (No, 429); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H..R. 
8063) to legalize and maintain the iron bridge across Pearl River, 
at Rockport, Miss., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 431); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
1931) to provide for the erection of a bridge across Rainy River, 
in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy eand the mouth of 
Rainy River, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 432); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. FLETCHER, from the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 8229) for the relief of the mother of 
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William R. McAdam, re the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 430); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


— 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on the Library was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 8602) for the 
relief of Theophilus Fisk Mills; and the same was referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
25 bie following titles were introduced and severally referred, as 

ollows: 

By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 8876) granting the right of way 
to the Minnesota and Manitoba Railroad Company across the 
ceded portion of the Chippewa (Red Lake) Indian Reservation in 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8877) granting 
extra pay to ee lka the Spani 3 3 having 
received any benefit from previous ac or this purpose 
to the Committee on War Claims. ' 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8878) to provide 
a government for Puertò Rico, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 8912) to authorize arrests with- 
out warrant in certain cases in forest lands and forest reserves— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 8918) extending the privilege 
of bounty land to persons who served in the Indian wars of the 
United States subsequent to March 3, 1855—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8914) to increase the salary of the 
United States district attorney for the northern district of Cali- 


fornia—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 8915) to increase the salary of the United States 
marshal for the northern district of California—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 186) viding 
for a resurvey of Muskegon Harbor, Michigan, witha view to ob- 
taining 20 feet of water and a uniform width of 300 feet—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 187) pro- 
hibiting the transportation of silver-plated ware and other prod- 
ucts of the International Silver Company, and so forth, from one 
State to another—to the Committee on the Judicary. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 
21) authorizing a rage Koen Medomak River, Maine—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and bors. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS (by ip ape A resolution (H. Res. 162) 
relating to the appointment of a special messenger under direc- 
tion of the Doorkeeper—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution of the 
legislature of Massachusetts relating to the development of a sys- 


tem of docks in Boston Harbor and the widening and deepening 
of the channel—to the Committee on Rivers and bors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

~ following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 8879) granting a pension to 
Robert C. Ballard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 8880) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Guckes—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 8881) to remove charge of de- 
sertion from military record of Robert Ricketts—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8882) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of William H. Spradling—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8883) to remove charge of desertion from 
military record of Harman H. Vanfelden—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

RE Mr. BISHOP: A bill nan R. 8884) authorizing the retirement 
of First Sergt. Merriman H. Ellis—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 8885) granting a pension to 
Sara H. M. Miley—to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8886) for the relief of Charles F. 
Bullock, of Ouray, Colo,—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BULL: A bill (H. R. 8887) for the relief of Capt. E. 
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St. John Greble and other officers and enlisted men of the United 
States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 8888) granting a pension to 
Henry O’Connor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8889) for the relief of Wil- 
liam Plimley, late A superintendent of the money- order divi- 


sion of the post-office at New Vork —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DAHLE of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 8890) granting an 
increase of pension to John T. Hayes—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. FARIS: A bill (H. R. 8891) to increase the pension of 
William Rheuby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi (by request): A bill (H. R. 8892) 
for the relief of Robert Moss, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8893) for relief of estate of John W. Cunyus, 
of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HARMER: A bill (H. R. 8894) providing for an increase 
of pension to Adam Walter to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8895) granting a pension to 
3 G. Kiddx, late a private of Company D, Home Guards, 
One hundred and thirty-third Regiment Virginia Militia—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8896) to remove the charge of 
“ absence without leave” standing against George W. Bell to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8897) for the relief of John Gleason, alias 
John Smith—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8898) granting a pension to George A. Crall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8899) to increase the pension of L. Wash- 
burn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8900) to increase the pension of Edward M. 
Franklin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 8901) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Clara L. Harriman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. McPHERSON: A bill (H. R. 8902) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles P. King—to the Committee on Invalid 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8903) granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Wildman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8904) granting an increase of pension to 
Sydney Palen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8905) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Andrew J. Dingman—to the Committee on Mili- 


Affairs. 
Mr. ROBB: A bill (H. R. 8906) for the relief of the estate 
of John Buford, di —to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 8907) for the relief of Sidney 
W. Moss, of regon City—to the Committee on Claims, 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8908) for relief 
of C. C. Reed, of Jasper County, —to the Committee on War 


ms. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 8909) granting 
an increase of pension to John Patton—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 2 

By Mr. CUSACK: A bill (H. R. 8910) granting a pension to 
Mary J. won Sr the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CRUMP: A bill (H. R. 8911) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Maggie Gibbs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr, BARTLETT: Resolutions of the Federation of Trades 
of Atlanta, Ga., favoring the bill prohibiting the transportation 
of convict-made goods from one State into another—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. . 

By Mr. BELL: Letters of W. A. Hover & Co., of Denver; J. M. 
John, of Trinidad; Luke Cahill, of Las Animas; John Love, of 
Raton; A. Anderson, Live Stock Farm, Payton; ache Stock 
Growers’ Association; R. S. Harbor, of Burlington; T. B. Seely, of 
Mosca; S. E. Newcomb, of Lajara, and citizens of Kit Carson 
County, State of Colorado, in opposition to the anti-vaccine reso- 
lntion—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Federal Labor Union, No. 6975, of Boulder, 
Colo., and petition of Cattle Growers of Kit Carson County, Colo., 
E. E. Fo and others, against the leasing of public lands - to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petitions of members of the bar of Ruth- 
erfordton, Shelby, and Monroe, N.C., asking for the appointment 
of a resident clerk of the United States circuit and district courts 
at Charlotte, N. C., to accompany House bill No. 6968 — to the 
Committee on the qudiciary. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 


Capt. E. St. John Greble and other officers and enlisted men of 
the United States Army—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Protest of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 276, 
of Plattsmouth, Nebr., against the passage of bill admitting prod- 
uo of Puerto Rico free of duty—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, resolution of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 276, of Platts- 
mouth, Nebr., against the alienation of public lands by the United 
States to any but actual settlers, and also in favor of Government 
building of reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of S. M. Benedict, of Lincoln, Nebr., in relation 
to House bill No. 1, monetary and banking systems—to the Com- 
mittee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri: Remonstrance of the St. Joseph 
Live Stock Exchange, State of Missouri, against amending an act 
defining butter. etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petitionsof C. Ruland, G. A. Travis, George 
T. Smith, George E. Plummer, and others, of Dalton, Pa., and 
vicinity, Norman Leach and G. W. Frasier, to amend the oleo- 
margarine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for legislation to build up the merchant 
marine of the United States—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CUSACK: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Mary J. Oxley, widow of Thaddeus D. Camblin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: Petition of William C. Young and 
others, of Greenfield, Mo., for legislation granting land warrants 
to old soldiers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolutions of Federated Trades Council of Mil- 
waukee, Wis., asking for legislation to increase the requirements 
and qualifications of seamen.and firemen on the Great Lakes—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, resolution of the Wisconsin Cheese Makers’ Association, 
praying for the passage of the Grout bill making oleomargarine 

original packages subject to provisions of the interstate-com- 
merce laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Lucius Fairchild Post, No. 11,Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Wisconsin, asking for legislation 
proposed by the national pension committee of the Grand Army 
of the Republic, and for the passage of Senate bill No. 283 and 
House bill No. 2583—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of S. A. D. 
Sheppard, of Boston, Mass., and other druggists, relating to the 
stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of James T. Donahue and other employees of the 
Boston post-office, in favor of House bill No. 4351—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber of Commerce, 
calling for an increase in coast artillery—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
887, for the promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums— 
to the Committee on Interstate and oan Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Shoe and Leather Asso- 
ciation, of Boston, Mass., favoring free trade between the United 
States and Puerto Rico and our new possessions—to the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, for 
legislation for the better government of Alaska—to the Ccmmit- 
tee on the Territories. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, for 
increased facilities in the distribution of mails in New York City— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of New York, for 
the appointment of a commission to study and report upon the 
industrial conditions of China and Japan—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FOSS: Petition of George Schreimer and other druggists 
of Chicago, III., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, per- 
fumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 387, 
of Yankton, S. Dak., protesting against the admission into the 
United States free of duty of the products of the Philippine Islands 
and Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the League of Domestic Pro- 
ducers, Herman Myrick, chairman, in opposition to present tariff 
legislation by Congress in relation to Puerto Rico—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JETT: Resolutions of the quincy Freight Bureau, 
Quincy, Ill., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to 
amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


ee ee 


2299 


By Mr. KAHN: Petition to accompany House bill to remove the 
charge of absence without leave standing against George W. 
Bell—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of the Chicago National Bank and 
commercial firms of Chicago, III., praying for the extension of the 
pneumatic postal-tube system to Chicago—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Papers to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion now standing against Andrew J. 
Dingman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MCPHERSON: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Eliza Wildman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension ydney Palen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: Petition of Irving M. Webber and other rail- 
way postal clerks of the Eighth Congressional district of Wiscon- 
sin, for the reclassification of the Railway Mail Service—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of Charles Lange and other drug- 
gists of Chicago, III., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBB: Petition of Abraham Buford to accompany 
House bill for the relief of the estate of John Buford, deceased— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, psi Lodge, No. 70, William H. 
Schultz, secretary, Fort Wayne, Ind., in favor of leaves of ab- 
sence to the employees of navy-y: gun factories, and naval 
stations, and arsenals of the Government—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Petitions of James W. Putnam, 
M. D., Roswell Park, M. D., and Josephine Lintsinger and other 
trained women nurses, of Buffalo, N. Y., favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 6879, providing for the employment of women 
nurses in the military hospitals of the Army—to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. SPERRY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New Haven, Conn., expressing its approbation of President Me- 
Kinley’s position as to customs tarifi s between the United States 
and Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the board of aldermen of New Haven, Conn., 
expressing its sympathy with the proposed extension of Territorial 
rights to the island of Puerto Rico and its opposition to the policy 
of imperialism—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., praying that a franchise be granted to a competing cable 
company for laying a cable to connect the United States with 
Cuba—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

PI Mr. UNDERWOOD (by request): Petition of the heirs of 
V. Burrow, deceased, late of Lauderdale County, Ala., asking 
reference of his war claim to the Court of Claims—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of the heirs of Nathaniel Kennemer, 
deceased, late of Jackson County, Ala., asking reference of his war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also (by request), petition of Tabitha Stephens, of Jackson 
County, Ala., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. ; 

Also (by request), petition of Malinda McLendon, of Jackson 
County, Ala., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Communication of T. A. Wood, grand com- 
mander Indian War Veterans of the North Pacific Coast, Port- 
land, Oreg., urging the peer of House bill No. 53, granting 
pensions to the survivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, in- 
clusive—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, protest of G. H. Hammond & Co., against the pending 
bill increasing the tax on oleomargarine, etc.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the board of control of State house of cor- 
rection and branch prison at Marquette, Mich., in opposition to 
the passage of House bill restricting the interstate transportation 
of prison-made products—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

y Mr. WEYMOUTH: Papers to accompany House bill No. 
2876, for the relief of Egbert Stricksma—to the Committee on 


laims. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Protest of the G. H. Ham- 
mond Company, of Hammond, Ind., against increasing the tax on 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of Vetterlein Brothers and Boltz, Clymer & Co., 
of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 7935, 
relating to the duties on imported leaf tobacco—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cover, Drayton & Leonard, of Philadelphia, Pa., 


inst the ratification of the reciprocity treaty with 
ance—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Also, petitions of B. S. C. Thomas and Charles Este, of Phila- 


eens 


delphia, Pa., favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, for the 
promon of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums, etc.—to the 
mmittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of the Edgell Company, S. H. Levin’s Sons, and 
Cresswell & Washburn, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the improvement 
of Trinity River from the Gulf of Mexico to the city of Dallas, 
Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, February 26, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. CuLLom, and by unani- 
mous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

TRADE RELATIONS WITH PUERTO RICO. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the tary of War, transmitting a letter from 
Brig. Gen. George W. Davis, United States Volunteers, mili 
governor of Puerto Rico, together with a translation of a petition 
‘from tobacco merchants, growers, and manufacturers of Puerto 
Rico, asking for free-trade relations with the United States; which 
with the accompanying letter, was ordered to lie on the table an 


be printed. 
INTERNATIONAL PRISON COMMISSION. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of State, transmitting a letter from 
Mr. S. J. Barrows, commissioner of the United States on the Inter- 


national Prison Commission, inclosing a FE 5 rit by him 


relating to the reformatory system in the Uni States; which, 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

REPORT ON THE ISLAND OF LUZON. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Navy, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 21st instant, a report made by Pay- 
master W. B. Wilcox and Navel Cadet L. R. Sargent, on a trip 
through the island of Luzon; which, with the rece apy | 
paper, was referred to the Committee on the Philippines, an 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowxNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 2925) to anthorize Frank Hitch toconstruct and main- 
tain a bridge across Fishing Creek, within the boundary lines of 
Edgecombe County, N. C.; and 

A bill (S. 8003) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand 
Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River,” approved February 27, 1891. 

ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 4478) to authorize the Natchitoches 
Railway and Construction Company to build and maintain a rail- 
way and traffic bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the 
parish of Natchitoches, State of Louisiana; and it was thereupon 
signed by the President pro tempore. 

- PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Dunlap Grange, No. 919, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Peoria County, Ill., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to protect the song birds of the country; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also 5 a memorial of the Sangamon County Medical 
Society, of Springfield, III., remonstrating against the enactment 
of legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Modern Remedy Company, 
of Kewanee, III., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon 

roprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades Council of Elgin, 
III., remonstrating against the cession of the public lands to the 
Severa States; which was referred to the Committee on Public 

8. 
He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 


III., praying for the passage of a river and harbor appropriation 


NN ee” ee 
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bill at this session of Congress; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee m Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Pana, III., 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of Peotone, III., remonstrating 


against the of the so-called post bill; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Freight Bureau of Quincy, 
III., and a petition of the Produce Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate- 
commer¢ée law; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce, 24 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 47, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Quincy; of Local Union No. 114, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Jacksonville, and of the 
Federation of Labor of Springfield, all in the State of Illinois, 


remonstrating against the ortation of cigars from Puerto Rico 
free of duty; w. were referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Temperance 


Union of eaton, III., and the memorial of J. B. Atherton and 
sundry other citizens of Washington, D. C., remonstrating against 
the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Hawaiian Islands; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 
He also presented the petition of W. 8. Swan and 2 other citi- 
zens of Harrisburg, III., praying for the adoption of an amend- 
ment to the pension appropriation bill increasing the pay of exam- 
ining surgeons; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 
enn also presented a memorial 2 Soy appease a of gree of 
cago, III., remonstrating against the passage of House 0. 
5067, concerning the 8 of vessels; which was referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 
He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 367, Carpenters 
and Joiners’ Union, of Centralia; of Local Union No. 13, Press 
Feeders and Hel Union, of Peoria; of Local Union No. 94, 


United Mine Wor , of Moweaqua; of Local Union No. 9, Inter- 
national Brotherhood of Electrical Workers, of Chi , and of 
Local Union No. 99, United Mine Workers, of Bell e, all in 


the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect labor from prison competition, and also to limit the hours 
of daily labor on Government works; which were referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also 5 a petition of Local Union No. 8, Printed Book- 
binders’ Union, of gs x III., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to print the label on all publications of the Govern- 
ment; which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Labor. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of John P. Ryan and 101 
other citizens of Boise, Idaho, praying for the establishment of an 
Army veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committee on 
ee, Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of General Judson Kilpat- 
rick Camp, No. 233, Division of Pennsylvania, Sons of Veterans, 
remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
wearing of any uniform similar to that used in the United States 
Army and discriminating in its provisions inst the organiza- 
tion of Sons of Veterans; which was ref to the Committee 
on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Philadel- 
phia, Pa., raving that an appropriation be made to continue the 
work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 145, Cigar Mak- 
ers’ International Union, of Williamsport, Pa., remonstrating 
— the admission of the products of Puerto Rico free of duty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the city council of Brain- 
erd, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to improve 
the armament of the militia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 271, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Rochester, Minn., and a memorial 
of Local Union No. 77, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of 
Minneapolis, Minn., remonstrating against the importation of 
cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; which were referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of the New 
York County Medical Association, remonstrating against the 
enactment of legislation for the further proposen of cruelty to 
anima!s in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also eg te a petition of the rae ia aldermen, and city 
council of New York City, praying that the building of the pro- 
posed twelve new gunboats and six cruisers be done at the navy- 
Gad of the country and particularly at the New York Navy- 

ard; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 250, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Troy, N. Y., remonstrating 


— the admission of cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 


Puerto Rico. $ 

He Kogan titions of Local Union No. 14, Journeymen 
Tailors’ Union, of y; of Local Union No. 39, Amalgamated 
Sheet Metal Workers’ International Assocation, of Syracuse, and 


of Subordinate Lodge No. 36, Brotherhood of Boiler Makers and 
Tron Shipbuilders of America, of Brooklyn, all in the State of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to protect 
free labor from prison competition, and also to limit the hours of 
daily service on public works; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor, 

He also n a petition of 78 women, trained nurses, of Buf- 
falo, N. Y., and a petition of 31 physicians, trained nurses, and 
citizens of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the empl ent of women 
nurses in the military hospitals of the Army; w. were referred 
to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the 2 of the 
First Presbyterian Church and the First Me ist Episcopal 
Church of East Syracuse, N. Y., praying for the enactment of 
l ation to prohibit the sale of beer and intoxicating liquors in 
Soldiers’ Homes, immigrant stations, and Government reserva- 
15 which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Mr. MASON presented a petition of Local Union No. 69, Team- 
sters’ Union, of Centralia, III., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to protect free labor from prison competition, and also to 
limit the hours of daily service on public works; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

e Sie e oe N 
sioners o ug aunty, Nebr., exp 8 or the 
people of the South African Republic and 9 eee 
Great Britain and the South African Republic; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Chicago, III., 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of the Moline Pump Company, of 
Moline; the William D. Gibson Company, of Chicago; the Stover 
be sy, anpa , of Freeport; the Crescent Yellow Pine 
Company of Chicago; the Q. and C, Company, of Chi ; the 
Lakeside Press Company; the Moline Plow Company, of Moline; 
the Wilson Moline Bu Company, of Moline; the Aermotor 
Company, of Chicago; the Weber Wagon Company, of Chicago 
and of the Chambers, Bering, Quinlan Company, of Decatur, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying that an approp tion be made for 
the construction of a new roof Patent Office building; which 
were ref to the Committee on Public Buildings and Ciena 

He also presented a memorial of the Thirteenth Ward Home 
Industrial Club, of Chicago, III., and a memorial of the Cigar 
Makers’ Blue Label Club, of Chi „III., remonstrating against 
the proposed reduction in the iff of 75 per cent on cigars im- 
ported from Puerto Rico; which were referred to the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. = 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 99, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Ottawa, III., remonstrating 
seat the admission of cigars from Puerto Rico free of cera 
= ich was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Pu 

ico. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Pana, Dana, 


and Peotone, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of Dunlap Grange, No. 919, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Peoria, III., praying for the extension of the free 
rural mail delivery system throughout the country; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Joliet, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide 
for the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. MASON. I present a petition of citizens of Chi , pray- 
ing for the extension of the pneumatic-tube system in that city, 
and accompanying it is a resolution passed by the board of direct- 
ors of the Chicago Board of Trade, also requesting favorable ac- 
tion by Congress as to the pneumatic-tube system in the city of 
Chicago. I move that the petition and resolution be referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

The motion was agreed to. : 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 3134) granting a pension to Martha Agnew; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The junior Senator from 
Maine presents a memorial of protest and petition from the people 
of Puerto Rico to the S ary of the United States. 

It is the Leg dances of the Senator from Maine that it might be 
well to have it printed in the RECORD. : 


Mr. CULLOM. Lack that that be done. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the memorial be ted in the 
RECORD and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, and ordered to be 
printed in the RECORD, as follows: 

tition m the le of Puerto Rico to the Con- 
Memorial of protest and pe on tke 1 of 


HONORABLE GENTLEMEN: The undersigned, members of the several dele- 
tions representing the people of Puerto Ricoand their interests, availin; 
— dd of “Article I of t s Constit 8 


ble, and to pe 
honor to to pone to the kind consideration of the Legislature 
States this memorial of De the present government 
economical conditions of the d 


respectfully petition their sey- 
eral grievances be Desea an immediate relist b be granted 7 Ts ee that 
the newly — — 


n shall be saved from e 
tion, and the United States of America, by ful the sacred piodges mado 
them at the time of annexation, may integrity 


3 a . le, as well as their ee reputation in the eyes — 
atic viene s pledges, we will not deny, werea most powerful i 


— —— given the rican * of redemption by our 
„ and te to thelr moral as well as ical support, in a great meas- 
ure, is due the rapid and cany 


practi 
conquest of the until thon) poweria foe. 
But after almost a year of ror the ratification of the treat y which we 
were told was to inaugurate an era of e C ear e prosperty for our 
ple, after nearly a year of unparalleled =e an eae. & De pe 


popie bave ask themselyes ihel with such en 
ey amal ted themselves and all the ya ebay. with those of the 
y 


espotism as unjust to a law-abidđin; TAO SE UAN 
of the liberty of a free nation. Those w eny iias Hins 
it not for irage be beg under a just God, can not long retain it.“ said Lin- 
un pars ot of us, or else ” said Webster. 
The Puerto kian p people have lexed in contemplation of the me 
* makes the stru 


of succor even from usure 
faith disestablished in the minds of an earnest, jnduscrions, ous, mil- 
lion who t turned their faces to the of freedom only to find that the em- 
blem gives them no Sg Spee no ir A meal teat their hand to their 


redeemer that the: 17 sati their backs 
upon the old ‘tions 5 5 oct en the new, bee to Proceed themselves 
cut off from all the world—a peop thout a country, a flag almost without 


name, 
But to O retain silent any 0 is not possible. In one voice these Ser Sx 
that redeemed them. 
only to starve at the yas eg hi Are we citizens or are we subjects? 
The answer must come soon, or there will be few left to hear. er must 
sense of justice in the eyes of other nations and in the 
erto Ricans 


orphans without a father. 

by late adoption cry out to the mother country 

are we; whatare we? Have we been invited tocome under tkeshelte: roof, 

brothers and our propert: rritory, or are we the bondmen of a war ana 
our island a crown colony?” 

come d without evasion or circumlocution, for the mitiga' 

woes at the presant time and for the 

to come. For at the 8 the Pu neither 

Americans—severed fro m the one, they have not ye 


hence no eve to toil and oer 
ey ole and give them 33 future; ido over pre comes to 
the immediate rescue, and ruin before them. 

I “in the cause oi R berty, justice, and is and pian General Miles, 
with his small army, landed at DaS on com soy Rave ins, ted there the 
flag which has ever been the mation, and 
Puerto Rico had peen — 5 
wi ish d . In th 


its warranty of a nation’s faith and good in 12 
of the United States] come bearing the banner of freedom, 
pone purpose to seek the enemies of our country and yours. * 
ou the fostering arm of a nation of See er ee 
is its pre re tice and 8 bity fo all those living wi its fold. * By 
g you protection, not only to yourselves, batt to 


over four — 


have come * * * 


your property, to promote our prosperity and bestow upon you the immu- 
Rites an . liberal Tasti titutions of our spate oc pear i 
After twent; ty months P survival upon the 


igor ede ng 
these broad solemn assurances, we are 8 to ask ourse. ani 
noble pur whom the illustrious ral represented, Was that the end of a 
when “the enemies of our country and yours” were driven 
estern Hemisphere 8 Where is th “fostering arm,” 
fom Justice,” blind to our afflictions and deaf to our prayers; this **human- 
ity,” so inhuman; this protection of life and property. which finds s y 
repudiation at the hands of those 5 should be the first to fulfill them? 
ving rescued us from miserable and burned that to the ground, 
are we to be denied admittance into this “fold,” but left out of doors to sur- 
vive or perish, to seek our own now impossible’ salvation = hes be Tonava Foner 
Where is to be found the prosperity ° which a free an zo an 
ised to promote? Where are these “immunities and blessings ot Dorel ing 
stitutions of our Government?” In the name of justice we protes G 5 —5 
Puerto Rico knows them not, has never known them since 


adopted child by’ 
the threshold o 


a 
And what is" there in these prerogatives whic Rar count can yes without op- 
waii, with only one-fifth of white popu- 
Ww erto Rico has seven-tenths; Hawaii, burdened with debt, while 
Ponts Rico owes not a dollar; Hawaii, far away from the greatest of 
entry of the N F pou aes pute Puerto Rico is almost 
Lou which in 1 501 peti 
the “Gem of the Antilles" dosent sae On bor 
of the Orient, with over 20,000 Chinese, which are excluded from the land of 
its protection, and as many Japanese; Hawaii, a mighty competitor in the 
sugar interests on cheap labor, capable of sending into this country a million 
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tons of annually, with a small part of the territory 9 W 

Puerto at the a harg could neyer prons ah E 

“a mere in the bucket,” as President McKinley said. oe 98 
w ag ae CAE TE PECE eee 


Within ese T 5 hts, then, . les laid d 
eso Te e principles own 
in the pe demand and expect: P n 


FIRST. THE IMMEDIATE AND ABSOLUTE DISCONTINUANCE OF MILITARY 
RULB. 


ent main 
United States the Puerto Ricans have 
3 It is 8 With the teachings of political science 
and the true anes} be es of 8 that no patern: in any way what- 
grees whether military or civil, should be exercised in Puerto Rico. The 


Rico is not a and parcel 
nE has S no Tigari to Bett parcel 
oke of 

7 Puerto Rico has never raised hand or voice against her to be thus punished; 
but, on the cont , pled her blood and property to new s 

of freedom and j tary rule is inimical to ea ursuit of legitimate 
4 ppro to the full enjoyment of libe! n the limitations of 
civil law; it oaran tort aera constructive. Under military government 
there is no p 8 no tenance of 
individual The cross of militarism must be lifted. 
It is to the | pecs of the United States. It has become intoler- 
e it is worse tban monarchical; it is despotic; ey men y 


By what t and authorit yr resin Pa vernmen tained ina 
y righ * — yi a peace- 


e foremost Republic — —— — t es, refore, imperative — — 
the present tary come to an end withou r delay. 
The eman: within the bounds of torial rights is the estab- 


one established in Arizona, There is no tangible reason why 
be ted even a better Territorial government than D New Mexico, 
a erior even to the . n under 


the island or come up to the just expectations of the Puerto Rican 
eee for either voter or legislator should be the same in erto 
gegen ws gen a wo ple ee we nt of Hawaii; property restrictions 
pov the — seed being monarchical in principle, is therefore repugnant to Ameri- 
hese restrictions pire, a in Puerto Rico only 30,000 voters 
ons of a possible 200,000, with universal Even now the v - 
lation stands comparison with that of New Mexico at abont 90 wean in in 
Puerto Rico's favor. The islanders are 3 aspi 
frage is the foremost educator of the maces. With the Rion of self: 
government and closer ion with the United States, enlightenment 


on every h 

rnment, then, all things will become ible for Puerto 

etuation of them military princi coo hand of 
inalienable ts of an inte pleignorel, 

aspirati — will be curbed, and seeds — — discon- 

tent and distrust sown. 


SECOND. FREE COMMERCE BETWEEN PUERTO RICO AND THE UNITED STATES, 
Without eons free between the United Eg and its 


Googte that Puerto Rico is reall qa 

free commerce means cheap and a andant foo fı 
staryi To maintain a tariff upon any arti human necessity which 
comes the mother country be 3 and unwise. The United 
States have never yet taxed its own people for the necessities of life. Why 
a they the Puerto Ricans? 

n, hel: to its feet by free commerce with the States, the island 
= d not only reestablish its former productiveness and prosperity, but it 
would be a correspondingly large t Len po ea in = markets of tho Stat States. Ind 
it is a matter of wonder w. ers, and stock growers 
the United States donot that free CONST OS between them and Puerta 
Rico means 2 much and more to them than it does to the latter. Machinery, 
constru terial, hardware, vehicles, leather and — 
chemicals, — an infinite variety of manufactures, tuffs, food sappiies; 
canned goods, and dairy products will be renane to Puerto Rico the 
advantages of free commerce, even though a part of these commodities 
have heretofore come from England an Arkoni ere. It is self-evident that 
with no tariff the more the islanders would buy, 
and 5 to the island, whil erto rmitted by 
the lower cost of commodities to reap the distinctive 5 of higher 
wires comm better living, greater development, and larger lif 

erce means an increase of shi on American bottoms, while 
t present at the freight rates are well-nigh p: tive. The “coastwise ship- 
— — laws,” at present a grievous hi ip to Puerto Rico, would, under 1780 
commerce, be modified to the best interests of both countries. The laws 
which now compel us * use American ships only, as there are few in our 
while otter e them the advantage of a monopoly at advanced freight rates; 
while other crafts which bring to Puerto Rico commodities that should come 
only from oe United States, who would gladly accept lower rates were wo 
privil utilize them, return without cargoes. These are a few of the 
manifol yi hardships Brecon by the United States which free commerce will 
remov: 
Cut “oft from the markets of the world, is it not strange that 
should hesitate to grant the same commercial oon and wey 
by the people of State and Territory alike, and 
Hawaii, when the elimination of the odious tariff r whey tg of Puerto 
Rico from utter prostration and ruin? 


THIRD. THE SUBSTITUTION OF AMERICAN MONEY FOR THE PUERTO RICAN. 


The change of currency must naturally follow the establishment of free 
commerce, as to maintain a foreign currency in a Terri — fic of the United 
States would be absurd, and an 8 to put the island upon the 
States, before the V 

D. Ameri- 
ed by 


hts and privileges to the island. 


ity now 


ous. exact standard of 
can for Puerto Rican 8 vis a matter pe 3 
after the grant of Territorial 2g 
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FOURTH. THE AUTHORIZATION OF A LOAN. 


With the reconstruction of the island, upon the maintenance of free com- 
merce, the withdrawal of the scot! Aoi the establishment of a Territorial 
3 it will be ble to negotiate a loan for the development of indus- 

es, the founding of schools, the building of roads and public works, and for 
maintaining the government till such a timeas prosperity justifies an insular 
tax to be leviedfor these ends. As the island is without debt, as soon as there 
will be permanency in government and industrial organization, capital would 
be ready to render as ce upon a 4 or 5 per cent interest instead of 
the 24 per cent plan in evidence under Spanish rule. But first of all the per- 
manency of the government and the stability of its industrial structure must 
be assured. These are themselves a sufficient guaranty from Congress in 
the application of Territorial rights. 

The acceptance of the fostering arm of the United States by the Puerto 
Ricans wan based on the faith in the pledge and word of honor of an Ameri- 
can general F ene highest governmental authority. To date noth- 
ing has been done to f these Hih obliga tions, those most solemn promises. 
All authorities point to the truth that the condition of the island is far worse 
than ever within the mind of this generation under Spanish dominion—a sad 
commen on the vaunted freedom, equality, and promotion of prosperi- 
ties of the invading Republic. It is not charity that the Puerto Ricans de- 
sire; charity is the one thing they despise and regard as their harbinger of 
ruin. They have never been a pauper nation, and they will not begin 
All the sad facts as to the condition of the island since American occu 
have been communicated to the President of the United States, both by the 
commissioners and delegates representing the people of the island and by 
the committees sent thither to investigate the case. The President was so 

edia m was necessary to te 53 

n e 

ly — and advised the withdrawal of the tariff differences between 

the adopted island and the States, and the Secretary of War, in his late an- 
nual report, sustains the position of the Chief Executive, maintaining that 
* we should treat the interest of this people as our own. and most strongly to 
urge that the customs duties between Puerto Rico and the United States be 


remo 
With the President, the Cabinet, ie War Department, and the wisest 


lawgivers in of one min t Si, ron tothe om and expedi- 
ency of grantin erto Rico Territorial rights, the first of which is to bring 
about the esta mt of free commerce, how is it possible that there sh 

be opposition Sopon enough to defeat the ends of humanity, not to say over- 
riding the principles of the Constitution under whose benignant rule repre- 


arbitrary wer. 2 

Let the absolute and unrestrained free commerce be- 
tween Puerto 
accomplished fact. 

Let the Territorial form of government be established in the authority 


establishment of schools, public works, and government budget. 
Let there be authorised 


With these authorized and accomplished, Puerto Rico, once “the gem of 
the Crown of Spain,” will become a star vp ody and perhaps at some fu- 
ture day permanently fixed in the blue of the flag that came to bring it free- 
dom and the shelte arm, and by whose standards loyal Puerto Ricans 

be glad to live pine, if need be, proud to die. 
Respectfully, 
T. LARR GE. J. R. LATIMER. 
L. SANCHEZ MORALES. AZEL AMES. 
LUCAS A EO. GEO. S. FINLAY. 
F. TUNCOS. D. W. LUCE. 
J. JULIO HENNA. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., February 26, 1900. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2321) for the construction of a driveway 
and is gabe to the national 5 at Salisbury, N. C., sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. McBRIDE, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1486) for the relief of J. W. Leigh, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SEW ELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3191) for the relief of the estate of James 
zomg; reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, submitted 
a report to accompany the bill (S. 403) for the relief of Theodore 
J. Arms, assistant paymaster in the United States Navy, hereto- 
fore rted by aa 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From the Committee on Com- 
merce the junior Senator from Maine reports, with amendments, 
the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and increase the foreign 
trade of the United States, and to provide auxiliary cruisers, trans- 
ports, and seamen for Government use when n The Sen- 
ator desires to state that a report was prepared, but it requires 
some modifications on account of amendments which have been 
made to the bill by the committee. The report will be presented 
at a later if 

Mr. VEST. Isubmit an amendment by way of substitute for 


the bill just reported. I move that it be printed and lie on the 
table until the bill is considered. 
The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, | 


Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3321) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Buford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He introduced a bill (S. 3322) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the military record of Arthur Trader; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3323) for the relief of the owners 
and occupants of Camp Tyler, in Cook County, III.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3324) for the relief of Frank 
Oldengot, alias Frank Oltencott; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3325) to correct the military record 
of Charles M. Gridley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3326) to amend an act ap- 
pres February 11, 1897, authorizing the entry and patenting of 

ands containing 8 or other mineral oils or other hydro- 
carbons, and chiefly valuable therefor, under the provisions of the 
laws relating to placer mining claims; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3327) directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to refund to the Pacific Steamship Company the 
sum of $174.57, collected as duties on a diving outfit; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3328) to authorize the President to 
appoint and retire Richard Henry Savage, with the rank and grade 
of major; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S, 3329) 5 a pen- 
sion to Kate B. Warren; which was read twice by its title, and, 
1 the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pen- 

ons. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 3330) to establish the Univer- 
sity of the United States; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee to Establish the University of the 
United States. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3331) granting a pension to 
James Anderson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3332) granting a pension to Daniel 
B. Bush; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3333) ahthorizing Hugh T. Reed to 
be placed on the retired list with the rank of captain; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 3334) to remove 
the charge of desertion from the military record of James Cal- 
houn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3835) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 
Laramie, in the State of Wyoming; which was read twice by its 
ae, and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

rounds. i 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 8336) to enable 
the people of Arizona to form a constitution and State govern- 
ment and to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with 
the original States; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Territories. 

AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MASON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the chief of division of postage stamps, office of the 
Third Assistant Postmaster-General, from $2,250 to $2,500, in- 
tended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on e riations, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
pias $204,800, to be paid to the Coos Bay, Umpqua, and Siuslaw 

ndians, of Oregon, in full of all demands and claims against the 
United States for the lands described in the agreement made 
with them August 11, 1855, intended to be proposed by him to 


she V bill; which me 55 eraa re be printed, 
and, with the accom i r, referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. nee 

Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the surveyor-general of Minnesota from $1,800 to 
$2,000, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, 
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and judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on F and ordered to be printed. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment proposing to place under 
Class V the consulate at Nuevo Laredo, intended to be 1 8 70 
by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; Which 
Was ordered to lie on the table and to be printed. 

MRS, ELIZABETH FOSTER, DECEASED. 


Mr. COCKRELL. In consequence of the death of Mrs. Eliza- 
beth Foster, at the advanced age of 98 years, I move that the bill 
(S. 1985) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth Foster be 
stricken from the Calendar, and that it be indefinitely postponed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

MAY A, RANDALL. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I desire to enter a motion 
that the Senate reconsider the vote whereby the bill (S. 2368) 
granting a pension to May A. Randall was passed. : 

Pi move that the House be requested to return the bill to the 
nate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no concurrent or 
other resolutions, the Calendar is in order. 

Mr. TURLEY. I ask that the resolution in the Quay case be 
laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Recognizing the custom of the 
Senate, and at the request of the Senator from Tennessee, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the following resolution. 

he Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take hisseatin 
this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, having joined with the majority 
of the Committee.on Privileges and Elections in reporting this 
resolution and recommending its passage, it is proper that I should 
give to some extent the views which actuated usin our action. 

It is a question which*in its general aspect has been uently 
before the Senate. I do not think that any case exactly like this 
has ever been before the Senate. There was one somewhat simi- 
lar to it, but not exactly on all fours with it, one that I will notice 
as I proceed. 

Although the facts have been stated to the Senate, yet, in order 
to have my remarks understood, I will again lay them before the 
Senate, premising that there is no dispute as to the following facts: 

Prior to March 3, 1899, Mr, Quay was a Senator in Congress from 
the State of Pennsylvania. is term of office, to which he had 
been elected by the legislature of Pennsylvania, expired by efflux 
of time on the gd day of March, 1899. The legislature of Pennsyl- 


vania convened in pure session on the first Tuesday in January, 
1899. On Tuesday, January 17, 1899, it an bakong for the 
purpose of selecting some one to su r. Quay and fill the 


vacancy which would occur on the 3d day of March, 1899. Daily 
ballots were taken in obedience to the provisions of the act of 
Congress of July 25, 1866, and of the Pennsylvania statute of Jan- 
nary 11, 1867, from that date until April 19, 1899. The legislature 
adjourned April 20 without effectingan election. Thereafter, on 
April 21, 1899, the governor of Pennsylvania appointed Mr. Quay 
to represent the State of Pennsylvania in this body until the next 
meeting of the legislature. 

It will thus be seen that the vacancy, which the governor of 
Pennsylvania has here attempted to provide for by a temporary 
appointment, was one which was foreseen, one which was caused 
by the expiration of a prior term, one which occurred while the 
legislature of Pennsylvania was in session, and one which that 
legislature had an opportunity of filling before it occurred, and 
also after it occurred, in the interim between the date of the 
occurrence and the appointment by the governor. 

Now, it would seem, Mr. ident, from a statement of those 
facts, that if there ever was a case in which the governor of the 
State was, under the provisions of the Constitution, without 
power to make a temporary appointment to this body, this is the 
case. It is in the teeth of every provision of the Constitution 
bearing on the subject. The vacancy occurred while the legisla- 
ture was in session, not during a recess of the legislature. The 
legislature remained in session nearly two months, taking daily 
ballots to fill the vacancy. The vacancy was one which was fore- 
seen, which happened by the expiration of a regular term, which 
did not occur either by death, resignation, or any accident., 

I intend first, as briefly as I can, to take the provision of the 
Constitution bearing upon this subject and to construe it as we 
would any ordinary instrument, any statute, or any provision of 
law. Then I will take the history of that provision and construe 
it in the light of the facts surrounding the convention by which 
it was adopted; and the conclusion, it seems to me, be the 
same in both cases. Finally, I shall notice the precedent which 
the Senate has established in cases like this. 

It has always seemed to me that in construing statutes and con- 
stitutions the safest rule to follow is the one which requires us to 


give to the words used their ordinary and usual meaning, and 
why? Because constitutions, laws, and statutes are passed for the 
mass of the people, for the ordinary people, and they ought to be 
clothed in language so plain and simple that the ordinary man 
may understand them upon reading them. 

I think, therefore, that when courts pass upon statutes and con- 
stitutions, and when a body like this passes upon statutes and 
constitutions, they ought, if possible, to give that meaning to the 
words used which is given to these words by the ordinary mass of 
the people who are to be governed by the laws and constitutions. 

Now, when we come to the clause of the Constitution bearing 
upon this subject, we find it divides itself into two branches. The 
first is that— ; 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator 
shall have one yote. 

Now, giving to these words their ordinary meaning, what is 
the paramount and manifest intention of this phrase of the Con- 
stitution? It is, first, to have the Senators chosen by the legisla- 
tures of the States. The legislatures are made the bodies to select 
the Senators to represent the States in this body. Another para- 
mount intention was to make the representation of the States 
equal in the Senate. Each State was to have two Senators, and 
each Senator one vote. The men who were framing the Consti- 
tution were framing a republican form of government. 

Nowhere through the Constitution do we find, except in this 
one instance, power given to an executive under any circum- 
stances to filla vacancy in alegislative body. Indeed, such power 
is, in its elements and essence, contrary-to that great provision of 
our Constitution which says that the executive, judicial, and leg- 
islative departments shall be independent of each other. So it is 
that in forming this body, the idea being to give the States odua 
representation, the power to fill seats in this body was vested in 
the legislature of the States, which are chosen by the people of 
the States. 

Now, take this clause and let us see how it operates. Iwant to 
say here on this point that I agree fully with the doctrine that the 
intention was to keep the Senate full, and I agree fully with what 
was said by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] in his address 
here on Friday, when he said: 


And in construing it— 
Referring to this clause of the Constitution— 
I start with this general pro; tion—thaf there can exist no vacancy in any 


office in the United States at any time, and no vacancy in the Senate of the 
8 States which can not be instantly filled, however that vacancy may 
ve arisen. 


I agree with the general proposition. The word instantly“ 
as used there probably is not correct, but I do agree with the idea 
and the proposition that it was the intention of the framers of 
the Constitution to keep the Senate full. But how was it to be 
kept full? That is the question now before us. We all agree on 
the intent, what was to be accomplished, but the method by 
which the Senate is to be kept full is the question. 

Take this first clause. Under the operations of the first clause, 
which I have just read, there never could be a vacancy in a regu- 
lar Senatorial term which expired by limitation, except in the one 
single case of the man who was selected by the legislature refus- 
ing to accept, or, in the other case, of his dying before his qualifi- 
cation. Leaving those two out of the way for the moment—I shall 
return to them direc tly—in every other case under the operations 


of this first clause it is impossible that there should be a vacancy * 


in the beginning of a regular term of office in this body if the 
sas rear does its duty. y 

hen the Constitution was passed the legislatures of the States 
met more frequently even than they do now. Ithink from the 
debates on the Constitution that the longest period between ses- 
sions of a legislature at that time was one year. So, under this 
provision, there would always be a legislature in existence before 
the beginning of a regular term, which could fill that term; and 
hence I say that if the legislature did its duty there never could 
nes vacancy in the beginning of a regular term of a Senator in 


body. 

I want to say further, Mr. President, and I submit it to my 
brother Senators, that in framing the Constitution its authors 
never contemplated a case where the citizens would fail to per- 
form their political duties, or where State legislatures would de- 
liberately fail to perform the duties they are sworn to perform. 
That was a contingency which the framers of the Constitution 
never intended to provide against. 

Indeed, it is a contingency which, under our system of govern- 
ment, it is impossible to provide against, for whenever legislatures 
fail to perform the duties for which they are chosen and the 
duties which are devolved upon them and the duties which they 
are sworn to perform, then the fabric of our Government to 
proe It is the very foundation upon which the whole system 

built, that the people themselves will be faithful tó their politi- 
cal duties, that they will watch and preserve their political rights, 


and that the legislatures of the States will be equally faithful in 
the performance of their duty, 


2234 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


Hence it was not intended by the framers of the Constitution 
to deliberately make a poreon that if a legislature, which is se- 
lected by the people of a State to perform these duties and to 
choose its Senators to re t that State in this body, deliber- 
ately fails to perform its duty, then somebody else perform 
it. In other words, the whole scheme must necessarily rest for 
its ee and perpetuity upon the idea that these duties will be 


ormed. 
Far better would it be for the safety of the Ly, Se to estab- 
lish the doctrine firmly and forever that if the opala ture of a 
State willfully and deliberately fails to perform the duty of select- 
ing Senators to represent that State in this body, then that the 
State itself shall go unrepresented until the people choose repre- 
sentatives who will perform the duty. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to call his atten- 
tion to section 4 of Article I? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART. The provision I am about to read is said by 
contemporaneous writers to have been placed in the Constitution 
under the apprehension that the States might not do their duty 
in that respect: 

and manner of holding elections for Senators and Re 
5 sto by = nt 


resentatives prescribed in each Sta! the ure ; but 
the Con: may at any time, by law, make or alter such regulations, ex- 
cept as to the places of choosing Senators. 


It was stated in the debates that this was put in to prevent a 
State from failing to provide for electing members of the legis- 
lature. Some of them had already shown a spirit of that kind. 
Inasmuch as that would be a little in conflict with what the Sen- 
ator was saying, I thought it was well to call his attention to it. 

Mr. TURLEY. I do not see how it would accomplish the ob- 
ject, if that was the object. It gives to Congress the power to fix 

e times and places of holding the election. They can not fix 
the place, but they can fix the time and manner, like we have 
cone i me of 1866. But how does that force a legislature to 

o its du 

Mr. STEWART. Not the legislature, but Congress. 

Mr. TURLEY. How does it force the State to do its duty? 
How does the fact that Congress says a certain legislature shall 
be the one to elect the Senators force that legislature to do it? 

Mr. STEWART. If the legislature does not do it 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. RLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. It requires Congress to doit. If the legis- 
lature fails, Congress may provide for the election. That was put 
in on the ground that they might fail to do their duty, as it was 
shown by the debates. 

Mr. LEY. Now, Mr. President, I can answer that. Iam 
glad to have these interruptions. In the first place, under the 
clause of the Constitution which I have just read, there would 
always be al ture in existence to perform this duty. Inother 
— r the only way it could be avoided would be by the legis- 
lature deliberately refusing to perform the duty, or else by the peo- 
ple of the State failing to elect a legislature, 

Only those two kinds of vacancies could arise under this clause, 
without the other one being in there, that the legislature abso- 
lutely refused to orm the duty, or declined to do it, or failed 

to do it, or that the people of the States failed to elect a legisla- 
ture. Giving Con the power to fix the time and the manner, 
but not the place, does not compel the people to elect the legisla- 
ture, nor does it compel the legislature, which is elected and in 
existence at the time, and which, under the act of Congress, ought 
to perform the duty, to orm it. We are under that just 
where we would be under this, if the people or the legislature de- 
clined to perform the Seek 

It isimpossible on our theory of government to coerce the people 
or to coerce legislatures in the performance of such great sover- 
eign duties. There is no power to coerce them, because the people 
are themselves the sovereigns, and the legislatures in these mat- 
ters are the constituencies of this body, and if they deliberately 
JJV breaks 

own. 

So1 say it is that under this provision of the Constitution, wisely 
framed and worded, a scheme was given to the ple of this 
country by which every Senatorial term could be filled at its com- 
mencement, and it could only be by neglect or failure of duty that 
it was not done. 

Now, let us goa little further andsee where this left the framers 
of the Constitution. These contingencies arose, then, that a Sen- 
ator, after being elected, of course, might die; he might resign; 
he might be ed; and at some time the contingency might 
arise that after he was regularly elected and chosen by the legis- 
lature he might decline to take the office, or he might die before 
he was swornin. Here were uncertain thi which might occur, 
and which would have to be provided for, or else the provision 


giving the States equal representation in the Senate would be vio- 


Now, mark them. It was not the case of a vacancy in a regular 
term at its beginning, because that was fully pt ed for under 
the provision saying that the legislature should fill the regular 
term. But it was a case of death, of resignation, of expulsion, of 
refusal to serve—all matters which could not be provided for under 
the first clause. 
ae Something happening to the incumbent of 

e office. 

Mr. TURLEY. Something pertaining directly totheincumbent, 
something rendering him, either by his own act or by some act out- 
side of him, incapable of filling the office. Hence it was then that 
this second clause was provided, and that is as follows: 

And if vacancies ha; resignation, or otherwise, 
the legislature of any ppop byre — 2 thereof may a e 
— — until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fill such 
yacan 

Now, giving these words their ordinary meaning, just as ninety- 
nine men out of every hundred that you meetin this country, on 
the streets or on the trains or in your houses, would give them, 
the vacancy must occur during a recess of the legislature, be- 
cause if it occurred while the legislature was in session then the 
body which has the right to fill these places would have the op- 
portunity to supply the vacancy. But it must be during a recess, 
when the legislature could not fill it. I will notice as I go on, 
as I believe it must have been in the minds of the framers of the 
Constitution, though some of the cases have departed from that 
view, that it must have been a vacancy 8 by some acci- 
dent, something pertaining to the individual holding the office. 

But now what power is given to the governor? It is not to fill 
the place. The vacancy, when it once occurs, is the same vacancy 
until it is filled. If any Senator here who is in for a six years’ 
term dies to-morrow, his legislature not being in session, and the 
legislature meets thereafter and fails to fill his place and adjourns, 
the vacancy is the same vacancy which occurred or happened at 
his death. That is the vacancy that the power is given to the gov- 
ernor to temporarily supply—not to fill, but to temporarily supply 
and how long can he supply it? He can supply it until the next 
meeting of the My RRO not as long as it exists. 

Can plainer than this? He can supply it not as 
long as it continues or exists, but he has a limited, special power 
to supply it until the next meeting of the legislature, thus show- 
ing again that the framers of the Constitution intended that the 
legislature alone should fill these vacancies, and that the governor 
should only act during that temporary and short period when the 
1 ature had no opportunity to act. 

tis contended on the other side that as long as the vacan 

lasts, no matter how many legislatures may have met and ad- 
journed without filling it, the 8 may appoint and reap- 
point and appoint again, and t under certain exigencies or 
accidents of the case he might keep his appointee in this Senate 
for nearly a full term of six years. How easy it would have been 
to have said that if the framers of the Constitution had so intended, 
Suppose the clause had read thus: 

If v. resignation o rwise du a recess h — 
e ponb mg tf . aes 3 may — . 
ments until the vacancy is filled by the legislature. 

If that language had been used, the governor would have had 
the power to supply it by appointment until the legislature finally 
filled it. The language is simple, plain, explicit; and yet, instead 
of using such language, the framers of the Constitution deliber- 
ately used language which conveys exactly the opposite meaning. 
Instead of giving a parse power to fill the vacancy as long as it 
exists and until the legislature fills it, it limits the power until the 
next meeting of the legislature. 

Let me illustrate by a case, Mr. President. Suppose a merchant 
in this country intends taking a long voyage, a tour around the 
world, or any other lengthy journey, and he has a general agent 
to represent him until return. Fearing that that agent may 
die or resign or that some accident may happen to him and he 
may become incapable of performing his duty, he gives a power 
of attorney to a third man authorizing him in case of the death, 
resignation, or incapacity of this agent to then appoint another 
agent in his stead, temporarily, until the merchant's return to this 
country and his resumption of the charge of his business, 

. Suppose he returned and took charge of his business, and then 
afterwards went away again. Would anybody contend that this 
power of attorney lasted and operated through the second voyage 
or the second journey? No; because the merchant would havere-: 
turned and resumed charge of his business, and the whole matter 
would have been just as here. Whenever the legislature returns, 
as the body which under this clause of the Constitution has the 
full jurisdiction and the full power to act in these matters—when 
that body meets, then the power of the governor at once ceases. 

I wish to refer briefly on this question to what was said by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] when we had the Corbett 
case under consideration. The q' on then which was being 
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debated was, What would you do in a case where the governor 
had made his appointment rightfully, and the legislature meets, 
tries to elect a Senator, fails to elect one, and adjourns? Has the 
governor the power to appoint again? Now, this case is even 
stronger than that, because this has the element in it of a vacancy 
1 Ea while the legislature was in session. 

putting that aside, at any rate, after this vacancy occurred 
thei ture of Pennsylvania was in eee 
from March until meaty the end of April, and was making daily 
efforts to fill this seat. Therefore it comes directly within the 
principle of the case of where a governor has madad an appoint- 
ment to fill a vacancy w. during the recess of the 
legislature and the 1 thereafter has met and failed to fill 
the place. The Senator from Wisconsin, in discussing these ques- 
tions and speaking on the Johns case, said: 


I may be wrong about it, but it has seemed = me that there is ground for 
distinction tment between the case 


or on terms — — it all een done. 
Then, further on, he said: 


It may very vere a different thing if when the legislature meets the 


is eign Serine, laid e Constitution upon that 
lature —— simply to choose a Senator. as to the parr Seog s it 32 
done, and it is t The governor can 


eee which den chail thon all 


t 
appointment until the next 
such vacancy.“ Is there no ground for 


Further on the Senator said: 

What ground the Kensey Johns case went on I do not know, ex that it 
was the case that when the legislature met the vacancy existed. Ag 
ernor had never appointed at all; and there were . 


a which would ae 
uch 


the term of the appointee of the governor, but lim- 
its the governor's power of appointment. k 


Further on, when a question was put directly to him, he said: 


Y qe Se PRODOT, DUE BOL wen tenets, Six 28 255 9 
volved in this case. 


my term 


successor, 
ould think in os = ee serene have the 
power undoubted: 


All of which is true; but his ARIS was at that time that 
there was no authority in the Constitution for the governor to 
make a number of appointments for filling a continuing 5 
Of course, when a new Senator is appointed or elected b. 
legislature, and dies, a new vacancy occurs upon which the hed 
of the Constitution operates just as it did 9 the original vacancy. 

Mr. President, I am going to discuss somewhat in oe 
and I want to take up the word happen,“ about which there ha 
been so much controversy in these bates— if a vacaney 5 
pen.” What does happen“ mean? in I revert to the 
that we ought to give if the meaning which the mass of the 
give to it; and I think every Senator will a with me 
the common, o everyday meaning of the word, as used by 
the masses of the people, it has the idea of accident, something 
— casualty. Of course it may be used in a different sense, 

have a different meaning, according to its use; but all 
these of other meanings are secondary. They are none of them its 
primary meaning as it is ordinarily used. 

As 1 said, if you were to start out and ask every man you met 
indiscriminately what his idea was of what the word“ happen“ 
ane he would give you in some way the idea of accident, of 
casual TEM, you might meet a philologist or an expert in 
555 and he would tell you that sometimes it meant that, 
and sometimes it means just the o ite of that. He would tell 
yon that a certain author a hun years ago had used it in a 

erent sense; he would tell you that it might, according to its 
context and its subject, mean a continuous condition, as the Sen- 
ator from Virginia said, that it might mean one thing now and 
another thing to-morrow—“ all things to all men”—until when 
you left him you would be as conf and confounded as to what 
the true meaning of the word was as a lawyer would be who 
searched for a consistent, regular line of decisions in our Federal 
Reporters. But, Mr. President, as I have said, the common, ordi- 
nary meaning is ‘that which I have given to it. 

Let me illustrate that a little further and thus show you how 
hard it is to use the word without its having this meaning. Iam 
going now to refer to the report of the minority of the committee 

this case, in which they seek to give it another meaning. I 
cond from the minority report on page 18: 
Now, we affirm— 
Say the minority— 


with great confidence that the phrase used in the Constitution is employed in 
ordinary usage to describe events that do not depend upon chance, and to 


me 


describe a continuing condition without reference to the time or method of 


8 
Fourth of July happen on Sunday, the coming of Sunday and the 

of the 3 of J Aged cotnoidense of those two things, is the re- 
merely tho beginning of the Fourth of July, or the beginning of Sunday, bat 
m 0 inning o 0 of July, or the min A 
the — identity of the two periods o! of time described . th 
entire length. word “coincidence ” 45 to the words 
ton cite ak Gon moot tiene and is used to describe events that are not 


That is literally Sene; and yet when you look atit in another 
light, you will see that, as used here, the idea of chance or acci- 
dent as it is ted by the common mind prevails, It is true 
that the Fourth of July 2 Sunday happen on the same day ac- 
cording to fixed laws; but those laws are not kept in mind by the 
mass of the people; and it is in the ordinary acceptation of ordi- 
nary people, rather than in this sense of an accident to them, that 
these two things happen on the same day. 

Coincidences are unusual things. Not but that, of course, they 
are governed by law, as everything else is; but in oes par- 
lance, in ordinary acceptance, that is the way they are sone 
understood. They are — . — things, accidental 
which do not usually occur; and if you take the — — me 
the other side, you will find the same sense runs through them all. 

I may as well admit here that there is nothing which ha 
by chance. Everything is governed by fixed pee But we do not 
know what those laws are, and hence to us it is chance. Butif 
we bring it down to abstract principles, then there could be no 
such as happen in the sense of chance. That meaning of 
the word is e from the subject if we treat it according 
to abstract law. But this Constitution was not prepared for ee e 


tists or philologists, but for people 5 
tod 2 


to stated rules; it was pre be plainly read an 
by every man who was to Ape it. 

But let me go a little farther “The minority say that the word 
„happen“ is synonymous with occur;“ to come to ai 
take place.” Lagree to all of mat I T accept those definitions. Let 
3 CCC 

many meanings, o wi t means, n 
to Webster's International Dictionary, to meet;” to clash; 78 
(2) to go in order to meet; “ to reply” (this being now 
obsolete); to meet one’s eye; “to be Bale or — with; to 
present itself;” “to offer; to appear; to happen; “to take 
Place; all things that occur instantly, and which generally occur 
accidentally. 

(a) To come to pass; to occur;” as, the ceremony will not 
take place. 

55 To take precedence or priority. Addison. 
5 “To take effect; to Bakia 
f your doctrine takes place. 
But none of these excuses would take Place. Spenser. 
To come to pass means, by the same W “to happen; * 
‘to fall out.” 

Now, put those words in the Constitution and see if its mean- 

ing is changed any. Let us read it in the light of those words: 


And if vacancies occur by resignation or otherwise. 


Is that any stronger for the other side than it is as written here, 
if vacancies happen?” When you say a vacancy occurs,” do 
you mean a continuous vacancy, or do you mean "a time at 
which the vacancy takes place?” Suppose you say if a vacancy 
takes place” or “if a vacancy comes to pass by resignation,” 
every word that you substitute for ‘‘happen” there means this, 
at least—it means to indicate the point of time at balers the 
vacancy begins. ‘‘Occur,” come to „ “happen,” take 
effect —all tas indicate the point of time at which The’ vacancy 


A vacancy does not occur and recur every minute and ev 
second as long as it lasts. It occurs once, and then, to the o 
nary mind, it continues to exist until it is filled; but it occurs at 
the time it begins, just as death occurs, and then the state of 
being dead, the state of death, continues. Birth is the beginning 
of life, and occur is the time at which the vacancy begins, 
analogy fits in with the meaning and intention of the fran framers of 
the Constitution. They meant a vacancy which began when a 
legislature was not in session, because if the legislature was in 
session, then, under the Constitution, it was the body whose sworn 
duty it was to act, and the body which alone had the power to 
act. Therefore, no matter what word you substitute for the word 
happen,“ you come back to it, that it means the point of time 
at which the vacancy takes place, or occurs, or comes to pass. 
That is, in my mind, the only reasonable explanation which can 
be given to it. 

I now on, and I come to the word otherwise. I want to 
discuss t briefly, because the Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
DANIEL] has sta ‘or rather his argument is, that it is prepos- 
terous to give to the word ‘‘ otherwise” the meaning w. we 
ae to it in this phrase. The language is, if vacancies happen 

resignation or otherwise.” Woe say that under the ordinary 
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rules of construction which prevail in such cases the word other- 
wise” is limited by the word ‘‘resignation;” that is, a general 
word following specific words is limited by the specific words. 
The Senator from Virginia said, and other Senators say, “ other- 
wise” means in a totally different manner.” I agree that it 
means in a different manner; it means in a different way. 
But what is the question here? The question in construing this 
word is, what is to cause the vacancy which can be filled by the 
overnor? The Constitution says ‘‘a vacancy caused by resigna- 
ion.” Now, a vacancy caused by death is a vacancy caused in a 
different manner, a wholly different manner. A vacancy caused 
by expulsion is a vacancy caused in still another different man- 
ner, wholly different from the other; but a vacancy caused by a 
refusal to accept is a vacancy caused in still another manner. 
Now, what we say is that the word “otherwise” should be con- 
strued, according to all the rules of construction, to mean causes 
of the same general character, causes of like character, not iden- 
tical causes—different causes, caused in a different way, caused in 
a different manner—but still causes of like general character. 
Let me see what the Supreme Court of the United States has 
said on this question. It is referred to in the minority report of 
the Lee Mantle case and several other cases. The general rule is 
laid down, as follows: 
A general word which follows cular and specific words of the same 
nature as itself takes its meaning from them and is presumed to be restricted 
the same genus as those words; or, in other words, as comprehending 


only things of the same kind as those designated by them, unless, of course, 
there is something to show that a wider sense was intended. 


Now, in the case in 18th Howard, Ham vs. The State of Missouri, 
the facts were these: 

The plaintiff in error was indicted for a trespass on land belonging to the 
State of Missouri, which had been nted in 1820 to that State for school 
purposes, being every sixteenth section of certain boundaries of land. Ham 
pleaded that by another act, in 1811, the Congress of the United States had 
reserved and set apart from entry and sale certain lands t which there 
were outstanding claims until said claims had been settled. The terms of 
the grant tothe State of Missouri were of every sixteenth section, ‘unless 
the same had been sold or otherwise disposed of.“ 

Ham's ‘counsel contended that the act of 1811, reserving and 
setting apart from entry and sale certain of these lands against 
which there were outstanding claims, until said claims had been 
settled was otherwise disposing of them; and manifestly it was, 
taking the words ‘‘ otherwise ing ton of” in their broad sense, 
just as here otherwise,“ unless limited by the word “ resigna- 
tion,” would include every kind of vacancy. So ‘‘ otherwise dis- 
posed of ” would include every imaginable disposition, temporary, 

manent, in fee, or any kind of disposition. Yet the Supreme 

mrt when they construed that said otherwise“ was limited by 
“ sale,” and it could only be a disposition which was of the same 
character and nature as a! sale.“ — 

I pass from that case. In another case, the Thames Insurance 
Company vs. Hamilton, Chancellor Hallsbury says: 

If understood in their widest sense the words are wide enough to include 
Sae mury: but two rules, now fairly established asa part of our law, may be 

ered as limiting these w One is that words, however general, 
may be limited with reference to the subject-matter in relation to which 
they are used. The other is that general words may be restricted to the 
same genus as the specific words t precede them. (See Sutherland on 
Statutory Construction, page 357.) 

This case was an action upon a policy providing for insurance 
against all the perils of the sea, and of all other perils, losses, 
and misfortunes that have or shall come to the hurt, detriment, 
or damage of the aforesaid subject-matter of this insurance or any 
part thereof.” The damage alleged was to a donkey engine, which 
was used in pumping water into the main boiler, and which burst, 
owing to a valve being closed which ought to have been open. 

The holder of the policy contended that it came in under the 
words other perfl8,” which undoubtedly it did, because the 
lan was as broad as it could be if we look alone to the words 
“or other perils, losses, or misfortunes.” Here was the destruc- 
tion of a donkey-engine by the bursting of a valve, and the policy 
was against perils of the sea. Although the language “ or other 
perils was used, yet it was limited to perils of like character, the 
perils of the sea. Can cases be stronger? 

Just so we said here, otherwise should be limited to causes 
of a like character, of the same genus, as resignation; and it fits 
in again with the whole scheme, it fits in again with the plan, be- 
cause there was no need to provide against any other kind of a 
vacancy than that caused by an accident of that sort. A vacancy 
caused by the regular efflux of time, which could be foreseen, was 
provided for in the first part of the clause, and it was only those 
vacancies which were caused by accident, which could not be 
foreseen, that it was necessary to one against; and to avoid 
the necessity of using a great number of words, one word indica- 
ting the general genus or class was used, and then otherwise“ 
included every other cause of like character and of like kind. 

Mr. President, I come now to a point I wish to touch upon 
briefly, simply wishing to say that if we construe this clause of 


the Constitution—referring again to what the Senator from Vir- 


ginia has said, and to what we all agree, that the intent was to 
keep the Senate always full—I say that under our construction a 
plain, simple, consistent, and adequate means of keeping the Sen- 
ate full is supplied. It can be kept full at all times, when vacan- 
cies occur by efflux of time, by the election by the legislature; 


when they occur accidentally, by the appointment of the gover- 
nor until the legislature meets; and thus the Senate is always full. 

It is as easy to keep it full that way as it is under the other doc- 
trine. If theidea had been, fellow-Senators, that the Senate must 
at every instant of time be kept full, would language like this 
have been used? Let us see what all admit and what the framers 
doubtless saw. Many of our legislatures remain in session for 
months, In many States the habit has grown up of limiting the 
time of their session, but when this Constitution was framed and 
for yars afterwards and now in many States the sessions are un- 

imited. 

Take the case of the State of Pennsylvania. There the legislature 
met in January and it could hold sessions as long as it pleased— 
I believe there is no limitation on the sessions of the legislature 
of that State. It was in session during January, February, 
March, and April—four months. During two months of this time 
there was a vacancy in the Senate which, it is admitted, nobody 
but that legislature could then fill, So, under allconstructions and 
any construction that is supported on this floor, here was a two 
months’ period, and if the legislature hadrun longer, four, five, or 
six months, there would have been that length of period, during 
which there was no way of filling this vacancy as long as the 
i remained divided in its opinions and failed to perform 
its duty. 

In 1898 the policy of this Government was changed in less than 
two months. War was declared and a greater on of it was 
successfully fought in less than four months. ow many great 
measures were passed in that short time. When the power is 
given tothe governor to appoint itis not said that he must a; 
point; it is not said that the ate must always be full; but itis 
said he may appoint;” it is left to the governor to exercise his 
discretion; and where is the paramount, controlling intent which 
would override every other intent and every other motive of the 
framers of the Constitution, that the Senate should always and at 
all times, at every instant, have its full quota of Senators? 

Necessarily there must be times when there are vacancies, and 
the language is simply to give the privilege to the governors, on 
behalf of their States, to fill those temporary vacancies. If a gov- 
ernor does not choose to fill such a vacancy, no man can say he has 
violated his trust. It is a discretion which he settles with his own 
conscience under his oath of office, but the legislature that fails 
to perform this duty does, in my judgment, violate its oath of 
office. There is the difference and distinction between the two. 

Mr. President, I am taking up more time than I intended. I 
want to advert briefly now to the historical side of this question. 
When the Convention met there were several plans proposed for 
ert an ee two, differing in detail, contemplated the se- 
lection by the House of Representatives, one contemplated an 
election by the people, one by electors chosen by the people, two 
for election by the legislature, and one for Spee by the 
President out of a certain number nominated by the legislature. 
The plan for the legislatures to elect was adopted with the equal 
State representation. The matter was then referred to the com- 
mittee on detail. . 

Now, notices the report as it came from the committee on detail. 
As it came from the committee on detail the clause read thus: 


be supplied the executive until the next meeting of the legislature. 
member shall have one vote. 

It is to be noticed, Mr. President, that under that language as 
there reported by the committee on detail this appointment would 
have been good. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is relating history. Is it not also 
true that that language had passed the entire body unquestioned 
before it went to the committee on detail in that form? In other 
words, did not the Constitutional Convention once vote for lan- 
guage which the Senator now concedes would have authorized 
this appointment; and then did not they change that language for 
the sole reason that they wanted to remove this doubt about the 
right to Sry che 

Mr. TURLEY. Well, I am not as familiar with the details of 
that as is the Senator from Massachusetts, and I have not the 
book here. As I read the Constitution, the Convention selected 
the method of having the Senators chosen by the legislatures and 
equal State representation, and then the matter went to the com- 
mittee on detail. 
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Mr. HOAR. The Senator will pardon me. I think he will find 
this stated in the minority report, if he will look atit. The his- 
tory of this thing is this: The Convention enacted, taking up sec- 
tion by section, certain arrangements, among others this arrange- 
ment: They shall be chosen by the legislature; vacancies shall be 
filled. That was everybody's opinion. Then, having got through 
the Constitution and passed their opinion on every separate ar- 
rangement, they sent it to a committee on detail to arrange the 
style and any detail which might be necessary to carry out their 
dead ‘es the purpose which my honorable friend concedes was to 
et the governor appoint if the legislature could not fill a vacancy. 

At least, that is what we claim. Then Mr. Madison, who re- 
ports the thing himself, so you are sure you have a correct report 
of the purpose, got up and said what I shall read. Mr. Ellsworth 
first said in the discussion how important it was that the Senate 
should always be full, and Mr. Madison got up and said. If you 
leave this as it is, we shall have the English question on us of the 
right of a Senator to resign. Therefore I move to put in the 
words, ‘which are in now,’ in order to make it clear that a Sen- 
ator may resign or decline.” That was the sole reason for making 
any change. The whole Convention having once said unani- 
mously, If there is a vacancy under any circumstances whatever, 
the governor may fill it,“ Mr. Madison says, Let us make a 
change in the language to show that a man can resign.” 

Mr. PENROSE. I happen to have Taft's Election Cases here. 
I should like to call the Senator’s attention to the exact reading of 
the original article as reported from the committee on detail. 
Section 1 of Article V reads as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be chosen by the legislatures of the 
several States. Each legislature shall choose two members. Vacancies ma 


be supplied by the executive until the next meeting of the legislature. 
mem have one vote. 


There is no qualification or limitation whatever put upon the 
right of the executive. 

Mr. TURLEY. I have read that. I am going to concede, be- 
cause I have not carefully examined that point, that the Conven- 
tion did at one time adopt that clause. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me 
for one moment? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Of course that original general statement 
that the legislatures should choose Senators and that vacancies 
should be filled by the executive was simply a declaration of the 
Keneral policy to be 5 in the framing of that provision. 

ut when that genera’ poy or declaration went to the committee 
on detail it was completely changed, and instead of saying that 
vacancies shall be supplied by the executive it was modified by 
saying that vacancies happening during the recess of the legisla- 
ture. 


Mr. HOAR. That was not by the committee on detail. It was 
after it came back from the committee. 

Mr. TURLEY. The committee on style. 

Mr. BURROWS. I misused the word. I should have said the 
committee on style. It said, “vacancies happening during a 


recess. 

Mr. HOAR. My honorable friend, if he will pardon me, is in 
error in his memory, as he will see if he will look at the record. 
It was not changed in committee. It was changed, when it came 
back, on Mr. Madison's motion. 

Mr. BURROWS. It was changed. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said it was changed in committee. 

Mr. BURROWS. In the committee on detail or the committee 
on style; one or the other. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to inform the Senator from 
Michigan that it is a well-known and admitted fact that the com- 
mittee on style had no authority whatever to alter the matter con- 
tained in any provision of the Constitution. The amendment was 
placed in the Constitution upon the open floor of the Convention, 
and all that the committee on style did was to strike out the 
words ‘‘ refusal to accept,” leaving in the words “resignation or 
otherwise” in the interest of simplicity and good English. 

Mr. HOAR. After the report of the committee on style, the 
committee having reported, and after the Convention had voted 
that all vacancies should be filled by the governor, according to 
Mr. Madison’s report of his own proceedings— 

Mr. Madison, in order to prevent doubts whether resignations could be 
made by Senators or whether they could refuse to accept, moved to strik 
out the words after “vacancies and insert the words happening by re- 
fusal to accept, resignation, or otherwise.” 


Then Gouverneur Morris goes on and says: 


This is absolutely necessary. Otherwise, as members chosen into the Sen- 
ate are disqualified from being a 3 to any office by section 9 of this ar- 
ticle, it would be in the power o e legislature, by a inting a man Sena 
tor against his consent, to deprive the United States of his services. 


For instance, a man might be appointed to the Supreme Court 
of the United States. 


Mr. TURLEY. I understand that language of Mr. Madison 


was used after the committee on detail 

Mr. HOAR. That is what I said. 

Mr. TURLEY. And before it went to the committee on style. 

Mr. HOAR. It was made on Mr. Madison’s motion, not by the 
committee. 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes; after the section was before the Conven- 
tion on the report of the committee on detail. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. TURLEY. Then Mr. Madison's motion was adopted, and 
it went to the committee on style. 

Mr. HOAR. I will ask the Senator another question, if he will 
permit me. 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator think it is credible that that 
groat change, made on this avowed motive alone, was really made 

as another purpose by that Convention and nobody said a word 
about it? 

Mr. TURLEY. I will answer the question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator from Tennessee a 
question? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator spoke of the language which 
might have been used under certain circumstances. Is not the 
contention of the Senator from Massachusetts correct? And if it 
is true that it was only intended to include those cases that came 
within the same class as the word ‘‘resignation,” why did they 
not say so, since there are only four enumerated by the Senator 
from Tennessee, and they are vay brief and to the point—death, 
expulsion, resignation, and ref to serve? Why were not those 
inserted and named specifically, as they did the word “ resigna- 
tion,” instead of putting in the word “otherwise?” In that con- 
nection is it not true—I do not remember about it, but my mem- 
ory is a little bit refreshed—that two or three of these cases were 
inserted by the committee, and afterwards stricken out so as to 
leave the word“ otherwise” to mean in any other manner? Those 
questions simply arise in my mind, and I think they are pertinent. 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator is correct. The word “ refusal” 
was stricken out. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. TURLEY. It was stricken out by the committee on style. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senator from Tennes- 
see one question right here. Does he include insanity in this arbi- 
trary definition of the causes of vacancy included in the words 
“ resignation or otherwise?” 

Mr. TURLEY. I do. 

Mr. PENROSE. I recall reading in the Senator’s previous 
speeches that he had doubt upon that question, and I wanted to 
ay 3 he had progressed in his constitutional ideas about 

e matter. 

Mr. TURLEY. I will say I have progressed that far. When 
you come to the question of insanity, probably it would require 
an inquisition of lunacy. I mean that whenever, under the law 
as it exists, a Senator who held a seat in this body was properly 
and in a regular manner declared insane, then the seat would be 
vacant, just as it would by resignation or death. I will say that. 

Mr. PENROSE. I remember that the Senator expressed doubt 
on that point in his speech upon the Corbett case. I did not know 
whether he adhered to that view. 

Mr. TURLEY. I have advanced to that point, if I did then 
entertain that view. 

Mr. BURROWS. As I understand the history of this matter 
it was this—I have theauthority before me: The Convention con- 
sidered many resolutions in relation to the formation of govern- 
ment and the creation of the Senate and filling a vacancy, and 
they finally referred three resolutions, Nos. 4, 11, and 22, which 
related to the organization of the Senate, to the committee 
on detail. The committee on detail made their report back to 
the Convention, in which they reported that vacancies may be sup- 
plied by the executive until the next meeting of the legislature. 

This report was considered by the Convention in committee of 
the whole and was amended by the Convention, so that instead of 
leaving the power with the executive to fill vacancies, it was modi- 
fied by the Convention so as to read: 


Vacancies happening by refusals to accept— 

Limiting the general power of filling vacancies— 

Vacancies happening by refusals to accept, resignations, or otherwise, ey 
be supplied by the legislature of the State in the representation of which su: 
vacancies shall happen, or by the executive thereof until the next meeting 
of the legislature. 

The vacancy was to be filled by the legislature or the executive 
thereof until the next meeting of the legislature. That was as it 
stood when it went to the committee on detail. Then the com- 
mittee on sn changed it to its present form. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If they had left that as it was, what would 
the word otherwise“ have meant? Suppose they had left it? 


reported. 
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Mr. BURROWS. I think it would mean exactly what it means 
now, namely, other like vacancies. 

Mr. TURLEY. I will answer the question of the Senator from 
Indiana, and then I will take up the matter adverted to by the 
Senator from Massachusetts, for I do think that when we consider 
this it sustains our view of this case. 

In reply to the Senator from Indiana, I can answer him better in 
the language of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER], who 
was asked a similar question in the Corbett case, or one of the de- 
bates on this question, as to why all these causes had not been 
enumerated. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. There are only four e. 

Mr. TURLEY. You have found insanity since, which would 
make five. I do not know what might happen afterwards. 
There are a t many wa; ə that there are but four, 
or call it five. The Constitution of the United States is remark- 
able for one thing, and that is for its conciseness, its brevity, and 
its comprehensiveness; and the Senator from Wisconsin, in answer 
to that question, and I think it was a good answer, said that the 
framers of the Constitution guarded against overloading it with 
repetition of like expressions. 

hen it enumerated one, resignation, and then added the word 

“ otherwise,” if you apply the ordinary rule of construction, be- 

cause the great majority of the members of the Convention were 

lawyers, and all of them educated men, who understood to anicety 

Ar er hay pig you will see that in the most concise and ex- 
0 


plicit form they do e the idea which otherwise would have 
required two or three lines to express it. That is the answer to 
that question. 


Now I wish to come back to the question which the Senator 
from Massachusetts put to me, and I hope he will be back before 
I get — eglae, because I want to ask him one question when I get 
through this matter. Undoubtedly as clause came from 
the committee on detail this appointment would have been good. 
Under this provision any vacancy could be supplied by the execu- 
tive, No matter when it occurred and nomatter how it occurred, 
just so there was a vacancy in existence, the executive could su 

it until the next meeting of the legislature. What occurred? 
hen that clause came up for debate in the Convention in com- 
mittee of the whole, I believe— 

3 to in th - 
ecatives atthe Biates, It Was unnecessary oes ts geen oils eae 
frequently. It removes the appointment far from the people, the execu- 
the States ny shaceed. by the As he had al. 

tmentof the executive by legislative 83 
wrong, so more so that the executive should elect into the legis- 
lative department. 


Mr. Randolph thoughtit necessary in order to prevent inconvenient chasms 
in the Senate. In some States the legislatures meet but once a . Asthe 
Senate will have more power and consist of a smaller number then the other 
vacancies there be of more consequence. The executives might 
trusted, he thought, with the a tment for so short a time. 
wins se oeiy It is only pes that 8 supplx v na 
0 ve mee appens near. no’ ex- 
erted. F000 Pyanamies many be of 


oment. 
. Williamson moved to insert after vacancies shall be su 4 oe 
executives” the words “ unless other provisions shall be made the - 
lature.” Mr. Ellsworth said he “ was willing to trust the re or the 
FF refer appoint- 
ments for the Senate to whom pleased.” 

Then Mr. Madison came, with the language used by the Senator 
from Massachusetts: 

Mr. Madison, in order to prevent doubts whether 
made by ther the: 


tions could be 
y could refuse to to 
8 words after “vacancies” and insert the words 


It will be seen that in this whole discussion there was objection 
to the executive having this power at all, and the idea was never 
once presented in the discussion of enlarging his power, of giving 
him a general power, of giving him a power which could be exer- 
cised again an in and over and over, but every suggestion 
was that it was limited, that it was confined in its sc: and ex- 
tent, and that it could only exist until the next meeting of the 
8 

hen Mr. Madison's amendment was adopted, how did the 
language read? After Mr. Madison's language was adopted the 
clause read as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be chosen by the legislatures of the 
leet ep 1 1 shall choose two members. V. i 

Sar of the State in the representation of which such 
happen or by the executive the until the next meeting of the legislature. 

Now, it is curious, but under Mr. Madison’s amendment I still 
think this appointment would have been valid. Here you have 
the Convention considering and acting on two clauses whi ve 
quite an unlimited power of appointment to the executive. it 
had been intended to clothe the executive with the power whichis 


now claimed for him, why was not the language left as it origi- 
F Ew 


er of these clauses? ill any Senator 


55 
on, or otherwise may be supplied by the | J 
vacancies shall 


answer me the question, Why was it that the Convention deliber- 
ately, through its committee on style, adopted language which 
now stands in the Constitution and which conveys exactly the 
opposite idea upon the question from that conveyed by the clauses 
as een by the committee on detail and as amended by Mr. 


It is said that the committee on style had no authority to make 
this sort of a change in the instrument, but it is to be remembered 
that when the committee on style reported the instrument back 
it was acted on by the whole Convention. It was never a com- 
plete instrument; it was never 3 by the Convention 
until it was put in the shape in which we find it by the commit - 


tee on style, and then it was adopted and si So it was the 
action of the whole Convention in changing t words and put- 
ing this limitation upon the power of the executive. 


ere, under the original clauses as reported by the committee 
and as amended by Mr. Madison, I repeat, we had clauses which 
would have justified this appointment and which would give the 
33 the power to appoint, no matter when a vacancy occurred; 
ut that language was deliberately changed, and his power was 
limited to vacancies which occurred during a recess of t the legis- 
lature and was limited to the next meeting of the legislature. 
Now, why was that change made? 

The Senator from Massachusetts asked me if there could be an 
reason except that given by Mr. Madison, which was that it 
was to remove doubts as to the rights of Senators and Representa- 
tives to resign. I have a y to that. Let me ask two questions. 
Do Senators on the other side of this question maintain that the 
right of a Senator in this body to resign rests upon this clause of 
the Constitution? Do fy maintain that if that amendment pro- 
posed by Mr. Madison had not been adopted in one form or the 
other a Senator could not resign from this body? 

House of Representatives teresign? If theright to resign depends 

ouse o ves gn eright e; 
upon this clause of the Constitution, then the giving of it to the 
Senate is impliedly, at least, a refusal of it to the members of the 
House of Representatives, and this construction would force you 
to the position thata member of the other House could notresign. 

Mr. CARTER. I should like to cl og briefly to the Senator's 
question. The question as to why this line was inserted with 
reference to Senators and not with reference to the members of 
the House seems to admit of a clear answer. The Constitution 
was framed over a hundred years ago. It was framed in the light 


; | of the law as it was then understood in its ny rls to public 


officers and members of Parliament in Great Britain. It was be- 
lieved by Mr. Madison—it had been believed and had grown up as 
a practice in England—that the right did not exist in a member of 
Parliament after election to resign his place. 

That rule applied to officers in minor positions as well. It was 
not pro in the particular case that members of the Senate 
in the first instance might not rengu, nor was any word spoken 
in reference to resignations in the clause to which the committee 
on detail directed its attention, to wit, vacancies may be supplied 
by the executive until the next meeting of the legislature. But 
according to Mr. Madison’s testimony, when the committee on 
style un k to deal with that section they encountered the 

roposition whether the right would be in the Federal 
overnment for a Senator or a Representative, if you please, to 


resign at all. 

The recognition in one case would be tantamount to a recogni- 
tion in both cases. So I think it is clear that the construction 
must be in the light of conditions that existed at the time the in- 
strument was framed rather than in the light of a century of 
usage which has grown up in this country and has modified the 
common law and the common usuage of England in a hundred 
different 1 aside from this. 

Mr. TURLEY. I am familiar, from general reading, and espe- 
cially from reading the very instructive speech of the Senator from 
Wisconsin on this question in the Corbett case, with the history 
of the law in England on the right of members of Parliament to 
resi; They had to apply to be made masters of the hounds or 
of Chiltern A an office not consistent with being a 
member of Parliament. 

Mr. SPOONER. Steward. 

Mr. TURLEY. Steward, or whatever it is. But what I say is 
this: In the first place, the framers of the Constitution, in my 
ju: ent, were not really considering how a man could get out 
of office or how he could resign. The great question they had be- 
fore them was how to constitute the Senate and who it was that 
should fill these places. This expression of Mr. Madison is seized 
upon to give a totally different meaning to this clause from that 
which fo 5 by the o terms and words used in it. 

It is said that simply because suggested a doubt as to the 
power to resign, these words were put in, and hence it is that I 
ask the question, Do they maintain that the right of a Senator to 
resign depends on that? If they do, then I say again, in reply to 
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the Senator from Montana, that if the right to resign did not ex- 
ist, e y giving it to one is an implied withhol of it from 
the other on the theory of the old Latin maxim, expressio unius 


sap oi ona 3 bee ially passed ing that Senato: 

uppose an ac n especially saying rs 
might resign, or a special clause had been put in another part of 
the Constitution saying that the right of Senators to resign is 
hereby given them; would that give it to the members of the 
House of Representatives? On the contrary, by every rule of con- 
struction, it would exclude members of the House of Representa- 


ves. 

And now I come again to Mr. Madison. I say no matter what 
his ideas or views may have been, he was but one member of that 
Convention. Other members of that Convention may have voted 
for this clause because they saw that it meant what they wished 
to have enacted in the Constitution. Again, as to Mr. Madison, 
he was well skilled in all rules of construction. He knew howin- 
struments of this kind ought to be construed; and if he intended 
to remove this doubt as to the power to resign, he must have also 
intended that the language which he inserted should be governed 
by the ordinary rulesof construction and that the vacancies which 
could be filled must be those which were caused by refusal to ac- 
cept, resignation, or some other like cause, because the rule by 
which the word “ otherwise“ is limited by the previous 3 word 
applies more strongly to this amendment as fixed by Mr. Madison 
5 it does to the clause as we now have it, because he repeated 
two of the same causes—refusal to accept or by tion. He 
must have known and he must have intended that the only vacan- 
cies which a governor would have the right to fill were those of 
the like kind and like character as refusal to accept or resignation. 

But, Mr. President, it does seem to me, I repeat, a proposition 
which can not be got over that here this clause, as it came from the 
committee on detail, in apt language gave almost unlimited power 
of appointment; and the Convention deliberatel changed it when 
it came from the committee on style, and was.finally te by 
apg | the language so as to limit the power as we contend for 
it. y was not the language retained as by the com- 
mittee on detail? It would have been very easy to have done that. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator yea toa Teron 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, the ator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator whether, in his opinion, this 
clause was inserted in the Constitution with a view to securing a 
full membership in the Senate at all times or of preventing a full 
membership at any time? 

Mr. TURLEY. I think it was intended to secure a full mem- 
bership. I have already stated that. 

Mr.CARTER. Unquestionably. Then in that case, this being 
a debated and debatable question of construction, does not the 
public policy require that we should yield to the manifest purpose 
of the Convention in construing the language rather than resist 
the pu and attempt to defeat it by construction? 

Mr. TURLEY. I am glad the Senator asked me that question. 
I think public policy requires just exactly the opposite from what 
the Senator contends for. As I gather from his question, his idea 
is that this intention of keeping the Senate full should make us 
enlarge the governor’s power and give him the right to appoint, 
no matter how derelict the legislature were in the performance of 
their duty. Isay not. Isay, Mr. President, that it is better for 
the country that this Senate should have many vacant seats than 
that we should constantly have the 8 legislative con- 
tests which are becoming common over the land. 

I say it is far better for the welfare of our country and the 
safety of our Republic that every State be notified in language 
which can not be mistaken that its permanent representation in 
this body depends upon its selecting men to its legislatures who 
will do their duty, who will not be swayed by faction, by power, 
or by any other illegal or corrupt motive. It is far better that 
each State should understand that than that these things should 
be condoned by extending and pd ae the power of the gov- 
ernor. Let it once be understood, Mr. ent, that a vacanc 
of this kind, where the legislature has had an opportunity to 
it, will not be filled if the legislature fails to do its duty, and the 
legislatures will do their duty and will fill the places. 

r. CARTER. I will call the Senator's attention, with his per- 
mission, to a fact. 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. Since the decision of the Mantle case by the 
Senate more difficulty has originated in the attempt to elect Sena- 
tors than occurred within a generation prior to that time. So the 
panacea is not entirely adequate. 

Mr. PENROSE. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 


Mr. PENROSE. IftheSenator will permit meonthesame point, 
I should like to ask him whether he does not lose sight of the abso- 
lute inability of the legislature frequently to fill a vacancy by 


reason of the existence of three parties, all divided and fairly and 
conscientiously so, rendering it impossible that any one candidate 
can get a majority of the whole legislature, as required by the act 
of Congress of 1866? Is not that inability a matter which is not 
the fault of the legislature and not the fault of the people of the 
State, but a most unfortunate occurrence, which, however, brings 
about a vacancy? 8 

Mr. TU. Well, I will answer both the questions, 

I say to the Senator from Montana that, in my judgment, but 
for the adverse decisions in the Mantle case and the Corbett case 
we would have had many more instances of this sort than we have 
had. Isay another thing. The belief or the impression which 
probably prevails that this Senate is not going to decide this ques- 
tion as a constitutional and legal question, but is going to decide 
it according to its membership, according to who it is whois mak- 
ing application for a seat in this body, has greatly to do with these 
contests. Let it once be known that, no matter what occurs, this 
is not a party question, that it is not a political question, that it 
is a constitutional question, that we are judges, and that we are 
going to stand by our decision, and these contests will cease. 

Now, as to the three ies, it is a very rare thing. I can not 

a case where that happened, Probably it has happened; 
but if To will trace out the cases where legislatures have failed 
to elect, it is three ambitious candidates for office, frequently in 
one party, nearly always in one party. It is the rarest thing—I 
can not recall one case now—where an honest division on rated 
lines, with three or four parties in existence, has caused the legis- 
lature to fail to elect. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. RLEY. ni 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator explain how we can let it 
be known what our policy is? Since we have been at it over a 
hundred years and have varied the decision almost as often as we 
have had occasion to decide, and there is so much established on 
each side, I want to know how long it will take to get a line of 
decisions for sayooay tor t. 

Mr. TURLEY. Iam glad the Senator asked that question. If 
he will just bear with me a little while, I will show him, I think, 
that we have got a line of decisions right now which for 3 
five years has established a safe, reasonable, and proper principle 
in accordance with the ordinary meaning of the words used in 
this clause of the Constitution. 

Mr. BURROWS. An unbroken line. 

Mr. TURLEY. For seventy-five years, I will say; and when I 
come to the cases Iam going to take the time to go over them. 
It will not take very long, but when I come to the cases and when 
I finish with them the Senator from Nevada will see that for 
seventy-five years no man has ever been admitted to a seat in this 
Senate where the legislature either before the vacancy occurred 
had an opportunity to fill it or had an opportunity to fill it after 
the vacancy occurred. 

In not one anap instance since the Lanman case has a Senator 
been admitted here where either of those conditions existed, 
where the legislature had the right to fill the vacancy, if it was at 
the beginning of a term before tbe vacancy happened, or where 
after the vacancy happened it had the right to fill the term. Never 
under those circumstances a Senator been admitted since 
1825; and never in the history of the Government has a Senator 
ever been seated on this floor where the vacancy took place when 
the legislature was in session. 

If any Senator can point me toa single case, from the founda- 
tion of the Government up to this time, where that has occurred, 
I will give up this question. Never but once before was any ap- 
plication of that kind ever made, and that was in the Allen case, 
as I shall show directly; and there the vacancy occurred only nine 
days before the legislature adjourned. But he was refused his 
seat. In the case now under consideration the vacancy occurred, 
the legislature being in session. It remained in session sixty days 
thereafter. Now, never in all that time has—— 

Mr. SPOONER. The matter of time would not make any dif- 
ference, would it? 

Mr. TURLEY. Possibly it might. If a vacancy occurred the 
very last day of the session of the legislature, we might have a 
very interesting question here, one which I will say now is an 
abstract one, like the Senator from Wisconsin about this 
being an abstract one two years ago. It may become concrete 
some time. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly, 

Mr. PENROSE. Do I understand the Senator from Tennessee 
to state that there has never been in the history of the Senatea 
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case of a Senator being seated when appointed by the governor 
after the legislature had an opportunity to fill the term? 

Mr. TURLEY. Oh, I never said that. I said never since 1825. 
I said that there never had been a case where a Senator had been 
admitted when the vacancy occurred while the legislature was in 
session. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. In some States, of course, the duration of the 
term of the legislature is fixed by constitutional provision. If the 
legislature was to adjourn by constitutional limitation on the 4th 
day of March without electing a Senator, does the Senator say 
there would be no power in the governor to appoint? 

Mr. TURLEY. ell, I can have two answers to that. I do 
not know, of course. That is a bridge we shall cross if we get to 
it. But I was going to say this to the Senator frankly. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, it looks to me 
like a question of power, and Ido not see how that question of 

ower can depend on whether the legislature is in session two 
fave or thirty days after the vacancy occurs. The question, tomy 
mind, is, where the legislature happens to be in session when the 
vacancy occurs, but by constitutional limitation adjourns at the 
end of that day or at the end of the next day, whether the Senator 
would say that there is no power, under the Constitution, in the 
governor to pieu 

Mr. TURLEY. If you ask me what I say, I would say that 
there was no power to doit. What I meant to say was that I 
could see how a Senator would vote for the existence of a power 
in that kind of a case who would not do it in a case like this, and 
for this reason, that, as I construe these decisions, the cardinal prin- 
ciple, the great principle established in them, is that wherever the 
legislature has had the power and the opportunity to elect, then 
the governor has no power to appoint. 

It might very well be said that if the vacancy, by death or resig- 
nation, or whatever the cause is, occurred at the Tar last moment 
and qut before the legislature adjourned, the legislature in that 
case had never had the power to do it, and that the spirit of the 
Constitution was and is that the legislature must have an oppor- 
tunity and the power to doit. That isthe same principle which 
controlled the Senate in the Bell case. But that does not help this 
case. That does not bear on this case. It would be an exception. 
If I had my own way about it, or my owa view, I would construe 
it strictly, and I would not admit the power; but I can see how 
men could differ on that and say that it was within the general 
spirit of the Constitution. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 


nessee yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. V. Ves, sir. 
Mr. SPOONER. If it is not agreeable to my friend 


Mr. TURLEY. Oh, it is. Iam perfectly willing to yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says we should construe that 
clause of the Constitution strictly. 

Mr. TURLEY. Oh, I say I would do it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, what would be the Senator's construc- 
tion of the word meeting in the clause, the governor may ap- 
point until the next meeting of the legislature?” In its ordinary 
acceptation that would be until the assembling and organization 
of the legislature. 

Mr. TURLEY. I think, probably, if I had been in the Conven- 
tion I would have voted just that way. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then if the governor could not appoint while 
the legislature was in session there might be six months when 
there would be no Senator, although they might elect one before 
they adjourned. 

Mr. TURLEY. Oh, yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. And if the appointee by the governor, which 
of course is a temporary appointment, can only hold until the next 
meeting of the legislature, there might be in a great many States 
months where there would be no Senator, and yet before the legis- 
lature adjourned they would elect one. I call the attention of the 
Senator to the fact that the impossibility of placing the ordinary 
zonstruction upon that word (and itis not a word of technical 
meaning) required in the popular interests that the Senate long, 
long ago should resort to a fiction of law, which they did resort to 
in treating the session as an entirety, in treating it so that the last 
day meant until the meeting, in order to prevent an interregnum 
when there should be no Senator from the State. 

Mr. TURLEY. I 51 phair that. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If the Senator from Tennessee 
will suspend one moment, the Chair will lay before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 222) to provide a government for 
the Territory of Hawaii. i 

Mr.CULLOM. I do not desire to interrupt the Senator, bu. 


Mr. TURLEY. I will state to the Senator from Illinois that 
in going through these cases it will probably take me half an 
hour or th: uarters more. 


Mr. CULLO I simply ask that the unfinished business be 
9 laid aside. a 
r. TURLEY. No; I prefer to finish to-morrow. 


Mr. BURROWS. The Senator from Tennessee prefers to fin- 
ish to-morrow. 

Mr. TURLEY. I will let the Senator have the unfinished busi- 
ness taken up now. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator can suit his own pleasure, so far 
as that is concerned. 

Mr. TURLEY, I will retain the floor and resume it at the 
were of the routine business to-morrow morning, when I shall 

ish. 

Mr. HOAR. I shall object to its being temporarily laid aside. 
I ask unanimous consent that this matter be postponed until to- 
morrow and that the unfinished business be taken up. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts asks unanimous consent that the election case may be taken 
pp to-morrow morning immediately after the routine business. 
The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR. That it be postponed till then. 

TERRITORY OF HAWAIIL 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
tory of Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 5 of the bill, line 12—I have the most 
recent print—I offer an amendment, to come in after the word 
‘‘Naturalization ” and before the word“ section.“ I ask unani- 
mous consent to make a few amendments in connection with the 
bill, and this is the first I propose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent to present an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word! Naturalization,” in line 12, 
on page 5, insert ‘‘ Chapter 116—Bankruptcy.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the amend- 


ment will be d 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire, on page 8 of the bill, at the beginning 
of section 10, after the words“ t all,” to strike out the words 
obligations, contracts,” and by unanimous consent to strike out 
an amendment that was reported to that section and D 
which is not necessary in view of the latter one just offered. The 
first part of section 10 will then read; 

That all rights of action, suits at law, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent to offer an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word all,“ in line 2, page 8, strike 
out the words obligations, contracts, except contracts for labor 
entered into since August 12%, 1898;” so as to read: 

That all rights of action, suits at law and in equity, prosecutions, etc. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the amend- 


ment will be agreed to. 
Mr. NELSON, That is striking out an amendment we agreed 
to the other day. 


Flor CULLOM. It is included in the amendment which I desire 
offer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Isuggest to the Senator from Illinois in charge 
of the bill that the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] has 
had an amendment pending and is very much interested in this 
matter, and I think it is nothing but fair to him that he should be 
present and see what is being done. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am not reaching his amendment at all. I 
will reserve that. 

Mr. TELLER. What amendment is the Senator on now? 

Mr. CULLOM. In the same section; section 10, 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The tenth section, on page 8. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to change the amendment offered by 
res 5 from Massachusetts, adding a few words to it in the 

ight of— 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator read the language as he wants 
to have it inserted? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam going to send it to the desk. I desire to 
strike out the amendment on the ninth page, which is the last 
amendment to the section, and insert what I send to the desk. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do you mean to strike out the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CULLOM. - It is included in this amendment, and a few 
words added. The Secretary will please read it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY. Strike out the amendment at the end of sec- 
tion 10, page 9, and insert: 

That no suit or shall be maintained for the specific perform- 


proceeding 
ance of any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for personal labor 
or service, nor shall any remedy exist instituted solely or be enforced for 
breach of any such contract except in a civil suit or proceeding to recover 
damages for such breach. 
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Mr. fi I wish to say that that will not answer the pur- 
pose at all. è 
Mr. HOAR. No; there are other words, instituted for the sole 


se.” 
5 Mr. TELLER. As I understand the Senator from South Da- 
kota, I think he wants to present that matter. They have held 
that this is not a criminal proceeding, although they may senda 
man to jail for life. 
Mr. CULLOM. This amendment is to cover that sort of a case. 


It is to prevent that. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Let the amendment be read once 
more. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let it be again read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. HOAR. The clerks have it wrong or it has been handed to 
them wrong. ; 

Mr. CULLOM. I presume it was my fault. I thought I had it 
right. I ask the Senator from Massachasetts to dictate to the 
clerks just what he desires. 

Mr. HOAR. The words ‘‘instituted solely” should come after 
5 5 `; 

e PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
amendment as modified. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That no suit or procesgang shall be maintained for the specific perform- 
ance of any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for personal labor 


or service, nor shall any remedy exist or be enforced for of any such 
contract except in a civil suit or instituted solely torecover dam- 


ages for su 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment? The Chair hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Is that all right? 

Mr. CULLOM. That seems to cover all of it. Now, I desire 
to offer an amendment as part of section 14, to come in at the end 
of the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. At the bottom of page 9, insert, as a part of 
section 14, the following proviso: 

Provided, however, That the governor may, in his discretion, on 
days’ notice, order a special election before the first general election, if in h 
opinion the public interests shall require a special session of the legislature. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. In section 27, after the word ‘‘censure” in that 
brief section, I desire language a little different from the words 


ee in the bill. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
air. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 


The SECRETARY. In section 27, page 14, strike out the words 
“ suspension or expulsion” and insert the words: 
Or by a two-thirds vote suspend or expel a member. 


Mr. CULLOM. Those are the usual words used in such cases 
instead of the words that are found in the section. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there any objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the amendment is to. 

Mr. SPOONER. Lask the Senator if he thinks it right to limit 
the power of expulsion to disorderly behavior or neglect of duty? 

Mr. CULLOM. I was only correcting the words of the section 
as they stood in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Under that a man, of course, might become 
intoxicated and be offensive, or he might be insulting to the body, 
and you could expel him, or he might neglect his duty and you 
coul 881 him. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator will find enough in this 
bill giving power to the legislature over its membership, both in- 
side and out; I think that is all that occurs in the constitution of 
almost any State. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there any other provision in the bill giving 
power to each house to punish its members by expulsion? 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Why would it not be better to just take the 

ovision of the Constitution of the United States and let it cover 

isorderly conduct, or let it cover bribery, or any other dishonorable 
transaction which ought to unfit a man for membership in sucha 


body? 
: Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The language of the Constitu- 
tion is— 
Mr. SPOONER. The bill of particulars here is too narrow. 
Mr. CULLOM. Iam willing to add to those words, but I want 
to use that phrase instead of the words suspension or expulsion.” 
The words used in the bill seemed to be rather awkward. The 
Senator from Connecticut was about to read the language of the 
Constitution. 
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Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The language of the Constitu- 
tion is: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers — disorderly behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
@ member. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is this provision. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Not exactly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Very nearly. 

Mr. TELLER. You quahty it. You limit it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Youlimitit todisorderly behavior and neglect 
of duty, but that is not the limitation imposed by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

Mr.CULLOM. Howmuch broader is the provision of the Con- 
stitution of the United States? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Why not put in, in place of the 
section, just the provision of the Constitution of the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that would be better. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It reads: 

Each House may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish its mem- 
bers 8 behavior, and, with the concurrence of two-thirds, expel 
a mem. . 

Mr. CULLOM. That is pretty nearly this section. 

Mr. SPOONER. That leaves each body to determine what is 
or is not adequate cause for expulsion. It may be one thing or 


another. 
Mr. CULLOM. Send up the provision of the Constitution and 
let the clerks copy it. 


Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator who has 
this bill in charge that in these matters it would be a great deal 
better plan to follow the established language of the Constitution 
of the United States or of some of the States. They seem to have 
started out upon the theory that they were to haye something 
new in this bill. Now, this is new. Take the provision for pun- 
ishment; Ido not know—the legislature having punished a man— 
whether there will be any other power to punish him. I should 
say not, unless there is some provision for it. Now, take the 
twenty-eighth section: . 

That no member of the legislature shall be held to answer before any other 
po eo an any words uttered in the exercise of his legislative functions in 
e b 

Why not follow the language of the Constitution of the United 
States? The words here are new words. Nobody knows what 
they mean, and they require interpretation, while the others have 
been adjudicated, anà all know what they mean, 

Mr. CULLOM. The truth is, as a matter of fact, that we are 
borrowing the language of the constitution of Hawaii. 

Mr. TELLER. am not making any complaint about that, 
but we are required to approve of this peculiar language in the 
twenty-eighth section, the section which has just been before the 
Senate, and in one or two others. i 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment before the Senate is to the 
ee section. I ask the Secretary to read the amend- 
men 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 27, on page 
on page 14, and to insert: 

Each house may determine the rules of its proceedings, punish j= 
bers for disorderly behavior, and, with the . a. 
expel a member. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment stri cing out section 27 and inserting as a substitute what 
has just been read. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I should like to suggest to the Senator 
from Illinois that we substitute the language of the Constitution 
of the United States for that contained in the twenty-eighth sec- 
tion of the bill. We all know what the language of the Constitu- 
tion means, and the people of Hawaii will know what it means. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let us pass over that for the present. 

I desire to amend in section 54, by striking out, beginning in 
line 9, after the word “bills.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is ee to amend, on page 21, section 
54, after the word bills,“ in line 9, by striking out: 

And until the legislature shall have acted the treasurer may, with the ad- 


vice of the governor, make such payments, for which p the sums 
appropria in the last appropriation bill shall be deemed to have been 
reappropriated. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 26, in section 62, after the word ‘‘rep- 
resentatives,” in line 12, I move to strike out all the remainder of 
the section. 

The PRESIDENT pre tempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend, on page 26, section 


62, line 12, after the word ‘‘ representatives,” by striking out: 
And, in addition thereto, he shall own and be in his own right of 


real property in the Territory of the value of not less than $1,000, and upon 
which legal taxes shall have been paid on that valuation for the year next 
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preceiieg the onein which such person offers to r or shall have actu- 
— abe ved a money income of not less than $600 during the year next pre- 
the Ist day of April next preceding the date of each registration. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire those words stricken ont. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Havethecommittee agreed to that? 
1 CULLOM, Iam making that motion on my own responsi- 

ility. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I have been one of those Senators 
who thought it was better to maintain the property qualification 
as aright to vote for senators, and I hope it will not be stricken out. 

Mr. TILLMAN. What is the amendment now proposent 

Mr. CULLOM. It is to strike out the property qualification for 
voters, so that those voting for members of the house and senate 
will simply be required to have the educational qualification, proper 
age, and so forth. 

Mr. TILLMAN. You have the same qualification for voters for 
both the members of the senate and the house of representatives? 

Mr, CULLOM. Yes. The section will then read: 


Sec, 62. That in order to be qualified to vote for senators a person must 


. all the qualifications and be subject to all the conditions required by 


act of voters for representatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom]. 
Those in favor of the amendment will say ‘‘aye.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Please waita moment, Mr. President. I wish 
to su t to the Senator that this question of 8 for 
the 8 having been discussed somewhat at on Satur- 
day, I felt called upon to submit a substitute for this whole pro- 
vision. I did not do that in any spirit of bravado, or for the pur- 

of exploiting the system we have in our own State of South 
lina, but for the purpose of haying the com made as be- 
tween the methods used in the South, in my State precy, for 
the suppression, if you choose to use that term, of illiterate 
black vote, and to show how far we went or felt willing to go, 
and how much we failed of going as far as this bill p to go. 

Since the proposition is made to strike out the property qualifi- 
cation, I should at least like to get a vote on the amendment I of- 
fered for this reason: There is no provision in this bill for regis- 
tration, except by indirection. The words are mentioned in the 
bill in two or three places, that men must register and that theg 
are to have certain qualifications in order to register; but sti 
there is no provision parner directing a new registration be- 
fore the government of Hawaii shall begin to operate, or rather 
before it shall take this new form. I think it very essential to 
ha the sense of that people to let the new Territorial govern- 
ment n under a new registration and the election of a new 
legislature, so that we shall have the sense of the electors in the 
laws which they will enact. 

There is a provision of the bill limiting the registration to 1902, 
I think—that is, no registration shall be had before 1902 

Mr. CULLOM. Nineteen hundred and three. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Nineteen hundred and three. Well, I see no 
reason for that. I will call the Senator’s attention to this fact, 
that in the House GE GRT 

Mr. CULLOM. the Senator will allow me, we are very anx- 


ious to get this bill through. 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will not be obstructed by me in 


any undue manner, but I want to have a vote on the South Caro- 
lina suffrage clause as contradistinguished to the amendment 
which the committee have brought in to the bill as it came from 
the committee. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection. 

Mr. TILLMAN, If you will give me a yea-and-nay vote, I shall 
be satisfied, after I have explained my amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will permit me, the Senator 
from Illinois has just said that he has no objection to his having 
such a vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I want to call the attention of the Senate to 
the fact that in a general election held in February, 1892, the last 
held under the monarchy before Liliuokalani was called on to 
8 down and out and the marines of the United States were 
ca. in to assist in upsetting the kingdom, the vote as registered 
was 14,217, com as follows: Hawaiians, 9,931; Americans, 
670; British, 572; Germans, 399; Portuguese, 2,232; Norwegians, 
86; Swedes 26, and others, 301. After the overthrow of the mon- 
archy, the conditions required by the so-called republic were that 
no one should be eligible to register and vote unless he had taken 
23 of allegiance to the republic, and the vote was registered 
as follows: 

Registered vote for constitutional convention of May, 1894, na- 
tives and half -castes 745, Hawaiians, foreign born, 184, Americans 
577, British 338, Germans 226, Portuguese 1,572, others 210, a total 


of 3,852. We see, then, that the electorate has been reduced from 
14,217to 3,852. But, Mr. President, in the last election, Septem- 
ber, 1897, four years after the government of the so-called republic 

ina e vote was as follows: Hawaiians 
tish 247, Germans 189, Portuguese 612, 


was ugurated, 


th 
1,126, Americans 409, 


Norwegians 26, others 84, total 2,693 voters, constituting the so- 
called republic of Hawaii, a reduction of the electorate from 
14,217 down to less than one-sixth. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator if that 
was for members of the senate? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Lam giving the report of the House members 
of the Committee on Territories in support of the bill which they 
have submitted, and I am submitting these facts as having been 
set forth in that report. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As to what the present conditions of suffrage 
are I do not know. I presume the Senator from Illinois [Mr, 
CULLOM] can tell us. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask the Senator if those 
voters are not simply those who can vote for members of the 
house, and if that is the number that can also vote for members 
of the senate? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can not answer that unless some one will 
tell me whether there has ever been a property qualification here- 
2 in those islands—in this glorious republic for voting for 
senators. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Under the republic there was a pro 
qualification for senators about the same as that provided by the 
pending bill as it was reported here; but the qualifications for vot- 
ing for members of the house were the same as in this bill under 
the so-called republic. I wish to know whether the list of voters 
which the Senator has read is the list of voters who could vote for 
house members or for senate members? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam unable to answer you. I am only giving 
the figures I find here of the ered voters under the monarchy 
and under the so-called republic, and calling attention to the fact 
that whereas the constitution which was ed by those who 
overthrew the monarchy, recognized 3,852 a as qualified to 
vote, at the last election there were only 2,693, and those 2.693 
voters were the men who passed the qualifying resolution ceding 
their territory to the United States. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. TILLMAN, With pleasure. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator if the paper he has there 
shows how many of those English, , and Portuguese peo- 
ple who voted are citizens of the United States or have taken any 
steps to become citizens of the United States? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Well, you are asking me too many conun- 
drums. There are so man own quantities in this Hawaiian 
bill and in all things pertaining to Hawaii that I have not been 
able to discover; and I will have to ask the Senator from Alabama 
a e or the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], or the 

nator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] to answer your question; I 
can not. 

Mr. LINDSAY. I asked the question because my recollection 
is that many people voted under the Hawaiian constitution who 
were not naturalized citizens of the government of Hawaii at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN, They had registered under the Hawaiian 


aws. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Yes; but they were American citizens or Ger- 
man subjects. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That only accentuates the point I am trying 
to make, which is that this electorate as now composed is so small, 
there have been so many votes suppressed, and there is such an 
absolute condition of an oligarchy having possession of those 
islands, that I want to call attention to the fact that there ap 
to be here a largely reduced electoral vote or limitation of suf- 
frage, and so far as the senate is concerned there will be less than 
2,693 men to vote for senators. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me a word? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. CULLOM. I thought if we took out from the bill the prop- 
erty qualification and relieved the people of the islands from the 
prohibition to vote because the gh je not own property, we 
would settle the question of whether there would be an oligarchy 


there or whether there would be any di ition on the part of 


Congress or pagina & else to interfere with those people in their 
right to vote on the basis of intelligence. I ho t my distin- 
guished friend from South Carolina, as the bill is now about what 


we want on that score, and what he asks for, will let it gotoa 
vote. 

But to answer the Senator to the best of my ability, I will say 
that with all the information I have got—and this I have stated 
before—the estimate of the qualified voters under this bill, with 
the property qualification out, would be: Hawaiians, or part Ha- 
waiians, 10,000; Por ese, 2,300; Americans and Europeans, 
3,000; but whether the British and Germans, if you please, will 
be content, when this bill is passed and the islands become in fact 
a part of the United States and under United States laws, to be- 
come naturalized citizens and stay there and vote, I do not know, 
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and I do not think anybody else does. We can only find that out 
by trying them. : 
Mr. TILLMAN. I still insist, Mr. President, that the South 
Carolina suffrage regulations are much moreliberal than those in 
.this bill, inasmuch as we only require an educational qualifica- 
tion, and enlarge that by allowing illiterates, who do not know 
how to read or write, but who pay taxes on $300 worth of prop- 
erty, to vote also; and I contend that Senators can not, with any 
degree of fairness and consistency, get up here and attack my 
State for having suppressed the negro yote unconstitutionally and 
unduly, and in a mean, dishonest way turn around and enact a 
rovision in the act creating the Territory of Hawaii which is less 

beral than we have enacted. h 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed, I have not myself said a 
word about the Senator's State. k 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ihope the Senator does not think I am aim- 
ing any personal shaft at him. Ihave no personal ax to grind in 
this matter. Iam only standing here to advertise the fact that 
the Stateof South Carolina has disfranchised all of the colored race 
that it could under the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amend- 
ments. We have done our level best; we have scratched our 
heads to find out how we could eliminate the last one of them, 
and we would have done it if we could, but we could not under 
the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments, 

Mr. CULLOM, We understand that perfectly well. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then why are we twitted with the suppres- 
sion of the vote? Why are we sneered at and abused and called 
cheaters, ballot-box stuffers, and all that sort of thing? 

Mr. CULLOM. Nobody is doing it that I know of, 

Mr. TILLMAN. You did do it once, and it was insinuated here 
on Saturday: and I do not like it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not like it myself. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator acknowledge that he him- 
self is ashamed of having had those slurs cast upon South Carolina? 

Mr. CULLOM. Isay I do not like the treatment of the colored 
people in that State. 7 

. TILLMAN. Why are you not treating the Kanakas just 
as liberally as we are treating the colored people? Why are you 
treating them worse than we treat the ne; ? 

Mr. CULLOM. We are giving them all the right to vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Indeed you are not. You are giving it only 
to those who can read and write. just as we give it the colored 
people in our State, and in addition to that, if the negro has been 

ciently forehanded and industrious to gather $300 worth of 
7 7 7 5 together, his vote goes along with the property, giving 

im the right to vote for those who are to govern him. 

You deny the Kanakas that privilege, and I ask you to give it 
to them and to the Portuguese. There will be lots of poor devils 
of Americans over there, possibly, who can not read and write, 
and who will be debarred the right of suffrage under this bill. If, 
however, you will accept the South Carolina provision and ap- 
point registration officers who will use the ‘‘understanding clause” 
and rush them through—that elastic provision which exists in 
Mississippi—yon may be able to register the white men there just 
as wehave done. Does anybody object to that? 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, was that qualification in re- 
gard to property industriously inserted in the South Carolina 
constitution in order to safeguard the rights of negroes to vote 


who N 5 to have 8300 
Mr. TILLMAN. It was not put there to dee pe the rights of 
any man, but was intended for the colored people, simply because 


we could let the whites there register anyhow under the “ under- 

standing clause.” We have got some little conscience down there 

about the negroes, Senators, though you do not seem to think so; 

but we have got more than you have for the Kanakas and Portu- 

free: I — asking you to acknowledge that, and let us alone. 
is all. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I shall vote for this amend- 
ment. Iam rather sorry that the Senator from South Carolina 
constantly insists upon our engaging here upon a discussion as to 
the South Carolina constitution and the question of negro suffrage 
in the South. We discussed that subject a great deal years ago, 
and many of us have opinions about it now which do not coincide 
with his. We have none of us been anxious to raise any sectiomil 
questions or to have any sectional discussion. Ihave always sup- 
posed the Senators from the South, especially in view of some 
things which have happened within a year, would be glad that 
none of us feel inclined to discuss those questions. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please to particularize and 


specify? 

Mr. SPOONER. I can . If the Senator wants debate 
upon this subject, when this bill shall have passed he can have it, 
If he wants to repeat his denunciations of the act of Congress 
giving colored men the right to vote, whether it was wise or 
unwise as matter of policy, an infamous crime—which I deny, in 
the light of the history of that day—he can have it. 

Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. SPOO! 
place for it, and I doubt if the Senator is not 


NER. But I think this is not the time for it nor the 


uliar among all 
the Senators who represent the South here in desiring to discuss 
it. You are making your own constitution; South Carolina is 
enforcing her own laws. Iam not saying that she has departed 
from the fourteenth amendment in doing so, and I do not care, 
for one, to discuss that now. 

The Senator has said that they have sedulously attempted to 
exclude the negro vote; he has repeated that many times. We all 
know it. They do it now by a constitutional provision. They 
did not do it 3 a constitutional provision. 

Mr. TILLMAN. e could not. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is a matter which is in the past. It is a 
disagreeable past; it is not a pleasant thing nor perhaps a profit- 
able thing for us now to discuss. We have all been glad that the 
time has come in the history of this country when there is so little 
of sectional animosity and so little of sectional questions to be 
debated in the Senate, and I am not a little surprised, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it should rest with a Southern Senator to constantly pro- 
trude or interject this question into the Senate. 

I am not complaining of the Senator from South Carolina. I 
like him; I admire his frank, manly, and direct methods; I recog- 
nize his ability. I may be mentally dull, but I am unable to see 
how the question of South Carolina’s action in relation to the suf- 
frage is involved in this Hawaiian bill. 

. TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me to enlighten him? 

Mr.SPOONER. This is a proposition to confer suffrage by the 
laws of the United States upon the people of Hawaii. It is not a 
proposition at all to disfranchise those who already have the right 
to vote, and I should suppose the Senator from South Carolina 
would be glad—I am, at least—that the Senator having this bill 


in charge offers this amendment. 
I do not like the property qualification. I do not like a prop- 
erty qualification. There is philosophy and reason, Mr. — 


dent, oftentimes in an educational qualification, but there is noth- 
ing of manhood suffrage in a property qualification. It may well 
be said that in some parts of the country men only should vote 
who are able to read and write. It can hardly be maintained 
that a man should be permitted to vote who can not read and 
write, but happens to own so much property. Manhood suffrage 
is one 2 ollar suffrage is another. 

I do not know what will be the policy of the United States—the 
compulsory policy of the United States—in dealing generally with 
this question in what are called the island possessions.” It is a 
new question to us; there are new conditions; there are different 
people from any with whom we have had to deal before. But one 
thing stands out plain here as to Hawaii—admitted here as to 
Hawaii—and that is that the natives there, who will vote under 
this bill as it is proposed to amend it, are men who can read and 
write; they were born there; that was their kingdom when it was 
a kingdom; it was their republic when it was a republic. It is a 

of this country now, Mr. President; and I shall not vote, if 
can help it, for any proposition which gives intelligent men no 
* to vote unless, in addition to intelligence, they own 233 
y friend from South Carolina must pardon me. I am not 
reading him any lecture; I am not quarreling with him. I 
clearly recognize the difficulties of the situation of his people. I 
recognized it long ago; but with all he can say there is a wrong 
down there yet to be righted, and it does not impeach in any way, 
either, the thought in my mind the right of South Carolina under 
the constitutional amendments to disfranchise in a uniform and 
constitutional way those whom she thinks the public interests 
require should be disfranchised. But I do not wish to enter into 
that question now. I hope we can get along without entering 
into it at all. Iam tired of these questions. We laid aside the 
bloody shirt. Why can not the Senator? Why not let the past, 
so far as we can as honorable men do it, bury its own dead? 

I shall vote for the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Illinois. I shall not vote to base the privilege of any man to vote 
upon the ownership of property. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, my sole purpose in bringing 
up this issue is to make it perfectly plain that the Republican 
party of to-day is not the Republican party of thirty-five years 
ago. The Senator from Wisconsin, who is one of the broadest 
and most liberal minded men in this Chamber, and a man whom 
I like personally as well as any other—he shall not outdo me in 
complimentary personal allusions, because he can not—says that 
there is no sectionalism left, that the bloody shirt has been buried, 
and that he and others are willing to leave it in its grave. 

Mr. SPOONER, We have buried it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let us see about that. I have introduced a 
bill, which was referred to the Pension Committee, asking that 
section 4716 of the Revised Statutes, which declares in terms tkat 
no man who gaye aid or comfort to the rebellion, or anybody ecn- 
nected with him, either as father or as child, shall be pensioned. 
That statute stands on your books, and is to-day a bar against men 
who have served in the recent war and who have fought under the 
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flag. If sectionalism is dead, why does not that committee bring 
in that bill here with a fayorable report and let us strike the act 
from the statutes? If the war is not over 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TILLMAN I hope the Senator from New Hampshire does 
not su ppoe I am attempting to bulldoze him or his committee. 
Iw not have alluded to this, but I have been c with 
waving the bloody shirt, when you have on your statute books an 
act which says that Confederate soldiers or anybody connected 
with or kin to them shall not draw a pension; and still you know 
that the Southern people are paying forty millions a year pension 
tribute to the men who conquered them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator will permit me. I am not 
exercised about my being bulldozed or my committee being bull- 
dozed, but I hope the Senator will restrain his soul in p ience. 
That bill came to our committee a little while ago. e have 
fifteen hundred private pension bills and forty-eight general pen- 
sion bills. We are doing the best we can with them. We are 
working days and nights and Sundays over them, I have tried 
to take care of some of the Senator's bills. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator has been very kind and cour- 


ous. 

Mr. GALLINGER. This bill is being considered by the com- 
mittee, and in due time a report will be made on it. Whether it 
will be favorable or unfavorable depends upon circumstances, but 
the Senator shall have his day in court on that bill. It will have 
fair consideration. I will guarantee the Senator that. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I thank the Senator. I did not expect any- 
thing less than that, but for the purposes of my argument, in this 
. way of resurrecting the bloody shirt for a few moments 

fore we finally lay it 8 I want to call attention to 
the remarkable change that come over the spirit of the dream 
of the Republicans; toremind you gentlemen from the North 
that your slogans of the past—brotherhood of man and the father- 
hood of God—have gone glimmering down the ages. The brother- 
hood of man exists no longer, because you shoot negroes in lli- 
nois, when they come in competition with your labor, as we shoot 
them in South Carolina when they come in competition with us in 
the matter of elections, You do not love them any better than 
wedo. You used to pretend that you did, but you no longer pre- 
tend it, except to get their votes. That is what I am trying to 
bring out here prominently and accent it as far as Iam able in 
sg, es way. 

ou deal with the Filipinos just as we deal with the negroes, 
only you treat them a heap worse. You deal with the Puerto 
Ricans, or you propose to deal with the Puerto Ricans, just as we 
deal with the negroes, only you treat thema heap worse. Isimply 
want to remind you gentlemen that you are under bond to your 
consciences and your past record to do certain things, and if it be 
said that it does not lie in my mouth, as a man from the South 
to stand up here and proclaim that, that we do not do it, and 
that therefore I am a hypocrite in my prerese of endeavoring to 
have these colored races treated right, I will tell you that this is 
the difference: We of the South have never made any pretense of 
considering the negroes our equalsor as being fit for 9 We 
fought to keep themsla ves and protested against their enfranchise- 
ment. Youof the North contended that they were equal to white 
men and should have all the rights of citizens, and you framed the 
three amendments to carry it into effect. There is no inconsist- 
ency in our reminding you of these things and calling attention 
to your 3 ok attitude toward the colored races. Lou have 
changed; we have not, except on the subject of slavery. No one 
in the South would consent to its restoration. 

In the past I and those whom I represent have felt constrained 
to do certain things because of reconstruction devilment 
which we were not willing to do, but we were forced to do. I 
would not have brought this matter up if the Senator from Col- 
orado had not twitted me the other evening with . the 
colored vote, even at this late day, when any man who wants to 
inform himself can see that the negro can register if he can com- 
pryn the constitution of South Carolina just as freely as any- 

else, and can vote just as freely, and have his vote counted. 

e Senator from Wisconsin said a while ago that thethirteenth, 
fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments and the reconstruction acts 
were passed under duress and under the dictates of conscience, 
I do not doubt that. I do not doubt that those who voted for the 
amendments and the reconstruction acts felt constrained to do it 
for their sense of obligation to the ex-slaves. Possibly it was 
necessary to doit. I want to call the attention of Senators, and 


of the ia Ta 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Lou said so a moment ago. I misunderstood 


von if PAS did not. 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that the amendments were passed 
under duress, 


Mr. TILLMAN. No? They were passed under duress, how- 
ever, because we in the South were forced to swallow them in or- 
der to get backintothe Union. Otherwise theamendments would 
not have received the two-thirds vote. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not object to the Senator saying they 
were passed under duress. What I object to is his imputing that 
remark to me. I did not say that, or I do not think I did. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I did not intend to misquote the Senator in the 
slightest degree—— 

r. SPOONER. I know that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And I do not propose to misrepresent him. 

Mr. SPOONER, I know that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood you to say that if I wanted to 
bring up the whole issue and debate it as to the advisability or ne- 
cessity of the thirteenth, fourteenth, and fifteenth amendments, 
you were ready to do it. I donot want to doit. Iam willing 
and ready to let the dead past bury its dead if yor will bury it 
and let it alone and let us alone. That is what I propose. But 
you will not let us alone. You are continually bringing the race 
issue into every kind of proposition, to sneer at and abuse the 
Southern 55 

Mr. SP R. The trouble with the Senator from South 
Carolina is that he will not let us let him alone. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. An honest confession is good for the soul, and 
when I get gentlemen in a position where I have them on one or 
the other prongs of a dilemma—on the prongs of my pitchfork— 
I do not care which side they take, and I have got them right 
there. I like to drive it home to you, do you know? [Laughter.] 
You either were in error in regard to the colored races then or 
you are wrong now. You may be honest in both cases, because 
you have learned something; but if you have learned, why doyou 
not acknowledge it? That is all I am aaria 

Do you realize the difficulties under which the Southern people 
labor? Do you recognize the fact that the colored race, even 
when it has been educated to a limited degree, is still unfit for 
suffrage, for the simple reason that the negroes do not possess 
that moral character and that moral fiber which are necessary to 

ood citizenship? Even when in some degree equal to that of the 
ower strata of whites they are still not fit to vote, for this reason: 
They are always led off by their preachers and others; they are the 
natural prey of the demagogues, and snog are bribable, whether 
they have the franchise by virtue of intelligence or of manhood 


suffrage. 

Mr. FORAKER, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator from South Carolina 
had concluded. I wanted to ask to have a document printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN, The Senator must be very anxious for me to 
get through, He must not like this. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TILLMAN, [I yield. p 

Mr. FORAKER, I think I like it as well as payas else in the 
Chamber. If there is any comfort to the Senator in that remark, 
he is entirely welcome to it. 

Mr. TILL It is a very nice compliment, considering that 
you havea very large Republican majority here and that very few 
of you seem to be willing to take up the gage I have thrown down, 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr, TILLMAN, I yield with pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. I would not have interrupted the Senator, 
but [ thought he was about to take his seat. 

Mr. President, I present a letter from Mr. Carlos Soler, together 
with a petition for the adoption of certain changes in the by-laws 
of the Banco Espafiol de Puerto Rico. I move that the letter and 
accompanying papers be printed as a document and referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have only a few more words to say and then 
I will let the Senate vote on this proposition. 

I have exhumed the bloody shirt for a brief moment and am 
waving it like a red flag to a bull and the latter will not fight or 
budge, and I will call the attention of my friends from the North— 
I have a great many on that side, I am proud to say—to the fact 
that they do not know yet, and never will know until they come 
South and live with us, just what we have had tocontend a t 
and just what we have to contend against even now. They do not 
realize it; they can not realize it; and it is for the purpose of try- 
ing to have them study this question of race a little more and 
e E that I have attempted, in my feeble way, to intrude on 
this y for the brief remarks I have made on this subject. 

I will tell you, while I am talking about negro suffrage, why 
they are so dangerous as voters. In any State where the whites 
divide—and they have divided in every Southern State except 
mine and Mississippi—into Populists and Democrats the negro 
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has been the balance of power, through which one side or the other 
has controlled the elections by means of bribery, for the negro 
voter was a purchasable one. x 

Therefore we have been confronted by the condition of a large, 
ignorant debased vote, thrust upon us by the fourteenth and fif- 
teenth amendments. Other States, not so peculiarly situated as 
mine, have retained that negro vote. They have taken no steps 
looking to its elimination by educational qualification or any other 


system. That vote to-day stands as a menace to the freedom, to 
the purity of the ballot box, to the purity and honesty of elec- 
tions, to the decency of government, and it is there forever until 


there is a constitutional provision made here which will relieve us 
from it. 

I should be glad to see an education qualification throughout 
the North. I believe no man is fit to be an elector unless he is 
able to read and write and understand something about govern- 
ment and its t principles. But who ho to see that? No 
party at the North will dare to undertake to limit suffrage in that 
way, because it would mean at the first election that the vote 
which they dread would go to the other party and they would be 
beaten, and the demagogues in both parties would plead that you 
must have equality of manhood without regard to patriotism or 
intelligence or decency or ability or any other q cation which 
makes a man fit to vote. 

You gentlemen are face to face with a problem here in the gov- 
ernment of these new islands which should make you pause, 
whether itdoes or not. You have committed yourself to the doc- 
trine of the equality of man. You have brought this country to 
it through blood, and the lives of half a million men were lost to 
test it; millions of treasure were spent to test it, and yet, in thirty 
years, have you reached any solution? No. You yourselves are 
unwilling to pompi to give these people any modicum of self- 

overnment or the least possible say so in it; and yet to-day we 
ve men in the North, men in this Chamber, men in the other 
House, who never omit an opportunity to charge the Southern 
2 with unfairness and dishonesty and ballot-box stuffing and 
aud and force. 

Let me tell you how we were situated in our State. We hada 
hundred and twenty-five thousand negroes of voting age and we 
had a hundred thousand whites. Now, can you lift yourselves 
over the fence with your boot a and beat that by honest 
methods? Yet you stood up here and insisted that we must give 
these people a free vote and a fair count.” They had it for 
eight years, as long as the bayonets stood there, and in 1876 they 
sent more bayonets, because we had got the devil in us by that 
time and we did not care whether we had any government. We 
preferred to have a United States Army officer rather than a gov- 
ernment by carpetbaggers and thieves and scallywags and scoun- 
drels, who had stolen everything in sight and had mortgaged pos- 
terity; who had run their felonious paws into the pockets of pos- 
terity by issuing bonds. 

When that happened, we took the government away. We 
stuffed ballot boxes. We shot them. e are not ashamed of it. 
The Senator from Wisconsin would have done the same thing. I 
see it in his eye right now. He would have done it. With that 
system—force, tissue ballots, and so forth—we got tired ourselves. 
So we called a constitutional convention, and we eliminated, as I 
said, all of the colored people whom we could under the fourteenth 
and fifteenth amendments. 

You gentlemen say you are satisfied with that. If you are satis- 
fied we are; but don't any of you get up here any more and twit 
me with South Carolina su pressing the colored vote, because we 
are all Democrats and voted in the primaries in August, but when 
the election comes we do not turn out. I wish the Senator from 
Colorado [Mr. WoLcorr] was here. He Songas this matter up. 
He illustrated a point, I suppose, or thought he was illustrating 
it, by the paucity of our vote. He is not here. I had a rodin 
pickle for him, but I do not care to strike him in his absence. I 
think I will leave the matter alone for wee prenont, and if nobody 
again bothers my State, I will bother nobody. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from IIlinois asks 
unanimous consent for the consideration of an amendment, which 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word representatives,“ in line 11, 
section 62, page 26, it is proposed to strike out the remainder of 
the section. : 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be agreed 


to, if there be no objection. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I object. I would rather that 
there should be a vote. 
Mr. CULLOM. Lask for a vote, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore proceeded to put the question. 
ma CULLOM. I hope the Senate will vote on this amend- 
ment. 
Mr. SPOONER. What isit? 


Mr. CULLOM. To strike out the property clause. 
Mr. TELLER, What is it? 


Mr. CULLOM. It strikes out the property clause. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to have the yeas and nays. 
us see whois willing to limit suffrage to those owning a 
dollars’ worth of real estate. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The proposed amendment will 
be once more stated to the Senate. 

The Secretary. After the word ‘‘representatives,” in line 11, 
on page 26, section 62, it is proposed to strike out the following: 

And, in addition thereto, he shall own and be possessed in his own right 
of real property in the Territory of the value of not less than $1,000, and upon 
which le; taxes shall have been paid on that valuation for the year next 
peoveding the one in which such person offers to register; or shall have actu- 
ally received a money income of not less than $600 during the year next pre- 
coding the Ist day of. April next preceding the date of each registration. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agresing to 
the amendment, which has been stated, upon which the Senator 
from South Carolina demands the yeas and nays. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishould like to hear the words that are to be 
stricken out. 

The PRESIDENT peo tempore. What has been read just this 
moment is to be stricken out. 

Mr. TELLER. The whole section? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The whole section? 

Mr. CULLOM. e whole section, with the exception of what 
I will now read, by leave of the Senate: 

SEC. 62. That in order to be qualified to vote for senators a person must 
panee all the qualifications and be subject to all the conditions required by 

act of voters for representatives. K 

The remainder of the section goes out. 

Mr. BATE. Pardon me. What are the qualifications of repre- 
sentatives? 

Mr. CULLOM. Intelligence—ability to speak, read, and write 
the English language. 

Mr. BATE. ere is no property qualification? 

Mr. CULLOM. None whatever. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In the House bill there is a provision which 
describes the qualifications for electors for both houses without 
having one for the house and another for the senate. It is much 
simpler. That can be arranged in conference, however. 

r. CULLOM. It is as simple as it can be. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina ask for the yeas and nays? 

Mr. TILLMAN, I should like to see who in this House will 
vote fo a property qualification, if the Senate will give me that 
privilege. 

Mr. BATE. Ido not understand this to be a property qualifi- 
cation, but the reverse of it. Iam against the popa qualifica- 
tion. Iam rather extreme in this regard. I believe a man should 
have a right to vote if he can be made to muster or if he can be 
forced to sit on a jury ox to work on a road against his will or be 
drafted in the Army. That is the man we look to, and I believe 
he should have a right to vote. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois, upon which 
the yeas and nays are demand: 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded to 
call the roll. 

Mr. CLAY (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. If he were 
present, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). I am paired with the 
junior Senator from Arkansas [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. MCBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MONEY]. As he is 
not present, I withhold my vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. PRITCHARD]. Iam 
sure he would vote yea” if he were here, and Iwill vote. I vote 


“yea,” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. GEAR]. 

Mr. PENROSE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Delaware [Mr. KENNEY], who is ab- 
sent. If he were present, I should vote “yea.” 

Mr. QUARLES (when his name was called). Ihave a general 
pez with the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]. If he were 

ere, I should vote yea.“ 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], who is 
absent from the Chamber. I am told that if present he would 
vote “yea.” I will therefore vote. I vote yea.“ 

Mr. TALIAFERRO (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 

Mr. THURSTON (when his name was called). My colleague 


Let 
ousand 


per ALLEN] is absent in the West on important matters, and 

uring his absence I am paired with him generally; but I am 

satisfied he would vote“ 7a * on this motion, and 1 will therefore 
will vote. I vote yea.“ 


exercise my privilege an 
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Mr. BATE (when Mr. TuRLEyY’s name was called). 
league [Mr. TURLEY] is in attendance upon the Committee on 
5 Elections. If he were here, he would vote “ yea.” 


My col- 


T (when his name was called). Iam paired with the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. I donot think he has 
voted. I believe, however, he would vote yea.“ Iwill vote. I 


vote t ea.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I am paired with 
the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TURNER]. I do not 
know how he would vote. If I were at liberty to vote, I should 
vote yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. McMILLAN, I am with the Senator from Ken- 
tucky [Mr. LIN DSA XJ. As he has not voted I will withhold my 


vote. 

Mr. PETTUS. Ihavea general pair with the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar]. I do not know whether or not 
he has voted. 2 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
The mene f is informed that the Senator from Massachusetts has 
not vot 

Mr. PETTUS. ThenImustnotvote. If Ihad the right to vote, 
I should vote yea.“ 

The result was announced—yeas 39, nays T; as follows: 


YEAS—39. 

Foraker, McCumber, Simon, 
Bacon, Foster, Mc Spooner, 
Bate, Gallinger, Stewart, 
Carter, Hanna, M Sullivan, 
Chil Hansbrough, Per 

Hawle; Pettigrew, Thurston, 
Cullom, Heitfeld, Platt, N. N. 
Debos, Kyle Rose, Wothore. 
Fairbanks, eComas, Sewell, 

NAYS—L 
Platt, Conn. 
NOT VOTING—46. 

Culberson, Lindsay, Proctor, 
Allen, 8 
Baker. Depew, 12 od — a 
Beveridge, Frye, Mo x Taliaferro, 
Burrows, Gear, ory, Turley, 
Butler, Sa Money, Tarnen 

3 Hoar, Nelson, Wellington, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Ark. Penrose, Wolco 
Clark, Wyo. Jones, Nev. Pettus, 
1. Kenney. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, Noquorum has voted. The Sec- 

retary will call the roll. 


Mr, CLAY. I will vote to make a quorum, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Call the roll. 

Mr. CULLOM. Call the roll. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will inform the Sena- 
tor from Georgia that it is too late now. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Bacon, Fairbanks, McCumber, Scot 
Bate, Foraker, McLaurin, Sew: 
Butler, Foster, Shoup, 
Carter, e, Simon, 
Chilton. P, Mason, apenar, 
Clark, Wyo. na, Morgan, Stewart, 
Olay, Hansbrough, Sullivan, 
Cockrell, ery, Perkins, Taliaferro, 
Culberson, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Teller, 
om, Jones, Ner. Platt, Conn. Thurston, 

Daniel, ean, Platt, N. Y. 8 
pare Nkeide, ion, Warren 
Elkins, Ross, Wetmore. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In answer to the roll call 56 
Senators have nded. There is a quorum present. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I am satisfied in regard to the yeas and nays, 


and I withdraw the demand. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina withdraws the demand for the yeas and nays, The question 
is on agreeing to the amendment, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULLOMu. The amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut in reference to the appointment of judges is pending. 
I hope that will be taken up for consideration. I desire to say 
while I am on my feet that I have determined, so far as I am per- 
sonally concerned, to make no objection to the adoption of the 
amendment. I wish to add aslight amendment to the amend- 
menk, and I will call the attention of the Senator from Connecticut 

it: 

That the President shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the Senate, appoint the chief justice and justices of the supreme court 
and judges of the circuit courts. 

After the word ‘‘ courts” I wish to add: 


Who shall hold their respective offices for four years, unless sooner re- 
moved by the President. 


Then it goes on: 


And the governor shall nominate and, by and with the advice and consent 
of the senate of the Territory of Hawaii, etc. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticnt. There is no objection to that. I 
supposed it was included on the next page, in line 7, but there is 
no objection to haying it in both places. 

Mr. CULLOM. Is it included there? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There may be a question whether 
it is included there or not. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think it is a little doubtful whether it is in- 
cluded there. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator from Connecticut will 
conclude that the next page refers only to appointees of the gov- 
ernor. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is possible. I supposed it 
referred to all of them, because the original language was that 
all except the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme 
court should hold office during good behavior. That, you think, 
might apply to all of them, and there is no objection to having 
the langnage where it is suggested by the Senator from Illinois, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
offers an amendment, or sundry amendments, all, however, look- 
ing to the same end. Shall they be treated as one amendment? 

. CULLOM. I think they ought to be regarded as oneamend- 


ment. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. They have been so considered in 
the discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, they will 
be treated as one amendment. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I propose the following amend- 
ment—— 

Mr. CULLOM. IfImay be allowed to proceed, I desire to strike 


ut— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from California 
has offered an amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, excuse me. 

Mr. PERKINS, I trust the Senator from Illinois, after hearing 
this amendment read, will accept it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Senator 
from California will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. Amend by adding at the end of section 100 
the following: 

And the 898 between the islands aforesaid and any other por - 
tion of the United States shall be regulated in accordance with the provisions 
of law applicable to such trade between any two great coasting districts. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. CULLOM. Allow me to offer an amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM., I desire to strike out of the bill all of section 
86 in reference to impeachment, etc. Those provisions of the bill 
7 for impeaching a supreme court judge go out of the 

as a result of the fact that the judges of the supreme court 
and circuit courts are to appointed by the President and will be 
subject to removal. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
moves an amendment to strike out the whole of section 86 relat- 
DEN impeachment, 

r. CLARK of Wyoming. I call the attention of the Senator 
to the same provision, which is in section 81 on page 88, as it is 
left in the bill: 


S the chief justice and justices of the supreme court and the judges 
of the circuit courts, who shall be removable by impeachment only. 


Mr. CULLOM. I thought that was out. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Noz; it is in the reprinted bill, page 
88, lines 4, 5, and 6. 

Mr. CULLOM. Theselinesoughtto go out. I am referring to 


section 86. 
protempore. The question is on agreeing to 


0 


The PRESIDENT 
the amendment striking out section 86, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. What is the next amendment? 

Mr. CULLOM. On page 38 of the new print, section 81, the 
words in lines 4, 5, and 6, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. After the word *‘ officers.” 

Mr.CULLOM. After the word ‘‘ officers.” I move to strike out: 

Except the chief justice and qaes of the reme court and the judges 
of the t courts, who shall be removable by ent only. 

Those words ought to go out. 

The PRESIDEN T pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
pro amendment. 

© SECRETARY. After the word “ officers,” line 4, page 38, 

strike out the following: 


Except the chief justice and justices of the su: e court and the judges 
p herde E wins anal kapra ty wA akda i 


The amendment was agreed to, 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment to come in after 
the word “ lands,“ in line 6, page 35, of the new print. 

The PRESIDENT Tc tempore. Theamendment will bestated. 

The SECRETARY. ter the word lands,“ line 6, page 35, insert: 

„leasing. disposi e publi 
a ood carcass oe Era Ea OSANE in nem EENET ET te 
Hawaiian government prior to the llth day of September, „and su 
quent to the 12th day of August, 1898. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, 1 move to strike out on page 33 of the 
new print of the bill all that portion appearing in italics, or, in 
other words, the committee amendment. 

The PRESIDENT ie tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out on page 33, line 2, 
after the word provide, the committee amendment, as follows: 

That all sales, grants, leases, and other i e of the public domain 
and agreements conce: the same and all franchises granted by the Ha- 


Waiian government in conformity with the laws of Hawaii prior to the llth 
day of September, 1899, are hereby ratified and confirmed. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the amendment hitherto adopted 
may be stricken out. 

r. CULLOM. Mr. President, I wish to say just one word. 
This matter of the exact legislation that ought to be enacted in 
connection with these lands over there is very important to those 

ple. I desire to say that I have been trying to-day to geta 
efinite statement from the Interior Department. I have not yet 
received it. 

I will consent to the adoption of the amendment offered by the 
Senator from North Dakota with the understanding that when 
this bill gets into conference I desire to be tolerably careful in 
determining the sort of legislation we ought to enact in reference 
to those lands, and if I find on consultation with the Secretary of 
the Interior and the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
that a different phrase or different provision should be enacted, I 
will take the liberty of wering to change it the best I can, Iwant 
to be-perfectly frank with the Senator from North Dakota and 
with the Senate on that question. 

Mr. TELLER. May I interrupt the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I suggest, then, if the Senator wants to reserve 
that right, that he had better prepare some amendment here— 
something that will allow it to be amended in conference by strik- 
ing out some part. 

. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from North 
Dakota pro to strike out the amendment which the Senate 
has adopted, and that gives us the liberty to change it. 

Mr. ALLISON. It will if you leave the amendment in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the amendment is left in, it may be 
changed. If it goes out, there will be nothing for the conference 
to act upon. 

Mr. TELLER. Put in something there to hang the amend- 
ment on. 

Mr. CULLOM. Then I hope the Senator from North Dakota 
Will allow the amendment to remain. 1 want to say to him that 
I wish to do panay what is best for those le and for the 
Land Office of the United States. Whatever is the best policy to 
pursue to protect the lands, and at the same time not tie up those 

ple over there for a year or two, I should be glad to adopt. I 

o not want, however, to adopt a 3 with reference to those 
lands that will result in their not being able to settle upon those 
lands or lease those lands or take homesteads or anything else until 
this session has gone by and a commissioner has gone over and in- 
vestigated and reported to some future Congress, use it would 
be nearly two years, perhaps, in that case before they would beable 
to do anything. I want to avoid that if I can consistently with 
the best interests of the people there. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. r. President, we have just adopted an 
amendment to the bill which covers the lan contained in 
this committee amendment; and we instruct the etary of the 
Interior to investigate, 8 agent or otherwise, as he may 
see fit, the leasing, the se , or other disposition of the public 
domain in Hawaii. 

Now, then, if we empower the Secretary of the Interior tomake 
an investigation we certainly do not want to confirm the very 
things that have been done by the government of Hawaii that 
caused the President of the United States to issue a proclamation 
on the lith oy of September of last year. I think in this connec- 
tion that proclamation should be included in the Recorp, Iwill 
send it to the desk to have it read. It may be of guidance to the 
committee of conference hereafter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the Senator from North Dakota to yield 
to me for a moment, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I yield to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wish to suggest to the Senator from Illinois 
having charge of the bill that as respects conferences on any pro- 
vision in the bill there can be no conference if the House agree to 


the phraseol as now inserted in the Senate, because this is a 
Senate bill. they pass the bill without amendment, it becomes 
a law. If they do not change this section, I do not see very well 
how conferences respecting differences between the two Houses 
can reach the section. So I think it is rather important to put 
the section in proper shape now. 

Mr. CULLO. Of course if the House agrees to what the Sen- 
ate adopts, that is the end of the question. 

Mr. ALLISON. When the amendment of the Senator from 
North Dakota is adopted here, it to the House as a of 
the text of the bill, and the House will look at the whole text and 
make some changes then. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I propose to strike out the committee 
amendment, as I think the Senator from Iowa understands, the 
ape having inserted the same language in another part of the 


Mr. ALLISON. I agree it is wise to do that; for if the Senate 
did not do it, there would be two provisions having precisely the 
same effect in one section of the bill. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. That is just what I am trying to obviate. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from North Dukota allow me 
to interrupt him? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. My desire is that the bill shall be so formed, so 
far as the land question is concerned, as to be as nearly in har- 
mony with the judgment of our Land Office here as we can get it. 
I would be very glad if this could remain a little while undi 
of, until I see whether in the course of half an hour or so I do not 
hear from the Commissioner of the General Land Office. I do not 
think it is safe to tie up all the land over there so that it will be 
after this session is over, and some time during the next, a year 
from now, before we get anything at all done in dealing with the 
lands there. I think the Senator ought to allow either the Senate 
bill to stand as we have it, or so consent to the bill as that it will 
not throw the whole subject into the hands of the Secretary of the 
Interior to be disposed of a year and a half hence before they can 
be W pen to do an hing at all, 

T. SBROUGH. Ido not believe that the effect of the 
amendment which I have proposed, and of one other that I hope 
A 5 ene to propose, will be as the Senator from Illinois fears it 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to striking 
out the amendment of the committee on pase 33? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I hope that the proclamation of the 
President will be read. 

Mr.GALLINGER. Let it go in the Recorp without being read. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It is brief and I want to have it read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proclamation will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

[Hawali- Public lands.] 
By the President of the United States of America. Executive order. 

The President of the United States hereby directs that all 8 
taken or ponp for the sale or disposition of the public lands in the Hawai- 
ian Islan: shall be discontinued; and that if any sales or ments for 
sale of said public lands have been made since the adoption of the resolution 
of annexation, natal pale ngs shall be notified that the same are null and 
void, and any consideration paid to the local authorities on account thereof 
shall be refunded. 

In witness whereof I have caused the seal of the United States to be here- 
unto affixed. Washington, September 11, 1899. 

[SEAL] WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

By the President: 

ALVEY A. ADEE, 
Acting Secretary of State. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The President of the United States cer- 
tainly had some reason for issuing this proclamation only 
four or five mon ago, but it is pro by this bill to ratify 
and confirm the very sales and leases of lands which the President 
says shall not be confirmed. That is a very good reason, I think, 
why this amendment should go out, 

K od CULLOM. May I interrupt the Senator from North Da- 
0 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Some of the transactions which were entered 
into in Hawaii were for homesteads in those islands. I know of 
five or six transactions where young men are proposing to go there, 
and there are several now there trying to make homesteads of 100 
acres of land up beside the mountains on the Hawaiian Islands. 
Those transactions are held up by this proclamation of the Presi- 
dent. The House committee, if I may be allowed to refer to the 
House, went over all the transactions that had taken place there 
between the dates referred to by the President, and reported a 
provision affirming all the transactions which had taken place. 

Now, I do not know whether it is right or not, but I do not 
want the bill to get in such shape as that, because of that holding 
up on the part of the President, we shall hold up all the transac- 
tions for the next year and a half, so that they can do nothing in 
3 land, giving homesteads, or anything else, until we hear 
from the Secretary of the Interior, and afterwards act on the 
subject by Congress itself at a future session, 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not believe that the amendment has 
the effect ascribed to it by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to suggest to the Senator from 
Tllinois that he can accomplish what he wants by providing that 
the executive department may ratify these transactions if they 


find them proper. , 
Mr. CU. M. I am willing that that sort of an amendment 
should be made. 
TELLER. I think that might be done without any danger. 


Mr. i 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to that modifica- 
tion. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the amendment be read again. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now, itis suggested that the President 
of the United States be given authority, if in his discretion he 
thinks it is a proper thing to do, to ratify and confirm these sales, 
etc., and I say that I am willing to accept that. 

Mr. C M. And any future ones that may be made under 
his direction or permission. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Iam perfectly willing to give him that 
authority. 

Mr. CULLOM. That will give those people an opportunity to 
live and do business. That is all I am trying to secure. 

The PRESIDENT pro cag ah There is really no motion 
pending. The Senator from North Dakota asks unanimous con- 
sent that an amendment the other day adopted by the Senate as 
in Committee of the Whole might be rejected. 

Mr. HALE. He asked a vote on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection to that amendment goin 
out, provided I can get an addition to the amendment pro; 
by the Senator from North Dakota that we acted upon a while 
ago, that the President of the United States shall have the power 
of doing that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from North Dakota? The Chair hears none, 
and the amendment goes out. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. HANSBROUGH). 
amendment, é 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Now I propose the amendment in this 

form: 
E berdearen ies e mr p a eE Gil frenckinon arenes’ by te 
Hawaiian 8 in conformity with the laws of Hawaii prior to the 
llth day of September, 1899, may be ratified and confirmed by the President 
of the United States. 

Will that answer the purpose of the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. As far as it goes; but if you will add now that 
any future transactions in any real estate by the Land Office or 
whoever has the authority to trade the lands there shall be sub- 
ject to the approval or disapproval of the President, I would have 
no objection to that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Illinois allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

a SBROUGH. I yield to the Senator from Wisconsin 


ways. 
Mr SPOONER. The jurisdiction to dispose of the public do- 
main is in Congress, not in the President. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is true. 


Now offer your other 


Mr. SPOONER, I doubt the power of Con to delegate that 
power to the President. I suggest to the Senator whether his 
purpose would not be accomplished, so far as past sales and grants 


are concerned, by inserting after the word ‘‘that” the words 
“ subject to the approval of the President.” 

Mr. TELLER. It seems to me that is the same thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; not as to the future, but as to past trans- 
actions. It will read, That, subject to the approval of the Presi- 
ent of the United States, all sales, grants, leases, etc., are hereby 
ratified and confirmed.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I think that covers it. I will accept 


that. S 
Mr. SPOONER. As to the future, that raises a different ques- 


on. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I accept the modification proposed by 
the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified 
will be read to the Senate. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let us have the page and all. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move, if the Senator will permit me 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to insert on page 33 of the new print, 
line 2, after the word That,” the words subject to the approval 
of the President.” 

Mr. CULLOM, That paragraph has gone ont. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. You want to put it back? 

Mr. SPOONER. Do not let it go out. 

Mr. CULLOM. We will put it back, then. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On what page is it? 

Mr. SPOONER. On page 33 of the new print. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, That amendment just went 
out by unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. H hope it will go back by unanimous consent. 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. Shall it go back by unan- 
imous consent? The Chair hears no objection, and it is back. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now I move to insert after the word That” 
the words “subject to the approval of the President.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, What line? 

Mr. SPOONER. Line 2, page 33, of the new print. 

Mr. CULLOM. At the top of the e. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wisconsin 
moves an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. Line 2, p 33, after the word That,” in- 
sert subject to the approval of the President.” 
i The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withoutobjection, itis agreed 


0. 
Mr. CULLOM. Now, I think 
Mr. HAN SBROUGH. I desire to offer another amendment. 
Mr. CULLOM. Very well. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to strike out, in line 19, page 33, 
the words “granted, sold, or;” so that it will read: 
And no lease of agricultural land shall be renewed by the government of 


the Territory of Hawaii for a longer period than five years, until Congress 
shall otherwise direct. * 7 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated, 

The SECRETARY. On page 83, in section 73, line 19, after the 
words“ shall be,” it is proposed to strike out the words granted, 
sold, or;” so as to read: 

And no lease of agricultural land shall be renewed by the government of 
the Territory of Hawaii for a longer period than five years until Congress 
shall otherwise direct. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I wish to call the attention of the Sena- 
tor from Illinois to section 101, which, it seems to me. conveys all 
the crown lands to the Government of Hawaii, taking the title 
entirely out of the hands of the Government of the United States. 
I may be wrong in my reading of the section, but I call the atten- 
tion of the lawyers about me to that section. I think it ought to 
be stricken out, 

Mr.CULLOM. I have no objection. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think that has reference to the provision in 
the joint resolution of annexation, and that, according to that 
provision to which I have referred, all of the lands belonging to 
the republic of Hawaii at the time of annexation were to to 
the United States. This declaration is simply to satisfy eink te 
quirement of the annexation act. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The provision of the joint resolution to 
which the Senator from Ohio refers is as follows: 

The bags Hear big of the United States relative to public lands shall not 
apply to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands; but the Congress of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and disposition. 

It seems to me, by the section in the bill to which I have re- 
ferred, we grant all the crown lands to the government of Hawaii. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the manner in which this bill 
has been mommicked and chewed up here this morning, by the con- 
sent of the chairman of the commission, satisfies me that I have 
no longer any particular interest in it or that I have any particu- 
lar knowledge of its provisions. We put in amendments here 
without the slightest consideration of the facts on which they are 
based; and the amendment suggested now is entirely misunder- 
stood, and, if I have caught correctly the remarks of the Senator 
who offered it, the text of the bill itself is misunderstood. 

Sec. 101. That the portion of the public domain heretofore known as 
crown land is hereby declared to have been on the 12th day of August, 1898, 
and prior thereto, the property of the Hawaiian government. 

On the 12th day of August, 1898, the annexation was completed, 
and it then became the property of the United States. There are 
certain lawsuits threatened—l think none of them are pending 
in favor of the heirs presumptive and otherwise of the crown of 
Hawaii, set up in antagonism or in opposition to the title of the 
United States. The object of this statute was to declare that in 
e pe of those lands they were on the 12th day of August, 1898, 

nd prior thereto the lands and property of the government of 
Hawaii, and after that they became the lands and property of the 
Government of the United States, and then the bill proceeds to 
say— 
and to be free and clear from any trust of or concerning the same, and from 
all claim of any nature whatsoever upon the rents, issues, and protits thereof. 

Mr. HALE. Where does the Senator get the warrant, in read- 
ing this, for his interpolation of the words Hawaiian govern- 
ment, and thereafter to be the property of the United States.” 
That is not in this bill. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is in the act of annexation. 

Mr. HALE. Iwas going to ask the Senator if the act of annexa- 
tion—if the Senator has that—will show how by the treaty or act 
of annexation those lands were effectually placed in control of the 
United States, whether the disposition would only operate as 
5 = from trusts and agreements? Has the Senator that 
provision ; 
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Mr. FORAKER,. Mr. President, I have the act right before me. 
Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator read it, please? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will read it, if the Senator will allow me. 
Mr. HALE. What does it say? 

Mr. FORAKER. It is as follows: 


Whereas the government of the republic of Hawaii having, in due form, 
si, ed its consent, in the manner provided by its constitution, to cede ab- 
solutely and without reserve to the United States of America all rights of 
sovereignty of whatsoever kind in and over the Hawaiian Islands and their 
dependencies, and also to cede and transfer to the United States absolute fee 
and ownership of all public, 1 or crown lands, public buildin 
or edifices, ports, harbors, military equipment, and all other public property 
of every kind and description belonging to the government of the Hawaiian 
Islands, together with every right and appurtenance thereuntoappertaining. 


Mr. HALE. Is that the preamble? 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the ‘‘ whereas;” it may be said to be 
the preamble, 1 suppose. Then the resolution goes on to enact 
thatthe islands areannexed upon those conditions, which are thus 
recited. This is intended, as I understand it, and so understood 
it in the committee when I voted in favor of reporting the bill, 
simply to set at rest all disputes with respect to those lands. 

r. HALE. The Senator has no doubt, under that provision 
and what follows, that those lands are absolutely ceded to the 
United States. so that the reference here is only a citation? 

Mr. MORGAN. I had not quite completed my 3 
and I do not think anybody ever gets a chance to complete a sen- 
tence now on the floor of the Senate. 

Mr. HALE. It is pretty hard to do so. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; it is pretty hard to do so, 

Mr. FORAKER. May I have the permission of the Senator 
from Alabama until 1 read another line in connection with what 
I read a moment ago? 

Mr. MORGAN. Iyield. 

Mr. FORAKER. I read now from the resolution of annexation 
itself, commencing at the second paragraph: 

The existing laws of the United States relative to public lands shall not 
apply to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands; but the Congress of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and disposition. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I take it that section 101 isa special law. 
It occurred to me—I may be wrong about it—that it was an abso- 
lute grant of the Crown lands back to the government of Hawaii, 
and here, by the last aph, the government of Hawaii is 
authorized to alienate those lands or to appropriate them to other 
uses. So, as I stated a few moments ago, I submit this question 
to the lawyers about me here, and of course I shall be guided by 
their opinion as to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the gist of the last sentence of 
that section refers to the portion of the public domain about which 
the section legislates, and not to the republic of Hawaii. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understand that. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the necessity for this arose from the fact 
that they did have a controversy as to whether or not the repub- 
lic of Hawaii had become possessed of the fee-simple title to the 
Crown lands, as they were called originally, All the lands in the 
Hawaiian Islands were divided into three classes, one-third belong- 
ing to the public, one-third belonging to the government for gov- 
ernmental pu: es, and one-third belonging to the crown, to be 
used only for the support of the royal family. 

The question arose—and it is not necessary here to go into de- 
tails aboutit—as to whether or not those Crown lands had become 
possessed by the republic of Hawaii, and to set that question at 
rest this declaration is made. Whether or not it does have that 
effect in law is another question, but the only al ag of this is 
to show that, according to our declaration, the mepu lic of Hawaii 
had become possessed of the fee-simple title to the Crown lands, 
and that in ee they passed to the United States and are 
now the lands of the United States. A 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I desire tosuggest that so long as there 
is a doubt about the effect of this section it will be a good idea to 
strike it out. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me 
for one moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield the floor entirely, Mr. President. Ido 
not care to say anything more about the matter. I was appealed 
to for some information about it; but if the Senate does not want 
to hear it, of course I can not give it. 

Mr. CARTER. I supposed the Senator from Alabama desired 
to review the various suggestions made and to submit the com- 
mittee's point of view concerning them. 

It will be observed that the treaty of cession was approved on the 
7th day of July, 1898, which is said to have resulted in an abso- 
lute cession, without reservation, to the United States of all the 

ublic lands of Hawaii. Section 101, which the Senator from 
orth Dakota pe HANSBROUGH] proposes to strike out, causes 
the Congress of the United States to now say that it is hereby de- 


clared that on the 12th day of August, 1898, these lands belonged 
to the government of Hawaii. 

Mr. FORAKER, The Senator will allow me to suggest that he 
is perhaps overlooking the fact that the annexation was not con- 
summated when we passed our joint resolution, but only when 
that was accepted by the Hawaiian government, and we were 


allowed to take ion on the 12th day of August, 1898. 

Mr, CARTER. All that is left of this section, briefly put, is 
that it constitutes a legislative declaration of a forfeiture of the 
right of the queen or of the crown to the public lands of Hawaii. 
In that sense its efficacy is questionable. It is certainly an at- 
tempt to deprive a person not in court of certain alleged property 
rights without any hearing or attempt to give a hearing on the 
merits. I do not object to that, if Congress thinks that is a proper 
way to proceed, but it would be well, if the section remain in the 
bill, to leave no question as to the right of the Hawaiian govern- 
mee oo enact a law by which this public domain may be dis- 
posed of. 

It is the opinion here, I believe, that this right should be re- 
served to the Congress of the United States. I therefore suggest, 
if the section remain in the bill and the amendment peated | by 
the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HANSBROUGH] is voted 
down, that on page 49, section 101, line 2, it would be well to strike 
out the words by law” and insert the words action of Con- 
gress;” so that there will be no question as to what power is to pass 
the law; or to insert “by the Jaws of the United States,” or ‘‘as 
may be provided by the laws of the United States,” or any equiva- 
lent terms. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think that is satisfactory to everybody. 

85 PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment is now in 
order. i 

Mr. CARTER. I offer that amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. I desire to say a word. A few minutes ago I ap- 
pealed to the distinguished Senator from Alabama [Mr. saree pte | 
to give his views about this section, but he was so interrupted tha 
he was not able to do so fully. I hope the Senator will yet ex- 
plain that section, so that we may determine whether it ought to 
remain in the bill or to be taken out. 

Mr. MORGAN, I thought the Senate had agreed that it should 
remain in the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. If it has, I am satisfied. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let me understand what that amendment is. 

The PRESIDENT Re tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 49, section 101, after the word “ pro- 
vided,” at the end of line 1, it is proposed to strike out “ by law” 
and insert ‘‘ by the laws of the United States.” 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no objection to that. That is what 
it now means, 

Mr. COCKRELL. Why not change that? Why not strike out 
the period after the word thereof,“ in line 24, on page 48, insert 
a comma and the word and,“ and then strike out the word ‘* It;” 
so as to read: 

Sxc.101. That the portion of the public domain heretofore known as crown 
land is hereby declared to have been on the 12th day of August, 1898, and 
prior thereto, the property of the Hawaiian government, and ape) free and 
clear from any trust of or concerning the same, and from all claim of any 
nature whatsoever upon the rents, issues, and profits thereof, and shall be 
subject to alienation and other uses as may be provided by the laws of the 
United States. 

Thus making it all one sentence; and then there will be no mis- 
construction about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is better. 

Mr. CARTER. I will accept the amendment of the Senator 
from Missouri. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER] modifies his amendment as suggested by the Sena- 
tor from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, On page 48, in section 101, after the word 
thereof,“ itis proposed to strike out the period and the word “It” 
and insert a comma; and on page 49, line 2, after the words “ pro- 
viaoa by,” to strike out “law” and insert the laws of the United 

es.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment as modified. = 3 N 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I offer the amendment, which I send to the 
desk, to come in at the end of section 82, on page 39, of the new 


print. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, On page 39, at the end of section 82, it is pro- 
posed to insert: 

Provided, That writs of error, bills of exceptions, and appeals in all cases 
trom the final decisions of the said supreme court of Hawaii may be taken to 
the circuit court of appeals of the ninth judicial circuit of the United States 
where the value 5 or amount in controversy shall exceed $1, 


except that a writ of error or appeal shall be allowed to said circuit court 
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said supreme court of 
udge upon any writ of habeas corpus involving the 
om. 


a) of the United States from the decision of 
erat 


or of any court or 
question of personal f. 

The amendment was a to. 

Mr. BUTLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. RAWLINS. There is one other matter, Mr. President, to 
which I want to call the attention of the Senator from Illinois, if 
the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] will permit me, 
which is in line with the amendment just adopted. 

Mr. BUTLER. I want to offer an amendment, but I will yield 
to the Senator for a suggestion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. It is in relation to section 88, on page 42. 
That section contains this provision: 

The laws of the United States relating to appeals, writs of error, removal 
of causes, and other matters and proceedings as between the courts of the 
United States and the courts of the several States shall 
ters and proceedings as between the courts of the U. 
courts of the Territory of Hawaii. 

That relates to the Federal courts. If I read that provision 
aright, it only gives the right of review, in cases of decisions by 
the Federal court of Hawaii, by the appellate courts of the United 
States, say, the circuit court of a or the Supreme Court of 
the United States, only in cases where there would be a like right 
of review of the decision of a State court. If I understand cor- 
rectly the rule as to all Federal courts in this country, it is that 
there is given upon certain ed conditions a right of ap 
in every case, while in r t to the State courts the right of ap- 
pea exists only from the final decision of the highest court in the 

tate, and then only where there has been a Federal question 
in vol ved or a right or an immunity or a privilege claimed under 
the Constitution or some treaty where the decision of the State 
court is against the validity of such right. 

Now, is it the intention of the Senator to so limit this right of 
review of the decisions of the Federal court in Hawaii, making 
that right far less extensive than pertains to other Federal courts? 

Mr. BUTLER. I desire to offer an amendment on page 39 of 
the new print of the bill. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What has become of the other 
amendments? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no amendment pend- 


Nite. BUTLER. I offer an amendment, on page 39 of the new 
print, section 84, line 22, after the words relative to,“ by insert- 
tng “postal savings banks, and the laws relative to.” 

{wills state that this is under the head of Laws continued in 
force” in Hawaii, and the purpose of the amendment is to con- 
tinue in force the present laws of Hawaii establishing a system of 
postal savings ban This bill provides for keeping in force cer- 
tain other laws of Hawaii, and this law that I desire to keep in 
force is probably the best law that they have. If my amendment 
is adopted, section 84 will then read: 

That the laws of Hawaii relative to postal savings banks and relative to the 
judicial department, etc. 

I send forward the amendment to the desk. 

Mr. HALE. Are those laws in relation to postal savings banks 
the same as we have in the United States? 

t laws of Hawaii, 


overn in such mat- 
ted States and the 


I do not want to see abolished. The p of my amendment 
is to save that beneficent system for those people. Unfortunately 
we have no such system in this country. e are, indeed, the only 
civilized country in the world that has not a system of postal sav- 


Representatives and at least 20in the Senate. As far back as 1873 
a bill was introduced in the House by Mr. Maynard, who was 
afterwards Postmaster-General, I believe, to establish such a sys- 
tem. Senator Money, while a member of the House, introduced 
such a bill and got a favorable report from the House committee, 
The report was made by Mr. LACEY, the chairman of the commit- 
tee, and it is a very str and interesting document. Similar 
bills have been introduced in the Senate by Senators Gordon, 
Miller, Manderson, Mitchell, Sawyer, KYLE, Turpie, Peffer, Quay, 
Mason, COCKRELL, and myself, but so far we have not been able 
to get a bill enacted into law. 

At the last session of Congress the Senate Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads ri favorably a bill (S. 4747) to es- 
tablish such a system. I had the honor of preparing the report 
for the committee to accompany that bill, which is Senate Report 
No. 1504, but the session adjourned before the bill could be brought 
to a vote. I invite the attention of Senators to that bill and to that 
report. The bill was carefully prepared after an examination of 
the laws of twenty-five or thirty nations that now have a system 
of ae banks in successful operation. The bill wascare- 
fully by the Post-Office Department and had the ap- 


proval of the Postmaster-General. The report which accompanies 
the bill reviews the systems of other countries now in operation 
and shows that thesystem proposed in the bill contains the best pre- 
visions in the laws of all other countries, as shown by experience. 

The system now in operation in Hawaii is a very successful one 
and is discussed in that report. Before that bill was reported by 
the Senate committee, a resolution was passed by the Senate in- 
structing the Secretary of State to secure from every country in 
the world official information as to the systems of postal savings 
banks in operation in their respective countries. I have here the 
report of the information gathered by the State Department, be- 
ing Document No. 39 of the second session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress, which contains the information gathered by the Secretary 
of State through our diplomatic representatives from every coun- 
try in the world having postal savings banks, which is practically 
every civilized country except ours. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator will allow me—I do not propose to 
open a discussion of the question as to the desirability of estab- 
lishing postal savings banks in the United States, for perhaps the 
Senator and I should disagree about that—what I do want to get 
at is whether his amendment proposes to continue in force every 
law in Hawaii with reference to postal savings banks, whether 
that is the law here, and if that is so, what is the o tion and 
extent of the postal savings bank system in Hawaii? Does the 
Senator know about that? 

Mr. BUTLER. I shall be very glad to answer that question. 

Mr. HALE. I donot care to have the Senator go into a de- 
tailed statement of the postal savings banks here, so as to renew 
that agitation. 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not desire to agitate the Senator, but I 
will give the information which the Senator asks for, and trust 
that it will not affect anyone as offensive agitation. There is now 
in operation in Hawaii a complete and successful system of postal 
savings banks similar to the systems already adopted by Great 
Britain in 1861, by Belgium in 1889, by Japan in 1875, by France 
in 1882, Austria in 1883, and many other countries during and 
since that time. It is very popular, as everyone will admit who 
knows anything about it. 

Mr. HALE. How extensive is that system? 

Mr. BUTLER. The system was adopted in Hawaii in 1886. 
During the first six months there was deposited—I read from 
Senate Document No. 39—over $51,000 with over 500 depositors. 
In 1896 the number of depositors reached 7,494, with a total deposit 
of $730,356.61, which was an average deposit for each depositor of 
$97, and, by the way, that is a little more than in Great Britain, 
where they have an average deposit of $75, and that would make 
about one depositor for every two voters, as the number would be 
under the provisions of this bill if it shall become a law. 

The system has worked admirably. It is very popular, and I 
think our commissioners who went over there and who report this 
bill would be able to tell you that bia Bist Se heard any complaint 
against the system, but, on the other d, that it was universally 
popular. It has been of great benefit; and you could not finda 
single person in Hawaii who would be in favor of abolishing it. 

Mr. HALE. Have they the feature in Hawaii that we have so 
extensively here of savings banks? 

Mr. BUTLER. They have postal savings banks. 

Mr. HALE. I do not mean postal savings banks, but local say- 


ings banks. 
r. BUTLER. I am not advised officially as to that, but I 
think they have also private savings banks, 

Mr. HALE. I wish some member of the commission or of the 
Committee on Foreign Relations would tell us about that. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would say to the Senator that that would be 
immaterial for this reason: There will be no trouble about con- 
tinuing this system, because many countries have private savings 
banks and postal savings banks, and indeed every civilized country 
in the world has savings banks, and yet oe have postal say- 
ings banks. We have savings banks in this country, and New 
England 5 

. HALE. We have no 8 e i banks. 

Mr. BUTLER. No, but New England and the Northern and 
Middle States, Where population is most dense, have more private 
savings banks than any other part of the country, and there are 
a great many in the Senator's own State. But there are more 
than 40,000 people for every savings bank in that section. There 
are only 760 savings in that section, with a population of 
over 30,000,000 people; so even that section of this country where 
there are the greatest number of savings banks needs postal sav- 


ings banks, 
n those 12 States there are 5,720 money-order post-offices where 
there are no savings banks of anykind. Surely the people around 
these 5,720 money-order offices need savings banks, but private 
capital has not furnished them. Shall they be denied them till it 
suits the convenience and — of private capital—prompied 
solely by private gain—to furnish them? 

In the 13 Southern States there are only 2 mutual savings banks 
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(which are the only real savings banks) and 110 commercial say- 
ings banks (which can hardly be called savings banks), 112 in all, 
covering a population of 18,000,000 people. There are in these 
States 3,980 money-order offices where there are no savings banks 
of any kind. And in the 16 Western States there are only 7 mu- 
tual savings banks and 420 commercial banks, making 427 in all, 
covering a population of over 32,000,000 people. There are in 
these States 6,771 money-order offices where there are no savings 
banks of any kind. The 4 Pacific States have 20 mutual savings 
banks, 50 commercial savings banks, 70 in all, covering a popula- 
tion of 8,000,000. There are in these 4 States 862 money-order 
offices where there are no savings banks at all. 

In short, the 33 Southern, Western, and Pacific States have al- 
together only 609 savings banks, covering a population of over 
52,000,000 people, or one savings bank to 84,000 population. Not 
1 in 500 of these ag le do or can deposit in any of these savings 
banks. Would this be the case if there were pona savings banks 
atevery posma money-order office? In Great Britain, where postal 
savin ks have long been in successful operation, one person 
out of every five of their population has a deposit and bank ac- 
count. That is more than one depositor for every voter. 

Shall we wait fifty years, or one hundred years, or one thousand 
years, until countless generations are born and dead, until private 
capital will see fit to establish a sufficient number of savings banks 
conveniently located to the people? And even if there were a suf- 
ficient number of savings banks, what guaranty is there that the 
would be any safer and less liable to break and squander the hard. 
earned savings of the people than those that are now in existence? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. What is the amendment which 
the Senator from North Carolina proposes? 

Mr. BUTLER. I propose to continue in force the present laws 
of Hawaii relative to the postal savings 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Does theSenator want the minis- 
ter of finance of Hawaii to be authorized to issue coupon bonds 


of the Hawaiian government up to the amount of $1,000,000, to 
issue coupons for the amount of postal savings bank deposits, etc.? 
Does he want to put this under the control of the old officers of 


the Hawaiian government? That is the act, and it will all have 
to be remodeled if it is to be revived and continued there. It 
has been repealed. 

Mr. BUTLER. The law has not been repealed. 

Mir. PLATT of Connecticut. I mean it is proposed to be re- 
pealed by this bill. 

Mr. BUTLER. This bill, if enacted, would repeal it, of course; 
and that is just what I do not want to do. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. On page 4, in chapter 58, ‘‘The 
poros savings banks,” is found the postal savings bank law 

here with all its details; and that law provides that the system 
shall be run under the old officers of the government. 
3 RALE That would conflict with the general purpose of 

e bill, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The bill would have to be en- 
3 remodeled if that amendment should continue the system 

orce, 

Mr. MASON. Excuse me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I understand that those who succeed -to the 
powers and prerogatives of the old officers would continue the 
savings bank under the present law. 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. I am thoroughly familiar with the 
law of Hawaii providing for a system of postal savings banks. 
It is copied in full in the report I had the honor to make from the 
Senate Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. I examined 
it carefully with every other law before drawing the bill that I 
had the honor to offer. I know its imperfections under the 
changed conditions; but, as the Senator from Illinois Suggests, 
what we are after is to preserve the system. Of course the officers 
who are named under the new 8 succeed to the duties 
of those now exercising those duties, and they can simply carry 
on the system. 

Mr. SPOONER. What officers succéed? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not able to answer the Senator at present, 
because I am not familiar with just that detail of the bill. But 
there are officers to occupy the same positions. There is the 
minister of finance under the old government, There will be an 
officer named in this bill to oe his duties. 

Mr. SPOONER. What officer is to take the place of the minis- 
ter of finance and perform the functions of that office? 

Mr. BUTLER. I do not remember at present just what he is 
called, and it is immaterial to the amendment under discussion. 
But I will ask the Senator in charge of the bill what officer under 
the bill is to perform the functions of the old minister of finance? 

Mr. CULLOM. When the office of minister of finance is abol- 
ished, if this provision is left in, I do not know that it provides 
for anybody taking charge of it especially, 


Mr. SPOONER. It is simply a misfit. 


Mr. CULLOM. That is all. I have no objection to the con- 
tinuance of that portion of the law which would be in harmon 
with the remainder of the bill and with the laws of the Unite 
States. The only consideration influencing the commission in 
disposing of the subject was that the p savings bank there, 
in view of the fact that the annexation act provided that we 
should pay all the debts, had to be stopped in some way or other 
in order that we might know what the obligation was. So the 
bill provides that it shall be wound up at the indicated time, and 
the act of annexation provides that that shall be first paid of the 
four millions that are to be paid by the United States under the 
annexation joint resolution. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I understand it, the United States has 
assumed the debt? 

Mr. CULLOM. It assumed the old indebtedness and provided 
that that portion of the indebtedness should be paid off first. I 
will read the provision: 

The public debt of the republic of Hawaii, lawfully existing at the date 
of the of this joint resolution, including the amounts due to deposit- 
ors in the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank, is hereby assumed by the Govern- 
ment of the United States; but the liability of the United States in this 
regard in no case exceed $4,000,000. 

That is the amount we agreed to pay of the indebtedness of the 
Hawaiian Islands, 

So long, however, as the existing government and the present commercial 
relations of the Hawaiian Islands are continued as hereinbefore provided, 
said government shall continue to pay the interest on said debt. 

Mr. CHILTON. The question arises whether it be possible to 
ingraft this postal savings bank system on the new condition. 
The republic of Hawaii had charge of the postal service there? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes. 

7755 CHILTON, Hereafter the United States will have charge 
of i 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. Now the question is whether the United States 
will issue its bonds for moneys deposited in the post-offices in 
Hawaii when it will not issue bonds for that purpose in any other 
part of the country. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the difficulty. 

Mr. CHILTON. Thenanother question arises, whether the tax- 
payers of the United States can be called pes properly to pay in- 
terest on savings banks deposits in Hawaii when they are 
not called upon to pay such interest as to other parts of the 


country. 

Mr. ČULLOM. All those points were suggested and considered, 
and we thought the only thing we could do about it was to wind 
it up and pay off the debt according to the annexation provisions, 
and then if it is desirable to establish a postal savings bank sys- 
tem in the United States I have no objection to it, so far as I am 
concerned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Illinois tell me, or does 
he know, what is the amount of that obligation? There is a lim- 
itation of a maximum amount of $4,000,000; but how much is it? 
Has the matter been adjusted? Are any steps proposed to be 
taken y this bill looking to its adjustment? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not remember the exact amount, but thera 
is a considerable amount due. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Are there any figures in existence anywhere? 
Is anybody at work on that adjustment? 

Mr. MASON. The report will show. 

Mr. CULLOM. My own report shows something about it. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have already read the figures. 

Mr. MASON. The report states it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Seven hundred and thirty thonsand three hun- 
crea a fifty-six dollars and sixty-one cents is the amount due 

epositors. 

. TILLMAN. That is the amount due depositors. What is 
the public debt of the islands—the other obligations for which we 
are responsible up to the amount of 584,000, 0007 

Mr. CULLOM. Four million was supposed to be the amount 
of indebtedness, including the bank debts, that the islands owed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is what I knew, but I thought it was 
about time, as we have had these islands about two years, to be- 
gin to know how much we owe. 

Mr. CULLOM. The first thing we ought to do, it seems to me, 
is to get a bill passed giving them a government and then pay 
what we have by to pay. 

Mr, TILLMAN, I thought we were to pay the public debt of 
Hawaii; that is, the obligations which the republic of Hawaii has 
accumulated against i 


Mr. CULLO We do pay the public debt, but we first pay the 
postal savings bank d. tors. 
Mr. B R. Why not pay the debt the people want paid and 
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not the one the people do not want paid? The people do not want 


this paid. They 
abolished. 

Mr.CULLOM. That is not the question. The annexation law 
provides that that shall be first paid. It is not a question as to 
what we want todo. We are acting and this report was made 
under the annexation joint resolution, and we thought we must 
wind up that bank, pay its debts, and then pay the remainder of 
what we promised—the public debt. 

3 HALE. Otherwise there would be nobody to pay this bank 
t. 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. BUTLER. I notice you make no provision for continuing 
the system which has been very beneficial to and very popular 
with the people. Is it the purpose of the committee to abolish it? 
I notice the committee has brought in a bill which they intend to 
present to us pretty soon—4945—to abolish the whole thing out- 


o not want the postal savings bank system 


right. They not only leave out the law, re it, but provide for 
i A ete it and making an end of it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Here is the statement. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ido. 


Mr. CULLOM. Iam very sorry that the discussion must pro- 
ceed in this sort of way, but it seems to be necessary. 

gross public debt on A t 1808. to be 

eae Galas corse date there was one in 8 ae arent of the 

‘ollowing accounts, certified to by the register of— 

Public accounts 

I will not take np time by reading the remainder of the state- 

ment, but that was the amount of the public debt on the 12th of 


August, 1898. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, all that I desire is that this sys- 
tem, which has worked admirably, which is popular, which has 
been very beneficial, shall not be abolished as a punishment to the 
people when we take them in asa part of our civilized govern- 
ment. Are we to take from them some of the advantages and 
conveniences and blessings of civilization when taking them under 
our wing and ? Are we to make them retrograde? As I have 
stated, every civilized government of any importance, so far as I 
have been able to find ont, exceptours, have followed the example 
of Great Britain and other nations and have established such a 
system. 

There never has been a country in which such a system has been 
established where it has ever been abolished. There has never 
been a country in which such a system was established where there 
ever was any objection raised to it that was successful or even 
formidable. The only effort in any country where such a system 
has been established is to perfect it. Such postal banks have grown 
in popularity and strength everywhere. 

The Hawaiian system is not perfect, but let us keep it and per- 
fectit. It is no experiment. It will be no drain on our people. 
It will bea blessing to them, and a blessing that I hope we will 
soon give to our own Bs es 
N i SPOONER. ill the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 

on 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isu 
that the government shall pay interest on deposits? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly, if it sees fit, and whatever amount 
it sees fit. We can pay 2 per cent or 1 per cent, or even nothing, 
if we see fit. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator kindly answer the question 
3 by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CHILTON], on what theory 

e proposes that the Government of the United States shall pay 
interest on deposits in Hawaii and nowhere else in the United 
States? If the Senator thinks we should have a postal savings 
bank system in the United States, including Hawaii, that is a 
matter which will come up, as an independent proposition, later 
= mei session, How can we adapt that to the present situation in 

? 

Mr. BUTLER. Ithink if we can not begin the good system 
all over the country, we ought to keep itin that portion of our 
country, among those people whom we haye taken under our 
wing, and not rob them of what they have. We certainly have 
5 sense, ingenuity, and patriotism to do it if we desire to 

0 

Mr. MASON. If we are to have one law for this land and an- 
other law and another constitution for the other land, what is 
there to prevent the peonio in Hawaii from enjoying the postal 
savings bank system there? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is exactly the proposition. 

Mr. MASON. Itistheproposition. We propose to leave to the 

plein Hawaii the benefit of the postal savings bank system. I 

o not understand that you propose to extend the Constitution to 


Hawaii. 
Mr, CHILTON. Oh, yes. 
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it is necessary to any postal system 


Mr. MASON. Do we? 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course we do. 

Mr. MASON. That is news to me. 

Mr. SPOONER, It is a fact just the same. 

Mr. MASON. Iam very glad to hearit. We extend both the 
flag and the Constitution to Hawaii. 

Mr. KYLE. Hawaii has been annexed, has it not? 

Mr. MASON. I know; but there are other places to which it 
has not been extended. Puerto Rico has been annexed. 

Mr. CHILTON. They were good enough to put it in the bill. 

Mr. STEWART. We get it in every bill we can, 

Mr. MASON. Very well. In Hawaii they have a postal sav- 
ings bank system, where the poor who have a few cents and a few 
dimes can deposit them in the savings bank and can have security. 
The only country in the world that is absolutely dominated in its 
co: ania branch by the bankers apparently is the United States. 

e have offered year after year a proposition to take the money 
out of the safe-deposit vaults and out of the bureaus and stockings 
and the hiding places where the poor people with small savi 
hide their money and put it in the Government’s hands at a 
rate of interest. 

I had the distinguished honor of helping to report from the com- 
mittee the bill introduced by the Senator from North Carolina 

Mr. BUTLER], and of joining him in the report, to give to the 
nited States the benefit of the postal savings bank system. As 
he has said and as the record shows, this is the only civilized coun- 
tryin the world where the bankers control legislation to the extent 
of keeping the people with small savings from depositing them 
in e ost-Office Department or in a Department of the Govern- 
men 

Mr. President, read,if you like, the communications from the 
bankers of this country. They would rather stagnate circulation, 
They would rather that the millions of the poor people should be 
hoarded in bureau drawers and in stockings and in safe-deposit 
vaults in preference to running the risk of haying the small de- 

its taken from their banks and put with the Government. 

ere is no civilized nation in the world, except ours, that does 
not borrow from the poor people who have amounts to loan 
and it is because the men who receive money without interest 
dominate the legislation here. 

In this particular amendment the Senator from North Carolina 

roposes to leave some of the good things in Hawaii that they 
ve discovered for themselves, We have taken a voting system 
from Australia. We might bly take a banking system from 
Hawaii. There the bootblack and the scrub woman and the man 
who shovels in the streets can take his or her small savings to the 
overnment and say ‘‘1 or 2 per cent; all we want is security.” 
waii has that system. Itis one of the good things she had 
before we took her in, and the proposition of the Senator from 
North Carolina is to leave Hawaii what she already has in that 


t. 

1 tell us here that we are to establish ideal govern- 
ments; that we are to travel across the sea and to establish great 
things with the aid of pure-minded and strong men, and after we 
have established it there it may reform the council of Chicago and 
New York, and ibly the Congress of the United States. There 
is no liberty-loving man but who knows that the bankers of this 
country have defeated every proposition that has been made here 
to give the American people a chance at the savings banks. The 
proposition here of the Senator from North Carolina is that we 
shall give the Hawaiians better government. If we have better 
police laws, give them to them; if we have better laws of any sort, 
give them to them; but if they have a good thing, leave it to them. 
They have a simple banking system under which the poor people 
can go and deposit their money. If the amendment does not fit 
the bill, it is the fault of the men who run the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will my colleague allow me? 

Mr. MASON. Excuse me; I do not mean my colleague, 

Mr. CULLOM. Whenever the Senator is ready to spread the 
postal savings system all over this country, then we will see 
whether such a proposition ought to be put upon the statute 
books as to Hawaii. We have by this bill, as far as we have 
gone, extended the laws of the United States over that Territory. 

Mr. MASON. But the Senator will excuse me. He has saved 
some laws they had there. 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, yes; most of them. 

Mr. MASON. We asked you to save this law. It is the best 
one left, and he has not saved it. 

Isimply ask to put in as a part of my remarks the compiled 
3 to postal savings banks in Hawaii, pages 164, 105, 166, 
An . 

Mr. BUTLER (to Mr. Mason). Put in the report of the consul 
at Hawaii. 

Mr. MASON. It may be a little long. Very well; I will be 
glaa to have that put in also. It will be found in Document No, 

, Fifty-fifth Congress, second session. 
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The papers referred to are as follows: 
HAWAII. 
Mr. Sewall to Mr. Sherman. . 
LEGATION OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Honolulu, Hawaiian Islands, September 13, 1897. 
Sie: I have the honor to forward, agreeably to circular of July 17, replies 
to the interrogatories contained therein re; ing postal savings banks. 
also inclose reports of the Fo iw rc ng, arte and minister of finance, 
which are of interest as more fully setting forth the details of the working 
of the savings banks than do the answers to the interrogatories. 
The Hawaiian government owns no interest in any telephone or telegraph 


HAROLD M. SEWALL. 


es. 
I have the honor, etc., 


Interrogatory 2. The annual te amounts of de: ts in banks, 
as ahown by oficial reports fon each. year since fee eta — of the 
system: 


1892.. 
1893. 


„305. 1804 259, 762. 11 
874,787.50 | 1895. 229, 034. 97 
a. am t ede souvene donan 334, 558, 26 


„ 


Interrogatory 3. What is the rate of interest paid to depositors? 

Four and n cent at the p nt time. 

. 4. What limits, it any, placed upon the amounts received 
on de’ A 
Two thousand five hundred dollars is the limit for any one depositor. 
Five hundred dollars is the limit on interest-bearing deposits. 

„„ 5. What is the shortest period for which deposits are re- 
col ved! 

One week. 

Interrogatory 6. What is tho amount of the individual deposits annually? 


Average 

Number] Due deposi- | amount 

Year. of ac- due de- 

counts. hore) 
819 $134, 883. 10 8164 
1. 800 477,475. 85 250 
2,641 909, 613. 87 B44 
3,299 1,013, 632. 08 307 
8, 452 963, 354. 20 279 
2,583 568, 462.08 220 
2,445 509, 394. 32 208 
2, 653 587,401.61 221 
8,596 598, 098. 44 166 
7,494 700. 356. 61 97 


Interrogatory 7. Are the certificates transferable; and if so, under what 
regulations? 

ontransferable. 

Interrogatory 8. Are the certificates of deposit convertible into govern- 
ment bonds; and if so, upon what terms? 

Yes; see copy of law herewith. 

Interrogatories 9 to 21. The governmentowns no telegraph or telephones. 

COMPILED LAWS. 
Postal savings bank. 

SEC. 772. There shall be established in the general post-office at Honolulu, 
as a part of the bureau of the Hawaiian postal service, a savings bank to be 
prorat dant | EE 3 Postal Savings Bank,” of which the postmaster- 

neral shall be ex-officio manager. 

9 toy 778. It shall be lawful for the master-general to authorize and di- 
rect such of his officers as he shall think fit to receive deposits, and to pay 
the same, together with the interest accrued thereon, under such regulations 
as may be prescribed under the authority of this act: Provided 5 
such deposits me not be of less amount than one-quarter of one dollar, or a 
mutiple thereof. 

See. 774. Every de t received Sg so officer so authorized 485 post- 
master-general ‘shall entered by him at the time in the depositor's book, 
and the entry shallbe attested by the signature of the said officer. This entry 
on the de tor's book, with the attestations of the said officer, shall be con- 
clusive evidence of the claim of the depositor to the repayment of such de- 
posit with interest thereon on demand, made by him in the manner herein- 
* provided. 


EC. 775. The officers engaged in the receipt or payment of savings de; 
its shall not disclose the name of any depositor nor the. amount Raced ce 


withdrawn except to the postmaster-general, or to such officers as may be 
appointed . him to carry this act into operation. 

Bro. 776. The books of the Hawaiian Postal Sayings Bank shall be opened 
on the oiai — receive all deposits offered on and after the Ist day of 

anuary, A. D 3 

SEC. 777, Married women and minors Day in theirown E 7 — make deposits 
and receive repayment, giving valid receipts therefor: vided, y 
That minors under the age of 15 years can only give a valid receipt therefor 
upon the 1 the same by their natural or legal guardian. 

Src. 778. In case any depositor shall die leaving a sum of money on deposit 
in the postal savings bank not exceeding $100, and letters of administration or 
notice of existence of a will be not produced to the pos 


clusive on all parties to all intents and 1 without any appeal. 
e n 


SEC. 779. In case any depositor shall eaving any sum of money on de- 
posit in the postal sa bank 3 $100, the same shall only be paid to 
the executor or administrator on the production of letters of adm tion. 


Sy. 780. If a depositor me insane, having on deposit not exceeding 
00, the ter-general may, in his discretion, authorize yasinan from 
“9 tog me out of the funds of such depositor to any person having charge 


claim on e tor for repaym 
or part thereof, such depositor shall 8 entitled to ~ 
sum not exceeding $100. which may be due fim within 

days after giving such notice, and shall be absolutely entitled to payment of 


any sum or sums over $100 which may be due him within ninety days after 
giving such notice, and the officer Taking such repayments shall enter the 
same upon the book of the depositor and attest the entry by his signature: 
Provided, however, That payments may be made to de tors, in the discre- 
tion of the postmaster-geueral, on demand, or at any time prior to the periods 
8 n this section. 


its ex ing at any one time $2,500 in any one account, an 
be paid on any poe made after September 30, A. D. 1892, exceeding 
in any one account. Interest shall not be calculated on any amount less 


months priar to July 1 of each year shall not be assessed for taxes and shall 
be free from all Government taxation. 

SEC, 783. Interest on all deposits shall be calculated to the 31st day of De- 
cember in every year, and shall be added to and become part of the princi 
money, and the tmaster-general shall on that day of each year 
the minister of finance with a sworn statement of the rate of interest and 
the amount thereof calculated and actually passed to the credit of the depos- 


itors on the books of the postal 14 bank. 
e e PODEA as deposits in the 


SEC. 784. All moneys received 1 — 
Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank excess of $2, shall be paid into the 
treasury; and the registrar of public accounts shall open in the books of 


the pouT an account to be called the “Hawaiian savings,” to which 
he shall it all deposits made on this account; and he shall debit such sums 
as may be withdrawn or warrants issued by the itmaster-general for pay- 
ment of sums due to depositors. All moneys received to this account, as we 
as the reserve in the hands of the 1 as ex officio manager 
of the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank, shall be deemed and treated as part of 
the public debt, for which the t is msible to the depositors, and 
the treasury account shall, on the Ist day of suny of each year, be cred- 
ited as of that day with the interest actually allowed and paid to depositors 
under this act for the previous year ending ember 31. 
Suc. 785. There shall be at all times retained in the treasury, asa 

reserve to meet the demands of depositors in said postal savings bank. not 
less than 10 one of the deposits in such bank on all deposits up to an 


i ts received and paid out under 
authority of this act, and the expenses incurred during the P hepa De- 
cember 31, together with a statement of the total amount due at the close 
of the year to all depositors, shall be made by the 5 to the 
3 <= finance, who shall lay the same before the legislature at its next 
en on. 

SEC. T88. The minister of finance is hereby authorized to issue coupon 
bonds of the Ha goveroment 5 n the amount of 4 Sy to be 
styled the postal savings bank loan,” to be issued to depositors Ha- 


per annum, to be paid semiannually, principal and interest able in gold 
coin of the United Btates of America or its equivalent. An yes de tor 
with an in gold coin of 


count with the Postal Savings Bank. 

Sec. 789. In order pool. ane greater security to de 
Postal Savings Bank and to facilitate the repaymen 
withdrawals of deposits in excess of the ordinary course of business, the 
minister of finance is hereby authorized to issue coupon bonds of the 
Hawaiian government for the amount of postal savings bank deposits on de- 
poss in the on the Ist day of July, 1888, and on the Ist days of 

anuary and July of each year thereafter he is hereby further authorized to 
issue such bonds up to the amount of the net postal savings bank deposits 
paid into the treas gorme Bene six months next preceding such date of is- 
sue, with the amount of the interest credited thereon and added thereto on 
December 31 of each qon 

Sro. 790. Such bonds shall be of a denomination not less than $100, and shall 
be redeemable not less than five nor more than twenty years after date, and 
shall bear interest at 6 per cent per annum 3 and interest to be paid 
in gold coin of the United States of America or uivalent. They sball 
express upon their face that they are issued as secu: ty tor the postal sav- 
ings bank deposits, and are negotiable only upon the indorsement of the 
Se ae and the minister of finance, with the consent of the 
cabine 

SEC. 791. Such bonds shall be held by the congeners in trust as 
security for deposits in the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank, but he shall not 
draw the interest thereon, and before 8 of such bonds, as provided 
by law, it shall be his duty to detach all interest coupons on the bonds that 
have accrued anddeposit the same in the office of the minister of finance, 
where they shall be canceled. 

SEC. 792. In the event of demands for withdrawals of d ts from the 
postal savings bank in excess of the reserve on hand or available at the treas- 
ury, the postmaster-general, with the written consent of the cabinet, is hereby 
authorized to borrow sufficient money to meet such demands upon the low- 
est terms obtainable, and give such bonds, or any necessary portion thereof, 
as security for the money so borrowed, or he may, with such consent as afore- 
said, sell a sufficient number of such bonds, after first advertising for tenders 
therefor, to the person or persons making offers the most advantageous to 
the Government, and apply the proceeds to the payment of such demands. 

SEC. 793, If the r-general shall at any time withdraw from the 
Treasury moneys deposited therein by the savings bank for which 
bonds shall have been issued as aforesaid, he shall at the same time surrender 
to the bonds the par value of which shall equal the amount so with- 
drawn, which bonds so surrendered shall be forthwith canceled by the regis- 
trar of public accounts as redeemed bonds. 

SEc. The tmaster-general, with the consent of the cabinet, may 
make and from e to time, as he shall see occasion, alter all needful regu- 
lations for carrying this act into execution; and after publication such regu- 
lations so made Shall be binding on the parties in the subject-matter hereof 
to ~ same extent as if 2 — regulati 


positors in case of 


ions formed part of 


act. 
EO. 795. All expenses incurred in the execution of this act shall be paid 
out of the appropriations for the general post-office, 
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796. The of this act. shall in no way change the status of the 
a ts now in the savings bank, either or interest; and 
nothing herein con shall be construed to mean any interference with 
d ts, princi interest. Apn 
Spo. 7 


notes of the Ha government not ex the amounts of the 
deposits in the postal sa’ bank at the time of issu 
20. 798. Such notes each be of denomination of not less than one 
nor more than five lars; 


cree Pepper pr lon dy Signer PTOA S DOE OERS DAE Sonam, e 
nually, and shall e, principal and in gold coin e United 
States of America or its equivalent, and shail be exempt from any taxes 
W. 


ver. 
Src. 799. Such notes shall be sold only for the purpose of obtaining moneys 
with which to pay demands which may be a Ae the postal sar eT 
which the is unable to meet from other and shall be held 
cial for 3 and used for no ot $ 


ceed 6 cent annum, to be computed in accordance with the law - 
F deposits shall not in the aggregate exceed $150,000 at 
8 


‘ths. 
Sxc. 803. The form of the said certificate shall be as follows, and shall con- 
tain the conditions hereinafter set forth: 


Hawaiian postal savings bank certificates. 


8 — No. — 
HONOLULU, ——,, 189—. 
Received from ——., in — coin, —— dollars on de; t able 
in 222 OF tin OOA IATA EON Meee ae 
r 


deposit is made fo: months, and will bear interest from , 189—, at 
the rate of —— per cent per annum, and in accordance with the conditions 
go prea 

Approved: —— ——, Minister of Finance. 

Conditi 

Present this certificate at the savings bank at the tion of the 
stated herein. 277707101000. sepa 
Holders at a distance may indorse this certificate and send by mail to the 


sa bank, when it will be 

transf indorsement, and with in- 

terest A to Te holder — iy e 
Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I think there is a good deal of 
force to the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin, and also 
the same suggestion made by the Senator from Illinois, that it 
ought to be uniform and extend all over the country, but the 
Senate is neverina hurry. We can take this up a week from 
next summer just as well as now. I make the suggestion that if 
the amendment offered by the Senator conflicts with any other 
ms made, the whole bill ought to be amended so as to 


orm to it. 
The laws, as you will see if you read them carefully, provide 
for a certain officer to receive these deposits. The officers of the 


Hawaiian government must have successors. It would naturally 
be the Postmaster-General of the United States as to this matter. 
The objection may be made that it is not uniform. Nothing is 
uniform at the present day. We make one law for this country 
and another law for ano country. We have gone into the 
lawmaking business for the whole world. 
Even | have tried to introduce and to secure the passage of laws 
that should govern the Parliament of Great Britain and the Boers 
in South Africa. The Senator from IIlinois, my colleague, pro- 
now to make laws for Hawaii. The Senator from Ohio 

Bir. Foraker] 2 to make laws for Puerto Rico, and some 
others as to the Philippines. If we are to save for the benefit of 
the people of those islands the particular laws which they have 
found good for them, there must be some way to save to the peo- 
ple of the Hawaiian Islands this splendid system that enco 
saving, that gives security to the poor depositor and lets the boot- 
black and the scrub woman and the laboring man take what he has 
to the government and say, Save that for me for my bread on a 
rainy day or my funeral, as the case may be.” 

The only civili government in the world that is dominated 
by the bankers within its four sides is the United States, and if 


we can not get to-day a savings bank in the United States, 
we ought to save it for the 8 heathen, who have had 
sense enough to be ahead of us about fifty years in the march of 


civilization, and who have built up for themselves a splendid sys- 
tem of postal savings banks. We take them in under our flag, 
and I am informed, and I thank God for it, we give them the 
Constitution with the flag; but we take away their savings 
I am for the amendment offered by the Senator from 

North Carolina. 

Mr. KYLE. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. MASON. Certainly. 

Mr. KYLE. Ishould like to know whether he knows of any 
5 or legal objection to leaving in this portion of their 

wi 


Mr. MASON. There can not be, because we leave them a por- 
tion of their laws that we think they want. 


Mr. KYLE. I can not think of anything in the way at all. I 
want to add my word that I am heartily in favor of this proposi- 
tion. As long as seven or eight years ago I introduced a bill cov- 
ering the same proposition in the United States. Ithink the first 
bill offered, in 1890, was by Senator Manderson, of Nebraska, to 
establish a savings bank in the United States. I liked the 
bill then. It was indorsed by the National Farmers’ Alliance and 
by the labor organizations of the United States. I believe it is a 
bill the people want, as the Senator from Ilinois [Mr. Mason] has 
sarees and if there is any way to preserve it, I hope it will be 

ne. 

Mr. MASON. I thank the Senator. I introduced a bill in the 
last Congress, which was known as the Record bill. I presented 
petitions here in favor of the postal savings banks in this country 
signed by over two anda half million people and signed in prac- 
tically all the States of this Union. 

Mr. KYLE. It has been objected to upon the _ of some that 
we did not know how it was going to work. e know how it 
works abroad—how it works in Germany, France, and these other 
foreign countries, 

Mr. MASON. And even Hawaii. 

Mr. KYLE. Exactly. 

Mr. MASON. They say it is popular; it is successful; it gives 
a safe investment; it is a convenience to the government to get 
money at a low rate of interest; and at the same time it is a great 
convenience to the poor people who have savings to deposit. 

Now that Hawaii is a part of the United States it will be more 
and more an object lesson to the people of our country as to the 
practical workings of this system, and I think it ought to be pre- 
served to the poopie of the country, if possible. 

Mr. ALLISON. I notice by section 5 of this pro 
found on page 3 of the new print, that all the laws of the United 
States not locally inapplicable to Hawaii are extended over that 
country. Is that the understanding? 

Mr. CULLOM. It is. 

Mr, MASON. Read that again. 

Mr. ALLISON. I ask the committee to explain to me whether 
our postal system is extended to Hawaii? 


Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator mean the post-office system? 
Mr. ALLISON. Onur post-office system. 
Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 
„ALLISON. That isto say, we are to have post- offices there? 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes; post-offices there. 
Mr. ALLISON. And postmasters? 
Mr. CULLOM. Appointed by the President. 
Mr. ALLISON. We are to have all the machinery of our Post- 


Office Department and our postal system? 

Mr. CULLOM. Entire; certainly so. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ihavealso understood in this debate that under 
the annexation joint resolution we have agreed to pay the debts 
of Hawaii up to $4,000,000. 

Mr. CULLOM,. That is true. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the limit? 

Mr. CULLOM. That is the limit. 

Mr. ALLISON. And that is to include the amount due by the 
83 of Hawaii, under its local postal system, on account 

savin ? 

Mr. C OM. Thatistrue. Itis so provided in the annexa- 
tion act. 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad to have the committee, if 
they can, tell me whether or not since August 12, 1898, the local 
Hawaiian potat savings system has been going on, and whether 
they have been taking deposits under this system, and whether 
the debt has been increased from August, 1898, up to the present 
time. 7 

Mr.CULLOM. We had no power to do anything further than to 
report what the state of the case was, and there are provisions in 
the bill for the purpose of putting an end to the accumulation of 
indebtedness by those islands which the United States will have 
to assume. í 

I can state for the information of the Senator that at the time 
the commission were there and when we were about to come to 
conclusions as to what we ought to report, among others, as to 
the ty anges up of the postal savings banks, because we had to do 
that in order to find out how much we would have to pay, the 


people there supposed that the bill to be re by the commis- 


sion would be a year ago, during the last session of Con- 
gress, and many of the depositors in the savings banks were 
making arrangements, as I remember it, and the tor from 


Alabama will correct me if I am mistaken, for transferring their 
deposits to other banks in the city of Honolulu. How much of 
that was done I do not know. I suppose the Senator from Ala- 


bama does not, either. What has been done since we came away, 
in view of the fact that the bill has not passed, [ know nothing 


1900. 
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about, but I suppose there is an indebtedness accumulating there 
which has to be paid by the Government. 3 

Mr. MASON. Justa moment. There is no ble claim that 
the Government of the United States would be bound by any new 
a its after the passage of the act of annexation. 

Mx. CULLOM. Yes. : 

Mr. MASON. They might deposit $40,000,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. 1 their laws were continued in force. 

Mr. MASON. You only agreed 

Mr. CULLOM. Oh, no. 

Mr. MASON. If I do not interrupt ou 

Mr. CULLOM. Not at all. 

Mr. MASON. As I understand, we only agreed when we voted 
for annexation—— x 

Mr. CULLOM. I will read this provision of the statute, if the 
Senator from Iowa will allow me. $ 3 

Mr. ALLISON. I will yield to both Senators to elucidate this 

uestion. 
= Mr. CULLOM. It is as follows: 

The public debt of the republic of Hawaii, lawfully existing at the date of 
the passage of this joint resolution 

Mr. MASON. That is the point I made—the date of the passage. 

Mr. CULLOM (reading)— 
including the amounts due to depositors in the Hawaiian Postal Savings 
Bank, is hereby assumed by the Government of the United States; but the 
liability of the United States in this regard shall in no case exceed $4, 000,000. 
So long, however. as the existing government and the present commercial 
relations of the Hawaiian Islands are continued as hereinbefore provided 
said government shall continue to pay the interest on said debt. 

Including the postal savings debt. 

Mr. MASON. Certainly; that no deposit shall be made after 
annexation. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is immaterial for the p I have in 
view. I do not wish to make any point on that. Now I will ask 
the Senator from Illinois, who I oe asst had charge ot this bill— 
his colleague did not seem to think he has, 

Mr. MASON. He has. 

Mr. ALLISON. If he had, he made some criticism. 

Mr. MASON. He did not. 

Mr. ALLISON. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Illinois 
ae muh of the government of Hawaii will be left after this 


passes’ 

Mr.CULLOM. Does the Senator mean the laws? 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I do not mean the laws. They have a 
poyemmong there now, and we propose here, if I understand this 

ill, to change in some ways the form of that government and to 
make it a Territory of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. Let me read a section to the Senator. 

Mr. ALLISON, I only want—— 

Mr. CULLOM. It is a short section. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

Mr. CULLOM, Section 8 provides: 

That the offices of President, minister of foreign affairs, minister of the 
interior, minister of finance, minister 5 instruction, auditor-general 
deputy auditor. eral, surveyor-general, „ and deputy marshal o 
the republic of Hawaii are hereby abolished. 

That much of it goes out. . 

Mr. ALLISON. That is enough for my purpose, if the Senator 
will allow me, 

Mr. CULLOM. And a good deal more, in one way and another. 

Mr. ALLISON. As 1 understand these provisions, we pro 
to annex Hawaii as a Territory of the United States and extend our 
Constitution and laws over that Territory. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have already done that. 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. That has already been done. 

Mr. ALLISON. That has been done. Now the Senator from 
North Carolina proposes that we shall continue the savings banks 
of Hawaii. I want to submit tohim that that is an impossibility, 
The effect of what he proposes is that the United States Govern- 
ment shall establish a savings bank in one of its Territories, and 
whatever pp im pees there may be in that Territory, of 
course, ifitisa savings bank, must go into the tal sys- 
eas in some form and the Post-Office Department is to be respon- 
sible. 

Now, Mr. President, I submit that it is an impossibility. In 
the first place, you can not amend this law in any way so as to do 
it unless you establish a postal savings bank system for Hawaii 
alone, this 8 of ours which we are legislating for. Then 
I submit further that if that would be possible it would be a 
manifest injustice for the Government of the United States, which 
is about to transfer its own public debt to an interest-bearing 
debt of 2 per cent, to pay 43 per cent to the depositors in the post- 
office service in Hawaii. So, not perhaps fully sympathizin 
with and realizing the great importance of this universal coated 
system for all the United States, I submit now that it is better for 
us to await the report of the Senator from North Carolina and 
ar teal gente tod all pape l d sha hall a 

i perfected an in playan wes exten 
t, of course, to Hawaii. e 


get a general system, and when we | Am. 


Mr. MORGAN. 


Mr. President, when the commission got to 
Hawaii they found themselyes confronted with a proposition of 


law enacted by Congress that the postal savings debt should be 
paid, and paid first. Naturally, therefore, the commission con- 
cluded that that establishment was to be wound up; and so in 
making a report of their bill for the purposes of carrying into ef- 
fect what we thought was proper in onangni the government of 
Hawaii, two bills were reported here, one for the re and wind- 
ing up of the savings-bank system in Hawaii, and the other for 
enasi the currency between the two countries. One of those 
bills went to the Committee on Finance, the one relating to the 
currency. They were put in separate bills because they were not 
supposed to be actually necessary to the reinstatement of a new 
8 or a Territorial government in Hawaii. I do not 
now to what committee the other bill went. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think both bills went to the Committee on 
Foreign Relations during the last session, but no action was taken 
there on either. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill relating to the postal savings bank 
went to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads of the Sen- 
ate in December, 1898. It was expected, of course, that these 
three bills—the one for establishing the government, the one for 
regulating the coinage, and the other icra the postal system. 
and the winding up of the savings bank—would be reported either 
simultaneously, or pretty nearly so, and acted upon in the Senate 
according to their merit and according to the precedence they 
were entitled to. 

Now, what we ought to do to carry ont the intention of Con- 
gress as expressed in the act of annexation, is to take up the bill 
of the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and make ita 
re of this bill for the government. I will read it. It is very 

ort: 


Hawaiian Islands to the United States,” approved July 7, 1898, shall pay the 
i ii —— banks to the persons entitled 
make all needful 


It would be now the Ist day of July, 1900— 


when such payments shall begin, and none of said demands shall bear 
terest after said date, and no deposit shall be made in said bank after said 
date. Said demands of eet perans shall be certified to by the chief execu- 
tive of Hawaii as being genuine and due to the persons presenting the same, 
and certificate s. be sealed with the official seal of the Territory and 
countersigned by its secretary, and shall be approved by the Secretary of the 
Interior, who shall draw his warrant for the amount due upon the Treasurer 
of the United States, and when the same are so paid no further liabilities 
shall exist in respeos of the same against the Government of the United 

States or of Ha 
Sr. 2. That any money of the Hawaiian’ Postal Savings Bank that shall 
remain unpaid to the panees entitled thereto on the lst day of July, 1899, 
bank, shall be turned over by the government of 


tary of the Treas- 
ury shall cause an account to as of date, between such govern- 
ment of Hawaii and the United States in respect to Ha Postal 


a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. That is simply to wind up the savings bank. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is exactly what it does. The commission 
were compelled to make a provision of that kind, becanse the 
Government of the United States has assumed the whole of the 


outstanding debt of the postal savings bank. 
Mr. MASON, Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me for 
a moment? 


Mr. MORGAN. 5 
Mr. MASON. But you do not assume any debt beyond the 
date of annexation? 
Mr. MORGAN. No; we do not. We could not do that. Now, 
I will read the report of Mr. Damon, who was the minister of 
finance of Hawaii, in which he says: 
HAWAIIAN POSTAL SAVINGS BANK. 


This institution was established, by act of the | lature in 1884, to en- 
courage the deposit of small savings at interest, with the security of the 
8 for repayment thereof. and was opened for business July 1. 


886, with His Maj Kalakaua as the first depositor. 
On the 12th day of August, 1898, the amount due to 10,555 depositors, classi- 
fied by nationalities as follows: 
r c e S SAN EE SARN E 602 
British...... 526 
Germans a0 
Hawaiians.. 1,291 
Portuguese 495 
Sundry nationalities. -.....-.------------- -1 — CL 
Chinese under the board of immigration 7, 091 
pi ale Pa e V Saabs WL 9 ACARD Sky 8 10, 555 
34 
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* 
These deposits bear interest at 
ited to the several accounts on the 


r cent 


nt. 

The prsnom cash reserve to meet the Samana a $112,409.23, of which 
$105,000 is on special deposit at the treasury. 

There was a reserve that we found in the treasury for the pur- 
pose of paying this off. The law of Hawaii required these postal 
savings banks to keep always a certain amount in reserve. 

Mr. BUTLER. Ten per cent, 

Mr. MORGAN. Ten per cent was required to be kept in 
reserve. 


The surplus over the requirement of the cash minimum reserve of $50,000 
has been by the government for public works and permanent improve- 


ments. 

During the twelve years of its existence every call by depositors has been 

romptly met, and the general confidence and to the community 

fas been shown in its use by all nationalities. 

The foregoing shows the gross public debt on August 12, 1898— 

That is, the general debt of Hawaii— 
to be $4,603,747.34. On the same date there was cash in treasury to the credit 
of the following accounts, certified to by the register of— 
ee e $546, 739. Ut 

Cash on hand in the Hawaiian treasury on August 12, 1893. 


Current account, balanees 5.2 o.06 co nce oc cec ese cee eeee nese 
Loan fund account, balance 2 


Road tax 
UU 
Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank 


a z3 hereby certify that the above is a true and correct statement as of above 
ate. 


W. G. ASHLEY, 
Registrar of Public Accounts. 

That was the report which the minister of finance made to the 
commission. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator kindly read the aggregate 
amount of the postal savings bank indebtedness? I did not catch 
it. Ithought he said about $900,000. 

Mr. MORGAN, Nine hundred and fourteen thousand and forty- 
seven dollars and thirty-four cents. That does not take into ac- 
count the credits it is entitled to, about $700,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. Seven hundred thousand dollars. 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. Now, while we were there the winding 
up of that bank was quite a puzzle, quite a difficulty, for the 
reason that the Government had no right to call in these certifi- 
cates of deposit, and the people were hanging onto them. There 
was but one way to stop them at all, and that was to cut off the 
interest on these deposits after a certain date and force sae po 
ple to bring them in for payment, for redemption. The bill, as 
you will notice here, has made an ample provision, I think, and a 
correct provision, for paying these outstanding certificates taken 
up and redeemed. : 3 f 

ow, an arrangement was proposed there for the purpose o 
getting the banks to take over the whole establishment, the assets, 
and to give the banks or some bank, an incorporated establish- 
ment there, a savings bank, the same rights and privileges that 
the government of Hawaii had under this law. They seemed to 
be figuring with a view of bringing that about, but I have not 
any idea that any money has been received into that postal savings 
bank since annexation, although it may have been done. I can 
not say it has not been done, but that was not the intention of the 
Government at the time we were there. They looked to the fact 
that the act of Congress would necessarily involve a winding up 
of the postal savings bank system. 

That was a part of the act of annexation, a necessary part of it, 
and therefore they were preparing for it and they expected and 
hoped to be able when they got legislative powers to confer upon 
some bank—the bank was named, but I forget what bank it was— 
some very excellent institution there that the people would be 
willing to have the assets turned over to, with the consent of the 
United States, and let them assume the redemption of the out- 
standing certificates, they being, of course, refunded bythe United 
States as the certificates might be called in; in other words, that 
the certificates would go into the bank, the Government of the 
United States would pay the debt under the act of annexation, 
and that would give to the bank a fund upon which it could carry 
the system. It was intended to transfer it to a bank instead of to 
the local government. 

Mr. MASON. Will the Senator from Alabama allow me justa 
moment? It was the whole plan and scope of the commission to 
wind p the savings-bank system? 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatisit. Wefelt that it was, of course, our 
duty to doit. As the Senator from Iowa has suggested, after the 
repeal of all of the laws of Hawaiiin this act this 8 bank goes 
oT the board unless we reenact it as a system of the Government 

the United States. > 
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Mr. MASON. But does not the Senator in his bill reserve some 
of the laws? Section 6 provides: 

That the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of 
the United States or the prora of this act shall continue in force, subject 
to repeal or amendment by the legislature of Hawaii or the Congress of the 
United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. But the provisions of this act 

Mr. BUTLER. On page 39 a whole lot more of them are con- 
tinued in force. 

Mr. MORGAN. A great many laws are continued in force, but 
none inconsistent with the provisions of the act we are passing 
now. 

Mr. MASON. This actis not inconsistent, because it does not 
touch the question. An act to be inconsistent with another act 
must touch a question upon which the original act was passed. 

. Mr. MORGAN. We wish to make this act consistent wi 
itself. It is proper now to take up the bill that was offered by 
the Senator from Illinois and put it on the pending bill as two 
additional sections. That will complete the system, so far as this 
postal savings bank is concerned. 

Mr. BUTLER. wees it out. 

Mr. MORGAN. iping it out, of course. 

Mr. MASON. I will call the Senator's attention, if he will per- 
mit me, to page 39 of the new print, line 22, section 84: 

That the laws of Hawaii relative to the judicial department, includ 
civil and criminal procedure, except as amended by this act, are continu 


p 
23 | in force, subject to modification by Congress or the legislature. 


Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. MASON. That section provides further: 

The provisions of said laws or any laws of the republic of Hawaii which 
require juries to be composed of aliens or foreigners only, or to be consti- 
tuted by 3 natives of Hawaii only, in civil and criminal cases speci- 
fied in said laws, are repealed, and all juries shall hereafter be constituted 
without reference to the race or place ot nativity of the jurors. 


Andsoon. Here is the closing clause of the section: 


No plaintiff or defendant in any suit or proceeding in - 
tory ot Hawaii shall be entitled to a trial by a jury . 
from persons of any race. 

That does not apply; I beg the Senator's pardon. What I 
wanted to call your attention to was the main part of what I have 
read, section 84, entitled ‘‘ Laws continued in force.” What the 
Senator from North Carolina contends, as I understand him, and 
I think he is right, is that there is nothing in the amendment that 
is inconsistent with the present laws of the United States or with 
the Constitution of the United States to allow the people of that 
Territory to have their Territorial law, if you please to call it so, 
even though they deposit in the post-office of the United States, 

Mr. MORGAN. The only thing that is inconsistent with the 
retention of the postal savings bank system in Hawaii is the part 
of the act of annexation in which we assume the payment and 
extinguishment of all its outstanding obligations; that is all. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then, if the Senator will pardon me—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Then there can be no inconsistency in so amend- 
ing it or failing to carry out any part of it, ecially when it 
meets with the approval of the people of Hawaii. Nobody can 
complain if we do not pay that debt when the very people to whom 
itis owed do not want us to pay it. If we were to-morrow to 
pass a law offering to pay to every depositor who wanted us to 
pay, yoa could not find one in the kingdom who would ask you 

y it. 
MORGAN. Iwishto be entirely frank about the matter 

Mr. BUTLER, Indeed we could reduce the interest to 2 per 
cent, as I think we should do and will do, and as the bill which 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads has recommended 
fixes the rate of interest, and I am satisfied every person in the 
kingdom would still want to continue the system, and they would 
not Jet us pay unless we forced them to receive it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I wish to be entirely frank about this matter. 
I will say that I believe the authorities in Hawaii—I have had no 
opportunity to consult with the people about it—would have been 
very glad to have retained this postal savings bank system, a sys- 
tem that has worked well,as Mr. Damon’sreport shows. Youcan 
see from the number of depositors and the character of the depos- 
itors that it is 3 There are 7,091 Chinese who were 
depositors; 1,291 Waiians were depositors; 602 Americans, 526 
British, 329 Germans, and then of sundry nationalities, 221. It is 
very popular there. But the commission felt constrained by the 
statute under which they were acting to wind up that institution, 
because Congress had so declared. 

Now, the question is, Shall it be reinstated; and if so, when 


reinstated is it an institution of Hawaii or is it an institution of 
the Unites 5 Of 8 it is an . et a pane 
States. It is a fragmentary law applyin a single Territory, 

establishing in that Territory a postal fos si bank. ‘ í 
ow that I have any special objection to having that 


I do not 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2257 


thing done, because I want to give the people of Hawaii all the 
liberties, rights, privileges, and opportunities that it is possible 
for them to enjoy. But a bill, I have been informed, is coming 
in here from the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, bring- 
ing in a provision for a general system of postal savings banks for 
the United States. Of course that will include Hawaii, and in 
order to pass that bill we would have to get rid of the postal sys- 
tem in Hawaii. That bill would repeal the postal system as we 
found it in Hawaii and as it exists to-day. It is going on to-day, 
but I do not think actively. 

In order to get this matter into a correct legislative attitude, so 
that we can vote upon it intelligently, I propose to add these two 
sections to the bill as additional sections, amending the sections 
by striking out 18909“ where it occurs and inserting ‘‘1900;” so 
that it will read: 


So much money as is necessary to pay said demands is hereby appropriated, 
out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be available 
on and after the Ist day of July, 1900. 


Strike out 1899“ wherever it occurs in this amendment and 
insert 1900.“ Then we would have something, Mr. President, 
which would perfect the bill, and it is necessary to perfect it, for 
it was really a part of it when it was offered here, although it 
was sent to separate committees for the reason that the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads and the Committee on Finance 
are more poses the committees to deal with those particular 
features of the report of the commission than the Committee on 
Foreign Relations. That is why the provisions were separated 
and put in separate bills. I am not so sure but that we ought 
also to add the coinage bill, but then that isa matter about which 
no question has been raised. We have had enough questions 
here now to turn a man crazy over this bill, most of them grow- 
ing out of the fact that Senators have not understood it. 

r. CULLOM. Mr. President, I think it is about the time 
when we should cease the consideration of this bill for to-night, 
as it is evident we can not finish it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will offer the amendment now. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from North 
Carolina comes first. 

Mr. MORGAN. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. CULLOMu/. I should like to say that I will be exceedingly 
gratified if we can fix a time to-morrow for the final disposition of 
this bill. Iam exceedingly anxious to get the bill through the 
Senate, so that it may be finally sent to the other House. I ask 
the Senate whether we can not have unanimous consent to dispose 
of the bill by a final vote upon it to-morrow at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN, And the amendments? 

Mr. CULLOM. The bill and amendments. 

Mr. HALE. I hope the Senator will not ask that that be done. 
I hope the Senator will not ask us to do that now. There are sey- 
eral matters that are ofimportance to be discussed hereafter which 
have not yet been reached, and it is uncertain how much of the 
time to-morrow may be taken up in the consideration of the report 
of the Committee on Privileges and Elections. I think the Senator 
in charge of the bill—while I appreciate his anxiety toclose it up 
had better not now endeavor to fix a time for taking a vote on it. 

Mr. CULLOM, Will the Senator consent, then, that the bill 
shall be finished to-morrow before adjournment? 

Mr. HALE, I think it is very uncertain as to what time we 
can begin the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. CULLOM. I inquire of the Senator from Pennsylvania 
pe. PENROSE] whether it is expected that any Senator will desire 

0 Fe ge on the question in which he is interested to-morrow? 

r. PENROSE. I understand there are four or five Senators 
on both sides of the controversy who are pondy ai any time to ad- 
dress the Senate. I also remind the Senator that the Senator from 
New York [Mr. DEPEw] has given notice of his intention to speak 
to-morrow on the Philippine question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. at is to be in the morning hour. 

Mr. PENROSE. Yes; but it will necessarily take some time 
which would otherwise undoubtedly be consumed by the Penn- 
sylvania Senatorial case. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] when 
he suspended his remarks to-day gave notice that he desired on 
to-morrow to continue. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand the Senator from Tennessee ex- 
pects to occupy at least an hour to-morrow, and if he is then inter- 
rupted as much as he has been to-day, he may occupy a longer time. 

r. HALE. I think the Senator from Illinois had better not 
ask for an agreement this evening. 

Mr. FORAKER. There is such an extreme necessity, as it 
seems to me, for legislation for Puerto Rico that I want to sug- 
gest the propriety of our having night sessions. I do not know 
Ton the sense of the Senate may be with respect to such a propo- 
sition. 

Mr. HALE. There are but few Senators now here. 

Mr. CULLOM. I sincerely hope that the Senate will allow the 
Hawaiian bill to be considered until it is di d of and at as 


early a date as is reasonable. There are considerations, which I 
XXIII— 42 


do not care to speak of here, which render it important that the 
bill should be promptly acted upon, I should be yery glad indeed 
to 


to get it through the Senate an the other House. 
r. FO . My Kroat anxiety about it is that I may secure 
the consideration of the Puerto Rican bill as ey as possible. 
Mr, PETTUS. If the Senator from Illinois will allow me, if in 
order, I want to inquire of him whether it would not be best now 


to order the printing of the bill with the amendments to it so far 


as they have been agreed to? 
Mr. CULLOM. I secured an order for its reprinting on Satur- 
Gag Fa, 
r. PETTUS. There have been so many amendments since 


that it is impossible to carry them in one’s head. It is a mere 
suggestion on my part; I do not want to make any motion. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the Senator will find, on an examina- 
tion of the last print of the bill, that there are not very many 
amendments which have been adopted to-day. I will drop the 
subject for the pa in the hope that I may get the bill through 
to-morrow; and I will now move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Illinois 
withhold the motion for a moment that the Chair may present 
some matters to the Senate? z 

Mr. CULLOM. I withdraw the motion temporarily. 

REPORT OF BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives; 

I transmit herewith for the information of Congress, and with a view to 
its publication in suitable form, if such action is deemed desirable, the Sec- 
ond Report of the United States d on Geographic Names, constituted by 
Executive order ed on September 4, 1890. 

Your attention is invited to two recommendations of the board: 

First. That in addition to the number of copies of this report printed for 
the use of Congress 5,000 copies be printed for the use of the Ecard. 

Second. That to conduct the necessary correspondence, make investiga- 
cena ad mader Gongian be ed for bn anal Seperation of San 

Ce) „ an 8 
oe a, WIL MORINDEY, 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 26, 1900. 
INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION REPORT. 


The PRESIDENT A hs tempore. The Chair lays before the j 


Senate a communication from the chairman of the United States 
Industrial Commission, transmitting the report of the secretary 
of the Industrial Commission on the work of the commission to 
January 1, 1900. 

The Chair is uncertain to what committee this communication 
should be referred, 

Mr. PENROSE. I move that that communication be referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. I think that com- 
mittee has the subject-matter in charge. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KYLE | 
whose name is signed to the communication which has been $ 
is now here. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair will state to the 
Senator from South Dakota that he has presented a partial report 
from the Industrial Commission, and the Chair wishes to know 
what 3 shall be made of it? 

Mr. KYLE. The law creating the Industrial Commission, 
which was approved June 18, 1898, provides that from time to 
time the commission may make reports to Congress. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has received and 
presented to the Senate one of those reports. 

Mr. HALE. Let it be printed. 

Mr. T I presume the usual number of copies should be 
printed. 

Mr. HALE. It should be printed as a document, 

Mr. KYLE. Yes; printed as a document. 

Mr. HALE. And then lie upon the table. 

Mr. KYLE. Yes; and then lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order will be made, in 
the absence of objection. 

- EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM, I renew my motion that the Senate proceed to 
the consideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock and 
18 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
February 27, 1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 26, 1900. 
CONSULS, : 

George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, now consul 
at Grenoble, France, to be consul of the United States at Pres- 
8 es vice Grenville James, nominated to be consul at 

renoble. 


2258 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE, 


FEBRUARY 26, 


Grenville James, of New York, now consul at Prescott, Canada, 
to be consul of the United States at Grenoble, France, vice George 
B. Anderson, nominated to be consul at Prescott. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 
To be second lieutenants, to rank from February 1, 1900, 


Clifford U. Leonori, of New York. 

Ralph B. Lister, of Colorado. 
ncer M. Bowman, of the District of Columbia. 
nk B. Davis, of North Carolina. 

Daniel Van Voorhis, of Ohio. 

Benjamin H. , of Texas. 

Julian L. Dodge, of New York, 


PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Thirty-fifth Infantry. 

First Lieut. Harry N. Cootes, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be captain, February 21, 1900, vice Lang- 
worthy, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Gordon N. Kimball, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lieutenant, February 21, 1900, vice 
Cootes, promoted. 

SECOND LIEUTENANT IN MARINE CORPS. 

Louis G. Miller, a citizen of Ohio, to be a second lieutenant in 
the United States Marine Corps, from the 23d day of February, 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that Corps, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 26, 1900, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
Subsistence Department. 

First Lieut. Charles R. Krauthoff, Fourteenth Infantry (ca; 
tain and assistant commissary of subsistence, United States Vol- 
unteers), to be commissary of subsistence with the rank of cap- 
tain, February 15, 1900. 

‘APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be assistant surgeon with the rank of first lieutenant. 

John Carling, of New York, acting assistant surgeon, United 
States Army, February 16, 1900. 

Puerto Rico Regiment. 

Maj. James A. Buchanan, Fifteenth United States 3 
be lieutenant-colonel Puerto Rico Regiment, United States Vol- 
unteer Infantry, February 19, 1900. 

To be quartermaster with the rank of major. 

Capt. Isaac W. Littell, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Army, February 15, 1900, 

To be major-general by brevet, 

Brig. Gen. Harrison Gray Otis, United States Volunteers (since 
honorably mustered out of service), for meritorious conduct at 
the battle of Caloocan, Philippine Islands, March 25, 1899. 


To be brigadier-generals by brevet. 
Col. Owen Summers, Second Oregon Volunteer Infantry (since 
honorably mustered ont of service), for conspicuous try at 


Maasin Bulac bridge, San Isidro Panone Islands, May 17, 1899. 
Col. Harry C. Kessler, First Montana Volunteer Infantry (since 
honorably mustered out of service), for distinguished service in 
action at Malolos, P. I., March 81, 1899. 
To be major by brevet. 

Capt. James F. Case, Second oy. Volunteer Infantry (now 
major, Fortieth Infantry, United States Volunteers), for distin- 
8 services and gallantry at Maasin Bulac bridge, San Isidro, 

„ I., while acting division engineer officer, May 17, 1899. 

To be commissary of subsistence with the rank of major. 

Capt. Matt R. Peterson, commissary of subsistence, United 
States Army, February 15, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
To be surgeon with the rank of major. 

Capt. Luther B. Grandy, assistant surgeon, Thirty-fifth Infan- 
try, United States Volunteers, February 14, 1900. 

To be assistant surgeon with the rank of captain. 

First Lieut. John A. Metzger, assistant surgeon, Thirty-fifth 
Infantry, United States Volunteers, February 14, 1900. 

POSTMASTERS, 

William A. Grummon, to be postmaster at Rockwell, in the 

3 of Cerro Gordo and State of Iowa. 


Dowell, to be postmaster at Indian in the county of 
Warren and State of Iowa, a 5 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


Monday, February 26, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o'clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

ee of the proceedings of Saturday was read and ap- 
prov: 

GRAND RAPIDS WATER POWER, ETC., COMPANY, OF MINNESOTA, 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3003) toamend an act entitled 
“An act to authorize the Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom 
Company, of Grand Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge 
across the Mississippi River,” approved February 27, 1899. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the Senate bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read the 
third time, it was passed. 

On motion of Mr. MORRIS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
* of the bill H. R. 4618, known as the pure- food bill. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unani- 
mous consent for the reprint of the House bill 4618, known as the 
presoa bill. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 

ears no objection, and it is so ordered, 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Speaker, under the rules of the 
House this is District day. I take it for granted that the House 
will prefer to proceed with the Puerto Rican debate, and I ask 
unanimous consent that next Monday may be considered as Dis- 
trict day instead of to-day. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that 
next Monday be set aside for business of the District of Colum- 
bia instead of to-day. Is there ojection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the nt consideration of Senate bill 2354, enlarging the powers 
of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company. 

The Clerk read at length the Senate bill with House amend- 
ments. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. SULZER. Reserving the right to object, Mr. Speaker, I 
would like to ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] 
if the bill has been 9 by the committee. 

Mr. SHERMAN, It has been unanimously reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SULZER. Is it in the usual form? 

Mr. SHERMAN. It enlarges somewhat the rights of the rail- 
road company which built the railroad, the charter of which was 
obtained ten years ago. It permits the company to acquire by 
purchase and extension which is now controlled by lease, and by 
the purchase saves the road the expense of maintaing two corpo- 


rations. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. ere if the gentleman will 
permit me, I never heard of this bill until it was read, but I know 
the circumstances of the corporation. Theroad was built wholly 
in the Indian Territory. They subsequently extended their lines 
to Memphis, and this bill, I take it, simply allows them to pur- 
chase the line from where the line now exists to Memphis, mak- 
ing a continuous line, 

r. SHERMAN. And also the power to extend certain 
branches, 

Mr. TALBERT. I should like to inquire of the gentleman from 
New York if this bill carries with it any appropriation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Oh, no, indeed. 

Mr. SULZER. And it does not take the Indian lands without 
just compensation? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Not without compensation; certainly not. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause,] The Chair hears none, The Chair 
understands that the gentleman from New York called up the 
Senate bill with House amendments? 

Mr. SHERMAN. Les. 

The House amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be read a third time; and being read a 
third time, it 8 

On motion of Mr, SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a House bill similar in character? 

Mr. SHERMAN, It is somewhat different, but it has not yet 
been reported. 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to modify 
the order under which we are proceeding on the Puerto Rican 
bill in this respect: That the order for the evening session on Mon- 
day evening be vacated, the general debate to continued on 
Tuesday until 5 p. m., and that the order heretofore made for 
Tuesday be operative on Wednesday in reference to taking a vote. 

The SP ER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that the order for general debate for this evening 
be vacated, and that general debate be continued on Tuesday 
till 5 o'clock, and the order operative for Tuesday become opera- 
tive for Wednesday. Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. ker, I wish to say a word in re- 
gard to that request, I consider this a most remarkable applica- 
tion to come from the majority side of this House. We accept it 
over here as a frank, candid confession on their part that they 
have a bad bill on their handsand now, in a repentant mood, they 
come and admit that they have not votes enough to pass it in its 
present shape. We can not look at it in any other way. 

Now, the Democratic party—I speak for some of its members 
recognized that fact. The Democratic has always been 
magnanimous to their fallen foes. [Laughter.] They never strike 
an antagonist when he is down. They have never struck a blow at 
the Republican party when it has been prostrate at their feet, as we 
find it to-day. We have always been 5 and liberal. 
The party now dominating the politics of this country has not 
been so magnanimous, If the conditions existing were reversed, 
your party would not be liberal now. Weare not disposed to take 
advantage of this situation. It is a pitiable one. Your great 
party come here and make frank confession that they have given 
us a bad bill, which we on this side and which many patriotic 
gentlemen on the other side have denounced, and are not willing 
to support. They come here and admit it. And they want more 
time—the very thing we have been asking for more a week, 
and which they have been refusing. 

The Democratic party, it seems to me, can not object to having 
more light on this question. The gentlemen on the other side 
have come to our position, and we can hardly recede from it. 
But we think that we ought to impose some terms on these gen- 
tlemen. We propose to be as moderate and as mild as we can in 
insisting on terms; but if they are going to take from us the ses- 
sion fixed for to-night, we want one for Tuesday night to further 
debate this question; and we insist on the right to offer our sub- 
stitute, if we wish to do it, and to have it ding in the Commit- 
= of the Whole and in the House when bill is reported to the 

ouse. 

Now, exacting these generous and moderate terms, we are pre- 
pared, so far as Iam concerned, to consent to this request, this 
appeal, this entreaty made by the majority side of the House 
n and I am not joking when I state these facts. [Re- 
newed laughter. ] ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I recognize the generosity and 

animity of the gentleman from Tennessee. 
RIC DSO N. Lou ought to. 

Mr. PAYNE. And not to be outdone by him, I will consent to 
modify the request that we have an evening session to-morrow 
se for the continuation of this debate. 

e SPEAKER. The request of the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. Payne] is so modified as to include an evening session to- 
morrow. 

Mr. PAYNE. With the usual limitation—that it shall com- 
mence at 8 o'clock and close at half past 10 o'clock. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, And that we shall have a right to offer a 
substitute, if we wish to do so. 

Mr. PAYNE. That is understood to be in the other order, but 
it may be included in this if the gentleman desires it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The understanding was that the substi- 
tute was to be offered in Committee of the ole. Now I under- 
— it to be that it may be offered in the House if we desire to 

0 80. 

Mr. PAYNE. Very well; I have no objection. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. All right; the gentleman is in good 
humor this morning. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the B scar as now 
stated by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Payne]? The Chair 
hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr.PAYNE. Thatrelievesmefrom the necessity of giving notice 
to the House, as I otherwise might have to do, that before 5 o’clock 
this evening I shall move that the House adjourn till to-morrow. 
I say this to show that there is a little magnanimity on this side 
as well as on the other. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8245) to regulate the trade of Puerto 
Rico, and for other purposes. 

The motion was to. ` 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed with my 
remarks I would like to ask permission of the House to extend 
them in the RECORD if I so desire and to include with them as an 
appendix an article which has ap in the February, 1900, 
number of McClure’s Magazine with reference to the cost of hold- 
ing colonies and their trade. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BART- 

— asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the 
ECORD. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And to publish with them the article I have 


n 
The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
[Mr. BARTLETT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, we are now brought face to 
face, in an intensely practical way, with conditions of the utmost 
importance, for we are confronted with a situation which marks 
the initial step in the inauguration of a civil policy in the admin- 
istration of our insular ons. The issues so well predicted, 
and the complications so much dreaded by so many of the far-seeing 
good people of America, are now actually upon us. Thatthefunda- 
mental principles of our Government are involved must be appar- 
ent to any well-informed and observant man; that we are about 
to do what will be of the farthest-reaching consequence and fraught 
with the most momentous results, can not be seriously denied. 
That the soundest statesmanship and profoundest patriotism are 
urgently called into requisition, must be impressed N re- 
flecting and conscientious Representative. What s 7 hae: 
vest be? is an anxious inquiry that addresses itself to the mind of 
every true American. The mercantile features of the subject are 
insignificant and count for nothing in the presence of the graver 
and weightier matter of rightfully interpreting the Constitution 
and properly defining the status of those island peoples that have 
fallen within our jurisdiction, and determining the course to be 
pursued toward them by the United States, as well as the kind of 
government under which they are to hereafter live, the recogni- 
tion of the rights to which they are entitled, and which it is now 
suitable to accord to them. 

The time has come when, in Puerto Rico at least, it would seem 
that in some degree civil government is to be substituted for mil- 
itary rule. It is not to be 3 that the people of this island 
greeted our approach and welcomed American sovereignty, and 
the assurances we then gave them ought to be constantly kept in 
mind and faithfully executed. They have not engaged in any 
insurrection against our authority since it was first asserted. No 
insurgency on their part has menaced our peace nor taken the 
lives of oursoldiery. Our flag has floated serenely over the Puerto 
Ricans, That they will cheerfully acquiesce in any just dominion 
we may establish, and under proper treatment from us will con- 
tinue to rejoice in the transfer of their allegiance from Spain to 
the United States and their permanent connection with our great 
Union, it seems reasonable to assume. How shall we demean our- 
selves toward them, and what shall we do with them? It is re- 
corded that when Alexander invaded India and captured Porus, 
arich and powerful king, he 1 of his captive how he thought 
he ought to be trea Like a king,” was the proud answer 
made to the conqueror's question; and it is said that Alexander 

ve him back his kingdom, to be held, however, subject to the 
13 Crown. How shall we treat the Puerto Ricans, and 
what treatment have they the So to expect at our hands? 
Are they less deserving than was Porus, the Indian king? Are 
we less magnanimous than was the ancient Grecian warrior? Is 
there with us more of barbarism and less of human toleration in 
the closing year of the nineteenth century than there was with 
the heathen in 327 B. C.? Is the spirit of American greed stronger 
than was the rapacity of Grecian conquest? Is Punic faith a trait 
of American c ter? We must either treat this people like 
Americans, or as an alien race unworthy of sharing the blessings 
of our Government and beyond the pale of our Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, I affirm, as a postulate of sound American doc- 
trine and constitutional philosophy, that there can be no such 
thing under the genius and theory of our institutions as a division 
and separation of the privilege and liberty of individual citizen- 
ship or civic right or national manhood into aliquot parts. [Ap- 
plause on Democratic side.] The idea of a man being only three- 
quarters of an American citizen, or entitled to only three-quarters 
of the immunites of American protection, or limited to three- 
quarters of the guaranties of the Constitution of the United States, 
or that he is one-quarter slave or vassal or foreigner and three- 
quarters free or native or naturalized, is preposterous to the last 

egree and offensive to the essential spirit of our republican 
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polity. [Applause on Democratic side.] If we can abridge one- 
e 


uarter of the just rights of any person within the jurisdiction of 
the United States,” or deprive him of one-quarter of the equal 
protection of the laws,” we can take away from him the whole of 
such privileges and all of that which he seemeth to have.“ 

The Puerto Ricans are either entitled to free trade and unre- 
stricted uniform commercial intercourse with and throughout 
the United States, by virtue of their being within our jurisdiction, 
or none whatever. The President was right when hesaid to Con- 
gress that it is our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between 
the United States and Puerto Rico and abs her products free 
access to our markets.” Whatever may be the final outcome of 
this bill, I, for one, am glad that the President has thus declared, 
and that these written words will permanently remain in the 
literature of Executive communication. I would shudder to con- 
template a deliberate utterance to the contrary by the Chief Mag- 
istrate of our country. I rejoice that he has thus proven his 
familiarity with and practically recognized one of the basal prin- 
ciples of our system of government. The American people may 
differ upon lines and methods of ordinary expediency, but there 
2 to be perfect agreement among them upon fundamental 
and vital propositions, and it is gratifying indeed whenever the 
President of the United States is unequivocal in their enuncia- 
tion. When we ignore the ancient landmarks and do violence to 
our written Constitution, we enter upon a career of wild experi- 
ment which can F ana in disaster. 

I do not contend that the people of Puerto Rico are now ready 
for statehood, or even that they will be, during the lives of many 
of us who take part in this discussion; but, territorially speaking, 
that island is a of the United States, just as much so as are 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Oklahoma, and for all p of the 
imposition of or exemption from taxation, its people are to be con- 
sidered as the equals of the inhabitants of any of our Territories. 
This conclusion, it seems to me, can not be escaped, and this must 
be the case, or otherwise there will be adopted a colonial policy 
and the radical and complete transformation of our system of 
government, an unconditional capitulation of republican institu- 


tions to the reign of imperialism, a substitution of the methods of 
monarchy for those of popular Fe 
Mr. Chairman, no stronger or more thoroughly American words 


have ever been written, no more timely and alarming caveat was 
ever uttered by a pre statesman, than are found in the 
closing sentences of the views in opposition to this bill submitted 
by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MCCALL]. I wish the 
attention of every man in the United States could be focalized 
upon them. I wish the world could read them. 


He says: 
But I re it as a most inauspicious omen that our first legislative act 
should be framed on the theory t freedom does not follow the , but 


that the latter goes to 
liberty which have made it glorious. Who can measure 
result from a denial of the fundamental maniments nst oppression with 


those islands unattended by the great principles of 
A the eit that will 


which our Constitution surrounds the individual? even in this country 
and with all these saf the citizen is not always secure official 
exaction what can 


or the 1 those who are more powerful than he. 
be expected without th in islands that are separated from us by 
10,000 miles of sea? Is it not clear that at the outset there is danger that we 
hideous extortion and robbery than ever dis- 


may pave te way for a more 

A grander speech never fell from the lips of any man on this 
floor than that delivered by the gentleman from Maine — Lit- 
TLEFIELD], nor can too much be said in approval of the utterances 
of Mr. Powrrs of Vermont and Mr. Tompkins of New York, 
against this bill. 

T earnestly commend their patriotic words to the political asso- 
ciates of those worthy gentlemen, and beg to remind them that 
one of the most pathetic things in all classic story, is the descrip- 
tion of the destruction of Troy. The Trojans were infatuated 
when they invited the Grecian horse to be led within their walls; 
but there were some of them who suspected the danger and be- 
sought their coun en to trust not the horse (‘‘Equo ne 

te, Teucri!”). The warning went unheeded, and the result 
was brought about that Troy no longer stood and the lofty altars 
of Priam no longer remained.” Let me urge you, gentlemen of 
the Republican y, to hearken to the admonitions of your own 
able statesmen, if you will not listen to us, and stay the mad rush 
to national ruin. 

Hasten, sinners, to be wise, 
Stay not for the morrow's sun; 


Lon wisdom you desp: 
Harder is she to be won! 


1 

. Chairman, I firmly believe that if this Government shall 

commit itself to and establish a permanent imperial policy with 

reference to the islands ceded tous by Spain, it can but endin the 

downfall of our great Republic, and from the passage of this 
ism, we shall have occasion hereafter to date 


measure of imperial 
the Ilias Malorum of our distinctive institutions. I confess tothe 
deepest solicitude for the future of my country when I contem- 
plate what is now inyolved and must result as a logical conse- 


quence, upon the enactment of the measure now under considera 
tion. Prudence and principle alike demand that we should 
card Lae, eee our earnest condemnation of what it pro- 
oma t Congress, in the just exercise of its high functions, 

gin and prosecute a wise and constitutional course of action 
toward the inhabitants of these islands, without seeking to make 
a case for the purpose of experimenting with the Supreme Court, 
and thereby confessing a legislative incapacity to work out the 
correct solution of pending problems. 

Mr. Chairman, as a patriotic American, I would not have my 
country to shirk any proper Tepon uy or evade any duty it 
owes to itself or to those whom the fortunes of war have placed 
within its care and keeping and beneath its shield and protection. 
I earnestly desire that it should suitably discharge every honor- 
able obligation resting upon it and mete out entire justice both 
to its perfectand inchoate citizens. Itcan not afford to do wrong. 
Its conscience must be preserved and its good name and national 
character and plighted faith must be maintained. I earnestly 
pray that it may be equal to every present and future emergency; 
that it may hold fast to the faith of the fathers, and that every 
“blessing of oa may continue to abide with us and be trans- 
mitted unim: to those who shall come after us. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. MOON. Mr. Chairman, it is not improper to discuss under 
this bill general territorial and governmental questions now inter- 
esting the people. Among the manyserious propositions presented 
for the determination of the American Con and people are the 
issues of expansion in territory and imperialism in administration. 
1 is one issue; imperialism, or militarism, is quite another. 
All expansionists are not imperialists, but all im ists are ex- 
pansionists. One issue pertains to the limit of territory, the other 
to the limit of power in the control of the territory. 

Expansion of territory for yy Screen ak pi has been the policy 
of this Government. It has hitherto been a practical necessity, 
vitally important in upholding our institutions. The acquirement 
of the territory heretofore possessed by us was imperative, that 
we might secure, as far as possible, a position of isolation in the 
world without formidable neighbors inimical to republican insti- 
tutions, to menace us and that we might avoid the maintenance 
o a large standing army to protect our frontiers and its cost to 

e people. 

An ocean-girded republic was necessary to the cause of human 
freedom. Thisexpansion meant the enlargementof the Republic, 
the building of new States for the Union. It was constitutional, 
legitimate, and natural expansion. It was in most cases as essen- 
tial to the preservation of our institutions as the invocation of the 
Monroe doctrine was noceat the establishment and perpetuity 
of republics in the Western World. 

If for the preservation of our own Republic it should become 
necessary to incorporate into it contiguous or other territory, we 
could not hesitate in the performance of this duty, for self- 
preservation is the first law of nature for nations as well as for 
individuals: but so long as this prime necessity, which alone could 
excuse us, does not exist, we would do violence to our institutions 
to forcibly annex any people, for the doctrine that all just govern- 
ment rests on the consent of the governed applies always and 
everywhere, except when the withholding of such consent would 
destroy our own existence as a free ple or constitute a per- 
petual menace to our peace and happinons then, and then only, 
the appeal to force is justifiable and will give “survival to the 
fittest,” and annexation by conien is resolved into right. Upon 
this doctrine alone can we justify the driving of the red man into 
the western seas. 

Expansion by consent is always lawful, and ion by con- 
quest, when this imperative necessity exists, is justifiable; but ex- 
pansion for any other purpose than the incorporation of the terri- 
tory oe ultimately into the Union as a free State is not 
justifiable under our form of government. 

ion by conquest for mere gain is without justification. 
It is invasion and murder for public plunder. While a wise pol- 
icy would confine the acquisition of territory to this hemisphere, it 
can not be denied that if we have the right to acquire by consent 
or by legitimate conquest (as a prime necessity for self-preser- 
vation) territory in the western world, then the same reasonin 
would enable us to acquire it in the East; but the acquisition o 
such territory must under all circumstances be for the same legit- 
imate p -the ultimate establishment of a free State, to the 
end that the principles of free government under the Constitution 
may be advanced and the welfare of this Union promoted and 
protected. y 

Before discussing the question of the appiication of our Consti- 
tution and laws to the ceded territory and the rights of citizen- 
ship in that territory, let us consider our right of sovereignty in 
that territory. Did we acquire the right morally and legally to 
exercise the ultimate power of a sovereign in these islands? Is 
our right to govern the result of money pupun ona or does it rest 
on conquest, or both? Are our rights complete or inchoate? 


1900. 


Puerto Rico isa legitimate acquisition of the Union. Why? She 

acknowledged Spain as her sovereign; Spain ceded in the Paris 

treaty of peace her right of sovereignty over Puerto Rico to the 

United States. The people of Puerto Rico have acquiesced in the 
cession and given voluntary allegiance to the United States, the 

new sovereign. Our right to Puerto Rico is based. therefore, on 
the cession of the governing power in the island and the consent 
of the people. The Puerto Rico question involves no complica- 
tion as to the proper and Jawful exercise of sovereignty in the 
island by the United States. We have expanded as to Puerto 
Rico, and I know of no method by which Puerto Rico could now 
be alienated or detached from this Union unless we recognize the 

right of secession. 

Hawaiian Islands came to us by virtue of the treaty-makin, 
power. Her de facto government agreed to the annexation, an 
not entirely without the approbation of her masses. Our claim 
to these islands. shadowed as it is, rests on the doctrine of con- 
sent. Expansion as to the Hawaiian Islands is accomplished. 

The solution of the Philippine question is more difficult, Our 
attitude in these islands is unsatisfactory and embarrassing. I 

‘can not agree with those who would abandon the Philippine 
Islands and withdraw our forces therefrom under existing condi- 
tions; nor am I prepared, as a question of law or good faith and 
morals, to admit the right of our Government to permanently 
control and annex these islands to the United States nor to con- 
cede under the law and facts that the United States, hasmore than 
the inchoate right of sovereignty over them, subject, it may be, 
e to be perfected by reason of the necessities of the case 
only. 

The present military occupation of the Philippine Islands by 
this country is lawful. We declared war against Spain in the 
name of human rights and liberty to redeem the perishing and op- 
2 people of Cuba from the exactions and tyranny of the 

panish Government. The Philippine Islands were recognized 
then by us as a part of the colonial possessions of Spain. To force 

the relaxation of her grasp on Cuba the American navy proceeded 
to Manila Bay and destroyed the fleet of Spain, and with the aid 
of Seger ig soldiers on land, then in revolt in the island of Lu- 
zon against Spain, destroyed her power in this territory. Thus 
the city of Manila and a portion of the island of Luzon came un- 
cer the actual control of the United States and her Philippine 
ies, 

This was a lawful military occupation of that portion of the 
islands by the United States. Under these circumstances the 
Paris treaty of peace was made, by which, in consideration of 
$20,000,000, Spain 1 her claim to sovereignty over the 
hundreds of islands in the archipe aud the Spanish-American 
war ended. Up to this time our soldiers have occupied Luzon as 
a military necessity. If we acquired lawfully the right of domin- 
ion over the Philippine Beenie by virtue of the treaty, then, of 
course, our occupancy and permanent retention of the islands can 
not be questioned; but if we did not (which we will assume to be 
true for the present), then our right to tempor occupation de- 
pends on existing conditions and the necessities of the case rather 
than the law, 

Immediately after the treaty of peace a conflict arose between 
the United States troops in Luzon and the natives over our right 
to occupy the territory pending the action of our Government as 
to its policy. That territory was disputed, and the appeal to arms 
was made by Aguinaldo, the Philippine dictator. All govern- 

ment was practically destroyed. There exists no means by which 

public or private wrongs can be redressed. Aguinaldo or any 
other dictator is as offensive to human rights as the tyranny of 
Spain. Those of the islanders who are now sustaining the right of 
the United States to occupancy would perish at the hands of the 
alleged dictator’s government but for the presence of our forces. 
The islands have been brought to their present unsettled condition 
and absence of government. Itisidle to discuss the moving causes 
to this condition. We are in part responsible for it; whether 
properly or improperly so is immaterial. The conditions must be 
ef The islands must be pacified. If it can not be done 
peaceably, it must be done forcibly. We have destroyed all form 
of government there and we can not withdraw from the islands 
until we secure protection to life, liberty, and property in that 
section where we have been the instrument, voluntarily or in- 
voluntarily, of producing in part this unhappy situation. We 
can not leave the islands without law, order, or government and 
the people the prey of predatory bands of assassins and guerrilla 
warfare. Order must be established in the islands. Until this is 
done no free government can be given tothem. Whatever juris- 
diction may ultimately assume control there, our obligation is 
the same. We must secure to the Philippines that free govern- 
ment promised and guaranteed on our sacred honor to Cuba. 
= 1 the war against Spain for freedom; we must end it for 
om. : 

Did we uire legitimate and complete sovereignty over the 

Philippine Islands by the treaty of peace between Spain and the 


‘CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-—HOUSE. 


eT 


2261 


United States? Did sovereignty become ours by conquest ate | 
consent? The treaty itself precludes the idea that we acqui 
any sovereign right in the islands by conquest: Theinterpretation 
by the commissioners of the treaty repudiates the idea of acquisi- 
tion by conquest. If we claimed by conquest, our claim could 
attach only to the conquered territory—Manila and a contiguous 
rtion of the island of Luzon. If we obtained any title, it was 
y cession for the consideration of $20,000,000, Spain did not 
assume to communicate to us complete sovereign rights in the 
archipelago. She simply relinquished her sovereignty. Did this 
relinquishment vest us with the powers of a sovereign? We no 
doubt acquired such title as Spain had. We could not by this ces- 
sion obtain a title superior to hers. If she had not complete sover- 
eignty, we did not acquire it. If her sovereign power had been 
broken and destroyed in all or a part of the islands she assumed to 
control when she relinquished her rights in our favor, then we pur- 
chased only such legitimate right as she at that time had to en- 
force obedience to her power in the islands. Sovereignty can not 
be put in abeyance, 

lf the governing power is dethroned by the people ina mon- 
archy, then sovereignty vests in the people; if dethroned by an- 
other power, it * to that power capable of exercising and 
maintaining it. In a republie sovereign pre is vested in the peo- 
ple at all times. When a monarchy is incapable of enforcing its 
mandates the scepter has departed and sovereignty is no longer 
actual, complete, and effective, but becomes technical, inchoate, and 
unreal, If we shall believe the history of the times, the power of 
Spain had ceased and sovereignty was reconquered by the people 
in most of the Philippine Islands when she relinquished her claims 
in the Paris treaty. ; 

As to these islands, we purchased them from a dethroned sov- 
ereign and acquired no moral or legal right to supreme power over 
their people even under the crude laws of nations. Inotherislands 
of the archipelago the moe were struggling as were sne propie of 
Cuba to cast off the yokeof Spanish oppression. Particularly was 
this true in Luzon. In the name of humanity we came upon the 
scene of action. The final struggle for liberty by the people was 
unabated. Spain was engaged in her last and supremest effort to 
maintain her sovereignty over an unwillin, peonia. Our arms, 
united with the revolutionarysubjects, freed the island of Spanish 
dominion, Wedidbattlethere in the holy cause of Cuban freedom. 

The Philippine people hailed our 5 as their deliverers, 
too. Did we interfere in the cause of freedom, or was it to pre- 
vent the people from reconquering sovereignty from Spain that 
we might purchase it and give them a new master? The attempt 
of our Government to purchase under such circumstances the 
right to rule an unwilling people, then engaged in a struggle for 
independence, impugns the honor and integrity of our own great 
and free people. Thetechnical right of Spain to be recognized as 
a sovereign in the island of Luzon until her sovereignty was re- 
conquered by the people may legally exist and by the laws of na- 
tions she might transfer such a right to us, but in my humble 
judgment the principles of a republic forbid that it should be- 
come the purchaser in the market overt, without their consent, of 
the liberties of any people. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

The banner of Filipino freedom was ‘‘ waving high aloft” an 
proudly sustained. ‘The power of the Spanish dynasty had well- 
nigh ended. Her colonies were all in revolt; her ministry was 
violent; her Cortes indignant; her le maddened with disaster 
and rebellion. Her armies were routed; her navy at the bottom 
of the sea; her throne trembling. The last act to accomplish Fili- 
pino independence and to break the chains of three centuries of 
tyranny was about to be performed when the Paris treaty of 
peace announced the bargain and sale of their liberty by their 
expiring monarch, Can we press our technical claim to sover- 
eignty under these facts? Can we deceive the intelligence of 
mankind by these pretenses? Is not our country worthy of a 
better cause than this? We may do violence to good conscience; 
we may actin bad faith toward our friends, if not our allies; we 
may convert the war of Cuban freedom into a war of congas to 

rfect our inchoate right of sovereignty over a proud and liberty- 

oving people, but we can not satisfy ourselves nor the enlight- 
ened judgment of the world that we are right. The blessings of 
Heaven can not be with the cause of injustice. Let us proclaim 
to the Philippine people our intention of restoring order, estab- 
lishing peace, and serge | them to provide a free government of 
their choice, and then to depart the islands, leaving them to lib- 
ar a the pursuit of happiness. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. ' 

But, Mr. Chairman, in deference to the fixed and no doubt sin- 
cere views of those who feel that we have the moral and legal right 
to permanently retain and annex the Philippine Islands to the 
United States, let us assume that these islands, equally with Puerto 
Rico and Hawaii, are legitimately under our sovereign control; 
thén what is the duty, the responsibility, and the measure of the 
obligations of the United States to these countries, and what are 
their rights of citizenship? Can the United States govern them at 
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the pleasure of Congress, uncontrolled by constitutional limita- 
tions? Are the inhabitants of these countries entitled to the rights 
of citizenship of the United States by virtue of their annexation? 

Does the Administration, including Congress, have any inherent 
power of right of 5 in the absence of the grant of such 


power, 5 by implication, in the Constitution? These 
questions ma answered as one. When territory is acquired 
by the United States and annexed, it must and can be done for 
one p only—that is, the formation ultimately of a free State 
to become one of the States of the Union. The acquisition of terri- 
tory for any other purpose has no warrant in the Constitution. 
Then the new territory comes into the constitutional control of 
the Government of the United States with the inchoate right of 
ultimate statehood. This right exists independent of treaty stip- 
ulations with the power ceding the territory. Itarises out of the 
Federal Constitution, and a treaty stipulation violative of this 
right would be oy, pod Han in contravention of the Constitution, 
the supreme law of the land. 

The power given in the Constitution (section 3 of Article IV) to 
Congress to admit new States into the Union carries with it the 
right to aare the territory out of which these States are to be 
erected, and n ily the right to determine when the new 
States are fitted for ission. No new territory could be ob- 
tained ae ay 5 55 is it pee goes 
gress could not acquire territory for another purpose than ulti- 
matestatehood? Thesection of the Constitution mentioned would 
not prohibit it if the United States had plenary sovereignty. It 
is because the people, in whom all sovereignty rests, limited the 
sovereign power of the United States by the terms of the Consti- 
tution. Amendment 10 provides: 


The powers not ay to the United States by the Constitution, nor 
poeu e by it to the States, are reseryed to the States respectively, or to 
people. 


The Constitution did not grant the power to establish colonies. 
Congress therefore has power to acquire territory only to make 
new States. This, however, is not an open question. The highest 
judicial tribunal in the United States has determined it. The 
minority of the Committee on Territories, having under consider- 
ation a bill to provide a government for Hawaii, reported to the 
House in January, 1899, their objections to the passage of the then 
pending measure, and based those objections on the oft-cited deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court on this issue. It was held in the case 
then cited and frequently discussed in this Congress, that— 
ire terri- 


tory to be held as a colony to be governed at its will and pleasure, but it may 
e has nota population that fits it to be- 


The assumption that Congress has any specially granted power 
to by eae at will for the new possessions under the provision of 
the Constitution that Congress may dispose of and make all need- 
ful rules and regulations res: ing the euw and other prop- 
erty of the United States is denied. In two well-settled cases the 
United States Supreme Court has said: 

The clause in the Constitution . to make all needful 
TAa snd tions for the governmentof the territory and other rty 


States applies only to territory within the chartered ts of 
some one of the States when the 


were colonies of Great Britain and which 

vernment to the old Confederation of the 

uired by the 
nation. 

Whether the power to legislate for and control the newly 
acquired territory belongs to Congress by this provision or as the 
result of the power to acquire it, that power comes from the Consti- 
tution, andits exercise must bein accordance with the Constitution 
in respect to the rights of persons and property under it. Other 
decisions are numerous and the force of those decisions can not 
be broken by the assumption that the question was not before the 
court and that the decisions on the point are mere dicta. The 
issue was clear, the adjudication was positive, and no dissent 
on this point existed. The decision was one of Federal constitu- 
tional construction and was not, as has been contended, based on 
treaty stipulations. 

If no discussion had occurred and no decision had been made, 
as a question of first impression it would seem that if territory 
was acquired and added to the United States, whether created 
into a State or not, the citizens of such territory, by the act of 
annexation, would become citizens of the Uni States, though 
not of any particular State, and would be entitled, in reference to 
their rights of person and property, to the rights of American cit- 
izens under the Constitution. The Constitution by its own proper 
force extended over and protected the new as well as the old citi- 
zen of the Republic in the Territories as well as in the States. It 
is not necessary that Congress shall pass an enabling act to extend 


the constitutional guaranties to the citizens of a newly acquired 
3 This would be the creature giving vitality to the 
creator. 

_ The special governmental machinery for the enforcement of the 
citizen’s rights within the territorial limits of the new acquisition 
must be provided by Congress, but it can not abridge nor deny to 
the citizen any of his constitutional guaranties, nor can it deprive 
him of the equal rights of citizenship in soy yeri of the Republic, 
If the territory be a part of the Republic its inhabitants are citi- 
zens of the Republic, 

If Puerto Rico and Hawaii are not a part of the United States, 
where do they belong? They are not independent. They can not 
establish a government of theirown. The Governments formerly 
controlling them no longer control them. They have been an- 
nexed to this Republic by solemn treaty. They owe allegiance to 
the United States. They can not bein a state of political non- 
existence, Where are they if they be not under the flag and Con- 
stitution of this Republic? Are they not subject to our laws? 
Shall they be subject to punishment for the infraction of the Con- 
stitution and laws and be not entitled to appeal to that Constitu- 
tion and law for protection when their rights are infracted? Does 
Congress in the passage of general laws for the United States in- 
clude the Territories by name, or does it include them in the gen- 
eral term, throughout the United States?” 

If the contention be correct that a Territory, organized or unor- 
5 is not a part of the United States, then it follows thut all 

nited States statutes not specially embracing the Territories by 
name are not applicable in those Territories, and the enforcement 
of such general laws heretofore has been illegaland unjust. The 
absurdity of the position is apparent. There can be no semiciti- 
zenship of this Republic. The moment the American flag islaw- 
fully raised over new territory its inhabitants become American 
freemen, whose rights and libertiescan not be abridged under the 
Constitution and over whom no colonial government can be estab- 
lished. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Congress can not rule any part of the territory of this Union as 
a conquered province, Those who would fix a government unre- 


ublican in form on the Territories of Ha and Alaska and 
eny equal rights to Puerto Rico, and who have nly avowed 
that it is n that the Philippine Islands be governed 


by a government simple and strong, by the Army and Navy, at the 
will of President or gress, “without co tation of the peo- 
ple or participation on their X par in the government,” have de- 
tion of a rule of action t 


clared for the ad tis over, above, and 
beyond the Constitution. It is a declaration against local gov- 
ernment and against individual rights and liberties. It presents 


in another form the question of not only the true interpretation 
of the organic law, but the more dangerous question of the assum 
tion by our Government of extra constitutional powers alleged 
be inherent in the Government administration, regardless of the 
fundamental law. 

There yet are those who believe that the Constitution of the 
United States is the supreme law of the land, and that the Gov- 
ernment can exercise absolutely and without reservation all the 
power that the Constitution confers on it and every power that 
may be fairly implied to carry out the powers exp y granted. 
This has been the uniform interpretation of both State and Fed- 
eral courts. Not until now has anyone contended that the Goy- 
ernment was not one of powers prescribed and limited by the 
Constitution, and that all sovereign power not expressly granted 
by the Constitution nor fairly implied therefrom was expressly 
reserved by and to the people of the States. No intelligent man 
has stood on the American hustings or in the American Con- 

ess and advocated this doctrine of inherent power in the Admin- 
Suon until now. eer tae ex 

ow far power mig impli ve effect to power ex- 
pressly granted has been and forever will be in dispute. There 
will always be the strict constructionist and the liberal construc- 
tionist of constitutional powers, but the right of the Administra- 
tion to exercise power not expressly or impliedly granted is no- 
where admitted. From whence comes this new doctrine? Does 
it mean that the Constitution is no longer the source of power? 
Does it mean that sovereignty has departed from the people and 
is now vested in the Administration? This is the doctrine of 
kings and emperors. Is the Republic gone? Has the empire 
come? He who advocates the adoption of power inherent in 
administration and not authorized by the Constitution is neither 
a Democrat, a Republican, nor a patriot. It is the doctrine of 


the Tory and the monarchist. The proposition admits of no de- 
bate. It is at once subversive of the Constitution, the law, and 
popular rights. 


pply the doctrine of militarism to the Territories, and it will 
read with its crushing power over the great Commonwealths 
that constitute the Union. Destroy truth, justice, and liberty in 
the Territories, and truth, liberty, and justice will away in the 
States. Can it be that this is the culmination of the contention 
on the great constitutional questions that has gone on since the 
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Government began? Is it the result of the growth of Federal 
power to the destruction of local rights? Is it the fulfillment of 
the prophecy of the enemies of the Republic? Is it possible that, 
notwithstanding implication has arisen upon implication in the 
construction of the Federal Constitution, and the most liberal 
views entertained and enforced as to the power of the Govern- 
ment, the enemies of local government may now entirely discard 
and abandon the Constitution and deny its power to limit their 
encroachment on popular rights? Are they at last driven to this 
new doctrine? 

Many have doubted that it was good for the common people 
that so much power should be contralized in the General Govern- 
ment. With some degree of alarm the wth of Federal juris- 
diction and the concentration of power have been beheld, but so 
long as this power was claimed to be the natural development of 
Federal constitutional rights 8 for the safety of the 
country was allayed, for it seemed reasonable that under no con- 
dition could the Administration become greater than the Consti- 
tution nor deny its binding force so long as it proclaimed obedience 
toit. But when we are told that the Government has power in- 
herent to rule the people as it pleases, and therefore unconstitu- 
tional power, we must meet the issue. We must declare that the 
conflict is irreconcilable and 5 until the Government 
is redeemed to the people and the President, Congress, and all 
men bow to the Constitution as the supreme law of the land. 
When the contemplated innovation shall have been sustained and 
acquiesced in, the memories of the Republic may live, but the em- 
pire will advance to absolutism. 

It is said that the commercial interests of our country demand 
the annexation of the Philippines. I am not p to say that 
our commercial interests be advanced by this acquisition. If 
it be so, the inevitable sacrifice of principle and sound public 
pey embraced in such a departure is too great to be influenced 

y such considerations. If commerce can not prosper without 
the destruction of human liberty, let commerce perish. The wild 
fanatics on this subject demand the annexation of the islands in 
the name of Christianity, that the faith of the church may be 
taught to the people. ristianity teaches love, mercy, forgive- 
ness, and justice. Let not cruel hate, injustice, and crime blaze 
the way of its triumph. The crime of imperialism can not be 
hidden under the vestments of the Nazarene. 

The difficulty of establishing just and satisfactory government 
for Hawaii and Alaska and the complaints of injustice and wrong 
that come from these Territories, ought to teach us that the rule 
of distant territory and far-off islands in the seas can not be satis- 
factory to them or profitable to us, Expansion is not always 
inimical to our interest, but expansion may, and it does now, 
threaten to be so extensive as to weaken and exhaust us by sap- 
ping our resources in its maintenance in opposition to the consent 
of the people over whom it is proposed to maintain our unwelcome 
jurisdiction. 

As a matter of policy there are many reasons why we should not 
perfect our claim to the Philippine nds. Their distance from 
us, 7,000 miles; the difference in the customs, manners, and mode 
of living of these people and our own; the insurrectionary spirit 
of the people; the immense cost of maintaining a large standing 
army and navy to enforce obedience from a refractory people to our 
laws; the deleterious effeet of competition of the labor of that 
section with our own; the competition in manufactured products, 
the production of the unpaid and unfed labor of the islands, with 
theproductsof American workingmen; theinjurious effect of com- 
petition with these people in agricultural products; the admission 
to equal rights with our laboring people in their homes in the 
States of thisalien Asiatic race who could and would overrun our 
marts of labor—these are some of the reasons why, in sound pub- 
lic policy, the Philippines should not be annexed. 

e can not bring the cheap laborers of these islands to the 
standard of living and wages of the American workman, but we 
may reduce the standard of living and wages of our own people 
by enabling free and easy competition in the field of American 
labor by the Asiatic. The true policy would seek the elevation of 
the labor of our country. Our workingmen should have better 
wages that they may have better ied er ag ‘Better oppor- 
tunities will give the children better education, and the Republic 
will be strengthened by the enlightenment of its citizens. 

Every consideration of principle, sound public policy, and hu- 
man rights forbids the pursuit of imperialism by this Govern- 
ment. Can we be part free and part vassal? ill we longer 
hesitate between right and wrong? Shall the paths of safety be 
abandoned for perilous ways? e have been drifting away from 
the principles and practices of free and popular government. The 
8 which our fathers had of justice and liberty seem not 
to be the heritage of their children. The sway of principle is 

uietly and gently yielding to the more enticing love of gain. 

alted thoughts and noble purposes are succumbing to sordid 
and mercenary ideas and motives. Weneed the revival of the 
spirit of 1776. 


We must come once again under the shelter of the Constitution. 
We must realize that the powers of the Federal Government are 
now fully developed and that the verge of Federal jurisdiction 


with safety to the people and to Federal institutions has 
been reached. That if a further exercise of Federal power is 
necessary to the public welfare” it must come from the people 
by Constitutional amendments, and not by legislative or judicial 
invasion or Executive usurpation of the reserved rights of the 
people. An empire under a constitution is better for the masses 
than an imperial democracy setting at defiance the most sacred 
ights of pose arin 

ut we will not have the empire; we will not have an imperial 
democracy. Congress may discard the Constitution; it may den 
popular rights; it may assume unwarranted power; it may yield 
to the unhallowed demands of corporate greed; it may wound, 
but it can not destroy, the spirit of American liberty. e com- 
mon people of this Union are still capable of self-government. 
The avenging day, when their patience with the puppets of aris- 
tocracy shall cease, isnotfardistant. They will pledge again their 
lives, their fortunes, and their sacred honor to the Republic. If 
despotism shall place it there, they will tear from the ensign of 
the Union the words of ‘‘invasion and imperialism,” so ‘‘ treason- 
able to human liberty.” They will give that flag to the free breeze 
of heaven once more as the emblem of the power, the justice, and 
the mercy of a God-fearing and liberty-loving people. 

The Republic will live under the Constitution, to enforce the 
equal rights of its citizens in the States and in the Territories and 
to cast the shield of its protection around them in foreign lands 
when kingdoms and empires shall have fallen and the minions of 
ve wer sleep in unknown graves. Ere another sun shall 
light to the 2 of duty the anxious people of Puerto Rico, let 
the message flash across the mighty deep that the American Con- 
ess welcomes her with equal miget to the bosom of the Repub- 

ic, and that crowns for her, Alaska, Arizona, Hawaii, New 
Mexico, and Oklahoma, as sovereign States in our t Union, 
are being molded in obedience to the Constitution by the hands 
of freemen and patriots. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, Mr. Chairman, eae, the gentle- 
men who oppose this measure there is as great diversity of opinion 
as to its demerits as there is in reference to the identity of the 

ntleman who sued Mr. Blake, I don't know whether it was Mr. 

ufborough or Mr. Lowborough or Mr. Looborough or Mr. Lock- 
borough or Mr, Loborough. And in listening to the deductions 
by the counsel in this case, and to the decisions of the courts, it 
ns impossible for me to tell what the court intended to decide in 
is case. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BRoMWELL] admits that this is 
a constitutional measure, but that itis a bad measure. 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. MeCaLL] admits that it is a 
good fiscal measure, but that it is a bad constitutional measure. 

ut it remained to the distinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD], who seldom honors this House with his presence 
except when the gentleman from Maine is to speak, it remained 
for gentleman from Maine, the irresistible torrents of whose 
eloquence swept over this House for two hours last Friday in a 
vain endeavor to disclose to us the vision of righteousness that 
Almighty God had vouchsafed to him 7, goed on the Repub- 
lican side], the sound of whose argument still reverberates in the 
outer chambers of our minds, but fails to penetrate the inner 
courts of our intelligence—it remained to him to make the dis- 
covery about this bill that it was bad in every particular, not only 
bad constitutionally, but bad financially, morally, bad spiritu- 
ally, and a bad literary production; in fact, nothing good about it 
at all except as it induced him to take the Lord into his confidence 
in the matter. [Laughter on the ublican side.] 

He sought divine guidance, he did not pray according to the 
Scriptures; and I may say that the Scriptures circulate in Ilinois 
and we enjoy Gospel privile He did not pray at to 
the Scriptures, but he stood and cried: ‘‘O God, I thank Thee 
that Lam not as other men are, unjust, extortioners, or even as 
these Republicans.” [Laughter on the Republican side.] And 
then I can imagine he went further and said: O Lord, this 
is an awful bad bill; it is an evil, a corrupt, a wicked, an abom- 
inable, a detestable, an unspiritual measure; an infamous, iniqui- 
tous bill, and there is danger of me and you sinking into the sink 
of that iniquity. It is a rotten measure; it is designed to rob 
12,000,000 of angelic creatures of their wings and their crowns of 
American citizenship. It is an undebatable bill and I can not 
bear to speak of it. O Lord, grant me strength to oppose it for 
three hours [laughter on the Republican side], and peradventure 
you will not hold up my hands for three hours, give me two hours 
to show what a bad bill it is;” and then he comes in here and 
tells us that he intends to do the right as God gives him tosee the 
right. God grant him an improvement of his vision. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side. 

The Lord has various ways of guiding people. God moves 
in a mysterious way His wonders to perform.” He led the people 
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of ola by a pillar of cloud by day and by a pillar of fire by night; 


and it seems to me as though the gentleman from Maine had got 
lost in the fers of cloud, and, like a ship enveloped by fog, we 
only know that he is seeking the light by the sound. [Applause 
on the Republican side.] 

In listening to his remarks I frequently heard the word “ gar- 
bled” applied to some quotation which was read by the gentle- 
men in support of the bill. I heard the word ‘‘ distortion” used 
in reference to some of their quotations, but when the gentleman 
from Maine attempted, for the sake of throwing a glamour over 
the position he took, to tell you that the people of Puerto Rico 
were ‘‘a magnificent people, a people who had liberated their 
slaves, a people who enjoyed manhood suffrage,” I would like to 
call his attention, and the gentlemen in this House, to a little 
piece of Air bunt which he dropped into. 

Why did he not read from the report of General Davis the fact 
that the Puerto Ricans themselves have not the conception of 
manhood that we have? Why did he not read from this report that 
the age at which a man can yote under their laws was 25 years? 
Why did he not give the account of that last election, where the 
order was made allowing all those who had arrived at 21 years of 
age to vote, and read this from the report?— 


the debt was paid. While those laws are obsolete, the condition of these poor 
people remains much as before. great is their poronty- tint they are 
always in debt tothe proprietors or merchants. They live in huts made of 

sticks and poles covered with thatches of palm leaves. 
A family of a dozen may be huddled topatua in one room, often with only 
a dirt floor. They have little food worthy of the name and only the most 
scanty clothing, while children of less than 7 or 8 years of are often en- 
tirely naked. A few may own a machete or a h ut more have no worldly 
ms whatever. eir food is fruit, and if they are wage earners, a 

ttle rice and codfish in addition. 

They are without ambition and see no incentive to labor beyond the least 


that will provide the barest sustenance. 


All over the island they can be seen to-day sitting beside their ruined huts, 
thinking naught of to-morrow, making no effort to repair and restore their 
ca) nor to replant for future food. 


And then he continues: 

Between the negro and the peon— 

Seventy-five per cent, mark you, of the population of the island 
over 21 years of age— 

Between the negro and the peon there is no visible difference. It is hard 
to believe that the pale, sallow, and often emanciated beings are the de- 
scendants of the conquistadores who carried the flag of Spain to nearly all of 
South America, and to one-third of North America, 

One zemny of industrious people, such as are found all over the United 
States, contributes more to the general prosperity and wealth of the country 
than ten families of these peons. 

And yet the gentleman from Maine, who has, I say, in order to 
cast a mist and a vapor before the eyes of ve Poe in discussing 
this constitutional and fiscal question, garbled the report of Gen- 
eral Davis and every other report that has been made on the sub- 
ject, tells us that the people of Puerto Rico are a magnificent peo- 
ple and enjoy manhood suffrage. Twenty-five per cent of the 
males over 21 years of age abject paupers! 

The 8 says he wants to do the right as God gives him 
to see the right. So do we in this Chamber in this emergency. 
We have a great r bility placed upon us on this occasion; 
but, Mr. Chairman, let us remember our own people. In doing 
justice by the Puerto Ricans, let us see that the hand that metes 
out justice to them does not do an injustice to our own fellow- 
countrymen. We must do right by the Philippines; but in doing 
right by 8,000,000 Filipinos, let us see that we do no wrong to 

000,000 freedom-loving American citizens, 

The inhabitants of Puerto Rico are not capable of self-govern- 
ment. The inhabitants of the Philippine Islands are not capable 
of self-government. The inhabitants of all those islands are inca- 

able of assuming the responsibility of American citizenship. 
ations and people differ. There is one glory of the sun and 
another glory of the moon and another glory of the stars; and 
one star differeth from another star in glory.” So it is with the 
nations of the world. The star which the people of those islands 
are following, after their years of ignorance and oppression, is not 
the star that guides the destinies of the American people. It is 
our mission to lift np their eyes, to show them the right road, to 
int out to them the star of freedom, and when we have done 
at for them, give them a government of their own or admit 
them into full union in the United States. 
But I wish to read one or two more references concerning this 
ple. The gentleman from Maine did not read, as I listened to 
im, anything from the report of Dr. Henry K. Carroll, made u 
of interviews with these — taken down verbatim. I 
from page 270. Dr. Carroll asked a native, Mr. Ortiz 


How many prisoners have you in the municipal jail? 

Mr. Ort1z. One madman there only. We send our prisoners to San Ger- 
man. We only detain prisoners in our jail one day. 

Dr. CARROLL. Have you no other places for an 3 person? 

Mr. ORTIZ. No; not even a prison. It is only a detention place. 


It thus appears that they have no provision for their insane 


poor, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 
him? Is it not true that Dr, Carroll, in that same book, recom- 
mends free trade between those islands and the United States? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I do not think it is. 
ar BARTLETT, Will the gentleman allow me to show it to 

m 

Mr. BOUTELL of Dlinois. Not now; when I get through. 

n On page 690, speaking of the laws of marriage, we have this tes- 
mony: 

Dr. CARROLL. Isit not true that, while a great many live together in the 

relation without having had any ceremony performed, they are 
puer a As veh 74 5 age a a man has one wife and a woman one 

Mr. Lucas AMADEO. It is very frequently the case that there are no ties 
of any kind, and the man goes his way and the woman goes her way and the 
children go their way. Very often a woman children by severul men, to 
none of whom she was married. 


In the report of General Davis, on page 16, he says: 


The statistics for 1887 report the number of legitimate births as 14,847, and 
the illegitimate as 10,947. 


Forty per cent of the births in the island, it thus appears, are 
illegitimate. 

. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. One moment, pon 

Again, on page 693, we find an interview between Dr, Carroll 
and a Catholic priest; and the Catholic Church seems to have 
been the only pillar of civilization in the island: 

Dr. CARROLL. I want to ask a few questions with W hy to the subject of 

ge, which is an extremely important subject in country. 

Father MONTANES. I consider it of immense moment, as concubi isa 
sore in the country, and is putting an end to family ons. 

And again, on page 588, it appears that they have no hospitals 
and no asylums and that ‘their poor simply exist by begging. On 
page 768 1 find an interview between Dr. oll and Dr. Joaquin 

rvera: 

Dr. CARROLL. The difficulty about admitting sugar and tobacco free is 
only tobe settled when the form of the future government of Puerto Rico is 
settled. There is, I understand, a commission now in the United States ad- 
vocating the e of Puerto Rico. In such a case the United States 
would maintain its tariff as against Puerto Rico, and Puerto Rico would 
maintain its tariff as against the United States. 

Mr. CERVERA. That question has not been discussed in Puerto Rico by an 
considerable number of people. Puerto Rico, in my opinion, must depen 
upon some outside government. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask the attention of gentlemen on both 
sides of this Chamber who have maintained that the Puerto Ricans 
should to-day be given absolute independence. I want to call 
their special attention to the closing words on this page: 

We do not want independence. 

And again, let me call your attention to the interview which is 
published on page 776 of this same volume, where there is inserted 
the action of the board of agriculture, manufactures, and com- 
merce of Puerto Rico, in which Ta say in substance that they 
are in favor of free trade with the United States, but thatif any 
interest in the United States would be thereby endangered, a 
reduction of 90 oper cent on the tariff paid by the other interests 
should be accorded. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now I beg the gentleman’s pardon for an 
interruption, but I desire to call his attention to what Mr. Carroll 
in a general report on page 596 says as to the recommendation of 
free trade between the island and the United States. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Ido not question that statement. 
I did not understand the gentleman’s suggestion in the first in- 
stance. I admit that he recommended free trade. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is the point I desired to call your at- 
tention to. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. That is true. But I am referring 
now to the character of the inhabitants of Puerto Rico as bear- 
ing on the question at issue in this discussion. 

r. BUR of Texas. If the gentleman will permit me, I 
would like to ask him a question. Assuming that everything the 
mtleman has said as to the people of Puerto Rico and their con- 
ition and demands is true, and if they are subject to the control 
of our Government, do you not think, as a patriotic principle of 
justice and right, that there should be no unjust discrimination 
tween that territory and any other Territory under the Gov- 
ernment of the United States? I want to ask the gentleman from 
Illinois whether, in other words, assuming, I say, what he says 
in reference to these people is true, he does not think it appeals 
more strongly to the Congress of the United States than it would 
otherwise a if the conditions he has su did not exist? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I will say to the gentleman from 
Texas that I think we ought to do toward the Puerto Ricans 
whatever seems just and right and proper for their good without 
doing any 28 beet or any wrong to our fellow-countrymen. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Todo unto them, in other words, as you would 
have them to do unto us. » 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes, govern them according to the 
Golden Rule. er : 
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Mr. BURKE of Texas. Do you not think the recommendation 
of the President of the United States in his message to Congress 
ought to be carried out with reference to the relations between the 
United States and this island? I ask you, as a Republican, do you 
not believe that that ought to be done? The gentleman can an- 
swer the question yes or no. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, Iam going to dis- 
cuss the question now in reference to the matter in my own way, 
and if I believed that the best way for raising revenue for the bene- 
fit of the Puerto Rizan people is under the provisions of this bill, 
I should vote for the bill itself. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I want the gentleman, who is always 
frank and fair—I want the gentleman to answer my question. As 
I have said, it is a simple question and can be answered yes or no. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I think I have already answered 
the gentleman’s question, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. 


swer. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Ihave alluded to the characteristics 
of the Puerto Rican people for no other reason than to show the 
method by which the gentleman from Maine in his argument at- 
tempted to deceive this House and deceive the people in reference 
to the character of these inhabitants. And now I do not think 
the character of these inhabitants or the character of the inhabit- 
ants of any other acquisition that we may obtain has anything 
to do with the principle involved. 

Let me state the principle, Mr. Chairman, which has been re- 
iterated on the other side of the House: That whenever we acquire 
territory by any means that territory becomes at once incorporated 
into the United States; the inhabitants of that territory me 
citizens of the United States, and their status is fixed by the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I propose to give tothe House 
some illustrations that will show to what extent that principle 
would lead the country. I say to you that the condition of the 
inhabitants of the island is absolutely immaterial as to the ques- 
tion involved. The constitutional question would be no different 
if we were discussing Nova Scotia, where 95 per cent of the people 
are educated. 

And now, gentlemen, I want to call your attention to this 
proposition, and to see what answer you would make toit. If we 
should be at war with Holland—which God forbid—and theisland 
of Java should fall into our possession, would Java bea part of the 
` United States and would its inhabitants be citizens of the United 
States? If ina war with France we took the island of Madagascar, 
would Madagascar thereby become incorporated into the Union 
and would her inhabitants become citizens under the Constitution? 
If weshould have a war with e ge and should take the island 
of Jamaica, would that come under the Constitution by that ac- 
quisition and her inhabitants become citizens? 

Mr. RIDGELY, Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. One moment. If we should be at 
war with China and should capture the island of Hainan, would 
that become territory incorporated into the Union and would the 
inhabitants become citizens? That is your contention. Every 
man who has spoken on that side of the House has said that the 
Puerto Ricans are citizens to-day, that the Filipinos are citizens 
. and the gentleman from Nevada [Mr. NEWL NDS] enun- 
ciated the doctrine that we hold the territory so acquired in trust 
for the inhabitants for ultimate statehood. And if in such a war 
the island of Hainan, inhabited by Chinese, came into the Ameri- 
can Union and ths inhabitants would become American citizens, 
will some one on thatside of the House tell me how you are going 
to deal with the Constitution and the law on our statute books 
excluding Chinese froin territories of the United States? 

Will John Marshall heliograph down to you what you will do 
in that dilemma, or will the divine Daniel, recumbent on the 
clouds of glory, wigwag down to the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 
LITTLEFIELD] some explanation of the embarrassment? Itell you, 
Mr. Chairman, that when you begin to realize the length to which 

our contention will take you, you will regret your expressions 
in this House and you will, on both sides of this Chamber, EPA 
your votes on this measure. [Applause on the Republican side. | 

But, Mr. Chairman, let me elucidate this principle by another 
illustration, and before doing so let me repeat the principle again 
exactly as you have given it. 

. RIDGELY. Now will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Just one moment, until I get through 
with this line of thought., 

Let me give you another illustration in reference to the acquisi- 
tion of territory; and that it may sink deep into your hearts let 
me repeat the principle. You say territory acquired by the United 
States becomes e eee into the territory of the United States; 
that its inhabitants ome citizens; that their political status is 
fixed by the Constitution, and that we hold the territory in trust 
for the inhabitants, for ultimate statehood. 

Let me 3 this to the gentleman from Nevada: Sup- 
pose that the captain of one of our cruisers, in sailing in the equa- 


Then 1 entirely failed to hear the an- 


torial Pacific, should discover a hitherto unknown and uncharted 
island. ied ary he should land and hoist the American flag and 
leave a sq of marines in charge, and should come home and 
report his discovery, and it should be communicated to other na- 
tions, and it should appear that it was really hitherto unknown 
and uncharted. That island, by the fundamental laws of nations, 
becomes ours. You claim that thereby, because we have acquired 
it by discovery, it would become incorporated into the United 
praos and its inhabitants would become citizens of the United 
tates. 

Well, suppose that a year following the same captain should go 
back there and the officer commanding the marines should say to 
him, Captain, this island is rich in coal mines; it is prolific in 
oil lands,” and supposing, acting on that information, we should 
bring into the island some of the natives of the adjoining south 
sea islands to work these mines, to work these oil wells, where 
intelligent Northern people could not work. And supposing, in 
the natural order of events, there should be a population of five or 
ten thousand inhabitants on one side of the island, working those 
mines and those wells. Would they, according to Tour contention, 
become citizens of the United States? They would. 

But suppose after a lapse of ten or fifteen years the American 
vessel came back there to the only harbor that was known, and 
they should say to him, We have made a t discovery. 
Across the mountains, in the middle of this island, there are three 
or four thousand cannibals.” According to the contention of you 
gentlemen they would be citizens of the United States. Their 
civil status would be fixed by the Constitution. Gentlemen, I 
tell you that that principle which deprives the Congress of the 
United States of the right to deal with territory which we acquire 
will, if maintained by you, some day lead us into trouble. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Does the gentleman think that 
anybody has contended that as to savages entirely uncivilized 
the principle we have contended for applies anywhere or ever did? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. If there are any savages in Puerto 
Rico or any savages in the Philippines, you have made that con- 
tention, because you have said without reservation that the 
Puerto Ricansare citizens to-day and that the Filipinos are citizens 
to-day. I decline further, for I must hurry on. 1 

we SOAS of Missouri. I do not blame you for declining 
to yield. 

ie of “Oh!” on the Republican side.] 

. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, I believe I have only 
six minutes left in which to oe to compress what it would 
take me sixty minutes to say. I do not think that I have ever 
been discourteous in answering questions of gentlemen on this 
floor, and when the gentleman makes that reply he reminds me 
of an epitaph I found last year, which I copi own, as I do all 
epitaphs which seem to have some application: 

Here lies the body of Robert Gordon, 
Mouth simight. ene voice according. 


Stranger, tread tly near this wonder; 
If he opens his mouth, you are gone to thunder. 


[Great laughter. ] 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. That must have been written in 
anticipation of your denying me the privilege of asking yous 
question. 

Mr. GORDON rose. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


a question? 
everal MEMBERS. Is it this GORDON? 
Mr. GORDON. Does the gentleman refer to Gordon of Ohio?” 


ee Pas 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. No; a Gordon buried in Maine. 
Mr. RIDGELY. Does the gentleman yield to me for a question? 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I do. 
Mr. RIDGELY. My question is, Does the gentleman contend 
that we have a opu to govern and a right to tax the people of 
Eoo Rico and deny them the rights of citizenship of this coun- 


y 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes, 

Mr. RIDGELY. You contend that we have? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes. [Laughter.] 

8 RIDGELY. Lou put it square. I wanted to put you on 
record. 

Mr. SHATTUOC. Oh, the record is all right. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, gentlemen on 
the other side make no exception; you leave no alternative. You 
simply lay down the principle that territory acquired by the 
United States must be incorporated into the Union and the inhab- 
itants given the rights of citizenship and their civil status fixed 
by the Constitution. Where, then, does that principle lead you? 
Gentlemen have asked me questions to try to disconcert me in my 
position in reference to Puerto Rico and the Philippines, I say 
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ou leave no alternative. Territory that we uire or that we 
iscover or acquire as an incident of war, 3 ur con- 
tention, must either be 


to yo 
at once or incorporated into the 
Union. Lou leave no middle ground. 
Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I will. 


Mr. SNODGRASS. Do you think that there is any l be- 
tween territory merely discovered and occupied and territory that 
ar: — of Congress or by treaty has been annexed to the United 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Of course there are differences in 
territory, differences in climate, differences in people, differences 
in the way in which we get the territory, differences in stipula- 
tions which we make when we get the territory by written instru- 
ment; but you on your side have left no room for distinction. 

I do not wonder, when these illustrations are brought to you 
and you see that the general principle would not hold water, that 
you want to find some way out of it. Now, I want to give you 
another illustration that you will be very anxious to get out of. 
I want to see a canal built connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and the waters of the Pacific. I want to see the land on which 
that canal is built belong to the United States. I want to see the 
United States build that canal without any alliance or any con- 
nection, direct or indirect, with any other country on the face of 
the world. [Loud general applause.] 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Do you want to fortify it? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois (continuing). But that canal has 
got to be built in a tropical climate, taking thousands of men; and 

t canal has got to be built by thousands of men used to a trop- 
ical climate that will never be fit for American citizenship; and 
they are going to live there, not only to build the canal, but they 
are going to live there to operate it, and I will never give my as- 
sent to the principle which would say that that territory should 
be controlled and governed by the voice of the le who inhabit 
it and build and operate that canal. I say that that territory 
should be held and governed by Congress as a territory belonging 


to the United States. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, Will the gentleman yield to me fora 
question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I will. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Youarein favor of building that canal 
merely by American capital and American ownership. Are you 


in favor of Toning it also? 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I am in favor of fortifying it by 
American guns and maintaining the Monroe doctrine. [Loud 


applause. 
r. NORTON of Ohio. Good; we all agree with you, 

Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois. I want to tell you another thing. 
You have said a good deal on the floor of the House about our 
contending for an English and colonial system. 

Gentlemen, the principle which you are striving to maintain in 
this House is a principle against which another pang republic, 
under alien stars, is fighting its death struggle. e whole im 
rial power of the English ‘Em 
force British subjects into the citizenship of the Transvaal Re- 
public against the will of the Boers. You stand here in the place 
of the Puerto Ricans and the Filipinos and you insist that the 

Constitution of the United States covers them without the Amer- 
ican people having any voice in the matter. 

Who made the Constitution? Our ancestors, the people of the 
thirteen original colonies. For whom did they make it? For 
themselves and for their posterity; and if you maintain that the 
United States can not acquire and hold territory as an incident of 
war, or in any other way, without incorporating it into the Union 
and giving to the inhabitants the rights of citizenship, then you 
cease to be a free republic, and you take away the right of con- 


tract. 

What is the fundamental principle of a free government under- 
lying all written instruments? It is this: That those who organ- 
ize the government shall have the free choice as to whom they 
admit to the burdens and benefits of that government. And the 
maintenance of this principle would, I say, take away from the 
American people the right that every other nation has, whether 
monarchy or republic—the right to exercise its own free choice as 
to who shall share with them the privileges and benefits of that 
Government. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Do not they exercise that right of choice 
when they ratify a treaty which confers it? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. If they ratify a treaty which con- 
fers it, they exercise the choice, but I do not think there is under 
consideration here pry SONT which gives them that right. 

e BARTLETT. y I ask the gentleman a question on that 
e 


pire is being used—for what? To- 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Well, I will ask the gentleman to 
wait until I see how much time I haye. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has nineteen minutes re- 


maining. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I will listen to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman draw a distinction 
between the political rights of a peonia who may come to be an- 
nexed to the United States and their rights under the Constitu- 
tion? Inother words, isit not true, no matter where they are, that 


Try. have certain rights that are fundamental—political rights, 
such as the franchise, which is not dependent on the Constitution? 
Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. The gentleman from Georgia is 


quite right. These people have certain fundamental rights, just 
as our people have some fundamental rights, which it is our duty 


to aome 

.BARTLETT. Oneotherquestion, and then I will not bother 
the gentleman any more, for he is always very courteous. Is it 
not the fundamental right of all people in the United States, 
whether in States or Territories, to have taxation uniform, trial 
by jury, habeas corpus, not to have any ex post facto law, and all 
the rights under the Constitution guaranteed to the people of the 
United States, no matter where they are, independent of the Con- 


stitution, fundamental rights, and that the other rights you speak 
of are simply political rights? 
Mr. BO L of Nlinois. We have, of course, in the country, 


States and Territories, all the rights given by the Constitution and 
the laws, but I am trying to give the illustration of territory that 
we acquired involuntarily. Isay we should not bea Troa poopie 
if there were anything in our Constitution which compelled us to 
give them all the rights nteed by the Constitution until 
woy were capable of enjoying them. 

ow, Mr. i , I maintain in relation to these people that 
they have not the capacity of self-government; second, that they 
have not shown the capacity for assuming the burdens and re- 
sponsibilities of American citizenship. t, then, shall we do 
with them? Must we leave them to their own suicidal devices, or 
leave them to be the sport and prey of other nations? You leave 
us no alternative. atever measure we adop must be tempo- 
zy I think there is no man on this side of the House but who 

agree with me that all these measures are simply temporary 

measures for the advantage of these ple, looking to a time 
when they shall be able to be admitted into the United States. 

But I say, and I hope I make myself clear, that under your con- 
tention there is no alternative; we must either let go of these 
people or admit them as citizens. I fell you, eee that I 
am 8 to admitting into citizenship of the United States any 
people until they show a capacity for ing the burdens and 
responsibilities of our Government. I am opposed to bringing 
into competition with our free American labor the pauper-pai 
and.pauper-fed labor of the Orient. eee on the Republican 
eide.] ut I do want to fight for the principle which I think, 
and have tried to show, lies at the very root of our institutions. 
lf you take away our right to hold and govern the territory by 
Congress, you take away the right of self-protection. 

As I say, if in war you take a of the territory of the enem 
and can not hold it, and itis not fit to be taken into the Union, an 
it would injure us to dispose of it, you take away the right of self- 
protection. 

I 8 Chairman and gentlemen, that we on this side of the 
Chamber, in maintaining the right to koram these territories by 
Congress, are maintaining a policy that is humane, a policy that 
is generous, a policy that is in accordance with the dictates of our 
Christian civilization. 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to read and especially call attention 
of gentlemen on that side of the House to this principle that 
was laid down by a distinguished gentleman in arguing the bill 
in favor of the annexation of Hawaii, and I read from the Con- 
GRESSIONAL REcoRD of June 14, 1898: 


Nations have always acted, and should govern themselves at all times, 
upon principles entire iy different from those which actuate individuals. I 
t that individuals do, and should oftentimes, act for the good of others 
ess to a greater or lesser extent of the result of their action on them- 

selves. But this is not true of nations. 

Governments must base their action upon goe selfish considerations. 
In looking at the question of the annexation of Hawaii, or of any fore ter- 
ritory, the only question that should enter into consideration by us is the one 
question: Is it best for the United States? The weal or woe, the misery or 
happiness, the poverty or prosperity of the foreigner or those to be annexed 
is not involved, and not to be considered in g up our minds as to the 
annexation of foreign territory. 


Take this all in, my friends: 

Governments must base their actions upon purely selfish considerations. 

Gentlemen, listen to this: 
Gun LAE tives TOTAR TAA dl aoe tar ĩͤ pate CAIA 
in making up our minds as to the annexation of foreign territory. 

A MEMBER. Who said that? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. That, Mr. Chairman, is the well- 
considered expression of one of the ablest gentlemen in this 


1900. 
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House. That, Mr. Chairman, is the carefully thought-out prin- 
ciple which should be applied, in his estimation, to these annex- 
ations of territory. That is not a mere ha’ d expression 
dropped in an unprepared like my own; that was an ex- 
ression, carefully written down and listened to word for word 
myself, from one of the best speeches ever delivered in this 
Bouse. That principle of absolute, unqualified selfishness on the 
part of nations dealing with 5 territory is the principle of 
the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is right; that is sound. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I it, Mr. Chairman, that that 
enunciates a principe that has some truth in it, though I would 
not go quite to the length of the gentleman from Tennessee. The 
Republican party take a different view. Let us do justice to the 
Filipinos, I say; let us do justice to the Puerto Ricans; but in 
doing that let us not do injustice or wrong to ourselves. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I have addressed myself solely to the con- 
stitutional features of this measure; and I should very much re- 
gret to see this measure discarded by this House on constitutional 
grounds. 1 on the other side, I tell you that there 
is no one who will regret more than you ee that you put 
yourselves by voice or vote in favor of principle for which 
you have been 3 

This bill seeks to provide a revenue that must be immediately 
available for the peop of Puerto Rico. If any gentleman can 
suggest a better method, let him do so; but there has not been 
even an attempt to do so on either side of the House, 

I submit, Mr. Chairman, that I would not give my assent to 
this bill if I supposed it was anything but a temporary measure; 
and before the consideration of this bill is over I shall submit, if 
no one else does, a provision declaring that this is only a tempo- 
rary measure; that it is simply a measure to raise this revenue 
for the Puerto Ricans. s 

If the amount fixed here is too much, if there is any way in 
which it bears hardly on the Puerto Ricans, let us know it; but, 

ntlemen, let us not stand apart arguing this matter in partisan 

itterness. Up, my renen; up above the mists and miasma of 
pary strife. p above the clouds of partisan rancor! Up, up, 
876 ellow-countrymen, to the serene heights where we can con- 
sider this measure from the standpoint of true, loyal American 
citizens, unaffected by party differences! [Applause.] 

That, Mr. Chairman, is my sentiment about the constitutional 
feature of this bill, and if anybody can su something to im- 

rove the fiscal character of the bill, I sh pleased to consider 
t and accept it. 

If I have time, Mr. Chairman, I would like, in closing, to say a 
few words in reference to the strictures that have been made on 
the Republican party in 553 this policy. You gentle- 
men on the other side of the Chamber lose no opportunity to taunt 
us with ‘‘imperialism.” You gentlemen who, from your first 
President, Jefferson, down to Andrew Johnson, who, on the sug- 
gestion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], I 
accept as a Democrat, have never failed to use your power to add 
territory to the United States. 

You taunt us with “imperialism!” You have taken in as Ameri- 
can citizens Frenchmen and Spaniards and Mexicans and half- 
breeds and Indians and negroes and Eskimos and Aleuts. And 
because, forsooth, two years ago we wanted to take in a few vol- 
canic islands as a naval base and coaling station you taunted us 
with “im ism.” 

Why, Mr. Chairman, it reminds me of the bear calling the ant 
a glutton. A great bear, who had filled himself up on bread and 
honey and many other things, was walking one December morn- 
ung te his winter quarters when he saw an industrious little ant 
rolling carefully some small crumbs of sugar to hishome. The 
bear stopped and said, What are you doing?” The ant replied, 
“Iam providing my winter’sstore.” The bear ded, ** t 


a glutton! I never eat in the winter.“ I know,” said the ant, 
“your ways of eating and mine differ; but I think mine are the 
better. ow, you quit calling me names and go and sleep off 


ar banquet and let me attend to the affairs of my own house- 
old.” 

You gentlemen who have taken in 2,800,000 square miles of ter- 
ritory wherever you could find it—taking into American citizen- 
ship all classes and conditions of men—just let us manage this 
little thing as a Republican measure and quit calling us names. 

You taunt us with imperialism;“ you talk about our forcible 
measures! Gentlemen, your party is the only party in this coun- 
try that ever assembled in this Capitol with closed doors and in 
secret session passed resolutions and acts that were for three years 
suppressed, to occupy the territory of a neutral nation, a friend of 
the United States. And you taunt us with ‘‘imperialism!” You 
say that territory that is acquired by the United States must be 
incorporated into the Union; that the inhabitants must become 
8 of mp United States, ea a 

ut, gentlemen, your y is the only party t ever disposed 
of territory of the Waited Staves to a foreign monarch. You taunt 


that 
ever sold American soil to a foreign king. light 
are trying to carry freedom and order and government to these 
islands that we have taken as an incident of conquest and relieved 
from theoppression of Spain; and you taunt us with “imperialism.” 
You sold the province of Texas to the King of Spain just as you 
might have sold a farm, and turned over to the Spanish monarchy 
citizens of the United States 1 to your contention) just 
as you would have disposed of cattle on a ranch in the West. 

e gentleman from Texas the other day said in the course of 
his discussion that if a delegation came from his State and asked 
him to favor the pending bill he would see them damned before 
he would vote for it. Buta delegation of Texans came up here 
in 1819 and asked the Democrats in Congress not to sell them out 
to Spain, and yet you did just what the gentleman from Texas 
said he would do. A Democratic House, a Democratic Senate, a 
Democratic President told the Texas ple that they could be 
damned if they objected, and then sold 380,000 square miles of 
territory with the people on it to the throne of Spain, and yet you, 
as à political , taunt us with imperialism, [Applause on the 
Republican are 

Good God! Chairman, if anything we are doing is in ac- 
cordance with the dictates of imperialism, what you have done is 
in accordance with the prerogatives of the Almighty. And if we 
are to be called “‘ imperialists” because of the views that we hon- 
estly assume on this question, you must be called omnipotents,” 
and Divine Providence can erase the United States from the list 
of his responsibilities and turn them over to you for your man- 
agement, ery 77 and applause on the Republican side. 

TheC MAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Ghairm an, I ask unanimous 
consent that the gentleman from Illinois may be permitted to con- 
clude his remarks. 

There was no objection, 

Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, while on this 
subject of 5 I wish to say another word or two. 

Mr. GAINES. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES. You say the Democratic party has been a party 
of expansion, and you allude to the fact that we acquired the Ter- 
ritory of Louisiana, the Territory of Florida, the Mexican Terri- 
tory, and other territory under Democratic Administrations. 
Now, I ask the gentleman if in the deeds of cession by which we 
acquired them we did not expressly, expressly provide, that ey 
should be “admitted into the Union ” as soon as 3 — 
ciently inhabited—as sister and equal States of the Union; and 
has not that been done in nearly every case? Florida is alreadya 
State, California is a State, Louisiana is also a State, and nearly 
all of the territory acquired by the purchase from France—the 
Louisiana purchase—has been admitted into the Union as States 
of the Union; and has not this territory in the meantime, before 
admission as States, been held under the protection of the Federal 
Constitution, and has not Democratic Supreme Courts and the Re- 
publican Supreme Courts of the United States repeatedly held that 
the Constitution applied to this territory, and that we held this 
territory to make future States” of the Union, but in the mean- 
time it was to be held under the protection of the United States 
Constitution? 

Now, I have enjoyed the speech of the gentleman from Illinois 
very much, and I have waited patiently to ask him this question 
and hope he will answer it. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Now, let me say to the gentleman 
from Tennessee a single word: I got all ready to answer his ques- 
tion, and had it in mind, but one provision and condition and one 
suggestion followed another so fast upon each other's heels that 
I lost track of the entire subject. {Laughter and applause. ] 
The question reminds me somewhat of what I heard in court u 
in my city. where a lawyer was defending a manin a crimin 
case. When the lawyer, who had been questioning the witnesses 
in defense of his client, had finished his examination, the judge 
took it up and asked several questions which were, to say the 
least, very searching questions, and looked as though they were 
intended to bring about the conviction of the man. As one spe- 
cially pointed question was asked, the lawyer, who saw enough to 
indicate what was in the mind of the court, rose and said, If 
your honor asks that question as counsel for the prosecution, I 
object; but if your honor asks it as counsel for defense, then I with- 
Saoi the question.” [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. GAINES. Ihave enjoyed your anecdote, and now I hope 
me gon teman, at all eyents, will answer the questions I haye 

im 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Now, if the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee asks that question for the purpose of showing how much 
he knows of the matter, I object——-_ [ Laughter. } 

Mr. G. I want to see how much you know about it. 


us with “imperialism!” Your party, I say, is the only 


We in our 
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Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois (continuing). But if he asked it for 
the purpose of showing how much I do not know, I withdraw the 
question. 1 and 8 

Mr. G ES. I am satisfied you know all about it, and I want 
you to tell your side about it. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentle- 
man asked me a question, which, in my righteous indignation over 
the sale of Texas, I forgot. The cession of the Louisiana province 
to the United States contained a clause saying that the territory 
should be incorporated into the Union and that the inhabitants 
should be given the rights of American citizens under the Consti- 
tution, and that clause has often been referred to by gentlemen 
on both sides of this House. It was a very good clause, apparently, 
to insert in that treaty, and it was in the treaty of the cession of 
Florida and in the treaty of the cession of Mexico. But let me 
tell the gentleman from Tennessee how that clause came to be put 
in there. It was not at all owing to the Democratic ＋ 

When Thomas Jefferson sent James Monroe and Robert R. 
Livingston to Paris to it Soe this treaty, they fell in with two 
gentlemen who were used to drawing treaties themselves. It was 
their business, They had drawn treaties altering the whole map 
of Europe, and when those two American gentlemen came in con- 
tact with the crafty Corsican and the wily Talleyrand, they ran 
up against what we in these duys would call a pretty tough prop- 
osition. And what did Napoleon want to do? In 1803 he wanted 
to get rid of all his colonial ee and get them where Eng- 
land could not get them; and the wily Talleyrand drew that clause 
to prevent our disposing of any of that territory to England. 
1 GAT ES. Did the wily Talleyrand draw the treaty with 

exico 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. And when that treaty was signed, 
the crafty Corsican turned around to Talleyrand and winked and 
said, “I have just given to England a maritime rival that will 
sooner or later humble her pride.” And when our envoys came 
home and told how thatclause got in there, our Democratic friends 
turned right around and repudiated the treaty, as any sovereign 
nation has a right to do. Or if they did not repudiate the treaty, 
and according to your contention the Louisiana province was in- 
corporated into the Union and its inhabitants were citizens of the 
United States—if that be true, and you did not repudiate the 
treaty, you broke your faith and you sold American territory and 
disposed of American citizens to the Crown of Spain. 

r. GAINES. Just one more question, now. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Not just now. 

TheCHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois declines to yield 
at this time. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Not just now. Now, since we 

brought in a proposition here to acquire the Hawaiian Islands, 
we have heard nothing all over this country but ‘‘expansion” and 
“imperialism.” 
I have mentioned some things which, it seems to me, indicate 
something like imperialistic tendencies in the Democratic party. 
And before ing I want to call attention, without taking the 
time of the House too much, to the resolutions and statutes to 
which I referred. In the third volume of the Statutes at Large, 
page 471 and page 472, are the secret resolutions passed by a Demo- 
cratic Senate and a Democratic House and signed by a Democratic 
FFF the occupation of Florida, the 
territory of a neutral power, and holding it until we could nego- 
tiate to keep it. 

They are as follows: 

Resolutions and acts relative to the occupation of the Floridas by the United 
States of America, 
RESOLUTION. 


Taking into view the peculiar situation of 8 and of her American 
provinces, and considering the influence which the destiny of the territory 
adjoining the southern border of the United States may have upon their 
8 5 and commerce: Therefore. 

Resolved the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in naps Uo assembled, That the United States, under the peculiar 
circumstances of the existing crisis, can not, without serious inquietude, see 
any part of the said territory pass into the hands of any foreign power; and 
thata due regard to their own safety compels them to provide, under certain 
contingencies, for the ey occupation of the said territory; they at 
the same time declare that the said territory shall, in their hands, remain 
subject to future negotiation. 

Approved January 15, 1811. 


An act to enable the President of the United States, under certain nig nes, 8 
cies, to take possession of the country lying east,of the river Perdido 
and south of the State of Georgia and the ppi Territory, and for 
other purposes. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
assembled, That the President of the United States 


Territory, in case an arrangement has beenor 
authority of the said territory for delivering up 
the possession of the same, or any part thereof, to the United States, or in 
the event of an attempt to occupy the said territory, or any part thereof, 
oy ans foreign government; and he may, for the purpose of taking 

and occu: theterritory id, and in order to maintain therein 
as authority of the United States, employ any part of the Army and Navy 


the United States which he may deem necessary. 


Sy. 2. And be it further enacted, That $100,000 be appropriated for defray- 
ing such expenses as the President Peed deem necessary for obtaining posses- 
sion as aforesaid and the security of the said territory, to be applied under 
the direction of the President, out of any moneys in the Treasury not other- 
wise appropriated. 

SEC. nd be it further enacted, That in case possession of the territory 
aforesaid shall be obtained by the United States asaforesaid, that until other 

rovision be made by Congress the President be, and he is hereby, author- 

zed to establish within the territory aforesaid a br gue government, and 
the military, civil, and judicial powers thereof shall be vested in such person 
and persons and exercised in such manner as he may direct, for the pro- 
on — 1 of the 8 Gs the said territory in the full 
enjoyment o property, and religion. 

Approved January 15. Tell. 

An act concerning an act to enable the President of the United States, under 
certain contingencies, to take possession of the coun’ lying east of the 
river Perdido and south of the State of Georgia and the ippi Terri- 
tory, and for other purposes, and the declaration accompanying same, 
Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 

of America in Congress assembled, That this act and the act passed Sarin, 

the present session of Congress, entitled “An act to enable the President o 

the United States, under certain contingencies, to take possession of the 

pe eft is Saree of the river Perdido and south of the State of Ge 

and the Miss pi Territory. and for other pu “and the declaration 

accompanying the same, be not printed Lg pop ed until the end of thenext 

session of Congress, unless directed by the President of the United States, 
any law or tyres the contrary notwithstanding. 

Approved h 3, 1811. 


An act authorizing the President of the United States to take 
a tract of country lying south of the Mississippi Territory an 
river Perdido. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That the President be, and he is hereby, 
authorized to occupy and hold all that tract of country called West Fiori 
ran lies west of the river Perdido, not now in possession of the Uni 


tes. 

Sec. 2. And be it further enacted, That for the pu of occupying and 
holding the country aforesaid and of affording pro ion to the inhabitants 
thereof, under the authority of the United States, the President may employ 
such parts of the military and naval force of the United States as he may 
deem necessary. 

Sec. 3. And be it further enacted, That, for . the necessary ex- 

tof any moneys in 


on of 
west of the 


mses, 000 are hereby appropriated, to be d on the 
coh AON otherwise a eee and ta be applied for the purposes 
aforesaid, under the direction of the President. 


Approved February 12, 1813. 

Now, I want to say a word about the history of this matter of 
expansion, and it be in a little lighter vein, and I hope not to 
tire the House. 

In 1820 a gentleman who had traveled for some time in the 
United States returned to his home. He was here during the 
good old days of Jackson, of Madison, and of Monroe. There was 
nothing but Democracy in the country then. He could not speak 
of the country without speaking of Democrats. The Federalists 
had all died out. No Whigs had arisen in the country. It was 
in the good old palmy days of universal Democracy. This gen- 
tleman, when he got home, published this book, and here are 
sume of the observations which he made of the character of the 
people, the character of the Government, the aspirations of our 
citizens, and the plans of the Democracy: 

It will be seen by this computation that the actual extent of the Anglo- 
American territory is more than seven times greater than that of France 
before the Revolution, and of the whole peninsula of Spain and Portugal. 
“The Americans,” says Volney, delight in drawing com ms of this 
kind, and the vanity inspired by their flattering dreams of future grandeur 
induces them to measure the importance of foreign nations by this 3 
scale.“ When Volney thus wrote the Americans had not yet acquired Loui- 
siana, nor had their view been expanded toward the brilliant prospect which 
was afterwards opened to their presumptious and mad ambition. 

The Americans, at present, themselves superior to all the nations of 
Europe, and believe that their dominion is destined to extend now to the 
Isthmus of Panama, and hereafter over all regions of the New World. 

That, my friends, wasin the good old days of the strict construc- 
tion of the Constitution, the good old days of universal Democracy. 
But he proceeds and says: 

But thoir situation at the head of the New World, without rivals to impede 
or restrain their march; an nse and varied surface of territory; their 
rapid and 8 in po tion, the arts and industry; the 
brilliant series of their prosperity; the 8 success of their arms in 
the late war against Great Britain; and the respect which they fancy they 
have inspired in the principal powers of Europe, have raised their vanity 
to an extreme, of which it is scarcely possible to form an idea. They con- 
sider themselves superior to the pee of mankind, and look upon their Re- 
8 the only establishment er earth, founded upora grand and solid 

is, embe ed by wisdom, and destined one day to me the most sub- 
lime colossus of human power and the wonder of the universe. 

It is not only in the mouths of enthusiasts or de es who seek to 
inflame the imaginations of the mob with seductive and exalted ideas that 
this language is heard; it resounds from every side. The works of all the 
ae nee gal writers are strewed with these haughty sentiments—these 

ant predictions, suggested by an overweaning vanity. Their public 
monuments attest the excess of pride and ostentatious confidence. 

Here is something in which we are all interested: 

The house in which the Con holds their sessions they call the Capitol. 
A little rivulet near it, about 3 yards wide and a fourth deep, they denomi- 
nate the Tiber. 

That, my friends, was in the old Democratic days of 
Madison and Monroe, and I have no doubt they called it after the 
Capitoline Hill in Rome, and that little stream, the river Tiber 
that ran here at the foot of Capitol Hill until the Republican 
party got into power and filled it up, and yet you taunt us with 
imperialism! 


1900. 
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Here again he says: 

The Federal Government appears to be insatiable in the acquisition of ter- 
ritory; it has never ceased more and more to extend the limits of the country, 
and every day to enlarge them with new acquisitions. 

And yet to-day we must be taunted with imperialism! 

Now, see how they went about it: 

The United States had eey een their independence acknowledged, 
tranquillity and good order established in their Republic, and the place set- 
tled which they were to hold among independent powers when they formed 
the ostentatious project of driving from the continent of America the na- 
tions that held possessions on it and of uniting under their dominion, b; 
federation or conquest, the whole of the colonies. As a preparation to real- 
ize this gigantic plan, the United States began by procuring a 1 
and statistical survey of the whole continent and nds which they coveted. 
They sent emissaries everywhere. and even military expeditions, under the 
orders of well-informed and el page i chiefs, to explore the internal prov- 
inces of Mexico and the islands of Puerto Rico and Cuba. They procured 
correct maps of those dominions of Spain; made themselves acquainted with 
the soil, climate, and productions; formed connections with their inhabitants, 
and endeavored to scatter among them the seeds of independence, proclaim- 


ing that the happiness they enjoyed in their Republic was due to their wise 


Constitution. 
* * * * + s 5 


They employed the same cunning against Amelia Island, and attempted 
the same t against Mobile and the rest of the territories of West Florida 
as far as the river Perdido. a 

We sometimes hear it said that our holding the Philippines is 
in accordance, not with the spirit of the Republican i but 
of imperialism, as though we had set out to conquer some land 
whose productivity had just been discovered. 

Listen to what your party was doing eighty years ago: 


itation with 
juenos A Cu 


And finally: 

In respect to the revolutionists of renee ie ty tae has already been said that 
the United States flattered themselves that by promoting their independ- 
ence various republics might be formed, which, but little able to defend 
themselves against the mother country and maintain their independence 
against other powers that might seek to oppress and enslave them, would 
confederate with them. and that thus a single republic might be formed of 
that vast continent the presidential seat of which, it was proposed, should be 
changed from Washington to the Isthmus of Panama. 

These were the sentiments and the dreams which that distin- 
gunga diplomat and writer. found in this country in the good old 

ays from 1809 until 1819. This is the memoir“ published in 
Madrid in 1820 by “‘ D. Luis De Onis, late minister plenipotentiary 
near that Republick, and present Embassador from H. M. at the 
Court of Naples,” the friend of your political ancestors, who nego- 
tiated the Florida treaty and sold out my friend's province to the 
Crown of Spain; and you taunt us with imperialism! 

Mr. BALL. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I will. 

Mr. BALL. Do I understand the gentleman from Illinois to 
say that Texas was sold to or ceded to Spain by the United States? 

r. BOUTELL of Illinois. It was, in 1819. 

Mr. BALL. That statement has no historical justification or 
foundation in ascertained facts. There was a contention brought 
about by the cession of a large scope of 5 from France to 
Spain and Spain to France and from France to the United States, 
that the Louisiana purchase embraced Texas. Spain never con- 
ceded this claim, and the United States never exercised jurisdic- 
tion over this territory. In 1819, when we acquired Florida, the 
treaty recognized the Sabine River as the true boundary line. 
Therefore any claim to Texas by the United States was at best a 
question of boundary. 

Mr. BOUTELLof Illinois. This is the first time Ihave ever heard 
it denied by a statesman, by a historian, or by a geographer that 
the Louisiana purchase did not extend to the river Bravo. Napo- 
leon told Monroe and Livingston that it did, and if we did not 
take on of it to the river Bravo, he would take possession 
of it himself, 

Spain always claimed it. France always claimed it. Mellish’s 
map, which was published in 1818, shows this territory organized 
as the Territory of Missouri, and the records of this Congress 
show that citizens came here and petitioned for the maintenance 
of their rights as American citizens; and if it was ever disputed 
that Texas Deranger to the United States and was sold under the 
administration of Democracy, I read from a man whose Democ- 
8 never was challenged, James K. Polk, President of the United 

tates: 

Texas, once a part of our country, was unwisely ceded away to a foreign 
power. 

[Applause on the Republican side.] And, again, in another 
message following that he goes into the whole history of the mat- 
ter. I am glad Texas is back again. I thank God the people of 
Texas were able to organize themselves as a republic. I thank 
God that we held out our hand to welcome them back 825 and 
Iregret that ever a President of the United States set his and toa 
document that ceded away territory of the nation. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I will simply say in e P in main- 
taining this constitutional principle that Congress 


the right to 


make all needful rules and e per for the disposal of and for 


the government of territory which we acquire, we are standing by 
a principle without which we would not be a free ple, we are 
contending for a principle without which we would not have a 
right to self-protection, and we are here contending for a princi- 
ple which gives us the right to deal with people incapable of self- 
government and without the capacity for American citizenship. 

Why, you gentlemen leave us no other alternative. This prin- 
apis should always be animated by the spirit of the Declaration 
of Independence. I have nofear that my colleagues in this House 
or our successors in this Chamber will ever use this principle with- 
out being animated by the spirit of the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and by the guaranties of the Constitution. Weshould never 
so govern territory acquired by the United States except tempo- 
rarily, and there is where we stand. You leave us no alternative; 
we must either rid ourselves of territory that we have acquired 
by discovery, or as incident to war, or by purchase, or we must 
incorporate it into the Union and give the inhabitants the rights 
of American citizens which they are not able to enjoy. 

Our contention is that the Constitution had in contemplation 
just such cases as this; it gives us the right, temporarily, if you 
choose, and as it always should be, to govern territory so ac- 
quired by Congress, with the view of showing to these people the 
benefits of a free government, with a view to leading, 1 
and helping them along the road that leads to independent self- 
1 or incorporation into the United States. And I say, 

r. Chairman, I have no fear that the American ple, in main- 
taining that principle, will ever act contrary to the spirit of our 
great charters. On the contrary, if we exercise this right to gov- 
ern people not capable of self-government, not capable of Amer- 
ican citizenship, in the case of these islands—if, I say, we exercise 
this principle in leading the Puerto Ricans and Filipinos to the 
light, then may our children recall with pride that we in our day 
have been the means of leading these people to see the benefits the 
inestimable privileges of the Declaration of Independence and the 
guaranties of the Constitution, and that they, through our efforts, 
were led to pledge their maintenance, their lives, their fortunes, 
and their sac honor. [Loud and continued applause on the 
Republican side.] 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Hirt having taken the 
chair as Speaker 9 tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also announced that the President had approved and signed bill 
of the following title: 

On February 24, 1900: 

H. R. 6267. An act to amend an act entitled An act to amend 
an act to suspend the operation of certain provisions of law re- 
lating to the War Department, and for other purposes.” 


TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


The committee resumed its sitting. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, at this late hour 
in the discussion I would not presume to add anything new to this 
debate. But the question involved in the fe of this bill is 
of so much concern to the future of this Republic that I can not 
refrain from entering some protest beyond a mere vote against 
this measure. : 

Mr. Chairman, I have no written speech, and I have no high- 
sounding declamation on that unwrittenconstitution of the United 
States to which some gentlemen on the other side seem to be so 
much devoted, existing, as they contend, in the consciences of 

, subject, of course, at all times to amendment by party 
caucus and by party expediency. And while, Mr. Chairman, 
am as much opposed as any other memberon this floortothe policy 
of the President toward the 1 Islands, as far as yet re- 
vealed, I shall not enter into any discussion of that question now. 
But I will confine my observations to the question directly before 
the House. And I would not permit myself to be frightened by 
the ghost of the Chinaman or the foreign savage, which seems to 
have so many terrors for my colleague across the aisle. 

It is sufficient answer to the gentleman to say that for over one 
hundred years we have governed the territory of the United States 
under the Constitution and within the Constitution without 
encountering any such embarrassment or danger as he suggests. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] This bill proposes to tax the 
people of Puerto Rico on the products she sends to us and also on 
the products we send to Puerto Rico. A discrimination between 
Puerto Rico and the rest of the United States in the levy and col- 
lection of customs duties, contrary to that provision in the Consti- 
tution which requires all duties, etc., to be uniform throughout 
the United States. 

Mr. Chairman, in the first place, has Congress the power to 
pass such a bill? In other words, has Congress unlimited power 
to legislate for the Territories, unrestrained by the limitations and 
prohibitions of the Constitution? In determining this question it 
might be well to consider for a few moments only the conditions 
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under which the framers of the Constitution drafted that impor- 
tant document. 

I will not go into the history of all the grievances which forced 
the American colonies to a revolution. It is sufficient to say that 
when the framers of the Constitution met in convention all the 
grievances of despotic power from which they had so severely and 
so recently suffered were still fresh in their minds. 

I desire to call the attention of members to the fact that one 

t object which the authors of our Constitution seem to have 

ad in view from the beginning to the end of that document was 

to preserve and protect the rights of the individual against despotic 
power from any source, 

And if they were thoughtful enough to provide from the begin- 
ning to the end of that instrument securities against the power 
of Con to interfere with the rights of the individual cit- 
izen of the States; if they were cautious enough to limit Con- 
gress when legislating for their own constituents, for their own 
people, upon whose votes their own election depended; ah, more, 
if the founders of the Constitution were thoughtful enough to 
limit in that instrument the legislatures of the States from doing 
certain things that would interfere with the rights and privileges 
of the citizens of their own States, how careless and thoughtless 
they were when they came to t Congress the power to legis- 
late over the people of the Territories, who had no tatives 
in Con and no legislatures to look after their local interests, 
if they left Congress to do just as it pleases with the people of our 
Territories, unrestrained by any limitations or prohibitions what- 


ever. 
No gentleman in discussing this question has — sagt to assign 
a single reason why Con should not be bound by the limita- 


tions and prohibitions of the Constitution while legislating for a 
Territory, and the framers of the Constitution generally did that 
which was reasonable, and left but little undone that in reason 
should have been done. Surely as colonies they had endured too 
many outrages from a British Parliament to provide an American 
parliament to govern wifh the same despotic power any of 
our own country. That the framers of the Constitution had some 
fears of Co ional despotism and were anxious to provide 
ust its exercise is apparent in a letter from Mr. Jefferson to 
. Madison written March 15, 1789. While advising a declara- 
tion of rights in the Constitution Mr, Jefferson said: 
The Executive in our governments is not the sole, it is scarcely the princi- 


ne Ris of my jealousy. The tyranny of the l re is the most formi- 
ble dread at present, and will 


for many years. That of the Executive 
will come in its turn. 

There seem to be two sources of power discovered by gentlemen 
on the other side authorizing Congress to act on this bill; one that 
Congress has the power, inherent, outside of the Constitution, to 
govern Territories, and the other that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion threw into that instrument one little section which they claim 
is in no way connected with the rest of the Constitution, and there- 
fore authorizes acs pa to violate the other provisions of the Con- 
stitution while legislating for the Territories. And to demonstrate 
that unlimited power they quote the language of the section itself, 
which is as follows: 

The Con Shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and regula’ for the tory and other property of the United States. 

They dwell on the word “needful” as significant in showing 
Congress has unlimited power over Territories. 

Do you pia Lee the framers of the Constitution thought that 
they were prohibi Congress or the legislatures of the States 
from doing anything that wasneedful to the citizens of the States? 
By the limitations and prohibitions in the Constitution they were 
intending to restrain Con, from doing only those things which 
were not ‘‘needful” but hurtful to the people anywhere in the 
United States. à : 

If Congress proceeds on the theory that it has inherent power 
outside of the Constitution or is not bound by the Constitution 
while legislating for our Territories, then I suppose it will not be 
necessary to have the Presidentsign this bill, as that is only a re- 
quirement when ting under the Constitution. If Congress 
undertakes to! ate under one section of the Constitution with- 
out being bound by other provisions of it, it will soon find itself 
in a hard road to travel. : 

Why, the very first ng = expect to do when you pass this 
bill through both Houses of Congress is, under another section of 
the Constitution, send it to the President of the United States for 
his ble et and, acting under another part of the Constitution, 
he either sign that bill and make it a law, or, as required by 
the Constitution, he will return it to the House in which it origi- 
nated, with his objection. And if you undertake to pass this bill 
over the President's veto, you will — it by a two-thirds majority, 
as zege ra by the Constitution. d in taking that vote you will 
take it by yeas and nays, according to another provision of the 
Constitution, than the one giving you power to make all needful 
rules for Territories. 

With all your inherent power you can not take a single step 
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toward the passage of this bill without running up against the 
Constitution, though I admit that is very little obstruction to a 
Republican in these days of imperialism. If you will take the 
Constitution and read its various provisions granting power to 
Congress, you will find many instances where the power granted 
in a section is not limited in that section, but in some other. 

These prohibitions are general; these limitations are general. 
That section of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to 
pass revenue bills reads as follows: 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to Py the debts ket provide for the common defense aor eral 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni- 


form throughout the United States. 

Here is a limitation which requires duties to be uniform through- 
out the United States, and it is general and refers to all revenue 
bills, ee the one now before the House. But the rate of 
duty contained in this bill is not uniform, but has one rate for 
Puerto Rico and another for the rest of the United States, though 
Puerto Rico is as much a part of the United States as Arizona or 
New Mexico, and the Supreme Court will so hold if it follows an 
unbroken line of decisions on that question heretofore rendered 
by that high tribunal. 

But, sir, I wish to call attention to another feature of this bill, 
and it is this: This bill which you propose to pass with your un- 
limited power fixes a tax upon the people of the United States 
here at home. I suppose 5 8 are acting under the Constitution 
when you pass it for the United States, and outside of the Consti- 
tution when you pass it for the poopie of Puerto Rico. 

Again, the Constitution provides that— 

Congress shall have power to lay and collect tax: ry 
and provide for the — defensa and general 9 the United Beaten 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, that we have been very liberal in con- 
struing that clause general welfare of the United States;” but 
we have never gono so far as to claim that under the Constitution 
of the United States Congress has the power to levy and collect 
taxes from the people of the United States to promote the general 
welfare of a country outside of the United States. Yet, sir, that 
is just what this bill provides, if Puerto Rico, as you contend, is 
not a part of the United States. Let some gentleman on the other 
side point out in the Constitution where Congress gets its author- 
ity to levy and collect this money from our people and spend it to 
promote the general welfare of a people outside of the United 
States, as they contend, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I had intended to take up the report of the 
majority, but it has been so much more ably discussed than I 
could discuss it, and its fallacies have been so much more forcibly 
pointed out by those who have preceded me, that I desire to refer 
to it only briefly. What do the authorities cited by the . 
of the committee show? That Congress has supreme power in the 
Territories. But gentlemen on the other side seem to make no 
distinction between supreme power and unlimited power. Their 
authorities show that Congress has the same power in the Terri- 
tories that the State legislatures and Co have in the States. 
That is true. But in legislating for the citizens of the States both 
Congress and the State legislatures are bound by the limitations 
and prohibitions of the Constitution. 

Their authorities show that a Territory is not a State. Why, 
Mr. Chairman, no one has ever contended that it was. Their au- 
thorities show that the Territorial courts are not themselves pro- 
vided for in the Constitution. They are not, and there is a reason 
for it. The Territorial government is supposed to be but a tem- 
porary government. hether it will be so or not in the future 
no living American can tell; but it was supposed that it would be 
temporary in the past, and therefore the courts created and named 
in the Constitution were intended to o te in conjunction with 
the State courts, and were not adapted to or intended for Terri- 
foxy. with but a temporary government. 

ut, Mr. Chairman, the case which they seem to consider as 
conclusive on the other side, and with which they all closed their 
constitutional argument, is what is known as the Ross case. 
That was a case where an American citizen, having committed a 
murder in a ship in one of the harbors of Japan, was tried in that 
foreign country under a treaty with that Empire. The case was 
afterwards presented to the Supreme Court of the United States 
and the court held that the Constitution of the United States did 
not operate in a foreign country, and no one claims that it does. 
If Puerto Rico is a foreign country, the Constitution does not op- 
arate there, nor does it give Congress the authority to legislate 

ere. 

And so, Mr, Chairman, you may go through all the decisions 
which have been presented here and you will find many opportuni- 
ties for the Supreme Court to use the words unlimited power,” 
but it does not in any of its decisions make use of such language. 
On the other hand, the language is clear, in an unbroken line of 
decisions, that Territories ee be the United Statesare a part 
of the United States, and therefore Congress is bound by the - 
tations and ibitions of the Constitution while legislating for 
the Territories, 
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But my colleague, Mr. Hopkins, seems to think that when the 
court undertakes to constrae the Constitution hereafter it will 
necessarily take into consideration the climatic conditions of the 
new Territories. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, justimagine, if zonin theSupremeCourt 
of the United States, that august tribunal, listening intently to 
evidence on the climate over in the Philippine Islands, hot or cold, 
wet or dry, in order to give a very learned and wise construction 
to the Constitution of the United States. far lause and laughter 
on the Democratic side.] My colleague, Mr. Hopkins, may take 
into consideration climatic conditions for violating the Constitu- 
tion, but certainly not in construing it. 

Other gentlemen claim, especially the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. Moopy], that they are acting under that great un- 
written constitution which they allege is in the minds and the 
heartsof the American people. y, the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts exclaimed—though he has made some change in the 
ReEcorpD— What is a constitution on paper! My answer to him 
would be that a constitution on paper does not amount to very 
much ina yt ery tare Congress or under an imperial Administra- 
tion. But, Mr. Chairman, that little old written Constitution, 
which gentlemen are seeking to disparage, for over one hundred 
years has preserved to the American people the blessings of free- 
dom and self-government. 14 plause on the Democratic 3 

What a condition we would be in if left to depend upon that 
unwritten constitution to Which gentlemen refer, written only 
in the hearts of members of cen gc and only Republican mem- 
bers, I suppose, and which would be obliterated by every partisan 

uestion or caucus held for party purposes. [Applause on the 

mocratic side.] h 

But the gentleman from Massachusetts had something to say 
abont his colleague [Mr. MCCALL], who differed with him on this 

uestion. Remember, he had been picturing to us how we could 

epend on the unwritten constitution, the great expansiye Ameri- 
can conscience that every Congressman or is supposed to 
have; and, having done so, he turned to chastise his colleague be- 
cause his conscience did not have the political elasticity necessary 
to keep pace with the very elastic conscience of the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. PAYNE]. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] I sup you are acting under what you as- 
sume to be constitutional authority, and yet you do not seem to 
quite agree among yourselves. 

Ah, sir, if it is so difficult to agree upon the written Constitu- 
tion, how much greater difficulty would you find in trying to 
agree on your unwritten constitution, if you had to hunt around 
for your constitution in the consciences of the members of Con- 

? You would 5 find one constitution in the con- 
science of the Republican member to-day, and after the caucus 
to-night another kind of a conscience to-morrow. [Laughter and 
applause on the Democratic side.] And if you will turn to the 
Recorp—I will not take the time of the House to read it—Mr. 
Chairman, as a Republican, it would do your very soul good to 
see how the gentleman from Massachusetts pictures the rights 
and liberties of the American people as safe in the hearts of mem- 
bers of Congress on his side—mark the expression, on his side 
of the House, meaning the Republicans. But when the Demo- 
crats come into the majority, this t American conscience 
would no doubt changeand the unwritten constitution would like- 
wise change. What a ridiculous contention! 

But Iam glad the Constitution has been written. If for no other 

urpose, it will show, Mr. Chairman, just to what extent you 
hace mutilated it when you violate its 33 by the passago 
of this bill. It has been su ted that the consciences of u 
licans are not even in accord with each other or with that of the 
President, 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Does my friend of the 
“consciences” of Republicans? What does he mean by that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. That would be something im- 
possible to find, and there is no foundation for the suggestion of 
1 from Illinois. ughter. 

r. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Well, it is an evanescent thing, 
difficult to find, although we may talk about it. We aay con- 
sider it and hunt for it, though we may never find it. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I did not notice what time I began. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. I would suggest that the gentle- 
man’s time be measured by the standard of the last six minutes 
of the former speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Bovu- 
TELL], which stretched out to thirty-one minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has thirty-six minutes re- 
maining. He has used twenty-four minutes. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILL . Now, Mr. Chairman, the consti- 
tutional part of this question has been gone over and over somuch 
that it is not very interesting to this House, and as I sup will 
not amount to very much anyway, on the other side of the Chamber 
at least. Now, I do not say what I am about to say to cast any 
reflections upon the President of the United States, but I do it to 
show how utterly worthless is that great Constitution, written 


only in the conscience of a Con . I had a member, as 
strong a Republican as sits across the aisle, say to me, since this 
debate has been going on, that there were at least twenty uab- 
licans intending to vote against this bill if the President had not 
changed his opinion. I do not say his convictions, but his opinion. 

Now, I do not state whether the gentleman was correct or not, 
and I would not allude to this, but as Republicans have taken the 
liberty of discussing the President’s view and how it had reached 
them 8 I feel that a Democrat is entitled to at least this 
much liberty, not to cast any reflection upon the President, but to 
show how utterly worthless is that unwritten constitution in the 
conscience and heart of a Republican, when the President gets 
after him, if he did. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now, Mr. Chai „while we are on that, it is a very good 
time to allude to it. I say the President of the United States, 
acting under the Constitution, is uired, and it is his duty, to 
communicate to this House any information he may have as to 
the condition of those people affecting this bill. He sent his mes- 
sage to Congress and declared that it was the duty of Congress to 
p a bill giving the people of Puerto Rico free trade with the 

Dipa nu ere is the in his message sent to us in 
December: 


Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico, and give her products free access to our markets. 


I submit, sir, that if the President has received any information 
since then, which has changed his opinion on this question, it is 
his duty under the Constitution to furnish that information to this 
House. Ifthe President has changed his mind, as some members 
claim, the fact that he refuses to give his reasons to this House is 
the best of evidence that they are i only and he dare not 
make them public. Sg spre on the Democratic side.] 

I do not say that he changed. I believe that he is of the 
same ee now; and when I heard the able speech of the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], so much in 
accord with the President, coming from the far East as he does, 
it occurred to me that under this state of affairs he would make 
an admirable candidate for Vice-President on a ticket with Mr. 
McKinley. 

A MEMBER. Has he a barrel? 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I do not know whether he has a 
barrel of money, but he has a barrel of brains, I ask you to take 
up his speech and just read it in connection with the constitutional 
argument of my colleague from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], who says 
the Supreme Court will have to take into consideration the hot 
weather and the cold weather in the Philippine Islands in order 
pare a correct interpretation to the Constitution of the United 

Mr. CANNON, Will my colleague yield for a question? 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Only for a moment, for my time 
is limited, and in justice to those who are to follow I can not ask 
for an extension. 

Mr. CANNON. It is only fora moment. Will my friend vote 
for his Vice-Presidential candidate, the geneman from Maine? 
He seems to have a Vice-Presidential candidate on this side, while 
I have one upon the other side, [Laughter.] 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I expected to vote the Repub- 
lican ticket, I would accept it as some consolation for the crime 
to vote for the man from Maine. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] While he is a Republican, there is a good deal of Democ- 
racy in what he says, and that simply means that he is in favor 
of governing these Territories according to the Constitution of 
the United States. That is all there is to it. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, aside from the constitutional question, we 
onght, under all the circumstances, to treat these people fairly 
and justly. i 

Now, we have had some hearings before the Committee on In- 
sular Affairs, and I want to refer to some things that were said 
there. I want to show to this House, so far as I am able, that 
this is an unjust and oppressive measure to the people of Puerto 
Rico, and I want to call the attention of my colleague [Mr. Bou- 
TELL of Illinois}, who has just taken his seat and who said he 
was unwilling to do anything that would be an injustice to the 
other people of the United States; I want to say to him that the 

t American Constitution is wide enough so that we can do 
our whole duty, and can do exact justice to the people of Puerto 
aes) without doing any injustice to any other part of the United 

Now let us see. What has brought abont this change of heart 
in the chairman of the Ways and Means Committee? I will show 
you the minister who affected him most and put him on the 
mourners’ bench, before I get through. There issomething more 
than the Constitution in this question. 

General Davis was the first man who appeared before the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. He is Governor-General of Puerto 
Rico, the appointee of the President. 
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And here is what he said: 


All Puerto Ricans expected that the coming of the American flag would 
give all the rights and L privileges which Americans every where else enjoyed, 


respecting trade, and they were disappointed. 


He says that is what they expected. Let us see what he says 
they Se, to have. The condition brought about by the cyclone 
was well known to the President, and well known to the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. Payne] and the gentleman from Min- 
nesota . TAWNEY] when they were adyocating free trade with 
those islands a short time ago. Talking first in regard to taxa- 
tion, here is what General Davis says: 

It seems to me that Puerto Rico has got to realize in some way $5,000,000 a 
year from taxes, at least. 

This statement was made on the 8th of January. 

And your bill provides for something over onemillion. General 
Davis says in his testimony that it will take $1,000,000 to pay the 
expenses of the insular government, and this does not include the 
cost of municipal government. He says it will require at least 
one million a year for public roads; that they are now in bad con- 
dition. So, when you Republicans claim that the revenue under 
this bill is for schools, you state something you ought to know is 
not true. 

Now, sir, we come to something in the report by General Davis 
that I desire gentlemen to hear. e advocates a loan of $10,000,000 
for Puerto Rico, and says the island can get this loan at d per cent, 
without any guaranty from the United States, and that the island 
is in great need of the money at this time. He would spendit for 
the running expenses of the island, for public improvements badly 
needed, schools, etc. He says the island is out of debt and could 
easily pay this loan in a few years. This is what the people of 
Puerto Rico desire. Free trade with the United States would so 
stimulate the industries and general business of the island that the 
value of all property would at once be greatly increased, and the 
loan would not be 5 per cent indebtedness for the island. But you 
say you do not want the people of Puerto Rico to mortgage their 
island for this money. 

Sir, they would ten times rather 8 their property than 
sell their liberties at the low price fixed in this bill. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] General Davis says they are in such condi- 
tion that they need this money immediately, while it will take you 
a year to raise the amount you estimate under this bill. You talk 
as though it would all be paid in next week; the schoolhouses 
would be up and the children going to school in scope | or sixty 
days. What an absurd contention! Dr. Ames, one of the best 
informed men from that island before the committee, said, What 
the people there need most is well-established government, and 
next to that free trade with the United States.“ [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Almost every industry in the island has been 
represented before our committee by intelligent, well-informed 
gentlemen from Puerto Rico, and they are unanimous in their de- 
mand for free trade with the United States. They say, and all the 
evidence shows, that the people of Puerto Rico are in much worse 
condition to-day than they were while under the control of Spain. 
When annexed to the United States they lost their markets in 
Spain and Cuba and acquired no new markets in our country. 
But you Republicans claim you know better than they themselves 
what they need. That is just what England thought about the 
wants of the American colonies in 1776. 

Let us see what General Davis says in his testimony about the 
condition of these people. Iread from his testimony before the 
committee. 

General Davis. There are tens of thousands and even hundreds of thou- 
sands of families in Puerto Rico—I think I can say hundreds of thousands, 
certainly more than 100,000 families—whose entire worldly goods of a family 
consisting of father, mother, and from three to a dozen dren, are not of 
the intrinsic value of $5. 

When the chairman of our committee asked General Davis, if 
we should give those people modern school facilities, whether he 
thought we would have educated communities there in a few years, 
his answer was in these words:“ 

It you give them industrial conditions that will enable them to earn enough 
to wear clothes and shoes and walk upright, yes, sir; but you can not at- 
tempt to educate children whoare naked and dirty, always naked, and whose 
father is pretty near it and whose mother is close to it. 

You propose by this bill to tax these poor, naked, starving peo- 
ple on every sack of flour or meal, ever pond of meat, every 
mouthful of provisions, and every stitch of clothing they are com- 
pelled to buy from us, and you propose to commit this outrage 
upon them in the name of charity, in the name of education. 
Sir, your bill will keep them hungry ana naked and out of school, 
for General Davis says they must first have food and clothing be- 
fore you can put them in school. 

There never was a greater misrepresentation of law, facts, and 

urposes to secure the passage of a bill than in the case now be- 
fao us. You Republican gentlemen may sugarcoat this vicious 
measure with all the hypocrisy at your command, but you can not 
deceive these e with your empty-handed panan opr They 
will look with contempt upon your pretended charity and the 


bogus tears of sympathy which you so profusely shed. They do 
not come to us asking for alms. They donot ask us to share with 
them our property, but our rights, our liberties, our privileges, as 
American citizens. Puerto Rico does not ask us or expect us to 
take care of her people. What she does want is good government 
and just laws that will enable her people to take care of themselves. 

I admit, Mr. Chairman, that Puerto Rico will need a system of 
taxation; but instead of placing this tax upon the necessaries of 
life, to be paid largely by the poor classes, why not give Puerto 
Rico a government that will enable her people to raise revenue 
for her roads, schools, and local government, by placing a tax 
upon the property instead of the poverty of the isand, Congress 
can give the people of Puerto Rico an internal system of taxation, 
or authorize them to adopt one for themselyes, by which those 
people in less than six months could have at their disposal twice 
as much revenue as you will get under this bill in the entire year, 
and the burdens much less, itha proper local system of taxa- 
tion, such as we have in the States, they could make their assess- 
ments, levies, and appropriations, and draw upon and use their 
revenues before collected, as is now done in many of the States; 
and this direct tax, say, of 2 per cent, would raise at least $4,000,000 
and the poor family with $5 worth of property would pay but 10 
cents, if assessed at all, while under your bill he will pay many 
times that amount on the necessaries of life or go without them. 

So if you are determined to pass this obnoxious bill, do not ag- 
gravate your crime by pleading as an excuse for it the necessities 
of the ponie you are about to wrong. 

Mr. Chairman, I am about to come to something that shows it 
was not the want of revenuein Puerto Rico that has produced this 
sudden change among the Republicans. They knew three months 
ago as well as now the deplorable condition in that island and its 
great necessity for revenue, but they had not heard from the sugar 
trust, and perhaps did not till after the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. PAYNE] had introduced his free-trade bill on the 19th of Jan- 
uary. General Davis at this time had stated to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs, of which the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
PAYNE] is a member, that Puerto Rico would need at least 
$5,000,000 of revenue. Thisstatement was made by General Davis 
on the 8th of January. Mr. Payne introduced a bill providing 
for free trade between Puerto Rico and the United States January 
19, and on the 22d of January one Mr. Oxnard, without any invita- 
tion, appeared before our Committee on Insular Affairs, of which 
Mr. PAYNE is a member, and made the following statement. I 
read from his testimony before the committee. 

Mr. Oxnard said: 

I represent the American Beet Sugar Association, of which I am Dog ag 
and which comprises thirty of the su; factories from the Pacific to the 
Atlantic, in twelve different States. If I may have three minutes, all I want 
to say is this: The Puerto Rican manufacturer made sugar profitably with a 


tariff of a cent anda half a: him. I do not presume the o gu 
without making money. * gingt What we claim b this: While we are —.— 
fectly willing to let them come in, we think they would largely increase their 


production of sugar and probably be a reproduction of what Hawaii did, and 
we claim they are taking and will take in timea r proportion of our 
market from us, and we would like to have some tari against them. 


tu 
Mr. Payne. You have free su from Hawaii ail the me? 
Mr. OXNARD. Yes, sir; but that more than doubled in the last ten 


years, and that has hurt us. I do notclaim that the admission of the present 


sugar, what they are making now, will hurt us so much, but what I claim is 
large investments will go into Puerto Rico in the sugar business as soon as 
it is found that this immense profit can be made. 

Now, I do not pretend to say what influence this demand of the 
sugar trust against free trade with Puerto Rico had upon the Re- 
publican policy; but, sir, no Republican can. deny the fact that 
until the sugar trust did make its 5 here every leadin 
Republican official in Washington who expressed himself, includ- 
ing the President, was in favor of free trade with Puerto Rico, 
and soon after the ap ance of the sugar trust at Washington 
there was a very sudden change of heart among the Republican 
leaders, including, as it is now claimed, the President himself, 
Mr. Chairman, it is very far from me to even intimate that there 
is any arrangement or understanding between the Republicans 
and the sugar trust by which the latter is to be protected against 
free sugar from Puerto Rico, and as a consideration the sugar 
trust to make a good, fat contribution to continue the crown on 
William the First, 

But without any such arrangement or understanding just such 
things may finally take place. Here is a man who represents the 
su trust. He knows what effect free sugar would have upon 
that industry in Puerto Rico. He says it would cause large in- 
vestments to be made in that island and that the people there would 
greatly increase their production of sugar. That is just what we 
claim. Free trade with Puerto Rico would cause large sums of 
money to be invested in that island, breathe new life into their 
paralyzed industries, build up newones, increase the opportunities 
of the laboring people, enable them to earn their own food and 
clothing, pay their own taxes, buy their own books, build their 
own schoolhouses, and become well-to-do citizens. This is just 
what the people of Puerto Rico want. We must not lose sight of 
the fact that the people of the United States would be benefited 
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by the course I have suggested. We can benefit Puerto Rico and 


at the same time benefit our own people. 

Every pound of sugar, tobacco, and coffee imported from Puerto 
Rico into the United States will be paid for with our flour, meal, 
meat, clothing, machinery, and other American products, and the 
balance of trade is sure to be in our favor. If such an arrange- 
ment should result in reducing the price of sugar in this country, 
the benefit would go to the consumer, So we can surely afford to 
be just to the people of Puerto Rico when it is so greatly to our 
interest todoso. But, Mr. Chairman, it has been rumored in the 
papers that the Republicans are about to amend this bill, making 
it a temporary measure, in order to make sure of its passage. 

Mr. Chairman, Puerto Rico needs free trade now, the best mar- 
ket she can get for her products. As I havestated, free trade with 
Puerto Rico would at once carry large investments to that island 
in the sugar and tobacco business, increase the volume of money 
there, increase business of all kinds, and would immediately in- 
crease the value of landsin theisland. This would enable theland- 
owners, who are heavily mortgaged, as the evidence shows, to re- 
new their loans and save their land. But, sir, if you delay free 
trade to Puerto Rico for two years, or even one year, the value of 
these lands will continue low, they will not be able to extend their 
loans, they will lose their lands under mortgage, the sugar trust 
will have the opportunity to go in and buy them up at low prices; 
then the Republicans, I suppose, will be ready to admit sugar from 
that island free. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, they talk about the real estate down there 
being worth $100,000,000. General Davis says that a fair valua- 
tion under this census will put it at $130,000,000, and this without 
any government or markets. Whodoubts, after hearing the state- 
ment of the president of the su association, that free trade 
would immediately increase the value of lands in Puerto Rico and 
in a short time double their value? 

I want to say to the gentlemen on the other side, who are so 
anxious to protect the American people against the pauper labor of 
that little island, in God’s name, give it just laws, good govern- 
ment, and you will have no pauper labor there in a few years to 
contend inst. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Drive it 
out of the island as well as the rest of the United States. 

5 LINNEY. Will the gentleman allow me a question right 
ere? 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Les; a question. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the defeat of this bill give the Puerto 
Ricans free trade? 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Ah, the gentleman is a Repub- 
lican,in the majority. If you have the power to pass this bill, you 
have the power to pass a free-trade bill. [Applause on the Demo- 
craticside.] And youcould pass it with ost a unanimous vote, 
I have heard a good deal of talk over there that you would like a 
better bill. Some of you would like a free-trade bill better than 
this bill. The trouble is 7 like a Republican bill better than 
any other kind of bill, and you want a Republican bill before you 
will vote for it. Lou do not want the help of the Democrats to 
pass a free-trade bill. 

Ah, but you say, We are afraid of the people of the Philippine 
Islands.” You had better thought of that before now. Why, sir, 
we are not legislating for those people; and the fact that you are 
willing to wrong the people of Puerto Rico in order to establish a 
precedent for the Phi 1 Islands shows your great emergency 
for the passage of this is not in Puerto Rico, but in the politics 
of the Republican pariy, 

Mr. Chairman, the American Government, aside from all con- 
stitutional questions, should at all times and in all places at least 
be just. ose people—those unfortunate, helpless, naked peo- 
ple—do not deserve this cruel treatment at our hands. Whether 
a good bargain or a bad bargain, this island is a part of the terri- 
tory of the United States. It came to us, not by conquest or 
criminal aggression, but without the cost of a single dollar or a 
single drop of blood. With extended arms we invited those peo- 
ple to the protecting care of the Republic, and they gladly ac- 
cepted our invitation. 

ith all the zeal and enthusiasm of their new-born patriotism, 
they welcomed our soldiers to their sunny shores as the com- 
ing of anew redeemer, They gathered around the American 
as happy children gather around a Christmas tree, intoxicat 
with thei great devotion to its grandeur and its glory. They 
had been taught that that flag would protect them, not against 
foreign despotism alone, but against American despotism as well. 
They had been assured by our representatives that with that flag 
would come all the rights, privileges, and blessings of a liberty- 
loving people. 

Since then they have been waiting, still waiting, in eager e 
tation for the full enjoyment of American rights and American 
privileges. And the very first fruit that they are to gather from 
this new tree of liberty is this iniquitous Payne bill, which indeed 
has more pain in it for the people of Puerto Rico than anything 
else. [Laughter.] Mr. Chairman, much as I admire that beau- 
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tiful island and the loyalty and patriotism of her people, if we 
can not retain it without establishing under this dome of liberty 
a British Parliament to govern it, I say for the sake of human 
freedom, for the glory of our own Republic, let us give it back to 
its own people to work out their own destiny. [Applause.] Ah, 
Mr. Chai „it would be far better for the people of Puerto 
Rico to be governed by their own representatives, with a consti- 
tution, than by foreign representatives without a constitution, 
notwithstanding the great infallible American conscience with 
which Congress is at all times so richly endowed. as claimed by 
gentlemen across the aisle. 

Mr. Chairman, if Puerto Rico is good enough for our flag, it is 
good enough for our Constitution. I believe the fathers intended 
these two idols should dwell together in time of peace in every 
land, in every island of the sea, under the jurisdiction of the Re- 
public; and the American citizen at any time or in any place who 
would separate them, who would lower the Constitution to raise 
the flag, respects an empire more than he loves a republic. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] Our beautiful banner, our na- 
tionalemblem, now waves over theisland of Puerto Rico as notice 
and warning to all the rest of the world that it is a part of our 
own free America. It is the flag of the free; it is the flag of the 
Republic, and invites to its new dominions its old companion, the 
Constitution, to execute its flattering promises to those people who 
so proudly joined in its peaceful dedication to that beautiful island, 

Mr. Chairman, in the name of our national honor, in the name 
of our Ea American Republic, that considers its flag but a symbol 
of its Constitution, if we can not, if we will not, extend our Con- 
stitution toour flag, then let us return our flag to our Constitution, 
rather than have it longer wave over those people as a national 
lie to the great people of human equality which its whole his- 
tory so gloriously represents. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. BURKETT having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, b 
Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate had 
bills of the following titles,in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested; 

S. W. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
tary record of James H. Waters; 

S. 158. An act granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry; 

S. 3018. An act for the appointment of an additional United 
States commissioner in the northern judicial district of the Indian 
Territory; and 

S. 2746. An act to aid certain States to support schools of mines, 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolution: 


Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to request the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. ) granting a pension to 


Mary A. Randall. 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 


The committee resumed its siting: 

Mr. BROWN. Mr. Chairman, I rise with the keen sense of 
embarrassment that must be felt by every member when he 
undertakes to add anything new to a debate that has already 
extended over more than one week in this House; but if I have 
the time I can, with the patience of the House, say why it is that 
I think this is one of the most important of all the measures now 
engaging the attention of this Congress. It is not so important 
because of Puerto Rico itself. It is not so important because of 
anything that may come to the inhabitants of Puerto Rico, or to 
the people of the United States, out of this particular bill, but it 
is of vast importance as a legislative construction or interpreta- 
tion of the Constitution in its application to territory that has been 
acquired by the United States since the war with Spain com- 
menced, and as a precedent for future legislation relating to this 
island, to the Philippines, and to all our new possessions, 

The first section of the bill provides that it shall apply to Puerto 
Rico and the adjacent islands ceded to the United States by our 
treaty with Spain last year. The second section provides that 
the same duties which are collected upon articles imported 
into the United States from foreign countries shall be collected 
upon all articles e into Puerto Rico from ports other than 
those of the United States. That is, this second section prescribes 
the same duties for Puerto Rico as for the United States on all 
articles imported from foreign countries, putting Puerto Rico 
and the United States on an equality in so far as the importation 
of foreign goods into either is concerned. As to these two sec- 
tions of the bill, the first and the second, there is no controversy 
in the House. The divergence of opinion, the wide difference of 
view, we witness when we come to section 3, which is as follows: 

Sec. 3. That on and after the passage of this act all merchandise coming 
into the United States from Puerto Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from 
the United States shall be entered at the several ports of entry upon payment 


of 25 per cent of the duties which are required to be levied, collected, and 
upon like articles of merchandise imported from foreign countries; and, in 


2274 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. - 


FEBRUARY 26, 


the internal-revenue tax which may be —— the United States upon 
the same articles of merchandise of domestic manufacture, and u articles 
of United States manufacture coming into Puerto Rico customs duties equal 
in rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax which in 
Puerto Rico upon the same articles of Puerto Rican man 

Now, what have we here? It is because of this section that we 
have strong opposition to the bill. The objections come from the 
nearly unanimous voice of the Democratic side of this Chamber, 
swelling in volume, it is true, by the ar; ents of a few gentle- 
men on this side. What is the ground of these objections? Why 
is the bill, and particularly this third section, so vigorously as- 
sailed? What does this section contain which so arouses strong 
and continued opposition? Letus see. It provides that merchan- 
dise—the term here meaning anything dutiable—which goes from 
the United States to Puerto Rico or which comes from Puerto Rico 
to the United States shall pay a duty of 25 per cent of our established 
customs duties, 

This provision furnishes the ground of difference and discussion 
in the House. This — 81 of 25 per cent of the rates of our present 
tariff, to be applied to all goods going from the United States to 
Puerto Rico or coming from Puerto Rico to the United States, is 
objected to by at least three classes of the members of this body 
first, those who are commonly denominated free traders; sec- 
ondly, those who believe in tariff duties generally, but who are 
opposed to such- duties in and between the United States and 
Puerto Rico; and, thirdly, those who, whether believing in the 

tem of tariff duties or not, declare that the bill is contrary to 
that part of the Constitution which provides that— 
8 5 imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


If Puerto Rico is a part of our country in the meaning of the 
designation ‘‘the United States,” as the name is used in the Con- 
stitution, and if the Constitution as the supreme law of the land 
now applies to Puerto Rico without further action by Congress, 
then the contention of those who oppose this bill on constitutio: 
grounds is sound, for in fact the bill does not establish uniformity 
of duties in the United States and Puerto Rico. Taking the 
United States and Puerto Rico together, the bill destroys the uni- 
formity of duties. The bill would leave certain duties at one rate 
and certain other duties at 25 per cent of that rate. This would 
a be a uniformity of duties in the United States and Puerto 

ico. 

This objection to the bill, that it violates the Constitution, raises 
the important issue of the debate and the vote. It comes to us, 
and must be met by us under our solemn obligation to support 
the Constitution. Does the Constitution now extend and fully 
apply to Puerto Rico as a part of the United States? I do not 
wish to believe that it does. I do not so believe. I reject such a 
conclusion. 

We are now and here to say what Congress believes is meant b 
the name United States” in the section which declares that tari 
duties shall be uniform throughout the United States.” Does 
this name now fully embrace within its constitutional meaning 
the island of Puerto Rico? Is Puerto Rico in this sense a part of 
the United States? When the phrase, throughout the United 
States” is used, do we mean, in view of this provision of the Con- 
stitution, the same as we would mean if we should say, ‘‘ through- 
out the United States and Puerto Rico?” Does the Constitution 
extend to Puerto Rico? Is Puerto Rico in and a part of the 
United States under the Constitution? What, in fact, is the legal 
and constitutional status of the little island? 

We are to remember, as we go along, that while the issue here 
raised only relates directly to a spot in the ocean not as long as the 
distance from Cincinnati to Columbus in the State of Ohio, and 
only half as wide as it is long, the decision reached may constitute 
a precedent for the far more important and difficult legislation con- 
cerning the Philippine Islands and all the new lands acquired by 
our Government, 

A 70 While ago, at Waynesville, Ohio, where a roving book 
peddler had been drawn by the fame of its people as a reading 
community, I purchased of him the two volumes of a work having 
a title very apt to capture a boy’s fancy. It was called “Thir 
Years’ View,” being the personal and public view of Thomas 
Benton, who was a Senator of the United States for the State of 
Missouri from 1820 to 1850, 

Only a little while before the close of his Senatorial career 
Benton heard for the first time the same thing we are hearin; 
here to-day, that whenever our Government acquires new terri. 
tory it at once becomes a part of the United States, the Constitu- 
tion immediately of its own force extending and applying to such 
territory, and this doctrine he heard from the lips of John C. Cal- 
houn, one of the 1 authors of constitutional heresies that had 
1 to do with bringing on the bloody attempt to destroy the 

on. 

Benton states (page 713) that in the discussion on the Oregon 
Territorial bill Calhoun said this: 


Assoon as the treaty between the two countries is ratified the sovereign 
and authority of Mexico in the territory acquired by it — — ct 


may 


that of the United States is substituted in ps yr carrying with it the Con- 
stitution, with its overriding control over the laws and institutions of 
Mexico inconsistent with it. 

The notion of Calhoun here was precisely what the view is of 
those who say that the sovereignty of the United States, being 
substituted for the prenio y of Spain in Puerto Rico, has car- 
ried with it to that island the Constitution of the United States. 
This doctrine of Calhoun was invented, as Benton says, to aid 
the slaveholder in ta his slave to the new Territory, because 
as 3 permitted under the Constitution, if the Constitu- 
tion of itself extended to the territory which we had acquired 
from Mexico, the slaveholder could go to that Territory and hold 
his slave there. Calhoun further said, referring to the Constitu- 

on: 

It is the supreme law, not within the limits of the States of this Union 
merely, but wherever our flag waves. ver our authority the 

tution, in part, goes—not all its provisions, certainly, but all its suit- 
able provisions. 

One of the suitable provisions ” which, according to Calhoun's 
new doctrine, extended to all the Territories, was the provision 
pasee the holding of slaves. We are told here, in the very 

anguage which Calhoun used fifty years ago, that our Constitu- 
tion wherever our flag waves.” We are told here that as 
our flag waves in Puerto Rico our Constitution has gone there, 
and is so in force there that we must recognize Puerto Rico as a 
part of the United States, whether we wish to do so or not. 

Let us see what Benton himself, a lifelong Democrat, said 
about this new doctrine of Calhoun. The great Missouri Senator 
(page 713) declared: 


A new dogma was invented to fit the case—that of tho tra of 


the Constitution (the slavery of it) into the Territories, ove: and 
pe all the anti-slavery laws which it found there and planting in- 
ion 


ere under its own wing, and maintaining it bie owen the power of 
eradication either by Con or the people of the Territory. Before this 
was pr ed efforts were made to get the Constitution extended 


dogma 
to these Territories by act of Confress. 
he difficulty was leaped over by boldly assum- 


Faiiing in those attempts, t 5 Abe 
ing that Constitution went of itself, that is to say, the slavery part of it. 
In this exigency Mr. Calhoun came out with his new and supreme dogma of 
the transmigratory function of the Constitution in the i facto and the 
instahtaneous on of itself in its slavery at tes into all ac- 
quired territories. ene 

History can not class — than as a vagary of a diseased imagination 
this 9 self -acting and self-extension of the Constitution. The Consti- 
tution does nothing of itself, not even in the States for which it was made. 
Every part of it requires a law to put it into operation. No part of it can 
reach a Territory unless im to it by of Co: se'e ma 
word, this dogma of the self-extension of the slavery part of the Constitution 
toa Territory is impracticable and preposterous, and as novel as unfounded. 

While the same dogma now proclaimed as to Puerto Rico is not 
novel, it is surely as impracticable and 8 as it was fifty 
yan o, when enunciated by John C. Calhoun. In the same de- 

ate, after we had acquired territory from Mexico, as the result 
of our successful war with her, when territorial questions were 
engaging the attention of the Congress, when the great statesmen 
of that day were meeting the questions that then arose, and when 
Calhoun was preaching this dogma and Benton was combating it, 
Daniel Webster said this on the subject: 

The Constitution is extended over the United States, and over nothin: 
else. It can not be extended over anything except over the old States an 
the new States that shall come in , when ner ee comein. Thereis 

ite remarkable amo 

judicial gentlemen. It 
by jury, the habeas 
liberty is extended 

over every new Territory. t proposi- 
y any reasoning 


Peat tea and every princi 

by orco of the Constitution itse 
on can not be maintained at all. 

or deduction? It can only be arrived at 


y the loosest of all possible con- 

structions. 

Do we not see here the same “ want of of ideas,” the 
same “loosest of all possible constructions” of the Constitution? 

Now, Mr. Chairman, here were three of the great figures of 
1850, and they were contending in the Senate over the very ques- 
tion about which we are talking in this prolonged debate. ero 
was Calhoun proclaiming the doctrine which we now hear, that 
the Constitution of the country goes of itself, by virtue of its own 
inherent force, into the territory that is acquired, and so applies 
itself to that territory as to become the supreme law thereof, and 
that is precisely what we are told in this case. 

If we adopt this view now, we must admit that this bill, in fixing 
a special tariff rate for Puerto Rico, is unconstitutional. If we 
0 . this view as correct, we must concede that we can not, by 
tariff duties high or low, discriminate inst the products of 
Puerto Rico, or the products of the Philippine Islands, or the 
products of any other tropical region which we possess. If we 
admit that this view is sound, then we must confess that Congress 
can not give any degree of protection to the farmers and other 
producers of our country as ii the cheap labor and the cheap 
conditions of the tropical lan 

Iwill not admit, will not confess, that we are so powerless, 
For myself, I would reserve the right, unless I am told by the Su- 
preme Court that Congress can not do so, to impose on the prod- 


ucts of tropical lands a fair discriminating duty in the interest 
and for the protection of the farmers and other producers of the 
eas I represent and of the farmers and producers of the whole 
country. 


1900. 
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I have been quoting the views of Webster and Benton against 


the theory of Calhoun and maliy against the position of those 
who op the passage of this bill. At this stage of the discus- 
sion, Aa ge the constitutional question has been . and 
ie § debated, it seems useless to consider it further, but 1 cannot 
well refrain from citing the opinion of Mr. Justice Bradley, in 
Snow vs. The United States (18 Wallace, page 317): 

The government of the Territories of the United States belongs primarily 
to Congress, and secondarily to such agencies as Congress may establish for 
that purpose. During the term of their Rupilage as Territories they are 
mere dependencies of the United States. eir people do not constitute a 
sovereign power. All political authority exercised therein is derived from 
the General Government. 

It is, indeed, the practice of the Government to invest these dependencies 
with a limited power of self-government as soon as they have sufficient pop- 
ulation for the purpose. The extent of the power thus ted depends en- 
tirely upon the organic act of Congress in each case, and is at all es sub- 
ject to such alterations as Congress may see fit to adopt. 

Justice Bradley here speaks of these Territories as dependencies. 
We claim that Puerto Rico is such a dependency. It is a depend- 
ency of the United States. Itis nota of the United States in 
the view of that part of the Constitution which provides that all 
duties shall be uniform. It is simply a territory, a dependency, a 
piece of proper belonging to the United States. 

The C RMAN., The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. BROWN. I should like to have a little more time. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman be permitted to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that his colleague may be permitted to conclude his re- 
marks. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 


none. 

Mr. BROWN. And, Mr. Chairman, what is it that yc, Fig 
can do with a Territory, which, in the language of Justice ey, 
is a “dependency of the United States? Let the Constitution tell 
us—Article IV, section 3: 

ngress v dispose of and needful rules 
3 eee eee or other 3 belonging to “ne 
United States. 

Is not this plain tothe schoolboy? Applied to this case, it means 
that Puerto Rico is property belonging to the United States, and 
not a part of the United States in the sense that tariff duties must 
be the same, or ‘‘uniform,” in and between the United States 
proper and that island. This view will permit Congress to logis- 

ate for that little territory and for all the larger territories that 
have come to us as a result of the war as in the discretion of 
Congress may be wise and just. 

This is not merely aquestion of interest to the student of the Con- 
stitution. It is a matter of practical and material importance. 
It is a question which right now comes home, in a degree, to the 
farmers and producers of the district which I have the honor to 
represent on this floor. Can Shay -be protected against the cheap 
products of the cheap lands we have acquired, against the direct 
competion of half-paid labor in countries where the cost of pro- 
duction and of living is not one-half what it is here? 

I think they can be, as they should be, so protected, even against 
territories which belong to the United States. In the district I 
represent the tobacco interest is becoming a large and very im- 


portant one. In at least three counties of that district many 
farmers are profitably en, in the growing of tobacco. It is a 
branch of the cultivation of the soil which has been rapidly ex- 


tending and which has been bringing to the farmers of those 
counties a very fair return for their labor. 

During the past week it has been my privilege to come into per- 
sonal contact with a number of the farmers of that district. It 
is a fact, Mr. Chairman, that they view with some concern the 
proposition advanced on the Democratic side of this House, that 
we must have absolute free trade between Puerto Rico and the 
United States. They are not blind to the fact that the great to- 
bacco interest, in which they are so much interested, is put in 
some de in jeopardy by the proposition of our friends on the 
other side of the House, that the tobacco of Puerto Rico shall be 
admitted into the United States without the payment of any duty 
whatever. 

Our friends on the other side of the House, and some tlemen 
on this side, say that it is right that this tobacco, and the great 
amount to which it might be increased by future cultivation in 
the island of Puerto Rico, shall come into the United States free 
of any duty whatever. Speaking of this local interest, and yet 
an spartan one, I am heartily in-fayor of the proponit op con- 
tained in the third section of the pending bill, Indeed I would 
have preferred a higher rate of duty. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another interest that is rapidly increas- 
ing, that is rapidly growing to great importance, in the United 
States, and that is the manufactureof beet sugar. Itis estimated 
that there will be 100,000 tons of beet sugar manufactured in the 
United States this year. It is also stated that already arrange- 
ments have been perfected for the erection of 51 beet-sugar facto- 
ries to be built in this country during the year 1900. sugar 


of Puerto Rico sent away from that country annually amounts to 
58,000 tons. 

I would say to the farmers of the United States who are looking 
to the sugar-beet industry as a source of large income to them 
that they be protected in fair and reasonable measure against 
the tropical sugar territories. 

This bill in terms applies only to the United States and to Puerto 
Rico and the adjacent islands. But as a precedent, as a guide 
mark for the future, it will point the way thousands of miles across 
the sea to lands which will bring pe pronome by the side of which 
the questions about Puerto Rico will sink into insignificance. 

For all these territories Congress has power to make all need- 
ful rules and regulations.” e provisions of this bill are needful 
rules and regulations for Puerto Rico. The bill is right in deny- 
ing the correctness of Calhoun's view of the Constitution in its 
application to territories of the United States, wise in asserti 
the right of Con to legislate in its discretion for our = 
encies, and merciful in providing that every dollar of the duties 
which it im: shall be placed in the safe hands of our wise and 
humane President, to be used by him for the benefit of the people 
of the island. À 

We may well here inquire what the views of the President are 
on this subject, for while Congress is an independent branch of 
the Government, acting within its constitutional sphere, on its 
own responsibility and judgment, it will not fail to ere the most 

tful consideration to the recommendations of the President. 
In his annual message last December he said: 

Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access topur markets. 

But now, with a eee of Puerto Rico in urgent need of the 
money which this bill will produce, all of which is to be expended 
for their benefit, with this bill now opposed on the ground that 
we have noconstitutional power to pass it, it is asserted by those 
whose intimate relations with the President give great weight to 
their statements that he earnestly desires the passage of the bill. 
I quote from the remarks of my distinguished colleague [Mr. 
GROSVENOR] in the House last Thursday: z 

Mr. Chairman, I think I know the President of the United States well, and 
will venture to make a statement with reference to his opi. if you will 


listen tome. Ithink if the conditions were such as the President of the 


United States understood them to bein November last. he would prefer a 


free-trade bill. Ithink that, understanding all the considerations involved 
here now, nothing would give the President ter sorrow and regret than 
the defeat of this billand the turning over the control of this House to the 
Democratic minority. But I will venture—only in my individual capacity 
to suggest to eg entleman who does not credit what I have said, to go to 
the President of the United States and ask him the direct question. 

Conditions are very different to-day, and there are conditions binding 
upon us to-day that were never dreamed of by any of us last December. 

To the power to make all needful rules and regulations for all 
these territories while we possess them there is added the power 
of Congress to dispose of them. If we desire to keep them per- 
petually, our title can never be called in question; but if at any 
time we, or those who come after us, conclude that they are not 
desirable as dependencies, and that they will never become fit for 
States of the Union, they can be disposed of. But now we own 
them, now our flag waves over them, now we must govern them. 
If we wisely exercise the right which the Constitution has given 
us, if we legislate for these new Territories, these new possessions, 
in harmony with the dictates of patriotism and humanity, we may 
get through the great work that is put upon us in such a way as 
to satisfy the sound judgment of the.country. [Loud applause 
on the Republican side. } 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, the terms of the pending bill 
asa eee of our policy toward Puerto Rico did not, on 
my first examination of it, commend themselves to my sympathies 
as the policy to pursue in our first legislation respecting that 
island. When I read of the cordial welcome which our troops 
received from the people there and the joy and enthusiasm with 
which they greeted our flag; when I read the grandiloquent pro- 
nunciamentos with which the local officials of the island pro- 
claimed to their people the joyful fact that they were a part of the 
great American nation and the satisfaction and acclaim with which 
such announcements were received by them, I thought, Here is a 
land of rare beauty and fertility, a tropic gem set in à summer sea, 
whose people have studied our history and acquainted themselves 
with our policies well enough to thoroughly approdato the bless- 
ings of our form of government and the value of our institutions, 
and it therefore seemed to me that whatever questions might 
arise for settlement relative to other lands over which by the for- 
tunes of war our flag waved, as far as the gem of the Antilles 
was concerned, our duty and our obligations could be met and 

formed without much controversy or division of sentiment, 
t had not occurred to me that the question of policy relative to 
this island now presented would or need be raised. 

The island is small, and as small as it is a large portion of its 
area can not be cultivated in crops which will compete with our 
produnt, and the fears which haye been expressed in some quar- 

that if the island is allowed to freely ship its produce to our 
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market certain domestic agricultural interests would be unfortu- 


nately affected are groundless. The greatest possible development 
of the sugar and tobacco industries in the island under the most 
favorable circumstances could never in the slightest degree injuri- 
ously affect any industry in this great land, and therefore, Mr. 
Chairman, I felt that considerations both of sentiment and expe- 
diency would in all probability suggest the extension of our tariff 
and other laws over these islands. 

But, Mr. Chairman, a committee of this House has given the 
conditions in Puerto Rico careful consideration, having the facts 
relative to conditions there before it, and has brought the pend- 
ing measure here for our consideration, and in their report and in 

ches in support of the measure have shown to my satisfaction 
that a blanket extension of the customs and internal-revenue laws 
of the United States to these islands, instead of being a blessing, 
under the present condition of affairs, would be an injury—an 
injury by too sudden and radical a change in present conditions 
in some respects and in closing the only avenue for the raising of 
needful revenue, leaving us the only alternative to meet current 
demands there for revenue of Federal appropriations or insular 
bonds, neither of which methods would be for the best permanent 
good of the island, 

The first because, besides being an re, bane burden apan our 
ple, it would encourage a spirit of dependence on the Federal Gov- 
ernment not calculated to produce a good citizenship, the latter 
being an unwise handicap upon the future development of the 
islands. And so, Mr. Chairman, the committee having gone care- 
fully over the entire matter, has finally decided that the bill now 
before us will raise the necessary revenue from the purses of those 
best able to pay it, without imposing the high rates of the internal- 
revenue laws or other burden upon the people of the island, and at 
the same time gives them access into our splendid markets at one- 
qnarter the duty which foreigners would have to pay. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the question as to the wisdom or fairness of 
the policy proposed toward Puerto Rico is not the real point at issue 
before this House to-day. The real question is as to the power of 

ess to do this thing. The minority contends that the Con- 
stitution of the United States extends to Puerto Rico and all other 
ions of the United States by its own vigor and force, and 
that therefore it is in force there, and Con in legislating for 
the island is bound by section 8 of Article I of the Constitution, 
which provides that all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States,” and all other provisions and 
limitations of the Constitution. 

The question is, therefore, Is Puerto Rico a part of the United 
States within the meaning of this clause of the Constitution? 
With the real issue thus presented, Mr. Chairman, I can not hesi- 
tate for a moment in my position on this bill. I may not feel fully 
satisfied that we are pr ing the best, wisest, and most liberal 
policy toward Puerto Rico, but Ican not take any position or 
cast any vote in connection with the bill which will leave a par- 
ticle of doubt in the mind of anyone as to my position on the con- 
stitutional question; and the question being now before us, I am 
willing to follow the committee on the question of policy, as I can 
not follow that of the opposition on the question of the Constitu- 
tion. [Applause on the ublican side. 

The gentlemen of the other side refer to our contention that the 
Constitution does not extend by its own force to acquired terri- 
tory as a new doctrine. Why, Mr. Chairman, it is as old as our 
history. It was written into law by the First Congress of the 
Uni States in legislating for the Northwest Territory in 1789. 
It was recognized by this body in all its legislation for the Terri- 
tory of Louisiana, and this very principle of tariff discrimination 
was adopted by the treaty-making power under Jefferson relative 
to Louisiana, It is indelibly inscribed in the acts of Congress 
relative to the Floridas, and no court has ever questioned the con- 
stitutionality of those acts. It was followed in all the acts of that 
stern and sturdy old Democrat, Andrew Jackson, while acting as 
the governor of the Territory of Florida. 

No court, with one ible exception, has ever held squarely 
that the provisions and limitations of the Constitution have force 
and effect in any territory over which its provisions have not been 
specifically extended by Congressional action, and any portion of 
decisions which seem to point that way are in every case, in my 
opinion, mere dicta. They tell us that this is imperialism. Well, 

it is, Thomas J efferson, the patron saint of the Democracy, was 


our first emperor and Andrew Jackson was the viceroy and Poo- 
Bah of the Floridas, [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
side. 


If itis im , then all the inhabitants of the Northwest 
Territory, Florida, and Louisiana, in the good old Democratic 
times were subjects of the empire and never found it out. Some 
of the gentlemen grew almost tearful as they pictured the possi- 
ble fate of the peoples of the new Territories if they are oropa 
to submit to the whims and tender mercies of Congress.“ Well, 
the Territories have been doing fairly well in the past, and in the 
good old Democratic times the Congress legislated for Florida and 


Louisiana along lines certainly not within the spirit of the Con- 
stitution as framed for the States. 

While the new acquisitions are not under the Constitution ex- 
cept as Con provides, the Congress is under the Constitution 
all the time, whether it be legislating for the Union of States or 
for the ‘‘ Territories which are the property thereof.” The Consti- 
tution declares: 

No bills of attainder or ex post facto law shall be passed; uo title of nobility 
shall be granted. Neither slavery nor involuntary servitude s exist 
within the United States or any place subject to their jurisdiction. 

These prohibitions and the fundamental principles on which 
our Government is founded, to establish justice, promote the 
general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty,” govern all 

egislation by Congress, and Congress, always under the Constitu- 

tion, can not 1 to deprive any inhabitant of the Territories 
of the inalienab e rights to life, liberty, and the pursuit of hap- 
piness. 

They use a very pretty figure of speech, and say that ‘‘ the Con- 
stitution follows the flag.” On the contrary, I contend that the 
Constitution sends the flag, upholds and maintains it, and goes as 
a statute when the Congress, under the Constitution, sends it, and 
only attaches as a Constitution when the people of the Territory 
accept it irrevocably as a condition of admission as a sovereign 
State of the Union. To what might not this strange doctrine of 
the transmigration of the Constitution lead us? 

The Executive and the Senate are the treaty-making power. In 
the exercise of that power territory may be annexed, and under 
this strange doctrine it matters not what the character of the in- 
habitants may be, they immediately become American citizens, 
free to come and go, and to ship into our ports free all the prod- 
ucts of their pauper, pittance-paid labor. To be ific, accord- 
ing to their contentions the Constitution is now in force in the 
Philippines, and all the Filipinos and half clothed and half civil- 
ized are our fellow-citizens, and their productions may come 
freely into our ports. 

I for one am not willing to abdicate my rights as a Representa- 
tive of the people in any such manner as this, Under our Con- 
stitution the treaty-making power may annex territory, but I can 
not believe that the framers of the Constitution in their wisdom 
intended to confer on the treaty-making power the authority to 
add to the citizenship of the Union a mixed assortment of Malays 
and Chinese and expose our people to the evils resulting from 
contact or N with them or their produce. 

I believe, rather, that they intended that no m ‘in terri- 
tory belonging to the United States” should enjoy the privileges 
or assume the burdens imposed by the Constitution except by 
the will of the people of the United States voiced by their Repre- 
sentatives in this Congress, The timid and faint-hearted on the 
other side may call this imperialism, but if it is, it is what the 
fathers a us when they framed the Constitution and as they in- 
terpreted it in their first legislation on the subject and which they 
followed by their legislation under Thomas Jefferson relating to 
Louisiana. 

Under the doctrine they advance our Constitution now extends 
to Cuba; for if it follow the flag, it must be present wherever we 
exercise authority. In order to avoid some of the inevitable effects 
of their position, the opposition hold to a theory that there may be 
in territory over which our flag floats and over which we exercise 
authority a condition of military government or control during 
which the Constitution does not operate, and this whether a state 
of war or insurrection exists or no, but that the moment Congress 
anil to legislate the Constitution becomes operative. Under 
this theory if the Congress failed to legislate for an indefinite 
period, there would continue for said period only the military rule. 

If the Congress hesitated because the ple were unfitted for 
American citizenship or their labor or their produce should not 
come into competition with ours, there would continue indefinitely 
arbitrary military rule. Our Democratic friends are perfectly 
complacent and satisfied with despotic arbitrary military rule, but 
tremble for the rights and liberties of the people of a Territory 
under the legislation of the American Congress acting under the 
American Constitution. 

Under that view of the transmigratory qualities of the Consti- 
tution we might well hesitate to go to war with any nation whose 
people we would not care to have become citizens or whosestandard 
of labor were lower or products such as to interfere seriously with 
our domestic produce, no matter how great a provocation we 
might have, from the fact that the Senate and the ident might 
see fit to annex them to our territory, and thus they would be- 
come of our citizenship, their produce be given free access to our 
market. 

No, Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the United States, the 
wisest instrument ever drawn for the guidance of government in- 
stituted among men, was adopted as the Constitution of certain 
States, which accepted it, and such other States as might in the 
future through their people apply for admission into the Union 
formed under that Constitution. The gentlemen refer only to the 
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privile and immunities of the Constitution, and seem to lose 
sight of the fact that it also im certain burdens on those ac- 
cepting it, and that the admission of new territory under it may 
add to the burdens of those already living under it. 

Mr. Chairman, if we pass this bill we maintain the principle 
which has been followed by our fathers from the beginning of our 
history. We shall serve notice onall concerned that the Union of 
States as a sovereign power can protect its citizens from the ad- 
mission of undesirable citizenship and the competition of cheap 
labor even from its own territory, but that the Congress can be 
depended upon to deal fairly, even liberally, with the peoples who 
inhabit annexed territory. 

And the peoples of Puerto Rico, experiencing prosperity under 
its provisions, will be strengthened in their loyalty tothe glorious 
flag of the free, and will set about preparing themselves to accept 
in the fullness of time the Constitution of the United States as 
their very own in the only way which it can extend to them, as a 
Constitution, by the joint action of themselves and the States as 
represented in Congress on their admission asasovereign State of 
the Union. Loud a piang 

Mr. SUTHERL . Mr. Chairman, in the debate upon this 
bill many members have availed themselves of the opportunity to 
discuss imperialism and its results. I will say to my Republican 
friends that there is no fear on this side of the Chamber in meet- 
ing the issue of imperialism and the permanent retention of the 
Philippine Islands. All on this side the aisle agree with the great 
Nebraskan, who, in 1898, was the first to declare against imperial- 
ism as a menace to the 5 and judging from the results of 
the last election the people are standing by him in his contest 
against the Republicans on that question. |Applause.] 

KENTUCKY, OHIO, AND NEBRASKA. 

Allow me to call your attention to the political contest in three 
States in 1899. The Democratic platform of Kentucky contained 
one plank which reads as follows: 

We declare the conduct of the present National Administration as to the 
Philippines to be repu; t to every line of the Bill of Rights, the Constitu- 
tion, and the Declaration of Independence. 

The Democrats waged a fierce fight for their platform and their 
candidates, and notwithstanding the fact that thousands of dis- 
affected Democrats voted for the Republican candidates and 
12,140 went to John Young Brown, the Democracy elected the 
governor and the legislature by a safe majority, insuring the 
election of a Silver Senator to succeed Senator LINDSAY. 

The Ohio Democratic platform relative to the Philippine Islands 
reads as follows: 

We are radically and unalterably opposed to imperialism in the United 
States of America. en we have solved some of the race problems that 
confront us at home, then by example we can proclaim the blessings that flow 
from tree institutions, and thus procure ‘* benevolent assimilation" without 
* aggression.“ * * We demand that the Cubans and Filipinos 
not only be permitted, but encouraged, to establish independent republican, 
deriving all of their governmental powers from the consent of the governed. 
* * * A large standing army in our Republic is a menace to liberty. 

Standing on this platform, the Democrats fought imperialism 
and a big army, and the 1899 election returns show that the Presi- 
dent’s pelicy was not indorsed byhis home State. Nash, the Re- 

ublican candidate for governor, received 417,199 votes; McLean, 

emocratic candidate, received 368,176 votes, and Jones, non- 
partisan candidate, received 106,721 votes. Adding the McLean 
and Jones vote, which was an anti-Administration vote, leaves 
the Republican party a minority party by 57,698. 

In 1899 the Nebraska Democratic platform in regard to imperi- 
alism read as follows: 

We believe that the Filipinos should have received the same treatment as 
the Cubans, and that, as the Cubans were assured of ultimate independence 
and protection, so the Filipinos should have been assured in the beginning of 
our nation’s intention to give them independence as soon as a stabie goyern- 
ment could be established and protection from outside interference. Such 
assurance should be given now. 

On this question the Populist platform read as follows: 

We declare the Monroe doctrine to be the doctrine of national self-pres- 
ervation, and that safety is to be found alone in avoiding the quicksands of 
imperialism and the dangerous waters of militarism. And we oppose all 
foreign political alliances and allinterference in European and Asiatic politics. 

While the fusion nominee for supreme judge of Nebraska in 
1899 had made an excellent record as governor and was otherwise 
a strong man, yet it is but fair to say that our splendid victory 
was an emphatic indorsement of the principles advocated by Mr. 
Bryan. The Republicans made a tremendous effort to defeat Mr. 
Holcomb for the avowed reason that the defeat of our candidate 
would be accepted as a repudiation of Mr. Bryan by his home 
State. We accepted the challenge, and made the slogan of our 
campaign, A vote for Holcomb is a vote for Bryan.” Every 
silver voter felt the necessity of defending our principles, and 
cine tata hed the campaign was waged on national lines, with a 
result as follows: In 1896 the Bryan electors received a plurality 
of 13,576, while in 1899 Holcomb's plurality was 15,107, a gain of 
almost 2,000 over the plurality of 1896. 

Mr. Chairman, we believe that the result of an imperial policy 
will be the demoralization of our form of government and the 


subversion of the principles on which that Government is founded. 
We accept these issues as the Republicans have presented them to 


us. We will nominate once more our great leader of 1896, and 
God grant, in the interest of all the people, that when the verdict 
is announced in November next victory may be written on his 
banners. [Applause.] 

We are engaged in the same cause espoused by the men who 
adopted that immortal document prepared by Thomas Jefferson, 
a part of which reads as follows: 

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are created equal, 
that they are endowed by their Creator with certain unalienable rights, t 
among these are life, liberty and the pursuit of happiness. That to secare 
these rights, 8 are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the governed. 

Out of the struggle of 1776 a nation was born. The Constitu- 
tion, as the organic law of our land, was but an outgrowth of the 
ideas of the Revolution. Colonies were formed into states, and 
constitutions, state and national, were adopted. The old colonial 
system was abolished, and with it taxation without representation. 

he States desired justice and equality before the law, and were 
willing that the States to be admitted should have the same rights 
and blessings. 

A strong Federal Government was established, with certain 
delegated powers, supreme within themselves, All others were 
reserved to the States, respectively, or tothe people. The framers 
of our Constitution had been cursed by the colonial system and 
were done with it. Sovereign and subject were ever after dis- 
tasteful terms to them. They felt that all men were equal before 
the law and that all men should have a voice in Government 
matters; that no longer in America should distinctions be main- 
tained, but that every man should be permitted to walk erect and 
ia fad is my Government, and I am part of it.” 

hen the States that laid claim to certain territory west of 
Pennsylvania and north of the Ohio River ceded it to the people 
in 1780-1786, and before the adoption of our Constitution, the 
ant was accepted and a Territorial form of government estab- 
ished by what is known as the ordinanceof 1787. Ohio, Indiana, 
Illinois, Michigan, and Wisconsin were the States that were after- 
wards formed out of the limits of the cession. I wish to empha- 
size the idea of the patriots of that early day in regard to the 
rights and equality of all by quoting from that ordinance, 

It was provided that when any of these divisions in the North- 
west Territory should have a certain population it was to be at 
liberty to form a State government, and was then to be admitted 
to the Union “on an equal footing with the original States in all 
respects whatsoever.” In 1803 President Jefferson purchased 
what is known as the Louisiana Teritory, ying west of the Mis- 
sissippi River, and out of which something like twelve States were 
afterwards formed. The third article of the treaty of cession from 
France to the United States provides as follows: 


The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible, according to the 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the 1 of all the rights, ad van - 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the Uni States; and in the meantime 
they shall be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
property, and the religion which they profess. 

Mr. Chairman, in the year 1819 we purchased of Spain East and 
West Florida, and, as in the case of the Louisiana cession, both 
parties were so careful of the rights of the inhabitants that in the 
treaty of cession it was agreed, in Article VI: 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 
United States by this treaty shail be incorporated in the Union of the United 
States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal Con- 
stitution and admitted to the enjoyment of all the privileges, rights, and 
immunities of the citizens of the United States. 

Tn 1848, in our treaty with Mexico, limiting and defining the 
boundary line between the two Republics, and in which California, 
New Mexico, and other parts were ceded to the United States, it 
was provided, in Article IX, as follows: 

The Mexicans who, in the territories aforesaid, shall not preserve the char- 
acter of citizens of the Mexican Republic conformably with whatis stipulated 
in the preceding article shall be incorporated into the Union of the United 
States, and be admitted at the proper time (to be judged of by the Congress 
of the United States) to the enjoyment of all the rights of citizens of the 
United States, according to the principles of the Constitution; and in the 
meantime shali be maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty Rnd PECPETES and secured in the free exercise of their religion with- 
out restriction. 

In the Gadsden purchase of 1853 it was provided that the pro- 
visions of the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo relative to citizenshi 
and statehood should apply as fully as if they were recited an 
set forth in theGadsden treaty. And while in the treaty of 1867, in 
which Russia ceded to the United States the Territory of Alaska, 
no special agreement was made as to future statehood, yet it was 
provided that the civilized inhabitants— 

If they should prefer to remain in the ceded territory, they, with the ex- 
ception of uncivilized native tribes. shall be admitted to the enjoyment of all 
the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United States, and 
shall Ta maintained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, 
property, and religion. 

_ It will thus be seen that in all the great treaties I have men- 
tioned in which territory was ceded to the United States it was 
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expressly provided that the territory ceded was to be formed into 


States with all the rights and 5 of statehood, with the ex- 
ception of Alaska, in which rights of citizenship were guar- 
anteed. 


Mr. Chairman, it was left to the Republican ty and the 
resent Administration to negotiate a treaty under which terri- 
containing a dense population was ceded tothe United States 
without making any provisions in regard to statehood or the 
rights of the inhabitants. ; 
hold that we can not, under our form of government and 
under our Constitution, take a grant of land and occupy it as a 
sovereign without giving tothe inhabitants all the rights to which 
the citizens of the States are entitled. That we can not as a Re- 
public exist as sovereign and subject, and that as a Government 
giving equal rights to all its citizens we can not maintain colonies 
and dependencies. 

We must hold the Philippine Islands, if they are to be perma- 
nently retained, either under the colonial system as Territories 
eee eee and without the other rights and privi- 
leges a g to prospective States, or we must hold them with 
the intention of ultimately forming them into States and placing 
them upon the same footing as the present members of the Union. 
It is impossible that the Chinese, the Malay, the Moro, and the 
Tagalo could ever become good American citizens, capable of un- 
derstanding and 8 those principles upon which our Goy- 
ernment is founded. 5 

Who dares to contemplate that in the near future we will per- 
mit eight or ten Senators and forty-odd Representatives from 
those islands to participate in legislation as representatives from 
the Philippine States? Yet we will have that condition of things 
if those islands are ever formed into States; and I insist, Mr. Chair- 
man, that if we permanently retain them, under the Constitution 
of our country it can only be done with a view to ultimate state- 
hood. Let us see what the Supreme Court of the United States 
saysupon these 3 In Scott vs. Sandford (19 Howard, U. S. 


Court Reports) it is said: 
There is certainly no power sven by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to esta or main colonies bordering on the United States or 


ata distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge 
its territorial limits in any os +, except by the adniesion of new States. 
That power is plainly given; and if a new State is admitted, it needs no fur- 


ther legislation by because the Constitution itself defines the rela- 
tive rights ae ores and duties of the State, and the citizens of the 
State and the e 


ral Government. But no power is given to acquiro terri- 
tory to be held and governed permanently in that character. 


And again in the same case the court said: 


Th er to expand the territory of the United States by the admission 
v Bial : 12 the construction of RA power by 


Paess to become a Stato, and not to pe neig as a colony and governed by 
gress a u 7 

State is committed to the sound 8 of the power toacquire 
territory for that E to be held by the United States until it is in a 
Suitable condition fo become a Yi — upon an equal footing with the other 
States, must rest upon the same on. 

Under this decision it is absolutely impossible to hold territory 
for colonial purposes, or in the way the present Administration 
seems to have determined to retain the Philippine Islands. What 
is the United States, and how broad is the territory embraced 
within the meaning of this term? It is every foot of soil over 
which we exercise jurisdiction. The great Chief Justice Marshall, 
in defining the term United States,” in Loughborough vs. Blake 
(5 Wheaton), held: 


Does this term desi; 
canempire? Certainly this question can 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and 
ries. e District of Columbia or the territory west of the 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. 


The Supreme Court of the United States in the case of Shively 
vs. Bowlby (152 U. S.) says: 
— or the Territories by treaty by. Congress, whether by deed of cession from 


te the whole or any particular portion of the Ameri- 
t ot but one answer. It is the 
Territo- 

is not 


States or by witha fo: a coni are held with the ob- 
ect, as soon as their ion and condition j it, of ety admitted 


to the Union as Sta upon an equal footing with the original 
respects. 


In the case of The United States vs. Moore (3 Cranch) it was 
said: 
The Constitution was made for the benefit of eve: 


tates in all 


citizen of the United 


States, and there is no such citizen, whatever may be condition, or wher- 
ever he may be situated within the limits of the territory of the United 
States, who hes not a right to the protection it affords. 


In Morphy vs, Ramsey (114 U. S. Supreme Court Reports) the 
court said: 


Tho personal and civil — of the inhabitants of the Territories are se- 
cured to them, as to other citizens, by the principles of constitutional liberty 
which restrain all the es of t, State and national. Their 


governmmen 
litical rights are which they hold as privileges in the legislati 
Secretion of the Congress of the United States. = iin 
And again: 


If we concede that this discretion in Congres is limited by the obvious 
purposes for which it was conferred, and those purposes are satisfied by 
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measures which 
the Union, still the conclusion can not be avoided that the act of Congress 
here in question is clearly within that justification. 


In Pollard vs, Hagan (3 Howard) the Supreme Court said: 


repare the people of the Territories to become States in 


Every nation uiring territory, by treaty or otherwise, must hold it 
subject to the itution and laws of its own government, and not accord- 
ing to those of the government ceding it. 

The Wong Kim Ark case (169 U. S. Supreme Court Reports) 
very ably and emphatically declares the law in regard to children 
born within the limi its and jurisdiction of the United States. 
Wong Kim Ark was born in California of Chinese parents, who 
were domiciled residentsof the United States. They were simply 
Chinese people engaged in business in San Francisco, and in 1890 
they returned to China. In 1894 Wong Kim Ark returned from 
a temporary visit to China, and permission was refused him to 


land, on the provisions of the Chinese-exclusion acts. The 
oao was decided March 28, 1898, and the law declared to be as 
ollows: 


A child born in the United panton of parents of Chinese descent, who, at 
the time of his birth, are subjects of the Emperor of China, but have a per- 
manent domicile and residence in the United States, and are there carrying 
on ess, and are not employed in any diplomatic or official capacity un- 
der the Emperor of China, becomes at the time of his birth a citizen of the 
United States, by virtue of the first clause of the fourteenth amendment of 
the Constitution: All persons born or naturalized in the United States, and 
subject to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of 
the State wherein they reside.” 

Mr. Ousman, onos aa Gannon a rapa born in the Phil- 
ippine Archipelago o shinese, Moro, or Japanese parents 
Bake within the jurisdiction of the United States and within its 
territorial limits, are citizens of our country, and as such natural- 
born citizens are entitled to all the rights and privileges of native- 
born Americans. If a Chinaman, born in the United States, by 
virtue of such birth becomes an American citizen, a t whom 
no special act can apply, then I insist that a child on the 
Philippine Islands is a citizen of the United States if the Philip- 
= lands belong to and are to remain a part of the United 

tes. 


Mr. Chairman, I now desire for a few moments to consider 
another phase of this great question. Militarism is a burden 
1 to be borne by the taxpayers. The soldier is taken from 

elds of productive labor and is enlisted in the service of his 
country. He must be paid, furnished with clothing and supplies, 
with food and ammunition. Surgeons must be detailed to care 
for him when the bullet or saber of the enemy finds him. His 
ioc, owen to distant fields must be paid out of the Treasury, 
and the sum total of all these items is enormous. 

Imperialism is the dream of the ambitious and of those who 
wish that in the ages yet to come their names may be rescued from 
oblivion. That when multiplied millions are placidly movin 
along on the river of time, careless alike of the present or the fo, | 
of the voyage, some act may rescue the name of the imperial- 
istic dreamer from the unknown millions, and for a brief moment 
enable it to shine in the eye of the careless multitude. Ambition 
has covered battlefields with the slain and caused streams to run 
red with blood. It has broken hearts, made orphans, condensed 
all the sorrows of the heart into a tear, and has changed 
the peaceful mission of nations. And militarism, the scourge of 
Europe, should have no foothold on American soil. 

Im ism is to-day attempting to destroy a patriotic people 
in South Africa, whose only crime is a belief in old-fashioned lib- 
erty and because a gold reef is found within their borders. At 
one time it was thought that 25,000 men were enough for our army 
purposes. To-day, because itis proposed that we become a world 
power, establish and maintain colonies, build a mighty navy, and 
force ourselves into the troubles of the world at large, 100,000 men 
are deemed hardly sufficient. 

I wish to give at this point a letter from the War Department 
showing the total number of men enlisted in the ish and 
Philippine war and the number who did not see service abroad. 

WAR DEPARTMENT, ADJUTANT-GENERAL'S OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1900. 
Sır: In reply to your letter of the 18th instant, to the Secre of War, 


b e information as to the number of men enlisted for service in the 
Army during the Spanish war, etc., I have the honor to say that the records 


show that the number of 8 enlisted prior to of the 
treaty of was, commissioned officers, 10,017; enlisted men, 3; total, 
number of men enlisted in the lar Army between April 21, 


223, 
1898, and April 11, 1899, was, approximately, 73,000. The number of 
regular ands volunteer, sent abroad, between April 21, 1898, and April ILIS 
was, approximately, 95,000, leaving a of about 201,535 that did not 
leaye the limits of the United States during that period. 
Very respectfully, 
WM. H. CARTER, 


Assistant Adjutant-General, 
Hon. R. D. SUTHERLAND, 
House of Representatives. 


3 following letter shows the cost of our war to December 31, 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., January 20, 1900. 
to your communication of the 18th instant, 9 infor- 


Str: In rep) 
amount expended for war purposes, ve of amounts 


mation as to 
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from the of the war with 
e honor to state as follows: 


battle shi 


expended for buildin. 
e, I have 


Spain to the present 


Estimated expenditures on account of the war with Spain, from March, 1398, to 
i 8 31, 1899. ; 


y 000, 
Payment to § , 000, 
Interest on —— issued for war expenditures.. 7, 616, 763 

r 352, 366, 763 


Information as to what amount may be included in the above-named Navy 
expenditures for battle ships should be obtained from the Navy Department. 


R tfully, 
E L. J. GAGE, Secretary. 
Hon. R. D. SUTHERLAND. 
House of Representatives. 


During the last twenty years we have had not to exceed 25,000 
men in our Regular Army at anyone time. We have at this date 
100,000, and it is the policy of the Administration to maintain an 
army of that size unless public sentiment is too vigorous in op- 
position. Heretofore it has cost us about $25,000,000 per year for 
the support of our Army. Nowit is costing over one hundred 
and twenty-five millions per year, an increase of one hundred 
millions, that must be paid by the taxpayers of our country. Itis 
estimated that in times of peace it costs the Government about 
$1,000 to maintain a soldier for one year. 

In time of war the cost is much more, depending 


upon the work 
that is to be done, the cost of 


rtation to the point where 
, and other 


TOGA: WAT DEPART BAH Ga ices genenscasetupwesreaes 190, 112, 851. 03 
For the Navy Department, his estimate is as follows: 
Salaries and e ＋.,d»v T 8 „181. 26 
Naval establishment — — a Wind 
U —T—T—T—T—T—T—————— on ante 15, 820, 174.32 
Permanent annual appropriations .. - 1,499, 
Total, Navy Department 47 76, 400, 600. 41 


Taking the estimates for military establishment, 8128, 170, 583.54, 
and naval establishment, $58,425,334.83, we have a total for war 
purposes of $186,595,918.37. If we compare these estimates with 
the war expenditures of the years past, it will be readily seen that 


imperialism is a very expensive luxury. There is another item of | P: 


expense that is worthy of attention. The Government is paying 
out about $145,000,000 per year in pensions to those who partici- 
pated in our past wars and to their widows and orphans. A large 
army permanently employed in the Philippines, Puerto Rico, and 
elsewhere must of necessity mean that our increase of pensions 
from that source alone will be large, based upon disease, if not 
upon injuries received in actual conflict. 

I am heartily in favor of liberal pensions for the survivors of all 
our wars, their widows and orphans, but am wholly opposed to a 
policy that renders necessary so large a military establishment 
that adequate pensions will soon become an impossibility. The 
immense expenditures by the European governments for army 
purposes, and their small pension rolls compared with our own, 
show that no country can maintain Jarge armies and at the same 
time grant liberal pensions. I contend that the proposition to 
force upon a hostile people a form of government distasteful to 
them and not in accord with our fundamental law is gross folly 
and can not result in good to either nation. 

A republic rests upon the consent of the governed, and in time 
of trouble must depend upon the patriotism of its people. No 
hired soldiery in the past has ca Old Glory to shine as the sun 
in the heavens or its stars to gleam like the heavens at night. 
Out of the little country homes or from the residences in the cities, 
at the word of danger, millions have volunteered, not for money 
or for goods, but that the great Republic might exist and its prin- 
ciples continue to glow in the hearts of its sons and daughters. 

ho wants this country to drift into imperial splendor and who 
wishes to hear the steady tramp of a great army of hired soldiers? 
In the light of the splendid past, who wants to say good-by for- 
ever to the volunteers, the best, the truest, and the most faithful 
of all soldiers; the volunteer who for sake of country and the 
country’s flag offers himself that his nation may live? 

Who has demanded an increase of our standing Army to 100,000 
men? Hasasingle farmer sent his voice out from the 
quiet of his country home in favor of more soldiers and more 
taxes? Has the minister from the pulpit, the lawyer from his 
office, the merchant from his store, or any of the toiling millions 


prayed for military glory and expense? Who, then, makes this 


demand? The capi the speculator, and the tax dodger have 
lifted their voices unto high heaven in favor of a big army. 

The gold grabber and the stock manipulator, who fear that some 
time the people may vigorously protest against extortion and 
wrong, in the shriveled limits of their souls are in favor of many 
soldiers to protect them and their ill-gotten gains, forgetting that 
even when wron, the American people are just and generous. 
The financier, who is anxious to grab franchises and to secure 
profitable privil in the islands of the sea, is in favor of militar- 
ism. The capitalist, who is not satisfied with his millions, but 
wishes to add thereto, and whose sleeping hours even are full of 
sorrow because he can not grasp his money bags tight in his hands 
when he prepares to take passage with Father Charon over the 
Styx, is in favor of more fields to conquer and people to exploit. 

eworking people of Warder, Pana, and Hazleton understand 
that armies are not always used to fight foreign foes, and the toil- 
ing millions ought to bear in mind that an increase of our Army 
has always been demanded by capitalists when the protests of 
labor unions against oppression and wrong have been the strong- 
est. The capitalistic class hails with joy the retention of the 
Philippines, as it will force upon our country what they have de- 
man for years—a big army. It is they who are forcing the 
Administration to continue in its course of pena en in viola- 
tion of the Constitution, but not the people who desire only the 
paths of peace. 

The real object of the demand for the retention of the Philip- 
pine Islands by this Government is not benevolent assimilation, 
not the ultimate good of the inhabitants, nor the betterment of this 
country; but the hidden motive is the presence of sufficient mili- 
tary and naval strength to enable the capitalists of England and 
America at the proper time to invade China with railroads, open 
ap the territory containing 500,000,000 people to the corpses | 
of factories, where can be found the cheapest labor on earth, an 
thus make China the workshop of the world. 

It has been the history of nations from the beginning of time 
that when rulers depart from the paths of national justice and 
begin to wrong and to Gielen the people, then came national 
decay and death. Jackals howl over the ruins of Babylon and the 
dust of centuries has buried its civilization. When Hannibal, 
with his conquering legions, marched to the very gates of Rome, it 
seemed as if nothing could resist him; but when Rome struck the 
return blow, Carthage became a thing of the past and the victo- 
rious Romans sowed salt over its location. 

Rome was great and itsinfinence upon the world tremendous, 

but Gibbon says that Augustus “ bequeathed as a valuable 1 
to his successors the advice of confining the Empire within those 
limits which nature seemed to have placed as its permanent bul- 
warks and boundaries.” England to-day is treading the wine- 
ress of the wrath of nations use of the eagerness and rapac- 
ity of her ruling classes, their selfishness and greed. Neveraspot 
so fair or peaceful but England desired it, if it would but add to 
her riches. 
_ The Boer Republic stands in the way of British greed and Brit- 
ish conquest. Her flag and colonies must be found in every land, 
and in her anxiety to add more territory and more gold mines to 
her possessions she seems to have struck a rock at last. She is 
following in the footsteps of the nations, and her military pres- 
tige, regardless of the result of the present war, is waning. 

e following extract from the report of the Republican mem- 
bers of the Committee on Ways and Means on the Puerto Rico 
bill, clearly shows the Republican idea of the power of Congress 
to legislate for Puerto Rico and the Philippines independent of the 
limitations of the Constitution: 

In the treaty with Russia whereby Alaska was uired no 
made for the incorporation of the territory into the Union, but provision 
was made that the inhabitants should have the immunities of citizens of the 
tection in the enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
made in the treaties, the territory 


rms been 
would have become subject to the legislation of Co 


mgress under its 
power to make all needful rules and regulations respecting it, whichis with- 
out limitation. 


If by the mere acquisition of territory by a 5 — 55 N ed govern: 
ə Constitution, then clearly 
trea- 


ve 
to these treaty-· acquired territories 
terms of 


rovision was 


acq 


ton) of Con 
limited by the thirteenth amendment to the Constitution, which — 


The Republicans hold that the islands belong to us, and that 
the native who revolts against our authority is guilty of treason; 
that we control the people and make their laws and prescribe 
their form of government, whatever kind we in the future deter- 
mine to give them, and yet the provisions of the Constitution do 
not apply tothem. The Republicans also hold that the people of 
the islands are not entitled to trade with us, except upon such 
terms as we choose to impose. 

That they belong to us for the purposes of exploitation, but 
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they refuse to say that the Constitution extends over these people, 
but assert that Congress has the power to govern Puerto Rico and 
the Philippines independent of the limitations of the Constitution. 
It is the old doctrine of the divine right of kings that the Repub- 
licans have resurrected, and their attempt to strain and twist the 
Constitution to make it fit their position would be amusing if it 
were not so dangerous. 

The Constitution creates Congress, which exists only by virtue 
of that organic law, having no power except such as is co 
to it by its creator. It is enve oper and surrounded and its ac- 
tions guarded by the instrument that bringsitintolife. Congress 
is but the creature of the fundamental law, and it can not 
exercise jurisdiction where the provisions of the Constitution 
do not extend. 

How absurd and monstrous to hold that the Constitution, strong 
and vigorous as it is in holding forty-five States together, steadily 
guiding the movements of a great people in their internal and 

oreign relations, is impotent to go with its creation—Congress— 
outside of the limits of the States, but must helplessly see the 
agent that it creates legislate happiness or misery for a defense- 
less people. 

A power, therefore, in the General Government to obtain and hold colo- 
nies and dependent territories, over which they might legisiate without 
restriction, would be inconsistent with its own e: nce in its present form. 
(Scott vs. Sandford, 19 Howard, U. S. Court Reports.) 

One wrong step follows another. It does not appear that the 
President had any idea when the peace commissioners met at Paris 
that we would demand the cession of the Philippines to the United 
States. Butas the peace negotiations went on and the pressure 
from capitalists and speculators increased, the desire to add popu- 
lation and land to our ions became the ruling policy. In 
the protocol of August 12, 1898, we find the following agreement 
relative to the United States and the Philippines: 


Arr. 3. The United States will occupy and hold the city, bay, and harbor 
of Manila, pending the conclusion of a treaty of which shall determine 
the con disposition, and government of the Philippines. 


Thata ment left the future of the islands open for discus- 
sion, for it was that the United States would only occupy 
the city, harbor, and bay of Manila pending the settlement of 
the whole question, The American and Spanish commissioners 
met in Paris October 1, 1898, and it was not until October 31, 
1898, that the American commissioners demanded the cession of 
the Philippines to the United States. 

In rep y to the charge of the Spanish commissioners, that the 
cession of the Philippines was not set forth in the protocol of 
August 12, 1898, and was not within the contemplation of either 
party until after the commissioners had been in session one month, 
the erican commissioners said: 

In the case of the Philippines, the United States, except as to the bay, city, 
and harbor of Manila, ed itself todemanding that the subject should 2 
left in the widest and fullest sense for future negotiation. While it did no 
with the exception referred to, demand specific concessions, it reserved ani 
secured the ht to d them. Its position, therefore, is not that its 
present d in of the Philippines were specifically set out in the 

rotocol, but that they are justified by and included in the right which it 
therets expressly reserved and secured to make demands in the fatares 

The responsibility for the 8 of the islands was not 
thrust apon us by the act of Providence, nor were they forced 
upon us by the fortunes of war; but after the Peace Commission- 
ers had been in session one month the demand was made for the 
Philippines by the American commissioners. They urged in jus- 
tification of this late demand that the right to e demands in 
the future had been reserved. 

It is further shown that the cession of the Philippines, for which 
the President is undoubtedly responsible, was not a result of Prov- 
idential dealing alone, as we paid $20,000,000 to bind the bargain. 
We then have the Administration pressure for the islands, and 
the cession as a result of the demand, Then came the request of 
the Administration for a great army of 100,000 men. Then re- 
sulted the Republican argument that we govern ten millions of 
people in Puerto Rico and the Philippines through Congress as 
subjects and independent of the limitations of the Constitution. 

Then follows the Republican proposition that we can enact 
tariff laws that will prevent the people of Puerto Rico and the 
Philippines from trading with our conntry, and at the same time 
asserting that those islands are American soil and subject to the 
laws Congress may see fit to impose. Thus we see that the Re- 
publican party is ultimately brought to the point of declaring 
that no fundmental law binds Congress in dealing with these is- 
lands, except the thirteenth amendment to the Constitution, rela- 
tive to slavery; and on this point they run against the President, 
who conveniently set aside the thirteenth amendment by Article X 
of the agreement with the Sultan of Sulu, which reads as follows: 

ART. X. Any slave in the Archipelago of Jolo shall have the right to pur- 

freedom by paying to the master the usual market value. 

Under the exclusion act we prevent the Chinese from coming 
to our country, but we take them in by the thousands at Manila. 

. 8 rigid immigration laws to keep out undesirable Euro 
grants, but admit 10,000,000 Asiatics with one flourish of the 


pen. The problem of dealing with 8,000,000 negroes in our coun- 
try, in advancing and civilizing them, engages the attention of 
our best statesmen, yet without a care or a thought we add 
10,000,000 of Asiatics, Mohammedan Moro pirates, Tagalogs, 
Malays, Chinese, and half-breeds to our po tion as carelessly 
as if government in the interest of all the people carried no 
responsibility with it. 

I protest against militarism as the outgrowth of diseased ambi- 
tion, and regard the simplicity of the Republic and the glory and 
patriotism of the volunteers as our best protection. ji protest 
against a large standing army as a menace to civil liberty and a 
violation of the principles upon which our Republic is founded. 
I protest against policing the Philippine Islands at an enormous 
expense to our people in order to protect the capitalist and fran- 
chise grabber who desires to exploit the islands. 

I deny the proposition that trade follows the flag, and that in 
order to maintain commercial supremacy we must establish colo- 
nies and have a great army. I hold as ridiculous the doctrine that 
bargains are made at the point of a shotgun, and that dividends 
are declared through the agencies of battle ships, or that goods are 
sold and profits realized by the help of battalions of soldiers. We 
send iron bridges to Egypt, locomotives to Europe, and goods to all 

rts of the world, because we make a superior article or can un- 

ersell our ey 7 nas and the gleam of the bayonet and the rat- 
tle of the Krag-J6rgensen is not reckoned in trade balances. 

Must we keep American soldiers for all time in the Philippines? 
Must we subject them to dangers and disease? Shall, the ever- 
monotonous message of death from the guerrilla’s bullet or dis- 
ease be our portion? Shall the gates of our Temple of Janus 
swing outward, always outward? Will the ears of Americans 
listen forever to the shrill cry of the war eagle, and not be rested 
by the cooing notes of the dove of peace? i 

As long as the rest of those in authority is broken with the 
golden vision of 5 scat on splendor, and the senses pleased with the 
fragrant incense of adulation and flattery, we can not hope for 
rest. But when the day of the awakening comes, and the people 
restore the things as established by the fathers, then we may hope 
that imperialism, the ill-favored vulture of monarchical Europe, 
will spread its wings for its return to the place that has been its 
og ar home for ages. 

r. JOHNSTON. Mr. Chairman, I had not expected to have 
an opportunity to re one word in this great debate, and therefore 
in the limited time allotted to me it is not possible for me to be 
able to much more than enter my protest sce the passage of 
this bill. In my humble judgment a more mischievous, iniquitous, 
unjust, and unrighteous, as well as unconstitutional, piece of leg- 
islation has not been attempted in this House during this session; 
even far more dangerous, indeed, than the gold-gambling bill, with 
its national-bank attachment. 

The advocates of this measure under discussion would have this 
House believe that the legislation proposed is of the most innocent 
and harmless character; in fact, a very humane measure, intended 
for the suffering people of the island of Puerto Rico. And while 
some seek to justify the measure on the plea of humanity, others 
take for its justification the bold ground that Congress, in dealing 
with this island and its inhabitants, is omnipotent and is not 
bound by the prohibitions, limitations, and restrictions of the 
Federal Constitution. Strange indeed, if true, that Congress, the 
creature of the Constitution, can override, overreach, and domi- 
nate the very instrument which gives to it the only vitality and 
authority which it possesses. No such thing as a republic and an 
empire can exist at one and the same time under our Constitution 
and form of government. 

Puerto Rico, by virtue of the treaty with Spain, is either a part 
of the territory of the United States or it is not. There is no 
middle ground or position. Congress, attempting by this bill to 
legislate for the inhabitants of theisland, must of necessity obtain 
its power and authority from the Constitution alone, for it has 
no other; and if this be true, then Congress can not impose any 
other taxation upon said inhabitants than that which it can im- 
pose on the people of the States and Territories of the United 

tates. 

Unequal taxation is unjust taxation, and unjust taxation is no 
less plunder, no matter under what pretense it is imposed, even 
oar, e the sanction of law, under which it is sought to be 

us 8 
5 We can not disguise it. The question is, Shall we ruin Puerto 
Rico or not? We will not if we exercise our power honorably 
and conscientiously; yet we may disgrace ourselves asa nation by 
using it oppressively, by breaking our pledges and dealing unjustly 
with the people of this island. 

I will not attempt to discuss, for 1 have no time to do so, the 
constitutional questions involved, nor will I attempt to review the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States bearing upon 
this question, as this has already been ably done on both sides of 
this Chamber, and my judgment is convinced that the measure is 
unconstitutional, 


1900. 


But, Mr. Chairman, there is more in this bill and its far-reaching 


results than its advocates are willing to concede or disclose. Itis 

doubtless to be made the precedent and foundation for legislation 

upon a larger and more extended scale, to be hereafter entered 

upon, touching the government and control of our recent acquisi- 

tions from Spain, and which is intended to bind us hand and foot 

e a colonial and imperial policy likened after that of Great 
tain. 

This is but the first step that is to mark our departure from 
constitutional methods and our embarkation upon the highwa 
of imperial and colonial policy. Iam certainly glad that the ad- 
vocates of this policy in this House are about to receive a just 
rebuke, not only from the Democratic members of the House, but 
from a number of the liberty-loving Representatives on their own 
side of the House, 

I am sure, if I mistake not the temper of the House, that the 
patriotic representatives of the people on this floor will, by their 
votes on this bill, throttle this monster of iniquity and unright- 
eousness and give to the advocates of this measure, and the policy 
they thereby propose to inaugurate, a solemn lesson which they 
will not soon forget, and that is that the people of this land of 
freedom still love and intend to maintain and perpetuate our free 
institutions, and will not suffer the temple of liberty erected by 
the fathers of the Republic to be immolated, but will resist to the 
bitter end all attempts at the establishment of empire, or of a 
policy which, if pursued to its legitimate end, will necessaril 
result in the destruction of our free institutions. ud apple 

Mr, Chairman, I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Illi- 
nois [Mr. Jerr]. 


[Mr. JETT addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill relates to the 
structure of our Government, Its gravity is obvious. 

It involves new doctrines of constitutional construction and 
new questions of policy. 

In this discussion I shall endeavor to confine my remarks to con- 
stitutional construction. 

This new doctrine of construction, in the language of one of its 
ablest exponents, the distinguished senior Senator from Connecti- 
cut, is as follows: 

That the United States is a nation; that as a nation it possesses every sov- 
ereign power not reserved in its Constitution to the States or the people; 
that the right to acquire territory was not reserved, and is therefore an in- 
herent sovereign right; that it is a right ae which there is no limitation, 
and with regard to which there is no qualification; that in certain instances 
the right may be inferred from specific clauses in the Constitution, but that 
it exists independent of these clauses; that in the right to acquire territory 
is found the right to govern it; and as the right to acquire is sovereign inher- 
ent right, the right to govern is a sovereign right not limited in the Consti- 
tution, and that these 5 are in accordance with the views of the 

tution, the decisions of the Supreme Court, and the legislation of Con- 
gress.—Congressional Record, volume 32, page 287. 

This utterance was made upon the floor of the Senate on the 
19th day of December. 1898. 

I assail this new doctrine of construction, and in so doing I af- 
firm that the United States is a nation; that the Federal Govern- 
ment is a Government of enumerated and delegated powers; that 
all powers not so enumerated and delegated nor prohibited to the 
States are reserved to the States or to the people; that the Federal 
Government is limited in its power to uire and govern terri- 
tory; that the possession by the Federal Government of .an 
inherent soyereign right of any kind is repugnant to the letter 
and spirit of the Declaration of Independence, the Constitution of 
the United States, to the American form of government; and that 
these propositions are in accordance with the views of the framers 
of the Constitution, the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and the legislation of Congress. 

In order to know the law we needs must know the facts. Now, 
Mr. Chairman, what are the facts? As I take it, the immediate 
facts are: 

First. The acts of the legislative and executive departments of 
this Government; 

Second. The acts of the Spanish Government; and 

Third. The acts of the inhabitants of the Philippine Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 5 

A knowledge of these immediate facts will give you the ultimate 
facts. Apply to these ultimate facts the law of nations and the 
Constitution of the United States, and you will have constructed 
a foundation upon which to establish the policy which ought to 
be declared by this nation. 

It is hardly necessary for me to remind the members of the House 
what are the immediate facts in the case, Of these immediate 
facts. to my mind, the salient facts are: 

1. The declaration of war and its causes. 

2. The adoption of the joint resolution favoring the independence 
of the people in Cuba, in part as follows: 

First. That the people of the island of Cuba are, and of right ought to be, 
free and independent. 


* * * $ 2 
Fourth. That the United States hereby disclaims any disposition or inten- 
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tion to exercise sovereignty, jurisdiction, or control over said island, except 
for the pacification thereof, and asserts its determination, when that is ac- 
complished, to leave the government and control of the island to its people. 


8. The destruction of the Spanish fleet by Commodore Dewey in 
Manila Bay. 

4. The negotiations of the consuls and the command ersof the 
Army and Navy of the United States with the insurgent leaders, 
the insurgent e and the acts and doings of the repre- 
sentatives of the insurgent government of the Philippines, 

Lask leave to insert, as part of my remarks, extracts from official 
documents transmitted with the treaty in the President’s message 
to the Senate (Senate Document No. 62, Fifty-fifth Congress, third 
session), as follows: 

Mr. Wildman, consul, Hongkong, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 
HONGKONG, November 3, 1897. 

Sin: Since my arrival in Hongkong I have been called upon several times 
by Mr. F. Agoncilla, foreign agent and high commissioner, etc., of the new 
republic of the Philippines. 

r. Agoncilla holda acommission, signed by the prank members of cab- 
inet, and general in chief of the republic of Philippines, empowering him 
absolutely with power to conclude treaties with 5 vernments. 

Mr. Agoncilla offers, on behalf of his government, alliance, offensive and 
detensive, with the United States when the United States declareswar on 
1 in Mr. Agoncilla’s judgment, will be very soon. In the mean- 
time he wishes the United States to send to some port in the Philippines 
20,000 stand of arms and 200,000 rounds of ammunition, for the use of h 11804 
pnmon; to be paid for on the recognition of his government by the United 


Mr. Williams, consul at Manila, to 3 Cridler, Third Assistant Secretary of 
ate. 


CONSULATE OF THE UNITED STATES, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, February 22, 1898. 

Str: Without specific instructions it seems my duty at this critical pona 
g inform fhe Washington Government somewhat as to political conditions 

ere. 

Peace was proclaimed, and since my coming festivities therefor were held; 
but there is no peace and has been none for about two years. Conditions 
here and in Cuba are practically alike. War exists; battles are of almost 

y occurrence. * * * 

A republic is organized here, as in Cuba. 

Mr. Williams, consul at Manila, to Eat Cridler, Third Assistant Secretary of 
tate. 


MARCH 19, 1898. 


* è * Insurrection is rampant. * è * Rebellion was never more 
threatening to Spain. Rebels getting arms, money, and friends, and they 
outnumber the Spaniards, resident and soldiery, probably a hundred to one. 


Mr. Williams to Mr. Cridler. 
MARCH 27, 1898. 

+ * Cuban conditions exist here, bly in vated form. Span- 
ish soldiers are killed and wounded y, despite 8 tation wna 
the 3 are kept full. * * + Since the beginning of this dispatch I 
learn of the desertion to the insurgents of another entire regiment. * * * 


Mr. Williams, consul at Manila, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 
MARCH 81, 1898, 

* * * From consensus of opinion received from men of several nation- 
alities, from oldest foreign residents, from natives, Chinese, and a few Span- 
iards, I believe of the Philippine people, estimated at 15,000,000, not 5 per cent 
are loyal to Spain. 


Mr. Pratt, consul-general, Singapore, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 
(Confidential. ] 
APRIL 28, 1898. 

* * * Being aware of the great prestige General Aguinaldo has with the 
insurgents, I determined to see him. At my request a secret interview was 
acco) ingly arranged and obtained assurances of his willingness to proceed 
to the Philippines and confer with Commodore Dewey, should the latter so 

esire. I telegraphed the Commodore whose reply read thus: Tell Agui- 
naldo come as soon as possible. Dewey.“ 

The General impressed me as a man of intelligence, ability, and courage, 
and worthy the confidence that had been placed in him. 


Mr. Pratt, consul-general, Singapore, to Mr Day, Secretary of State. 
APRIL 30, 1898. 
The General stated that he ho the United States Government would 
assume protection of the Philippines at least long enough to allow the in- 
habitants to establish a government of their own. 


Mr. Williams, consul at Manila, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 


MAY 12, 1898. 

Sır: To aid you, if possible, permit me to give assurance of the friendli- 
ness of the Philippine natives to our country and to me as its representa- 
tive. * * * Theinsurgentleader * * * reported tome that they had 
87,000 troops in arms, good and bad. surrounding Manila, endeavoring to co- 
operate with us. * * * Toshow their frienuliness tor me as our nation's 
only representative in this part of the world, as soon as the natives found me 
out, they crowded around me, hats off, shouting Viva los Americanos!" 
Few United States troops will be needed for conquest, and fewer still 
for occupancy. + è Expulsion of Spaniards will remove all discord and 
danger. 


Mr. Williams, consul, Manila, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 
May 24, 1898. 
Str: I have the honor to report successful efforts on the part of the insur- 
mts for more successful war against Spain. Officers have visited me dur- 
ng darkness of night to inform the fleet and me of their operations. * 
To-day I executed a power of 3 whereby General Aguinaldo releases 
W 


+ 
* 


to his attorneys in fact $400,000, no the bank at Hongkong, so that from 
the money there can be paid for 3,000 stand of arms bought there and ex- 
pected here to-morrow. * 
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May 24, 1898. 


ward us, e endowed with sufficient civilization to govern by 

ourselves, this, our land. To maintain this so lofty ideal * * + 

it is our duty to detest Toran kati whisk belie each an tine us PILARE, rob- 
FFC of injury to parsons as well as to things. 


Mr. Day, Secretary of State, to Mr. J Pratt, consul-general, Singapore. 


3 16, 1898. 
This Government has known the Phili 5 — as discon- 
tented and rebellious subjects of Spain, an ot acauainted with their pur- 
+ + They have neither —— nor it He this Government 


an 8 If ae ek oo of your conferences with Aguinaldo 
acted upon the assumptio: this Go vernment would 5 with fim 
in the furtherance of aay fF his coopera- 


rept this own, or that in acceptin; 
tion it wowa consider i pledged to recognize any political claims which 
he ‘ht wish to forward, your notion wae TARGED ana Sak EE 


Mr. Williams, consul at Manila, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 
JUNE 16, 1898. 


ed recen 
‘orces. He is not permitted 1 by his 
in vae; t from ace p Aee tent oh governs all mili- 
movements. For future advantage I tain cordial relations 


with General Aguinaldo. 


JUNE 18, 1898. 
Aguinaldo's tion, establishing the dictatorial government, con- 
tains the foll 


VV 
s.s“ 
n iio, tho final ob 6 strength is nothing 
y convinced that that constitutes 


tion of my wao 
2 ee 
td and thet ind ependence signifies f 


the face of the whole world that the 


. veo es 


to „ panne yr 
Aguinaldo's 5 prociamatiom J une 23, 1898, establishing the revolutionary 
government mtains the f 
. @ dictatorial government w will be entitled hereafter the ‘ revo- 
lationary go viram whose ob; 8 tor A. mtb may of 
i all nations, potting the Spanish, sh. 
nize it as 


— — Loon country so that a true republic aan be estab plished 
Mr. Williams, consul at Manila, to Mr. Day, Secretary of State. 
JULY 2, 1898. 


renderin prety mee 9 and 
h Aguinaldo can rests. 


To General Anderson and all I am 
have been asked by him to treat with 


Brig. Gen. Thomas M. Anderson, the Tale men States forces, to Agui- 
naldo, commanding the F. Sorces. 
JULY 4, 1898. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to inform you that the United States of 
America, whose land forces I have the honor 1 — a in this vicinity, 
being at war with the Kingdom of has e . and most 
friendly sentiments with the natives of the Philippine ds. For these 
reasons I desire to have the most amicable salve with . — and to — — 

he 

for us aonn occupy 

-i do not wish to 
lf and other 


Anderson to Aguinaldo. 
JULY 6, 1898. 
Iam encouraged © friendly sentiments expressed by your excellency 
in your welcome pote nes received on Ache seh pees. p Toondeavor toe to come toa 
definite understanding which I h will * z 


very soon we e F * 

to you as a military officer that we will require much more room piv 

our soldiers, and also store room for our supplies. For this I own Sa ah to 

have your excellency’s advi d 9 n. as vou are best . „ . 

with resources of this coun’ Iam solicitous to avoi 

flict of authority, which might result from having two sets of military sane 
exercising command in the same place,” 


Mr. Williams to to Mr. Moore. 


JULY 18, rear 
Sin: There has been a systematic attempt to blacken the name of 
naldo and his cabinet on 9 of the questionable terms of their surre: 
to the Spanish forces a ary cane this month. It has been said that they £ sold 
their conntre § tor gold, has boons 5 3 g + 
cila, late minister of fore: Aguinaldo's cabine! abia 
8 made which I transmitted to the State Department. Sn 


wasinstracted to courteously decline communication 
on. at obeyed instructions to the letter until the b: ing out of 
war, and, after consultation with Admiral Dewey, I received a delegation 
from the e junta, and they bound themselves * * to place them - 
selves absolute ly 38 N orders of Admiral Dewey if permitted to return 
to Manila. coef 16 before I could obtain permission from Ad- 
miral pa to allow 950 ido to go by U. S. S. McCulloch. 1 
pon the arrival of do at Cavite he issued the proclamation which 
* for him re he left. He, of course, organized a gov- 
ernmen' 
— 8 t m as stating that the t 
government of the e n can not be dealt with 9 
were North American In 


Adern to ide 


Your offer of assistance is 
tifying. 


prcla aaa TOn 
are most gTa * P would be obliged if you would permit him 
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(Major Bell) to see your maps and place at his disposal any information you 
may have on the aare subjects, e ctx eke him a other or pass widreceed 
to your su which will authorize them to furnish him any informa- 
tion they can on 8 to facilitate his passage along the lines 
upon a reconnoissance around Manila, on which I propose to send 


Aguinaldo to Anderson. 
Bacoor, July 2%, 1898. 


my faternal 
their astrong con wiotion that 
of thelr desires a e according to their 


W. 

giving it a . and Fente 
stances of 3 rmitted. * * We ee that the great North Amer- 
ican nation which struggled first for its T and afterwards for 
the abolition of slavery and is now actually stru for the independence 
of Cuba would look upon it with greater benevole: my Sed any other nation. 
3 of this we have always acknowledged the right of preference of our 
gratitude. 


Mr. Cridler, Third Assistant Secretary of State, to Mr. Williams. 
AUGUST 4, 1898. 
Your course, while retaining amicable relations with the insurgents, in 


abstaining from any participation in the adoption of their so-called provi- 
sional government is approved. 


5. The President’s proclamation of benevolent assimilation to 
the Philippines is in oat as follows: 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, Washington, December 21 1898. 
“To the SECRETARY or Wan. 

Sin: The destruction of the is ae fleet in the harbor of Manila by the 
United States naval squadron commanded by Rear-Admiral power. followed 
by 7 8 1 of the city and the surrender of the n forces, practi- 
cally effected the conquest of the Philippine Islands and the suspension of 


Spanish sover 3 therein. 
the signature of soe Ses trea x Bar peace between the United States and 
mtiaries at Paris on the 10th instant and 
Dat cama tran the future con disposi- 
on, and government of the Philippine Islands are ceded to the United 
Beaten In fulfillment of the rights of sovereignty thus acquired and the 
a obligations of pt longo thus assumed the actual occupation 
ministration of the ne entre oup of the Phili becomes 
immediately n itary government heretofore maintained 
by mel United States foe Ara harbor, and bayot Manila is to be extended 
with all possib] V sa territory. 
e * e * 
of the mili n- 
tants of 


rule. 
ministration of affairs for the greatest good 

sedulously maintained the strong arm of — 92 i 
T wal of the blessings of good 
stable . —— the people of the Philippine Islands 2 the free 


flag of United Sta: 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
This order will be duly proclaimed and enforced. 
G. D. MEIKLEJOHBN., 
3 Secretary of War. 
6. 5 of hostilities between the American forces 
and the Fil: 
Aik The fog Reed of the treaty of peace, which contains the fol- 


ARTICLE IV. 


3 States will, for a term of ten years from the date of the ex- 
eof the ratifications of the Spanish ships and 


t admit 
= dise to to the ports of the Philippine Dpine Islands on the same terms as ships 
and merchandise of the United States. 


A IX. 
Spanish subjects, natives of the peninsula, residing in the territory over 
—.— N by the 8 treaty relinquishes or cedes her s 

all their pla ey of property, incl Iedtog the * 

ro its 3 

in —— commerce, and 

to such 8 as are applicable to other fore 
reserve their 


have renoun it and to have aan the nationality of the territory ie 
which they may reside. 


The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the ter- 
ritories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by Congress 


ARTICLE X. 


The inhabitants of the territories over which Spain relinquishes or cedes 
her sovereignty shall be secured in the free exercise of their religion. 


8. The contemporaneous action of the Senate at the-time the 
treaty was under debate, including the Bacon resolution, which 
was Offered as an amendment to the McEnery joint resolution, 
and voted down by the Senate, the amendment being as follows: 

Resolved further, That the United States hereby disclaim any tion 


or intention to exercise permanent sovereignty, jurisdiction, or e over 

said islands, and 1 their detern determina balan a ah p sapara and — ae 

errr rg shall have erected therein, Sori recognition as su 
ponr, ne which n hel be Snare | an 


to said government, 
gust ail AENEA KASE SAAANA tase DRAN by Epam. and to thereupon leave 
government and control of the islands to their people. 


1900. 


The vote announced on the adoption of the amendment was 29 
yeas, 29 nays, and 32 not voting, 16 = having been announced 
and recorded. The Vice-President decided the tie vote by voting 
“ nay and declared the amendment lost. (CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, volume 32, page 1846.) 

The McEnery joint resolution was then adopted by the Senate, 
the resolution being as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate and House of R. tatives of the United States of 
+, pe assembled, That LZ: rai 


tification of the treaty of peace 
with Spain it is not intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the Philippine 


Islands into citizenship of the United States, nor is it intended to perma, 
nently annex said islands as an in part of the te of the United 
States; but it is the intention of the United States to establish on said islands 
a government suitable to the wants and conditions of the inhabitants of said 

to prepare them for local ERORE and in due time to make 
such d tion of said islands as best promote the interests of the 
citizens of the United States and the inhabitants of said islands. 

On the question of adoption the vote was—yeas 26, nays 22, not 
mong 42. (CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, volume 32, page 1847.) 

9. The continued existence of hostilities. 

10. And the facts arising from the surrounding circumstances, 
such as habits, manners, and customs of the inhabitants, the cli- 
mate and natural resources, social economics, commerce, and en- 
vironments, 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it is not my intention to deđuce the conclu- 
sions of facts which are warranted by these immediate facts. 

However, these salient facts which I have called to mind, com- 
prising some of the acts of this Government, the ish Govern- 
ment, and the inhabitants of the Philippines, justify the conclu- 
sion that we have to consider the following points: 

QUESTIONS ARISING. 

First. Had the inhabitants of the Philippines and Puerto Rico, 
before the ratification of the treaty or have they now, according 
to the tenets of international law, any right to deny the authority 
of the Government of the United States? 

Second. Assuming that the treaty in all its provisions is consti- 
tutional, what are the relations of the territory of the Philippines 
and Puerto Rico to the territory of the United States? 

Third. What are the relations of the inhabitants of the Philip- 
pines and Puerto Rico to the inhabitants of the United States? 

Fourth. What are the relations of the inhabitants of the United 
States to the terri of the 8 1 and Puerto Rico? 

Fifth. What are the relations of the inhabitants of the Philip- 
pines and Puerto Rico to the territory of the United States? 

And on these points, as I said, I will confine my discussion to 
the constitutional sphere of argument. 

SOCIETY AND CIVILIZATION. 

Before doing so, however, I wish to submit a few abstract re- 
marks on political science, without being considered academic. 

Man is more than an individual. Man by nature is a social 
being,” said Aristotle. Animated by self-interest, he desires the 
society of others. Only great intellects seek solitude. 

Society is the perpetual communication of material and moral 
3 between mankind. Each member has his rights and 

uties. 

Law or right, like duty, springs from conscience, and conse- 
gamay whatever wounds the conscience is neither right nor 

uty. The circle of rights and duties is as broad as that of the 
necessary relations which bind together free beings. Whatever 
wounds the conscience of a nation is neither a right nor duty. 

Rousseau said: 

Nature took little care to bring men ther by mutual wants. The 
social contract was an advance on the state of nature and, instead of pared BE 
ing natural equality, on the contrary, substituted moral and legitima; 

ſuality for whatever inequalities nature may have p among men. 
Ft eine : N contract was entered into for the improvement of the lot of 

Civilization is the aggregate of the material and moral progress 
of mankind. The German philosopher Kant discovered civiliza- 
tion in the spread of human liberty. 

De Molinari wisely observes that liberty and property are better 
guaranteed in proportion as civilization gains ground and that 
progress made in guaranteeing liberty and property is an essen- 
tial condition of all other progress. 

Guizot says that civilization consists of the development of hu- 
man society and of man himself. 

Nothing bu 
a ae ere rae eee es 
strain each force and each power 
from encroaching on the rest. 

Subjected to analysis, we see that man is a social being, formed 
and adapted to live and cooperate with his fellow-men. on 
needs and like desires are the powerful springs of action which 
urge man to harmonious effort or cooperation, and this coopera- 
aon tends to sehen aav daat e e PD imp are 
‘the beginnings of civilization and society, the foundation upon 
which are builded the moral, intellectual, and spiritual progress 
of mankind. As this social body grows it develops a life and char- 
acter of its own, distinct from the individuals that compose it, 
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and this life and character find expression in the establishment 
of a government. 
GOVERNMENT. 
Thus government is the agency through which is expressed the 
national will or life of the society. 
It will be noticed that this social body, which an eminent writer 
of political economics has called the body economic, always pre- 


es and always underlies government; and government is but 
the organ or agency of society. 
According to the ancient Greek writers, only three forms of 
government existed. 


First. Monarchy, or the reign of a single man. 

Second. Aristocracy, or the reign of the great and wealthy, in 
which the supreme power is vested in a select assembly. i 
would be government by the consent of ‘‘some of the governed.” 

i mocracy, or the reign of the aggregate of men, in 
which the supreme power remains with the people at large and 
is exercised either collectively or by representation. 

Though all governments have the same task to perform, they 
are far from existing under the same form. Some modern writers 
recognize that there are as many forms of government as there 
hee speak of ts ti tocratic, abso- 

en we of governmen 5 atic, a 
lute, limited, parliamentary, constitutional, representative, dicta- 
torial, or revolutionary, the words describing the same are used 
to denote the differences in form between these governments be- 
cause of the unequal apportionment of power among the different 
6 of each government. 

ven despotic, absolute, and autocratic governments are sub- 
servient to the latent desires and sentiments in the mass of the 
people, which from time to time find outward expression strong 
enough to impose upon the government impassable limits. 

The European idea was and is that the government is a thing 
conferred or imposed upon the people. In their scheme the peo- 
ple were nothing. 

When Thomas Jefferson penned the Declaration of Independ- 
ence and wrote therein that all governments derive their just 
power from the consent of the governed, he voiced no new senti- 
ment, but put in concrete form the American idea of government. 
The training and tradition of the American colonies were reduced 
to coherent and articulate expression. He clearly differentiated 
the American idea of government from that of the European. 
Here government was a thing to be established by the core 
themselves. The people were everything indigenous to the soil 
und growing up out of it. 

In contrasting European and American systems of government, 
Webster said: 

The t elements, then, of the American system of government origi- 
— 5 introduced by the colonists and which were early in Ne and 

oy, to be 8 more and more as the progress of events should justify 
TRR from the existing political systems of Europe, including its religious 

but the continued possession and enjoyment of its science and 
arts, its literature and its manners; 

Home government, or the power of making in the colony the municipal 
laws which were to govern it; 

. 3 or fi of government founded on popular 

n 
elections. (Vol. I. p. 103.) = eer 


our system of government the first thing to be said is that it is panne: 
tes entirely with the people 


and practically a free system. It originai 
— Bay no ae foundation than their assent. (Vol. I, p. 34.) 
NEW DOCTRINE OF CONSTRUCTION. 

Heretofore, in the construction of the American form of gov- 
ernment there has existed two schools—one called the school of 
strict constructionists, the other called the school of broad con- 
structionists. 

Up to the present time these two schools have been the only 
known schools of the construction of the Constitution; butnow a 
new school has arisen, which seeks to establish a new doctrine in 
the construction of our government. 

Of all the advocates of this new doctrine the ablest, most fear- 
less, and most audacious exponent is the distinguished statesman 
who for upward of twenty years has represented the great State 
of Connecticut in the Senate of the United States, Mr. PLATT, 
and who has made the most elaborate and exhaustive argument 
in its support. 

TERMINOLOGY. 

This new doctrine contains words and phrases which, because 
of their correlation and synonymous meaning, are more or less 
confounded by writers and speakers. 

Political science should be discussed according to the rules of 
logic; its terminology needs must be precise and complete in order 
to avoid fallacious conclusions. 

The words „nation,“ “sovereign,” “sovereign power,” “ sover- 
eign right,” ‘sovereign nation,” “sovereign citizen,” legislative 
Dower; ss eee am “internal — eee sovereignty,” 

government“ are of necessary and frequent use, and each 
should be clearly defined. 

The terms nation,“ “ state,” “sovereign,” government are 
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frequently used synonymously. 
not warranted in a scientific discussion of our form of government. 
As to the inaccurate use of terms, Webster said: 
Sir, we mislead ourselves often by using terms without sufficient accuracy, 


or terms not customarily found in the Constitution and laws. 
* * + + * * * 


ty“ does not occur in the Constitu- 


This is a dangerous usage and 


The term “sovereign” or “sovere' 
tion of the United States. The Constitution does not of the United 
States as “sovereign States.“ It does not speak of this Government as “a 
sovereign government. It avoids studiously the application of terms that 
might admit of different views, and the true idea of the Constitution of the 
United States * * * is, that powers are conferred on the legislature, not 
by meral, e description, but by enumeration. The Government of the 

hited States holds no powers which it does not hold as powers enumerated 
in the Constitution, or as powers necessarily implied. (Volume 5, page 389.) 


Sovereignty is that supreme, absolute, uncontrolled authority 
which exists in every nation; the supreme power in a state, the 
original, absolute, and universal power by which all persons and 
things in a state are controlled and determined, 

ne is divided in its exercise into external and internal 


soverei External sovereignty is the general expression of 
an power and independence in the intercourse with other 
nations. 


As to sovereignty, Justice Wilson said: 


When the society was formed it jointly all the previously sepa- 
rate and ind ndent powers and rights of the individuals who formed it, 


and all the other powers and rights which result from the social union. The 
aggregate of these powers and these rights composes the sovereignty of the 
ety or nation. * the society or nation this sovereignty originally exists. 
For whose benefit does it exist! For the benefit of the society or nation. Is 
it necessary for the benefit of the society or nation that the moment it exists 
it should be transferred? 
* * + + * * * 


I think such a position has never been evinced to be true. Those powers 
and rights were, I think, collected to be exercised and enjoyed, not to be 
alienated and lost. (Volume I, page 169.) 

A sovereign state is one which has the supreme power of con- 
trolling its citizens or subjects, declaring war and peace, making 
and enforcing laws for the realm, and dealing with perfect equal- 
ity in itsintercourse with the other 3 nations of the earth. 

Sovereign power is the right to exercise that authority officially. 

.. Inherent sovereign power is the undelegated, innate, original 
right to exercise authority, It is synonymous with ‘inherent 
sovereign right.” z 

Inherent sovereign right means a right which is possessed as an 
original quality, undelegated. i 

As to sovereignty of government, Webster said: 

Mr. President, the nature of sovereignty or sovereign power has been ex- 
tensively discussed by gentlemen on occasion, as it generally is when the 
origin of our Government isdebated. But I confess myself not entirely satis- 
fied with arguments and illustrations drawn from that topic. The sover- 
eignty of government is an idea belonging to the other side of the Atlantic. 
No such is known in America. Our governments are limited. In 
Europe sovereignty is of feudal origin and im no more than the state 
of the soverei; t comprises his rights, duties, exemptions, prerogatives, 
and powers. But with us all power is with the people. They alone are sov- 
ereign; and they erect what governments they please, and confer on them 
such powers as they please. one of these governments is sovere in the 

pean sense of the word, all being restrained by written c tutions. 
(Volume 8, page 469.) 

In political science man is a person: a nation isan artificial per- 
son, and the family of nations is an ideal association of these arti- 
ficial ms. Man is a unit, with a conscious will toact. This 
conscious will is his sovereignty; it is indivisible and supreme in 
himse 


lf. 
That will is expressed through some organ of his poreon struc- 
ture. That organ is the agent for the expression of his conscious 


A nation as an artificial person is an ideal unit, with an arti- 
ficial conscious will, comprising the aggregate conscious wills of 
the individual persons composing it. this aggregate conscious 
Te of the individual persons we find the sovereignty of the 
nation. 

This ideal conscious will of the body politic is the sovereignty 
of the nation. This ideal conscious will or sovereignty is inherent 
to nationality. This will or sovereignty of the aggregate people 
isexpressed through the organ known as government, 

The government is the function or agent for the exercise of the 
sovereignty of the people or the nation. 

Government is the form or system or agency by which the af- 
fairs of a community are administered; or, further, government is 
that form of fundamental rules by which the members of a body 
politic regulate their social action and the administration of 
public affairs according to established constitutions, laws, and 


usages, 
Government has been defined in the Supreme Court as follows: 


Government is of society but the instrument for executing its laws. 
Government is not a state, but an agency. (Texas vs. White, 7 Wallace, 721.) 


Sovereignty can not exceed its powers, but government in the 
exercise of sovereignty may exc: its authority. 

The word “state” refers not to the individual States in the 
Union, but is synonymous with the word ‘‘nation,” a pore or 
community associated together and recognized in one civil gov- 
ernment. 


By international law “a nation” is designated as a sovereign 
power.” 

When the legislative department of our Government is spoken 
of as ‘‘ exercising sovereign power” it means the right to exercise 
official authority or jurisdiction in the matter of enacting laws. 

Legislative power in a government is that department to which 
is granted the right toenactlaws. In our Government this power 
is exercised, under the Constitution, by Congress. 

International law, or the law of nations, is defined by Black- 
stone as “the law which regulates the conduct and mutual inter- 
course of independent states with each other by reason and nat- 
ural justice.” It may also be defined as the rules of ethics to be 
observed by nations in their relations with each other. 

It is reduced to a code from custom and from conventional 
stipulations, 

SCHOOLS OF CONSTRUCTION. 

As I have already stated, there have obtained two schools of 
construction of the Constitution ever since the foundation of the 
Government. 

The strict constructionists have contended at all times that this 
Government, in all its departments, was a Government of enu- 
merated and limited powers. 

On the other hand, the broad constructionists have always con- 
tended for the increase or enlargement of the authority of the 
Federal Government under assumed powers of the Constitution, 
and have, whenever they had an opportunity, pursued the policy 
shore would eventually lodge all power in the Federal Govern- 
men 

These two schools have contended for mastery, respectively, 
under the expressed and implied terms or the letter and the 
spirit of the Constitution. 

But this new doctrine enlarges the field of controversy, and 
shifts it to the consideration of what are the powers of the Fed- 
eral Government of the United States under international law, 
ignoring entirely the Constitution. 

Now, let us see what the representatives of these two historic 
schools of construction have said, 

Thomas Jefferson said: 

When an instrument admits of two constructions, the one safe, the other 
dangerous, the one precise, the other indefinite, I prefer that which is safe 
and precise. 1 had rather ask an enlargement of the power from the nati 
where it is found necessary, than to assume it by construction which woul 
make our powers boundless. Our peculiar security is in the ssion of a 
written Constitution. Let us not make it a blank paper by construction. I 
say the same as to the opinion of those who consider the grant of the treaty- 
making pomar as boundless. If it is, then we have no Constitution. No’ 
is more likely than that their enumeration of powers is defective. This 
the ordinary case of all human works. Let us go on, then, parec ety 


adding by way of amendment to the Constitution those powers whi: 
and t show are still wanting. 


Daniel Webster said: 


I have said that it is one principle of the American system that the le 
limit their governments, Nati and State. They do so; butit is another 
principle, equally true and certain, and according to my judgment of things, 


equally important, that the people often limit themselves. They set bounds 
to their own power. Shay have chosen to secure the institutions which they 
establish e the sud 


en impulses of mere majorities. All our institu- 
tions teem with instances of this. It was their great conservative principle. 
in constituting forms of government, that they should secure what they fad 
established against hasty changes by simple majorities. 

* * * * * * 


* 

They (the people) limit themselves in the first exercise of their political 
rights. ey limit themselves by all their constitutions in two anporsens re- 
spects; that is to say, in regard to the i yp een of electors and in regard 
to the qualifications of the elected. every State, and in all States, the 
people have precluded themselves from voting for everybody they might 

to vote for; they have limited their own right of choosing. 
* * * * * * 


* 

We are not to take the will of the people ron public meetings nor from 

tumultuous assemblies, by which the are terrifi the prudent are 

alarmed, and by which society is disturbed. These are erican modes 

as) — the will of the people, and they never were. (Volume 6, pages 
an 


ANALYSIS. 


Let me again read what the honorable senior Senator from Con- 
necticut has said, for the purpose of analyzing the same. 


I propose to maintain that the United States is a nation; that as a nation it 
es every sovereign power not reserved in its Constitution to the 
tates or the people; that the right to acquire territory was not reserved 
and is therefore an inherent sovereign right; that it is a right upon which 
there is no limitation and with regard to which there is no qualification; 
that in certain instances the ht may be inferred from specilic clauses in 
the Constitution, but that it exists independent of these clauses; that in the 
right to acquire territory is found the right to govern it; and as the right to 
uire is a sovereign and inherent right, the se to govern is a sovereign 
rat not limited in the Constitution, and that these 5 itions are in ac- 
cordance with the views of the framers of the Constitution, the decisions of 
the Supreme Court, and the legislation of Congress.—Congressional Record, 
volume 32, page 287. 


In analyzing the above sentence we find the word “nation” 
occurs twice. Inthe first clause, ‘‘The United Statesis a nation.” 
In the second clause, That as a nation it possesses every sover- 
eign power not reserved in its Constitution to the States or the 


In the first clause the word “nation” is used in the folovtag 
sense: “A people or community associated together and organi 
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under one civil government, and as such possess all sovereign 
wer.” 
wn 24 the second clause the word nation“ is used in a different 
sense, being synonymous with government, which means the 
form of system or agency by which the affairs of a community 
are administered.” 
Here we discover the performance of the trick known to logi- 
cians as the fallacy of equivocation, being the substitution of 


similars. 

It would be absurd to say that as a nation the people possess 
every sovereign power not reserved in its Constitution to the 
States or to the people.” 

What the honorable Senator evidently means is “that the Goy- 
ernment possesses every sovereign power not reserved in the Con- 
stitution to the States or to the people.” 9 

Now, in speaking of government in this connection a clearer 
and more definite meaning is understood by the use of the words 
Federal Government.” And where the relative pronoun is used 
in the proposition the noun to which it relates should be inserted 
by way of parenthesis. g ; k 

For the purpose of technically and definitely stating what the 
honorable Senator means, I repeat the proposition with such 
parenthesis. 

What the honorable Senator means, I take it, is: 

1 pro to maintain that the United States is a nation; that as a nation 
it (the vernment, or the Federal Government) possesses every soverei 
power not reserved in the Constitution to the States or the people; that the 
right (of the Government) to acquire 9 was not reserved (to the 
States or the people), and is therefore an erent, sovereign right (of 
the Government); that it (the right of the Government to acquire territory) 
is a right (in the Government) upon which there is no limitation (on the Gov- 
ernment by the Constitution) and with to which (right to acquire 
territory) there is noq cation (upon the Government); that in certain 
instances the right (to acquire territory in the Government) may be inferred 
from ific clauses in the Constitution, but that it (the right to acquire ter- 
ritory in the Government) exists independent of these clauses; that in the 
right (of the Government) to acquire territory is found the right (of the Gov- 
ernment) to govern it (territory); and as the right (of the Government) to 
acquire is a sovereign and inherent right (of the Government), the right (of 
the Government) to govern is a sovereign right (of the Government) not 
limited in the Constitution. 


Now, let us separate the clauses after having interpreted the 
sentence by way of parentheses, and deduce therefrom their respec- 
tive propositions. 

That I propose to maintain that the United States is a nation. 

First proposition: The United States is a nation. 

That as a nation it (the Federal Government) possesses every 
sovereign power not reserved in the Constitution to the States or 
the people. 

Second, proposition: That the Federal Government 
every sovereign power not reserved in the Constitution to the 
States or to the people. 

That the right (of the Federal Government) to acquire territory 
was not reserved (to the States or the people), and is therefore an 
inherent sovereign right (of the Federal Government). 

Third proposition: That the right of the Federal Government 
to acquire terri was not reserved to the States or to the people. 

Fourth proposition: That the right of the Federal Government 
to acquire territory is an inherent sovereign right of the Federal 
Government. 

Fifth Proposition: That a right not reserved to the States or to 
the people is an inherent sovereign right of the Federal Govern- 
ment. 

That it (the right of the Federal Government to acquire terri- 
tory) is a right (of the Federal Government) upon which there is 
no limitation (on the Federal Government by the Constitution) 
and with regard to which (the right to acquire territory) there is 
no qualification (upon the Federal Government). 

Sixth proposition: That there is no limitation by the Constitu- 
tion on the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory. 

That in certain instances the right (of the Federal Government 
to acquire territory) may be inferred from specific clauses in the 
Constitution, but that it (the right of the Federal Government to 
acquire territory) exists independent of these clauses. 

Seventh proposition: That the right of the Federal Government 
to acquire territory in certain instances may be inferred from spe- 
cific clauses in the Constitution. 

Eighth proposition: That the right of the Federal Government 
to acquire territory exists independent of specific clauses in the 
Constitution. 

That in the right (of the Federal Government) to acquire terri- 
tory is found the right (of the Federal Government) to govern it 
(territory). 

Ninth proposition: The right of the Federal Government to gov- 
ern territory is found in the right of the Federal Government to 
N territory. 

d as the right (of the Federal Government) to acquire terri- 
tory is a sovereign, inherent right (of the Federal Government), 
the right (of the Federal Government) to govern is a sovereign 
right (of the Federal Government) not limited by the Constitution. 


Tenth proposition: Theright of the Federal Government to goy- 
ern territory is a sovereign, inherent right of the Federal Govern- 
t. 


men 

Eleventh proposition: That the right of the Federal Govern- 
ment to govern territory is not limited by the Constitution. 

That the foregoing propositions are in accordance with the views 
of the framers of the Constitution, the decisions of the Supreme 
Court, and the legislation of Con k 

Twelfth proposition: That the foregoing propositions are in ac- 
cordance with the views of the framers of the Constitution, the 
decisions of the Supreme Court, and the legislation of Con 

In separating these clauses and deducing therefrom their re- 
spective propositions, it will be observed that the honorable Sen- 
ator’s contention contains twelve propositions. 

For the purpose of argument I will associate the twelve proposi- 
ope ees I have deduced from the honorable Senator’s sentence, 
as follows: 

Sovereignty.—1. That the United States is a nation. 2. That the 
Federal Government es every sovereign power not reserved 
in the Constitution to the States or to the people. 3. That a right 
not reserved to the States or to the people is an inherent sovereign 
right of the Federal Government. 

Acquisition of territory.—1. That the right of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to acquire terri in certain instances may be inferred 
from specific clauses in the Constitution. 2. That there is no lim- 
itation by the Constitution on the right of the Federal Govern- 
ment to acquire territory. 3. That the right of the Federal 
Government to acquire territory was not reserved to the States or 
to the people. 4. That the right of the Federal Government to 
acquire . independent of specific clauses in the Con- 
stitution. 5. That the right of the Federal Government to acquire 
territory is aninherent sovereign right of the Federal Government. 

Government of territory.—1. That the right of the Federal Goy- 
ernment to govern territory is not limited by the Constitution. 
2. The right of the Federal Government to govern territory is a 
sovereign inherent right of the Federal Government. 3. The 
right of the Federal Government to govern territory is found in 
the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory. 


SOVEREIGNTY. 


Now, let us take up the honorable Senator's propositions. As 
to the first of these, That the United States is a nation,” no com- 
ment is necessary. It is self-evident. 

I take the liberty of citing here the authorities which the honor- 
able Senator quotes in his discussion, that ‘‘as a nation the United 
States is sovereign.” 

The honorable Senator quotes from Pomeroy as follows: 


This nation possesses political sovereignty. It may have any organization 
from the purest democracy to the most absolute monarchy. Bat. considered 
in its relations to the rest of mankind and to its own individual members, it 
must exist to the extent, at least, of enacting laws for itself as an integral, 
independent, sovereign society among the other similar nations of the earth. 


Of course this nation—the people of the United States—pos- 
sesses political sovereignty, but its Government does not possess 
sovereignty. 

He quotes from the Chinese Exclusion Case (130 U. S., 603, 604, 
605) the opinion by Justice Field: 

Jurisdiction over its own ee to that extent is an incident to every 
independent nation. It is a part of its independence. If it can not exclude 
aliens it would be to that extent subject to the control of another power. 
As said by this court in the case of The Exchange (7 Cranch, 118. 136), speak- 
ing bE Justice Marshall: 

“The jurisdiction of the nation within its own territory is necessarily ex- 
clusive and absolute. 

“Itis susceptible of no limitation not imposed by itself. Any restriction 
upon it deriving validity from an external source would imply a diminution 
of its beh aah § to the extent of the restriction, and an investment of that 
sovereignty to the same extent in that power which could impose such re- 
striction. All exceptions, therefore, to the full and complete power of a na- 
tion within its own territories must be traced up to the consent of the nation 
itself. They can flow from no other legitimate source. 

“ While under our Constitution and form of government the great mass of 
local matters is controlled by local authorities, the United States, in their re- 
lation to foreign countries and their subjects or citizens, are one nation, in- 
vested with powers which belong to independent nations, the exercise of 
which can be invoked for the maintenance of its absolute independence and 
security throughout its entire territory.” 


He quotes from Chief Justice Marshall (6 Wheaton, 264, 413): 


That the United States form, for many and for most important purposes, 
a single nation has not yet been denied. In war we are one people. making 
peace we are one people. In all commercial relations we are one and the 
same people. In many other oy oped the American | gece are one, and the 
government which is alone capable of controlling an their inter- 
est in all these respects, is the Government of the Union. It eir Govern- 
ment, and in that character they have no other. 

America has chosen to be in many respects, and 8 a na- 
tion; and for all these purposes her Government is cone : to all these 
objects it is competent. The people have declared that in exercise of all 


powers given for these noe itis — It can, then, in effecting these 
objects, itimately control all individuals or governments wi the 
American tory. 


He also quotes from Justice Bradley in Knox vs, Lee (12 Wal- 
lace, 457, 555): 

That the United States is not only a Government, but it is a National 
Government, and the only Government in this country that has the character 
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of nationality. It is invested T ol the 
country, war, peace, and negotiations and intercourse other nations; 
all of which are forbidden to the State governments. 

It is refreshing to have the honorable Senator quote such lan- 

age. In the words of an illustrious but illiterate orator, 
Them's my sentiments.” 

I very carefully observe that Chief Justice Marshall of 
the people as being the nation. We are a people.“ The Ameri- 
can people are one.” That the Government is their Govern- 
ment.” That under our Constitution and form of Government 
* * * the United States in their relation to foreign countries are 
one nation.“ That the people have declared that in the exercise 
of all powers given for these objects the Government is supreme.” 

Then, if Chief Justice Marshall be right, the Lega have de- 
clared the Government supreme in the exercise of all powers 
which the people have given to the Government. 

Therefore it must mean that only in the exercise of powers given 
is the Government supreme. But the people have not declared 
that the Government is supreme in the exercise of powers not 

ven. 

g POWERS OF FEDERAL GOVERNMENT. 

As to the second and third propositions, “That the Federal 
Government possesses every sovereign power not reserved in the 
Constitution to the States or to the people,” and That a right not 
reserved to the States or to the people is an inherent sovereign 
right of the Federal Government,” it is necessary to inquire where 
sovereignty resides, whether in the Government or in the people 
of the nation. 

In the case of Chisholm vs. Georgia (2 Dall., 419), the contro- 
versy involved was whether the power of sovereignty resides in 
the people of the United States as a whole or in the States, re- 
spectively, or in the people of the States severally. Let me read the 
following extract from the opinion rendered by Justice Wilson: 


To the Constitution of the United States the term “sovereign” was totally 
unknown. There is but one place where it could have been used with pro- 


pey, But even in that place it would not A i age comported with 

e delicacy of those who ordained and established t Constitution. They 

ht have announced themselves “so of the United States; 

but, serenely conscious of the fact, they av the ostentatious declaration. 
e * * * 


* * * 
Let the state be considered as subordinate to the people. 
. s 2 * * $ 
” has for its correlative “subject.” In 
cation, for it has no object in the 
er that Constitution there are “ citi- 
United States,” “citizens of an- 


* 
In one sense the term "sovi 
receive no a 


term “sub; rs, indeed, once in the instrument; but to mark the 
contrast strongly the epithet “foreign” is prefixed. 
* + * * kd a > 


Ihave already remarked that in the practice and even in the science of 
politics there has been frequently a strong current t the natural order 
of things, and an inconsiderate or interested tion to sacrifice the end 
tothe means. This remark deserves a more illustration. Even 
in‘almost every nation which has been ted free the state has assumed 
a supercilious preeminence above the people who have tormed it. 

* = * 


+ * 
In despotic governments ent has in a similar manner 
both upon the state and the people; hence all arbi doctrines and preten- 
sions concerning the su a te, and incon! ble power of govern- 
ment. In each man is from the prime rank which he ought to hold 
in human affairs; in the latter the state as well asthe man is d ed. Of 
both degradations striking instances occur in history, in politics, and in com- 


* + 
the governm 


mon life. 
* * * * * * 
In the United States and in the several States which com: 
we go not so far; but still we go one step farther than we o 
tural and inverted order of t 


+ 
the Union 
t to go in this 


in several proceedings and several pu 
politics, and on the politics, too, of the United States. Sentiments and ex- 
pressions of this inaccurate kind vail in our common, even in our con- 
vivial Is a toast asked? The United States.“ instead of “the 
cor- 


nion only the person in- 
stead of t FT. co. A State, I cheer- 
fully admit, of man. But man free and honest, 
speak to this world—the noblest work of God. 


Judge Thomas M. Cooley, the eminent constitutional authority, 
commenting on this case in his lecture on constitutional history, 
delivered in 1890, pages 48 and 49, says: 


Justice Wilson, the ablest and most learned of the associates, took the na- 
d supported two 


tional view, and was by others. The chief justice was thus 

enabled to declare as the ion. of the court that under the Constitution 

of the United States sovereignty belonged to the peopleof the United States. 
s + $ $ $ * * 


this clear and authoritative declaration of national — 


* * è that the Union could scarcely have had a valuable existence 
been judicially determined that of sOy: ty were exclusively in 
the States or in the people of the States severally. 


Cooley further says, on page 22 of his Principles of Constitu- 
tional Law: 


In America the leading principle of constitutional liberty has from the first 
been that sovereignty reposed m the people. 


Webster said before the Supreme Court of the United States in 
the celebrated Rhode Island case: 


I have said that it is one principle of the American system that the pec 
limit their governments, N. Ttional and State. pene 


Again, on the floor of the Senate, June 17, 1850, he said: 


The Government of the United States holds no powers which it does not 
hold as powers enumerated in the Constitution, or powers necessarily im- 
plied. 


Again, Webster made use of the following language: 


They [the people} set a bound to their own power. They have chosen to 
secure AS paar tet e which they have established 3 the sudden im- 


ulse of a mere majority. All our institutions teem with instances of this. 


t was the great conservative principle in constituting forms of government 
that the ould secure what they had established against the hasty changes 
by simple majority. 

* * + s * * © 


In every State and in all the States the people have precluded themselves 
from voting for everybody they might wish to vote for. They have limited 
their own t of choosing. e are not to take the will of the people from 

ublic meetings, nor from tumultuous assemblies by which the timid are 
ed, the prudent alarmed, and by which society is disturbed. Those 
are not American modes to signify the will of the people. 

Can it be conceived that a people who were so jealous of their 
liberties that they provided against impulsive changes by limiting 
themselves in the exercise of their sovereign rights, exceptin cer- 
tain well-defined manner—that such a people should divest them- 
selves of all power and grant that unlimited power to be exercised 
by any department or agency of their Government? 

If it be true, as contended by the honorable Senator from 
Connecticut, that every right or sovereign power not reserved 
in the Constitution tothe States orto eee is aninherent, sov- 
ereign right by the Federal Government,” it is a most 
startling enunciation. It is neither more nor less than to say that 
the Federal Government exercises absolute, unrestrained, uncon- 
trollable power, except where, by the terms of the Constitution, 
itis expressly reserved to the States or to the 0. 

UE to the present -time it was supposed that the Constitution 
acted as a limitation on the powers of the Federal Government 
and that the powers not expressly ted therein to the Federal 
Government were reserved to the States and to the people. Such 
has been the uniform and universal interpretation of the Consti- 
tution by the courts and all text writers of note. 

That the people created a Government, limiting and enumerat- 
ing its powers by a written Constitution, has been the accepted 
theory of all writers and thinkers, and has been repeatedly decided 
so to be by the Supreme Court of the United States; that the 
measure of the powers conferred upon the Federal Government 
or the States is to be found in the Constitution itself; that the 
poron reserved, withheld, or not conferred remain invested and 

long to the several States or to the people. 

Let us lay the honorable Senator’s propositions side by side with 
oe language of the Constitution itsa. 

e says: 


The Federal Government possesses ev sovereign wer not reserved in 
the Constitution to the States or to the — * 


le. 

A right not reserved to the States or to the people is an inherent sovereign 
right of the Federal Government. $ 

The amendments to the Constitution are: 

ART. IX. The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not 
be construed to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

ART. X. The powers not delegated to the United States by tho Constitu- 
tion nor prohibited by it tothe States are reserved to the States respectively 
or to the people. 

BILL OF RIGHTS. 

Ait the time the Constitution was submitted for ratification, a 
number of the States were unwilling to ratify the same, because 
it did not contain a Bill of Rights. But it was arranged that as 
soon as the Constitution, as it was first submitted, should become 
operative, that a bill of rights in the nature of amendments to the 
. would be submitted to the people for their ratifica- 

on. 

This was done, and the first ten amendments of the Constitu- 
tion are spoken of by text writers as the American Bill of Rights.“ 

And because certain rights were enumerated in these amend- 
ments it was deemed necessary to avoid the rule of construction 
that where the things granted are specifically set forth the instru- 
ment was not to be construed to grant other Suuga by implica- 
cation; so the ninth amendment was inserted in the of Rights 
and became a rule of construction for courts and statesmen of 
the Constitution and its amendments. 

The ninth amendment expressly states the existence of other 
rights which are retained by the people and that those rights 
shall be denied or dispar: because certain express rights are 
enumerated in the Constitution or its amendments. 

By the tenth amendment all powers are reserved to the States 
or to the people which are not expressly delegated or necessarily 
im from those delegated to the United States. 

the other hand, the propositions of the honorable Senator 
are that the Federal Government possesses every power not re- 
served to the States or to the people; that a right not reserved to 
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the States or to the people is an inherent right of the Federal 
Government, thereby reading that ninth amendment out of the 
Constitution. 

Amend the ninth amendment of the Constitution of the United 
States by striking out the words ‘‘the le“ and insert in lieu 
thereof the words ‘‘ Federal Government,” and you will have the 
ninth amendment as interpreted by the eminent Senator from 
Connecticut. 

In the tenth amendment, where powers are not delegated to the 
United States by the Constitution, they are reserved to the States 
or to the people. Senator PLArr's contention is that where they 
are not reserved to the States or to the people they are an inherent 
sovereign right of the Federal Government. He reverses the ex- 
press language of the tenth amendment. 

Truly, this is a wonderful doctrine, 

He has also construed the Declaration of Independence: Gov- 
— derives its just power from consent of some of the gov- 
erned. 

This distinguished statesman, who for twenty pan has repre- 
sented the State whose fathers were the fourth to s gn the Declara- 
tion of Independence and the fifth to ratify the Constitution of 
the United States; this eminent Senator would rend the cardinal 
principle of the one, read out and reverse the express language of 
the other, and in so doing has the audacity to say that these propo- 
sitions are in accordance with the views of the framers of the Con- 
stitution, the decisions of the Supreme Court, and the legislation 
of Congress, 

No, no; I can not believe that this Congress or the court of 
a resort in this land will ever seriously entertain such a doc- 

ne, 

Fortunately for the ple, the framers of the Constitution an- 
ticipated the wisdom of these latter-day apostles of liberty. 


ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY. 


Now, let us take up the more concrete propositions, as announced 
in this new doctrine: 

1, That the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory 
Was not reserved to the States or to the people. 

2. That the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory 
exists independent of ific clauses in the Constitution. 

8. That there is no limitation by the Constitution on the right 
of the Federal Government to uire territory. 

4. That the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory 
is an inherent sovereign right of the Federal Government. 

5. That the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory 
in certain instances may be inferred from specific clauses in the 
Constitution. 

As to the first proposition, That the right of the Federal Gov- 
ernment to acquire territory was not reserved to the States or to 
the people,” it does not necessarily follow that because the right 
to acquire territory has not been reserved to the people that the 
right has been granted to the Federal Government, as the ninth 
amendment says: 

The enumeration in the Constitution of certain rights shall not be con- 
strued to deny or disparage others retained by the people. 

And while it is not my purpose to contend that the Federal 
Government has not been granted the right to acquire territory, 
I deny that it has been granted that power simply because it has 
not been reserved to the States or to the people. 

And as to the second and third propositions, ‘‘that the right of 
the Federal Government to acquire territory exists independent 
of specific clauses in the Constitution,” and ‘‘that there is no 
limitation by the Constitution on the right of the Federal Govern- 
ment to acquire territory,” I deny that there is no limitation,” 
and that the right exists independent of specific clauses,” and in 
so doing affirm the following proposition: 

That this right of the Federal Government to acquire territory 
exists by implication from the specific clauses of the Constitution, 
viz, the war-making and the treaty-making clauses and the clause 


8 for the admission of new States; and because there are 
mitations upon the war-making and the treaty- powers 
and the right to admit new States, it necessarily follows that there 


are limitations upon the right to acquire territory. 

It will be seen from the proposition which I have just stated that 
I substantially agree with the fifth proposition of the honorable 
Senator, which is as follows: 

That the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory in certain 
instances may be inferred from specific clauses in the Constitution. 

In the clause providing for the admission of new States one of 
the limitations is that Congress can not admit any new State with- 
out a republican form of government, as provided in section 4 of 
Article of the Constitution, which as follows: 

Tho United States shall guarantee to every State in this Union a republican 
form of government. * * * 

I contend this is an express limitation upon Congress in that 
respect. 

I further assert that the right of Congress to acquire territory 


under the war-making clause is limited in that while Congress 


may declare war nst any other nation and may annihilate oz 

subjugate the inhabitants thereof to such an extent that there is 

none with whom to treat, and territory could then be acquired, 

a for the purpose of eventually admitting such territory into the 
nion. 

Such a condition never existed in the history of this country, 
and is never likely to occur, because every war has resulted 
some kind of a treaty. And this leads me to the consideration of 
the limitations upon the treaty-making powers. 

LIMITATIONS UPON THE TREATY-MAKING POWER. 


The treaty-making power in the United States is conferred b 
the Constitution on the President and the Senate, and extends to 
matters which are consistent with the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion. 

The report of the Senate Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico, made by Senator FoRAKER February 5, 1900, Report 
No. 249, is in part as follows: 

In the treaty of Paris it is expressly provided that the civil rights and 
litical status of the native inhabitants of the territories hereby ceded to the 
United States shall be determined ay the covey war 

No such clause as this has ever before been found in any treaty ceding ter- 
ritory to the United States. Its effect is, theref: to be considered now for 
the firsttime. There is no ambiguity about it; neither can thore be any con- 
troversy as to its effect. A treaty isa part of the supreme law of the land, 
made so by the Constitution itself: 

“This Constitution, and the laws of the United States which shall be made 
in pursuance thereof, and all treaties made, or which shall be made, under 


This provision does not say that all treaties made 3 of the Con- 
stitution, or consistently with the Constitution, but treat o under 
the authority of the United States, shall be, together with the Constitution 
and laws enacted in pursuance of it, the supreme law of the land. Astoall 
matters, therefore, with which it 8 2 a treaty is an instrument 


of equal dignity with the Constitution itse pro on was manifestly 
within the proper scope of the treaty. It can not be claimed that it was 
ultra vires the treaty- 


power or for 8 reason invalid. It ex- 


ers on Congress a right to mak inhabitants of Puerto Rico 


ressly 
2 — of the United States or withhold that quality. It may allow them to 
oe 8 country without restriction or forbid or regulate their coming, 
as it may like. 


Note the words ‘‘a treaty is an instrument of equal dignity with 
the Constitution itself.” 

This is a most startling doctrine of constitutional construction 
to emanate from a committee of the United States Senate. 

This distinguished committee quotes no authority to support its 
conclusion regarding the scope or limitations on the treaty-making 
power. Nevertheless it takes occasion to quote authorities upon 
other propositions contained in its report. Upon the subject of 
‘‘ citizenship” it cites freely from Judge Cooley. I will e the 
liberty of citing from that eminent constitutional lawyer upon 
the subject of the treaty-making power under the Constitution. 

Thomas Jefferson said: 

To hold the treaty-making power as boundless is to make the Constitution 
blank paper by construction. 

I have stated before that there are limitations upon the treaty- 
making power, and in support of that contention let me read. 

Swayne, justice, said in Cherokee Tobacco vs. United States 
(11 Wall., page 616): 

A treaty can not change the Constitution, or be held valid, if it be in viola- 
tion of that instrument. This results from the nature and fundamental 
principles of our Government. 

Chief Justice Taney, in Dore vs. Braden (16 Howard, 635), said: 


That a treaty made be hs e President with the approval of the Senate is 
the supreme law of the „and the courts have no right to annul or disre- 
gard any of its provisions unless they violate tho Constitution of the United 
es. 
In Whitney vs, Robertson (124 U. S., page 195) Justice Field 
says: 
A treaty is primarily a contract between two or more independent nations, 
and so regarded by writers on public law. : 
* * * * * o * 
By the Constitution a or a Se placed on the same footing and made of like 
ol tion with an act of the ature. Both are declared by that instru- 
ment to be the supreme law of the land, and no superior efficacy is given to 
either over the other. When the two relate to the same subject, the court 
will always endeavor to construe them so as to give effect to both, if that can 
be done without violating the of either; but if the two are incon- 
sistent, the one last in date will control the other. 


Judge Cooley, in his work on Constitutional Law, page 35, says: 


The Constitution itself never yields to treaty or enactment. It neither 
changes with time nor does it in theory bend to the force of circumstances. 
He further says: 


The Congress of the United States derives its er to legislate from 
2!!! a a E 
W. o visions, or is no e 0 

powers made by it, is unconstitutional, therefore no law, and obligatory 
upon no one. 

But as between the laws of the United States made in pursuance of the 

tution and a treaty made under the authority of the United States if 

the twoin any of their provisions are found to et, the one last in point 

of 7 must control. 


differing onl 
sovere! will i 


‘or the one as well as the other is an act of sover- 
through which the 
d in its adoption, 


in form and in the organ or agen 
Each alike is the law of the 


2288 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


and the last law must repeal everything that is of no higher authority which 
is found to come in conflict with it. treaty may, therefore, supersede a 
prior act of Congress, and, on the other hand, an act of Congress may super- 
sede a prior treaty. 

Justice Field, in Geofreys vs. Riggs (133 U. S., 258), said: 

The treaty power as ressed in the Constitution is in terms unlimited, 
except by those restraints found in that instrument against the action of the 
Government or of its departments. and those arising from the nature of the 
Government i and that of the States; it would not be contended that it 
extends so far as to authorize what the Constitution forbids or a change in 
the character of the Government. 

I contend that the treaty-making power in acquiring territory 
acquires territory of the United States, and that the inhabitants 
of that territory become entitled to the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of citizens of the United States as far as the restraints 
of the Constitution and amendments are concerned, 

Chief Justice Marshall, in the Canter case (1 Peters, 542), said: 

The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to the 
United States by this treaty shall be incorporated into the Union of the 
United States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal 
Constitution and admitted to the 5 of all the privileges, rights, and 
immunities of the citizens of the United States. 

It is unnecessary to inquire whether this is not their condition independent 
of stipulation. They do not, however, icipate in political power; they do 
not share in government until Florida mes a State. 

Note the words whether this is not their condition independent 
of stipulation.” 

Particular attention is called by that eminent jurist to the fact 
that the condition of the inhabitants of the territory acquired by 
that treaty as citizens of the United States, entitled to all the 
privileges, rights, and immunities thereof, possibly existed inde- 
pendent of the treaty; that while they were entitled to these rights 
and privileges, nevertheless they did not participate in political 
power. They did not share in government until Florida became 
a State, but were governed b mgress, which itself was subject 
to the restraints of the Constitution. 

I further contend that the provisions of a treaty are mere sur- 
plusage, which grant what is guaranteed by the Constitution and 

ts amendments; that its provisions are null and void which pur- 
port to grant what is restrained or forbidden by the Constitution 
and its amendments. 

The above conclusively demonstrates that these several clauses 
are limited in their operation by the Constitution, and therefore 
it must be that any right or power implied from specific clauses 
upon which there are limitations of one kind or another also act 
as limitations upon those powers implied from specific clauses. 

INHERENT SOVEREIGN RIGHT. 


We will next consider the honorable Senator's proposition— 

That the right of the Federal Government to acquire territory is an inhe- 
rent sovereign right of the Federal Government. 

In his endeavor to establish this proposition the honorable Sen- 
ator claims that the right to acquire territory was not reserved, 
and is therefore an inherent sovereign right of the Federal Gov- 
ernment. He says: 

Look the Constitution through, study its clauses, and you will find no sug- 

ion that there was a ee eee of the right to acquire territory to the 
tates or to the people. fore the Constitution the States had that right. 
New York had; Connecticut had it; every State as a sovereign power 
it, as every sovereign power must haveit. There was no reservation of it to 
the States or to the people. It has never been alleged in e or by an 
power 


statesman that I know of, that there was any reservation of , whic 
originally belon. to the States. It was exercised by them when they were 
colonies under the Congress of Confederation and by that Con; 


gress. 
Where, then, is the power? If the States it, and it did not at the 
time of the formation of the Constitution into the General Government 
without specific grant, where is it now? Not in the States. Is it a lost sov- 
ereignty? The States have been deprived of it; they have surrendered it, 
and he who holds that the nation has not acquired it maintains that itisa 
2 Le and that in this respect the sovereignty of the United States 


The honorable Senator further asks: 

Are we a sovereign nation? Are we as sovereign as England, or France 
or Germany, or — bod any one of the Central American States, or Mexico? 
Who denies to any nation except the United States the inherent right to ac- 
quire territory? 2 4 

* * + * * 


To deny this is to deny the inherent sovereign right of this people, this na 
tion, to do what any nation may do anywhere. To deny it is to deny that our 
nation has the same rights that other sovereign nations have. 

+ * * * * * * 

That a nation has a sovereign, inherent, and unlimited right to 1 
territory, because this is an essential element of nationality, and that to ony 
it is to deny our nationality. If this be true, it is quite unnecessary to sea: 
the Constitution either for a specific or implied power to acquire territory. 

The honorable Senator says: 

Before the Constitution the States had that right. It was exercised by 
them when they were colonies under the Congress of Confederation and by 
that Congress. 

Here again we have this fallacy of equivocation, this play upon 
words. It was exercised by them,” meaning the States. It was 


not exercised by the States. It was exercised by the legislatures 
or governments of the States, because that right had been dele- 
gated to the governments. 

The honorable Senator oscillates from States to the Federal Gov- 
ernment and from the Federal Government back again to the 


States, but he never reaches the people. He never speaks of the 
exercise of inherent sovereign rights by Congress. Healways uses 
Congress and Government and nation as synonymous. 

He never utters the words “inherent sovereign right of the 
Government,” which is another expression for the divine right 
of kings.“ But he does speak of the inherent sovereign right of 
the nation to acquire territory, and the inherent sovereign right 
of the nation to govern territory, and that this right to acquire 
and govern are unlimited in the Federal Government. 

That the Federal Government sses an inherent sovereign 
right of any kind is repugnant to the letter and spirit of the Dec- 
laration of Independence, the Constitution of the United States, 
and the American form of government. 

admit that the nation—the people—have an inherent soverei 
right to acquire territory. It alsohasan inherent sovereign right 
to change its form of government; to establish an empire, mon- 
archy, or dictatorship or create a house of lords and nobility; to 
repeal the Constitution and all its provisions. 

is inherent right in the people is expressly recognized in ‘‘ The 
unanimous Declaration of the thirteen United States of America:” 

That whenever any form of government becomes destructive of these ends 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness], it is the right of the people to 
alter or to abolish it, and to institute new government, laying its foundation 
on such principles, and organizing its powers in such form, as to them shall 
seem most likely to effect their safety and Ee n 

But when a long train of abuses and usurpations, pursuing invariably the 
same object, evinces a design to reduce them under absolute despotism, it is 
their right, it is their duty, to throw off such government, and to provide 
new guards for their future security. 

But because a nation has an inherent sovereign right to acquire 
territory it does not follow that the Government unlimited 
powers to exercise that right. Just as a nation has an inherent 
sovereign right to change its form of government, it does not nec- 
essarily follow that the Federal Government can exercise that 


right. 

1 deny that the Federal Government has an inherent soverei 
right in anything. The possession of delegated powers is not the 
possession of inherent powers. 

Let me repeat the last paragraph of what I a short time ago 
quoted from the honorable Senator: 

That a nation has a sovereign, inherent, and unlimited right to uire 
territory, because this is an essential element of nationality, and that to den: 
it is to deny our nationality. If this be true, it is quite unnecessary to 
the Constitution either for a specific or implied power to acquire territory. 

In evolving a rule of construction for the Constitution this last 
paragraph is interesting, to put it mildly. In other words, be- 
cause there are essential elements of nationality in the people of 
the United States it is quite unnecessary to search the Constitu- 
tion either for specific or implied powers aoan the Federal 
pois yan ie the right to exercise any or all of these essential 
elements. 

Charles Sumner, on the floor of the Senate, speaking of the limi- 
tations upon the Federal Government, said: 

These 8 were distinctly declared by Mr. Jefferson in 1798, in words 
often adopted since and which must find acceptance from rties: 

“That the several States composing the United States of America are not 
united upon the principle of unlimited m to the General Government; 
but by compact, under the style and title of the Constitution of the United 
pees and of the amendments thereto, they constituted a General Govern- 
ment for special p delegated that Government certain definite 
powers, reserving fos State to itself the residuary mass of right to their 
own self-government, andthat wheresoever the General Government as- 
sumes undelegated powers its acts are unauthorized, void, and of no force.” 

If Congress possessed the power to exercise every inherent right 
in the nation or in the people, unless they are reserved to the peo- 
ple, the amendments are a limitation on the people and not on 
Congress, and Articles IX and X of the amendments to the Con- 
stitution are no longer in force. 

The honorable Senator says: 

To deny the inherent e right to acquire territory is to deny that 
our nation has the same rights tbat other sovereign nations have—as Eng- 
land, France, Germany, Russia, etc. 

Now, if the Federal Government or Congress has the same sov- 
ereign rights which the Government of England or Germany or 
Russia has or claims to have, it follows that the rights of the Fed- 
eral Government are not to be construed according to the Consti- 
tution, but according to the rules that obtain underinternational 
law or under the rules that obtain in the construction of the powers 
of monarchical or despotic governments, who rule by ‘‘divine 
right of kings.” 

Alas for the work of the fathers and their posterity if despotic 
overnments, autocratic governments, absolute governments shall 
efine the powers of limited governments. 

oe that the Federal Government must exercise and has 
an unlimited right to exercise all the powers which the govern- 
ment of any other nation of Europe may exercise? Because the 
United States of America has a written Constitution enumeratin 
the powers of its Government it does not lessen the dignity whic 
comports its diplomatic relations and intercourse with other na- 
tions. The honorable Senator forgets that by the unwritten rule 
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of international law all sovereign States are equal in dignity. No 
matter what their population, area, influence, or power, they are 
all deemed equal to each other in respect to their rights and du- 
ties. 1t makes no difference whether it be one of the great pow- 
ers or one of the lesser powers, as Luxembourg, Montenegro, 
Roumania, Servia, or Siam, each ranks before the law of nations 
as the equal of the other. Every nation on the earth is of equal 
dignity with each other unless the nation itself shall have by 
treaty or conventional stipulation with another voluntarily sur- 
rendered its independence and become what is called a semi- 
sovereign nation. 

d this unwritten law of dignity is not concerned with the 
distribation of internal power of these nations, whether or not 
the governing power in monarchical and despotic forms of govern- 
ment unlimited legislative and executive power; or whether 
a nation have a constitution written or unwritten; or as in the 
United States, where a written constitution enumerates the powers 
delegated to the Federal Government. 

This international code of ethics does not concern itself about 
the internal machinery of the Government of the United States. 
It takes no note of the limitations which the people of the United 
States have seen fit to impose upon themselves and upon their 
representatives. These are matters which are e defined 
in the United States by our constitutional law. It is not con- 
cerned with the departments of this Government as departments; 
it is not concerned with the legislative department of the Govern- 
ment of the United States. The extent of legislative power of the 
Government of the United States can not legally and . be 
construed and interpreted under international law. There is 
nothing in the law of nations to construe the Constitution of the 
United States, nor any of its provisions, Neither is there any- 
thing in the Constitution of the United States to warrant the 
limitation of its powers by international law. 

The operation of the Constitution of the United States upon its 
Government and the departments thereof can not be abrogated 
by any rule of any other nation or family of nations. 

No, no; this new doctrine of an inherent sovereign right in the 
Federal Government of unlimited power to acquire and govern 
territory can not be established or maintained on the ground that 
it is necessary to uphold our international dignity. 

We are a nation, and our nationality does not depend upon the 
caprice or canons of construction of foreign nations. 

he honorable Senator must find other sources from which to 
derive this power or principle of construction. 

The right of Congress to acquire territory is implied under the 
war-making and treaty-making clauses and under the clause to 
admit new States. £ 8 

Territory may be acquired by conquest as the result of war. 
The acquisition of territory under the clause to make treaties and 
the clause to admit new States may be the result of amicable ces- 
sion, purchase, and agreement with discoverers. 

ACQUISITION OF TERRITORY BY DISCOVERY DENTED. 

fis helen Spa has gonterien — 5 ang Sovanna: has 
acquired territory by discovery and occupation—to wit, Oregon, 
guano islands, and other small islands. 

This I deny. No territory has ever been acquired by the United 
States in this manner. 

In the United States the discovery of a citizen is not the discov- 
ery of the nation; nor is the occupation by a citizen the occupation 
by this nation. 

Under the old common law aud the practice of the European 
nations, newly discovered territory was vested in the Crown by 
whose subjects it had been discovered. This was the result or 
eee hg wie of the rule that no subject could ever voluntarily ex- 
patriate himself. 

This rule, however, has never obtained in the United States. 
On the contrary, Congress has expressly declared this right of 
expatriation to be 

The natural and inherent r 8 ble to the enjoy- 
ment of the Tante of life, tibet, 7 Revised 
Statutes, section 1999.) 

And as Justice Field has said (In re Look Tin Sing, 10 Sawyer, 
U. S., 355; 21 Fed. Rep., 905): 

The United States recognized the right of every one to ex patriate himself 
and choose another country. This ht would seem to follow from the 
greater a pase proclaimed to the world in the memorable document in which 
the American Colonies declared their independence and separation from the 
British Crown as 55 every human being—God-given and inalien- 
able—the right to pursue his own happiness. The English doctrine of per- 
poa and unchangeable allegiance to the government of one’s birth, attend- 

g the subject wherever he goes, has never taken root in this country. 

And it does not follow that whenever a citizen of the United 
States discovers territory that the territory ipso facto comes within 
the jurisdiction of the United States. 

He may exercise his right to expatriate himself and set up a 
government of his own, as has been done; or he may transfer 
allegiance to another government, as is his legal right so to do. 

For the purpose of securing deposits of guano for the use of the 
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le of the United States, Congress has made provisions under 
the Revised Statutes. 
GUANO ISLANDS. 


Sec. 5570. Whenever . Shing a of the United States discovers a deposit 
of guano on any island. or key not within the lawful jurisdiction of an 
d not — — by the citizens of any other governmen‘ 
ion 
may, at the discretion of the President, be considered as apper- 
= nited States. 


possession, * * * and showing that such possession was en in the name 
of the United States, * * * ore the same shall be considered as apper- 
taining to the United States. 5 


Sec. 5573. The discoverer, or his assigns, being citizens of the United States, 
cont 8 be allowed at the pleasure of Congress, the exclusive right of occupying 
such island, rock, or key, for the purpose of obtaining guano, ahd of selling 
and delivering the same to citizens of the United States, to be used there 
and may be allowed to charge and receive for every ton thereof, delive 
alongside a vessel, * * * asum not exceeding $8 per ton for the best qual- 
ity. or $4 for every ton while in its native place of deposit. 

Sec. 5574. * * * The discoverer, * * + shall enter into a bond 
to deliver the guano to citizens of the United States, for the purpose of being 
used therein, and to none others, at the price prescribed. $. +. è. 2... . . 
Bp fe Og Ea E 
gusano shall have been removed from the same. 

It is very apparent from the foregoing statute that a United 
States citizen who might discover guano deposits could avail him- 
self of our market and protection of the Government of the United 
States, provided he complied with the provisions of that statute 
to the satisfaction of the Government of the United States. Ifa 
higher price were offered by some other nation, it would be easy 
for him to renounce his allegiance to the United States. 

And it is also apparent that Congress acquired no jurisdiction 
by virtue of the mere discovery of the islands by a citizen of the 

nited States; but only on the affirmative showing of the citizen 
could the United States extend its jurisdiction over such islands. 

So, therefore, this could not be considered a discovery by the 
United States. This statutory arrangement with the discoverer 
can not be held to be a discovery by the nation, but rests upon the 
assent of the discoverer. 

In the Oregon case the honorable Senator claims it was by dis- 
covery by Gray, in 1792, 1 by Astor, in 1811, and the 
exploration by Lewis and Clarke, in 1805 and 1806. ; 

ow, as a matter of fact, Oregon was a known and 2 
territory long prior to the organization of this Government. Spain 
claimed it by discovery and occupation in the sixteenth century. 
Great Britain claimed it by discovery and occupation in the seven» 
teenthcentury. The claim of the United States does not rest upon 
discovery or 9 at all, but upon our treaties with France, 
Spain, and Great Britain, respectiv ke 

Other inconsequential islands have been acquired in an informal 
manner. The acquisition has been permitted rather by sufferance 
than by legal right, and can not be considered as laying down any 
precedent or rule for future acquisition of territory. : 


FEDERAL GOVERNMENT LIMITED BY CONSTITUTION, * 


Before taking up the limitation upon the government of terri- 
tory let us consider the limitations in general by the Constitution 
upon the Federal Government. x 

As declared by Justice Chase, Cridler vs. Bull (3 Dallas, 386), 
that the Government possesses unlimited power, would be a 
political heresy. > 

The people of the United States erected their constitutions, or forms of 


overnment, to establish justice, to promote the general welfare, to secure 
e blessings of liberty, and to protect their persons and property from vio- 


e purposes for which men enter into society will determine the nature 
and terms of the social compas and as they are the foundation of the legis- 
lative power, they will decide what are the proper objects of it; the nature 


and ends of legislative power will limit the exercise of it. 
This fundamental pr ciple flows from the very nature of our free repub- 
lican governments, that no man should be compelled to do what the laws do 


not require, nor refrain from acts which the laws 
There are acts which the Federal or State legislature can not do without 
exceeding their authority. There are certain vital principles in our free 
republican governments which will determine and ba neh ws Soe ad to and 
flagrant abuse of legislative power, as to authorize manifest injustice by posi- 
tive law, or to take away that security for personal liberty or private prop- 
ert fet neat 88 ion Sonn 89 was 8 cms 
0 our eral or ure possesses such pow 
if they had not been expressly restrained, would, in my opinion, be a Political 
heresy altogether inadmissible in our free repubiican government. 


Our Government is one of three distinct coordinate departments, 
and each department within its own sphere is supreme. If the 
legislative department is unlimited in the exercise of power, the 
judicial department becomes subordinate to the will of the legis- 
lative department. 

As Justice Iredell said in the case quoted above: 


I a . of l tive, executive, and judicial de 
ments were esta ed by a tution which im no limits on the 


l tive power, consequences would inevitably be that whatever the legis- 
lative power chose to enact would be lawfully enacted and the judicial power 
could never interpose to pronounce it void. 

* a 


* * * * 
In order, therefore, to guard against so great an evil it has been the policy 


rmit. 
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of all American States which have individually framed their 8 constitu- 
tions since the Beroki and of the le of the United 8 when they 
framed the Federal f the 


tution, to define with precision the objects of 
restrain its p 


legislative power om to exercise within marked and settled 
8 


This is a government of enumerated powers, as said by Chief 
Justice Marshall in the case of Gibbon vs, Ogden (9 eaton, 


187): 
This instrument (the Constitution contains an enumeration of powers ex- 
pressly granted by the people to their Government. 
This is a government of delegated powers, as said by Justice 
— in. the case of John Brisco vs. Bank of Kentucky (11 
e 


The Federal Government is one of delegated powers. All 


wers not dele- 
ested to it or inhibited to the States are reserved to the States or to the 
people. 


Daniel Webster, on the floor of the Senate on the 16th of Feb- 
ruary, 1833, made use of the following language: 
The ech of government is an idea bel ing to the other side of 
the Atlantic. No such thing is known in 8 75 governments are all 
5 o rts nothing more 
e SOV! 


prerogativ d t with re power is wi rights Gi t 8 

es, and powers. us er 

alone are sovereign; and 5 erect what governments ter S 5 5 aey 

fer on them such powers as they please, one of these governments is soy- 
.... O O E En ing restrained D by written 


ee Sanner, at rrip Hall, in ved 1 23, 2 1846, 
speaking of the specifi wers conferred mgress ani 
the wisdom of the framers of Phe Constitution in anticipating the 
necessity for its amendment from time to aes said: 


Wherever aby be oxe and 8 are secured to Congress, they may un- 

conformity with the Constitution. And even in 

d existin; ers and jurisdiction th constitutional 

a on. ple roy The Dstitution contains an article pointing out how at 
any oe amendments ae be eae thereto. This is an important elemen 
to the Constitution . to be molde: 


foot never to grow after its 5 — but anticipated the chan incident 
vided z Dich may be — prior to 


The 8 designate what 
9 what comp: e a rpetual, and 


-in doing so, according to a familiar rule of val and of natural ral logies virtually 
declare that the remainder of the Constitution may be amend Already, 
since its aet ar ian twelve amendments have been made, and every year pro- 
duces new pro; It has ar erar on the floor of Congress to abrogate 

the o power 8 8 e octe, 3 and also to the tenure of office of the President. 

pe apa date oe understood, —. that this is my answer mot the mid yr 
tionc r! ite dis compromises t in conferrin e Congress 
ove and jurisdiction, and alsoin pet the hian pake of the the 
oom Constitution. — 8 — hed 

what are vague gean 

declare. 


These 
ml be aro the wor 


even make aunendanent 


(Volume 2, 2, page 125. 
Justice Taney, in the Dred Scott case, speaking of the power of 
the Federal Government, says: 


These differences arise, as we have said, from character of the 
Government of spe no United States. For although i it 815 sovereign and supreme 
an its ap sphere of action, yet it 2 — no the powers 


1 aenta of the gece 
limits marked out by the 


In the same case Justice McLean said: 


No powers can be exercised [by Congress] 
Constitution or which are contrary to its spirit. 

As to the limited and enumerated powers of the Government, 
Judge Cooley, on page 23 of his Principles of Constitutional Law, 


sg 
America the Legislature acts under delegated authority limited by the 
Constitution itself. z 


And again, on page 28, 5 sy 
The Government tay pe © Constitution is one Sy limited and enu- 


wers 
e sey- 


which are prohibited in the 


gorans 


—— 

arent 
ordinances, or us They n cds be of us, 

part tor us, or cise’ rs. 

TERRITORY OF UNITED STATES DEFINED. 


The distinguished Senator from Vermont, Judge Ross, con- 
tends— 


That the term United States“ in the Constitution must mean the terri- 
oy of the States united to form the National Government, and not the Ter- 


ee this connection he cites the Dred Scott decision to support 


his views. It is refreshing to notice that to support a similar com- 


2 the distinguished senior Senator from Connecticut [Mr. 
ae asserts that the Dred Scott decision is 8 dicta, 

Wit all the confidence of a novice, I say, A plague o' both 
your houses.” That great decision decides both of your 
contentions of unlimited power in the Federal Government. 

It has been established by numerous decisions that territory ac- 

ean by the United States becomes a part and parcel of the 

omain of the United States and is subject to the provisions of the 
Constitution. 

What constituted territory of the United States was defined by 
Chief Justice Marshall (Loughborough vs, Blake, 5 Wheaton, 317) 
in the following language: 

The power, then, to lay and collect duties 
laren ferm designate the 2K or any — —.—.— tho t ar ted Lare empire? 

8988 this qu uestion can admit ot batons KORWET: It is ae Mend 
our Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. The ct 
a Se eee eet (hs coe 
on the principles of our ‘Constitution, that ormity in the Imposition of 
imposts, duties, and excises should be observed in the one than in the other. 

Again, g of the jurisdiction of the nation over its Terri- 
tories, Chief Justice Marshall, in United States vs. Bevans (3 
Wheaton, 386), FREN 


What, then, is the nanko of jurisdiction which the State possesses? We 
answer, without hesitancy, that the jurisdiction of the State is coextensive 


with its territory. 5 

In Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard) Justice Wayne said: 
8 the. ratification of the treaty, California became part of the United 

— tie REF Aia California a part of the United States, 
and as soon as it became so the territory became su on 20, Sine Scia WIIS 
were in force to regulate foreign commerce with the nited States. 

That territories are part of the domain of the United States was 
so stated by Chief Justice Waite in The First National Bank vs. 
County of Yankton (101 U. S.): 

— — 8 are but $ political subdivisions of the outlying dominion of 

All territory within ‘the jurisdiction of the United States not included in 
— Kaare must necessarily be governed by or under the authority of Con- 

That Alaska is United States territory has been decided by Jus- 
tice Harlan in the case of McAllister vs. United States (141 U. S.): 

5 — absence from the Constitution of such guaranty for Territorial 


, im d excises may be 
Does 


for was, no doubt, due to the fact that the fnn of governments 
rie eee was but temporary, and would superseded when the Ter- 
tories became States of the Union. 


“ana again, in the case of Steamer Coquitlam vs, United States 
(183 ): 

Alaska is one of the Territories of the United States; it was so designated 
in that order, and has always been so regarded. 

The Constitution declares: 

Art. VI. This Constitution and the laws of the United States which shall 


be made in pursuance thereof, and all treaties, etc., shall be the supreme 
law of the land. 


It also declares: 

Ant. III. The judicial power shall extend to all cases in law and equity 
arising under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties 
made, and which shall be made under their authority. 


Here, then, provision is made by the Constitution for construc- 
tion of the powers and obligations conferred by that instrument. 
GOVERNMENT OF TERRITORY. 


And the Supreme Court of the United States has 
itself from time to time upon the powers of the Federal 
ment to govern territo; 

In a recent speech de ivered on the floor of the Senate the dis- 
= ed Senator from Vermont [Judge Ross] contended as 

‘ollows: 

The provisions of the Constitution do not, unaided by act of Congress, ex- 

tend over Puerto Rico is the Philippine 
* + * £ * * 

It is thus manifest that in every treaty by which the United States has 
acquired inhabited territory prior to the with Spain the ans 
Beall be admitted to ihe enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immu 
nities of citizens of tthe 8 a 

* * 

I fail to find Paks 8 of 8 9 Court which tairly indicates that 
the Constitution of the oua ted States, unaided by Congressional l tion 
55 ex proprio vigore, extends to the —— acq by the 

3 are hag gee aang in several of the opinions which would indicate that 

ht be view of the Tae Such expressions were unnecessary 
fact the decision.. In no case which I have been able to find is this point ac- 
tually considered as decided. 

Inasmuch as the rights of the inhabitants were the subject-mat- 
ter of the provisions of the treatiés, the distinguished Senator has 
seen fit to disregard all of the decisions of the! Supreme Court re- 
lating to the constitutional questions arising out of the acquisition 
and government of territory, more particularly upon the right of 
trial by j uy upon the revenue or the apportionments of ets 
He an ght of citizenship, for the reason that they are 

i 0 the opinion of the court and are not to be 


ressed 
vern- 


eral expressi the point in issue. 
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But the question of treaty stipulations or the rights conferred 
by them to the inhabitants was not raised in these cases by the 
arguments of counsel or in the opinions of the court. It is hardly 
fair in considering the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
United States for a century to dispose of the same aliunde. 

The Senator from Vermont says: 

Although some expressions in the opinions may five the careless reader 
the impression that the Constitution extends over the District of Columbia 
and the Territories, unaided by act of Con or by treaty; for, if anysuch 
2 can fairly be held to have such force, they would be clearly con- 

ered and decided and are no more dicta. 


J insert the opinions, which will speak for themselves. 

Senator PLATT quotes the case of American Insurance carey 
vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511) to support his contention that the Federal 
Government has unlimited power to govern Territories. 

This case was one of the earliest cases in which the question of 
the government of Territories arose. I shall not attempt to con- 
strue it, but shall use the language of one of the justices of the 
Supreme Court in construing it. 

ustice McLean, in 19 Howard, says: 


In the discussion of the power of Congress to govern a Terri im the 
case of The American Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511), Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall, ing for the court, said in regard to the people of Florida: 

“They do not, however, 8 in tho Political power; they do not 
share in the Government till Florida shall become a State; in meantime 
Florida shall continue to be a Territory of the United States, governed by 
virtue of that clause in the Constitution which empowers Con; to make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property 
belonging 8 Pao United States.“ 

nd he : 


“Perhaps the power of governing a Territory belon to the United 

States, which haa pon by tecoming a State, acquired O of self-gov- 

ernment, may result necessarily from the fact that it is not within the juris- 

diction of an pennar State, and is within the power and jur ion of 

. The right to govern may be the inevitable consequence 

of the pens to mire territory; whichever may be the source whence the 
power is derived, the possession of it is poe pera * 

And in the close of the opinion the court says: 

“In islating for them (the Territories) Congress exercises the combined 
powers of the General and State governments.’ 

Some consider the opinion to loose and inconclusive, others that it is 
obiter dicta, and the last sentence is objected to as recognizing absolute 
power in Congress over Territories. * * * 

Ican see no want of precision in the of the Chief Justice; his 

meaning can not be mistaken. He states third section, as giving 
power to Congress to govern the Territories, and two other mnds from 
which the power may also be implied. Theo be 
Chief Justice did not say which of the stated he considered the 
source of the power. He did notspecifically state this, but he did say “ which- 
ever may be the source when the power is derived, the possession of it is un- 
questioned.“ No opinion of the court could have nm expressed with 
stronger emphasis; the power in Congress is unquestioned. But those who 
have undertaken to criticise the opinion consider it without authority be- 
cause the Chief Justice did not designate specially the power. This is asingu- 
lar objection. If the power is unquestioned it can bea matter of no impor- 
tance on which und it is exerc R 

The opinion clearly was not obiter dicta. The turning point in the case 
was whether Congress had power to authorize the Territo; legislature of 
Florida to pass the law under which the Territorial court was established, 
whose decree was brought before this court for revision. The power of Con- 
gress, therefore, was the point in issue. 


* * * * * * * 
Did Chief Justice Marshall, in 1 that Con governed a Territory 
combined powers of the 


by 5 ederal and State 1 refer 
tounlimited discretion? A government whichcan makewhiteslaves? Surely 
such a remark in the argument must have been inadvertently uttered. On 
the contrary, there is no power in the Constitution by which Congress can 
make either white or black men slaves. In organizing the government of a 
Territory Congress is limited to means appropriate to the attainment of the 
constitutional object. No powers can be exercised which are prohibited by 
the Constitution, or which are contrary to its spirit; so that whether the ob- 
{oct — 8575 the protection of the persons and 8 of the cs eros of 


In a subsequent case, that of Benner vs. Porter (9 Howard, 
234), the court, speaking about courts established in Florida dur- 
ing the time that it was a Territory of the United States, said: 

They are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject to its complex 
distribution of the powers of government as the organic law; but rather the 
creations exclusively of the legislative department and subject to its super- 
vision and control. 

Whether or not there are provisions in that instrument (the Constitution) 
which extend to and act upon these Territorial governments it is not now 
mate’ toexamine. Weare ng here of those provisions that refer 
particularly to the distinction between Federal and State jurisdiction. 


In the last-quoted case it must be very apparent that the point 
involved was not whether Congress had unlimited power in legis- 
lating for the Territory of Florida, but whether or not Congress 
had exclusive power to govern the Territory. 

That territory acquired by treaty or otherwise becomes subject 
to the Constitution was decided in the case of Pollard vs. Hogan 
(3 Howard, 312): 

This brings us to the examination of the question whether Alabama is en- 
3 Bes 2 shores of the navigable waters and the soil under them within 


States acquired the d in controversy from the King of S. Š ongi 


was the one relied on and 
shall so consider the argument. It was per pra the United States had, 
eceeded to all of S 


subject the soil under navigable waters, that therefore the United States 
had the right to grant the land in controversy, and thereby the plaintiffs ac- 
quired complete title. 

If it were true that the United States acquired the whole of Alabama from 
Spain, no such uence would result as that contended for. It can not 
be admitted that the King of Spain could, by treaty or otherwise, impart to 
55 United States any of his royal prerogatives, and much less can it be ad- 


ted that they have the capacity to receive them, or power to exercise 


th 
Every nation acquiring territory by treaty or otherwise must hold it sub- 
ject to the constitution and laws of its own government, and not according 

those of the government ceding it. (Vat. Law of Nations, Book I, chapter 
19, 210, 244, 245, and Book II. chapter 7, section 80.) 

Other departments than the judicial department of our Govern- 
ment have also construed the power of Congress to govern terri- 

es. 

When California was acquired, the executive 83 
through its Secretary of State, sent a communication to Mr. Voor- 
hees, which is quoted at length in the opinion of Justice Wayne, 
in the case of Cross us. Harrison (16 Howard, 164): 

The termination of the war left an existing government, a government de 
facto, in full ration, and this will continue with the presumed consent of 

ple antl J shall provide for them a Territorial government. 
is government de facto will, of course, exercise no power inconsistent 
with the provisions of the Constitution of the United States, which is the 
supreme law of the land: 

And now I come to the celebrated Dred Scott Case. ‘‘ The evil 
pes men do lives after them; the good is ofteninterred with their 

nes, 

The Menurun Senator from Connecticut has made every 
attempt to belittle the importance of the opinion of our Supreme 
Court as far as it relates to the acquisition and government of 
territories. He characterizes it as a— 
wis Penal eat Ga TOCOS DE DEA POCI EATA S 

Now, after a lapse of forty years, shall this decision, which was popularly 
said to be a decision that “the black man had no rights which the white man 
was bound to respect,“ be resurrected from its grave and be enacted into a 
law by the Congress of the United States? 

Such a statement hardly comes with good from the hon- 
orable Senator, who is attempting to eliminate that part of the 
decision which has an . bearing upon the constitutional 
obstacles that stand in his way in the present political situation. 

But of the case it has been said that— 

While there were dissenting an en in the Dred Scott and while 
some of the conclusions of that opinion were afterwards ove in trial by 
battle, no criticism was made by either dissenting justices of the statemen 
in relation of the Government to its Territories, nor was anything in the war 
or its result, nor has there been any judicial 1 5 since expressed by that 
court which tends to weaken at all the force of Taney's statement. 

The black man had no rights which the white man was bound 
to respect would be more correctly stated by saying that under 
the Constitution the black man inslavery no rights which the 
white man was bound to respect.” 

It is not happy for the honorable Senator to thus characterize 
this phase of the decision when he is contending for a doctrine 
that in newly uired territory, under the Constitution and the 
American flag, white, black, or wn men, free or slave, have no 
rights which we, the people, as a nation are bound to respect. 

And after all this denunciation of the case I shall ask leave to 
insert at length extracts from the decision in order that what the 
court said may speak for itself. 

First, I shall quote from Chief Justice Taney’s opinion, and as 
to the limitations upon Congress he said: 


These differences arise, as we have said, from the peculiar character of the 


which usually belong to the sovereignty of a nation. Certain specified ers 
the Co: ye Ber the 


enumerated mstitution have been conferred upon it, and neit: 
egislative, executive, nor the judicial de ents of the Government can 
Aara any authority beyond the limits marked out by the 

8 on. 


Speaking of sovereignty, the learned justice said: 


The words people of the United States” and citizens“ are onymous 
terms and mean the same „ They both described the polit body 
who, according toour 1 institutions, form the sovereignty and who 
hold the power and conduct the Government through their re sentatives. 
They are what we familiarly call the “sovereign le,” every citizen 
is one of these people and a constituent member o sovereignty. 


Upon the construction of the Constitution, he said: 


If ony its (Constitution) provisions are deemed unjust, there is a mode 
rescri in the instrument itself by which it may be amended; but while 
t remains unaltered it must be construed now, as it was understood at the 
time of its adoption. It is not only the same in words, but the same in mean- 
ing, and delegates the same powers to the Government and reserves and 
secures the same rights and privileges to the citizens; and as long as it con- 
tinues to exist in its present form it speaks not only the same w t 
with the same meaning and intent with which it — 5 when it came from 
the hands of its framers and was voted on and adop by the people of the 
United States. Any other rule of construction would abrogate the judicial 
rt and make it a mere reflex of the popular opinion or 

passion of the day. 


I now come to that part of theopinion of the Chief Justice which 
is the thorn in the side of the eminent Senator from Connecticut, 
and which he says is a mere dictum and now attempted to be 
resurrected after forty years and to be euacted into law. The fact 
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is that upon this phase of *the case there were no dissenting opin- 
ions, but was concurred in by the full bench: . 


This brings us to examine by what provision of the Constitution the pres- 
ent Federal Government, under its del and restricted powers, is au- 
thorized to acquire territory outside of the original limits of the United 
* There is ce y no power given by the Constitution to the 
Federal Government to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United 
States or ata ce, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to 
E arge ts territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new 

Thi 


i 
at power is plainly given; and if a new State is admitted it needs no fur- 
ther legislation by Con because the Constitution itself defines the rela- 
tive rights and powers und duties of the State and the citizens of a State, and 
the Federal Government; but no power is given to acquire territory to be 
held and governed permanently in that character. We do not mean, 
however. to question the power of Congress in this respect. The power to 
expand the territory of the United States by the admission of new States is 
clearly given: and in the construction of this power by all the Departments 
of the Government it has been held to authorize the acquisition of territory 
not fit for admission at the time, but to be admitted as soon as its population 
and situation will entitle it to admission. It is acquired to become a State, 
not to be held asa colony and governed by Congress with absolute author- 
ity. „ + „ All we mean to say on this point is that, as there is no express 
regulation in the Constitution defining the power which the General Govern- 
ment may exercise over the person or property of a citizen in a Territo; 
thus acquired, the court must ne look to the provisions and princi- 
ples of the Constitution and its distribution of powers for the rules and prin- 
ciples by which its decision must be governed. 


As to the rights of citizens of the United States, he said: 


Tal this rule to guide us, it may be safely assumed that citizens of the 
United States who te to a Territory belonging to the people of the 
United States can not be ruled as mere colonists dependent upon the will of 


the General Government, and be 
toimpose. The principle upon which our Government rests and upon which 
alone it continues to exist is the Union of States, sovereign and independent. 
within their own limits, in their internal and domestic concerns and boun: 

together as one ple by a General Government, ing certain enumer- 
ated and restricted powers delegated to it by the people of the several States, 
and exercising supreme authority, within the scope of the powers granted to 
it, throughout the dominion of the United States. A power, therefore. in the 
General Government to obtain and hold colonies and dependent Territories 
over which they might J. te without restriction would be inconsistent 
with its own existence in its present form. Whatever it acquires it acquires 
for the benefit of the people of the several States, who created it. It is their 
trustee, acting for them and charged with the duty of promoting the inter- 
ests of the whole people of the Union in the exercise of the powers specifically 


granted. 

But some form of civil authority would be absolutely necessary to organ- 
ize and preserve civilized ty and p re it to become a State, and what 
is the best form must always depend on the condition of the Territory at the 
time, and the choice of the mode must depend upon the exercise of a discre- 
tionary power by Congress 5 the scope of its constitutional au- 
thority and not . upon the rights of persons or rights of property 
of the citizens who might go there to reside, or for any er lawful pur- 

+ + * But the powers of Congress over the person or property of a 
citizen can never be a mere discretionary power under our Constitution and 
form of government. 


Again, as to the limitations of the Federal Government by the 
Constitution, he said: 


The powers of the Government and the rights and privile; 
are regulated Constitution itse 


verned by any laws it may think p: T 


of the citi- 
„And when 


enters into possession in the character imp: 

ated it. It enters u it with its powers over the citizen strictly defined 
and ljmited by the titution, from which it derives its own existence and 
by virtue of which alone it continues to exist and act as a 8 and 
80 It has no power of any kind beyond it. And it can not, when 
it enters a Territory of the United States, put off its character and assume 
discretionary or despotic powers which the Constitution has denied toit. It 
can not create for itself a new character, separated from the citizens of the 
Griner States and the duties it owes them under the provisions of the Con- 


Congress 
keep and bear arms, nor the right to trial by jury, nor compel anyore to be 
a . against himself in a criminal pr F 


But considering the question before us, it must be borne in mind that there 
15 no law of nations standing between the people of the United States and 
their Government and interfering with their relation to each other. The 
wers of the Government and the rights of the citizens under it are - 
t petn and practical eee lainly written down. The people of the 
United States have delegated toit certain enumerated powers and forbidden 


it to exercise others. 
Justice Campbell in the same case, speaking of unlimited pow- 
ers claimed by Congress, just what the honorable Senator is con- 


tending for, said: 


a by the use of ambi; 
F 


word. 
interpretation to Patrick Henry or Samuel Adams, to Jefferson and Jay and 


Dickinson, to the sage Franklin, or to Hamilton, who from his ear! was 
engaged in combating British constructions of such words? sone 

‘he disunion between Great Britain and her colonies ori; ted in the an- 
tipathy of the latter to the “ rules and regulations” made remote power 
respecting their internal policy. In framing the Constitution this fact was 
ever present in the minds of its authors. The people were assured by their 
most trusted statesmen “that the jurisdiction of the Federal Government“ 
— ee to certain enumerated objects which concern all members of the 

ublic.“ 

e feudal system would have recognized the claim made on behalf of the 
Federal Government for supreme power over persons and things in the Ter- 
ritories as an incident tot title—that is, the title to &ispose of and make 
rules and regulations i pp it. The Norman lawyers of William the 
Conqueror would have yielded an implicit assent to the doctrine that a su- 
preme sovereignty is an inseparable incident toa t to dispose of and 
make all needful rules and regulations respecting public domain. 

But an American patriot in contrasting the Eur and American sys- 
tems may affirm that European sovereigns give lands to their colonists, but 
reserve to themselves the power to control their property, liberty, and priy- 
ileges; but the American Government sells the lands belonging to the people 
of the several States (i. e., United States) to their citizens who are already in 

on of personal and political rights which the Government did not 
grs and can not take away. And the advocatesof Government sovereignty 
n the Territories have been compelled to abate a portion of the pretensions 
originally made in its behalf and to admit that the constitutional hibi- 
tions 1 Congress operate in the Territories. But a constitutional prohi- 
bition is not requisite to ascertain the limitation upon the authority of the 
several departments of the Federal Government. Nor are the States or the 
people restrained by any enumeration or definition of their rights or liberties. 


Justice Catron said: 

Congress can not do indirectly what the Constitution prohibits directly. 

There were two dissenting opinions in the case, one by Justice 
McLean and the other by Justice Curtis. In their opinions were 
reflected the anti-slavery sentiments of the nation; and to give 
expression to these sentiments the great Republican party of Lin- 
coln and Seward was born. 

Surely the views expressed by these two eminent justices should 
have great weight with the distinguished Senator from Connecticut. 

In his opinion Justice McLean said: 


In the discussion of the power of Congress to govern a Territory, in the 
case of the Atlantic Insurance Company vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511; 7 Curt., 685), 
Chief Justice Marshall, speaking for the court. said: In regard to the peo 
of Florida, they do not, however, participate in political power; they do not 
share in the Government until Florida shall become a State. In the meantime 
Florida shall continue to be a Territory of the United States, governed by 
virtue of that clause in the Constitution which empowers Congress to 
all needful rules and ulations r ting the territory or other property 
belonging to the United States;“ and adds: Perhaps the power of governing 
a Territory belonging to the United States which has not, by becoming a State, 
acquired the means of self-government, may result necessarily from the fact 
that it is not within the 3 of any particular State, and is within 
the poner and jurisdiction of the United States. The right to govern may 
be the inevitable consequence to acquire territory. Whichever may be the 
source whence the power is derived, the possession of fit is unquestioned.” 
And in the clese of the opinion the court said: In! lating for them (the 
Territories) Congress exercises the combined powers of the General and State 
governments.” * * Did Chief Justice Marshall, in saying that Con 
governed a Territory by the exercise of the combined powers of the Federal 
and State governments, refer to unlimited discretion—a government which 
can make white men slaves? Surely such a remark in the argument must 
have been inadverten 9 On the contrary, there is no power in the 
Constitution by which Congress can make either white or black men slaves. 
In o. g the government of a Territory. conres is limited to means 
appropriate to the attainment of the constitutio: object. No powers can 
be exercised which are ponasa by the Constitution or which are contrary 
to its spirit; so that whether the object may be the protection of the per- 
sons and property of purchasers of the public lands, or of communities who 
have been annexed to the Union by conquest or pu „they are initia- 
tory to the establishment of State governments, and no more power can be 
claimed or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the end. This is 
the limitation of all the Federal powers. 


And as to what constitutes the territorial limits of the United 
States, he said: 


The sovereignty of the Federal Government extends to the entire limits 
of our territory; should any foreign power invade our jurisdiction it would 
be repelled. There is a law of 8 to punish our citizens for crimes 
committed in districts of country where there is no organized government. 
Criminals are brought to certain Territories or States designated in the law 
for punishment. Death been inflicted in Ar. and Missouri on in- 
dividuals for murders committed beyond the limit of y 5 Terri- 
tory or State; and no one doubts the jurisdiction was rightfully exercised. 
If there be a right to acquire territory, there n iy must be an implied 
power togovernit. * + + 

Iwould here simply remark that the Constitution was framed for our whole 
country. An expansion or contraction of our territory requires no change 
in the fundamental la w. + 

1f the pm fundamental principles of our Government are never to be 
settled there can bə no lasting prosperity. The Constitution will become a 
floating waif on the billows of popular excitement. * * * 


And now I quote from the dissenting opinion of Justice Curtis: 


As was said by Chief Justice Marshall in the American Insurance Company 
vs. Canter (1 Peters, 512), the Constitution confers absolutely on the Gov- 
ernment of the Union the power of making war and of making treaties, con- 
sequently that Government the power of acquiring Maa apt either 

acquisition or treaty. ( Sere vs. Pitot, 6 French, 33.) And I add, it 
possesses the power of governing it when acquired, not by resorting to 
supposititious powers nowhere found described in the Constitution, but ex- 
pressly gran in the authority to make all needful rules and regulations 
respecting the territory of the United States. 


Note what he says about the unlimited power of Congress: 


If, then, this clause does contain a power to legislate respecting the terri- 
bait fa what are the limits of that power? To this I answer, that in common 
with all the otber legislative powers of 8 it finds limits in the express 

rohibitions on Congress not to do certain things; that in the exercise of the 

tive power Con can not pass an ex post facto law or bill of attain- 

sie 7 — so in respect to each of the other prohibitions contained in the Con- 
stitution. 
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As to the purpose for which territory may be acquired, he said: 


The subject-matter is the terri of the United States out of the limits 
of every State, and consequently under the exclusive power of the people of 
the vi ted States. Their will respecting it, manifested in the Constitution, 


his to be done with 


That Congress has exclusive jurisdiction as against jurisdiction 
by a State over the government of Territories and is limited by 
the Constitution in such government is recognized and stated by 
Chief Justice Waite in the case of First National Bank vs. County 
of Yankton (101 U. S.): 

A Territory within the jurisdiction of the United States not included in 
any State must n y_be governed by or under the authority of Con- 
8 The Territories are but political subdivisions of the outlying domin- 

on of the United States. 

They bear much the same relation to the General Government that coun- 
ties do to the States, and Congress may legislate for them as States do for 
their respective munici; organizations. The organic law of a Territory 
takes the place of a constitution as the fundamental law of the local govern- 
ment. The Congress * * * hasall the powers of the people of the United 
States, except such as have been expressly or by implication reserved in the 
prohibitions of the Constitution. * * * r 

It may do for the Territories what the people under the Constitution of the 
United States may do for the States. 

Again, in Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S.), Mr. Justice Matthews 
says: 

The people of the United States, as sovereign owner of the National Terri- 
tories, have supreme power over them and their inbabitants. In the exer- 
cise of this sovereign dominion they are represented by the Government of 
the United States, to whom all the powers to govern for them have been 
delegated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed in the Consti- 
tution, or are necessarily implied under its terms or under the principles 
and objects of the power itself. For it may well be admitted in respect to 
this, 1 As every power of society for its members, that it is not absolute and 


The P pale ono and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are 
to them, as to other citizens, by the principles of the constitutional 
liberty, which restrains all theagencies of government, State and national. 
The operation of the restraints and prohibitions of the first ten 
amendments of the Constitution on the Federal Governmentin the 
exercise of legislative power over citizens of the United States as 
distinguished from citizens of individual Statesis very positively de- 
clared by the Supreme Court in the opinion handed down by Chief 
4 ee Waite in 1887 (Spies vs. Illinois, 123 U. S., 166), in part as 
Ollows: 

That the first ten articles of amendment were not intended to limit the 
powers of the State prenom in respect to their own people, but to op- 
erate on the National Government alone, was decided more than a half cen- 
tury ago, and that decision has been steadily adhered to since. 

That Congress is limited by the Constitution in favor of personal 
rights in its legislation for Territories was so stated to be by Jus- 
tice Bradley in the case of the late Corporation of Latter-Day 
Saints vs. United States (136 U. S.). 

Justice Bradley, after quoting and 8 what I have quoted 
from National Bank vs. County of Yankton and Murphy vs. 
Ramsey, said: 

The power of Congress over the Territories of the United States is gen- 
eral an pene arising from and incidental to the right to acquire the ter- 
ritory itself an from the power given by the Constitution to make all needful 
rules and regulations respecting the territory or other property belonging 


to the United States. 
Doubtless Co’ in | ating for the Territories would be subject to 


these fundamental 9 in favor of 1 rights which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendmen But these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and general spirit of the Constitution, through 
which Congress derives all its powers, than by any express and direct app 
cation of its provisions. 

The distinguished Senator and many members of this House 
quote that case to sustain the proposition, that the Federal Gov- 
ernment possesses unlimited power in its government of Territo- 
ries, and the Senator says: 

This case has been looked upon cf the entire profession as settling the 
question permanently and forever. I understand this to be the leading and 
controlling case. 

Inasmuch as the power to acquire and to govern territory exists 
by implication and inference, the limitations on the power to gov- 
ern must exist by inference and implication. If that case decides 
anything, it decides this, that limitations upon the Federal Gov- 
ernment in its government of Territories does exist. 

The of Justice Bradley, just quora, was quoted and 
reaffirmed ee ustice Harlan in the case of McAllister vs. United 
States (141 U. S.). As to the limitation upon the purpose for 


which territory can be acquired by the Federal Government, I wish 
to quote, in addition to what has already been quoted on that 
poini, the language of Justice Gray, in Shivley vs. Bowlby (152 

.S., page 1): 

The Territories acquired by Congress, whether it be by cession from the 
original States or by treaty with a foreign country, are held with the object, 
as soon as their population and condition justify it, of being admitted into 
the Union as States upon an equal footing with the original States in all re- 
spects. 

An act of a Territorial government providing that a verdict by 
less than the whole number of jurors could be returned was de- 
clared invalid because in violation of the seventh amendment of 
the Federal Constitution by Justice Fuller in the case of Spring- 
ville City vs. Thomas (166 U. S., page 707): 


The supreme court of the Territory held, in Hess vs. White (9 Utah, 61; 33 
Pac., yoy ana the decision wea followed in these cases, that the act of Con- 


ngress rp: 

amendment, and the validity of the act was that way drawn in osnan 
In the view which the Supreme Court took of the act it was obliged to sub- 
ject it to the test of the Constitution, and accordingly, in deciding that the 
seventh amendment did not require unanimity of action, the court held in 
effect that the act of Congress was constitutional, although it empowered 
the Territorial legislature to provide for verdicts by less than the whole num- 
ber of jurors. e question involved was not matter of construction of the 
Territorial act, but the court discussed its validity, and this depended on the 
weeny of the act of Congress giving it the scope which the court attributed 


t. 

In this there was error. In our opinion the seventh amendment secured 
unanimity in finding a verdict as an essential feat of trial by jury at com- 
mon-law cases, and the act of Congress could not impart the power tochange 
the constitutional rule, and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


I now come to some of the latest expressions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States upon this point. I refer to the case of 
Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S.). 

The distinguished Senator says, in disposing of this case, with 
a wave of the hand: 


The only thing which this case decides is contained in the headnote. They 
undertook to try a man in the State court of Utah which, according to the 
constitution of the State, tried him before eight jurors only, for an offense 
committed in the Territory, while the people there were under Territorial 
jurisdiction, and the law required twelve jurors. 

That is all there is in the case. 


In order to learn what is decided in the case, I wish to cite at 
me length, as part of my remarks, from the opinion of Justice 
rlan: 


That the 1 of the Constitution of the United States relating to the 
right of trial by jury in suits at common law PODA Oe the Territories of the 
United States is no longer an open question. (Webster vs. Reid, 11 Howard, 
437, 460; Publishing Company vs. Fisher, 166 U. S., 464, 468; 17 S. C. R., 618; 
ses hs Myre City vs. Thomas, 166 U. S., 707; 17 S. C. R.) 

In the last-named case it was claimed that the Territorial legislature of 
Utah was empowered by the organic act of the Territory of September 9, 
1850 (9 Stat., 453, chapter 51, 6), to provide that unanimity of action on the part 
of jurors in civil cases was not n to a valid verdict. This court said: 

In our opinion, the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a 
verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and the 
act of Congress could not impart the power to change the constitutional rule, 
and could not be treated as 3 to do so." 

The judgment of this court in Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145, 154), 
which was a criminal . in the Territory of Utah, assumed that the 
sixth amendment applied to criminal prosecutions in that Territory. 

In Callan vs. Wilson (127 U. S., 548, 551; 8 Supreme Court, 1301), which was a 
criminal prosecution by information in the police court of the District of 
Columbia, the accused claimed that the right of trial by jury was secured to 
him by the third article of the Constitution, as well as by the fifth and sixth 
amendments. * * * There is nothi the history of the Constitution or 
of the original amendments to justify the assertion that the people of this 
District may be lawfully deprived of the benefit of any of the constitutional 
5 of life, liberty, and property, es lly of the privilege of trial 

jury in criminal cases. We can not think,” the court further says, “that 
the poole of this District have in that regard less rights than those accorded 
to the people of the Territories of the United States.“ 

In late corporation of Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-Day Saints vs. 
United States (136 U. S.. 1,44, 10; Supreme Court, 792) one of the questions con- 
sidered was the extent of the authority which the United States might exer- 
cise over the Territories and their inhabitants. In the opinion of Mr. Justice 
Bradley reference was made to previous decisions of this court, in one of 
which, National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. S., 129, 133), it was said 
that Congress, in virtue of the sovereignty of the Uni States, could not 
only abrogate the laws of the Territo: legislatures, but may itself legislate 
directly for the local qurecoment, that it could make a void act of the Terri- 
torial legislature valid and a valid act void; that it had full and complete 
legislative authority over the people of the Territories and all the depart- 
ments of the T. toi governments; that it ‘‘may do for the Territories 
5 d people, under the Constitution of the United States, may do for the 


Reference was also made to Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 15; 5 Supreme 
Court. 747), in which it was said: 

“ The people of the United States, as sovereign ownersof the National Ter- 
ritories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants. In the exer- 
cise of this sovereign dominion they are represented by the Government of 
the United States, to whom all the powers of government over that subject 
have been delegated, subject only to such restrictions as are expressed in the 
Constitution or are necessarily implied in its terms.” 

The opinion of the court in Late Corporation of Church of Jesus Christ of 
Latter- Saints vs. United States then proceeded: 


“ Doubtless Con s, in ecm re for the Territories, would be subject 
to those fundamental limitations in favor of personal rights which are for- 
mulated in the Constitution and itsamendments, but these limitations would 


exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from 
which Congress derives all its powers, than by any express and direct appli- 


cation of its provisions.” * 


2294 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


FEBRUARY 26, 


. constitu 
5 + + è This qu 

Charta declared ti that no 
ey the 0 of his 


hose 
this —— from ed to rial * — — them this at 
Privilege as ht an eritance, as a part of that ble 
common aig and which fenced around and inte: barriers on their side 
against the approaches of arbitrar wer, © 2 # 
We Bre of e opinion that the Sees ON Dey SORES, a m its admission 
into the Union, the power to prov de, in respect to felonies committed 
within its limits while it was a Territory, that they should be tried other- 


ne by a jury such as is provided by the Constitution of the United 

In our opinon the provision i in 1 8 of Utah providing for the 
eee Sot aie i perso be 7 fa to in its li ation 19 felo 4 
composed of ise acto in its applica ‘elonies com- 
mitted before became a State, ＋ eS 


use in 
tes gives 5 ae accused at tne ‘time of the 

of his offense the right to be tried by a jury of twelve —— 
and made it impossible to deprive him of his liberty except by the unanimous 
verdict of such a jury. 

From this opinion of Justice Harlan it certainly is clear that 
Congress is limited in its exercise of power over the Territories 
and the inhabitants thereof by the 1 of the Constitution 
of the United States. 

CITIZENSHIP. 


The Federal Government in the government of Territories is 
limited by the Constitution as to the rights of citizens of the 
United States. 

The honorable Senator contends that the Federal Government 
has unlimited power over the inhabitants of Territories. And it 
follows, if this be true, Congress would have unlimited power 
over citizens of the United States who enter Territories rom one 
or the States of the Union. 

As the grapes of Spanish subjects who do not in one year 
renounce the allegiance to Spain, and who by the treaty are de- 
clared to ait the nenationality of the territory in which they reside, 
and the ci by Oa of the native inhabitants are by treaty to be 
determined by Congress, it is important for Congress to know 
what thes Supreme Court has said upon this question oa of rights of 
inhabitants of Territories and citizens of the United States. 

But before citing the decisions of the Supreme Court let me 


here insert that part of the McEnery resolution which deals with 
this phase of the case: 
Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 


of America i ain {eis n assembled, That by the 8 on of the treaty of 

with „Spain ft 5 intended to incorporate the inhabitants of the 

pot the United I nor is it intended to 

permanently ann annex ogo — as an integral part of the territory of the 
nited States. 


Now, citizenship is associated with the territorial limits of a na- 
tion, and, as was said by Justice Wayne in Cross vs. Harrison, by 
the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the 
United States,” it follows 7 the ratification of the treaty 
with Spain, notwithstandin cEnery resolution to the con- 
trary, the Philippines and aon Rico became a of the terri- 
tory of the United States, and rights guaranteed by the Constitu- 
tion to citizens of the United States became operative therein. 

The rights of children born in the United States of Chinese par- 
ents was considered in United States vs. Wong Kin Ark (169 
U. S., 449, 703), decided March 28, 1898, Justice Gray, delivering 
the opinion, said: 

The first section of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution pemos 
with the 5 a born or natu: the United States, and 
mitges to the jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and of 

the State wherein they reside." ‘AS appears upon the face of theamendment, 
as well as from the tap? Bindi: the times, this was not intended to impose any 
new restrictions u nD OF to prevent any persons from becoming 
citizens by the of birth within the United States who would thereb: y 
have become citizens according to the law existing before its adoption. — 0 
declaratory in form and enab! —— and extending zi — — Its main 
doubtless a as has been ofte: by this court, to estab: h tho 
citizenship of free negroes, which had n oy thia in the opinion rendered 

Tane t 2 vs. Sanford One (19 Soara; woy: and to 


pean it beyond doubt 5 as whites, born o) 

withi n in the jurisdiction of the Uni aie are citizens of the United States. 
But ee n words “AN pe ARR not to É; uni- 

ve nary She ly by piace end juris Jaerte oton. are gone by color or race, as 

was clearly re all the ikes delivered in the Slaughterhouse 

Cases, abo „Citizenship p oguna is established by the mere 

fact of birth N the circumstances d the Constitution. Every 


person born in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction thereof, be- 
comes at once a citizen of the United States and n no na tion. 


Justice Curtis, in the Dred Scott Case, said: 


I can find nothing in the Constitution which ex proprio vigore deprives cf 
their citizenship any class of er: were citizens of the pan tatesat 
the time of its 4 — or abo ah d be native born citizens of any State 


after its adoption, nor an wer — Sra to disfranchise persons 
bore on eet of any Stats e entitled to — Mey such State by its con- 
laws. 


ognized „that of a coun 
creates the duties and confers the rights of citizenship. Bat it — re- 


embered that hough, the Constitution was to forma government, and under 
it the United States of erica were to be one united — 0 5 —. nation, to 
which loyalty 2 obedience on the one side, and from which protection and 
privileges on the other, would be due, yet the a 83 Sta . 
S SDi ALO AD PA CITED Toe CAIT to ADA . 
pons enumerated, except so far as they were 9 by the people of the 
ational Government. 


In Slaughter House Cases (16 Wall., 36), Justice Miller says: 


To remove this difficulty 
and to establish a clear po ba 
should declare Wie should constitute citizens 
also citizenship of a State, the first clause — first section States and 
AO peeks — . 25 nat u in the United States, 

85 rsons born or ralized e Uni or subject tothe 
jurisdiction thereof, are citizens of the United States and ar eke the State 
bade eye they reside.” 

he first d 


tt decision g all pe: rn within 
and subject so its jurisdiction pirr — ot. 2 ie United States. That its main 
was to establish the citizenship negro can admit of no doubt. 
he phrase Subject to its Jurisdletion 8 was intended to exclude from its 
operation dren of ministers, eonna and citizens or subjects of foreign 


states, born within the United Sta 
The next observation is . rtant in view of the ent of coun- 
distinction between citize: of the 


sel inthe present case. It is that the 
United States and 5 State is Beery, and es 
aoe gel ae y aman bea ci tates without — citizen 
of a State, but an important 5 is 3 to convert the former into 
the latter. He must reside within the State to make him a citizen of it, but 
ik is only CW in the United States 

to be a citizen of 

It is quite clear, then, that there is a citizenship of the United States and 
a citizenship of a State & State which are distinct from each other aoe we which depend 
upon different characte: ices in 9 — sore 

wider of these [pri privileges] is w described in the 
6 Wall, 25 73 U. 45). Tt is nid to bo the right of the citizen 
e coun protected by implied A 5 a! ane 
bo the seat oi government to assert any claim he — 2 — upon ias 
ernment, to transact any business he may pare with it, to seck 5 
to share its offices, tae in functions. 
of free access to its ports, through w a0 
merce are conducted, to to Pho subtreasuries, land offices, and courts justico 
in the several States. 
‘ sald: quoting from the language of Chief Justice Taney in another case, it 
is sa’ 


“ That, for all the great purposes for which the Federal Government was 
Sri 55 1 are one people, with one common country; weare all citizens 
of the 

And it is as such € citizens that their rights are supported in this court in 
Crandall vs. Ney: 

Another 8 ol a citizen of the United States is to demand the care 
and protection of the Federal Government over his life, liberty, and prop- 
erty . — on the high seas or within the jurisdiction of [a forei 
ment. Of this there can be no 1 go nor that the 8 75 depends upon his 
character as a citizen of the United Sta The right to 
and petition for redress of 8 tho privea of 


Crandall ve, Ne- 
of this 


corp are rights of the citizens guaranteed by the Federal Constitu- 
tion. right to use the eee waters of 4 United States, however 
they may penetrate the te of ae several States, and all rights secured 
to our citizens by treaties — 


nations are dependent u citizen- 
ship see the United States and not en of a State a Om oof thane rivi- 


confe by the very article und der consideration. 4 is that acitizen 
the United States can, of his own volition, 0 of any State 
of the Union by a bona fide residence therein, with the same rights = other 


fourteenth next to Phe comet ered. 
In United States vs, Cruikshank (92 U. S., 542) Chief Justice 
Waite said: 
We have in o sah 5 75 system a Government of the United States and a 
vernment of of the several States. Each one of these governments is 
istinct from the others, and each has citizens of its own who owe it alle- 
gos and whose rights within its jurisdiction it must protect. The same 
rson may be at the same time a citizenof the United States and a citizen of 
a E State, Dut his rights of citizenship under one of these governments will be 
dha Tlaht of the people peaceably to assemble for the purpose of petiti 
e right of the e peaceably to assem ‘or oi on- 
ing Congress for 8 of grievances or for an Vina 3 with 
the ponori — the ¢ duties of the National Government is an attribute of na- 
tional citize: and as such under the protection of and guaranteed by — 


Unie States, ‘th er ey ze idea 7 a 8 blican AA ran Pie aee z 
on the par tizens to meet peacea ‘or cons’ jon 
to public affairs a 18 petition for redress of grievances. ae 


UNIFORMITY OF TAXATION. 

It also becomes important to consider the clause of the Consti- 
tution 1 to to the right to lay and collect taxes, duties, im- 
posts, and exc in connection with the provisions of the treaty 
with Spain, which reads as follows: 

The United States will, for the term of ten years from the date of the 
exchange and the ratification of the present treaty, admit Spanish ships and 
merchandise to the ports of the 3 Islands on the same terms as ships 
and merchandise of the United S 

And the American peace 5 at Paris, in reply to the 
Spanish commissioners, represented that the policy of the United 
States in the Philippines would be that of an open door to the 
world’s commerce.’ 

The eighth section of the first article of the Constitution pro- 
vides as follows: 


shall have power to la collect taxes, duties, confer, sot 
aid Bese uniform 


and exci duties, imposts and excises S shall be 


throughout the United Sta‘ 

The Supreme Court of the United States has on several occa- 
sions construed this clause 

At the time California was acquired by treaty with Mexico the 
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uestion of this clause came up in the case of Cross vs, Harrison. 
the zopar of the case the court takes occasion to show the 
action of the executive department of the Government at that 
time by setting forth at length in its opinion the letter from Sec- 
retary of State Buchanan to the military governor of California, 
in words as follows: 
e conclusion of the treaty of peace the milii ent was 


itary es- 
ed over them, under the laws of war as recognized by the practice of 
all civilized nations. è + 


overnment. 
from the fact t no civil- 
an existing government 
presented would themselves in a state of 
anarchy, beyond the protection of all laws, and reduce them to the unhappy 
necessity of submitting to the dominion of the strongest. 
government de facto will, of course, exercise no 8 inconsistent 
with the provisions of the Constitution of the United States, which is the 
supena law of the land. For this reason no import duties can be levied in 
fornia on articles the growth, produce, or manufacture of the United 
States, asno such duties can be im in any other part of our Union on the 
productions of California. Nor can new duties be in ‘ornia upon 
such foreign productions as have already paid duties in any of our ports of 
entry. 1 po obvious reason that California is within the territory of the 


Justice Wayne, in deciding the case, said: 

By the ratification of the treaty California became a of the United 
States; and as there is nothing ‘erently stipulated in the treaty with re- 
spect to commerce it became instantly nd and privileged by the laws 
which Congress had passed to raise revenue from duties on imports and 


e within the United States at any 
lowed, would be a violation of that pro- 
oins that all duties, imposts, and excises 


tonnage. ` 

The right claimed to land forei 
place out of a collection district, 
visio) the 


States. As tothe denial 

sanding. of foreign goodsin the United States out of a collection district, it 
can only be necessary to say, if he did not do so, it would be a neglect of his 
constitutional obligation to take care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

What constitutes the territorial limits of the United States, and 
the application of this clause of the Constitution thereto, was con- 
si by Chief Justice Marshall in Loughborough vs. Blake (5 
Wheaton, 317), who said: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to lar 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises” for the purposes the: 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It conse- 
quently extends to all places over which the Government extends. If this 
could doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which 
modify the grant. These words are: But all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States." 

It will not be contended that the modification of the power extends to 
places to which the power itself does not extend. The power, then, to lay 
and collect duties, imposts, and excises ney be exercised and must be exer- 
cised throughout the United States. Does this term designate the whole or 


any ticular portion of the American empire? Certainly this question can 
admit of but one answer. It is the name given to our t Republic, which 
is com of States and Territories. 


© District of Columbia or the ter- 
ritory west of the Missouri is not less within the United States than Mary- 
land or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary on the principles of our 
Constitution that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, duties, and excises 
should be observed in the one than in the other. Since then the 8 
and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is obviously coex ve wit! 
the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises, and since the latter 
extends throughout the United States, it follows that the power to impose 
direct taxes also extents throughout the United States. 

As to the uniformity of taxation, Daniel Webster gave expres- 
sion to the following: 

But for the purposes of commerce, trade, bu and selling it is evidentl 
not in the perl of ony State to mee . or 5 
or to lay any excise, toll, duty, or exclusion upon citizens of other States or 
to ee them ng there upon a different footing from her own citizens. 

ere is one provision, then, in the Constitution by which citizens of one 
State may trade in another without hindrance or embarrassment. 
DISTRICT or COLUMBIA. 

It is interesting as well as instructive, when examining this 
new doctrine, to consider the relation the District of Columbia 
sustains to the Constitution and to Con . 

The District of Columbia and its inhabitants are under the ex- 
clusive powes of Gongress by virtue of Article I, section 8, para- 
graph 17: z 

Toexercise exclusive legislation in all cases whatsoever, over such Dis- 
trict (not exceeding 10 miles square) as may, by cession of particular States, 
and the acceptance of Congress, e the seat of the Government of the 
United States. 

While the power of Congress over the territory of the United 
States has been the subject of contention as to the construction of 
the provisions of the Constitution, yet there can be no contention 
as to the power of Con. over the District of Columbia, because 
it has exclusive power by theexpress language of the Constitution. 

Now, what has been the judicial interpretation and construction 
of the Supreme Court of the United States of the language of 
that section granting that power? 

The distinguished Senator from Vermont, Judge Ross, in dis- 
posing of the decisions of the Supreme Court in relation to the 

ct of Columbia as a Territory and the inhabitants thereof 
as citizens, says: 

That the territory now included in the District when the Constitution 
was adopted constituted parts of the States of Virginia and Maryland, and 


being had become subject to the Constitution. By the cession 

the bow ried of the District was not taken from under the operation of the 
Now that 10 miles square of land which was part of the domain 
of the States of Maryland and Virginia, and the inhabitants thereof 


before ceded 


being citizens of Maryland and Virginia, respectively, wereentitled 
to all the rights and privileges of the constitutions of the States 
of Maryland and Virginia and the Constitution of the United 
States, so far as it operated over the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, prior to the cession by these States of that land and those 
citizens to the Federal Government, under the express provision 
of the Constitution granting exclusive power and control to the 
Federal Congress. 

By the express provisions of the Constitution that land and 
those citizens became divested of the operation of the State con- 
stitutions and the Constitution of the United States, so far as it 
related to such at that time. Nothing whatever was reserved in 
the cessions of that 10 miles square to the Federal Government 
reserving any rights or privileges by the operation of the Federal 
Constitution over said territory or the inhabitants thereof. The 
Constitution of the United States ceased to operate upon the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and the inhabitants thereof, except so far as it 
operated ex proprio vigore upon the exclusive jurisdiction of Con- 


gress. 

In determining the constitutional rights of the territory and the 
inhabitants of the District, the operation of the Federal Constitu- 
tion on that territory prior to its creation as the District was 
never raised in any of the cases which came before the Supreme 
Court. On the contrary, the counsel for the Federal Government 
contended that Congress had unlimited power over the citizens 
thereof as soon as that territory and people thereof ceased from 
being under the jurisdiction of the States of Maryland and Vir- 
ginia, respectively. And that by the cession of the territory of 
the District, counsel for the Government contended that the same 
was taken from the operation of the Constitution over the same as 
part of the States and gave the Federal Government absolute and 
exclusive jurisdiction. 

In the case of the United States vs. Benjamin More, which came 
before the Supreme Court in 1803 upon a writ of error to the cir- 
cuit court of the District of Columbia, Justice Cranch of the 
circuit court delivered an elaborate apren which is quoted in 
the report of the case, and part of which is as follows: 


It has been contended that Congress, in 1 ting for the District of Co- 
Iumbia, is not bound by any of the prohibitions of the Constitution. But 
this is a doctrine to which I can never assent. Can it be said that Congress 
may pass a bill of attainder for the District of Columbia? That Congress 
may pass laws ex post facto in the District, or order soldiers to be quartered 
upon us in time of peace, or make our poris free ports of entry, or duties 
SOR ORE DOO See SWAT OTE tof trial by jury in prose- 
cutions 

Yet all this they may do if in legislating for the District of Columbia th 
arenotrestricted by the express prohibitions of the Constitution. The wo) 
must be positive and strong, indeed, to justify such a construction. The onl. 
clause from which such an inference can bly seem to flow is that whi 
says Congress shall have power to exe exclusive legislation in all cases 
whatsoever over such District,” etc. But the whole instrument is to be taken 
together, and every part is to be made tent with the residue, if possi- 
ble. That Congress may te in all cases whatsoever over such District, 
etc., is the general pro tion, and the prohibitions are theexceptions. The 
true construction is that Sipe tage may legislate for us in all cases where 
they are not peaa b r parts of the Constitution. The express 
commands of the Constitution operate as prohibitions of everything repug- 
nant tosuch commands. * * * 

The Constitution was made for the benefit of every citizen of the United 
States, and there is no such citizen, whatever may be his condition or where- 
ever he may be situated within the limits of the territory of the United States, 
who has not a right to the protection it affords. 


Chief Justice Kilty, of the circuit court of the District of Co- 
lumbia, said, among other things: 

That the word exclusive.“ meaning only free from the power exercised 
by the several States, the I. tive power to be exercised by Congress may 
still be subject to the general restraints contained in the Constitution, though 
it includes subjects both of a general and local nature. Thus they are re- 
strained from W 3 the writ of habeas co unless in the cases al- 
lowed, from (within and for the District) a bill of attainder or ex 
post facto law; from laying therein a capitation tax; from ting therein 
any title of nobility; from making therein a law respecting the estab. ent 
of religion, or abridging the om of speech or of the ganar are quar- 
tering soldiers therein contrary to the third amendment. 


Justice Marshall, in the opinion, dismissed the writ of error on 
the und that the court had no jurisdiction of the case, which 
in effect sustained the decision of the court below. 

In his opinion in Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 317), 
Chief Justice Marshall made use of the following expression con- 
cerning the authority of Congress to impose a direct tax on the 
District of Columbia: 


The difference between requiring a continent, with an immense popula- 
ing no common interest with 


rican people, under the restriction of our Constitu- 
tion, to tax a pes of thesociety, which 
to manhood, 2 forward to complete pol SO soon as 
manhood shall be obtained. as is the case with the Territories; or which has 
voluntarily relinquished the right or representation, and has the 
whole body of olan, Pye bind its legitimate government, as is the case with the 
District (of Columbia) is too obvious not to present itself to the minds of all. 
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Although in theory it ht be more co’ 
tions toadmit a pat hada 


l to the spirit of our institu- 

tive from the D ict, it may be doubted whether 
in fact its interest would be rendered thereby more secure; and certainly 
the Constitution does not consider their want of a Representative in Con- 
gress as exempting it from taxation. 

Though Congress is given exclusive jurisdiction over this Dis- 
trict by the express language of the Constitution, and no refer- 
ence is made to the other clauses of the Constitution, still it was 
held that is limited by the Constitution in legislating for 
said District, in the case of Callan vs. Wilson qar U. S., page 540). 

Justice Harlan, in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

It is contended by the a; t that the Constitution of the United States 
secured to him the right to tried by a jury, and that right having been 
denied, the ponos court was without ction to im a fine upon him, 
or to order to be imprisoned until such time as paid. 

+ — * r + 


* 

The third article of the Constitution provides that “the trial of crimes, 
except in cases of impeachment, shall be by jury, and such trials shall be held 
in the State where such crimes shall have been committed; but when not 
committed within any State the trial shall be at such place or places as the 
Congress ays As a have directed.” The fifth amendment provides that 
or 2 person deprived of life, liberty, or property without due process 
of law.” 

* * * + * * ~ 

There is agre Bi the history of the Constitution or of the original 
amendments to justify the assertions that the people of this District may be 
lawfully deprived of the benefit of any of the . of 
life, liberty, and property, especially of the privilege of by jury in 
criminal cases. * * * 

We can not think that the people of this District have, in that regard, less 
9 those accorded to the people of the Territories of the United 


It is therefore apparent that the territory of the Philippines and 
Puerto Rico is territory of the United States and subject to the 
8 the McEnery resolution to the contrary notwith- 
stan ` 


The trea 
habitants 


gress. 

In the opinion of the most eminent writers on international law 
the transfer of territory does not include the allegiance of the in- 
habitants. 

1 Professor Vattel gave expression to this proposition over a cen- 
ury ago. 

2 Professor Woolsey cites numerous cases to support the proposi- 
on. 

Sir Thurston Baker, in the latest work on international law, 
states that in modern times the expressed or implied consent of the 
subject is now regarded as essential to complete new allegiance, 

et I hear it eee, that by every tenet of international 
law the United States is sovereign over the territory and inhabit- 
ants of the Philippine Archipelago, with or without the consent 
of the inhabitants.” 

By the same tenets of international law the British Empire has 
maintained tyrannical sway over Ireland for centuries, rules fam- 
ished millions in India by standing armies, and breaks the treaty 
made by Gladstone to levy war upon the little African republic 
fence total population is less than that of my district) in whose 

omain are valuable gold mines. 

International law also 8 the dismemberment of Poland 
by three empires. And by the same tenets Finland is denied her 
civil liberties by the Russian Empire. 

International law recognizes what is known as the balance of 
power which sanctions the Armenian atrocities. 

The imperial black eagle waves over Alsace-Lorraine; yet every 
day fresh funeral wreaths decorate the monument to Strasburg 
in the Place de la Colonnade. 

The melancholy truth is that the rules or ethics of international 
law exist in the abstract and are ignored in the concrete by the 
application of force. 

contend that under the Constitution of the United States the 
inhabitants of the Philippines and Puerto Rico are inhabitants of 
the United States, entitled to the restraints of the Constitu- 
tion and its amendments, the same as are the inhabitants of New 
Mexico or the Districtof Columbia. Every child born in that ter- 
ritory since the exchange of the ratifications of the treaty may 
claim citizenship of the United States. : 

In this Republic there are citizens but no subjects; there are 
Territories but no colonies; and the fundamental organic law does 
zor change in the expansion of its size or the increase of its popu- 

ation. 

The American flag does not represent any political party. It 
does not i Bone the Federal Government nor any department 
thereof. enever by the operation of the treaty-making power 
under the Constitution that flag is raised in new lands and over 
new peoples, it represents the principles of the Declaration of In- 
dependence; eq ty before the law and consent of the governed; 
and the guaranties of the Constitution and its fifteen amendments, 
life, liberty, and property, which is the sovereign will of the 
citizens of the great American Republic. 

In conclusion, I affirm that the right of the Federal Govern- 


INTERNATIONAL LAW. 
vides that the civil and 
e territory in question 


itical status of the in- 
be determinea by Con- 
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ment to acquire and to govern territory is limiteđ; that this 

roposition is in accorđance with the views of the framers of the 

nstitution and the unbroken line of decisions of the Supreme 
Court of the United States from 1793 to 1898. 

That this new doctrine of imperialism—‘‘that the Federal Gov- 
ernment possesses inherent, sovereign rights”—is repugnant to 
the letter and spirit of the Declaration of Independence, the Con- 
te of the United States, and the American form of govern- 
men 

The cardinal . of the Deolaration of Independence are 
equality of man and the consent of the governed. 

The people of the United States ordained the Constitution to 
establish justice, promote the general welfare, and secure the bless- 
pe of liberty to themselves and their ty. 

long as the people defend these charters of liberty, so long 
will their institutions endure. 

In the succeeding epochs of time, there has been a procession 
of civilizations, whose stories we can only read from the ruins 
* have left behind them. 

he imperial banners of Alexander, Cæsar, and Napoleon have 
been flaunted to the four winds of the earth, and anon have been 
trailed in the dust. 

Solons of the t have founded Jp eg kings have granted 
constitutions. eir governments have risen and have fallen, 
The ideas of equality and consent were ignored. 

Two thousand years ago, Caius Sallustius, the eminent Roman 
historian, in writing on the fall of the Roman republic, said: 

When by perseverance and integrity the republic had increased its power; 
when mighty princes had been vanquished; when barbarous tribes and popu- 
lous states had been reduced to — ection; and sea and land alike every. 
where opened to her sway, fortune began to exercise her tyranny and 
tointroduce universal innovation. 

At first the love of money, and then of power, began to prevail, and these 

e, as it were, the source of every evil. Foravarice subverted honesty, 
integrity, and every honorable principle, and in their stead inculcated pride, 
inhumanity, contemptof ponpon, and general veniality. Ambition prompted 
many to become deceitful, to keep one thing concealed in the breast anà 
another — 2 on the tongue; and estimate friendship and enmities not by 


their worth, but according to interest, and carry rather a specious counte- 


nance than an honest heart. These vices advanced but slowly, and were 


sometimes restrained by correction; but afterwards, when their infection 
had spread like pestilence, the state was entirely changed, and the govern- 
ment, from being most equitable, became rapacious and insupportable. 

These words were uttered before the Christian era. Twenty 
centuries of Christian civilization have since elapsed. Are the 
American people so inert, inactive, and indifferent to the memory 
of the parran the hope of the future? Shall the American Re- 
pabio orsake her principles for the greed of imperialism? [Great 
applause. 

Phe MAN. The gentleman from Kansas [Mr. REEDER] 
is ized for ten minutes. 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Chairman and Fellow-Congressmen, we 
have the honor, we have the privilege, and we also have the re- 
sponsibility of belonging to a gress that has a number of very 
great and important questions to discuss and determine. Probably 
no Congress since the sixties has had so many new and important 
questions brought before it as must come before us at this session, 
and it is barely possible that no Congress during this century or 
since the very early years of the century has had more important 
questions to consider and determine. 

There is another peculiarity, gentlemen. It is this: That great 
Power that overrules in the destinies of men has provided that we 
have exactly the same party to object in the consideration of these 
great measures; and it has been equally careful to provide that 
we have exactly the same party to consider and determine what 
shall be done with these great questions as that same Providence 
has provided for such tasks in each Congress for the last past forty 
years. 

I want to say further that there is no man who, with the great 
variety of topins that will come before us, can so carefully con- 
sider each of the questions involved as to discover all that the 
years will disclose as the best that could have been done under 
the circumstances. Nor will we collectively be able to reach such 
conclusion. But we have clearly two duties to perform in these 
matters. We have first the duty of studying carefully the ques- 
tions that come before us. 

Then we have the duty of listening carefully to those who may 
expound these questions, which also carries with it the duty of 
judging the men that discuss these questions, as to their abilit 
in making up their judgments as well as to any outside control- 
ling influence that might bias their judgment in the case being 
considered. 

Owing to the considerable influence of my honored colleague 
from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], I wish to sup a case or two. 
I wish to suppose, first, that our worthy colleague, the gentleman 
from Maine, is a great constitutional lawyer, and I am of the 
opinion that he is. 

I wish also to su pose that the gentleman from Maine is built 
on a plan that is om found among statesmen—that is, that he 
would rather be popular than right, provided he did not have to 
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be too far wrong. Then I wish to go a little further with my 
supposition. I wish to suppose that the gentleman is not only a 
constitutional lawyer, but that by some process or other he has 
discovered that fact himself. 

Now, with all those suppositions, I want a case to occur in this 
House like unto the Roberts case from Utah, and I want the gen 
tleman from Maine to discover that the question at issue in that 
case is in the line of his particular hobby—constitutional law—and 
I want to presume that it shall occur to him some night while he 
is cogitating in his dreams as to how he may become noted and 
famous that here ‘possibly I can get unto myself great honor 
and glory and great popularity if, with my knowledge of consti- 
tutional law, I can come before this House and carry enough of 
the Republican members with me to decide this Roberts matter 
against the wishes of the Republican majority. The Democrats I 
can count safely with me, as can anyone else as against the Repub- 
licans.” This mightbequiteatemptation. The facts are, whether 
these foregoing suppositions and presumptions are true or not, 
these forces lined up just in this way in favor of seating Mr. Rob- 
erts in this Congress, but was not quite strong enough to prevail 
over the will of the Republican majority. 

Now, I want you to suppose that another absolutely new ques- 
tion arises, say, this Puerto Rican question, which again involves 
a great constitutional question. e honorable member from 
Maine, having launched out in this particular line, discovers that 
here is another place where his hobby, his great special endow- 
ment, comes in play, and suppose he should again say to himself: 
**Possibly I can get to myself even ter honors now than I did 
heretofore, and especially as I failed in the first case to the 
Republican majority by storm with my great eloquence and legal 
acumen (and we all concede it a par excellent effort), I may in 
this second case succeed better.” Now, if our suppositions were 
true, would not this be asecond great temptation? Of course 
these are only 8 and we are willing to concede that 
probably he is right in some particulars, but in a good share of his 
conclusions very probably wrong. 

Yet, with all his legal lore—and we must acknowledge that he 
has discovered to us who know little if any of law the fact that 
he is undoubtedly a great lawyer; but with all this sey of his 
legal learning, let me ask my Republican colleagues, he led 
any one of m to believe that we have not a constitutional right 
to make this law as to Puerto Rico or any other law that the 

eat humane yet just judgment of this great nation may deem 
both wise and just? As to the Puerto Ricans, we believe that 
many of the Democrats believe as we do as to the constitutionality 
of this proposed law. 

There are portions of the speech of the gentleman from Maine 
that I believe many men who are not lawyers could answer very 
readily. I suppose the honorable gentleman from Maine and 
others are thinking, Why do you not answer them, then?” I have 
intimated partially the reason I will not undertake to answer his 
argument. I might intimate further. A great many good con- 
stitutional lawyers have talked upon this question upon both 
sides of this House and on both sides of this question, and they 
have discussed the question very learnedly after years of educa- 
tion in this particular line of thought—constitutional law—and 
after very careful study of the particular question in hand. 

My undertaking to discuss with any one or more of these law- 
yers so deep a constitutional question with the few weeks devoted 
to its consideration in connection with other questions as new and 
nearly as intricate, with no previous training in this paruen 
ae would very much resemble Tom McNeil’s Kansas boy’s mis- 

ake. 

Tom is a very bright fellow who lives out in Kansas, and who 
edits the funny end of the best weekly paper in the United States 
the Topeka Mail and Kansas Breeze. He sometimes writes articles 
for that paper which he calls“ Fables brought down to date.” 
He wrote one of those fables three or four months since, which 
read like this: 

There was a certain boy located, I think, in Topeka, the capital 
of our State; he was about 14 years of age anda very bright youth. 
He came into possession of a nice, large, ood-looking dog, and he 
conceived the idea that that dog could lick almost anything of the 
dog kind on earth. Whenever he came to what he regarded a 
proper opportunity he would turn the dog loose to see him lick 
some other dog. One day there was a farmer driving into town, 
and trotting along behind his wagon was a cur, a kind of an 
ornery-looking, undersized brindle cur, with tail and head down, 
rather scraggy looking; and it occurred to the boy, Here is an 
opportunity for my dog to show his prowess.” 

So he turned his dog loose and sicked him onto the measly- 
looking cur. But the brindle dog soon developed qualities that 
the boy had not calculated were in him. While this part of the 

rogramme was going on the old farmer had leisurely tied up his 
ines and climbed down from his wagon, taking his blacksnake whip 
with him. When the boy discovered the tendency of the fight he 
proceeded to try to separate the dogs, and as he did so the old 
farmer took him one with that blacksnake, and said, ‘‘Hold on, 


my son; my dog did not have much to do with the commencement 
of vy fight, but I think he is capable of seeing to its ending all 
ri * 

e moral Mr. McNiel desired the fable to teach is this, that a 
man or boy should be a little judicious as to the job he undertakes 
and his ability to grapple with it. With McNiel’s fable before m 
eyes I shall not attempt such discussion on this floor with so learn 
men as have appeared for each view of the case, but will remark 
in passing-that the discussion thus far has convinced me that we 
have the right to control this island and pass this law if we deem 
it just and wise. 

e goon has been asked here, Who wants this tariff? I 
will tell you who have argued to me in its fayor. Some of the 
members from California, some of whose constituents are citrous 
fruit growers and think they deserve some protection against 
people who have just as good a right to life, liberty, and the pur- 
suit of happiness as they, but who have very much cheaper habits 
of living, and Iam in favor of giving them tariff enough to protect 
them, and for this reason: I believe that those California people are 
as good American citizens as anybody; and if there is anythingin 
connection with any law that will do them an injustice, I want 
to make it right for them. It is also said there are some sugar 
growers in the United States who desire protection, and 1 want to 
say I am in favor of protecting the sugar growers of this country 
as against those of any other 3 

Tam also perfectly willing that all people who come under our 
flag shall have exactly the same advantage as we have, no more 
and no less. And when these people in Puerto Rico shall have 
been educated into the same habits, when they spend as much 
money to clothe and educate their children, when their wives 
wear as good clothes, and it costs these people as much to live as 
it does our people, then I am perfectly willing that they shall 
stand on the same footing as we do in the sale of our products in 
the United States. But I am utterly opposed to putting people 
who do not live as well as we do in competition with our ae 
on 1 4 terms as we enjoy. [Loud applause on the Repub- 

can side. 

I am as obstinate in my determination to do all I can to bring 
the homes of the common people of the United States to the 
highest possible level as the honorable gentleman from Maine 
and some of these Democrats seem to be to preserve the Consti- 
tution and the precedent. As labor- saving machinery increases, I 
desire all of the common people to be benefited by having to work 
a little less, get a little better pay, and spend more time for edu- 
cating themselves and beautifying their homes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

no REEDER. I would like to have my time extended a few 
minutes. 
< Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman desires more time. How much 

ime? 

Mr. REEDER. About ten minutes. 

Mr, CANNON, Lask unanimous consent that the gentleman's 
time may be extended ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks that the 
time of the gentleman from be extended for ten minutes, 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. REEDER. ow, Mr. Chairman, I wish to take another 
view of this question, and I hope and believe a view much more 
in line with the facts than my supposed view. I want to look 
upon this question now as if those who object to the passage of 
this law on constitutional or other grounds object because they 
actually and honestly believe it a bad law, and I want to discuss 
it on the theory that the honorable gentleman from Maine would 
rather be right than be President. The gentleman from Maine is 
said to be a great constitutional lawyer, and hence he constitutes 
one good authority on that side, and he is backed up in his judg- 
ment bynearly the solid Democratic party. But Iam of the opin- 
ion that their judgment is not good. [Laughter.] 

Now, we can not trust the judgment of Democrats in this or any 
other matter laughter]; and I wanttoinsistthatI do not say this to 
produce 7 but because I think it true and that I can prove it 
to you and them. In the first place, they have not had to form a 
ju ent for forty years on any question. [Laughter.] You 
have [addressing the Democrats] simply been in the position that 
you had to oppose what the Republicans had first determined was 
the right on any question. You did not have to determine what 
was right. You simply had to let the other fellows determine 
what was right, and then op it or quit your party. Now, you 
know, Brother Democrats, that this is your history since you and 
I were boys. [Laughter.] 

If you will consider this truth you will readily see that the ten- 
dency of such a position all your lives would not conduce to make 
yours a safe party to judge as to the right or wrong of a subject. 

To prove this indictment, I wish to quote what we on the Re- 
publican side will agree is good authority; and had I thought 
when I left home this morning that I should speak on this ques- 
tion to-day, or in fact any day, I should have brought a ipping 
from one of the Washington daily papers, giving the authority 
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desire to commend to the careful consideration of any Democrat 
who had not considered his y in the rôle of an objector, simply. 
I cut it out to preserve it; it is good Republican reading. 

It will make several Pops scratch their heads out in Kansas if 
their party asks them to vote for a Democrat on a fusion ticket, 
when the sole principle involved is that some other Pop shall have 
Democratic votes for some other office to. The statement 
I refer to was made by Mr. Gorman on February 22, 1900, while 
in the Democratic national committee meeting in this city, when 
said committee had under consideration the date of holding the 
Democratic national convention, and the statement was made 
when Mr. Gorman rose to make his in favor of desecrating 
our national holiday by holding a national convention on that 
day, and in opposition to Mr. Bryan's friends, who desired an 
earlier date. 

Mr. Gorman said let the party in power hold its convention 
first, as it has always done; let it complete its record in Congress 
and put forth its principle in its platform (and then let us meet 
and object). 

His exact words were— 

sas then let us meet both the record and the platform with our indict- 
men 

Can you see it? Indict the whole thing, the right as well as the 
wrong. Is it possible such a suggestion from such a source can 
fall on honest hearts and not create gu ee 

Now, there is another reason why 1 believe I am justified in 
Ba: g you are not safe judges. It is this: You do not live with 
as welleducated people as the Republicans do. [Laughter.] Now, 
I say this not for sport, but because I regard it a „sound 
reason — vou are not so capable as you would be if you were 
surrounded with a more intelligent people [laughter], for asso- 
ciations do make a wonderful difference in a man’s ju ent. 

Nor do I say it to in any ma cast any reflections on your 
pa My acquaintance with them makes me ready to vouch for 

em as a people of very marked and noble characteristics. 

But, as we are trying the capabilities of our witnesses on the 
law and the facts in this case, we must speak of facts, and the 
facts are that in many of your safely Democratic States not over 
50 to 60 per cent can read and write, while in Kansas 96 per cent 
read and write. 

I wish to say that an examination of the per cent of illiteracy 
by the census of 1890 shows that for the whole United States it is 
13.3 per cent. 

United States illiterate population over 10 years of age, census 1390. 


United States 
North Atlantic -. 


South Atlantic.. — 30.9 
North Central. 5.7 
South Central <= 20.7 
Western -- 83 

South 45 
uisiana ..... 45.8 
— 5 a 

ppi 

Iowa 3.0 


These figures fully bear out my assertion, and indicate that it is 
surely admissible if not our duty to kindly jog your minds alon 
this line, because you, as intelligent men in your sections, shoul 
wake to the fact that you owe this great nation not a better or 
more capable, but a better educated, citizenship in your sections. 

Of the people who elect you Democrats to Con , I believe it 
perfectly safe to say at least 25 per cent less and write than 
can read and write of the people who elect the Republicans to 
this House. The table above indicates my estimate is much too 
low. Please look it up, esteemed colleagues, and see if it is not 
true [renewed laughter]; and if this is true, you must concede, 
Brother Democrats, that you are not as good judges, because every- 
body knows that people are of the make-up of their associates to 

uite an extent. As a further proof—for I desire to fully prove 
this point or carry the reasoning to a point that will show it to be 
I am going to relate to you an incident I know to be true 
and follow it with some incidents that could be reasonably ex- 
pected to come from the first and actual occurrence. Several 
years ago I was in Missouri buying apples toshipinto Kansas. I 
came across an old lady there and bought all the apples in her 
orchard, and I stayed there several days having men picking the 
apples and assisting in such picking myself. 

e old lady was as fine an old woman as you ever saw. I do 
not think I ever saw a better. Casually, one day at dinner, [ 
asked her how long she had lived in that section, and she said 
forty-seven years. It was, I think, south of a little town called 
Edgerton,4or5miles. I asked, as we people in the West often do, 
where she came from to this locality, and she said: Right over 
there,” pointing to a house where one of her sons lived, about 300 
yards distant and on the other side of the stables. She informed 


me that she was born there. I found out later that she had been 
down to Edgerton once and had seen the cars once, She was about 


70 yea of age. She could not read, nor could her boys and girls, 
and I want to again say that they were very nice people, because 
I want to tell the truth, and I want to do it, if possible, leaving no 
possible chance for misconception or cause of complaint. 

Now, suppose my very esteemed and eloquent friend from Mis- 
souri, Mr. CHAMP CLARK, were to go to that section to make a 
speech. The old lady is probanly living yet, and I will tell you 
why. She is a very shrewd woman and not apt to be doing any very 
foolish things, and as she has not lived more in the last twenty 
years since I saw her than some of you Democrats have in the last 
six months, hence there is no good reason in her dying yet. 

Laughter.] Now, let us suppose our honored colleague from 

issouri should go there, and we all know that he has a very ele- 

gant way of fretting the air, and he should make one of his usual 
el 5 in that neighborhood, 

a ly, he would go home with the old lady or some of her 
children to stay over night, as it is_a very nice home to visit in, 
and during the eve the old lady would probably say, Mr. 
CLARK, I am id at the way you kin talk, and that we 
should never have hearn of sosmart a man as you before; but then, 
after living here so long and my boys and the old man before he 
died votin’ for him so regularly, yet, do you know, Mr. CLARK, 
I never have heard Mr. Jackson speak in my life, and I never 
heard our noble President, Mr. Cleveland, since he has been Presi- 
dent. I have heard he is making a good President, yet sometimes 
I wonder why they don't elect Mr. Jackson again. e would like 
to vote for him once more for President.” [Laughter.] Mr. 
CLARK would not explain that they had had another candidate 
since Mr, Cleveland for President, because it would require a good 
deal of talk to make the old lady understand. I think you can 
readily see there would probably arise no very great incentive for 
putting more study into that speech before unloading it on an- 
other sympathetic and suffering audience. 

But, now, suppose Mr. CLARK should go out to Kansas or Iowa 
and make the same h and stop with some of his Democratic 
brothers out there. tead of getting that great meed of praise 
he got on his native heath, if he had for lack of care made some 
misstatement, his Democratic sister would say, in the evening 
talks after the meeting, Mr. CLARK, I think you made a mistake 
in zou statement as to one thing to-night, I think if you will 
look up the record you will find it soand so. We Democrats here 
got that impression first and we argued that a little while. But 
the other night, at our debating club, one of our neighbor girls 
read us from the record, and we looked it up after we got home 
and found that we were wrong and the young lady Democrat was 
right; and another thing, you do not reason it out just right. I 
think on this point you ought to reason it out so and so.“ Now, 
brother Democrat, when Mr. CLARK would leave the place in 
Missouri he would not be any better ted, but would simpl 
have an unneeded inducement to be dilatory and careless, whic. 
is the very cause and the very result I am i ty ge dived 
on that you Democrats are not as capable as your ability entitles 
ye to be; but when he left Kansas or Iowa he would know more. 

ot that he would be any prettier or any brighter naturally, but 

aby. yea, probably, he would be better posted, and, further, 
e wo not quite as lazy as he now is. [Laughter on the 
Republican side.] 

ow, there is another reason why you Democrats are not pre- 
pared to judge of this or any question. You are forced to judge 
one way or quit your party. Take a Democrat in Kansas, and 
after he gets straightened up two or three times the first thing 
yon know he becomes a pretty fair judge of what is going on. So 

say to you Democrats, in all candor and with the absolute pu: 
to be fair and just and gentlemanly to you, that I am confident 
there are several Kood reasons why you are not as good judges as 
our ability entitles you to be, and in presenting these reasons I 
ve not said a harmful word of a Democrat, but do insist the 
same conditions would affect a Democrat or Republican either, or 
each, just the same and in just the manner I have indicated; 
m have no sufficient inducement to be studious and thoughtful. 
en are what the opportunities and necessities make them, and 
if they are not forced to use their opportunities they will be lazy, 
and that is all there is to it. 

Mr. JOHNSTON. Give usthe 5 of your story. [Laughter. 

Mr. REEDER. The point is this. I was trying to prove tha 
the circumstances undér which you live do not 3 you capable 
of showing as good judgment as your honesty, manliness, and 
ability entitle this great nation to expect of 1 [Laughter.] 

Here is something that may surprise you Democrats. You can 
scarcely grow a Democrat in Kansas, and to prove this I shall 
shortly be pleased to introduce to the members of this House what 
I regard as a wonderfully bright, conscientious old gentleman 
who is a Democrat from Kansas; but must staté that he had the 
malady before he went there, and sucha disease is like malaria, very 
difficult to eradicate from the system if once thoroughly lodged. 

My father is coming to visit me here soon [laughter], and I 
want to say that out of eleven children he never wel evi p ingetting 
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one Democratic vote, although nine of those children came to 


years 
have of ten said to him, Father, yousimply brought 
e wrong time and in the wrong place to grow Demo- 

crats.” [Laughter.] There is, however, one girl in our family 
who isa Democrat. She is fully as bright as any one in the fam- 
ily, and I have often wondered at her being a Democrat. But I 
have lately concluded, because she has shown a disposition to go 
off with the Spiritualists and is quite a leader in the istian 
Science movement, that probably she is not to blame for being a 
Democrat, but was simply born in the wrong time of the moon. 
[Laughter.] 5 

Now, I want to say to you Republicans that it is not so wonder- 
ful that you are generally on the right side, because you have 
every inducement and every opparin: to be e ese peo- 
ple who are called leaders of the Republican side have had first 
choice as to sides for years. They have had to make an affirma- 
tive. They do not want to be right any more than you do on the 
Democratic side. You want to be right; but you fail in taking a 
right position, because the other fellows generally get the right 
aido and you perforce must take the other. 

pae the hammer fell. ] 

r. REEDER. I would like a couple of minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent for 
two minutes additional. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. REEDER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not expect to talk 
on this subject at all. 

A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). Lou have not. [Laugh- 


ter.] 
What is the Republican 


A MEMBER (on the Democratic side). 
policy on this question? i 
Mr. REED I want tosay just one thingfurther. Suppose 
it is a fact that we have discovered in this Congress the greatest 
leader that ever did lead any party—a leader equal and even su- 
perior in intelligence to all the other and older leaders we have 
ere. Suppose it is true that he is competent to lead us all on 
3 of constitutional law; suppose we are convinced that 
is true—and I want, in all due ig ave to insist, if he is 
nearer right, as he surely would have us believe, on the constitu- 
tional questions involved than is the President and all these law- 
yers who have been leaders here for years and took their choice of 
ground, he is such an intellectual giant as we do not usually run 


of maturi 
us up at 


across, 

Yet I want to say to you gentlemen on the other side, and to Re- 
pees as well, Democrats may talk all they please, but Abraham 

incoln was the wisest leader the Republicans ever had, and we 
can seldom do better than to yet follow him; and one of his wisest 
sayings was—a saying never more true than to-day that when 
yon are crossing a stream it is not wise to swap horses.” Let us, 

ellow-Republicans, be safe by following his very shrewd advice, 
at least in this particular case. [Laughter.] 

ee the hammer fell.] 

. WILSON of Arizona. Mr. Chairman, it had not been my 
purpose to take part in this discussion until long after its begin- 
ning: and even now I shall pass no comment on the legal phases 
of the subject, so ably presented by the ive sides; neither 
shall I attempt to pass judgment on the merit of the bill itself. 

As to whether or not the pending measure is a recurrence to 
that class of legislation bearing on people in American dominion 
and subject to American jurisdiction, and which carries with it 
the harsh burden of taxation without representation, which drove 
the fathers of this great Union into Revolutiona the Crown 
and Parliamentof Great Britain, I am content to leave to what has 
already been so ably said and will be said hereafter on that sub- 
ject. 

My dear sir, I should not now bother this House for a demand 
for time were it not because of the fact that my Territory andits 
conditions, in the course of this debate, have been so gravely mis- 
represented. 8 

The gentleman from Iowa Mr. Lacey] in discussing the pend- 
ing bill, as shown by the rter’s notes and will be in the 
RECORD, called forth and said the following: 

Is my friend from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], the leader of the minor- 
ity side of this Honse—I would be glad to have attention—is my friend 
from Tennessee ready to tax the ple of Tennessee to pay the expenses of 
governing the island of Puerto Rico? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes; as quickly as I would do so in the case of Arizona 
and New Mexico. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; but Arizona and New Mexico pay internal-revenue tax 

isa barren country. Arizona is, perhaps, the most unfortunate o 
all of our 1 so far as her obligations to the hand of nature are con- 
cerned. But Puerto Rico, little Puerto Rico, about the size of the Congres- 
sional district which it is my honor to represent, with 3,600 square miles of 
territory, has a 1 of 1,000,000 people; and in her case we are con- 


fronted with a erent proposition from that of legislating for a futur 
State that is at present 5 populated, or scarcely populated at all. 


This statement imputes to that Territory barrenness to a de 
that divorces it from obligation to Nature's hand; not only that, 
but, by indirection, in that statement lurks a meaning that it is a 
a country—valuless, sparsely populated, scarcely populated 
at all. 


My dear sir, with reference to that Territory, that statement so 
tively made concerning it, and co from a member of 
mgress of ten year's experience, is an exhibition of a lack of 
information concerning it that is absolutely inexcusable, 
It is such a 1 which, if relied on, can not but 
lead to injury, and this I can not permit to pass without challenge. 
Let me give to the gentleman, to the House, and to the country 
only a few facts known to exist concerning that Territory. 
AREA. 


Arizona is a broad land on the sunset side of the continent con- 

taining over 113,000 square miles, with 72,792, 320 acres of land. 
MINERAL CHARACTER AND RESOURCES. 

In it is one of the largest and most bounteous mineral belts the 
eye of man ever beheld. This belt contains all of the precious 
metals and extends from Utah and Nevada on the northwest to 
the Republic of Mexico on the southeast, in extent over 400 miles 
in length and nearly 100 miles in width, covering an area of nearly 

acres. 


30,000,000 
MINERAL DEVELOPMENT. 
This vast mineral belt is growing rapidly in development. Its 
output is increasing every year, so that now the annual output is 
about as follows: 


The sum total in value being near $25,000,000 annually, and yet 
the development has scarcely s ee 
My dear sir, this one vast item of wealth—its output, as it now 


is—to say nothing of its growth, would, in ten years, totalize & 
sufñcient amount of treasure to pay for, at a fair price, a sufficient 
area of tillable land to equal in extent the whole of the State from 


whence the gentleman comes. 
TAXABLE AND TILLABLE LAND. 


But we do not stop with mineral alone. While we have about 
40,000,000 of acres of grazing lands, we have the largest body of 
tillable land in the known world. I have reference now to the 
great Gila and Salt River valleys combined. These lands lie in 
one great arable plain. They are all susceptible to reclamation 
and ee hand, and are greater in extent than the valley 
of the Nile, which fed 60,000,000 of people, and its soil is its equal 
in fertility and power of production. 

To these the hand of the husbandman is already applied, and his 
improvements are growing great. 


CANALS AND LANDS RECLAIMED. 


There are in that Territory 125 miles of irrigation canals already 
excavated and in operation, and this good work is ony just begun. 

Lands in the Salt River Valley alone, in whole and in part, are 
in extent 240,000 acres, and in the whole Territory about 1,000,000 
acres, with 9,000,000 more susceptible of reclamation—a greater 
area, if my memory seryes me properly, than the whole State of 
Iowa combined, 

PROCEEDS OF DOMESTIC PRODUCTS. 

As before said, the yield of these broad acres to him who calls 
on them is ense. While agriculture and kindred industries 
there are in their infancy, so to compare it may not be amiss to 
give a few items of value of domestic products there. 

From the Arizona Citizen, a reliable newspaper in the Territory, 
I take the following: 


Hay sold year, Salt River Valley... eee $700,000 
Fruit sold past year, Salt River Valley z 75, 000 
Cattle and horses sold ye ear, Salt River Valley 800, 000 
Honey sold past year, Salt A SES 80, 000 
Butter and cheese sold past year, Salt River Valley 76,000 
Poultry and eggs sold past year, Salt River Vall 50,000 


These figures are given by an enterprising Republican editor, 
who, I apprehend, will be taken as authority by the gentleman 
from Iowa. 

RAILROAD FACILITIES. 

Through that Territory two trunk lines of railroads pass, and 
in it we have 1,419 miles of completed railroad facilities, with other 
lines in prospect, some of which is being built. 

LAW AND SCHOOL. 

No better code of laws can be found in the Union than in the 
Territory of Arizona. There the law is strongly enforced. Its 
penalty falls heavily upon the heads of its violators, and by its 
virtues life is safe, property rights secure, and the pursuits of 
seas i secured to men there, with no one to make them 


The most perfect election law in the Government is there. The 
Australian ballot in its most improved state is in force there. It 
is so shaped as to so perfectly guard the purity and secrecy of the 
ballot, and to guard imposition and fraud, that election 
contests there are scarcely known. Under its safeguards when 
the majority speaks at the polls all abide, bow, and obey. Can 
any country in this great Union boast of more? 
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SCHOOLS, ETC. 


Not only have we these, but we have an excellent educational 
system, which I apprehend will stand comparison with the best. 

We have there a university well equipped, with dormitory ac- 
commodations attached, which will do credit to any State. 

We have two normal schools, built at a cost of $120,000, with 
strong faculties, highly graded, and of the most improved. They 
are the admiration of all and inferior to none. 

None of you have a finer public school system. We tax our- 
selves and maintain all of these systems. Public schools are in ses- 
sion there in nearly every school district in the Territory from five 
to ten months in the 8 ten—with school property of 
the value $175,000, and high schools, with latest chemical labora- 
tories, graded, and grammar schools are in session all the time in 
ory quarter of the Territory. The fact is, they are excelled no- 
where. 

The unfortunate sufferer whose reason is dethroned is provided 
for also. For such unfortunates an asylum has been built ata 
cost of about $125,000, with a capacity to accommodate 200 patients 
and more, and it is handsomely maintained. : : 

Right here let it be understood that all counties, and the Terri- 
tory as well, have their own public buildings, and they are stron, 
andample. There the Government has none. The Territory an 
the people furnish the Government all buildings it uses, and they 
are commodious. 

Mr. Chairman, I have thus stated but a few facts, meritorious 
existing conditions there, going to real worth and yalue, as a re- 
sponse to the erroneous imputation cast upon that fair land by the 
gentleman who spoke of that about which he certainly knew 
nothing at all. 

And the gentleman said, ‘‘Sparsely populated, or scarcely pop- 
ulated at all.” 

To that remark I must pay some little attention, for it must nec- 
essarily be so misleading as to effect injury unless met. Therefore 
I can not permit it to pass without mention. 

No better answer can be given than to give its population and 
its character. In 1896 each county immigration commissioner was 
required to take a census of his county and report the same to the 
governor as chairman of the State board. 

That duty was performed by each and all, and by that system 
it was found that Arizona had a population of 101,240. This fact 
will be found in the report of the governor for that year. ; 

My dear sir, we not only have a growing, gaining population, 
but an exceedingly intelligent population, exceeded by none in 
any part of the Union, ; 

s is officially stated by Governor Murphy in his very able 
report to the Secretary of the Interior for the year 1898, 95 per 
cent of that population does its own reading and 8 in the 
transaction of its own business affairs, and I know he does not 
overstate it. 

Mr. Chairman, that population is a loyal, God-fearing, liberty- 
loving, American population. No clearer proof of this can be 
found than in the record that brave 73735 have made. $ 

It is fresh in the minds of us all. it has slipped the minds of 
any, then to them let me call attention to the fact that when 
starvation, butchery, murder, and arson were being caused, per- 
petrated, and committed by brutal Spain near our doors, and when 
the strong voice of humane America demanded that these awful 
crimes against humanity should cease, which resulted in the dec- 
laration of war, and which called for American manhood to sus- 
tain that American declaration, Arizona was first to offer her 
services to her country’s cause, first to fill her quota, first to rally 
on the field, first to prepare for the conflict, first to place foot on 
foreign soil, and there first to rush on the frowning arms of a daring 
foe, and there, with death-dealing valor, first to face death witha 
smile. Bones that bleached on San Juan Hill and bodies oe 
home, in addition to the gallant record made under galling A 
tell only too plainly and with pain just how well Arizona remem- 
bered the Maine. 

And these are the ple and this is the country and these are 
the conditions included in the unjust insinuations made by the 
gentleman from Iowa. 

I know the gentleman too well to charge or even believe that 
he would misrepresent my people and my Territory knowingly; 
but he has been misinformed and has borne that misinformation 
into this House, and I have borne witness here that his mind may 
become disabused. 

Mr. Chairman, in conclusion a little comparison may be in 
timely order. If so, allow me to call attention to the fact that 
Iowa was once a Territory. She, as such, sought admission into 
the Union of States, as Arizona has done so long. She was ad- 
mitted, and at the time when she was she had a population of only 
78,819 souls, and with an estimated taxable wealth of but $20,000,- 
000, while Arizona has over 101,000 population, with a tax roll of 
tary gene property at low valuations of the value of $31,473,360, 
with over $60,000,000 of mining and other property, together with 
419 miles of railroad, not on the tax book at 


Sir, it does seem that the great State of Iowa, now majestic as 
a State, a State that after her admission into the Union increased 
her wealth more than eight times in ten years, shou!d reach out 
after and welcome this sun-kissed land, with its present great for- 
tunes in sight, and with its greatest possibilities in its arms, into 
the great Union of States. American fairnesssuggestsit. Ameri- 
can precedent invites and demands it. Will American manhood 
in legislation do it? Will it? Our unbounded faith is, it will. 
[Loud applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing the time of Mr. WILSON 
of Arizona having expired, 

Mr. LACEY said: I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
have time to conclude his remarks. We are all interested in 
Anona and want to hear all the good things that can be said 
of it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand the gentleman wishes only 
ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from Arizona have ten minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WILSON of Arizona then resumed and completed the de- 
livery of the foregoing. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry that our 
friends of the Waysand Means Committee, when they drew this bill, 
did not give it the title of A bill for the 3 relief of Puerto 
Rico,” for that is simply what it is when the metaphysical legal 
cobwebs that have been spun in debate around this measure are 
brushed away. The press, the pulpit, and the people 8 
would then better understand the proposed measure. hy, only 
n one of our good friends in the pulpit of a prominent 

ashington church denounced this bill as an attempt to place 
upon the backs of the poor and suffering inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico a burden as os as that imposed upon the children of Israel 
by the Egyptian Pharaoh. 

I venture the assertion that the reverend gentleman has never 
read this bill through, for if he had he would discover that all the 
revenue raised under the proposed measure revert to and are to 
be used for the government and benefit of Puerto Rico. Allow 
me to read the fourth section of this bill for the benefit of that 
gentleman and the press of the country, who seem to labor under 
the same delusion, and, I may also add, for the benefit of our Dem- 
ocratic friends on the other side of this Chamber, who seem by 
theirremarks to have lost sight of that feature of this bill entirely: 


SEC. 4. That the customs duties collected in Puerto Rico in pursuance of 
this act, less the cost of collecting the same, and the gross amount of all col- 
lections in the United States upon articles of merchandise coming from 
Puerto Rico shall not be covered into the general fund of the Treasury, but 
shall be held as a separate fund, and shail be p! at the disposal of the 
President, to be used for the government and benefit of Puerto Rico until 
otherwise provided by law. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, upon whose shoulders does the burden 
lay? Why, upon the wealthy 1 5 5 planters and coffee raisers of 
Puerto Rico, who, under this bill, axe to pay 25 per cent of the 
duties levied upon like products coming from other countries into 
ours, and all of this 25 per cent is to be returned to the poor, 
struggling, and in some cases almost starving inhabitants of 
Puerto Rico, not one dollar being retained by our Government, 
Now, if, as contended by our Democratic brethren, Puerto Rico is 
already a part of the United States and should enjoy absolute 
free trade, then, of course, our internal-revenue tax laws are in 
force there, as in all other parts of the United States and Terri- 
tories; and would not that be a far greater burden than this bill 


imposes? 

on the other hand, by reason of a coalition of a few dissatis- 
fied Republicans with the solid Democratic party in Congress this 
bill should fail, then the Dany tariff law remains in force and 
the full 100 per cent of tariff duties will be levied upon all prod- 
ucts of Puerto Rico coming into this country. Will that relieve 
the burden from these good people who received our soldiers with 
such demonstrations of welcome and good will? 

Now, I am no lawyer, but only a business man looking at this 
measure from a common-sense point of view, and will not attempt 
to discuss the constitutional points raised against this bill by the 
Democracy, who have raised similar constitutional objections to 
every measure proposed by the Republican party since that party 
came into existence. I am to leave those questions for 
final determination to the Supreme Court, which is in a better 

osition to decide those points than am I or the members of this 


ouse, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re» 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R.8245, and had 
come to no resolution thereon. 
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SECOND REPORT OF BOARD ON GEOGRAPHIC NAMES, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President of the United States; which was read, ordered 
printed, that part relating to the matter of printing referred to 
the Committee on Printing, and that relating to appropriations 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress and with a view to 
its publication in suitable form, if such action is deemed desirable, the second 
report of the United States on Geographic Names, constituted by Ex- 
ecutive order issued on September 4, 1890. 

Your attention is invited to two recommendations of the board: 

First. That, in addition to the number of copies of this report printed for 
the use of Congress, 5,000 copies be printed for the use of the board. 

Second. That to conduct the necessary correspondence, make investi 
nee of pen may rors wa prepare. print, st promptly Pca iy 3 705 e- 
cisions as made, Congress be as) or an annual appropriation o! 4 

WILLIAM MCKINLEY, 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 26, 1900. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles: 

H. R. 4006. An act to authorize the Union Railway Company to 
construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River. 

S. 2925. An act to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Fishing Creek, within the boundary lines of 
Edgecombe County, N. C. 

S. 3003. An act to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the 
Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rap- 
ids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Mississippi 
River,” approved February 27, 1899. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3018. An act for the appointment of an additional United 
States commissioner in the northern judicial district of the Indian 
Territory—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

S. 158. An act granting to the State of North Dakota 30,000 
acres of land to aid in the maintenance of a school of forestry— 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

S. 28. An act toremove the charge of desertion from the mili- 
my 3 of James H. Waters to the Committee on Military 

airs. 


S. 2746. An act to aid certain States to support schools of 
mines—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, , 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. GIBSON, N on account of important business. 

To Mr. LANE, for one week, on account of important business. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ, 

The motion was y ees to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 11 o'clock a. m. to- 
morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
. were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, a copy of a communication relating 
to an additional appropriation for removing snow and ice from 
parks and walks in Washington—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Alexandria Harbor, Louisiana—to the Committes on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Oldmans Creek, New Jersey—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of a project for improvement 
of the Tennessee River between Chattanooga and Riverton—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a statement 
of claims for damages alleged to have been caused by United 
States troops in the war with Pno the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of State, transmitting report of Mr. 
S. J. Barrows, commissioner, on the discussions of the Interna- 


tional Prison Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary, and 
ordered to be printed. 


A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from Gen. George W. Davis, United States Volunteers, military 

overnor, a copy of a petition from citizens of Puerto Rico asking 
for free trade with the United States—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, - 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. DE VRIES, from the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the joint resolu- 
tion of the House (H. J. Res. 170) providing for the acquisition of 
certain lands in the State of California, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 486); which said joint 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. - 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 739) for the relief of the 
estate of George W. Lawrence, reported the same without amend- 
mént, accompanied by a report (No. 433); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5324) for the relief of the em- 
ployees of William M. Jacobs, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 435); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, > 


ADVERSE REPORTS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Com- 
mittee on Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 5617) for the relief of T. T. Ricketts and L. C. Ricketts, of 
Hamilton County, Tenn., reported the same adversely, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 434); which said bill and report were 
ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were 
thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7794) granting a pension to John Canter—Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. - 

A bill (H. R. 4563) for the relief of Forrest E. Andrews, Com- 
pany I, Sixth United States Artillery—Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions discharged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oo following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 8916) to provide for a pub- 
lic building at Natchitoches, La.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 8917) to limit the Ae of 
the word “ conspiracy,” and also the use of ‘‘restraining orders 
and injunctions” as applied to disputes between employers and em- 
ployees in the District of Columbia and Territories, or engaged 
in commerce between the several States, District of Columbia, 
and Territories, and with foreign nations—to the Committee on 
the J RE 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8918) to prescribe 
the number of chaplains in the Regular and Volunteer ary and 
to fix their pay and allowances—to the Committee on Military 
irs, 


a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8919) to provide for a road from Corinth, 
Miss., through Shiloh National Military Park and to the Shiloh 
National Cemetery, at Pittsburg Landing, in the State of Tennes- 
see—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8920) providing for the pur- 
chase of land for the enlargement of the site of the post-office and 
custom-house building in the city of Toledo, State of Ohio—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 8921) to authorize the But- 
ters Lumber Company to construct and maintain a bridge across 
the Lumber River between the town of Boardman and the town 
of Fair Bluff, in Columbus County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 
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By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. R. 8922) for the erection of a 
public building at the city of Yonkers, N. Y.—to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 8923) to revise and codify the laws 
relating to the Post-Office Department and postal service, and to 
amend the same, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 8924) to regulate electrical 
g in the District of Columbia - to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 8925) to authorize the detail of an 
officer of the retired list of the Army as e brat of the 
District of Columbia Militia—tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 8956) to amend section 24 of 
an act entitled ‘‘Anact to create the California Débris Commis- 
sion and regulate hydraulic mining in the State of California 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr, BULL: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 188) authorizing 
the tary of the Navy to cause to be struck bronze medals 
cemmemorating the naval battle of Santiago and to distribute 
such medals to the officers and men of the ships of the North At- 
lantic Squadron of the United States—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. ROBERTS: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res, 22) 
pes for the printing of certain matter by the Bureau of 

thnology—to the 8 on Printing. 

Also, à concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 23) dee for the 

rinting of certain matter by the Bureau of Ethnology- to the 

mmittee on Printing. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A resolution (H. Res. 163) providing for 
the payment of elevator conductors—to the Committee on Ac- 
counts. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A resolution of the assembly of Mary- 
land, for the passage of a bill to reimburse and indemnify the 
mayor and councilmen of Frederick city—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A resolution of the legislature of Massachu- 
setts, relative to a system of docks at Boston to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8926) granting a pension to 
. W. er aR ae Committee on laa Panaon k 

so, a bill (H. R. ting a pension to Josep nnett— 
to the Committee on Tuvalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 8928) for the relief of 
Marie Eliza Payne, of the parish of Nachitoches, La.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 8929) granting a pension to 
Lovina J. Reeves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 8930) for the relief of the 
trustees of Washington College, in the State of Tennessee—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8931) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Joel Branbien, late of the United States Navy, and now of 
Cripple Creek, Colo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8932) to cor- 
rect the military record of Sanford H. Platt—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R.8933) to remove the charge of desertion stand - 
or — the name of Henry B. Mackey—to the Committee on 

1 ‘airs. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 8934) for the re- 
lief Xa Daniel Cherry, of Henry County, .—to the Committee 
on Claims, 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 8935) grant- 
ing a penson to Mrs. Nancy J. Foster—to the Committee on In- 

id Pensions, 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8936) for the relief of Hugh 
Chambers—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 8937) for the relief of John W. 
Wilson, Chatham County, Ga.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 8938) to remove charge of deser- 
tion from military record of AlonzoMcKenzie—to the Committee 


on 8 

By Mr. RCER: A bill (H. R. 8939) relinquishing the title of 
the United States to Genevieve Laighton to certain lands in the 
State of Arkansas—to the Committee on Public Lands. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 8940) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Hugh T. Reed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VILLE: A bill (H. R. 8941) granting a pension to 
Capt. John J. Adams, of Crawford, Nebr.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 
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By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 8042) granting an increase of 
pension to Michael Howlett—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

Also, a bill 15 R. 8943) to complete the record of Gottlob A. 
Engel, second lieutentant, Seventh New York Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8944) granting an increase of pension to 
Anna F. Rhoades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STARK: A bill (H. R. 8945) granting an increase of 
pension to William G. Winslow, of Friend, Nebr.—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TALBERT: A bill (H. R. 8946) to pay to J. P. Ouzts 
$209.50 for services as deputy collector internal revenue for dis- 
trict of South Carolina—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 8947) for the 
relief of the estate of James A. Snydam, deceased, late of Craven 
County, N. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 8948) for the 
benefit of Susan V. Brindley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 8949) for the 
relief of Louisa C. Germain, of Meridian, Miss.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 8950) granting a pension to 
Samuel J. 5 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSTON: A bill (H. R. 8951) granting a pension to 
John tats the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOVERING: A bill (H. R. 8952) providing that section 
4716, Revised Statutes, shall not be construed to apply to Union 
soldiers who, while prisoners of war, in 1864, were set to work, 
under guard, by the Confederate authorities in the engineer de- 

artment iron works at Savannah, Ga.—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 8953) to increase the pension 
of John A. Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid ons. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 8954) granting a pension to 
Henry F. Tower—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8955) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry A. Jackson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of J. Julio Henna and other del- 
egates, representing the people of Puerto Rico, in relation to the 
government and the interests of Puerto Rico—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Resolution of Local Union No. 4, Washing- 
ton (D. C,) International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, in favor of 
the o of House bill No. 6872, to print the label of the Allied 
Printing es on all publications of the Government—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Also, memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for legislation to build up the merchant 
marine of the United States—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Minnesota National Park and Forest Re- 
serve Association, urging the passage of a certain bill for the 
establishment of a national park at the head waters of the Mis- 
1 in the State of Minnesota - to the Committee on the Public 

ands, 


Also, resolution of the Philadelphia (Pa.) Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 887, in the interest of manufac- 
turing and commercial industries—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: Petition of William J. Lamb 
and other citizens of Corinth, „for the completion of a na- 
tional road from Corinth to Pittsburg Landing, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of E. A. Lamper, of Lamar; M. 
Hamllick, of Hugo; Thomas Roberts, of Cochetopa; E. M. Am- 
mons, of Littleton; N. B. Kent, of Le Jara; A. E. Reynolds and 
O. B. Rhodes, of Denver; A. W. MacLeod, of Del Norte; A. Shel- 
labarger, of Moffat; W. A. Towers, of Prowers; T. M. Johnson, 
of Farmington; stock 3 by of Saguache and Gunnison coun- 
ties, and citizens of Weld County, State of Colorado, favoring 
e distribution of vaceine to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: Petition of Mrs. Marie E. Payne, of 
Natchitoches, La., praying reference of war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolution of the Cincinnati Chamber 
of Commerce, favoring the of House bill No. 887, for the 
promotion of exhibits in the Philadelphia museums—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of the Omaha (Nebr.) Central 
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Labor Union, in favor of the Government building reservoirs for 
flood waters to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, wane to accompany House bill No. 6095, to t a pen- 
sion to William T. Hutton to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of Manuel F. Juncas 
and other delegates of citizens of Puerto Rico, in relation to the 
affairs of that island, its government and trade to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Protest of the G. H. Hammond Company, 
of Hammond, Ind., sgeine: increasing the tax on oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of R. M. Totten and sundry retail druggists of 
Pittsburg, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc.— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Importers and Grocers’ Exchange of 
Philadelphia, with reference to the bill for the encouragement of 
the American merehant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of W. C. Amsden, of Garner, 
Iowa, president of the Hancock County Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion; C. B. Atzen and other citizens of Thor, Iowa; druggists and 
citizens of Gowrie, Iowa, for the re of the stamp tax on medi- 
eines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of J. S. Hutchins and others, of 
White Creek, N. V., for a law subjecting food and dairy products 
to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are im- 
ported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. FOSS: Petitions of R. W. Allen, A. Daigger, W. H. 
Stroffregen and other druggists of Chicago, III., relating to the 
stamp act on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of W. F. Niemann and others, of Chicago, III., in 
favor of the passage of House bill No. 4851—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office und Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of the Gommercial Club of 
Sturgis, S. Dak., opposing legislation for the 2 of the public 
lands lying west of the ninety-ninth meridian, and urging that 
they be reserved in the interest of agriculture—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Local Union No. 4, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., International Union of Bookbinders, favoring the 
ee of House bill No. 6872, to print the label of the Allied 

inting Trades on all publications of the Government—to the 
Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Hugh Henry and 15 other citizens 
of Chester, Vt., for the passage of House bill No. 1144, relating to 
the prevention of cruelty to animals in the Districtof Columbia— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Cigar Makers’ Local 
Union of Hartford, Conn., remonstrating against free trade with 
our new possessions—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., for the improvement of New Haven Harbor—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers und Harbors. 

By Mr. JONES of eee dary Petition of James Taylor and 
other citizens of Mayview, Wash., favoring the passage of Senate 
bill 1439, amending the interstate-commerce law—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. - 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of J. G. Thayer and 14 other citizens 
of Blakesburg, Iowa, in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 172, of Foster. Iowa, United 
Mine Workers of America, favoring the passage of House bill 
No, 6882, relating to hours of labor on public works, and House 
bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor against prison labor 
to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of W. E. Grove and others, of 
Dekalb, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Petitions of C. H. Draper and Jones 
Brothers, of Wells, Minn., and C. R. J. Kitlam and others, of 
Heron Lake, Minn., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, letter of Dr. H. B. Sweetser and Dr. F. S. Knights, as 
president and secretary of the Hennepin County Medical Associa- 
tion, of Minnesota, against the passage of Senate bill No. 34, pro- 
hibiting vivisection—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, letter of Mrs. Lydia P. Williams, president, and other 
officers of the Minnesota State Federation of Women’s Clubs, 
favoring the passage of a certain bill for the establishment of a 
nation per at the head waters of the grea i River, in the 
State of Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MANN: Papers to accompany House bill No. 527, for 
a relief of Mrs. Lucy D. Young—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 


Also, resolutions of the Quincy Freight Bureau, of Quincy, Ill., 


urging the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, relative toamendments 
to the interstate-commerce law—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of T. H. Patterson and others, and F. J. Schmidt 
and others, of Chicago, III., druggists, relating to the stamp tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

, resolutions of the Chicago Federation of Labor, protestin 
against the passage of House bill No. 5067, concerning the board- 
mea vessels—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and 

eries. 

Also, petition of Local Union No. 9, International Brotherhood 
of Electrical Workers of Chicago, praying for the passage of a bill 
to press free labor from prison competition—to the Committee 
on r, 

Also, petition of Northwestern Fertilizing Company of Chicago, 
III., asking that Congress establish a national standards bureau 
in connection with the Office of Standard Weights and Measures 
for the verification of chemical measuring apparatus and for 
namping the same—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


easures, 

Also, petition of Glaser, Kohn & Co., of Chicago, III., favoring 
the passage of the Russell bill relating to the tax on alcohol used 
in the arts or in any medicinal compound—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

s0, pa to accompany House bill to correct the military 
record of Hugh T. Reed to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MUDD: Petition of John Shadrick, of St. Mary 
County, Md., praying reference of his war claim to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, favoring the passage of House bill No. 887, 
for the promotion of exhibitsin the Philadelphia museums—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Boston No. 264, Machinists and 
employees of Charlestown (Mass.) Navy- Yard, for the construc- 
tion of gunboats and cruisers in the several navy-yards of the 
Government—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber of Commerce, 
relative to coast artillery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Machinists’ Union, No. 
261, for 1 to grant certain employees of the Government 
me usual leave of absence with pay—to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of citizens of Indianapolis, Ind., 
relating to leave of absence for employees of the Bureau of Ani- 
mal Industry outside of the District of Columbia—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of James D. Brayton and other citizens of Bassett, 
Nebr., in support of House bill No. 8478, for increase of pension 
to Celia A. Jeffers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Memorial of the Illinois State Society of 
Arizona, for the admission of the Territory of Arizona to state- 
hood—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Resolution of the Board 
of Railroad Commissioners of South Carolina, favoring the passage 
of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the act to regulate commerce— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of C. A. Slothower, druggist, of 
Harrisburg, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, penson of J. S. Risser and other citizens of Lebanon 
County, Pa., praying for the eye, of the Grout bill making oleo- 
margarine in original packages subject to provisions of the inter- 
state-commerce laws—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

es Mr. RUSSELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of New Haven, Conn., for the improvement of Quinipiac, West, 
and Mill rivers, and the upper es of New Haven Harbor—to 
the Committee on Rivers and bors. 

Also, petition of David P. Chabot, H. O. Williams, and other 
citizens of Connecticut, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, 
3 and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 


Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of New Haven, 
Conn., in favor of the laying of competing cable lines to Cuba— 


to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 
to 


By Mr. SHERMAN: Letter of Allen B. Murray, with reference 

e organization of acting assistant surgeons, United States 

Army, of the Spanish-American war—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


By Mr.SPRAGUE: Resolutions of the Boston (Mass.) Chamber 
of Commerce, favoring increase in the coast defenses—to the Com- 
mittee on ne 

By Mr. STARK: Petitions of W. S. Lynds and 41 other residents 
of Seward County, Nebr.; H. G. Wilcox, of Wahoo, Nebr., and 
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and 74 citizens of Saunders County, Nebr., to enact in the con- 
stitution of Hawaii laws ronan the importation, manu- 
facture, and sale of intoxicating liquors and opium, and prohibit- 
ing gaming—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SULZER: Memorial of the National Park and Forest 
Reserve Association, American Public Health Association, Min- 
nesota State Federation of Women’s Clubs, and others, in favor of 
the proposed national park in northern Minnesota—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petitions of various creamery butter makers 
of the Seventh Congressional district of Michigan, and the South 
St. Paul Live Stock Exchange, relative to the bill imposing a tax 
on oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, memorial of the Minnesota National Park and Forest Re- 
serve Association and others, urging the establishment of a na- 
tional park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Pub- 


lic Lands. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Philadelphia 
Grocers and Importers’ Exchange, urging the passage of the bill 
for the encouragement of the American merchant marine—to the 
Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Union Labor League, praying for the pas- 
sage of a bill to protect free labor from prison competition—to the 
Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of the council of the American Society of Me- 
chanical Engineers, urging certain improvements to increase the 
riya of the United States Patent Office—to the Committee on 

tents. 

Also, petition of Frank H. Fleer & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., re- 
lating to regulations for the use of alcohol in the arts and medical 
compounds—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, communication of T. A. Wood, grand commander Indian 
War Veterans of the North Pacific Coast, Portland, Oreg., urging 
the passage of House bill No. 53, granting pensions to the sur- 
vivors of the Indian wars of 1832 to 1842, inclusive—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Also, petition of the oe Leaf Tobacco Board of Trade, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 7935, relating to the payment of 
duties on imported tobacco, on its weight at the date of with- 
Sreya from bonded warehouses—to the Committee on Waysand 

eans, - 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, February 27, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. FAIRBANKS, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Journal 
will stand approved. 

ADDITIONAL FORCE IN LAND OFFICE, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate 
of appropriation for inclusion in the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill for additional force in the office of the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office for the fiscal year 1901, 
aggregating $5,300; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
1 to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROwWNIxd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
with an amendment the bill (S. 2354) enlarging the powers of 
the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 2925) to authorize Frank Hitch to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across Fishing Creek within the boundary lines of 
Edgecombe County, N. C.; 

A bill (S. 8003) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
the Grand Rapids Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand 
Rapids, Minn., to construct a dam and bridge across the Missis- 
sippi River,” approved February 27, 1899; and 

A bill (H. R. 4006) to authorize the Union Railway Company 
= construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela 

ver. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. QUARLES presented a petition of the Wisconsin Cheese 
Makers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


regulate the sale and manufacture of oleomargarine; which was 


‘orestry. 


referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 


He also presented a petition of Lucius Fairchild Post, No. 11, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Madison, Wis., praying for the 
enactment of legislation giving preference to veterans in Govern- 
ment employ; which was referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also presented a petition of the Federated Trades Council 
of Milwaukee, . for the enactment of legislation to 
provide specific qualifications of skill and experience on the A oy 
of all men engaged as seamen and firemen on the Great Lakes; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry physicians and sur- 
geons of Omaha, Nebr., praying for the employment of women 
nurses in the military hospitals of the Army; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Ewing, New- 
port, and North Platte, all in the State of Nebraska, praying for 
a continuance of the distribution of blackleg vaccine by the De- 
partment of Agriculture; which were referred- to the Committee 
on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. KYLE ee a petition of the board of county commis- 
sioners of Walworth County, S. Dak., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to confer upon the Federal courts exclusive juris- 
diction in certain criminal cases originating on Indian reserva- 
tions; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 153, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., remon- 
strating against the enactment of legislation to establish free trade 
in cigars between the United States and Puerto Rico; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. DANIEL presented a petition of the Business Men’s Associ- 
ation of Newport News, Va., praying for the passage of the so- 
called Shippo bill; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of 
Pottstown, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation granting 
an increase of salary to letter carriers; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No. 215, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Lo rt, Ind., praying 
that all the remaining public lands be held for the benefit of the 
18 5 people; etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 54, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Evansville, Ind., remonstratin 
against the enactment of legislation to admit into the United 
States any products of Puerto Rico free of duty; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 31, Journeymen 
Tailors’ Union, of Terre Haute, Ind., and a petition of Finishers’ 
Union No. 96, Amalgamated Woodworkers’ International Union, 
of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
limit the hours of daily service of la upon public works of 
the United States, and also to protect free labor from prison com- 

pra which were referred to the Committee on Education and 

abor. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Trenton, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 3 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No, 13, Amal 
mated Sheet Metal Workers, of Ridgewood, N. J., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to limit the hours of daily service on pub- 
lic works of the United States, and also to protect free labor from 
prison ih mre which was referred to the Committee on Edu- 
cation and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 20, United 
Brotherhood of Seek e and Joiners, of Camden, N. J., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to limit the hours of daily service 
of laborers, workmen, and mechanics employed upon the public 
works of the United States, to protect free labor from prison com- 
petition, and that grants to the publie lands be given to no person 
except to actual settlers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Federation of Labor 
of Springfield, III., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the pay of letter carriers; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
III., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the inter- 
stute-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 118, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union of Peoria, III., remonstrating against 
the reduction of the tariff on cigars imported from Puerto Rico; 
which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Puerto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 321, United 
Mine Workers, of Ridgely; of Local Union No. 373, United Mine 
Workers, of Bryant; of Local Union No. 10, United Brotherhood 
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of Carpenters and Joiners, of Chicago, and of Local Union No. 
565, United Mine Workers, of Equality, all in the State of Illinois, 
raying for the enactment of legislation to limit the hours of 
dall service of laborers, etc., upon public works of the United 
States, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; 
which were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
He also presented a petition of the National Board of Trade, of 
Boston, Mass., praying for the construction of additional cables 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2526) granting a 3 to Margarethe Bomke, reported 


it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 488) granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 

A bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B, 


between the United States and Cuba; which was referred to the | Lutes 


Committee on Relations with Cuba. 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the congregation of 
the South Platte Congregational Church, of Hall County, Nebr., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to limit absolute divorce 
in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a a of the congregation of the South 
Platte Con tional Church, of Nebraska, praying for the enact- 
ment of a Sunday-rest law for the District of Columbia and the 
Territories; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 5 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the South 
Platte Con ational Church, of Neb praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to prohibit the sale of liquors in Army and 
Navy canteens, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 


e also presented petitions of sundry physicians and surgeons | th 


of Omaha, and of sundry nurses and officers of hospitals of Omaha, 
allin the State of Nebraska, praying for the employment of women 
nurses in the military hospitals of the Army; which were referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HOAR presented a memorial of the South St. Paul Live 
Stock Exchange, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion providing that a tax be placed on the manufacture and sale 
of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Philadelphia Section of 
the American Chemical Society, praying for the establishment of 
a national standard bureau; which was referred to the Committee 
on Mines and Mining. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Edward A. 
Parmalee; 

A bill (H. R. 1979) granting a pension to Sophronia Bailey; and 

A bill (H. R. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
H. Warren. À 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

4 A bill (S. 751) granting an increase of pension to Matthew T. 
ones; 

A bill (H. R. 2749) granting a pension to Susan Garrison; and 
aon A (H. R. 5156) granting an increase of pension to Frances 

Kirby. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Pen- 
sions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 831) grenpe an increase 
of pension to T. J. Owens, of Blue Mound, ., to submit an 
adverse report thereon and to move its indefinite postponement, 
for the reason that the ex-soldier has recently died. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am also directed by the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1257) granting a pen- 
sion to Robert W. Oliver, tosubmit an adverse report thereonand 
to move its indefinite postponement for the same reason, the bene- 
ficiary under the bill being dead. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Perisions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2728) ting a pension to Fritz Meyer, 
submitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. QU. , from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
McCune; and 

A bill (H. R. 6575) granting a pension to Matilda G. Higbee. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2159) granting an increase of pension to 
Ernst Pitschner, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Pennington, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 
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utes; 
A bill (H. R. 2599) granting pension to Philip Yoe; and 
: a (H. R. 5440) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
ew 
Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submi reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 4416) to increase the pension of Henry Geesen; and 
A bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J, 


vis. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 854) ting an increase of pension to 
John J. McCormick, repor it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to Albert Ham- 
mer, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 
Mr. KXLE. I move that the bill (S. 843) granting a pension to 
Albert Hammer, being Order of Business 301 on the Calendar, be 
postponed indefinitely, and that the House bill just reported by 
me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Calendar. 

The motion was to. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to William 
J. ee reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

Sy bill (i 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- 

e, jr.; an 
5 bill (H. R. 825) granting an increase of pension to Fannie H. 

iggin. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 2552) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Elizabeth Overby Williams, reported it with amendments, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2855) to correct the naval record of John 
Lindsay, reported it without amendment. 

Mr. EY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 3072) to increase the pension of William 
W. Wharton, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 3071) granting an increase of pension to John F. Nel- 
son, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to Zadok C. 
Perkins; and 

A bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane. 

Mr. PRITCHARD, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to James M. 
oe: reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted re thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pension to Harvey Grant; 

A bill (H. R. 5509) granting a pension to Malinda Jones; and 

A bill (H. R. 5710) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Jerome. 

Mr. FRYE, from the Committee on Commerce, submitted a re- 
port to accompany the bill (S. 727) to promote the commerce and 
increase the foreign trade of the United States, and to provide 
auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Government use 
when necessary, heretofore reported by him. 

WOMAN SUFFRAGE HEARING, 

Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to report from the Select Committee 
on Woman Suffrage the notes of a hearing before that committee, 
with a resolution for 2 5,000 copies, and I ask for the 
present consideration of the resolution. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That 5,000 Sy of the hearing before the United States Senate 
Committee on Woman Suffrage, held in the Marble Room of the United 
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States Senate on the 13th day of February, 1900, be printed for the use of the 
Senate. 


The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if that includes the 
hearings on both sides? 

Mr. DANIEL. It does. 

The PRESIDENT wo tempore. The papers referred to are the 
papers sent to the desk by the Senator? 

Ar. DANIEL. Yes, sir. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER, 


Mr. DANIEL, from the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, 
reported the following resolution; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

esl ved, That the stenographer gt I to 9 the 1 held and 
uffrage 


R 
to be held by the Select Committee on Woman be paid from the 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


THE SHIPPING BILL AND REPORT. 


Mr. HANNA, from the Committee on Commerce, reported the 
following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That there be printed of Senate bill No. 727 and of the report 


thereon 1,000 copies each for the use of the Senate and 1,000 copies each for 
the Committee on Commerce. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALLISON introduced a bill (S. 3337) granting an increase 
of pension to Buren R. Sherman; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3338) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Morton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3339) for the relief of Leonard 
Wilson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3340) for the relief of Allis Averill; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3341) granting an increase 
of pension to Jane E. Wox; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3342) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel Dornon; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (8. 3343) granting an increase 
of ion to Keziah Fausler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3344) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William G. Stone; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3345) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Thomas L. Sims; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3346) granting a pen- 
sion to Elizabeth Harris; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8347) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Richmond, in 
the State of Indiana; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3348) to prora for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Elkhart, in the 
State of Indiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 8349) to amend an act entitled 
An act granting tothe Eastern Nebraska and Gulf Railway Com- 
pany right of way through the Omaha and Winnebago Indian 
reservations, in the State of Nebraska,” by extending the time for 
the construction of said railway; which was meat twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3350) granting a pension to 
Lizzie H. McDaniel; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 3351) granting a pension 
to Jim Lang; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
e rs, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. introduced a bill (S. 3352) granting a pension to 
Sarah Kersey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 8353) to establish a fish- 
hatching and fish station in the State of Indiana; which was read 
twice 5 its title, and referred to the Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3354) amending the act 
of August 15, 1894, entitled An act making appropriations for 
current and contingent expenses of the Indian nt and 
fulfilling treaties and stipulations with various Indian tribes for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other purposes;” 


which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3355) for the relief of Benjamin 
Longpre; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SEW ELL introduced a bill (S. 3856) granting a pension to 

J. Quinn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3357) granting a pension to Sarah 
S. Willis; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panyin papera referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FOS introduced a bill (S. 8358) for the relief of A. Fran- 
cis Learned; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3359) for the 
relief of the heirs of John Freeland, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3360) to extend the 
time for the completion of a bridge across the Missouri River; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce, 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3361) providing for the pur- 
chase of lots 75 and 76, with the building thereon, in square 624, 
in the District of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. FORAKER introduced a bill (S. 3362) eao ps a pension 
to Isaac Neer; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3363) granting a pension to 
Ella G. Morganthaler; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3364) for the relief of Susan 
Murphy Nelson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
8 per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. NER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 95) author - 
izing the appointment of a commission to investigate and report 
upon the principal colleges of commerce of Europe, their methods 
and results, with a view to promoting an increase of our foreign 
commerce; which wasread twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


SALARY OF CONSUL-GENERAL AT FRANKFORT. 


Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the consul-general at Frankfort from $3,000 to $4,000, 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on For- 
eign Relations, and ordered to be printed. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. THURSTON submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contin- 
gent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and is hereby, author- 


ized to employ a 5 to report hearings before said co: ittee, the 
expense of the same to be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate. 


RESOLUTION PASSED OVER, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a resolution coming over under unanimous consent. 

The SECRETARY. A resolution by Mr. ALLEN providing for a 
special committee to make a thorough and complete investigation 
of all dealings and transactions between the Secre of the Joe 
ury or the Treasury Department and the National City Bank and 
the Hanover National Bank of New York. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair also lays before the 
Senate another resolution coming over by agreement from a 
former day. 

The SECRETARY. Also a resolution submitted by Mr. ALLEN 
extending the sympathy of the United States to the people of the 
South African ublic in their heroic struggle for liberty and 


popalar eee 

r. EN. Let those resolutions be passed over under the 
same arrangement to such time as the Senator from Wisconsin 
(Mr. SPOONER) may return. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
asks unanimous consent that these resolutions may lie on the table 
subject to his call. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY]. 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, I understand that the junior 
Senator from New York [Mr. Depew] has given notice that he 
wishes to make an address on the Philippine question this morn- 
ing. Iam willing to give way to him, and I ask that the resolu- 
tion in the Quay matter may be laid over until he finishes his 
address. Iam willing to give him precedence, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
asks unanimous consent that the resolution relating to the Sena- 
torial seat from Pennsylvania lie over until the Senator from 
New York has completed his speech. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. HOAR. Will that involve taking up the Quay matter 
to-day, probably? 

Mr. TURLEY. If the Senator from New York finishes his 
1 in time, then I am willing to go on and conclude mine. 

he does not, I can conclude mine to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I suppose the Senator from Tennessee would 
hardly e t to go on after 2 o’clock to-day. 

Mr. TURLEY. No, sir. Iam perfectly willing for this mat- 
ter to go over until to-morrow morning, and then to finish my 

h to-morrow morning, if it suits the Senate better. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire myself to address the Senate very briefly 
on the statement of one point in the Quay matter, and after my 
honorable friend from Tennessee has concluded, whenever that 
shall be. It would be just as well to let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TURLEY. Sup we now let it go over until the Sena- 
tor from New York finishes his speech; and then if there is time 
for me to complete mine before 2 o'clock, I can do it. If not, we 
can then pass it over until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. But the Senator from New York expects to take 
about an hour, and that will be almost until 2 o'clock, I think we 
should let it go over until to-morrow. 

Mr. TURLEY. Well; all right. 

Mr. PENROSE. I suggest that the Senator from New York 
roceed; and if, after the conclusion of his remarks, we find we 
ave time, we can then go on with the Pennsylvania case, 

Mr. TURLEY. Either way suits me. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The request of the Senator 
from Tennessee that the Senatorial resolution go over until the 
completion of the speech of the Senator from New York was an- 
nounced as agreed to. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President, I desire to express my acknowl- 
edgments to the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY] for the 
courtesy by which he permits me to go on at the present time. 

In the wide range which has been given to the discussion of the 
Philippine subject, many questions have been raised which, in my 
judgment, have been settled by events. They embrace our right 
to govern the Philippines, to stay there, the existence of a de facto 
Philippine government, alleged understandings from our Govern- 
ment to the Filipino government for a recognition of its independ- 
ence, the title of the United States to the archipelago, the power 
of the United States to subdue insurrection within the islands or 
to impose its laws upon their people, and the power, under the Con- 
stitution, for the United States to acquire territories and to govern 
them, except under the familiar Territorial form, with the under- 
standing that at the proper time they shall be admitted as States. 

Most of these questions are purely academic. There are well- 
meaning and honest people who gather every year in London, and 
did last year in Boston, to protest against the beheading of Charles 
the First. But Charles the First was beheaded two hundred and 
fifty yearsago. By his death the chains which bound a free people 
were broken. Cromwell, with all his mistakes, all his errors, and 
all the injustice which can be charged against him, created that 
reign of individual ju ent and conscience which has evoluted 
into civil and rengoa liberty, which has created the commercial 

irit of the English-speaking peoples, which has made them ex- 
plorers, travelers, masters upon the sea and land, as settlers and 
colonizers, and has carried, with their influence, self-government 
and representative institutions all over the world. It is still an 
academic discussion whether President Lincoln had the right to 
coerce a sovereign State, but the exercise of that right saved and 
re-created this Republic and has made it the foremost power of 
the world. There are constitutional lawyers and writers upon 
public questions who still discuss the power of Abraham Lincoln 
to issue the Emancipation Proclamation, but he did issue it, slavery 
was abolished, and the blessings of the act are enjoyed by owner 
and bondman equally, by the free States, and by those that were 
once known as the slave States. 

We are in the Philippines; we are there to stay by 5 and 
by treaty rights. All which precedes the ratification of the treaty 
by the Senate of the United States is an academic question. Still 
the presentation of this ancient history, for the rapid progress of 
events makes history ily ancient, has occupied so much of 
the time of the Senate that it is well briefly to review the situation. 

I have heard no one dispute the righteousness of our war with 
Spain. The contention is that, it having been undertaken with the 
avowed purpose, and that only, of freeing Cuba from intolerable 
oppression, the forces of the United States should have been con- 
centrated in and about the Island and when the Spaniards were 
lled our country should have confined its efforts to the estab- 

ent of Cuban independence. The most merciful way to pros- 


ecute war, the surest method of speedily 5 is to 


strike the enemy wherever he may be weak and vulnerable. To 
have tted Spain ports for her fleet and freedom of the seas 
and the ability to concentrate all her efforts in Cuba would have 
been the madness of sentiment and criminal folly. By capturing 
Puerto Rico weclosed the harbors where fleets of Spain could goout- 
sideof Cubaandcut off hersourcesof supply. Bythreatening with 
a flying squadron the coasts of Spain we kept troops within her 
home fortifications and ships within her own harbors. The wisest 
of the many wise orders issued during the war was that to Admi- 
ral Dewey when at Hongkong: “ Find the Spanish fleet and destroy 
it.” The destruction of that fleet ended the power of Spainin the 
Pacific Ocean. By the destruction of that fleet and the landi 
of our troops and the surrender of Manila the United States 

as a conqueror upon theenemy’s soil. When the Spanish flag went 
down from the citadel and the American flag flew from its flag- 
staff, the three hundred years of Spanish dominion ended and the 
American occupation began. At this point we hear of the alleged 
Filipino republic and the alleged assault upon it by the United 
States. That Dewey, that Merritt, that Anderson used the natives 
for the purpose of fighting tae no one denies. It was within 
the discretion of the commanding generals to utilize the enemies 
of Spain in such manner as in their judgment would best cripple 
the enemy. When Dewey, before sailing from Hongkong, sent 
the commander of the Petrel to inaldo to secure his services, 
Aguinaldo refused, saying that he sold out, had taken Spain's 
money and was under obligation not to fight her any more; and 
it was not until after the battle of Manila that he concluded to go 
back on his bargain. 

I think it will be admitted that there was in the far east no one 
who could bind our Government to treaty obligations, There has 
been read here a mass of serenade speeches and banquet addresses 
and letters from consular agents of this country in China and 
the Philippines. A consul has nodiplomaticauthority. Hiscom- 
mission covers only commercial questions in the port where he 
resides. In the imperfections, which are still many, in our con- 
sular service these positions are held in many places by foreigners 
who do not understand our institutions, who receive no 
that would tempt an American to take the place, and yet who 
occupy and administer important functions as the commercial 
agents of the Republic. Treaties involving recognitions of gov- 
ernments and cessions of territories are not made by unauthor 
persons in the enthusiasm of moonlight serenades or in the fervor 
of banquet addresses. 

Only the President of the United States could bind the country, 
and he only with the subsequent assent of the Senate. Only when 
war is progressing can the Commander in Chief of the Army or 
the Admiral of the Navy make a committal which the Presi- 
dent would be bound in any form to consider or respect. Admiral 
Dewey alone had that power, and he most emphatically denies 
any committal whatever to inaldo for the independence of 
his so-called government. President Schurman also empha ically 
denies any committal on the subject on the part of the Philippine 
Commission, The various generals of the Army made no com- 
mittals on their part. All the consuls concerned positively de- 
nied having . — any such suggestions. The instant that there 
was brought to the notice of the President and the State Depart- 
ment a statement that unauthorized persons, holding commis- 
sions from the United States for another purpose, had made any 
such Re ions, they were immediately and authoritatively 
repudiat 

e alleged government, called here the de facto government of 
Aguinaldo, rests upon an equally fli is. Spain had held 
these islands, with a slight interruption, when seized by Great 
Britain, for three hundred years. Her 3 over them had 
been recognized by all the powers of Europe. Her bad government 
produced uent insurrections, which were always suppressed 
and always local to one island or toa part of an island. Some- 
times these insurrections were stirred up and promoted by the 
Captain-General and Spanish officials for the purpose of securing 
the larger appropriations and the greater expenditures which war 
would it,and in order to exercise the powers of martial law 
for robbery and the confiscation of rebel property. 

i o headed one of these insurrections and formed a revo- 
lutionary government, which, however, existed only on paper 
and governed nothing but the camp which he had in the moun- 
tains at Biac Na Bato. After continuing a desultory and mainly 
guerrilla warfare for months, he finally opened negotiations with 
the Spanish authorities, and sold his government to Spain for 
$800,000, of which $400,000 was paid down. So that at the time 
that Spain ceded the Philippine ds to the United States by 
treaty she had as her title, the sovereignty of three hundred years, 
and had removed thecloud upon her title by buying the claims of 
Aguinaldo's government. The transaction stands unique in the 
history of governments, if Aguinaldo’s authority constituted a 
government. It is the first time in ancient or modern days when 


a power claiming sovereignty, asking for recognition from foreign 
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states, for a valuable consideration, which was agreed to, gave a 
quitclaim of all its rights, its properties, and its powers, 

When Dewey was leaving Hongkong, Prince Henry of Prussia, 
in command of the German fleet in the East, said. Good-bye, 
Commodore, I fear I shall never see you again. You are going 
on a desperate undertaking.” This sentiment was the opinion of 
the admirals of the various European squadrons, and, through 
them, of the orientals. The Asiatics had heard of the great Re- 
public the other side of the world, but had seen no evidence of its 
power. The destruction of the Spanish fleet in the harbor of Ma- 
nila, the silencing of the guns of the forts, and the landing of an 
American . the prestige and power of Spain in the 
archipelago. ə Filipinos, released from fear of punishment 
and smarting under wrongs present and hereditary, would have 
flocked to the standard of General Merritt as readily as they did 
to that of Aguinaldo, had such a course seemed best. The victo- 
rious fleet and conquering army of the United States created 
Aguinaldo's forces. 

ut for our demonstrated power appealing so dramatically to the 
Eastern imagination, Aguinaldo would have remained reveling 
in Hongkong and his followers humbly subservient to the rule 
of Spain. The signing of the terms of peace and the surrender of 
Manila to our nayal and land forces occurred at the same moment 
of time. Dewey and Merritt refused to permit the troops of 
Aguinaldo to enter and loot the city, and forced them to with- 
draw to a safe distance. The peace treaty, guaranteeing the 
rights of proporiy in the island by the United States, dissipated 
the hopes and dreams of the Filipino leaders of division and enjoy- 
ment of the confiscated property of the religious societies, the 
wealth of the church and the riches of the Spanish residents. 

Then, and not until then, did Aguinaldo and his party become 
insurrectionists against the authority of the United States; then, 
inflaming an ignorant population with lies about the Government 
and p s of this country, he received the support which has 

uired a large army to suppress. This people had been cheated 
and robbed of their rights for centuries. They had never known 
the blessings of liberty and law, nor what they mean. It was 
easy for the rebel chiefs to make them believe that we came to 
plunder and oppress. We now understand why they said, Bet- 
ter the Spaniard than the American.” It is on M when peace and 
order are established in the Islands that we will gain both their 
confidence and their gratitude by a government which will guar- 
antee law and liberty, civil and religious, and promote their prog- 
ress and prosperity. 

Territorially, constitutionally and by the decisions of the Su- 
preme Court the United States have been expanding for nearly a 
century. At the close of the administration of Washington our 
country was bounded by the Atlantic Ocean and the Ohio Rivér. 
England on the north, and Spain and France south and west, 
blocked the possibilities of development and commercial power. 
Jefferson was the author of the Declaration of Independence, of 
the strict-construction theory of the Constitution and of the ex- 
treme doctrine of State rights, He is claimed by the anti expan- 
sion party to-day as their example and guide. He saw that the 
West must have an outlet or the fairest portion of our country re- 
main a wilderness. He opened negotiations with Napoleon fora 
harbor at the mouth of the Mississippi and transit over its waters. 

Bonaparte had received the vast itory called Louisiana from 
Spain for a gift to a Bourbon prince of the right to rule a petty 
principality. He saw he could not hold his = parte against 
the power of Great Britain on the ocean, and astonished the 
American envoys by offering to sell the entire territory. It ex- 
tended from the Gulf to the Rocky Mountains and the Pacific, 
and is the seat to-day of a large of the wealth, population, 
and political strength of the Republic. Jefferson saw immediately 
a meaning and a 3 in the Constitution which opened his 
mind almost as was that of Paul on his journey to Damascus. He 
eagerly said, We will,” to the remark of Talleyrand, Napoleon’s 
famous minister, Why not take it all?“ and for $15,000,000 the 
inhabitants, French, Spanish and Indian, and the territory became 


ours. 

Monroe followed Jefferson’s example and in 1819 bought Florida 
from 8 for five millions, and Pierce Arizona from Mexico for 
ten millions, while Seward secured Alaska from Russia for seven 
millions. Texas came in by annexation, and we claimed and 
Great Britain yielded 988 to be ours by ne of discovery, be- 
cause an adventurous Yankee skipper had explored the Columbia 
River. Mexico lay at our feet crushed and bleeding after the 
war, but by the treaty of peace we gave her fifteen millions for 
California and New Mexico, and assumed the debt of three mil- 
lions five hundred thousand which she owed to American citizens. 
Under the same broad, generous, and wise poney of dealing with 
defeated enemies, in confirming the title we had by conquest to the 
Philippines, we have conceded to Spain for her rights and sover- 
eignty twenty millions. 

mstitutional objection and indiscriminate abuse preceded, at- 
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tended and followed each of these acquisitions. The grim specter 
of the ruined Republic was each time dragged out from the stage 
pe rties of the spectacular drama of despair, only to be laughed 

into its crypt by prosperity, population, eee eee, 


mutual benefits to the old and new States, and the blessings of 
American law and liberty impressing the people with the wisdom 
of the e ion. There have been tyrants and usurpers, if Pres- 
ident McKinley is one, doing these same things in the past as he 
has done, and they are Thomas Jefferson, James Monroe, James 
K. Polk, and Franklin Pierce. 

Our country on this continent, and without including the Span- 
ish islands, numbers 3,692,125 square miles. Washington gov- 
erned a republic of 1,378,981 square miles, and 2,313,144 have 
been added from the close of his administration to the beginning 
of President McKinley’s. 

The United States has a domain with nearly three times greater 
area than it possessed when it became a nation, and stands origi- 
nal and alone in the beneficent processes of its growth. Its au- 
thority has been extended over new lands covering an area as 
large as two-thirds of the Continent of Europe, at a mere trifle of 
the cost to Frederick the Great of the Province of Silesia, or to 
France of the narrow limits of Savoy. For ninety-seven years we 
have, in the exercise of that sovereign power which is inherent in 
nations, gained property by all the processes known to govern- 
ment, but we have waged no war for conquest or subjugation. 
We have treated our defeated enemies with unusual mercy and 
consideration. Whether our territories have come by conquest 
and treaty, by purchase, annexation, or discovery, the people, 
Congress, and the country are unanimous in the affirmation of 
our title. The time will be brief until by similar unanimity Puerto 
Rico and Hawaii,Guam and the Philippines are held to be equally 
and sacredly territory of the United States, 

Many honest minds have been confused by the supposed appli- 
cation of the consent of the governed to the government which 
Congress provides for new Territories or colonies, and that it is 
impossible to rule them except by the usual Territorial process 
until by right they are admitted into the Union as States. Here 
again a study of the past removes these difficulties. Jefferson 
was the author of the Declaration of Independence, and that isthe 
one act which he directed should be engraved upon his tomb. He 
certainly knew the breadth and limitations of its axioms. The 
hein which he organized for the Territory of Louisiana 
8 element which has been denounced as despotism in the 

ilippines. 

The act of October 31, 1803, passed by Congress and signed by 
Jefferson, vested— 

All military, civil, and judicial Bake in such person or persons and to be 
exercised in such manner as the ident of thé United States should direct. 

There was no consultation with the inhabitants, no participa- 
tion in their government accorded them, and no rights assured 
to them except The free enjoyment of their liberty, property, 
and religion.” It is no answer to this precedent to say that be- 
cause there were only 30,000 white people in the Territory it was 
unnecessary to gain their consent. The constitutional rights of 
30,000 are as precious and as sacred as the rights of 30,000,000. 
From 1803, when this colonial and imperial government was im- 
posed upon Louisiana, until 1819, when Florida was conquered, 
purchased and ceded by Spain, was ample time in which to dis- 
cover a vital blow at the Declaration of Independence and a 
deadly assault upon the Constitution of the United States. 

Sixteen years of legislative action, judicial examination and 
decision, and popular discussion had intervened since Jefferson’s 
arbitrary government had been imposed on Louisiana; but again, 
and in the same terms, did Congress, March 3, 1819, pass and 
President Monroe approve an act for the government of Florida 
vesting— 

All civil, military, and judicial powers in such person or persons and to be 
exercised in such manner as the President of the United States shall direct. 

When this pure colonial and unrepresentative government was 
extended over Florida that Territory was nota wilderness. It had 
been settled for two hundred and nine years, and, in addition to 
its Spanish, French, and English inhabitants, had several flourish- 
ing American settlements. 

om 1798 down to 1849 the statesmen and jurists whose names 
and fame are our most precious heritage framed governments for 
Mississippi, Indiana, Louisiana, Michigan, IIlinois, Missouri, Ala- 
bama, Arkansas, Florida, Wisconsin, Iowa, Oregon, and Minne- 
sota. Some of these Territories were within the limits of the 
original thirteen colonies and States, and some in our after- 
acquired possessions, and to all of them were extended certain spe- 
cific laws of the United States, but, as if to emphasize the power 
of Congress in their government, the “ Constitution and laws” of 
the United States were not extended over any of them. In still 
further emphasizing the power to govern, to grant, and to with- 
hold, the acts of 1850 and afterwards, establishing Territorial gov- 
ernments for New Mexico and Utah departed from this unbroken 


1900. 
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line of legislation and specifically made the Constitution and laws 
of the United States of the same force and effect as in the United 
States, the language of the laws indicating that without their 
legislation they did not operate. ; 

sitizen is a broad generalization. In one sense it includes all 
the inhabitants of every age and sex under the jurisdiction of the 
United States, and to all of them are guaranteed protection for 
life, liberty, property and religion. In another and larger way 
it means those who, in addition to these rights, are entitled to the 
suffrage, to trial by jury and to every 5 and protection 
under the Constitution and laws of the United States. The right 
to vote and participate in the government has been treated with 
singular freedom. Property qualification or tax, or both, as a 
prerequisite to vote were common in all the States until 1821 and 
in Rhode Island until 1888. 

Our friends in South Carolina, Mississippi, and Louisiana who 
stand shivering with fear lest the Filipinos, by becoming citizens, 
will have the constitutional right to vote, or by being deprived of 
that vote will become the victims of a despotism more autocratic 
than Russia, have found no difficulty in excluding from the ballot 
a large number of their citizens. South Carolina, by the new con- 
stitution of the State, makes the requisite for voting the ability 
to read understandingly the Constitution of the United States, 
and the possession of $300 worth of property. If this test were 
imposed on the Philippines, it would effectually deprive the 
whole native population of the pete Be They make for their 
denial of the consent of the governed the ingenious plea that 
neither by the Declaration of Independence nor the Constitution 
did the negroes acquire rights or recognition; that the fathers 
never meant to include them. Certainly, if this be true, it applies 
with greater force to the alien races who inhabit the Philippine 
Islands, whose existence was unknown to the signers of the Decla- 
ration, the framers of the Constitution, or, in the language of that 
instrument, to- We, the people of the United States,” who ‘‘to 
secure the blessings of liberty to ourselves and to our posterity do 
ordain and establish this Constitution for the United States of 
America.” 

By uniform legislation from the formation of the Republic and 
by repeated and clear decisions of the Supreme Court these prin- 
ciples are established: First, that the Constitution thus formed 
was meant for the States in the Union as they severally adopted 
it. Second, that it becomes operative upon every State subse- 
quently admitted into the Union. Third, that it does not extend 
by its own force over territory acquired after the adoption of the 
Constitution, but that Congress has the power to grant so much 
of its provisions as it deems wise. 

The third section of Article IV of the Constitution says: 

The Congress shall have porre to dispose of and make all needful rules 
and re; — — ae respecting the territory and other property belonging to the 

The sixth article of the Constitution says: 

All treaties made under the authority of the United States shall be the 
supreme law of the land. 

Here is the charter for the government and the duty to hold 
and govern the Philippines. By the treaty with France for Lou- 
isiana, with Spain for Florida, and with Mexico for territories ac- 
quired, the ceding nations reserved specific rights for their inhab- 
itants and a pledge of future statehood. The treaty of Paris with 
Spain stands alone in the baldness of the cession. Spain reserved 
nothing by treaty rights for her subjects in the Pacific Islands 
and the archipelago. The treaty simply says: 

That the civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the 
5 hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the 

The ratification of this treaty by the Senate made it, in the lan- 

of the Constitution, ‘‘the supreme law of the land.” The 
esident and Congress have no discretion. They must obey this 
law. They must hold these territories as ad must hold New 
Mexico. They must provide government for them as they must 
also for Alaska. They must suppres insurrection by the same 
right and duty as they did when Geronimo and his tribe rebelled 
in Arizona. 

It has been repeatedly said here that government by the United 
States in these islands will be a despotism. Such a belief shows a 
singular ignorance or capac, goin of the constitutional limi- 
tations upon our powers and the spirit of our institutions. While 
the Constitution does not extend over the Territories of its own 
force and withont legislation, its prohibitions are binding on Con- 
gress. In those prohibitions, which are also privileges enjoyed by 
the people wherever our jurisdiction extends, is a complete char- 
ter of rights which Congress can neither limit nor impair. All 
personal privileges and immunities, such as religious freedom, 

roperty rights, freedom of speech and the press, and equality 
1 — the law must prevail wherever our flag floats. But outside 
of the Constitution and laws is an unwritten law created by the 
nius of the institutions of the paramount power and control- 
ing its acts and officials in all colonial governments. 


We know from Cicero's oration that even a Roman proconsul 
was subject to this idea. England received her lesson in the dan- 
ger of violating this spirit when she lost her American colonies by 
our successful revolution, and she has 8 greatest and 


most loyal colonial empire the world has ever known by granting 
such measures of self-government as each colony demonstrates its 
ability to maintain. Electricity and steam have annihilated time 
and distance. The Philippines are nearer Washington by months 
than New Orleans was in Jefferson’s Administration. The flag 
carries with it everywhere the genius and spiritof American liberty 
and law. No American governor, council and judiciary would 
be tyrants if they could, and could not be if they would. An in- 
sult or a blow at civil or religious liberty by an American admin- 
istration in far-off Luzon would be flashed under the ocean and 
across the land. The people would rise in hot indignation, de- 
manding justice and punishment, which the President and Con- 
gress would be swift to grant and inflict. 

All other nations have been familiar through the ages with the 
power of sovereignty. Their people have gradually won individ- 
ual rights from the throne, but without impairing in its national 
relations this power. We have developed the other way. Slowly 
and reluctantly we have surrendered individual rights that we 
might bea nation. We have been a hundred years trying to under- 
stand that a government of the people has all the strength, perpetu- 
ity and powers of sovereignty, but with an ever-present responsi- 
bility to the people. The great debate between those who affirmed 
and those who denied that we are a nation continued long after 
Webster's unanswerable argument in the Senate and Chief Jus- 
tice Marshall’s imposing decision from the bench. When sub- 
mitted to the arbitrament of the sword, the sacrifice of a million 
noble lives on one side and the other opened the minds of friends 
and foes to a broader and more elevated understanding of the in- 
dissoluble unity, the vast and expansive ibilities, the creative 
and beneficent spirit and the mighty and glorious power of the 
United States. 

The fears daily expressed by Senators of disastrous consequences 
to ourselves from the productions and industries of these islands 
have no justification in the long experience of other nations. 
Great Britain has found her best markets in her colonies and no 
invasion of her industries from them. The same is true of the 
crowded, highly organized, and sensitive industrial interests of 
Holland. The poupla of the temperate zones govern all tropical 
countries outside the Americas. The northern races are the mi- 
opi the colonizers, the rulers, and the organizers of the pro- 

uctive energies of the world. There is a closeness and contact 
between all parts of the lands and peoples which are under one 
general government. Though Great Britain has no greater com- 
mercial advantages with her colonies than other and competin 
countries, yet she furnishes 45 per cent of their imports, and i 
analyzed so as to select only the articles she produces the propor- 
tion would be greater. The rapid development of wants and abil- 
ity to gratify them created by civilization and stable government 
will enormously increase the consumption and purchasing power 
of the inhabitants of our island possessions, 

America and Europe are the beneficiaries and the victims of 
the marvelous development of the nineteenth century. Elec- 
tricity, steam and invention have stimulated production beyond 
living limits, unless new markets can be discovered. The great 
migrations of ancient and modern times appear insignificant when 
compared with the exodus from Europe in the last seventy-five 

ears. The figures reach the enormous volume of 17,000,000 of 
Sees beings whose exile from home and country has been 
mainly enforced by congestion from overproduction and revolu- 
tion in employments by inventions and development in the arts 
and industries. Our fertile lands have attracted most of them, 
but they are practically exhausted, and now the world’s problem 
of markets for the surplus of farms and factories, or low wages, 
want of employment, idleness, and want is near our own doors. 

The markets for the products of our farms and factories accessi- 
ble by the Atlantic Ocean will soon be filled. But across the Pa- 
cific are limitless Si see cnc Within a distance from Manila 
not much greater t Havana from New York live 900,000,000 
of people, purchasing now annually from all nations, of the things 
which we produce, to the sum of a thousand millions of dollars, 
of which we furnish five per cent. And yet with our Pacific coast 
and its enterprising people the opening of the canal across the 
isthmus and an American merchant marine that five per cent 
should be fifty. With railroads opening up these countries and 
civilization stimulating their people, the possible increase in their 
trade dazzles the imagination. To relieve home congestion, star- 
vation and revolution, England, Germany and France are in- 
creasing their armies, enlarging their fleets and either waging 
war or on the eve of great conflicts while partitioning Africa, 
threatening China, seizing Asiatic principalities and madly 
building railroads across the continents of Asia and Africa. By 
victorious war and triumphant diplomacy we are in our own 
territory within easy reach, at Manila, of China, Siam, Korea, 
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Annam, the East Indies and Japan. Without war or entangling 


alliances we will have equal rights with other nations to the 
ports of the Orient, with all that it means for the demonstrated 
superiority of our manufactures and the surplus harvests of our 
farms. 

This is not a sordid view, nor can any right apprehension of our 
Philippine policy or our relations to our island colonies be sordid 
or purely commercial, In spite of ourselves we have colonial 
possessions. We have no policy to declare, no glittering resolu- 
tions or proclamations to make and in the future to embarrass us, 
We will spin oat the insurrection and establish a stable govern- 
ment. We organize local government. We will constitute 
courts. We willinsure with the whole power of the United States 
security for life and property, freedom of religion and the equal 
and just administration of the law. 

The kindergarten of liberty, under competentinstructors, rapidly 
develops its pupils for larger responsibilities for citizenship, re- 

t for law, for judicial duties and for a constantly increasing 
share in their local and general assemblies. One year of rule by 
the United States in Cuba is a convincing object lesson. Brigands 
have become farmers, and revolutionists conservative citizens. 
Order has taken the place of anarchy, and law of license. The 
Cubans are developing their industries and šanidiy acquiring 
habits of self-government. So the uplifting of the poopie of the 
Philippines to the comprehension and practice of orderly indus- 
try, respect for individual rights, confidence and then participa- 
tion in government will add enormously to their happiness and 
reciprocally to the strength, prosperity and power of our country. 
[Applause in the galleries. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Persons admitted to the gal- 
leries must remember that under the rules of the Senate no ap- 
plause is allowed. - 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, in the absence of any suggestion 
by any other Senator, I desire to say a word in reference to the 
question of order to which the Chair has just called the attention 
of the gallery. I have not been deg! barge a member of the Senate, 
and yet I feel justified in saying that within a very recent date, 
certainly within a year, there has been a very marked departure 
in the recognition of the rule, which should be so carefully guarded 
in this Chamber, that there shall not be any manifestation, on the 
part of those admitted to the courtesy of the Senate, either of a; 
proval or disapproval of anything that is said. I do not say this 
with reference to the particular manifestation upon this occasion 
but I am simply calling attention to the fact that it has been o 
most frequent occurrence, and I think it is due to the Senate that 
the public who are admitted to the courtesy of the Senate should 
be informed of the fact that this is not-a formal rule and that a 
repetition will not simply result in the admonition of the Chair, 
but in an enforcement of the rule, 

Mr. CLAY, I desire to give notice that on Thursday next, im- 
mediately after the routine morning business is concluded, I shall 
call up Senate resolution No, 53, defining the policy of the United 
States relative to the 1 Islands, submitted by the junior 
Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], for the purpose of sub- 
mitting a few remarks thereon. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I desire to give notice that to-morrow, after 
the routine business, I shall submit some remarks on Senate reso- 
lution No. 45, declaring the purpose of the United States with ref- 
erence to the Philippine Islands. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 

. ALDRICH] has given notice that he would address the Senate 

morrow. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will follow him, then, Mr. President. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. PENROSE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. TURLEY. Task to have the resolution with r t to the 
Pennsylvania Senatorship laid before the Senate, and I will con- 
clude my remarks, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolution indicated by the Senator from Tennessee, 
which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, in resuming this discussion 
where I left it yesterday I wish to notice briefly, before I come 
to the decisions of the Senate on the question, the argument 
which was made upon that clause of the Constitution which 

ives the power of appointment of Federal officials to the Presi- 

t in case of vacancies in office during the recess of the Senate. 
It has been held constantly by various Attorneys-General that, 
under that clause of the Constitution, the President can make ap- 
pointments of executive officers in cases like the present, and it is 
said that the construction put upon that clause of the Constitu- 
tion by the Attorneys-General should be extended to this clause 


which regulates the manner in which Senators are to be selected 
and their places supplied. 

It will be seen that the language of these two sections is not 
identically the same. Iam not going to take time to dwell on the 
different phraseology of the two sections, but to call the attention 
of the Senate to the marked difference in the subjects-matter, if I 
may so call them, to which the two sections refer. In the case of 
executive officers, the President is the original appointing power. 
The Senate only advises and consents to the appointment. The 
President makes it in the first place in every instance, just as the 
legislature fills vacancies in the Senate and fills original terms in 
the Senate. So there is a marked difference between the two 


cases. 

Then, again, Mr. President, if an executive office is filled by an 
individual and a vacancy occurs, there is no one to perform the 
duties of the office. The duties must remain unperformed until 
the vacancyis filled. But how different it is in the Senate. Such 
a condition of affairs can never occur here. But, as I have said, 
in the case of the executive office, if the President has not the 
power to fill it, no matter when the vacancy occurs, then months 
might „or a longer period, during which the functions of 
some of the most important offices of the Government would go 
unperformed. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). Does 
the 55 from Tennessee yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. If I do not interrupt the Senator's remarks— 
and I do not want to disturb the logical continuity of his dis- 
course—I should like to ask him whether upon the occasion of the 
impeachment of Johnson, or the defeat of the force bill, or upon 
numerous other instances when measures have been decided by 
one vote in this body, it was not of overwhelming importance to 
haye the office filled, perhaps of vaster importance havin, 
any mere office of employment under the Government filled, an 
would not perhaps the whole tenor of American history, or cer- 
tainly American legislation, have been altered had vacancies oc- 
curred upon those and other occasions? 

Mr. TURLEY. Iam glad to answer the Senator's question. Of 
course, at such times and on such occasions it is of t impor- 
tance to have the Senate full. I do not know whether or not it 
was full during the trial of President Johnson on impeachment. 
I do not know whether or not it was full when the force bill was 
defeated. Is t that there were vacant seats in the Senate at 
both of those times, and yet the country passed safely through 
both of those emergencies, 

But what I do say, it is important to have the Senate full on 
such occasions, and on every other occasion, provided it is kept 
full in a constitutional manner. The importance of keeping it 
full does not justify resorting to unconstitutional methods in 
order to reach that end. 

Now let me point out to the gentlemen on the other side who 
contend for that position that occasions may occur, under their 
construction of the Constitution, in which vacancies would hap- 
pen on just such occasions. I forget the month in the year 1868 

uring which the impeachment of President Johnson took place, 
whether it was a long or a short session of Congress, but let me 
take the case of the im ment of a President which begins on 
the Ist of March of a long session of Congress, and let me take 
the case presented here by the State of Pennsylvania, with a leg- 
islature that can hold its sessions indefinitely and with a term 
8 by regular efflux of time, say, on the 4th day of March, 


Let me illustrate it by this year. Suppose now the Senate was 
engaged in such a trial and suppose the legislature of Pennsylva- 
nia was in session, as it was a year ago, the vacancy in the Senate 
having occurred by regular efflux of time. The legislature could 
remain in session as an Dae it pleased. It did in that case remain 
in session for two months after the vacancy occurred. Now, con- 
fessedly on the other side, there is no power under the Constitu- 
tion to fill a vacancy under such a condition as that. 

So, then, according to the theory argued on the other side, you 
may have this very danger which is held up now as the reason 
why we should violate not only the letter but the spirit of this 
clause of the Constitution. If the framers of the Constitution 
intended, as I said yesterday, that there never should be a vacancy 
in the Senate, if they contemplated impeachment trials and force 
bills and other cases of important legislation, vse} did they not 
say in the Constitution, in language so plain that no one could 
mistake, that whenever a vacancy occurs, no matter when it 
occurs or no matter how it occurs, the governor may supply that 
vacancy until the legislature fills it? 

How easy it would have been to have met all these objections, 
And yet no man can stand here on any theory of the Constitu- 
tion, so far as this question is concerned, and avert these difficul- 
ties and these dangers. They would come on the theory main- 
tained on the other side just as they come under our theory. 
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Possibly there would be a little less danger in it. The only dif- 
ference is that you lessen it in a very small degree. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes, sir; I am glad to doso. 

Mr. SPOONER. agree entirely with the Senator from Ten- 
nessee that under any construction of the Constitution there may 
be vacancies in the Senate, but I ask him if it must not have been 
the object of the framers of that instrument, in providing for tem- 
porary appointments by the governor, to minimize to the utter- 
most extent the dangers of vacancies in a legislative body? 

Mr. TURLEY. No, I do not agree to that, Mr. President—not 
to minimize to the uttermost extent, but to lessen as far as was 
consistent with the paramount idea which the framers of the 
Constitution had in mind, and that was to have the Senators se- 
lected by the legislatures. Now, they have minimized all these 
dangers just as far as it was possible for the human mind to 
minimize them, consistent with that great and paramount idea 
that the Senators must be chosen by the representatives of the 
people and must not be the choice of one man. 

. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator from Tennessee will per- 
mit me again—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Tennessee 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TURLEY. I xield with pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. No one who differs with the Senator will con- 
tend for a moment that the governor can choosea Senator. That, 
it is admitted, can only be done by the legislature. But the ap- 
pointment made by the governor is only a temporary ee 
and the appointee holds only until the next meeting of the legisla- 
ture, whose duty it is, under the Constitution, to choose a Senator. 
Now, what theory is it upon which the Senator would say that 
this temporary appointment, incorporated in the Constitution for 
the purpose of minimizing the danger of vacancies, should be by 
in eT restricted? 

. TURLEY. Well, I say so just on the principle that I stated 
yesterday, and as I will illustrate a little further. As I read the 
Constitution and understand it, the framers thereof intended that 
the legislatures should keep the Senate full; and they never con- 
templated the idea of a legislature proving recreant to its duty. 
They gave the governor the power to appoint where the legisla- 
ture had no opportunity to elect. 

But whenever the opportunity and the power returned to the 
legislature by the reassembling of the legislature, then they in- 
tended to leave it there and pat the responsibility upon the legis- 
lature, because under that theory no State could ever lose its rep- 
resentation on the floor of this body unless it did so either volun- 
tarily or by the failure of its own legislative officials to do their 


duty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator from Tennessee will per- 
mit me = 

Mr. TURLEY. Iwill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Sup on the second day, or the third day, 
or the fourth day after that vacancy occurs by efſflux of time, the 
legislature being in session, it had been sa Fees by a public enemy 
or driven away by some pestilence, would the Senator say that 
the governor then had no power to appoint, the Senate being in 
session and questions of legislation of the most vital importance 
pending, perhaps of vital importance to the State, like a boundary 
question? Would the Senator say that the governor would have 
no power and was intended to have no power to appoint? 

Mr. TURLEY. Well, undoubtedly I would say that the 
ernor had no power to appoint under such circumstances. ow, 
let me ask the Senator from Wisconsin a question or two. We 
had that up in the Corbett case. An army, or an insurrection, or 
a mob which would destroy the legislature would be pretty apt 
to have the governorrunning, too. When you go to imagine these 
cases, you must give them their full effect and force. A mob or an 
insurrection that could destroy a legislature for sny length of time 
would destroy the State government for the time being. 

Now, how we can imagine a governor there in the full exercise 
of all his functions, and an insurrection in control of all other 
matters, dispersing the legislature, is rather hard for me to con- 
ceive. But if we can conceive it, let us take the abstract question. 
Then I would say it is one of those miracles almost, or a thing 
that was never contemplated or intended to be provided for. As 
soon as the legislature met together again and order was restored, 
then the Senate would be full. Another clause of the Constitu- 
tion would come into play at once, and it would become the duty 
of the General Government, under the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion, to give that State a republican form of government and to 
suppress the rebellion. 

r. SPOONER. Ihave not very much i ination, but I can 
imagine that the legislature might be dispersed and its members 
scattered, so that it would be quite impossible for it to assemble 
in joint convention or other wise, and the governor might be killed, 
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but he could hardly be scattered. Wherever he was within the 
limits of the State I suppose he might exercise his power of ap- 
pointment. 1 think that is hardly an answer to my question. 

Mr. TURLEY. What I meant to say is that it is hard for me 
to conceive such a 2 destruction of a State government as 
that question would imply in order to make it practicable. That 
is the whole question. 

Now, I want torefer tooneother thing—anda very materialone, it 
seems to me—showing why our construction of this clause of the 
Constitution is the proper one. I have already argued on it pretty 
elaborately. But take these important questions; take the force 
bill; take the Philippine question; take any important question. 
If a Senator is sent here according to the way we say the Consti- 
tution means, he comes here in ninety-nine cases out of a hundred, 
or, I will say, in a hundred cases out of a hundred, representing 
his people. He is elected by the legislature, and the legislatureis 
elected by the people. 

Now, suppose a governor sends him here. The governor may 
not represent the people on any such question. Take two of the 
vacancies that now exist. If we allow this et rng me I am 
told that in both Delaware and Utah the party which isin power, 
and which controls the legislature, and which has been put there 
by the popules vote, and which represents the people according to 
the last election would not be pee in the Senate. 

In other words, a Democratic Senator would represent a Repub- 
lican State and a Republican Senator would represent a Demo- 
cratic State. That is what I am told. I have not examined it 
critically, but I can see that that can result. When the force bill 
was up, or when any other great question is up, it might be de- 
cided wrongfully by a Senator sent here by a governor who did 
not represent the people he came here to represent, All those 
things could follow. 

Mr.PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

r. TURLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PENROSE. I would remind the Senator, if the terrible re- 
sults of that doctrine appall him so, that we have a very highly 
honored and respected associate sitting here to-day, appointed by 
a governance who was not a representative of the same deed as that 
which is in control of the legislature. I refer to the distinguished 
Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] who recently arrived here 
with an appointment from the governor. 

Mr. S NER. He was elected at the same election. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that the governor was elected at 
the same election which elected the legislature. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Tennessee permit me? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. There is this distinction in the twocases. In 
each of the cases, in the case of Delaware and in the case of Utah, 
the governor was elected under a four-year term and at the suc- 
ceeding election there was arevolution in the control of the State 

overnment so far as the election of a legislature was concerned. 
So in all those cases the Senator who would thus be appointed 
would, in fact, not reflect the sentiment of the people as ex- 
pressed in the last election. 

In the case of Nebraska, however, the governor was elected at 
the same time with the legislature, and while it is true that the 
legislature is Republican, the popular vote of the State isin ac- 
cord with the governor who appointed the present Senator from 
Nebraska. 

In the one case there is an absolute reflection of the sentiment 
of the State as expressed by the 8 vote in the last election. 
In the other two cases there would be an absolute antagonism be- 
tween the sentiment of the Senator who would be sent here by 
either the governor of Delaware or the governor of Utah and the 
sentiment as expressed in the election of the last legislature in 
each of those States. ö 

Mr. SPOONER. And yet, if the Senator will permit me, he 
will agree that it was the intention or in the contemplation of the 
framers of the Constitution that just such a governor might ap- 
point a Senator. 

Mr. BACON. That is quite true; but the Senator will remark 
that in the one case it is unavoidable. In other words, where the 
appointment is by the governor in the case where the vacancy has 
occurred subsequent to the session of the legislature it is an un- 
avoidable difficulty which can not be met. In the other case it 
is not unavoidable, but, as stated by the Senator from Tennessee, 
it is a failure on the part of the legislature to perform its duty. 

Mr, TURLEY. In other words, I would say to the Senator 
from Wisconsin, it is an argument for not enlarging the power of 
the governor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a question? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator speaks with reference to the 
Senate representing the popular will. I wish to ask the Senator 
whether it is not true that the purpose in making the term of a 
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Senator six years and making the Senators elective by the legisla- 
ture was for the purpose of lifting them above the spasmodic and 
temporary mutations of the public will and making them a rep- 
resentative of the continuous current of public opinion rather 
than of its 5 whirls and eddies? 

Mr. TURLEY. ell, undoubtedly there is great force in what 
the Senator from Indiana says, that the length of the term was 
for that purpose; but that has nothing to do, it seems to me, with 
the original and fundamental proposition that the framers of the 
Constitution pur the power of selection in the legislature, and 
they did it deliberately because the legislature, coming from all 
parts of the State, represented the peop more directly than the 
governor would represent them, The debates in the Convention 
show that. The debates show that the objection was made to 
giving the appointing power at all, because it was contrary to that 

rinciple which says that the legislative, executive, and judicial 
F ents should be kept separate. 
r. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My question was directed to the point 
which I understood the Senator was making, that if the Senator 
was appointed by the governor he would be less representative of 
the public opinion of the State from which hecame. Now, in 
view of the fact that an election may occur this year which will 
show the opinion of the State to be one way, and which elects a 
eee and an election will occur two years later electing a 

islature of a different political complexion, I ask the question 
whether or not the original design in making the term and fixing 
the method of the election of Senators was not to lift them above 
just exactly what the Senator says would be the evil that would 
come from an appointment by the governor. That was the pur- 
pose of 12 uestion. 

Mr. TU Y. I understand that the six years’ term was to 
give some degree of independence to the Senators. 

Mr. PENROSE. And the method of election, too. 

Mr. TURLEY. I understand that, but what I mean is that 
whether you enlarge the appointing power of the governor, or even 
leave it as it now stands under the Constitution, unavoidably at 
times it will occur that the governor will send a man here repre- 
senting one set of ideas, whereas if the legislature had been in ses- 
sion at that time it would have sent a man representing other 
ideas here to the Senate. The governor might appoint a man who 
would come here and hold for a few weeks and vote on important 
questions, holding one set of ideas, and thelegislature of that State, 
just as soon as it could get together, wouldsend a man represent- 
ing a different set of ideas, and the ideas which the people of the 
State at that time wished to enforce. The question comes down 
to the fact that the political sentiment of the State ought to pre- 
vail at the time the place is to be filled. 

Mr. SPOONER. So far as this matter of public sentiment is 
concerned, is it not just as true of an appointment made after the 
8d day of March, ter the term has been once filled and becomes 
vacant? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the point which occurred to me 
when I asked the question. 

Mr. TURLEY. Undoubtedly, 

Mr. SPOONER. If there is a Democratic governor, even under 
our theory, there is a vacancy after the office has once been 
lled and the governor may appoint. He would naturally appoint 

a Democrat. He appoints him, however, only temporarily. The 
next legislature is to fill the vacancy—to choose the Senator—so 
that it is porfectly clear, is it not, that this was in the contempla- 
tion of the men who framed that instrument? 

Mr. TURLEY. Undoubtedly it may happen under any con- 
struction of it, but what I say is that it is an argument to show 
that the power of the governor to appoint ought not to be enlarged. 
Certainly it can happen under our construction. It may more 
often happen under the construction maintained on the other side. 
That is the only difference there is in it. 

Now, Mr. President, I wish to notice as briefly as I can the 
precedents established by the Senate on this question. When we 
come to examine them twothings will become plain and manifest. 
One is that there is not a one reported case from which those 
who advocate the right of . Quay to a seat in this body can 
find any comfort, and the other is that for seventy-five years, as I 
stated, there has been a remarkable consistency and unanimity in 
the decisions, 

Iam going to notice only those cases about which there was 
discussion, and which were referred to committees, and as to which 
reports were made, except as to the first case which occurred, and 
that was the case from Virginia referred to by the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] in his argument the other day. 

r. CULLOM. Will the Senator from Tennessee allow me? 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isimply rose for the purpose of calling atten- 
tion to the hour of 2 o'clock. I do not desire, however, to inter- 


rupt the Senator from Tennessee, but I want it understood that 
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the 3 business will come up after he concludes his re- 
marks. 

Mr. TURLEY. Les. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). If 
there is no objection, that will be the order. 

Mr. PENROSE. And Jask that at the conclusion of the re- 
marks of the Senator from Tennessee this matter be made, by 
unanimous consent, the order of business to-morrow, without in- 
terfering with the report of the committee of conference upon the 
financial bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. If my bill is out of the way. 

Mr. PENROSE. Well, afterwards. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, If there be no objection, that 
will be the order, 

Mr. CULLOM. Withthe understanding that the Hawaiian bill 
shall not be interfered with. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that consent ought not to be given in 
the absence of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER], who many 
times has expressed his purpose to ask the Senate to take up the 
Puerto Rican bill. This matter will, of course, go on and be dis- 
cussed, and we will get to an early conclusion upon it undoubt- 
edly; but I hope no unanimous consent will be given until the 
Senator from Ohio comes in. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

A TAT wari G OFFICER. Theunderstanding of the Chair 
is that 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that the Chair made the an- 
nouncement. 

Mr. BURROWS. Iwishto make a su on. It is that notice 
has also been given by the chairman of the Committee on Finance 
that to-morrow- 

Mr. PENROSE. I made that statement, I will state to the Sen- 
ator from Michigan. 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator from e ee. will per- 
mit me to conclude, I will be obliged to him. e chairman of 
the Committee on Finance gave notice that on to-morrow he would 
call up a privileged report for the purpose of making a statement. 
Now. I do not want any order entered by consent by which that 
privileged question shall be supplanted by this resolution, and I 
therefore object. 

Mr. PENROSE. I distinctly made the announcement in regard 
to the financial bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. TheSenator from Tennessee will 


proceed, 

Mr. TURLEY. The first case, as I said, was one from Vir- 
ginia, and that was a case where a Senator was selected by the 
legislature and declined to serve, just as in the recent case from 
Nebraska, a Senator was selected by the legislature and died 
before he could qualify. In both those cases there never has been 
any controversy, so 5 fall within both the letter and the spirit 
of the Constitution. They are vacancies which occurred by cas- 
ualty, by resignation, by death. 

Now, the first case that is reported about which there was any 
discussion is the case of enor ber mc I refer to it very briefly, 
and especially for one point. e facts are that George Read, a 
Senator from Delaware, resigned his seat in December, 1793, dur- 
ing the recess of the legislature of said State. The legislature met 
in January and adjourned in February, 1794, without making any 
selection. On the 19th of March Kensey Johns was appointed by 
the governor of said State to fill the vacancy. It was determined 
that Mr. Johns was not entitled to his seat, a session of the legis- 
lature having intervened between the resignation of Mr. Readand 
the appointment of Mr. Johns, 

In other words, the legislature had been in session after the 
vacancy had occurred, had failed to fill the place, and therefore 
the appointee was not seated. Now, the importance of that case, 
in one aspect of it, is this: There were five members of the Federal 
Convention who were members of the Senate when this case was 
actedon. Four of them voted against the right of claimant to 
said seat and one voted in his favor. 

This was in 1794, only a very short time after the Constitution 
was adopted, and it should be persuasive of how the framers of 
the Constitution understood and construed the clause of the Con- 
stitution now under consideration. 

The next case is that of Uriah Tracy, of Connecticut, which was 
disposed of on March 4, 1801. The facts in that case were as fol- 
lows: Mr. Tracy’s first term expired March 3, 1801. On March 4, 
at a special session of the Senate, he produced credentials of a 
pointment by the governor of Connecticut to fill the vacancy. It 
appeared from the credentials, which were dated February 20, 
1801, that the legislature was not then in session and that he was 
appointed to serve from March 3, 1801, until the next meeting of 
the legislature. 

Exceptions were taken to his credentials, but he was admitted 
to his seat by a vote of 13 to 10. It will be seen that in this case 
the vacancy occurred during a recess of the legislature, and that 
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the legislature had had no opportunity to fill it after it occurred. 


It had had an opportunity to fill it before it occurred, but not 
after it occurred, and therein it differs from the Quay case. But, 
of course, it was a change in the rule, so far as the Johns case 
was concerned. 

The next case was that of Samuel Smith, which was the same 
in facts as the Tracy case, except that in the Tracy case the 
appointment was made before the vacancy occu „ whereas 
in the Smith case it was made after the vacancy occurred. The 
cases of Mr. Tracy and Mr. Smith, taken together, decided that 
where a legislature, whose duty it was to elect a successor toa 
Senator whose term of office was about to expire, adjourned be- 
fore the expiration of said term without electing the successor, 
the executive might then appoint, and the appointee would not 
simply hold his seat until the next meeting of the legislature, but 
during the next session of the legislature or until that session of 
the legislature filled the . 

In the Smith case, which followed the Tracy case, the only 
question really discussed was whether the term of the appointee 
ended at the meeting of the legislature or whether he should con- 
tinue to serve through the legislature until the legislature acted 
or until it adjourned. So the two cases did establish the doctrine 
that the failure of the legislature to fill a term which expired by 
regular limitation did not prevent the governor from making an 
appointment. 

ow, then, in 1825 came the Lanman case. The Lanman case 
reversed the Tracy case and the Smith case and went back to the 
doctrine established in the Johns case, It has been said that no 
one can tell exactly on what ground the Lanman case was de- 
cided. The facts, as I have stated, in the Lanman case were 
identical with the facts in the Tracy case and identical with the 
facts in the Smith case, with the exception that in the Smith cases 
the appointment was not made until the vacancy had occurred. 
In the Lanman case it was made before the vacancy occurred, 
just as it was in the Tracy case. 

It has been argued that the Lanman case went off on the fact 
that the appointment was made before the vacancy occurred, but 
I think this is manifestly erroneous when we examine the cases. 
I think so for several reasons. In the first place, there is no refer- 
ence anywhere in the debates or discussions to the fact that the 
decision was placed on the proposition that the appointment was 

rematurely made. If such aquestion had been considered, noth- 
ing would have been more natural than that the distinction be- 
tween the Tracy case and the Smith case would have been ob- 
served, because under that idea the Sill case would have been 
meee decided and the Smith case would have been rightly de- 
cided. 

But when we come to the next case, which was the Sevier case, 
and which was decided twelve years after the Lanman case, we 
find that the Senate, or at least Mr. Grundy, who made the report 
in the Sevier case, understood the Lanman case to have been de- 
cided exactly on the grounds for which we contend, and that was, 
that the legislature having had an opportunity to fill the vacancy, 
the governor could not appoint. 

Now, not only that, but it will be noticed by those who choose to 
go through these cases that there were at least two Senators who 
passed upon the Sevier case who were in the Senate at the time 
the Lanman case was decided—Mr. Benton, of Missouri, and 
another Senator whose name I just now forget. Mr. Benton has 

iven his views and recollections of the ground on which the 

nman case was decided. I read from Taft's Election Cases, on 
page 39, to show how he understood, when the Sevier case was de- 
cided in 1837, the ground upon which the Lanman case had been 
decided twelve years before. He says: 


Mr. Lanman has served a regular term as Senator from Connecticut. His 
term of service 5 on the 3d of March of this year, and the general 
assembly of the State having failed to make an election of Senator in his 
place, he received a 333 SL pope from the governor. On pre- 
senting himself to take the oath of office on the 4th day of March, be the 
first day of the special Senatorial session convoked by the retiring President 
(Mr. Monroe) according to the usage for the inauguration of his successor, 
his appointment was objected to as not having been made in a case in which 
a korena ofa State could fill a vacancy by making a temporary appoint- 
ment. 

Mr. Tazewell was the principal speakeragainst the validity of the appoint- 
ment, arguing against it both on the words of the Constitution and the reason 
for the provision. The words of the Constitution are: If vacancies happen 
(in the Senate) by resignation or otherwise during the recess of the legisla- 
ture of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appointments 
until the next meeting of the legislature.” Happen! was held by Mr. Taze- 
well to be the governing word in this provision, and it always implied a con- 
tingency and an unexpected one. It could not apply to a foressen event, 
bound to occur at a fixed period. 

Here the vacancy was foreseen: there was no ee e in it. It was 
regular and certain. It was the right of the legislature to fill it, and if they 
failed, no matter from what cause, there was no right in the governor to 
su ply their omission. The Senators voting in favor of the motion were, etc. 

owing from the highest anthority that in the Lanman case the identical 
point at issue here to-day was raised and decided and remained an unbroken 
precedent from 1825 to 1879. 


And it has remained unbroken down to the present time, 
The Sevier case has already been commented upon. That was 
a case where Senator Sevier drew the short term. He was elected 
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by the legislature in 1836 and drew the short term, so as to make 
his term of office expire on the 3d of March, 1837; but before the 
news reached Arkansas the legislature had adjourned. There was 
a case where, as is shown by the report of Mr. Grundy, the va- 
cancy had occurred from causes which had in them elements of 
uncertainty and where the legislature had never had an oppor- 
tunity to fill it after it occurred. 

The next case was the case of Mr. Winthrop, from Massachusetts. 
Mr. Winthrop was appointed July 27, 1850, to fill a vacancy in 
the Senate happening by the resignation of Daniel Webster. Feb- 
ruary 1, 1851, Robert Rantoul was elected by the legislature to 
fill the unexpired term. February 4, Mr. Rantoul not having ap- 
peared to take the seat, Mr. Winthrop offered a resolution, which 
was agreed to, That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire and 
report to the Senate, as early as practicable, at what period the 
term of service of a Senator appointed by the executive of a State 
during the recess of the legislature thereof rightfully expires.” 

The committee reported that it did not expire until the legisla- 
ture acted or adjourned, just as was held in the Smith case. 
There was never any vote in the case, because the regularly elected 
Senator appeared and took his seat before the Senate voted. 

The next case was that of Mr. Archibald Dixon, of Kentucky, 
in 1852, which is an instructive case on many of the points in- 
Nr oa It is the last one about which I shall have to read 

e facts. 


On December 17, 1851, Henry Clay was a Senator from Kentucky, chosen by 
the legislature fora term of six years, which expired on March 3, 1855. ronan, Se 
a Senator, he resigned by a communication to the legislature, declarin t 
it was to take effect on the first Monday in September, 1852. The legislature 
then being in session, received the resignation, and chose Mr. Dixon to fill 
the vacancy thus to occur from the first Mondayin September, 1852, to March 
3, 1855. The legislature then adjourned. 

On June 29, 1852, during a recess of the legislature, Mr. Clay died, and the 
governor of Kentucky made a temporary appointment of Mr. Meriwether as 
a Senator from Kentucky to hold the seat until the first Monday in Septem- 
ber, 1852, the date on which Mr. Clay's resignation was to take effect. Mr. 
Meriwether immediately took the vacant seat and held it until Congress 
adjourned on the last day of August, 1852. On the reassembling of Congress. 
December 6, 1852, Mr. Meriwether did not appear, and Mr. Dixon appeared 
and presented his credentials. 

Objection was made to Mr. Dixon's taking the oath of office on the ground 
that the seat still belon; to Mr. Meriwether, the point being that Mr. Meri- 
wether had been appointed to fill a vacancy happening by the death of a 
Senator and he bad a right to the seat until the next meeting of the legisla- 
ture, and that it was not in the power of the governor to limit the term of 
office until the first Monday in September, 1852, the day on which Mr. Clay 
had declared his resignation was to me operative. e Senate held that 
Mr. Meriwether's right to the seat expired on the first Monday in Septem- 
ber, 1852, and that thereafter Mr. Dixon was entitled to it. 

This case establishes several principles. The first and most important is 
that if, while the legislature is in session, a Senator tenders his resignation 
to take effect at a date which will be subsequent to the adjournment of the 
legislature, the legislature can fill the vacancy which is to thus begin after 
its adjournment. This carries out the paramount idea and intention of the 
convention, already mentioned, to have the Senate kept filled with Senators 
chosen by the legislatures. 

The second prapa established is that a Senator's resignation can take 
effect in futuro; and the third is that if the Senator, after having so resigned, 
dies before the date fixed for the consummation of the resignation, the fegis: 
lature not then being in session, the governor can appoint. This case, in all 
its aspects, is adverse to the claims of Mr. Quay. 


The next case is that of Samuel S. Phelps, of Vermont, in 1854. 
Ineed not repeat the facts. Mr. Phelps was refused his seat be- 
cause the legislature had an opportunity to fill the vacancy and 
had failed to fill it. The resolution in the case shows clearly the 
grounds upon which it was refused. 

The next case was that of Jared W. Williams, of New Hamp- 
shire, who was refused a seat on exactly the same grounds in the 
same year, 1854, because the legislature had had an opportunity 
to fill the place and had failed to fill it. 

The next cases are those of Bell and Blair, called the New 
Hampshire cases, with which go the Florida cases. Those cases 
were somewhat peculiar because they arose under facts growing 
out of the of the act of 1866 by Congress, which fixes the 
eura which is to elect Senators for their regular terms; in 
other words, that act provides that— 


The legislature of each State which is chosen next preceding the uce 
tion of the time for which any Senator was elected to represent said State in 
Congress shall, on the second Tuesday after the meeting and organization 
thereof, proceed to elect a Senator in Congress, etc. 


In 1878 the constitution of New Hampshire was changed so that 
its biennial legislatures were chosen in November, but were not 
allowed to meet in session until the following June. 

So that the legislature which, under the act of 1866, alone had 
the right and authority to fill those vacancies could not meet under 
the constitution of the State until some two months and a half after 
the vacancies had occurred. Under these circumstances, after 
much debateand long discussion, the Senate held that the governor 
had the appointing power, because they were cases where the leg- 
islature never had had the opportunity or the legal authority and 
power to fill the vacancies. They are perfectly consistent with 
the other cases, when we come to consider the reason upon which 
they were decided. 

The next case was the case of Horace Chilton, of Texas, aud 
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that only involved the question e raised as to whether an ap- 
e 


pointment madein advance of occurrence of a vacancy was 
valid. It was held that it was valid. 

Now come the cases of Mantle, of Allen, of Beckwith, and of 
Corbett, decided, respectiveiy, the first three cases in 1893, and 
the last in 1898. In each of those cases the legislature had had an 
opportunity to fill the vacancy and had, after numerous ballots, 
except in the Corbett case, failed to fill it, had adjourned without 
filling the vacancy, and then the governor had made an appoint- 
ment. In one of the cases, the Allen case, the vacancy had taken 
place while the legislature was in session, nine days before they 
adjourned, In those cases the Senators were refused their 
seats. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. I will say to the Senator that two of those 
cases did not turn on the question of the Constitution, but they 
turned on the silver question, Senators voting against those ap- 
pointees because they were silver men, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, the Senator must excuse 
me, as a member of this body, in not permitting him to say why I 
voted against those appointees. It was not on account of the sil- 
ver question, but it was on much higher ground than that. 

Mr. STEWART. I only stated that such was the case as a gen- 


eral rule. I will admit there were e ergs 
Mr.GALLINGER, There may have been somebody who voted 
on such ground, 
Mr. LEN. Mr. President, I wish to say 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Has the tor from Tennes- 


see yielded the floor? 

. TURLEY. No, sir; but I yielded to the Senator from 
Nevada [Mr. Stewart], and I now yield to the Senator from 
Nebraska pir fae 

Mr. . Mr. President, I do not want to be put ina false 
light by the statement that the Mantle case was decided on the 
ver question. I was myself very strongly in favor of silver and 
in thy with the opinions of Messrs. Mantle, Allen, and Beck- 
witha the time, but my conviction was that they were not enti- 
tled under the Constitution to seats in this 
against their right on that ground. 


y, and I voted 
Mr. STEWART. Many of the silver men voted against them, 
and I believe some gold men voted against them, and it was stated 
audibly here that they would not vote for them on that account, 

Mr. LEY. Iaskthe Senator from Nevada if the silver 
question fi in the Corbett case or not? 

Mr. STEWART. It did not. There were other questions in- 
volved in that case. : 

Mr. TURLEY. There were other considerations, then, that 
made the case mach more favorable to Mr. Corbett than the facts 
in this case are for Mr. Quay. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think the silver question figured in 
that case, but the gold question. 

Mr. STEWART. No; I think it was the question of the demor- 
alization of the Oregon ae Se That had more to do with 
the decision in that case anything else. Although it was 
not stated in the debate, it was stated privately that Mr. Corbett's 
relations to the failure of that legislature to organize had some- 
thing to do with the feeling toward him here. 

Mr. TURLEY. Well, Mr. President, those explanations mean 
that it is idle to talk about the Senate settling these questions on 
constitutional or legal grounds, and that it is idle to make legal 
and constitutional arguments if the Senate is going to be in- 
fluenced by political questions or by outside questions, if it is not 
a question of what the Constitution means, but a question as to 
the gentleman who presents himself and the particular views he 
ma 555 ct eer question. 

r. STEWART. at is the very reason we have made prece- 
dents for a hundred years which are so variable. Those consid- 
erations have got into nearly every case, more or less, until many 
Senators feel at liberty to egard the constitutional questions, 
inasmuch as the Senate will never be governed by precedent—it 
never has been, and never will be—and there are always other 
considerations. The New Hampshire cases were decided under a 
different rule, as well as several others. 

Mr. TURLEY. Ican see very well how the New Hampshire 
cases were decided exactly as they were. There the legislature, 

‘owing out of the operation of the act of Congress of 1866, under 
the State constitution, had never had an opportunity to fill the 
vacancies. 

Mr. STEWART. The construction given, as I understand, in 
the Lanman case in 1825 was that it was not a vacancy happen- 
ing, but that it had become a vacancy otherwise than from the 
expiration of the term, in order to authorize the governor to fill 
a and the New Hampshire cases were directly in opposition to 


t. 
Mr. PEN ROSE. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 
Mr. TURLEY. Les, sir. 


Mr. PENROSE. T call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
the Lanman case was decided, as the Senator from Nevada pir. 
Praw ans has stated, upon a doctrine which has long since been, 
abandon: 


DEO the 1 1 

r. TURLEY. I can not find anywhere any case where it has 
been abandoned. In the case of Mr. Lanman the facts show that 
his term expired by regular limitation on March 3, 1825. The gov- 
ernor appointed him to succeed himself on February 8, 1823. His 
certificate of appointment showed that the legislature was not in 
session and would not be in session at the time the vacancy oc- 
curred, and that the next legislature thereafter would not meet 
until May; but a legislature had been in session whose duty it 
was to fill the vacancy, which it had failed to fill. Mr. Benton 
and Mr. Grundy both show—Mr. Benton having been in the Sen- 
ate and passed on the Lanman case—that Mr. Lanman was re- 
fused his seat because it was the expiration of a regular term, 
and becauso the legislature which ought to have filled the va- 
cancy had met and failed to fill it. 

I would rather take the authority of Mr. Benton, who was a 
member of the Senate at that time, and who wrote on it very 
shortly thereafter, and the Senate document filed here by Mr. 
Grundy, who was one of the most eminent lawyers of this coun- 
try—I would rather take their authority as to how this case was 
decided and on what grounds it was decided than any theories 
which may be brought forward now about it. 

But the fact itself remains, without any dispute, that from that 
time down to this no man has ever been seated in this Senate, 
either by consent or after debate or under any circumstances, 
where the legislature, either before the vacancy occurred or after 
the vacancy occurred, had failed to fill the vacancy. If there is a 
case that can be found since 1825, seventy-five years ago, under 
which any Senator has ever been seated in this body where a leg- 
islature has had the opportunity to fill the vacancy and has failed 
to fill it, then, as I have said, I am willing to a t that I am 
wrong about all these cases. 

It is true that from 1801 to 1825 many Senators were seated 
here where the legislature, which ought to have filled the vacancy 
expiring by regular efflux of time, had failed to do it; but even 
between 1801 and 1825 I can find no case where a Senator has 
been admitted under circumstances like these; that is, where the 
ee after the vacancy occurred had had an Mg gegen to 
fill it. There is not a case from the foundation of the Govern- 
ment down to this time, the legislature having had the oppor- 
tunity to fill a vacancy which was in existence when it met and 
failed to fill it, where the appointment has been made by the gov- 
ernor and the appointee has been allowed to take his seat here. 

Mr. GALLIN 

e-— 


by even the strict constructionists who oppose the seat- 


ER. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit 


m 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee ton to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly, 

Mr. GALLINGER, I want to make a simple statement con- 
cerning the New Hampshire cases. The Senator from Tennessee 
has substantially stated them accurately. Prior to 1876, in New 
. we annual elections, but the elections were in the 
month of March and our legislative sessions were in the month of 
June, so that there was no difficulty in the matter of electing 
United States Senators. 

In 1876 we amended our constitution, adopting biennial elec- 
tions, to be held in the month of November, and did not change 
the time for the legislative session. In that constitutional con- 
vention I took occasion myself, being a member of it, to call the 
attention of the convention to the fact that unless we changed 
the time of our annual sessions there would be a hiatus in cer- 
tain years from March 4 until the meeting of the legislature in 
June, and there would necessarily be vacancies in the Senate; 
but the convention did not think that important, and went on 
and changed the time of holding the elections, and not that of 
holding the sessions of the legislature. 

The result was in a little while a Senatorial term expired on the 
4th day of March; the legislative session would not be held until 
June, and the governor appointed a Senator. The legislature had 
not and could not have the privilege of electing a Senator. While 
those cases have been, I think, cited on their side by certain Sena- 
tors who have argued in favor of seating Senators on credentials 
such as Mr. Quay presents, it has always seemed to me that the 
force of those cases was in the direction which the Senator from 
Tennessee is so ably arguing to-day, that the legislature did not 
have an opportunity to elect and could not elect, and hence the 
governor had the right to appoint. 

Now, just one word in reference to the observation made by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. Stewart]. It may be that the 
Senator from Nevada voted on the silver issue in the Mantle case 
or on the gold issue in the Corbett case. I voted consistently in 
all those cases; I voted against seating Mr. Mantle, not on the 
silver question, or against seating my friend Mr. Allen, of 


1900. 


Washington—a man to whom I was attached as much as 
I believe I have ever been attached to a man in my public 
life—on other than the financial question, and against Mr. 
Corbett, certainly on other than the financial question, because 
he and I agreed on the matter of finances. I trust that no Senator 
has cast his yote in the past, and I trust that no Senator in voting 
on the question that is under debate to-day will cast his vote on 
any other ground than a prea much higher than that of the 
views a man may hold on silver or on gold or on any such question, 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, to sum up and in conclusion— 
because I have been much longer than I intended 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TURLEY. Certainly. 

Mr.SPOONER. Did I correctly understand the Senator as say- 
ing that there had been no instance where a Senator had been 
seated who had been appointed by the governor, the legislature 
having met and having failed to elect? 

Mr. TURLEY. Oh, no. I say from 1801, the time of the Tracy 
case, down to 1825, there were a large number of instances and 
cases where vacancies beginning at the commencement of a regu- 
lar term, the legislature which ought to have filled them having 
failed to act, have been allowed to be filled by the governor. 

Mr. SPOONER. Those were not cases, notably the case of 
Samuel Smith, of Maryland 

Mr. TURLEY. The case of Samuel Smith, of Maryland—and 
I have that case right here—follows the Tracy case. There was 
no contest over it. The only contest was how long the right to 
the seat lasted. It was a case where the legislature had met and 
failed to elect. 

Mr. SPOONER. It was a case where the legislature had met 
saps fill an anticipated vacancy? 


A EY. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a case where there was no pretense that 
the legislature had not had an opportunity to elect? 

Mr. TURLEY. That is right. 

Mr. SPOONER. And the Senator says in the Sevier case it was 
to fill a vacancy? 

Mr. TURLEY. That is right. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that did not pass entirely sub silentio, 
because the legislature having met and failed to fill the va- 


cancy—— 

Mr. TURLEY. They declined to do it for some reason, I have 
forgotten what. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is the worst possible case that could be 
conceived of. The legislature were not prevented by anything 
fortuitous; they were not prevented even by a contest factional 
in its character, as happens sometimes in these days, from filling 
er vacancy. So far as the record shows, they simply declined to 

t 


11. 

Mr. TURLEY. I think there was some misconstruction of law 
there. They considered they did not have the authority. 

Mr. SPOONER. And when Mr. Smith’s term expired the legis- 
lature having mef and having had an ortunity to fill it, and 
declined to it, the governor appo . Mr. Smith was a 
kt sensitive man, and wrote a letter to the Senate. He was not 

ing that the case should go sub silentio; he was not willing to 
present himself to be sworn in without presenting that question 
and that status to the Senate; and here is a statement of the case 
made by Senator Butler, who was a very able lawyer, showing 
what the question was before the Senate, He says: 

His office expired constitutional limitation on March 3, 1809. It seems 
that the legislature of his State had been in session before that date and that 
the legislature had forborne for some cause or other, I don't know what, to 
fill the term, and did not in fact fill the term as one to commence from the 
4th of March, 1809, 

Thereupon Mr. Smith wrote this letter to the United States 
Senate: 

WASHINGTON, May 29, 1309. 

Sin: The legislature of Maryland having at their last session declined to 
appoint a Senator to represent that State in the Senate of the United States 
from and after the 3d day of March of the present year, and the executive of 
the State having conferred on me the honor of an appointment, which, in 
conformity to the Constitution, was limited in its to the next meet- 
ing of the legislature of Maryland, I have to state to you, for the information 
of the Senate, that this meeting will take place on the 5th day of June, as by 
the governor’s proclamation will appear; and I have therefore to request 
that you will be 3 to lay this case before the honorable the Senate for 
their determination as to the question whether an ap tment under the 
executive of Maryland to represent that State in the Senate of the United 
States will or will not cease on the first day of the meeting of the legisla- 
ture of Maryland. 


SAMUEL SMITH. 
Mr. TURLEY. Then he asked 
Mr. SPOONER. I know the other question was involved also as 
to when the temporary appointment would expire; but upon that 
statement of fact made to the Senate, on the contention of my dis- 
tinguished friend, he was not entitled to hold his seat for a mo- 
ment; and yet that Senate, filled with good lawyers, men living a 
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good deal nearer the time of the adoption of the Constitution— 
1809 this was—than we live, did not regard that at all as affecting 
the governor’s right to appoint or as warrant for challenging 
Senator Smith’s right to a seat. 

Mr. TURLEY. Undoubtedly. As I stated, the Samuel Smith 
case is undoubtedly a strong and direct authority for the proposi- 
tion that where a legislature whose duty it is to fill a term atits 
regular commencement fails to do so the governor can appoint. 
The Tracy case is of the same authority, and there are half a 
dozen other cases between that time and 1825 to the same effect. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not understand the Senator as sayi 
that after the legislature had met and had an opportunity to 
an anticipated vacancy and forebore to act, that the governor, 
when the vacancy occurred, might fill it. He has said that in the 
Sevier case, where the legislature had no opportunity to act be- 
cause they did not know of the expiration, and in other cases, 
which might be supposed, where they had no opportunity to act, 
the governor might gt ee Here is a case where they could 
have acted and simply declined to act. 

Mr. TURLEY. . President, the Senator misunderstood me, 
or else I misunderstand him. I certainly do contend now, and I 
say that for seventy-five years—and I will show alittle more in 
detail that the authorities sustain me—if a legislature has had an 
opportunity to fill a vacancy, just as it had in the Smith case, the 
greene has no power to appoint; and I say, under the decisions 

or the last seventy-five years, Smith was not entitled to a seat in 
the Senate; that Tracy was not entitled to a seat in the Senate, 
and that half a dozen other Senators, who were admitted down 


of the Senate, was exactly the opposite to the holding in the Smith 
case, In the Johns case just such an appointment as was gus- 
tained in the Tracy case and in the Smith case was held invalid, 
but the Senate changed the rule in the Tracy case, and in 1801 held 
that where a legislature whose duty it was to filla regular term 
at its commencement failed to doso, the governor might appoint, 
and that principle prevailed down to 1825, when the case 
comes. 

The Lanman case was a case identical with the Smith case, 
with the Tracy case, and with the Johns case, practically. In the 
Lanman case the Senate went back again to the original doctrine 
affirmed in 1794 in the Johns case, and has never departed from 
it since, but has held to it every day since. That is what I say. 
I do not say that Senators have not been admitted here where the 
legislature has failed to fill a regular term and the governor then 
appointed, but I say that was the original doctrine. It was 
shifted from 1801 to 1825, but for seventy-five years, since 1825, it 
has remained as we contend for, and as it was established in 1794. 

I will take this case: ee a Senator is elected and comes 
and qualifies on the 4th of March, 1900—such a case as we have 
here—and he dies in April; the governor does not make any appoint- 
ment; the legislature meets and fails to fill that vacancy. I say 
there never been a case since the Government began where 
eat ade was allowed to appoint under such circumstances 
as those. 

I say, further, that there never has been a case since the foun- 
dation of the Government where the vacancy occurred while the 
legislature was in session where the governor has been allowed to 
appoint—notasinglecase. And there never has been a case since 

e foundation of the Government, as I repeated just now, where 
the legislature has had an opportunity, after the vacancy oc- 
curred, to fill it and failed to it that the governor thereafter 
has been allowed to appoint. 

Now, in the case of Mr. Quay. the case here, the vacancy oc- 
curred during the session of the legislature. The legislature after 
the vacancy occ’ had ample opportunity to it and failed 
to fill it, and the governor has attempted to appoint. Isay it is 
impossible to find, searching these cases from ae cam A to end, 
any precedent which will sustain it. On the contrary, the prece- 
dents are all the other way, and I say this, to sum it up: Take these 
cases for seventy-five years,and while they may vary in detailand 
vary in some special facts, they establish this general, sensible, 
uniform, consistent construction of the Constitution, that wherever 
the legislature, either before or after the happening of the vacancy, 
has had an opportunity to fill it and has failed to fill it, the gov- 
ernor can not appoint. 
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That has been the doctrine for seventy-five years without varia- 


tion, and it is consistent with the paramount idea which appears 
in this clause of the Constitution, that the framers thereof in- 
tended that the legislature should choose the Senators and that 
the governor should never appoint except in special and particu- 
lar cases where the legislature had had no 8 to choose 
the Senator. That is a consistent rule, which can be found from 
these cases for the past seventy-five years. 

We are the judges here on this question, Mr. President, just as 
much as judges who sit in another part of the building. This is 
the only body that can construe this clause of the Constitution. 
There is no other tribunal under the sun nor on the face of the 
earth that can construe this clause in the Constitution than the 
Senate of the United States. Are we in 1898, when Mr. Corbett 
was knocking at the door of the Senate, to say that that clause of 
the Constitution means one thing, and in 1900, when Mr. Quay 
comes knocking at the door, to say it means just exactly the oppo- 
site? 

Let me call attention to one thing. No man can say, and I sub- 
mit it to every Senator on the floor, that a vote for Mr. Quay and 
a vote against Mr. Corbett are consistent votes. A man might 
have voted for Mr. Corbett and vote against Mr. Quay, because 
there was a question of the organization of the legislature in Mr. 
Corbett’s case about which there was grave doubt. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee 2752 to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. RLEY. I yield. 

Mr. PENROSE. There were several Senators who voted for 
Mr. Mantle and against Mr. Corbett. I should like to know from 
the Senator from Tennessee how they reconciled their consistency 
upon that matter. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PENROSE. Isuppose.some technical difference will be 


presented. 

Mr. TELLER. Iam one of those who voted for Mr. Mantle. 
There was an extended discussion here on this question. I made 
a speech, and while I did and could very readily distinguish the 
cases from New Hampshire from that case, I announced my in- 
tention to vote for Mr. Mantle. I said I regarded it as a very 
close legal question. There had been some very saone sr ents, 
particularly ves the Senator from Oregon, Mr. Mitchell, against 
the power of the governor under the circumstances to appoint. 

I stated then that I thought we sat here as a court; that it was 
a judicial determination, and that in all decency whatever the 
Senate should then determine I thought it ought to adhere to. I 
then stated my intention, if the Senate voted that the governor had 
not the power, to govern myself in the next case and all following 
cases by that determination of the Senate. 

When Mr. Corbett’s case came here, which was a stronger case 
than this, I am very certain, I felt that under the ruling the Sen- 
ate had made, which had not been made upon party lines, because 
we had not divided either as Democrats or Republicans, men vot- 
ing in both directions, I may say, some Democrats voting for the 
power and some against it, some Republicans voting for the 
power and some against it, I felt that the Senate had made an 
adjudication, and as a lawer I thought I was bound to stand by 
that adjudication unless somebody convinced me that the public 
interest required me to vote for its reversal, as sometimes a court 
does. When Mr. Corbett’s case was before the Senate I made 
pews e the kind of an 8 Iam making now. I said I re- 

rded the case as settled; that I regarded it as an indecent thing 

or the Senate of the United States to vote one man in and an- 
other man out. 

Mr. President, upon that line I intend to govern myself in this 
case. I intend to vote exactly as the Senate voted on those two 
cases. I can find ample justification myself for it upon the doc- 
trine that it must be finally determined, and upon the further idea 
that the American people can not look with any respect upon a 
body which one day votes, on conditions practically similar or 
more in favor of the applicant, that he is not entitled to his seat 
and on the next case votes that the man is entitled to his seat. 


Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President, I have but a few more words to 


say. The Senator from Colorado has expressed a t deal of 
what I had intended to say in conclusion. I can only call atten- 
tion to the fact that the Mantle case occurred after the New Hamp- 


shire cases, which may not have been thoroughly understood at 
the time, and since then the Mantle and that class of cases have 
been followed by the Corbett case, and thus reenforced by addi- 
tional authority. 

This is a question which has been debated in the Senate for 
hice and on many different occasions,and about which trained 

wyers and learned Senators have disagreed. When is it going 
to be settled? We have, as I have shown, precedents of seventy- 
five years’ standing which say that Mr. Suay i not entitled to his 
seat, and if a case could be picked out in which the governor did 


not have the power to appoint under all the precedents and under 
all these decisions, this is the case. 

Now, are we going to reverse this rule and be at sea again, so 
that when the next appointee comes here under like circumstances 
we will make the fight all over again? It seems to me the digni- 
fied and wise course to pursue—the one which the Senate ought to 
pursue if it expects to retain the confidence of the country and 
not to have the country believe that it is guided in its decisions 
either simply by 8 considerations or personal favoritism—is 
to stand by the long line of decisions which have already been 
made and which will fully justify its course. 

Lask the pardon of the Senate for trespassing upon its time so 


long. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to give notice that I shall call up this 
case again to-morrow morning, and every morning thereafter, of 
course, with the understanding that I shall not conflict in any 
way with the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, 
to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by 
the United States, and for other purposes. 


TERRITORY OF HAWAII. 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
unfinished business. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 
ser’ of Hawaii. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment before the 
Senate is the one offered by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. 
BUTLER], touching postal savings banks. Is the Senate ready for 
the question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me the Senator from North 
Carolina ought to be present before it is disposed of. I think 
probably he will be here very soon. Ishould not like to have a 
vote taken upon it in his absence. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no disposition to take snap judgment on 
the Senator from North Carolina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota asks unanimous consent that the amendment may be laid 
aside for the present. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. 1 make that request. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection? 

Mr. CULLOM. I have no objection. I believe the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] offered an amendment which he 
desires to have considered. It may be connected with the one 
that was laid aside. 

Mr. BUTLER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the Senator from North Caro- 
lina has just come in. : 

Mr. BUTLER. The Hawaiian bill is now before the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes, and we are waiting for the Senator from 
Note PRESIDENT Th dm is 

e pro tempore. e amendment pendi 
that offered by the Senator from North Carolina. * 

Mr. BUTLER. I beg leave to offer in lieu of the amendment 
offered yesterday the one I send to the desk, 4 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Senator from North Car- 
olina withdraws the amendment offered yesterday and substitutes 
for it an amendment which will be read for information. 

Mr. BUTLER. Before the amendment is read, I will state that 
itis the law of Hawaii modified to suit, to fit into the pendin 
bill. As it is read those who are familiar with the law of Hawa 
will see that I have changed the words minister of finance” to 
“ treasurer” and where there was any duty devolved upon the 
president of the Hawaiian republic it is devolved upon the gov- 
ernor, etc. It is the present law modified, which I offer as an 


amendment to the bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tem Where does the Senator pro- 
pose that the amendment shall come in? 


Mr. BUTLER. At the end of section 84. 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to insert at the end of section 
84 the following as new sections: 


Src. —. That the laws of Hawaii relative to postal savings banks be modi- 
fied and continued in force, as follows: 

Sec. —. That there shall be established as a part of the Hawaiian postal 
service a system of postal savings banks, to be known as the Hawaiian postal 
savings tem, similar to the system now in operation, of which the 
postmaster of onoluln shall be ex-officio 

Seca —. That it be 


tions as may be prescri 
ot this act: Provided always, That such deposits shall not be of less amount 
than 10 cents or a multiple thereof: And provided, That no account shall be 
opened until at least $1 shall be deposited. 
SEC. —. That every de t received by any officer so authorized by the 
be entered by at the time in the fa" ooo 
cer. 


pone of Honolulu 
`s book. and the entry shall be attested by the signature of the said o 
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This entry on the depositor's book, with the attestations of the said officer, 
shall be conclusive evidence of the claim of the depositor to the repayment 
of such deposit, with interest thereon, on demand made by him. 

Sec. —. That the officers engaged in the receipt or payment of savings de- 
posits shall not disclose the name of any depositor nor the amount deposited 
or withdrawn, except to the postmaster of Honolulu, or to such officers as 
may be 8 by him to carry this act into operation. 

SEC. — t the books of the Hawaiian postal savings banks shall be 

ned, and the ters of the various designated money-order offices 
l receive all deposits offered on or after the of this act, and credit 
the same in the pass book of each depositor, and make reports of the same to 
the postmaster eg part as may be required under the rules and regula- 


EC. 
posits and receive payment, giving rana receipts therefor: Provided, how- 


to th 
Honolulu within a period pote Seg ied after the death of the depositor, or in 
case of disputes of anyone 


ing $1 only 
executor or administrator on the production of letters of 3 

Sec. —. That if a depositor become insane, having on deposit not exceed - 
ing $100, the postmaster of Honolulu may, in his tion. authorize pay- 
ment from time to time out of the funds of such depositor to any person 
having charge of him. 

Src. —. That on demand, by notice upon the postmaster of Honolulu, in 
such form as may be prescribed in the regulations under this act, py a depos- 
itor, or party legally authorized to claim on account of a depositor, for 33 
ment of any deposit or part thereof, such depositor shall be absolutely enti- 
tled to 3 of any sum not exceeding $100 which may be due him 
within thirty days after giving such notice, and the officer making such re- 
payments shall enter the same upon the book of the depositor and attest the 
entry by his signature: Provided, however, That payments may be made to 
depositors, in the discretion of the aster of Honolulu, on demand, orat 
any time prior to the periods mentioned in this section. 

EC. —. That the rate of interest payable on deposits made under this act 
shall be 2 per cent per annum on de ts amounting to $500 and under in any 
one account; but no interest shall paid on any deposit exceeding $500 in 
any one account. Interest shall not be calculated on any amount less than 
$5 or some multiple thereof, and shall not commence until the first day of the 
calendar month next following the day of deposit, and shall cease on the first 
day of the calendar month in which such deposit is withdrawn. All deposits 
not excesdiig $1,000 in any one account that shall be on deposit three months 
e to July 1 of each year shall not be assessed for taxes and shall be free 

rom all government taxaticn. 

Sec. — That interest on all de: ts shall be calculated on the 3ist day of 
December of every year, and shall be added to and become a of the prin- 
cipal money; and the postmaster of Honolulu shall on that day of each year 
furnish the governor of said Territory and the rer and the Postmaster- 
General of the United States with a sworn statement of the amount thereof, 
with interest. calculated and actually to the credit of the depositor on 
the books of the postal-savings bank department. 

BEC. —. That moneys received by the postmaster of Honolulu as deposits 
in the Hawaiian postal savings bank in excess of $2,500 shall be paid into the 
treasury; and the treasurer shall open in the books of the treasury an ac- 
count to be called the Hawaiian postal savings,” to which he shall credit 
all de ts made on this account; and he shall debit such sumsas may be 
withdrawn or warrants issued by the postmaster of Honolulu for payment 
of sums due to depositors. All moneys received to this account, as well as 
the reserve in the hands of the 8 of Honolulu as ex officio manager 
of the Hawaiian postal savings k, shall be deemed and treated as a part 
of the public debt, for which the Treasury is msible to the depositors; 
and the treasury account shall, on the ist day of Jan of each year, be 
credited as of that day with the interest actually allowed and paid to de- 
positors under this act for the previous vear ending December 31. 

Sec. —. That there shall be at all times retained in the treasury, as a 
reserve to meet the demands of the depositors in said postal savings „not 
less than 1 T eons of the deposits in such bank on all deposits up to an ag- 
gregate o . 

SEC. —. That it at any time the monoq d into the treasury on account 
of the Hawaiian postal savings bank, and the interest accrued thereon, shall 
be insufficient to meet the lawful claims of the depositors, it shall be the duty 
of the Treasurer to pay the amount of such deficiency out of any moneys not 
otherwise appropriated, and report said amount to the governor and to the 
next ensuing legislature. 

SEC. — That an annualaccount of all deposits received and paid out under 
— of this act, and the expenses incurred during the year ending De- 
cember $1, together with a statement of the total amount due at the close of 
the year to all depositors, shall be made to the postmaster of Honolulu and 
to the Postmaster-General of the United States, and also to the governor of 
the Territory of Hawaii, who shall lay the same before the legislature of 
Hawaii at its next ensuing session. 

Sec. —. That the treasurer, with the approval of the governor, is hereby 
authorized to issue coupon bonds of the Territory of Hawaii up tothe amount 
of $1,000,000, to_be ay. ed the poera savings bank loan, to be issued to de- 
pontos in the Hawaiian postal savings bank who may apply for the same, 

be payable in periods not less than five nor more t twenty years, at 
the option of the government, and to bear interest at a rate not exceeding 2 
per cent per annum, to be paid semiannually. Any such depositor with an 

gate credit on his pa book of not less than which shall be on de- 

it at least three months, who shall apply to the postmaster of Honolulu 

‘or such bonds shall be entitled to an issue of an amount thereof in sums of 

$100 or multiples thereof, which amount shall be immediately withdrawn 
from the said depositor's account with the postal savings bank. 

Sec. —. That the postmaster of Honolulu, with the consent of the gov- 
ernor, may from time to time, as he shall see occasion, make and alter all 
needful regulations for 7 Se actintoexecution, and, after publishing, 
such regulations so made shall be binding on the party in the sutjectansttes 
hereof to the same extent as if such regulations formed a part of this act; 
and the postmaster of Honolulu shall transmit to the legislature of said Ter- 
ritory, on the first day of each session, a copy of all such regulations made 
and enforced, and the same shall continue in force unless disapproved of or 
changed by the le tive authorities of the Territory. 

SEO. —. That the of this act shall in no way change the status 
of the deposits now in the postal savings bank, either principal or interest; 
and noth: herein contained shall be construed to mean any interference 
with such deposits, principal or interest. 


Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, there were a number of objec- 
tions made yesterday afternoon to the amendment I then offered, 
which proposed to keep in force the pn laws of Hawaii, on 


the ground that it would not fit. e Senator from Wisconsin 
pe SPOONER) wanted to know what officer would perform the 

uties of the minister of finance, upon whom was placed the duty 
of managing this system. The treasurer of the Territory of 
Hawaii is to perform practically the duties that the minister of 
finance performed under the old government, and so the amend- 
ment has been changed to put the duties of the minister of finance 
upon the treasurer of the Territory. 

Mr, SPOONER. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to ask him a question? . 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The amendment is quite elaborate and some- 
what involved, and I do not, perhaps, understand it. Who is to 
pay the interest on these deposits? 

. BUTLER. The Territorial government. 

Mr. SPOONER. At what rate? 

Mr. BUTLER. Two percent. I have simply changed it from 
45 per cent to 2 cent and modified the law only so much as is 
n to e it fit into this bill. 

Mr. T . Iam like the Senator from Wisconsin. I could 
not very well follow the reading of the amendment. What will 
the Territory or whatever this government may be do with this 
money? It is to pay interest on it. What use is it to make of it? 
Is there ah ida for that? 

Mr. BU There is a provision that whenever the amount 
credited to a depositor becomes so much, it shall be turned into the 
treasury. 

Mr. SPOONER. What treasury? 

Mr. BUTLER. The Territorial treasury. It is to be turned over 
to the treasurer appointed under this bill. 

Mr. TELLER. at use will he make of it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Just such use as Great Britain, France, Ger- 
many, and every other country makes of it when money under 
similar provisions is turned into the treasury; when the amount 
to the credit of the depositor becomes so much and he does not 
desire to withdraw it. 

Mr. ALLISON, Spend it? 

Mr. BUTLER. Spend it or use it in any way they see fit. 

Mr. TELLER. e Senator will pardon me. It seems to me 
there comes in a great difficulty. The Government of the United 
States will of course have to guarantee, if we enact this into law, 
for it would be indecent if we did not, that the Territorial gov- 
ernment would pay these depositors. [am myself very much in 
favor of a national postal savings bank and I have been for some 
years, and I shall be delighted to join the Senator from North 
Carolina in the effort that he says he is going to make to geta 
national postal savings hank. But I see the great difficulty in 
trying to apply this salutary and beneficial principle of govern- 
ment to this Territory. When the Government of the United 
States takes money from a depositor and it goes into the general 
Treasury, there is no question of our need for the money. We 
can take it and pay our debts, or we can take it and pay the ex- 
penses that are going to come on us after a little, which otherwise 
would compel us to borrow by the sale of bonds. 

We have abundant ways of getting rid of it, while the Territory 
of Hawaii, it seems to me, ought not to have any expenditures of 
this kind. Their current e: ought to be raised by current 
taxation. We pay their debt, so that there is no debt to be paid, 
It seems to me it will be very difficult for us to apply to Hawaii. 
I shall have to vote against the Senator’s proposition, but I want 
it distinctly understood that I do not vote against it because I am 


a to savings 

r. BU R. If the Senator will permit me, we do not have 
to pay the posma savings bank debt under the amendment, be- 
cause the Territory of Hawaii—the Senator from Alabama him- 
self admitted that the officers are in favor of it—will be glad to 
assume the debt and keep the system instead of us having the debt 
to pay. We will not pay it, but they will assume the debt and be 
glad to do it. 

Mr. TELLER. What I meant to say was our assuming it if 
they failed to pay. If there were any trouble over there, we should 
be in honor bound to pay it. 

Mr. BUTLER. Is not that true of every other obligation they 
may incur? 

. TELLER. Under the general provisions of law, which the 
Senator from North Carolina will endeavor to secure in this direc- 
tion, and I hope he may secure them, if the Hawaiian Islands be- 
come a part of the United States to the extent that they are liable 
to be under this law, they will be entitled to the full benefit of 
the national postal savings banks. 2 

Mr. BUTLER. Of course I understand that when we establish 
a national postal savings bank system—and I am delighted to hear 
the Senator from Colorado say that he favors it—this will be re- 
pealed the moment we adopt it. It would extend to them as it 
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would to Colorado or North Carolina. There is no question about 
that. M preg papoan Aa Ra TT e odors the meantime this sys- 
tem which is y in successful operation and so popular, and 
not rob them of it, even for the year or two that may elapse (I 
hope not longer) until we can establish such a system in this 


coun 

Mr. M. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow 
me to interrupt him? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have not been able to see how we could very 
consistently undertake to establish a savings-bank system in Ha- 
waii and not extend it over the whole country; and I want to sa 
to the Senator, who is anxious for this principle to be established, 
that I agree that some safe postal savings bank system ought to 
be adopted by the United States for the whole country. I should 
be glad to have an n to vote for a bill applying not only 
to Hawaii, but to all the States and Territories of the Union, but 
I feel like asking the Senator to desist from pressing this amend- 
ment as applicable to these little islands and bring in a well-con- 
sidered bill here and get it before the Senate, so that we may have 
the opportunity to vote for it as applicable to the whole country 
as a general law. 

I ask the Senator whether he does not think that the wiser 
course? I appreciate that the Senator has been anxious about this, 
I know, for several years, from what he has done here, and I ap- 

iate his earnestness about it; but I should like very much, and 
think really it would be for the best interests of the cause, that 
he should adopt the suggestion that I indicate and bring in a bill 
here and put it upon its passage as soon as he can, providing for a 
3 system for the whole United States. I shall support 
it wit eat pleasure, 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, of course I have no interest in 
this measure further than any other Senator who, having exam- 
ined it, feels that it is a question of merit; and I have no interest 
in attempting to get it in bill except the interest every Senator 
must feel to give those people the best government possible and 
not to take from them any of the advantages of government that 
they had as a republic. 

Lam greatly interested in the general scheme of adopting it for 
all the country more than for any part of the country, of course; 
and while I regret to see this bill pass and not carry this provision 
which would maintain their system, yet, Mr. President, from the 
statements which have just been e by the distinguished Sen- 
ator who has charge of this bill and by the Senator from Colo- 
rado, I realize that strong friends of the measure are in a posi- 
tion where they feel that they can not vote for this amendment, 
though favoring the system for the whole country. Therefore it 
does really seem, as the Senator has su 
of the cause to have postal savings banks established at an earl 
date will not be advanced by premas the amendment, inasmuc 
as some of its friends are not in a position to support this amend- 
ment. Therefore, with that suggestion, and realizing that it 
would not advance the general proposition and would not secure 
the votes of Senators who favor establishing a general system, I 
feel constrained under those conditions reluctantly to withdraw 
the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is before the Senate 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer the following amendment, to be added 
as two additional sections after section 84, i 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 


amendment. 
The SECRETARY., Add the following as two additional sections: 


SEC. — That the laws of Hawaii relating to the establishment and conduct 
of any postal savings bank or institution are hereby abolished. And the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury, in the execution of the ent of the United 
8 act entitled “A joint 


savings banks to the per- 

ing to their respective rights, and he shall make 
tions for paying such ns and for no- 
tifying such persons 3 ir demands for paymen 
= . —. to pay demands is hereby 88 
© Treasury 

Ist day of July, 1900, when such payments shall begin, and none of said de- 
mands shall bear interest after said date, and no deposit shall be made in said 
bank after said date. Said demands of such persons shall be certified to by 
the chief executive of Hawaii as bein uine and due to the he re- 
senting the and his certificate be sealed with the official of 
the Territory and countersigned by its secretary, and shall be approved by 
the Secretary of the Interior, whoshall draw his warrant for the amount due 
upon the Treasurer of the United States; and when the same are so no 
further liabilities shall exist in respect of the same against the Government 
of the United States or of Hawaii. 

Sec. — That gg e of the Hawaiian Postal Savings Bank that shall 
remain unpaid to the persons entitled thereto on the Ist day of July, 1900. 
and any assets of r | bank, shall be turned over by the government of 
Hawaii to the Treasurer of the United States, and the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury shall cause an account to be stated as of said date, between such govern- 
pan Hawaii and the United States in respect to said Hawaiian Postal 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I hope that amendment will be 
adopted. 


gested, that the interest | t 


FEBRUARY 27, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The amendment was o. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to offer an amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from South Dakota indulge 
me just a moment? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I yield to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I believe the chairman of the Committee on 
Finance is not in the Chamber. There is another section that was 
reported by the commission and also bythe Committee on Foreign 
Relations that ought to be added to bill, unless the Finance 
Committee of the Senate will take the subject up and proceed to 
have legislation upon it. It relates to silver coinage and silver 
certificates issued by the Hawaiian government. For the present 
moment, I merely want to call the attention of the gentlemen of 
the Finance Committee to the necessity of having it acted upon. 

When the bill that we have now under consideration passes, 
Hawaii will be without any legal-tender currency and 3 
without any other valid currency, because there are a million dol- 
lars of silver coined by the government of Hawaii. They were 
coined in San Francisco, and upon that million of dollars, or a 
large part of it, silver certificates were issued and are in circula- 
tion amongst the people of Hawaii. Those certificates would be 
at a premium but for the efforts of the government to keep them 
down, for the reason that it furnishes an opportunity of sending 
money through the mail from island to island, which is a very im- 
portant matter with those people there. 

Paper money is not at an actual premium, but it is Ry? greatly 
in demand. It is kept in the hands of the merchants almost en- 
tirely. Themoney circulating in Hawaiiis American gold, Ameri- 
can silver coins, which there circulate at par as they do here and 
are legal tender for sums of $10, Hawaiian silver dollars, and other 
silver coins. I believe that is the bulk of the money that is cir- 
culating in Hawaii. All of it circulates on terms of equality or 


parity. 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator if they have fractional silver 
coins in Hawaii? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; and they are stamped with the imprima- 
tur of that government. 

Mr. ALLISON. Fractional silver, as well as full legal-tender 
silver, or silver dollars? They have a silver dollar as well? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes; a Hawaiian silver dollar. 

Mr. SPOONER. Where is that coined? 

Mr. MORGAN. It is coined in the mints of the United States, 
and exactly corresponding in weight and fineness to the silver 
dollar of the United States. 

Mr. ALLISON. And also silver fractional pieces corresponding 


o ours? 
Mr. MORGAN. Yes; they have silver fractional pieces in cir- 
culation. 
Mr. ALLISON, And their paper currency is based on silver, I 
understand. 
oe MORGAN. Silver certificates. They have no bank paper 
at all. 
Mr. ALLISON, And there are no gold certificates? 
Mr. MORGAN. There are no gold certificates and there is no 
gold coinage in Hawaii. They use the American gold coins. 
Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him about 


how much of this silver there is there? 

Mr. MORGAN. There was a million dollars coined, 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH 
who is chairman of the Committee on Finance is not present, bu 
I should think it very desirable that that question should be dealt 
with at this session of Congress, after the statement made by the 
Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. It was always contemplated by the commission 
that Congress would proceed to deal with all these questions—the 
postal sayi bank and the currency—at the same session. 

Mr. N. I take it that our present financial system will 


spread over Hawaii. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no question of the million dollars. 

Mr. ALLISON. I understand that should be dealt with at the 
present session. While I am not authorized to say anythin 
about it, I should think that the Committee on Finance woul 
take that question Hp 

Mr. MORGAN. merely wanted to call attention to it. I 
think perhaps that the Committee on Foreign Relations is not 
suited to handling that question, particularly in view of the fact 
that we are about to pass a bill that changes the relations of the 
Government toward its own coins very materially. 1 merely 
wanted to call the attention of the committee to it. 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the Senator got the report of the minister 


of finance before him 

Mr. MORGAN. Ihave the report and I have a copy of the bill 
which the commission reported. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas just going to state, in answer to the in- 
quiry of the Senator from Iowa, that there are $500,000 in dollar 
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pieces, $350,000 in halves, $125,000 in quarters, and $25,000 in dimes, 
all silver. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that the paper just read covers 
the eleven months previous to June, 1899, and the paper which 


Mr. ALLISON. All those are kept at par with the currency? ill be i 
Mr. MORG AN. On ta N 5 à 1 da a al cy ne read covers the period from June, 1899, to ber, 
r. ALLISON, the standard? J 
Me ALUN M ra na a 
r. It is manifest that that question will be dealt ) FUMIGATED AND UNFUMIGATED, SINCE MONTH OF 
"iir MORGAN. r i The collector-general of S 
r. GAN. That is what J want. e collector-general of customs, Mr. Stackable, has submitted a state- 
Mr. ALLISON, If the proper amendment should be proposed | of cargo. and the numer cf oa aE trea ae vessels, numberof tons 
it might be dealt with on this bill, but I think it had better be | the Orient from June 17 to Decarsber DL TAUS Thee ge iain Port from 


dealt with in a separate measure, 

Mr. CULLOM. I think so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from South Da- 
kota presents an amendment, which will be read. 

The SecrETary. Insert as a new section the following: 


Sec. 10}. That all contracts made since August 12, 1898, by which persons 
are held for service for a definite term, are hereby declared null and void and 
terminated, and no law shall be passed to enforce said contracts in any way; 
and it shall be the duty of the United States marshal to at once notify such 
persons so held of the termination of their contracts. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, since the annexation of 
those islands by the United States there have been imported from 
China and Japan 30,000 contract laborers. The terms of the con- 
tracts may be for three or for ten years. Those made in Japan 
can last for ten years. Those made in Hawaii can only be fora 
term of five years. The old contracts were for terms of three 

ears. I have no means of ascertaining the terms of these con- 

acts; but immediately upon the annexation of the islands the 
sugar planters, who have controlled all that country and who pro- 
duced the revolution which caused its annexation to the United 
States, began at once the importation of large numbers of con- 
tract laborers. 

Under the law of Hawaii they were required to import 10 | 


cent of Euro or white people along with their Asiatic im- Coptic, June 28 
portations. They therefore sent agents to Europe, and they did oe 5 10 
import 300 people from Austria, who were held as slaves, whipped | Beizian King. August i5.. 
and imprisoned by their if they refused to carry out | Toyo Maru, August 18 
these slave contracts. However, after this experiment, they finally | Carmarthenshire, ey e 2 
Lennox. eee 
koku September 23. 


abandoned the importation of Europeans and have confined their Han 


attention exclusively to the importation of slave labor from Asia. 
As I said, since the of the United States was raised over those 
islands 30,000 of these slave laborers have been imported. 

Mr. HALE. And are there now? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And are there now. When a case was 
brought in the courts of Hawaii in which the parties were con- 
victed to imprisonment until they should go back to the service 
to which they had been assigned, this supreme court that has been 


boasted of so much decided that the Constitution of the United | Ameri 


States did not go with the flag and that therefore these convic- 
tions and sentences to imprisonment were good and should hold; 
that these contracts for services were not penal, but civil contracts, 
and that under them a man could be imprisoned for life if he did 
not willingly return to the service which he had abandoned, 

Mr. P of Connecticut. That it was a civil remedy. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, sir; that it was a civil remedy. I 
propose now to ask to have the Secre read the ongein cli 
pings, one from the Hawaiian Star and the other from the acik 
Advertiser, showing the ships and the number of contract labor- 
ers that have been impo and then I will show what kind of 
service this is that they have been im ing ia that country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, e retary will read as 


8 
e Secretary read as follows: 
MOVEMENT OF POPULATION. 


The total arrivals and departures of persons of all nationalities at the port 
of Honolulu for the eleven months ending June 30, 1899, as shown by the 


custom-house returns, is as follows: 


The total arrivals are 20,834; the total departures, 6,174; net increase, 14,710. 
8 the difference between arrivals and departures are: 
nese, 1,659, gain; Japanese, gain; Portuguese, 71, gain; all others, 


were sent to the quarantine station. Tho . 
etre yey By dln q cargoes of 16 vessels were fumi 


FUMIGATED, 


Number. 

Ni pe l ndaiidiei a aa 227 
Peking, July 22 628 
Gaelic, July 7 MANER 250 
Hongkong July 28 B06 
China, August 8... 416 
Doric, August 14. 388 
ippon u, August 25 29 
Rio de Janeiro, September 2 
Soutie; 9 2 216 
City of Peking, October 1. 494 
Hongkong u. October 13 447 
China, October 214. 447 
Nanyo Maru, December 18. 705 
Algoa, Dece wanne 2, 340 she 
on. T. ᷣͤ V.... O Aa pune * 
Hongkong Maru, December II. 637 


NOT FUMIGATED, 


N Maru, November ö. 
Tappan November 25 


A ERE RE EERE EEE EEEE] 


17,886 


Mr. PETTIGREW. According to these statements, up to the 
81st of December last 30,000 Asiatics haye been imported to these 
islands as contract or slave laborers, and they are still there. I 
understand that very many more have been imported during the 
months of January and February, and that they are importing 
them at about the rate of 3,000 a month. When these emigrants 
reach Honolulu they are distributed from that point throughout 
the plantations of the islands; they are assigned by the companies 
who import them to the different planters with whom they have 
made contracts. Under these contracts, if the laborer refuses 
to toil he is arrested, and if he refuses to go back to service he is 
sentenced to imprisonment and confined at hard labor until he 
will consent to return to the service. He is fined for the cost of 
his arrest, and that is docked from his pay. There is a system of 
docking if a laborer is too slow to suit his taskmaster. It- is the 
custom upon plantations to whip the laborers, to knock them 
down, pound them with clubs, and to abuse them in almost any 
manner that suits the whim or pleasure of the overseer. A 

Mr. GALLINGER, Will the Senator from South Dakota per- 
mit a question? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am very much interested in this phase 


23 | of the Hawaiian matter, and unless Iam converted to the con- 


trary I shall vote for the Senator’s amendment. Iwanttoask the 
Senator if these contract laborers who seem to be coming to Hawaii 
in such large numbers displace other laborers in the islands. In 
other words, if they were not brought there, is the su of labor- 
ers sufficient to meet the requirements of the islan I know 
nothing about it and would like to obtain information. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I presume, Mr. President, that in a meas- 
ure they displace day laborers, and that an additional number is 
also needed to help take the place of those who returned to Asia, 
their contracts having expired. They are also needed to open up 
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new plantations, For instance, when the annexation of Hawaii 
was talked of, we were told it was the best coffee country in the 
world, and that great coffee plantations would be opened upon 
the annexation of that country to the United States. But there 
is no duty on coffee from any country to the United States, while 
we have levied a duty of almost 2 cents a pound upon sugar. 

The result is that since annexation the sugar business, which is 
exceedingly profitable, has taken the place of the coffee business; 
and we no longer hear about the raising of coffee in Hawaii, but 
they are plowing up the coffee plantations and putting them into 
sugar. th fact, the profits of raising sugar are enormous under 
the bonus we give in the way of a remission of duties to thesugar 
planters of Hawaii, amounting this year to nearly $12,000,000, 
which we would collect upon alike amount of sugar from any 
other country. This enormous bonus goes to a few planters who 
have absorbed all the land of that country and who pay the most 
meager wages to the slave labor which is employed to raise the 
sugar. 

Mr, GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was interested when the Puerto Rican 
bill was under consideration in the committee of which I chance 
to be a member to learn the fact that in Puerto Rico they only 
produce from 1 to 2 tons of sugar per acre, while in Hawaii they 
ay jee from 6 tolitonsperacre. Thatis very productive sugar 
and, perhaps the most 3 in the world. I want to ask the 
Senator, who I think been in Hawaii and has investigated 
these matters, if these poor Asiatics are not taken there as con- 
tract laborers, would they voluntarily go and labor there under 
better conditions than surround them as contract laborers—their 
lot seems very hard, according to the statement of the Senator, as 
contract laborers—would they go in sufficient numbers to meet 
the requirements of the planters in Hawaii for ordinary laborers? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Undoubtedly they would go there if the 
wages were high enough to induce them to go, although I believe 
none have gone heretofore, practically, except those who havegone 
under contract. 

Mr. SPOONER. I desire to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. NELSON in the chair). 
the Senator from South Dakota yield? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I tried to obtain recognition before I asked 
the Senator to yield. I desire to ask the Senator whether the labor 
contracts referred to reserve the right to ‘‘ dock” the laborers, as 
he used that word? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, yes, Mr. President; and I have the re- 

rt here of the secretary of the bureau of immigration, Mr. Tay- 

or, who examined two of these plantations, and in his report 
showed the methods pursued, In one case the contract called for 
twelve dollars and a half a month, the laborers to board themselves; 
but he says in his official report that they only receive from six to 
seven dollars a month, because the superintendent would dock 
nen if they were slow, if the men did not move quite fast enough 
or him. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I put the ques- 
tion to him for the reason that, perhaps, in his absence the bill has 
been amended, partly on motion of the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. NELson] who occupies the chair for the moment, so as to 
provide that no suit or proceeding shall be maintained to enforce 
specifically any contract heretofore or hereafter entered into for 
potoa labor or service; nor shall any remedy exist or be en- 

orced for a breach of any such contract, except a civil suit, 
brought solely to recover damages for such breach. While that, 
of course, guards“ against almost all of the hardships and evils 
which we want to reach, it would not guard necessarily against 
the right reserved in the contract, if it is in the contract, to arbi- 
trarily dock laborers because they are not fast enough; and it was 
with a view to ascertaining whether the amendment which has 
already been e was sufficiently explicit and broad to extir- 
pate these troubles that I put my question to the Senator; and I 
should be glad to have him answer in that view. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwas aware of the amendment we have 
already adopted, but it is not satisfactory to me for the reason 
that it providesacivilremedy. The legislature over there is quite 
liable to be controlled by the vast interests we have built up there. 
We have remitted duties to the amount of $80,000,000 to the sugar 
planters there; we have taken that money out of the pockets of 
the people of the United States and paid it over to them, because 
their importation of sugar did not reduce the price in the United 
States one mill. By this bonus we have built up that vast interest, 
and that vast sum of money is taken out of the people of the United 
States and paid to those sugar planters, and it can be used for any 
purpose they choose. They can control the legislature of Hawaii, 
and that legislature can enact laws by which, if the penalty is 
simply one of civil damages, the planters can get judgment against 


Does 


those people and then proceed to provide that they shall work out 
the judgment. ; 3 
Mr. SPOONER. Ishould be sorry to have my friend think I 
am antagonizing his proposition—— _ 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam simply trying to answer the Senator's 


estion. N 
allt. SPOONER. Because I admit that, if the contracts are as 


stated by the Senator from South Dakota—I asked that question 


the other day in his absence—the amendment which has been 
adopted would not cover the entire trouble. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here is a further difficulty. These plan- 
tations are on remote islands, and they are generally visited by 
steamboats only when they go to take off the sugar. The boat 
goes there simply in the interest of the owner of the plantation; 
and these poor laborers have no chance to hear from the world or 
to have the world hear from them; and they will never hear of 
this law, if we enact it, unless it is somebody’s duty to go and 
notify them. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agro to that. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Therefore, they would be held, as they are 
being now held, by force and punished and abused, and this dis- 
grace continue under our flag. It is for the purpose of remedying 
that that I have offered my amendment. 

I will read an extract from the report of the secretary of the 
immigration bureau: 

The men receive $12.50 a month, but out of this $1.50 is remitted to the 
board of immigration toward paying the laborer's return passage when he 
desires to return to China. That leaves him $11, but there are very few that 
receive over $6 or $7, and some of them even less than that, on account of the 
persistent 5 what they are at loss to understand. It would be of 
no use to say anything to the manager; he is always deaf to any of their com- 

laints. Their next complaint was with regard to the number of hours the: 
ve to work. The contracts call for ten hours in the field. In this matter 
find that the men are turned out earlier than they ought to be, and sometimes 
are a little late in being sent home. I do not know what particular time is 
kept on the plantation, but Iam very much under the impression, from what 
I gathered, that the mill clock is one of a kind that moves quickly or slowly, 
as required. The men told me that since the fight the clock had changed. 


On this plantation the men rebelled and some people were killed. 
That led to an investigation. I think this is a fair sample of the 
whole system. I have another report from another plantation, 
which is as full as that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. From what has the Senator been reading? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave been reading from the official report 
signed by Mr. Taylor, who is secretary of the bureau of immi- 
gration. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Of Hawaii? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Of Hawaii. This report was made April 
27, 1897. I received it from Joseph O. Carter, who is one of the 
most capable citizens of that country, and a man of very high 
character. I think that this statement will be corroborated by 
all classes of people in Hawaii. 

The report shows that the overseer would take one of these Ja 
by the hair, lift him up, and throw him upon the ground; that he 
would go along with a club and strike and knock them down; 
that he would punch them in the side, and variously abuse and 
maltreat those people in that country. 

I ask, however, without further reading, unless some Senator 
desires to have it read, to have this report published in the REC- 
ORD. If any Senator desires to have it read I shall ask to have the 
Secretary read it. 

The report referred to is as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION, 
5 Honolulu, H. I, April 27, 1897. 

Sin: In accordance with your instructions, I left Honolulu on the steamer 
Mikahala Wednesday, April 21, and proceeded to Lihue, Kanai; for the pur- 

of investigating the causes that led up to the recent riot on Lihue plan- 
tations and which resulted in the death of a Chinese contract laborer and the 
arrest of fifteen others on the charge of rioting. Ng Chan, a Chinese inter- 
preter, accom ed me. 

Arriving at Lihue on the 22d, at 4 p. m., I at once made myself known to 
Mr. Carl Wolters, the manager, and stated to him the object of my visit, and 
then had a long conversation with him. At the time of my arrival all was 
quiet on the plantation. 

Early next morning [ was out in the fields among a large fans of Japanese 
and Chinese laborers. I picked out the following men: Lau Pow, Leong 
Chin, Chung Hop, Shun Bun, Chin Yow, Fook Lung, Dung Mee, and Wong 
Duck; took them one by one and examined them through the interpreter in 
regard to the recent trouble, as well as to how they been treated on the 
2 since their arrival. The testimony was very much the same in 
each case. 

Their chief complaint was directed against the head luna, William Zoller, 
who, they say, was at all times very hard in his treatment of them. When 
they would line up for work in a morning, waiting to receive their tools, if 
they did not move quite fast enough to suit „he would knock them about 
or else kick them. Sometimes he would poke them in the back with the 
handle of a hoe. When in the field they were at work doing their best, he 
would yell at them to work quicker, in fact, he was at them pretty much all 
the time they were out in the fields. He rarely spoke to them through an 
interpreter, and as a consequence they could not understand what he said, 
as they are not acquainted with the English lan 3 

On the morning of the row, they testified that after lining up, and while 
waiting for their tools, the luna, instead of giving out the tools, shouted out 
something, which they afterwards understood wasan order to goand pick up 


rocks. At the time they did not understand the order, and this, they i : 


is what started the whole row and led to the fight, as they were pretty w 


— 
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warmed up and very much angered toward the luna. If he had told thoni 
through the interpreter, what he wanted, instead of abusing one or two o 
their number, it would have been different. It was no use making any com- 
oaks to the manager, for he took no notice of them. They understood that 

oey were to work on the plantation for three years under contract, and were 
willing todo so to the best of their ability, roperly treated. They did 
not appear to have wee 2 serious grievance agai the other lunas. 

Since the rioting they claim that they have been treated a little better. 
et there is room for much improvement. They claim that to be arrested 
or not working quick enough is a hardship, and at the same time they lose 

their money. The men receive $12.50 a month; but out of this, $1.50 is remit- 
ted to the board of immigration toward paying the laborer’s return passage 
when he desires to return to China. That leaves him $11; but there are very 
few that receive over $6 or $7, and some of them even less than that, on ac- 
count of the persistent docking, for what they are at loss to understand. It 
would be of no use to say anything to the manager; he is always deaf to any 
of their complaints. Their next complaint was with regard to the number 
of hours they have to work. The contracts call for ten hours in the fleld. 

In this matter I find that the men are turned out earlier than they pe n 
to be, and sometimes are a little late in being sent home. I do not know what 
particular time is kept on the plantation, but I am very much under the im- 
pression from what I gathered that the mill clock is one of a kind that moves 

uickly or slowly as required. The men told me that since the fight the 
clock Bad changed. Another piece of information they gave me was t 
the sheriff, through his own interpreter, told them that they could leave the 
plantation any time br paying and go where they liked. This is only 
partly true. The sheriff has in his possession a letter from Manager Wolters 
stating that, as the men were a vicious and bad lot, he would like to release 
them. But Mr. Wolters forgets that he has not. the authority to do so; it 
can N be obtained from the board of immigration, and then on certain 
conditions, 


t along with. On the morning of 


are a tough and a bad 5 and hard to 
th the riot by coming out armed with 


ese sta 


Schmidt, 
y said 13 had had 
very little trouble with the men and did not think Zoller had. I ed on Dr. 


— out in the fields to work without he was fully satisfied as to their condi- 


ion. 

Kong Wa Chang, a Chinese storekeeper, stated that the Chinese laborers on 

ane eras were treated very badly end were always complaining to him. 

eeting Mr. A. S. Wilcox on the last day of Done and asking what I 
was doing in Lihue, he said to me without being ed that he was very glad 
some one had come down to investigate; it was wy necessary to inquire 
into the brutal treatment that had been going on on that plantation. 

Mr. George H. Fairchild, manager of the Makee Sugar Company, has a 
number of Chinese laborers who came at the same time and from the same 
place as those on Lihue. He says he has had no trouble with them. He does 
not allow his lunas to touch the men and is very strict in this matter. 

A lady well known in Lihue volunteered the statement that she was ready 
5 Kye me to testify to the ill treatment the laborers received at the hands 
of the lunas. 

In my several conversations with the manager, Mr. Carl Wolters, he denied 
the truth of many of the statements made to me by the Chinese. He said 
that while away a short time there was trouble on the plantation, and 
the head luna was really the cause of it. About fifteen months ago the same 
Tuna had qois a row with the Japanese laborers. I said, “* Why don't you 
get rid of that head luna, seeing that he is the cause of so much trouble?” 
and Mr. Wolters did not see how to answer me. He does not like to have 
trouble with his men, and his orders are that the lunas must not abuse 


e men. 
I desire to state that after examining the laborers in the fleld I told them 
who I was: how I had been sent by the government to inquire into the 
trouble, and that Mr. Goo Kim Fui, their representative, knew I had come. 
I then, in brief, told them of the law under which they had come into the 
5 that at all times they were under the protection of the laws of 
Hawaii. They must at all times obey the laws. If hayes, naa any serious 
grievance, they must at once report it to Mr. Goo Kim. ey should never 
take the law in their own hands. No good would come from that. I told 
them it was certainly not the wish of the Hawaiian government to hear of 
them being ill-treated. If at any time their wages were not correct, they 
should go to the manager with their interpreter. They thanked me for com- 
ing so 55 to their troubles, and hoped they would be treated better 
n the future. 

I visited the laborers while in their quarters and also while they were 
away. They did not make complaints, but really there is much room for 
improvement. Itold the manager they were living in too crowded a con- 
dition. In one room, 15 by 20 feet, fourteen men were sleeping; in another, 
2y 20, twenty men were living. 

I may be allowed to review the above evidence and statement, I do not 
think there is any difficulty in coming to the conclusion that the trouble, 
which ended in serious rioting and the loss of life, was brought on by the 
harsh and, what I consider, cruel treatment the laborers have received at 
the hands of the head luna, William Zoller. There is not a man on the plan- 
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tation that likes him or has any word for him. Iam of the opinion that 
this man and the manager do not get along together and that the latter is 
afraid of Zoller. If the manager's instructions to the lunas have been to 
keep their hands off the laborers, they have not been followed out, and the 
manager is open to the severest criticism. 

There is no way in which I can speak good of the Lihue plantation. I have 
listened. to no outside or street talk; ay. a no hospi ty from anyone in 
Lihue; had my eyes and ears open all the e I was there, and am r ipo 
vinced, after careful consideration, that in order to prevent a repetition of 
the past William Zoller, the head luna, should at once h. from the 
plantation and that Manager Wolters-sbould be reprimanded and held to 
strict account for the better treatment of the laborers in the future. The 
docking of the laborers’ w. should be done fairly, and their grievances 
should ern a hearing. ere are soon some Chinese to arrive for Lihue, 
ae I that something should be done before they are sent to the plan- 

on. 


Respectfully submitted. 
WRAY TAYLOR, 
Secretary Bureau of Immigration. 
Capt. J. A. KING, 
President Board of Immigration. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave another report dated June 19, 1897, 
of another plantation, and I think it is a fair sample of the whole 
miserable system. This thing has been going on for the last two 
years, or for the last year and a half under our flag, and we have 
this evil there to-day. p 

We were told when Hawaii was annexed that there would bea 
field for American laborers, but at the very moment of the an- 
nexation of the islands the Odd Fellows, the Masons, and every 
other organization there sent out warning to all the lodges in the 
United States, telling Americans not to go there, that there was 
no field for them. 

Here is a circular issued on the 25th of August, 1898. We an- 
nexed Hawaii August 12, 1898, and on the 25th the Odd Fellows 
issued this circular: 

A WARNING FROM HONOLULU! 
HONOLULU, HAWAMAN ISLANDS, August 25, 1898. 
To all Odd Fellows, greeting: 

The annexation of these islands by the United States has caused many 
brethren to project attempts to better their condition or to find employment 
in what they consider a new country. 

Such we consider it our duty to warn and to speak to in plain terms. 

The social and business communities of these islands were old and well 
established before the rush to California. 

This is in no sense a new country. 

The only opportunity here is for the man of capital. 

‘There is no employment here for mechanics of any kind or for unskilled 
labor. Many men of ability, of good habits, and first-class recommendations 
are now here practically stranded. There were idle men in Honolulu before 
the American flag replaced the Hawaiian flag. 

All lines of small business are fully filled, and in most cases overcrowded. 

Do not come bere unless you have the assurance in advance of steady em- 
ployment, or have the-capital to engage in land-development enterprises re- 


disaj 
1 and distress. We state the facts, as in more than honor bound, 


mission. 
circular is issued by Excelsior Lodge, No. 1, I. O. O. F., Honolulu, Ha- 
waiian Islands, 7 Bare ae 


The Masons issued a similar circular, as did the Knights of 
Pythias. The fact is that no Americans have gone there and 
found employment. Since that circular was issued, in which it 
is stated that there is no room for unskilled labor, they have im- 
ported to those islands 30,000—yes, 37,000—contract laborers from 
Asia and 7,000 have returned; so the net result of the importation 
is anincrease of 30,000 contract laborers according to state- 
ment I have already read. 

In regard to the Gallicians, who came there from Austria, one 
was arrested at Hilo. He was brought before a magistrate, and 
he bared his arms and side and showed evidences of severe bruises, 
the result of the maltreatment and pounding of his overseer. The 
magistrate sentenced him to go back to that labor under that 
overseer and to that slavery, and he refused to go. He was then 
confined in the Hilo jail with common criminals, He took the 
case to the supreme court of Hawaii. In that case the court said: 


The decisions rendered in the cases of Peacock & Co. vs. Republic of Hawaii 
ante, page 27), Republic of Hawaii vs. Edwards (ante, page —), and Hawaiian 
tar Newspaper vs. 1 9 8 (ante, e —) apply to these cases and practical] 
determine the point that the provisions of tlie Constitution of the Uni 
States above cited are not in force here during the present transition period. 
The defendants further claim that the prosecution should have been in the 
name of the republic of Hawaii under section 3, article 92, constitution of the 
republic of Hawaii, which provides that “all criminal and penal proceedin 
arising or now depending within the limits of the Hawaiian Islands shall 
rosecuted to final a judement and execution in the name of the republic of 
Wali. + e style of all processes shall be, ‘ The republic of Hawaii,’ 
and all prosecutions shall be carried on in the name and by authority of the 
republic of Hawaii." 
e are of the opinion that this section does not apply to cases of this 
nature, and does not change the decision in the case o lidge vs. 
(3 Haw., 814), where it was held that suits of this character are civil actions 
and should be so entitled; and in no respect do they fall within the duties 
of the public prosecutor.” 
The defendants are laborers brought from Austria under contract to serve 
whose sugar plantation is situated in the dis- 
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hard labor “until he should consent to return to his master and consent to 
serve according to law; and Say: was sentenced to pay a fine of & and 
costs, and to be imprisoned at hard labor until said fine and costs be paid. 

The supreme court decided that this sentence should be enforced; 
that the imprisonment of those people was not a penal, but a civil 
action. Under this sentence those men could be kept in jail for 
life, because they could be imprisoned until they would return to 
their service. is man, who was beaten and bruised, refused to 
go back and was therefore sentenced until he would go back. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator with what of- 
fenses these men were charged? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I read a statement of the offenses. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not hear it. I thought the Senator was 
reading the syllabus of the opinion of the court. What was the 
specific crime with which the men were charged? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. A violation of the contract to labor for 
three years — es one of those mpar plantations. 

Mr. ALLEN. Declining to labor? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Simply declining to labor, and oneof them 
showed that he had been punched and bruised and pounded by his 
taskmaster, and he preferred to go to jail rather than to return to 
such service. I should add that these were white men. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator if he has a copy 
of the Hawaiian statutes which are in force on the subject of con- 
tract labor? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Les; I have the Hawaiian statutes here. 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall be glad to have the Senator insert those 
statutes in his remarks. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will insert the sections which apply to 
this case. They are as follows: 

Sec. 1417. Any person who has attained the of 20 years may him 


bind 
self or herself, by written contract, to serve another in any art, trade, pro- 
fession, or em jloyment for 3 not 


SR. 
be executed in here: „Tha 

od than — goers shall be reduced to 

the day of the arrival of the person bound in this 


ments made for a longer pe! 
to count 
bound to service shall oe absent 


to his master, and 
to serve the remainder of the time for which he origi- 


so bound as aforesaid 
— in obedience to such 
himself from such service without 
pones justice may fine such offender not ex 
‘or say su uent offense thereafter not ex: 
ymen such offender shall be imprisoned at 
Egald; and at the expiration of such imprisonment such justice shall order 
such offender to be returned to his master toserve for the remainder of such 


Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I will. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply want to say that the p of this 
bill is to repeal all such laws as those, and then to e the bill so 
very 1 in that regard as to render it impossible that such 
conduct be carried on toward those people. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the permission of the Senator from South 
Dakota, I will say I have looked at section 10 of this bill, which I 
apprehend is the section to which the Senator from Illinois refers, 
and I do not think the amendment offered is broad enough to cover 
the idea of the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. CULLOM. We have been trying to get it broad enough 


for two or three Saya: 

Mr. CARTER. that it is poy er unless the Sen- 
ator from Nebraska will speak louder, to hear what he says. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was saying that I do not think the amendment 


which I find in section 10 is broad enough to cover this question. 
It strikes me that it might all be covered in a very few words by 
referring to the sections of the Hawaiian statutes which the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota piz PETTIGREW | has read, and enacting 
that those sections shall be repealed which provide that contracts 
for labor which are enforcible by penal statutes or by enforced 
servitude shall be annulled, and that hereafter there Il be no 


involun service. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I have offered such an amendment, 


Mr. NOR i y- 
Mr.CULLOM. Isupposethe amendment the Senator refers to 


so far as I am concerned, I am in favor of ado it. 
ALLEN partiall ving 


far h to absolutely prohibit any such thing in the 
kone: aad it it dock nak Lam te an t that will do it. 
Mr. ALLEN. If I may be indulged for a moment by the Sen- 
ator from South Dakota, I wish to say that I have not had an 
opportunity for the last few days to be present in the Senate. I 
find that there is an objectionable feature in the very first section 
of the bill, a sentence that might be construed to include exactly 
what the Senator from South ota is now endeavoring to get 
ne of, and, with his indulgence, I want to read it. Itis as fol- 
OWS: 


day of August, 1898. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to say to the Senator that those 
sections are, as I understand, 5 repealed by this bill. If 
the Senator will allow me to go on I will give my reasons for of- 
fering the amendment which I offer, since I am discussing this 
question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very wall. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ithink this bill specifically repeals those 
sections of the Hawaiian laws which I have been reading. Is not 
that correct, I ask the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; there is no doubt about it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is my opinion; but when I found 
that the supreme court of Hawaii had decided that these labor 
contracts were civil contracts and that this imprisonment was a 
civil process, I felt that it was necessary that so: 
cific and definite should be done than simply to 
tions. The committee to an amen t which did do 
something more specific and definite, but it also said that remedy 
might be had in a civil action against a breach of one of these 


to slave contracts. That I was not satisfied with, and therefore I 


brought in my amendment. I am not content that those men 
should bring in under our flag, knowing that it is in violation of 
our laws, 30,000 slave laborers, and then that there should be no 
remedy under heaven to pern it, and that the Congress of the 
United States shall stand committed to the proposition that the 
planters may sue those people by civil process, Therefore I brought 
in the amendment., Ihave felt it my duty to these things, 
because the Committee on Foreign Relations chose to bring 

bill here with section 10 in it, which was clearly intended to con- 
tinue such contracts for slave labor until they expired. 

Further than that, Mr. President, a 1 ago, When woe tried to 
repeal the slave-labor clauses in the Walian law, one of the 
commissioners we sent to Hawaii, and one of the framers of this 
bill, stood on this floor and objected to and prevented the repeal 
of those slave- labor clauses of that law. Since he did that 30,000 
slave laborers have been taken into Hawaiiunderourflag. There- 
fore I determined to put the record of these infamous facts in the 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD and let the people of the United States 
pass upon this question. 

I now read a clipping from the Hawaiian Independent, which 
was sent me b . Joseph O. Carter, whose character is above 
reproach; who is one of the few exceedingly able men of high char- 
acter who descended from missionary stock inthoseislands. Most 
of them are a tough lot. I remember when the Fetters) first 
came here during Harrison s Administration for the annexation of 
Hawaii those missionary 1 ters signed a deliberate lie 
and sent it to the Senate of the United States to influence our ac- 
tion—Thurston and several of those le signed a deliberate 
falsehood; they knew it was false; they admitted afterwards that 
it was false, and wanted to know what difference it made. They 


ty 
whose sons have stolen all the lands of those people and their gov- 
ernment beside. 

Now, let us see what they have been doing since our flag went 
up. They have been importing slave labor; and, what is more, 
the pillars of the Congregational Church in Hawaii, the sons of 
those missionaries, own stock in the Ewa plantation, and they 
have been boasting that they were pang AMANO who were 
heathens so that they could come under the blessings of the in- 
fluences of Christianity. Last year they imported a Buddhist 
priest and set up a Buddhist temple, because they said it made 
the laborers more quiet, attending church every Sunday, while 
the sip tp went on with this performance. 

z T. $ — in the Hawaiian Independent to which I have referred 
as WS: 


at the 
t our 


We daily see a large number of Galicians in the chain aang workin 
quarries roads. They are white men; the class 
of the official wants to make the 
small (d—— small "and 
Mr. Dole's jailer to re 
umber of comments 


and on the are 


1 to remain under 
very on a plantation. 


t the: 
to 
There have been a u. in regard to the 
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e 5 dent took up the ls for the 
lodged u jai ey se ip the cudge poor 


men and 7 he outrageous it men to be treated as 
to work under ee which virtually place — 

on ar with slay weg? o certainly blame us laws which force 
3 A “ik 5 8 to the slave drivers 


meng: Y i ener tosee how ae ating ‘eould interfere in the 

matter. he 3 asked the Mr pee of state to pardon the men who 

to work under a contract, and if a pardon were granted, the civil“ 

parki oe the contracts would be enforced and every man rearrested, to go to 

vo 75 in the cane flelds. Mr. Dole can no more break our laws than Mr. 
udd can. 


Here is another sample of the humane conduct of those mission- 
ary sugar planters: 


Dr. Alvarez, of this city, has also had the 5 tor a public hospital 
brought very forcibly to him Liy reason òf some & lantation laborers 
being thrust upon him for medical oe He —— them until they 
are ree enough to work. One Spaniard, who was brought to the 
Hawaiia on the Victoria fom eira and Spanish ports, has been 
with him for eae twoweeks. He isaneducated man, having matriculated 
at the University of Salamanca, taking the bachelor dej of that institu- 
tion. Previous to coming to Honolulu he worked on a Maui plantation. He 
was weak in his legs, en 55 anusa to agricultural work, and before long 
was a fit subject for the plantation hospi NEN of putting him there 

his contract was called for and later returned to him with cancellation vot 
contract marked thereon “By mutual consent.“ 


In other words, they turned him loose. * found he was not 
capable physically, so they abandoned him 


An old man, 5 nearly 60 years of age, is also under medical treat- 
ment and being cared for at the 5 house. He, too, was a plantation 
inborer in Kan, Hawai “thse Japs, e —. ood, hurled lange 

a cane when three Japs. a evous hurled a 
stone upon breaking his shoulder and rendering him 
was found some three hours ef nano Be He, however, was 5 no medical 
1 was taken into a Portuguese family, Wh cared for him for 
‘our weeks. 

The plantation gave him no attention, and he came to Honolulu via Hi 
absolutely penniless, and still in a bad way with his broken shoulder. He 
no friends and was edge to sleep on the slo naaa 5 when sone 
Portuguese warned him that for that he woul: He asked the 
oe to take him toa hospital. This man lac’ va 8 phen ro red 
unless he paid in advance. He told them he aid not want that kind of a hos- 

tal, but wanted a charity hospital. 


Here, then, was one of their slaves. The very moment they are 
unable to work they axe cast aside. They let them die. What be- 
comes of the Asiatics, if this is the treatment accorded Europeans 
in that country? And yet we have heard unlimited praise of this 
gang of sigar planters, and we have been urged to adopt and 
perpetuate forever the system of government by which these su 

lanters will be in absolute control, their courts established 

e, and their legislature one that no citizen of the United States 
could vote for if he went to those islands. Ofcourse this has been 
amended. The bill is in fair shape. With the adoption of m 
amendment, so that the laborers on the remote plantations 
get notice of the termination of their contracts, and so that Be 
contracts which have been made since our went up will be at 
once annulled, we will give some measure of relief to this infa- 
mous condition which has existed there for the last year and a half. 

I ask to have the report of the immigration bureau published 
in the RECORD and also the decision of the supreme court of 
aa upon this subject. I ask for the adoption of my amend- 
men 

The papers referred to are as follows: 


DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR, BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION, 
Honolulu, H. I., June 19, 1897. 
Sin: I have the honor to present the ation, Island of 3 ofa visit made by me 
to the Olowalu Sugar Company's weg gener ng of Maui, on the 9th day of 
June, for the pu of investiga’ mplaints made by the 
Chinese contrac! E inborers on that plan lye sag ro to Mr. Goo 
Chinese 8 mt, whi letter I took with me. Ne Chan, Chinese 
inte rean, accom me to Olowalu. 

n [ arrived there the manager, Mr. Aug. Hanneberg, was several 
miles s away in the fields, and 1 had been there two hours ‘before Promise 
turn owever, in the meantime I went on my investigati: 
the laborers. Their letter to ur Gpo Kim complained of rast gation 8 
of their wages and harsh trea 

With ato the former ae Thad before I went to Olowalu and 
still have on one o showing the 


book for tonit and 
not without foundation. 


working slow; it was the law, and he would p doit. He is too severe, and if 
ocking bit of his is not checked, there will always be trouble with 
laborers at Olowalu. 


As to the second complaint, harsh treatment, I examined sixteen of Ts 
laborers on the plantation, ten of whom ed the I * — to Mr. Goo Kim. 

two of them before the manager E>) er kicked them, an: a 

they replied, through the 5 that not only . he kicked them, but 

others, too. Mr. Hanneberg denied their ements, but admitted po pln he 

had a = men out of their quarters for various reasons and pushed 


aroun: 
Ah Mun, a free laborer, who ha’ been at Olowalu soraa said that the 
free laborers were treated better chan those under co! rire 


has a bad habit of going into the laborers’ quarters and pull- 


Wing, cook for a gang, said he never though he 
worked all the time. Two Hawaiians told me th „ the plan- 


tation. pat had loft as the was a very hard man to work for. 


The 
them 


Tfound = it at the time Ae five 2 and four Japanese lal 
all sick room was in a These sick 


all their q 
think so. I questioned Mr. Hanneberg 
men were allowed to stay in their quarters their friends visited them, 
there were other reasons given by him. 
is not the first time that 1 ha ve been made against Olowalu. 
The place is isolated, and I —— there is a oe deal going on on the planta- 
tion that is not heard of. Some time ago to Mr. W. G. Irwin and 
f aal er Hanneberg about the complaints made A the laborers. The man- 
ager should be made to understand that he must 3 his hands off the labor - 
ers: must be less severe in his system of docking; must keep the pons esi 
quarters in better condition, and, above 2 must put an end to the confin 
ment in hospital. If he is not w: to doso, then no more contract gat 
ers should be allowed to go to Olowalu. 
I have the honor to be, your obedient servant, 
WRAY TAYLO: 
Secretary Bureau of Imm ion. 


Capt. JAs. A. Kr 
P President Board of Immigration. 

In the supreme court of the Hawaiian Islands. Special Jam y term, 1899. 
Honomu Su Company vs. A. ere Honomu Sugar Company vs, 
Nikoleg Gzeluch. Ap from dis te of South Hilo, 
of Hawaii. pueh January 19, 1500 neg June 8, 1899. Sri C. J., 
Whiting, J., and it Judge Perry, in al 
Actions under the masters and servan servants act are civil actions, and should 

be so entitled. ( vs, Puaaiki, 3 Haw., 814.) 

Certain provisions the ¢ Constitution of the United States are not in force 
in Hawaii du the present transition eae nd to wit: Amendments V, VI, 
VII. and and Article III. section 2. (See Peacock & Co. vs. Repub- 
lic of Hawaii, ante, page 27, ,and Republic of Hawaii vs. Edwards, ante, page—.) 

inion of the court 44 ing, J. 
e defendants are, — 75 brought from Austria under contract to serve 


the Honomu Su 3055 gar plantation is situated in the dis- 
trict of Hilo, wail oute 8 their 3 in September, 
1898, and before the expiration ot — of three years, which they 
contracted to serve, they arrested u tain issued by the oe 
magistrate of South Hi 8. ande tried and convicted upon the c of di 
isg their contracts of service. Zeluch was sentenced to imp 
hard labor “until he should consent to return to his master and consent to 
serve acco! to law,” and Sayewiz was sentenced to pay a fine of $5 and 
bigs: Peed 3 8 at hard labor until said fine and costs be paid. 
servants act, section 1384, Penal Laws, is as follows: 
wiully bound to 5 shall willfully absent himself 
peri N ct magistrate 
of the "sks bob upon complaint made under oath b: © master, or tee 
ee masi such person 
magistrate laint shall 8 n tg 
9 hail order such offend der net to his master, and he 
be 3 to serve the remainder of the time for which he originally 


Section 1385 of the same act ls as follows: 


“If any such person shall refuse to serve according to the proren of 
the last section or the terms of his contract his master may ap FS 7 
trict magistrate where he may reside, who shall be auth r 
otherwise to send for the person sor „and if such 8 
in, to commit such person to prison. to remain at hard Aber nt be 
will consent to serve according to law. And 2588 so bound 
as afi d shall have returned to the service of such in obedience 
tosuch order of such magistrate, and shall again willfully absent himself from 
such service without the leave of his master, such d te ma 


fine such 3 for the first p> —— not E BT and for the 
offense not exceedin; g $10; and in đefault of Tine isp thereof such offender 
shall be imprisoned at hard labor a o is paid; and for every sub- 


sequent o: spie oe be ee rison: med at hard labor not 
ex hree mon and at the ret any su prisonment 
such L rate shall order such offender to be 2 to his master to 


to us. the arros 
yop Spa her se of the United Onana S and that 7 
Hawaii), under which these ese proceed ings are — 75 are contrary to the Con- 
stitution of the United States; and in the Z 
Conna gs had in this case are in conflic 
nited States and therefore 1 ing whether 3 
Penal Laws of 1897 are contrary to the Constit 


therefore 1 7 z 
These are ay points certified up 
fendants aie that the 8 7 


ti 
and 1385 of the 
ution of the United States and 


the district magistrate. The de- 
and convicted trary to os via — Comatiietion of 
are con the ons of the 
the Vatted Skate States in that 2 
1. The directly contravenes the t 


masters and servants law thirteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, which provides that 
“neither slay nor involuntary servitude, cies as a punishment for 
crime, whereof the party shall have been duly con victed, shall exist within 
the United States or voy place subject to its j 
2. The offense comes within the provisions of Article V, amendments to 
ay 5 of the United States, requiring a presentment or indictment 


by p rand jary under which defendants are 8 denies to them the righs 
of ‘trial by (in the first instance that extent the protection of 
the Constitution. (Article 1 section 2, and the sixth, and 
seventh masters and 
4. The ters servants act makes imprisonment for life a possible 


unishmen: 1 De OF Anite VHK aE 


e Federal Constitu 
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The decisions rendered in the cases of Peacock & Co. vs. Republic of Hawaii 
ante, 27), Republic of Hawaii vs. Edwards (autopage —),and Hawaiian 
tar N ewspaper vs. Saylor (ante, —) ap ly o these cases and 

determine the point t the provisions of the Constitution of 
States above cited are not in force here during p period. 
The defendants further claim that the prosecution should have been in the 
name of therepublicof Hawaii, undersection3, article 92, constitution of the re- 
ublic of Hawaii, which provides that all criminal and penal proceedings aris- 
h or now depending within the limits of the Hawaiian Islands shall be prose- 
cu udgment and execution in the name of the 2 ca of Hawaii. 
+ + „ The style of all processes shall be The Republic of Hawaii,’ and all 
= tions shall be carried on in thename and by authority of the republic 
of Hawaii. 


Weare of the opinion that this section does not sopr e of this na- 
0 ge vs. Puaaiki 


ture, and does not change the decision in the case $. 
(3 Haw., 814), where it was held that suits of this character are civil actions 
and should be so entitled; “and in no respect do they fall within the duties 
of the public prosecutor.” Affirmed in the Honomu Sugar Company vs. 
Sayewiz and Zeluch cases, decided September term, 1898. 
e appeals are dismissed and jodements affirmed, 
Kinney, Ballon & McClanahan for plaintiff. 
Hitchcock & Smith, Monsarrat & Weberfor defendants, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
tor from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW]. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ihave an amendment which I send to the desk 
to take the place of section 100. It gives the names of a certain 
number of vessels there which are under Hawaiian register instead 
of having the section in general terms as it is in the bill. The 
friends of the amendment are very anxious that it shall be adopted, 
and I understand that the Committee on Commerce cr several 
members of it have made the same request. Lask that it be read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In lieu of section 100 it is proposed to insert 
the following: 


That all vessels SETI Hawaiian 
ther with the follo’ 


A t 12, 1 
3 nce, Star of Italy, Eu Star of Russia, 


The Wilscott, and Star of Bengal, be entitled to registered as Amer- 
ican vessels, with the benefits and privileges appertaining thereto. 

Mr. CULLOM. Those are all the vessels, I understand, and it 
is desired that they shall be named so that there shall be no ques- 
tion about it. I ask for the adoption of the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. T hope the Senator from Illinois will explain in 
what particular, if any, this varies the general law. 

Mr. CULLOM. It does not vary from the general bill, ex- 


cept—— 

Mr. BACON. I am not speaking about the bill. Iam speaking 
about the general law, the present law. 

Mr. CULLOM,. The general law. of course, requires that the 
vessels shall be built in the United States or a certain proportion 
of the value shall have been put on in the United States. But 
these vessels are now in Hawaiian waters or on the Pacific coast, 
and are flying the Hawaiian flag, or were before annexation, and 
are now under Hawaiian register, and a great many Americans 
are interested in them. It simply recognizes the registration that 
they are under there now, under the Hawaiian government. 

r. BACON. That is the point I desire to have elucidated. 
- Mr. CULLOM. They are engaged in the coastwise trade. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is not this the fact about it, that 
the section provides that all vessels having Hawaiian registers on 
the 12th day of August, 1898, shall be admitted, but those vessels 
having attempted to register since the 12th day of August, 1898, 
have been refused, although they are in exactly the same condi- 
tion as to ownership, and all that, that the other vessels are which 
were admitted before that time? 

Mr. CULLOM. I understand each of these five vessels is un- 
der Hawaiian register now. I get that information from the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] who is on the Commit- 
tee on Commerce, and 1 think the list was submitted to the 
chairman of the Committee on Commerce and consented to by 


im. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, I 
desire to know why these vessels do not come under the general 
designation which is employed in the bill and why they have to 
be specifically named? 

If the Senator will allow me for one moment, under the state- 

ent of the Senator from Connecticut it would seem that there 
had been a denial to the vessels of registration; and if so, we ought 
to know the reason. There may be good reasons why they should 
not be allowed this privilege, and the fact that the Hawaiian goy- 
ernment has denied them, if that be a correct statement, would 
indicate that there is some reason. 

Mr. CULLOM, Ishould be glad to hear from the Senator from 
South Dakota, who is familiar with the facts. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Ihave just sent for a list of vessels that 
have received Hawaiian register since the annexation of theislands 
and a list of vessels that have applied for register and been refused. 
Of course those that had Hawaiian registers when we annexed 
the islands come in under our flag; and I can see no reason why 


ent or tem: on 
“named vessels claiming Hawaiian 
Falls of Clyde, 


they should not. They are owned by citizens of the United States. 
Since the 12th day of August, 1898, registers have been granted 
to the following vessels: Malalo, September 20, 1898, 23.61 tons; 
Kilohana, October 19, 1898, 247.07 tons; Star of Italy, Noyember 
11, 1898, 1,584.01 tons; City of Columbia, June 27, 1899, 1,177.89 
tons; Niihau, June 20, 1899, 200.92 tons. Those probably include 
the vessels the names of which have been given here. is letter 
is dated July 27, 1899. 


Applications for registers now pending are— 


And then follow the names of nine or ten vessels. That was in 
J ay a year ago. 

r. CULLOM. That is a larger list. The list I received was 
from the Senator from Minnesota who has just come in. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There were about four vessels a year ago 
when we undertook to pass the bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. This makes five. 

Mr. NELSON. If the Senator will allow me, I can explain. it. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment of the Senator from Minne- 
sota has just been read. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, there were seven vessels in all 
that were admitted between the time we passed the resolution of 
annexation and January 1, 1899,a year ago. They were admitted 
to Hawaiian registers. They were vessels that were owned by 
Americans, and they have ever since been engaged in the trade 
between the Hawaiian Islands and the Pacific coast. Afterwards 
the question was raised whether the Hawaiian government hada 
right to give them licenses after annexation, and the question was 
finally submitted here by the President to the Attorney-General. 
It was not until September 12, 1899, that the opinion was given by 
the Attorney-General declaring that the Hawaiian authorities 
had no right to grant any licenses; that that right belongad to the 
Government of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. I stated a moment ago that the Senator had 
examined this question and that I thought several members of the 
Committee on Commerce had done likewise, and that the vessels 
on this list ought to be recognized as coming under the American 


g. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Here are ten more. 
to do with them? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is a groat privitogo to get under the 
American Itis worth a great deal of money to those people, 
I think you had better leave this until the shipping bill is consid- 
ered, which we are going to have up soon, extending the naviga- 
a e and thus dispose of the matter. It does not relate to 
this really. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to inquire of the Senator from Min- 
nesota if there is any information as to Whether these are or are 
not American-built vessels or Hawaiian-built vessels? 

Mr. NELSON. They are vessels purchased by Americans and 
admitted to Hawaiian registers between the time of annexation and 
the Ist day of January, 1899. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that to include vessels intended to 
be specified in section 100. The particular point of inquiry is as 
to these vessels now named and which are not so included. 

Mr. NELSON. I will explain that to the Senator. 

Mr, BACON. I desire to get the information specifically as to 
whether or not the Senator knew where these vessels were built, 
whether they were built in America or in Hawaii. 

Mr. NELSON. Iam unable to state where they were built. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. They were built neither in America nor 
in Hawaii. They are foreign-built vessels. 

Mr. FRYE. They are foreign-built vessels, built for the Ameri- 
can trade, and they have been engaged in the American trade. 
They eae se sugar aes. 

Mr. N N. These vessels were purchased by American citi- 
zens for use in the trade between the Pacific coast and the Ha- 
waiian Islands and for the purpose especially of the sugar trade. 
This qnestion was before the Committee on Commerce at the last 
session of Congress, and we agreed on an amendment to cover all 
vessels that had been licensed prior to January, 1899, but the re- 
port of the Commissioner of Navigation and all the information 
we could gather made it plain that it could include but seven ves- 
sels, the vessels named on the list in the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Illinois. 

Now, to leave those vessels out and deprive them of American 
registers at this time would throw that many vessels out of the 
traffic and trade there. Thereis a great scarcity of vessels on the 
Pacific coast. There was such a scarcity, I remember, during the 
Spanish war that in several instances we had to pass special laws 
to give American registers to foreign-built vessels in order to get 
vessels to carry troops and supplies to the seat of war in the 
Philippine Islands. There has ever since been a pret scarcity, 
The object of the amendment is simply to allow these vessels to 
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continue in the trade. If they fail to get American registers the 
displaced. 


are wiped out of that trade, 
and that makes the scarcit 

Mr. SPOONER, Will 
ask him a question? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Are these vessels which would have received 
American registers in any event, or under any circumstances, but 
for the Hawaiian annexation resolution? ; 

Mr. NELSON. How? 

Mr. SPOONER. Are these vessels which could have been ad- 
mitted or which would have been admitted by Congress to Ameri- 
can registers had it not been for the Hawaiian annexation 
resolution? 

Mr. NELSON. They could not have been admitted under our 
eee but they were entitled to admission under the Hawaiian 


WS. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘Then they come in under cover of the Ha- 
waiian annexation or the action of the government there? 

Mr. NELSON. They come in just as vessels come in that were 
admitted to Hawaiian roppu before annexation. Under their 
laws foreign-built vessels could be admitted to Hawaiian register. 

Mr. BACON. These are vessels which have not been admitted? 

Mr. NELSON. They have been admitted to Hawaiian registry, 
but not to ours. 

Mr. BACON. All of them? 

Mr. NELSON. They are vessels which have been admitted to 
Hawaiian registry. If Hawaii were a republic to-day, an inde- 
pendent government as it was before, they would be Hawaiian 
vessels and entitled to consideration as such. 

Mr. CHILTON. Does the Attorney-General hold that the regis- 
tration is valid. 

Mr. NELSON. The Attorney-General, in his recent opinion, 
held otherwise, but the supreme court of Hawaii, in a case that 
came up involving this question, decided that mey pag a right to 
1 them, and that that system continued until Congress passed 

egislation. 
. CULLOM, If the Senator will allow me, this provision of 
the bill reads as follows: 

That all vessels carrying Hawaiian re 
1898, shall be entitled to be registered as 
and privileges appertaining thereto. 

Mr. BACON. Why do we not stand on that? 

Mr. CULLOM. I supposed when the Senator called my atten- 
tion to the amendment that there was a little pride of feeling on 
the of the owners that this list should be named, as it cov- 
ered, as was stated to me, all vessels that were to be benefited, and 
that they desired the names of the vessels specifically stated in 
the bill. Sapposing that was all there was to it, I consented to 
let it take the place of the section as I have read it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. That is not the situation, I think. These 
vessels are vessels that would be shut out by the bill as it stands, 
because they received Hawaiiau 5 after annexation, and 
our Attorney-General decided that they could not grant such reg- 
isters. Therefore they will be shut out from American registers 
unless they are named or some later date fixed in the bill. 

Now, there are ten more that have applied over there. Perhaps 
they have issued registers to the other ten. How do we know? 
Why have they not anequitable case? If we bring in these seven, 
four of which were admitted to Hawaiian register 8 to 
January, 1899, and the rest of which have been admitted since, 
why have they not an equitable case, and can they not come here 
and almost compel us to give registers to the whole flock? How 
many more will be registered when they find out what we have 
been doing? 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam inclined to stand on the original section 
in view of the developments here. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I hope the Senator will. 

555 CULLOM. I withdraw the amendment, if I may be allowed 
to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask somebody who knows what 
will become of these vessels? Wheredidthey comefrom? Where 
were they registered? What flag were they flying before they 
were registered? 

Mr. FRYE. They willbe obliged to go into business somewhere 
else. I found that they were registering ships in the Hawaiian 
Islands in order to get them under the American flag when 
Hawaii should be admitted. I wrote to the president and called 
his attention to it and to a decision of the court in the Hawaiian 
Islands, which held that they had the right to register these ves- 
sels. I think notice was given to the authorities in the Hawaiian 
Islands that they could not admit any more of those vessels to 
Hawaiian register. Therefore Hawaii stopped admitting them to 
Hawaiian register. 

Now, between the date fixed in the bill, 1898, and the time that 
that proclamation was issued or that conclusion was arrived at 


ere are sO many vessels 
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of vessels still 
e Senator from Mi 


ters, on the 12th day of August, 
merican vessels, with the benefits 


there were four or five or six vessels that had been admitted to 
Hawaiian LS ape: under the authority of the court of the Ha- 
waiian Islands, and our committee concluded, that being the case 
and they being vessels engaged in the sugar trade and peculiarl 
fitted for it and new vessels, that it was just as well to exte 
this provision tothem. Indeed, there was no really good reason 
given why it should not be extended tothem. I think the vessels 
that the Senator from South Dakota is talking about are vessels 
that never have been admitted to Hawaiian register. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I will state that 1 gave the names of seven 
or eight vessels that had been admitted, and there are nine or ten 
others that have applied for admission. I will say further that 
previous to the pa e of the resolution annexing Hawaii the law 
of Hawaii required that a vessel should be owned by a citizen of 
Hawaii in order to get a Hawaiian register, and the Southern 
Pacific Railroad took, for instance, the China, one of the largest 
ships in their whole line, down there and made a bill of sale to an 
impecunious Hawaiian; and under that bill of sale to a man who 
could not buy one of the bolts in the ship, and everybody knew if, 
the vessel was admitted to Hawaiian register. The supreme court, 
which has been so much boasted of here, great lawyers that they 
are, decided, in the face of these facts, knowing that this fellow 
could not buy a fraction of the ship, that it was valid and that 
the vessel could be admitted as a vessel which was owned by this 
Hawaiian. It was Huntington’s ship. They not only admitted 
this, but three or four more vessels, because they felt that annexa- 
tion was a sure thing and when they came in they would get 
American registers, which would be worth thousands of dollars to 
foreign-built vessels. ; 

Since annexation these sugar planters have admitted six or seven 
more vessels to Hawaiian registry, and now they want the Con- 
gress of the United States to ratify that. The supreme court over 
there has already. Our Attorney-General has said that it is not 
valid; and there are nine or ten more that have applied. Who 
knows but what they have got Hawaiian registers by this time, 
and next winter they will be in here for American registers. Of 
course it is a valuable concession. It is a valuable franchise, I 
can not, for my 8 see any justice in admitting any of them. 

Mr. FRYE, re is rather an interesting incident connected 
with the admission of the China, which, as the Senator from South 
Dakota says, was one of the largest ships in the service and one of 
the best. The Government was in great distress—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understand that. We gave it a register. 

Mr. FRYE. The Government was in great distress for vessels. 
The supply seemed to have come to an end, and the Secretary of 
War sent for me one day and wished to know, I Sell iag some- 
thing to do with ships, whether there was any possibility of their 
finding any more ships anywhere. Iasked him what he had done 
with the Pacific Mail; if he had taken any of their ships. I told 
him that there was the China, which I understood had been ad- 
mitted to Hawaiian i denies which could carry more troops than 
any other vessel that they had found anywhere. 

e Secretary of War said they had been trying to find Hunt- 
ington; that nobody else in the Pacific Mail Company seemed 
to have any authority to give consent. They had been trying to 
find him in order to get this ship, I ascertained that he was on a 
train somewhere between New York and California, and ney 
finally reached him by a telegram on the train. He telegraph 
back yes; that the Government could have anything he had that 
was ee eg for service in the war, and that the Government 
could adjust the prices to suit themselves. K 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to ask just one question. 
Did he not make as a condition the admission of the China to an 
American register? 

Mr. FRYE. No. She had been admitted to Hawaiian register. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I know; but we had to admit her. We 

an act of Congress admitting her to American registry, 
and he made that a condition. 

Mr. FRYE. No; he did not make it as a condition. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Why did we do it, then? 

Mr. FRYE. Because the Secretary of War wanted her admitted 
to American registry so that she could fly the American flag wher- 
ever she went. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. We admitted her to American registry. 
We passed an act of Congress to do it. 

Mr. FRYE. We reported in favor of admitting her. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iam glad he had patriotism enough not to 
impose that as a condition, and Iam very much pleased with the 
philanthropic generosity of the committee, which granted such a 
a without it being asked for. 

Mr. TELLER. I have been one of those who for many years 
have insisted that the ships flying our flag should be built in this 
country, but gradually I have seen from time to time Con, 
admit to registry, under some 3 or another, ships not built 
in this country. I have seen the carrying trade passing out of the 
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hands of the United States almost entirely. I believe we carry 
less than 11 per cent of our imports and exports. 

Mr. PER S. About 9 per cent. 

Mr, TELLER. 3 9 1 a oS ee from California 
says. Isu we will get down to nothing. 

Mr. Presk ent, I do not think we would suffer very much if we 
admitted to registry these vessels. We want to be a little bit 
jsp nae and have our flag go somewhere. We hear a good 
deal about trade following the flag, and all that kind of stuff. We 
do not have our flag on the ocean any more except as we may 
carry it on our battle ships, and they are not so numerous, per- 
haps, 433 ought to be. We have reached a point where we 
are told that in order to maintain what little carrying trade we 
have, or possibly with the hope of acquiring a little more, we are 
to grant subsidies to the ships. I wish to say now that I am going 
to vote for free ships, but I am going to vote for some m: Ca- 
tion of the shipping laws, if I ever go a chance, that will encour- 
age either the Americans to build ships or will encourage the 
foreigners to bring their ships here and sail them under our flag. 
Rather than to vote for subsidies, if I have to do that, or for free 
ships, I am going to vote for free ships. I donot believe it is nec- 
essary to do either. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Let me get through. 

Mr. CULLOM. I was going to ask the Senator a question. 
Mr. TELLER. I do not see why we should not take in these 
ships, even if it is a pretended Hawaiian registry. They were 
es pa Ah there under a pretense at least on the part of the 
Hawaiian authorities that they had a right to register them. I 
do not believe we will suffer very much if we take them in. As 
we need them in our trade eee I think the committee 
would be justified in extending the time, so as to take in those 
that were apparently under Hawaiian law. 

Mr. FR Mr. President, just one word. I hope the Senator 
from Colorado, before he votes for free ships, will read the report 
which the Committee on Commerce has to-day presented to the 
Senate on the question of reviving the American merchant marine, 
It has been 5 and has a good deal of information 
init. But as to admitting foreign-built ships, the War Depart- 
ment was obliged to purchase or charter some vessel, and four or 
five, perhaps six, ships that were purchased were admitted to 
American at the request of the Government itself, that 
they might fiy the over them, 

As to admitting other ships to American registry, it has been 
done under a law on the statute books which provides that if a 
ship is wrecked within g marine leagues of our coast, is recovered, 
and in our yards two-thirds of her value is expended in fitting her 
for the sea, the Secretary of the Treasury may admit her to an 
American register. Now, once in a while there comes a case be- 
fore Congress where a ship has been wrecked outside of the 3 ma- 
rine leagues, and it being a mere technicality, the committee 
they are obliged to come to Congress, of course, then—has gener- 
ally taken the view that if they complied with the law in every 
other t, the fact that she was wrecked alittle outside of the 
8 marine leagues would not prevent her from receiving an Ameri- 
can oct Those are about all that have been admitted. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the chairman of the Committee on 
8 5 a nich possibly view 5 the develo preset 3 = 
other s whic may and possibly not, 
had not amendment that I offered myself and withdrew bet- 
ter be left to the Committee on Commerce, to report just exactly 
what ships ought to be admitted to American registry, and leave 

the whole question out of this bill? 
` Mr. FR The Committee on Commerce were entirely satis- 
fied from evidence produced that the ee were named in 
the amendment had been proper! d—that is, under the 
authority of the Hawaiian court they been admitted toa Ha- 
waiian registry—and that we would extend to them an American 
registry. There are no other ships, known to the Committee on 
Commerce entitled to any such equities. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, if I may be allowed, I will say 
to the chairman of the Committee on Commerce that I am not 
liable to vote for free ships without some consideration of the pro- 
visions of the proposed law to retrieve our former position as to 
the ape he trade, I think, though, that there have been some 

hips itted to registry outside of what the Senator of, 
I do not object to those. I think it is very proper that the class 
of ships he has mentioned should be admitted. I recollect a few 
years ago we admitted two great ships on condition that the com- 
pany should build two more. So we have been ADR REUE 
to get a marine to carry our products abroad and to bring back 
things we want to buy. We have failed absolutely. Now, if the 
committee has a scheme that will do that and that is fair, I shall 
F But up to the t time, Mr. Pres- 
iden ve not seen an that I eve would, in the first 


place, give us a marine, and if I did, I believe it would be at an 


mse that would not be justifiable. I speak now of the sub- 
sidies. Iwill take great pleasure in looking over this report and 
joining the Senator in any reasonable scheme for securing to the 
American people a marine of their own. 
Mr. PERKINS. I was absent in committee room when the 
amendment was aa = by the committee. Do I understand 


p 
that it is now withdrawn 

Mr. M. I proposed it 77 understanding that it 
was the wish of the Committee on Commerce or several members 
of it. It was suggested to me by the junior Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON]. I sup there would be no question about 
it; but as the Senator from South Dakota seemed to have a list of 
a large number of vessels that did not appear to be included in 
the amendment, and it became a ceria rather for investigation 
of the Committee on Commerce, I determined to withdraw it if I 
was at liberty to do it, and I did so. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I do not know that I object 
to the rin pene of the merchant marine, but I do object to its 
enlar ent by subsidy. I do not know that I would object to 
free ships. I see no reason why we should be very solicitous about 
carrying our freight on the water when we do not own the rail- 
roads that carry it on land. The reason why we are not on the 
seas is because we find a more profitable investment at home, and 
the reason why we do not own our railroads, which carry our 


freight by land, which is most of our commerce, is use we 
can borrow money in Europe and produce at home cheaply the 
articles with which to repay our loans, 


Until we can carry our freight which goes by land, which is 
the chief part of our commerce, why should we be so crazy to 
carry it on water that we wish to tax the people of the United 
States to pay a subsidy to somebody, p a hia fa foreign owners under 
the guise of American ownership, and foreign money, too, to carry 
our flag? The reason why we do not have more ships on the Pa- 
cific Ocean is because a ship becomes American soil when it be- 
comes an American ship, and the business of the Pacific Ocean is 
done by ships that have Chinese crews, and a member of the Chi- 
nese crew gets 15 Mexican dollars a month and boards himself, 
Now, all the British ships, all those splendid ships that cross the 
Pacific, are manned by Chinamen from Canton, who receive $15 
for each month’s labor and board themselves, or seven and a half 
dollars a month in our money. 

Mr. TELLER. They receive Mexican dollars. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Yes, Mexican dollars. Now, Americans 
will not work for that sum. Our seamen have an organization, 
and you can not expect them to do it. You will pay a subsidy 
that will more than make up the difference in wages to man ships 
under the American flag; and as long as money isso much cheaper 
in Europe than it is here, so that our railroads are owned in Eu- 
rope, you can not get American money to build ships. It will be 
European money that will build those ships; the title will appar- 
ently be held by Americans to get the subsidy, and we will go on 
just as we have done before. 

Mr. TELLER. 8 the Senator might have added that 
probably 88 still be run by Chinamen, too. WhatI want 

do, and what my interest is, is to get some ships that fly our 
flag and empoy Americans, if possible. I have never seen a 
scheme yet that has been presented here that really seemed to be 
in that direction with any promise of success—that is, any promise 
of securing American sailors on these ships. I would just as lief, 
until we can do that, that an English ship that is run by China- 
men would do the work as to have an American ship run b 
Chinamen, I would like to see American sailors once more suc 
as we used to have. They would come in 9 in some 
cases, in times of war, in times of 3 at is my interest. 
It is not simply so much to cover the freight with our flag as it is 
to get the benefit that we would get by having American labor 
employed on the aay PY 

Mr. CULLOM. the Senate has provided that the judges of 
the supreme court of the Territory and also the 5 of 
the Territory shall be appointed by the President, it es them 
out of the category of bein id by the people of the Territory, 
and I offer an amendment the salaries to be paid by the 
United States Government, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be read to 
the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. It comes in at the end voyage 45, 

The SECRETARY, Amend section 94 by ng the following: 

And the chief justice and associate justices of the supreme court shall each 
receive an annual salary of $5,000; and the judges of the circuit courts, of 
bee cha Fadas forthe secon third fourth, and ARN rere ne 
spectively, an annual salary of $1000 cant 


Mr. CULLOM. The salaries of the circuit ta Ae are fixed at 
the exact salaries that they were receiving in the islands. 

Mr. SPOONER. How many are they? 

Mr. CULLOM. There are six judges. 
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Mr. ALLEN. Ishould like to ask the Senator from Illinois if 
these are Territorial judges? wF 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; they are Territorial judges, 

Mr. ALLEN. And itis proposed to pay them out of the Treas- 

of the United States? 
. CULLOM. Ont of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. war should they be paid in that way? 

Mr. CULLOM. The original bill, according to the system 
adopted by the commission and the committee, made them ap- 

ointive by the governor and paid by the Territory. The Senate, 
owen. on yesterday changed the bill and proyided for their 
appointment by the President of the United States. It would 
seem that they ought to be paid by the United States, as we pay 
in that way all of the judges of the present Territories in our own 
country, I understand. 

Mr. ALLEN The Senator holds to the idea, then, that because 
it has been done it should be done. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is a question for, the Senate. It would 
seem that when the President appoints them, and takes them out 
of the hands of the Territory entirely, perhaps the Government 
of the United States ought to pay them. 

Mr. ALLEN. With the Senator’s permission, I do not think it 
makes much difference one way or the other, whether we have 
been paying Territorial judges out of the Treasury of the United 
States or not, so far as the right or wrong is concerned, 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word in 
addition to what I have said. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CULLOM. This bill turns all the money received from 
customs, internal revenue, post-offices, and all that into the 
United States Treasury, so that we are taking away a very large 
share of the income that they received as they have been existing 
heretofore. 

Mr. ALLEN. I suppose the customs duties are to into the 
hands of the Government the same as the customs duties of the 
United States proper; but as I understand this bill, in the short 
time I have had tolook into it, it preserves the distinction between 
a Territorial court established under the United States statutes 
and a Federal court proper that is, there is a Federal court to be 
established there in addition to these Territorial judges. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is to be one United States judge to ad- 
minister United States statutes. 

Mr. ALLEN. The district judge who will exercise the powers 
of a circuit judge? 

Mr. CULLOM. Les. 

Mr. ALLEN. Probably with powers a little more enlarged 
than our circuit judges have. Now, I can see no reason why the 
Government of the United States should pay all these judges and 
bear the expenses of the judicial department of that Territory. 
There may be some reason, Mr. President, that I do not under- 
stand, but I see no reason aig as was suggested by the Senator 
from Montana a moment ago, that it has been that way heretofore. 

Mr. ALLISON. All Territorial judges have always been paid 
by the Government. 

Mr. ALLEN. And I suppose as it has existed heretofore, there- 
fore it should always exist, whether it is right or wrong. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nebraska 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyomi g: If I may suggest to the Senator one 
thought, it is that these judicial officers are officers of the United 
States Government, appointed by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate, and that appears to me to be a very good reason why 
ETERS be paid by the Government of the United States. 

. ALLEN. They are officers of the United States Govern- 
ment only in a qualified sense. They are Territorial officers ap- 
Presi 


pointed by the dent of the United States, and they sustain 
no different relations to the people of that country than the elect- 
ive judiciary of the State of Wyoming to the people of that State, 


grees a the method of their appointment, the method of holding 
eir office. 

Now, Mr. President, it may be idle for me to argue to the con- 
trary and to contend to the contrary. It may be that this bill 
will go through without any objection and that this amendment 
will ome a part of the bill. But if that judiciary is calculated, 
as it is in its nature, to deal with the local affairs of those islands, 
it is a local judiciary to all intents and purposes, and should be 
supported by local taxation. There is not the slightest reason 
why the expense of that judiciary should be borne by the Gov- 
ernment of the United States 5 than to say that a justice 
of the peace or any other local officer should be paid by the Gen- 
eral Government. 

I know there is a good deal of force in precedents, and, Mr. 
President, whenever a man has no reason to give for the opinion 
he seeks to enforce he always resorts wel is ents. 

Mr, CULLOM, Ifthe Senator will allow me, I do not want to 


.cuit judges, such as we fin 


interrupt him any further than to give him in 3 good faith 
whatever information I can with reference to the matter, 
Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt about that. 
Mr. CULLOM. Three supreme judges, so called, one of them 
a chief justice, existed there under their system of government. 
They have been paid over there $6,000 a year each. I do not know 
but that the chief justice gets a thousand dollars more than the 
circuit judges. Two of them receive $4,000, and the others $3,000 
apiece. 
Mr. ALLEN. Are the circuit judges ex officio judges of the 
supreme court? 
. CULLOM. No, sir; they are not. It is a different system. 
We found that system of government there, and we tried to let it 
alone so far as we could. We provided that when their terms 
should expire the governor shoul appoint and that the Territory 
should pay them. But there seemed to be a disposition to require 
the President to appoint them, and such an amendment kea —— 
adopted. The original bill embodied the idea of a commission, 
that all the expenses of the Territorial government there should be 
paid by the Territory itself, including the legislature. Imay say 
in our Territories here, Arizona, New Mexico, and so on, the 
United States pays the courts and pays the expenses of the legis- 
We still require that the T hall pay all th 
e still require the Territory s pay all the expenses of 
the administration of the goverfiment, except these judges ap- 
inted by the President of the United States, and, of course, the 
istrict judge of the United States, the United States marshal, 
district attorney, the governor, and secretary of the Territory. 
All of the rest of the establishment there is to be paid by the Ter- 
ritory. Now, the Senate thought, I think, that in view of the 
fact that we are taking away from them all their customs and in- 
ternal-revenue receipts and putting them into the United States 
Treasury, the people of the Territory will have about as much as 
they can do to Bay the balance, 
Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Ilinois allow me to 
interject a word there? 
Mr. CULLOM. Yes; two of them. 
Mr. SPOONER. We are not only taking away from them cer- 
tain revenues, but we are imposing our own revenue taxes upon 


em. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think there is any misunderstanding 
about that. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Illinois please state how 
uae salaries compare with the salaries of other Territorial 
judges? 

Mr. CULLOM. They are a little higher than we pay. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Some of them. 

Mr. TELLER. Some of them are higher than we pay, and some 
are the same that our Territorial-judges receive. 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know exactly what we pay. 

Mr. ALLISON. In Indian Territory we pay $5,000 a year. To 
the others we pay $3,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Thestatute makes the pay of the others $3,000. 

Mr. CULLOM. But I want to say that the expense of living in 
those islands is much higher than it is anywhere in the United 
States; so that, in my judgment, the salaries fixed are as small as 
they ought to be. I beg pardon for interrupting the Senator. 

Mr. EN. Mr. President, when the Senator from Illinois 
kindly interrupted me I was just in the act of saying that when- 
ever a man wants to fortify a thing which he can not fortify in 
logic or reason he always resorts to precedents. I have no doubt 
the man who taught the doctrine that the world was flat and 
rested upon a serpent invoked that precedent in subsequent dis- 
cussion. 

Now, a precedent has value just as it is based upon reason and 
principle, and no further. It may be that in interpreting pron: 
erty rights it is sometimes better to stand by a precedent whic 
was wrong in the first instance than to make a change, by reason 
of the consequences that would follow a chinga ut that rea- 
soning does not apply to a case of this kind. Here are a distinct 
people, 2,000 miles from our shores, who have maintained a dis- 
tinct government in the Sandwish Islands for a pest many years, 
They have had their judiciary; they have had their legislative 
department; they have had their executive departments. They 
were brought into this country by an act of Congress annexing 
them in 1898—leprosy, bubonic fever, and Forth ng that afflicts 
the country. They are a part and parcel now of the United 
States, according to modern construction. 

Now, we propose to give them not only a Territorial judicial 
department, but a Federal judicial department distinct from that 
Territory, which, I submit, is without a precedent. Heretofore 
the Territorial judges have been ex officio judges of the Federal, 
and have determined questions arising intheir Territories. Now, 
we propose to give this archipelago some four or five ordi cir- 
in our statutes, and then a district 
reme court to which appeals are to be taken, and I presume 


with a writ of error from that court of appeals to the circuit court 
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of my 6 somewhere or to the Supreme Court. I have not read 
the in that respect. In addition to that, we propose to set up 
a distinct Federal judiciary, the same there as we have in our 
States, and all the salaries of these judges are to be paid out of 
the revenues of the United States Government. 

Now, because heretofore in some of the Territories we have 
paid the salaries of the Territorial judges, in most instances where 
to do otherwise would be to create a greater burden upon the 
ple than they were able to bear, it is invoked as a precedent here 
that we should follow and the soundness of which no man ought 
to question. 

But, Mr. President, I did not rise to discuss this question. I 
rose more particularly to suggest to the Senator having this bill 
in charge, now that it is well along in the evening, to let the meas- 
ure go over until to-morrow, that we may have an opportunity to 
examine its FESTA during the night. I want to read it very 
carefully before voting on it. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to go on until 6 o’clock at any rate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I think the bill has been amended so frequently 
that it ought to be reprinted as amended. 

Mr. CULLOM. It is as nearly perfected as we can make it, and 
I should be very glad to pass it or have the Senate vote upon it. 

Mr. ALLEN. have just returned to the Senate after an ab- 
sence of ten oy and 1 have not had an opportunity to read the 
bill through. have run through some of its provisions, and 
upon their face they seem to be objectionable. hen I come to 
read the bill through consecutively and in order those objections 


mie CULLO! 

C M. Well, Ishould like to go on and see whether 
there are ay other amendments to be made to-night. It is now 
only 5 o'clock. We ought to sit until 6. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course the Senator would not want to con- 
clude the consideration of all amendments to-night, because it 
might be proper to-morrow to introduce some. 

Mr. CULLOM. Of course Iam not seeking to do that, but I 
should like to see whether there are any other amendments to be 
offered that we can discuss this evening. 

Mr. ALLEN. For instance, here is the first section to which 
Icalled attention some time ago. That seems to be at least am- 
biguous and rather misleading. 

Mr. CULLOM. What section? 

Mr. ALLEN. Section 1, defining the laws of Hawaii in this 
language: 

Including lations having the effect of law and the decisions of the su- 
preme court in force on the 12th day of August, 1898. 

Now, according to this section, regulations, whether they are 
public or private customs and usages, are to be recognized as part 
of the law of those islands, and the decisions of the supreme court 
are by this section to have the force of statutes. I submit to the 
Senator from Illinois that when Congress once gives to the deci- 
sion of a court the force of a statute it takes another statute to re- 
peal it, and it will not be within the power of the supreme court 
of that Territory or within the power of the Federal judiciary to 
— 80 or set aside the decision. Now, I look upon that as some- 
what im t. 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to 
give an explanation? 

Mr. AL . I Will. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator is a jurist and just fresh from 
the bench. It was nec in order to get full swing of all the 
laws of Hawaii, whether they were statutes, supreme- court deci- 
sions, or regulations, that some definition should be given to 
them, and therefore the first section provides: 


rior to 
States 


immediately 


he transfer of the sovereignty of the Hawaiian Islands to the Unite 


of America. 

If the Senator will look at section 6, which is headed The laws 
of Hawaii”—that means all the judicial decisions, regulations, 
and customs—he will find it reads: 

That the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of 
the United States or the provisions of this act shall continue in force, subject 
to repeal or amendment by the legislature of Hawuli or the Congress of the 
United States. 

Then section 7 provides: 

That the constitution of the republic of Hawaii and the laws of Hawaii, 
set forth in the following acts, chapters, and sections of the civil laws, penal 
laws. § and session laws, and relating to the following subjects, are hereby re- 


The object was to repeal the decisions of the supreme court, all 
the regulations, and all the statutes which were in conflict with 
the Constitution and laws of the United States or in conflict with 
the provisions of this act. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator from Alabama will permit me, 
what is to be said of the latter part of section 1, which reads: 

The constitution and statute laws of the republic of Hawaii then in fo: 


set forth in a compilation made by Sidney M. ou under the authority 
the legislature, and published in two volumes entitled “ Civil Laws” and 


“Penal Laws,” respectively, and in the Legisla: r 
the aroei yakal 1898, are refecred to 8 Laws Cone aa gaara tor 
and “session laws.” E 

These, I understand, by subsequent provisions of the act, are car- 
ried into force. 

Mr. MORGAN, No; either carried into force or repealed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Do not those penal statutes, in the codification 
by Mr. Ballou, embrace many things that are in direct violation 
of the Constitution and statutes of the United States? 

Mr. SPOONER. If so, they are repealed. 

Mr. ALLEN. This bill repeals them, then? I did not know 


that. 

Mr. MORGAN. TheSenator will find, by consulting the report 
which accompanies the bill, that each one of those acts has 
gone over. 

1 3 That is one reason why I want to- night to study 
is bill. 

Mr. CULLOM,. Ihave no objection to allowing the Senator 


e ALLEN 

Mr. . The first section, I think, with proper deference 
to the Senator from Alabama, is ambiguous in its words, “ includ- 
ing regulations having the effect of law.” What are those regula- 

ons? 

Mr. MORGAN. They are part of the laws of Hawaii. 

Mr. ALLEN. But laws are laws. 

Mr. MORGAN, But conflicting laws are repealed. 

Mr. ALLEN. A law is statutory, or it is judicial. It is made 
by the bench, or it is common law. But what is a regulation? 
Did the Senator ever hear of the legislative department of a gov- 
ernment passing a regulation? 

Mr. MORGAN, WehaveourTreasuryregulations. The Treas- 
ury Department is full of them, and so are the other Executive 
Departments. 

Mr. ALLEN. But those are executive. k 

Mr. MORGAN. And men can be indicted for violating them. 

Mr. ALLEN. But those originate in the executive department 
and not in the legislative department. Therein consists the am- 
biguity and the danger of this provision. I take it that the execu- 
tive department, through many of its different subdivisions in the 
Hawaiian government, has promulgated many regulations, some 
of which may be in direct violation of their constitution and their 
statutes, many of which may perhaps never have received a judi- 
cial interpretation at the hands of their own courts, and yet all 
those regulations, without exception, are carried into force by this 
bill and given the effect of statutes. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with the Senator that the bill can not 
be acted upon to-night, but I want to submit to him that the 
Hawaiian government was a government when the act of annexa- 
tion was passed; the people out there had their own statutes and 
their own regulations; they had their own customs; and customs 
sometimes have, of course, the effect of law and are enforced by 
the courts. It is absolutely impossible for us, is it not, to sup- 
plant by specific regulations in this bill the local laws, the local 
customs, and the local regulations as to health and otherwise 
which are in force out there? 

What I rose to ask the Senator was this, mainly, whether that 
is not sufficiently guarded by the committee bill by the provision 
which continues them in force only where they are not inconsist- 
ent with the Constitution and laws of the United States? 

Mr. ALLEN. That may be possible. I would not say, because 
I have not read the bill sufficiently to know all its provisions. 

Mr. SPOONER. But I do know. 

Mr. MORGAN. Perhaps the Senator from Nebraska weuld 
permit me to say a word in explanation. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator will find on examination of the 
report of the committee, which is part of the bil}, that there is 
included in brackets the repeal of a large number of statutes and 
the constitution of Hawaii. Fearing that might not cover every- 
thing, that there might be something still left that was in conflict 
with the Constitution and the laws of the United States and the 
provisions of this act, this provision was put into the bill by the 
committee for the purpose of defining all the balance, the residuum, 
that is not specifically repealed in this act, and providing that all 
of that residuum, I will call it, which might have escaped the 
scrutiny of the committee in remodeling this statute: 

Sec. 6. That the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or 
laws of the United States or the visions of this act shall continue in force, 
sabject to re or amendment by the legislature of Hawaii or the Congress 
of United States. 

The laws of Hawaii” become technical terms, which include 
the decisions of the supreme court and regulations. 

Sec. 7. That the constitution of the zepa of Hawaii and the laws of 
Hawaii, set forth in the following acts, pters, and sections of the civil 
laws, penal laws, and session laws, and relating to the following subjects, are 
hereby repealed. 

By these provisions we thought we had covered the ground 
absolutely. . 


1900. 


Mr. ALLEN. Possibly I may make myself more perfectly un- 
derstood by the Senator from Alabama if I call attention to this 
fact: An executive interpretation of a statute may be correct or 
it may be incorrect. I think I am safe in saying it is as frequently 
incorrect as it is correct. That executive interpretation becomes 
a regulation or is itself a regulation, and finds its existence in the 
promulgation of an order or a system or a custom of doing busi- 
ness in the executive department. It may have as its basis a stat- 
ute. The statute may be repealed according to this bill, and yet 
the custom or the regulation itself be maintained by the bill. 
Where the statute would disappear by positive repeal, the regula- 
tion and all the evil consequences flowing from it and from its en- 
forcement would be maintained by the bill. So nothing is to be 
gained from the argument of the Senator from Alabama, so far 
as I can see. 

I again a that I should like time to investigate this bill. 
ger to say [ have necessarily been absent at my home for ten 

ys and only returned last evening. I want to vote upon the 
bill, and I want to vote my convictions on it. I can not do that 
until I read it and study it at least afew hours. I should like to 
appeal to the Senator from Illinois to let the bill pass over until 
to-morrow. It may be my desire in the morning, after I have 
read the bill over carefully, to suggest some amendments to avoid 
the difficulties which now present themselves to my mind, and I 
should like 28 privea: t 

Mr. CULLOM. I can not, of course, resist the appeal of the 
Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I hope the Senator will obtain an order for 
a reprint of the bill as it been amended, so that we may see 
how it now stands. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwas going to make that suggestion, in view of 
the bill going over again, and of the various amendments made 
since it was last printed, that the bill be now again printed with 
the amendments which have been adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is an amendment now 
pending at the Secretary’s desk. 

Mr. CULLOM, That may go over. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator that probably other 
amendments are prepared to be presented to-morrow, andif so, 
that such amendments likewise be printed. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have been hoping that all the amendments 
which were likely to be offered to the bill might be those which 
have been presented; but if anySenator hasan amendment which 
he desires to offer to the pending bill, I hope he will offer it this 
evening before we adjourn, so that it may be printed and the 
attention of Senators called to it. 

Mr. ALLEN. I will say to the Senator, with his permission, 
that if I offer any amendment it will be more likely to be in the 
nature of some eliminations from the bill than additions to it. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say to the Senator having the 
bill in charge that when it is taken up to-morrow I shall feel it 
my duty to to eliminate from this bill the court called the 
circuit court of the United States, and to confer u the courts 
in the Territory of Hawaii the jurisdiction of the circuit and dis- 
trict courts of the United States, as has been done in the Territo- 
ries and is now in existence in Oklahoma, Arizona, and New 


exico. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, make the judicial system of Ha- 
waii corr md to the judicial system in our Territories? 

Mr. TELLER, That is what I want to do. If the judges in 
Hawaii are to be appointed by the President of the United States, 
I see no reason why that should not be done; and I want to do it, 
because it is very evident that we are providing a judiciary very 
much beyond the needs and wants of those people, We had a 
smaller 33 in Colorado when we had 400, 000 people, and 
then we had a great deal more business than they will ever have 


in Hawaii. 
We give Hawaii eight judges under this bill. 


Ire- 


Mr. ALLEN. 
5 gh TELLER. And when Colorado was a Territory we had 

ut three. 

Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator has his amendments prepared, 
I hope he will offer them now. 

Mr. TELLER. I can not offer them to-night. I simply give 
notice. I want the Senator to understand it is my intention to 


offer them to-morrow. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
as amended. 


that the bill may be reprin 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming: I understand the Senator from Ili- 
nois requests that all amendments which are to be presented may 
be presented this evening, so that they may be printed. I have 
one amendment that I wish to offer, but which I do not wish to 


discuss until to-morrow. 
re. Theproposed amendment will 


The PRESIDENT pro tem 
be printed and lie on the table. Is there objection to the request 


of the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLomM]? The Chair hears 
none; and it is so ordered. 
Mr. CULLOM. I hope the bill will be printed with the amend- 
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ments and be on the table by 12 o’clock to-morrow, so that we can 
then proceed with it without delay. 

It is suggested to me by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 
PETTIGREW] that I ask unanimous consent that we vote finally 
on the bill and amendments some time to-morrow. I hope there 
will be an understanding that we can dispose of the bill to-mor- 


row. 

Mr. CARTER (to Mr. CULLOM). Ask unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask unanimous consent that that may be done. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois asks 
unanimous consent that the pending amendments and the bill may 
be voted on finally to-morrow? Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is that? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That the amendments to the 
pending bill and the bill itself shall be voted on to-morrow. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish the Senator would include any other 
amendments that may be offered to-morrow. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That will include all amend- 
monis upio the final vote, under the ruling of the Chair. Is there 
objection 

Mr. ALLEN. I hope the bill and amendments will be printed 
in ample time so that they can be examined. 

Mr. CULLOM. I have made that request. a 

Mr. ALLEN. With that understanding, I have no objéction 
to the vote being taken to-morrow. 

Mr. CARTER. Before adjournment. 

1 — PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it is so 
ordered. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest that some hour be fixed when the 
vote shall be taken. 

Mr. CULLOM. Ishould be glad to have that done; but I ap- 
prehend there will be objection to it. 

Mr. CARTER. Let the vote be taken before adjournment to- 
morrow. 

Mr. FORAKER. Four o'clock is a pretty late hour. I do not 
see why we could not agree to vote by that time. That, I think, 
would satisfy everybody. 

Mr. ALLISON. We would then know at what hour we would 
be likely to adjourn. : 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not see how that can be done. 

Mr. ALLISON. I withdraw the motion. 

Mr.CULLOM. Has the order to print the bill with the amend- 
ments been made? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That order has been made. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were ee and (at 5 o’clock and 25 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, 
February 28, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate February 27, 1900. 
CONSUL. 

Henry B. Miller, of Oregon, to be consul of the United States at 

Chungking, China, vice George F. Smithers, recalled. 
SECOND LIEUTENANT IN MARINE CORPS. 

Daniel W. Blake, a citizen of Mississippi, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps, from the 26th day of 
February, 1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

TO BE SECOND LIEUTENANT OF CAVALRY. 


Daniel Van Voorhis, of Ohio, to be second lieutenant of cavalry, 
to rank from February 1, 1900. 


WITHDRAWAL. 
Executive nomination withdrawn February 27, 1900. 
Daniel Van Voorhis, of Ohio, to be second lieutenant of infan- 


try, to rank from February 1, 1900 (submitted to the Senate Feb- 
ruary 26, 1900). 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate February 27, 1900, 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 

Francis H. Parker, of Connecticut, to be attorney of the United 

States for the district of Connecticut. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS, 
To be second lieutenants in the United States Marine Corps, from 
the 17th day of February, 1900. 
Yandell Foote, of California. 
C. T. Wescott, jr., of Maryland. 
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Sidney W. Brewster, of Michigan. 
Paul E. Chamberlin, of Virginia. 
Douglas C. McDougal, of California. 
Albert N. Brunzell, of Idaho, 
Presley M. Rixey, of Virginia. 
T. Edward Backstrom, of Mississippi. 
Assistant paymaster in the Navy. 
Ray Spear, a citizen of Washington, to be an assistant pay- 
master in the Navy, from the 19th day of February, 1900. 
Colonel in the Marine Corps. 


Lieut. Col. William S. Muse, to be a colonel in the United 
States Marine Corps, from the 3ist day of January, 1900 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


TUESDAY, February 27, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a.m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
ee Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
proved. 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the further 5 of the bill H. R. 8245. 

0. 
ouse resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. HULL in the 
chair, for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8245. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 8245. 

Mr. CARMACK, Mr. Chairman, the head of the President's 
Philippine Commission, Mr. Schurman, in a lecture delivered 
some weeks ago, frankly admitted that the new policy upon which 
we are about to enter involves a serious shock to all our national 
traditions and habits of thought, and even to the venerable Con- 
stitution itself. This bill, Mr. Chairman, is the first shock which 
the authors of this new policy have prepared for the Constitution. 

It is difficult to escape the conclusion that it was prepared 
trusting to the complaisance of the Supreme Court and its readi- 
ness to overturn, as it did in the income-tax decision, the law and 
the precedents of a hundred years. The gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania [Mr. DALZELL] frankly admits that if the Constitution 
is to cover all our new possessions, as it has covered all of the ter- 
ritory we have acquired in the past, then the new policy is a stu- 
pendous mistake, 

The President of the United States, speaking with reference to 
the Philippine Islands, declared that— 

Our priceless principles undergo no change beneath a tropical sun. 

The theory of the gentleman from Pennsylvania and of his asso- 
ciates is that we must either abandon our ‘“‘ priceless principles” 
or abandon our new possessions, and that is the issue which is 
now ted to this House. We can not fail to regard this bill, 
Mr. Chairman, in the light of the frank forewarning given us by 
the late head of the Philippine Commission, that this new policy 

remeditates a deliberate assault on the Constitution and a reyo- 
ution in the character and principles of our Government. 

The of the Ways and Means Committee, the distin- 
guished gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], wants this bill 
as a precedent because he is alarmed at the prospect of free trade 
with the pauper labor of the Philippine Islands. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, we have been dazzled by the accounts of 
the great addition to be made to our trade and commerce by reason 
of our new ions; and yet here at the very threshold gen- 
tlemen on the other side start back affrighted and appalled lest 
the very trade to which they have looked with such covetous 
2 on bring destruction to American labor and American 

ustry. 

We have been told that our possessions would open splendid 
opportunities for American capital and American enterprise; but 
let me ask, Mr. Chairman, how shall we encourage American 
capital or American enterprise toseek employment in Puerto Rico 
or the Philippine Islands if we deny them access to the markets of 
the United States? 

This, then, is your dilemma. If you adopt a policy which will 
encourage American capital to develop the resources of Puerto 
Rico and the Philippines, you bring them into dangerous compe- 


tition with American industry. If you adopt a policy that will 
shut off this competition, then you make it impossible for Ameri- 
can —s to find profitable employment there. What, then, is 
left, Mr. Chairman, except to treat these colonies as Spain treated 
them, to turn them over as the spoil and ee of carpet-bag ad- 
venturers who will be sent there to feed 
dead prosperity of a conquered province? 


uzzards upon the 


Mr. Chairman, I do not intend to go into any elaborate discus- 
sion of the constitutional questions involved in this bill. I wish 
to address myself briefly to some of the ad captandum arguments 
and appeals made by the gentlemen on the other side of the Cham- 
ber to seduce the consciences of membérs from what the President 
calls their plain duty“ and from what the Constitution makes 
their sworn duty. 

We have had a tremendous rattling of the dry bones of slavery 
and secession, and the bloody shirt has been waived with some- 
thing of the old time vigor in order to get members upon the 
other side in the proper condition of mental imbecility for tram- 

ling upon the Constitution and violating the oath they have taken 

2 and defend it. The distinguished gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. GROSVENOR] cracked the party whip over the heads of his 
associates and invoked the old spirit of sectional passion to aid 
him in his assault upon the Constitution. 

His speech was as rank an appes to prejudice and to ignorance 
as was ever made upon the floor of this House, and I am sorry 
that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] is not here, for 
I had intended to say that in making it he displayed an ignorance 
of the record and history of his own party almost as dense as the 
ignorance to which he appealed. [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side. | 

The gentleman's 1 as it appears in the RECORD is headed 
The real issue. e battle of 1860 again on.” 

By a very incomplete and very unfair quotation from the plat- 
form of 1860 the gentleman from Ohio seeks to make it appear 
that the Sopian peny in that campaign planted itself squarely 
upon the doctrine t the Constitution did not extend to the 

erritories, and that this was the issue in that campaign, just as it 
is the issue in this debate, 

Now, Mr. i „with the platforms of the Republican 
party before me, I say that there was no such issue in that cam- 


paign. 

I say that the Republican platform in 1860 was directly to the 
contrary of the position taken by the majority of the Ways and 
Means Committee, and was exactly in accord with those who op- 
pose the of this bill. I say the same thing is true of the 

latform of 1856, and I wish to the attention of tlemen 
st to this platform of 1856, the first Fee ever a oer by 
the Republican party. This platform declares that while the Con- 
stitution— 
contains ample A for the protection of life, liberty, and p: of 
every citizen, $ the dearest constitutional rights of the people of Kansas 
have been fraudulently and violently taken from them. 

And among the constitutional rights which belong to them and 
which were alleged to have been taken away were the right of 
trial by jury, the right to bear arms, the right to be exempt from 
unreasonable searches and seizures, and that no man shall be de- 

ived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law. 

were among “constitutional” rights which belonged 
to the gt oe in the Territory of Kansas, according to the state- 
ment of Republican platform of 1856. It may be said, Mr. 
Chairman, that this was true because an act of Congress had ex- 
tended the Constitution over them; but the very wording of the 
platform shows that the men who made it believed that they de- 
rived their rights direct from the Constitution and without any 
aid from whatever. 

But whatever may be said of the platform of 1856, I say that the 
latform of 1860, the very ee quoted by the gentleman from 
hio [Mr. GROSVENOR], declares in unmistakable terms that the 
Constitution of the United States does extend to the Territories of 
the United States, and that it extends there of its own force, with- 
out any legislation from Congress whatever. The gentleman from 
Ohio read that gs of the platform which denounces the new 
dogma that the Constitution of its own force carries slavery into 
the Territories, and he construes that as a đenial that the Consti- 
tution itself was there. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this declaration means what it says and 
no more. It does not deny that the Constitution extends to the 
Territories. Itsimply denies that it carries slavery there. The 

entleman argues t if the Constitution had extended to the 

erritories it would have carried slavery there, because of the pro- 
vision that no man shall be deprived of life, liberty, or property 
without due process of law; and slaves, says the gentleman from 
Ohio, were property under the Constitution. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this very platform from which the gen- 
tleman read denies and denounces the doctrine that slaves were 
pro under the Constitution, and in raking that position, in 
saying that slaves were property in the sense of the Constitution, 
the gentleman from Ohio expressly repudiates the Republican 

latform of 1860, and he plants himself squarely upon the Dred 
Beott decision, which he and others have denounced with such ig- 
norant ferocity upon this floor. FCC Demerancnce| 

Mr. Chairman, if the battle of 1860 is on again, upon which side 
are the gentleman from Ohio and his associates of that committee 
enlisted to-day? 
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Mr. MADDOX. They are the slaveholders and we are the lib- 
erators. 
Mr. CARMACK. The gentleman makes special reference to 


that provision in the Constitution that no person shall be de- 
prived of life, liberty, or property without due process of law,” 
and says that the Democrats affirmed and the Republicans denied 


that that provision of the Constitution o ted in the Territories, 
Mr. i „say that the chief plank in the Lag Saha plat- 
form of 1860, the very next plank to that read by the gentleman 
from Ohio, declares in haec verba that this very provision of the 
Constitution does extend to the Territories of the United States, 
and that it extends there not only without any 5 
legislation but in spite of any Congressional legislation to the 


contrary. 
Now, 1 wish to read that provision of the platform of 1860: 


8. That the normal condition of all the territory of the United States is that 
of freedom; that as our republican fathers, when they had abolished slavery 
in all our national territory, ordained that “no person shall be deprived of 
life, liberty, or property without due process of law.“ it becomes our duty, b; 
legislation, whenever such legislation is necessary, to maintain 
sion of the Constitution against all attempts to violate it; and we den 
authority of Congress, of a Territorial ture, or of any individ’ to 
give leant existence to slavery in any Territory of the United States. 


What is the doctrine of that platform, Mr. Chairman? It is 
that after slavery had been abolished in all our National Territories, 
it had then been ordained in the Constitution that no man there- 
after should be e of life, liberty, or property without due 

of law, and that this provision of the Constitution covered 
every inch of our national territory. 

The doctrine of the Republican party was that whenever any 
man set foot upon the national territory, that moment the right 
of personal freedom attached to him, use the Constitution 
was there, already there, there of its own force, there without 
being sent, there with the guaranty that he should not be de- 
prived of his liberty without due process of law. 

Let me read again, Mr. Chairman, the latter part of that plank 
in the platform of 1860; 


We deny the authority of Congress, of a Territorial cs Fee or of an 
individuals to give legal existence to slavery in any Territory of the United 


Did the Republican party in that campaign plant itself upon 
the doctrine that Congress was supreme in the Territories and 
that it had a right to either forbid or legalize slavery? No, sir; it 
declared in express terms that the Constitution was supreme in 
the Territories, and because it was supreme Congress no right 
to legalize slavery cr even to permit its existence. The Repub- 
lican party said that if Congress or a Territorial legislature actin: 
under the authority of Congress shall seek by law to establis 
slavery in the Territories, that law is unconstitutional and void; 
that the Constitution is there saying that no man shall be deprived 
of his liberty without due process of law, 

That was the doctrine of the Republican party in 1860. That 
was the platform on which the Republican par won its first 

victory, and I make bold to say that when it repudiates that plat- 
form it will have won its last. [Ap lause on the Democratic 
side.] We believe, as Abraham Lincoln believed, that the Con- 
stitution extends to every place within theterritory and under the 
sovereignty of the Uni States. We believe, as Lincoln be- 
lieved, that it is there to forbid this Congress to establish either 
slavery or political despotism under the American flag. 

We believe that wherever the power of Congress goes there go 
the limitations upon its power. We believe that wherever the 
flag goes there goes the Constitution, without which there would 
be no flag. [Applause on the Democratic side.] This is the doc- 
trine of the Democratic party to-day; it was the doctrine of the 
Republican party in its earlier and better days. And we say to 

mtlemen on the other side that if they will persist in denounc- 

ng and covering with odium the platform of Abraham Lincoln, 
we, as the friends of constitutional liberty, are ready to uphold 
and defend it. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

The CHAIR The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAY- 
TON] is recognized for five minutes. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, a few days ago 
we were all very much entertained a h made by the dis- 
tinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] who opened 
this debate in behalf of the pending measure. Iholdin my hand, 
Mr. Chairman, a letter written in behalf of his now abandoned 
free-trade billfor Puerto Rico by thatsame gentleman [Mr. PAYNE] 
against the ar; ent and position that he took in his speech in 

e opening of this debate, and I therefore ask that this letter, 
together with an extract from his speech made in this debate—this 
letter and this extract being taken from the St. Louis Globe- 
Democrat of Saturday morning, January 27, 1900—be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Let the Clerk read the letter. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 1 have not the time in five min- 
utes. I should like to read it, if the House will give me the time. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Have it read. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I ask unanimous consent, then, 
that my time be extended to read these two clippings. 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle- 


man will be so extended. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. W. H. CURTIS, 
Palmyra, N. Y.: 

DEAR SIR: Your letter of January 
19 received, in which you assert that 
free trade with Puerto Rico means 
free trade with Cuba and the Philip- 

ine Islands and a deathblow to pro- 

on. If you are correct in all of 
yor assumptions,of course no Repub- 
can would favor any such measure. 
Suppose we get down to the facts: 
Puerto Rico was ceded to us by the 
Spanish treaty, and we accepted it 
without a dissenting voice in all the 
United States, so fax as Iknow. Inac- 
ceptingit we cut off their market with 
Spain and with Cuba, in both of which 
countries there is now a high protec- 
tive duty, which is absolutely pro- 
hibitive so far as Puerto Rico is con- 
cerned. Puerto Rico produces 50,000 
tons of sugar annually. No one 
lieves it ever can reach 100,000 tons un- 
der the most favorable ces. 
We imported last year 1,340,000 
tons of sugar. You seo the importa- 
tion from Puerto Rico would be asa 
drop in a bucket. We have had a 
treaty fora number of years with the 
Hawaiian Islands, where sugar can be 
pocnes more cheaply tban in 
erto Rico, b has 
dmi of duty. It is pro- 
posed to continue th the enact- 
ment of law, and no one G 
Wo import from the Haw: 
240,000 tons of sugar annually. In the 
face of this free sugar from Hawaii, 
the production of beet sugar in Cali- 
fo has doubled and quadrupled 
from year to per 
I am told that the production of 
the present year will more than dou- 
ble the large production of 1899. Free 
nar from Hawaii does not seem to 
ect the Lister gee interests. You 


eans free ba and the 
Philippine Islands. In this you are 
ault; Cuba is not ours, but will 
have an independent government. 

© most she can ever for isa 
slight reduction of duty nly Be 
reciprocity treaty. You have n 
voting for reciprocity for the last fif- 
teen years, as you oy you have voted 
the ublican ticket. Under the 
treaty the Philippine Islands are to 
have free trade with Spain for ten 

ears. We could not extend these 
tariff laws to the Philippine Islands 
even if we would. 

To sum up, then: Puerto Rico is 
ours without a dissenting voice any- 
where. Her le are impoverished 
by reason of the hurricane which de- 
stroyed the greater portion of two 
annual crops. She has no markets, 
being deprived of them by annexation 
to the United States. 9 
and industrially, without some ai 
from Congress, she is without hope 
for the future. A free admission of 
her products to the United States 
SS one isnow accorded toevery other 


tate and Terri and to 
notorganized e 
give her relief. 


It will not hurt us, but, on the con- 
, will give us a market for 


$10,000.000 annually, ly of the 
products of our 9 will in- 
American prosperity comes 


crease as 
to Puerto Rico. I am heartily in fa- 
vor of extending this relief to Puerto 
Rico, while I do not in any way com- 
mit myself to extend the same privi- 
leges to either the 3 ds 
or to Cuba. I have worked as hard 
as anyone to establish the beet-sugar 
industry and am as thoroughly in fa- 
vor of it as ever. Iam sorry to learn 
that anybody thinks of vob for a 
Democrat, who claims to be a good 
ny very trul 
ours, very truly, 
SERENO E. PAYNE. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 24. 


[At various points durin 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 


{Special dispatch to the Globe-Demo- 
crat.] 


PUERTO RICO AND FREE TRADE— 
PAYNE THINKS THE ADMINISTRA- 
TION BILL WILL PASS—IMPOVER- 
ISHED BY THE ELEMENTS, WITHOUT 
MARKETS BECAUSE OF ANNEXA- 
TION, THE ISLAND'S PRODUCTS 
SHOULD BE ADMITTED FREE TO 
THE UNITED STATES. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., 
January 26, 1900. 


Chairman PAyYwr, of the Ways and 
Means Committee, has made a state- 
ment vindicating the policy of free 
trade for Puerto Rico. Mr. PAYNE 
introduced the Administration bill to 
8 gut this policy, and has nodoubt 
it will go through both House and 
Senate at an early date. He says: 

“Puerto Rico was ceded to us 
the § treaty, and we acce 
it without a dissenting voice in all the 
United States, so far as I know. In 
it we cut off their market 

and with Cuba, in both of 
which countries there is now a high 
protective duty, which is absolu 
prohibitive so far as Puerto Rico 2 
conce: Puerto Rico produces 
50,000 tons of sugar annually, 
believes it can ever reach 100, 
under the most favorable circum- 
stances. Weimported last year 1,340,- 
000 tons of tojar: The importation 
from Puerto Rico would be as a drop 
ina bucket. Wehave hada treaty for 
a number of years with the Hawaiian 
Islands, where sugar can be produced 
more cheaply than in Puerto Ri 
by which all sugar has been admitted 

R posed to continue this by 

pro; continue 

the enactment of law, and no one ob- 
jects toit. We import from the Ha- 
waiian Islands 240 tons of sugar an- 
nually. In the face of thisfreesugar 
from Hawaii, the production of beet 
sugar in California has doubled and 
quadrupled from yearto year. Iam 
told that the production of the pres- 
ent year will more than double the 
large production of 189%. Free su 
from Hawaii does not seem to affect 
the beet-sugar interests. It isurged 
that free e with Puerto Rico 
means free trade with Cuba and the 
Philippine Islands. In this the oppo- 
sition is all at fault; Cuba is not ours. 
Under the treaty the Philippine Is- 
landsare to have trade withSpain 
for ten years. We could not extend 
these tariff laws to the Philippine 
Islands, even if we would. 

To sum up, then, Puerto Rico is 
ours without a dissenting voice any- 
where. Her le are impoverished 
by reason of the hurricane, which de- 


Noone 
000 tons 


industrially, without some ai 
from Con; she is without hope 
for the future. A free admission of 
her products to the United States 
(which is now accorded to every other 
State and Territory and to Al not 
organized into a Territory) would 
ve her relief. It will not hurt us, 
t, on the contrary, will give us a 
market for $10,000,000 annually, 
ly of the products of our farms, w 


in favor of extending this relief to 

Puerto Rico, while I don't in any way 

commit myself to extend the same 

Ee either the Philippine Is- 
ds or to Cuba. 


the reading of the foregoing letter 
there was laughter and applause. 


Chairman, I ask leave to print 


in a column parallel with this letter an extract from the 5 


of the 
bate. I ho 
Mr. PA 


ntleman from New York, made in the opening of 
there will be no objection. 
T hope that leave will be granted. I should be 


glad if the gentleman from Alabama would publish the whole of 


my speech. 
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Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I would like the gentleman from 
New York, during the course of this debate, to give us some better 
reasons for his change of views than he has yet done. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from New York 
will get leave to bring in another bill. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Apams having taken 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message in writing from the 
President of the United States, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secre- 
taries, who also announced that the President had approved and 
signed bill of the following title: 

On February 26, 1900: 

H. R. 5498. An act for the relief of claimants having suits 
against the United States pending in the circuit and district courts 
of the United States affected by the act of June 27, 1898, amend- 
ing the act of March 3, 1887. 

TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


The committee resumed its sitting. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. KLEBERG] 


is se oye for ten minutes. 
Mr. EBERG. Mr. Chairman, the convention which nomi- 
nated me adopted the Texas State Democratic platform, which 
rovided that Puerto Rico should become a part of the United 
tates. Since the ratification of the treaty of peace between Spain 
and the United States and our peaceful occupation of this island 


by the consent of both our people and the people of Puerto Rico 
it Ta ea ss a of the United States. 
sno 


T now a part of the United States, it certainly 
must become so if Congress legislates with reference to it. This 
being the status of Puerto Rico, it would be clearly unconstitu- 
tional to this bill, as the Congress has no power under the 
Constitution to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises which 
are not uniform throughout the United States. 

If the Congress can thus act without the Constitution and im- 
pose this tax against the people of Puerto Rico, it can likewise 
suspend every other constitutional right which the people of that 
island enjoy under the Constitution, such as citizenship, trial by 
jury, and all other rights affecting their person and property. 
Such exercise of power would be imperialism in its most radical 
form, and therefore would practically overthrow and destroy the 
Constitution and vest arbitrarily all power concerning all the Ter- 
ritories and their people in Congress, regardless of all constitutional 
limitations. Taking this view of the bill, I am utterly opposed to 
it and shall so record my vote. 

Inasmuch as it is claimed in certain quarters and by certain 

ple that American naturalized citizens, and especially those of 
8 birth, indorse the Administration's policy of imperialism, 
I may be pardoned to deny this statement. 

Let it be remembered that the love of liberty and local self- 

vernment is not only implanted and inborn in every German 

eart, but isinterwoven in his history and embedded deep in his 
character and his race; that his ancestors not only repelled Roman 
aggression under Arminius and destroyed the legions of Varus 
in the Teuteburgerwald, but that they carried the germs of civil 
liberty from Saxony to Albion; that they not only stood sponsors 
at the birth of trial by jury and representative government, but 
have ever defended them on the battlefield and in legislative coun- 
cils at home and abroad. 

Not only are they lovers of personal liberty, but of civil liberty 
as well; and wherever the German has gone he has carried with him 
his love for freedom, for free speech, and for religious tolerance, 
and his devotion to local self-government. While he is a good 
and loyal soldier in the Fatherland, as well as in his adopted 
country, he is not an admirer of militarism or imperialism, but 
devoted rather to the arts of peace and orderly constitutional 
government, More ially is this so with the great majority 
who emigrated to the United States. 

Their motive in leaving the old country was largely due to the 
desire to enjoy greater freedom in this great — 3 sera and to cast 
their fortunes with those who are here engaged in the upbuilding 
and maintaining of free institutions for themselves and their pos- 
terity. How natural, then, that they should oppose the present 
policy of militarism and En pong in this country. 

Identified as they are with our principles of constitutional gov- 
ernment, they are especially zealous in perpetuating them, both 
on account of their historical antecedents, as well as from politi- 
cal choice, and the idea of i foreign peoples at the risk 
of overthrowing constitutional liberty is utterly repulsive to them. 
Nearly every German newspaper in the United States is anti- 
imperialistic and directly opposed to the permanent retention of 
the Philippines or governing their people as a colonial dependency 
and the establishment of a large standing army. 

I believe I can safely say that the thousands of American citi- 
zens of German birth in Texas and those throughout the United 


States are thoroughly opposed to this new doctrine of the Admin- 
istration, and that the foremost leader among them, the Hon. Carl 


Schurz, is outspoken in his ia against this strange and 
un-American policy. Many who sg poche Mr. McKinley in the 
last Presidential election will not do so again, but, if I read the 
sign of the times aright, will cast their votes for Democracy and 
constitutional governmert in the coming Presidential election. 
The present bill, if it becomes a law, is the entering wedge to 
imperialism, because it destroys and overthrows constitutional 
1 and leads to absolutism, whatever may be its results. 
t is the beginning of the end to republican institutions, whatever 
you may call the government it will establish. You may retain 
the name of the republic, but you will have an empire in fact, and 
therefore I want to protest against its ge on behalf of De- 
mocracy, of constitutional liberty, and in the name of the many 
thousands of German-speaking Americans who love their country 
and who are unwilling to indorse imperialism, a colonial policy, 
Anglo-American alliance, or the alliance of the United States with 
ay foreign country onearth. [Loud applause on the Democratic 


side.] 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. PIERCE] 
is recognized for fifteen minutes. 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, it has been, in all 
the past, the boast of the Republican party that it has ever faced 
the public questions which have been presented without embar- 
rassment, and that whatever changes there may have been upon 

uestions submitted to the country, those changes have been upon 
the Democratic side of the House. Never in the history of this 
House has a great party presented a more pitiable spectacle than 
that presented by the Republican Sirei ere to-day before the 
House and the country. We find that within the last three 
months the President of the United States, the chairman of the 
Ways and Means Committee, and the Speaker of this House have 
all declared themselves absolutely in writing, in such a form as 
can not be dodged or evaded, in favor of absolute free trade with 
Puerto Rico. r 

Now, gentlemen, what is it that has brought about this change? 
Every prominent member on that side of the House, almost with- 
out exception, has stated plainly that he has changed. And why? 
They have given no reason to the country. They say that ‘‘con- 
ditions have changed.” What conditions? The distinguished 
Speaker of this House admits in the public press this morning that 
he, too, in January last, was a 5 of free trade with 
Puerto Rico. What changed him? hat changed the chairman 
of the Ways and Means Committee? What changed the President 
of the United States? I want to read what the Speaker of this 
House says on this subject, as reported in the press this morning. 
TheS er stated in the Republican caucus last night: 

I have talked with the President for two hours, and I know that he con- 
siders that the defeat or failure of the bill would be a disastrous thing for 
the Republican party. 

This change of position, then, is put not upon the principles of 
justice and right, but upon grounds of political expediency. Here 
is a question affecting a people who have come vo untaril y to the 
United States and put themselves under the protection of the flag, 
which gentlemen on the other side talk so much about, and yet, 
without any apparent or assigned reason, you have all chang 
and, if we are to believe the statement of the most distinguish 
8 in this House, the President of the United States has 
changed. i 

Mr. Chairman, I did hope that there was at least one question 
upon which the President of the United States had not put himself 
on both sides. [Laughter.] Where upon any publicquestion here- 
tofore raised finance, the lending of money by the Government 
to the banks, and other vital questions which have come up—has 
not the President of the United States changed and 8 views 
which he had previously condemned? I did hope that at last there 
would be some consistency in the head of the Republican party; 
but it seems this hope is not to be realized. 

Gentlemen, what was the reason of your change? Was it love 
for the Puerto Ricans? Wasit humanitarian principle? Was it 
the milk of human kindness that moved you to change your posi- 
tion? Letussee. Inthepressdispatches whichcirculated through 
the country yesterday morning I find a public interview with Mr. 
Schurman, a distinguished Republican and chairman of the Philip- 
pine Commission. What does he say has made you fellows on 
that side change? And I use the term “fellows” respectfully, 
Here is what Mr. Schurman says. I ask gentlemen to listen to it, 
for it states what will be the verdict of the American people; he 
tells what they believe to be the truth. Listen to the verdict of 
the country as foreshadowed by a man whois a Republican in 
every fiber of his being: 

Should the present Congress adopt the tariff for Puerto Rico against the 
recommendat: hi against 
vary koog sense of justice and generosity, the orators of the Democracy can 
Sn th truth du g the next campaign that th 
ashington and grappled the Republican party by the throat and made it 
choke to their advan 

There you have the reason! The trusts—the Standard Oil, the 


sugar trust, the tobacco trust, and all the other trusts; for we 
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know these evil broods always dovetail in and work together for 
the interests of each other. Here comes a distinguished Repub- 
lican who says that the trusts have brought about this change in 
the policies and principles of the Republican party, so that the 
policy which up to a few days ago you were clamoring for in the 
name of humanity and justice and right you are now ready to 
abandon. 

Is Mr. Schurman talking by the card“ or not? He would not 
give away any political secrets. He would not do anything detri- 
mental to the Republican party if he knew it. When he made 
the declarations I have ad he had not heard how ae ihe 
operating here in Washington on the principle of pret change!” 
This interview was sent out from Detroit; and he had not caught 
the cue. The meeting with the President last night had not then 
been held, for, as the New York Journal says, at 12 o'clock last 
night the President gave it out that the defeat of this bill would 
be to the interests of the Democratic party. Thus we have great 
principles ignored and party exigency made the supreme test. 

What a pitiable condition then, the Republican party is in. 
Having surrendered absolutely to the trusts all that it contended 
for as just and right, it now turns its face against what every 
aani Republican a short time ago said was right. Why have 
they changed? 

The country will answer in my humble opinion in November 
next, and if it were not that in my heart I feel such a sympathy 
for the Puerto Ricans and that they should have equal rights 
under the flag and under the Constitution of our country I would 
be glad to see ws eg this bill and put these onerous burdens 
eet the people—the liberty-loving and loyal people of Puerto 

ico. 

Why, a distinguished gentleman on that side, Mr. TAWNEY, of 
Minnesota, said the day before yesterday, in assailing the gentle- 
man from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD], ‘‘Why, the gentleman is 
going back upon one of the cardinal principles of the Republican 
party upon the tariff. Have you not taught, do not I teach, and 

oes foe ths Republican party teach, that the importer pays the 
tax, that the foreigner pays the tax?” is the way he puts it in his 
eech; and yet for the benefit of the Puerto Ricans, if you are 
right in this principle, you are going to put 15 per cent on all that 
the Puerto Ricans export into this country and make the foreigner 
pay the tax to raise and lower prices there in order that you may 
carry out the principles of the Republican party and benefit it by 
making the foreigner pay the tax. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] That is the way you do it, clean and clear cut. 

Now, then, I suppose gentlemen would say that it is a sort of 
“antony-over” business. We will make the Puerto Ricans pay 
15 per cent and the foreigner pay the tax, and then export from 
the United States to Puerto Rico, and the foreigner, the Ameri- 
can, would pay the tax on their side, and then we have got it 
‘‘a-coming and a-going.” [Laughter and applause.] That is the 
logic of the position to which you have gone. That is the attitude 
in which you have put yourselves, and it remains to see what the 
country will say of your action. What condition are you in? I 
desire to say, for one, s ing as a Democrat, that I do not wish 
to see the Philippine Islanders admitted, either as States or as 
Territories of the United States. [Loud applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

1 believe they are, under the Constitution, entitled to the protec- 
tion of the United States, and I would give to them liberty—lib- 
erty with the protectionof the American Government. Isay, gen- 
tlemen, that they are entitled to just as much protection and 
liberty at the hands of the American Governinent as Mr. McKin- 
ley recognized and allowed when he approved a treaty or a con- 
tract with the Sultan of the Sulus. [Laughter.] What was that? 
I will not have time to read it, but will append it to my remarks. 
It provides that the sovereign of the Sulus, the Sultan of Jolo, or 
whatever kind of lo“ you may call him 

A MEMBER. High and low. : 

Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee (continuing). Shall have absolute 
free trade with all the Philippine Is!ands. Why, Mr. McKinle 
has put himself on record in black and white for free trade wi 
His Majesty the Sultan, and Mr. Nelson says in that alleged in- 
terview that he had with Mr. McKinley, and I quote his language, 
as follows: 

Why, as ruler of the Philippine Islands and of Puerto Rico I feel the weight 
of the great responsibility. 

Asruler! Well, ruler means, in the sense he applies it, a kingly 

ower, Well, let us see. Ruler McKinley and the royal Dato 
aber Dacker, or whatever else he may be—Ruler McKinley and 
the Sultan of the Sulus [laughter] dangling their feet under the 
same table [renewed laughter], and the 300 wives of the Sultan 
peeping over the bamboo curtains at the illustrious pair [great 
aughierjmthat is a fine spectacle that Mr. McKinley has given to 
the people of the United States as to what he has done. What 
else? Ruler McKinley said he would do what? Protect the 
Sultan on his throne, and if any foreigner dares to interfere the 
naval force and the armies of the United States are to be sent to 


ee his majesty at the command of Ruler McKinley. [Laugh- 


hatelse? If any insurrection occurs in the Sulus toa brother 
ruler, why I, Ruler McKinley, promise that I will send the armies 
and navies of the United States to put down any rebellion against 
my brother ruler. [Great laughter and loud applause on the Dem- 


ocratic side. 
[Here the Sol fell.] 


APPENDIX. 


TEXT OF TREATY WITH JOLO SULTAN—SLAVERY IS RECOGNIZED BY THE 
AGREEMENT WITH THE MORO RULER—SENATE WILLE CONSIDER IT—RE- 
LIGIOUS PRACTICES OF THE INHABITANTS PERMITTED TO CONTINUE AND 
FREEDOM FROM PERSECUTION PROMISED. 


WASHINGTON, December 13, 1899. 


The following is the text of the agreement between General Bates and the 
Sultan of Jolo, better known as the Jolo treaty, which has been sent to the 
Senate by the President: 

“ARTICLE 1. The sovereignty of the United States over the whole arch- 
ipelago of Jolo and its dependencies is declared and acknowl d. 
nr. 2. The United States flag will be used in the archipelago of Jolo and 
its dependencies on land and sea. 

“Arr. 3. The rights and dignities of His Highness the Sultan and his datos 
shall be fully respected; the Moros shall not interfered with on account 
of their religion; all their religious customs shall be respected and no one 
shall be prosecuted on account of his religion. 

“Art. 4. While the United States may occupy and control such points in 
the archipelago of Jolo as public interests seem to demand, encroachment 
will not be made upon the lands immediately about the residence of His High- 
ness the Sultan, unless military necessity requires such occupation in case of 
war with a foreign perce. and where the property of individuals is taken 
due compensation will be made in each case. 


LAND PURCHASES. 


“Any person can purchase land in the archipelago of Jolo and hold the 
same by obtainin; e consent of the Sultan and coming to a satisfactory 
agreement with the owner of the land, and such purchase shall immediately 
be registered in the proper office of the United States Government. 

“ART. 5. All trade in domestic products of the archi o of Jolo, when 
carried on by the Sultan and his people with any part of the Philip ine 
Islands and when conducted under the American „shall be free, RE — 
ited, and undutiable. 

“ART. 6. The Sultan of Jolo shall be allowed to communicate direct with the 
Governor-General of the Philippine Islands in making complaint against the 
commanding officer of Jolo, or t any naval commander. 

“ART. 7. The introduction of firearms and war material is forbidden, ex- 
are Crate! specific authority of the Governor-General of the Philippine 


“ART. 8. Piracy must be suppressed, and the Sultan and his datos agree to 
heartily cooperate with the United States authorities to that end, and to 
make every possible effort to arrest and bring to justice all persons engaged 

piracy. 

“ART. 9. Where crimes and offenses are committed by Moros against Moros, 
the Government of the Sultan will peio to trial and ent the crimi- 
nals and offenders who will be delive to the Government of the Sultan by 
the United States authorities if in; their D In all other cases per- 
sons charged with crimes or offenses will be delivered to the United States 
authorities for trial and punishment. 

SLAVERY RECOGNIZED. 


“ART. 10. Any slave in the archipelago of Jolo shall have the right to pur- 
chase freedom by paying to the master the usual market value. 

“ART, 11. In case of any trouble with subjects of the Sultan, the American 
authorities in the island will be instructed to make careful investigation be- 
aed a g to measures, as in most cases serious trouble can thus 

avo 8 

“ART. 12. At present Americans or foreigners wishing to go into the coun- 
try should state their wishes to the Moro authorities and ask for an escort, 
vat it is hoped that this will become unnecessary as we know each other 


tter. 
“ART. 13. The United States will girs fall reg: to the Sultan and his 
subjects in case any foreign nation should attempt to impose upon them. 


“ArT. 14. The United States will not sell the island of Jolo or any other 
island of the Jolo Archipelago 
the Sultan of Jolo. 

“ART. 15. The United States Government will pay the following monthly 

es: 


to any foreign nation without the consent of 


Mexican dollars. 
-- 20 


Hussin — & 
To Hadji Butu — 50 
To Habib Mura.- — 40 


To Serif Saguin... 


“Signed in triplicate in English and Sulu, at Jolo, this 20th day of August, 
A. D. 1899 (Arabuil Ahil, 1317). 
“J. C. BATES. 


“Brigadier-General, U. S. A. 


Signature. “SULTAN OF JOLO. 
Signature. “DATO RAJAH MUDA. 
Signature. “DATO ATTIK, 
Signatures.) “DATO CALBI and 


: DATO JOAKANAIN.” 
[Mr. DE ARMOND addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. CANNON, Mr. Chairman, I do not know but that I had 
better, instead of occupying the time now allotted to me, speak 
under the five-minute rule to-morrow, to say what little I desire 
to say in connection with the pending bill. I will therefore cher- 
fully yield a part or all of my time to any gentleman on this side 
of the House who may wish to occupy it. 

Iam not going, Mr. Chairman, to attempt to discuss the consti- 
tutional questions involved in this bill. I apprehend that I am 


not competent to do so even if I had the desire. But listening, as 
I have listened, to this long debate asit has been thrown from one 
side to the other during the pae week or ten days, and hearing 
the distinguished lawyers of the House discussing the constitu- 
tional quəstion involved, I am inclined to t God for it. 
TEA mi and applause on the Republican side.] 

I do not desire to consume unnecessarily the time of the House. 
Ihave great respect for the legal profession, and a quarter of a 
century ago and over I tried to make an honest living, on a coun- 
try circuit, practicing law, and while there wasmuch mainstrength 
and awkwardness in what I accomplished, I did occasionally win 
a verdict. [Applause and laughter.] Nor does any man within 
the sound of my voice have a greater respect for the principles 
enunciated in the Constitution of the United States than I have. 

But, Mr. Chairman, in a life of some three-score years, living 
ina iod when, if = measured time by events, instead of 
sixty I have lived a thousand years, I have wn to distrust, 
when I come to discuss public questions and all matters touching 
the public questions in which we are interested—I have come to 
distrust the men or the man who comes and talks of this, that, 
and the other feature of a proposition, declaring the entire sug- 
gestion to be unconstitutional, without regard to its merit. 

Now, just think of it for a minute. I am old enough to recol- 
lect when a whole party in this country said, following its Presi- 
dent, that there is no power under the Constitution to coerce a 
sovereign State of the Union. And half of thatp „With arms 
in their hands, organized a se te government, trying to shoot 
the old Government and the Constitution to death. And the re- 
maining part of it, as it was organized throughout the land, in 
principle and upon a in both the House and Senate, pro- 
claimed the same doctrine. You doubtless recollect, many of you, 
the conditions then ee 4 

A little later on, when t great contest was waging for the 
perpetuation not only of the Government, but, as it seemed to 
the Northland, and I dare say seems to some of you, speaking 
kindly for the Southern people, to determine the question whether 
our civilization was to be preserved, it became necessary, in con- 
nection with that contest, to devise ways and means to pay the sol- 
diery, to buy provisions, to provide for transportation—and all of 
this to be done in the face of impending danger and an empty 
Treasury. When the legal-tender acts were , substantiall 
a Democratic minority in the House and Senate voted an 
declared in favor of the view they maintained as to the uncon- 
stitutionality of the proposition. This suggestion is borne out 
by the records, if gentlemen will take the pains to examine them. 

Did a Vallandigham of Ohio seek to defy the great war Presi- 
dent, and in leading his party in the Northland give aid and com- 
fort to his brethren down South, his arrest was declared to be 
“unconstitutional,” and when they sent him through the lines, 
oo a was unconstitutional. [Applause on the Republican 

e. 

Ab, Mr. Chairman, this is precisely the same position—only it is a 
breeze, gentle and heavenly, flowing from the Constitution now— 
not ap with the force of an absolute cyclone that swept 

ugh the Northland at that time. [Applause on the Republican 
side.] Itis a gentle breeze as compared with the feeling that pre- 
vailed during that era, and also in the period of reconstruction 
which followed the war. 

8 are not going to blame me because I come here sur- 
feited with great constitutional lawyers. You are not going to 
blame me because I come here with my simple language in its 
stead. I have listened with great patience to the application of 
the ‘‘ precedents” which have been cited by these gentlemen dur- 
ing the course of this discussion, and now I am going to tell you 
what I think as to the precedents they have cited, and say a few 
words in reference to the history of the legislation now proposed. 

Mr. Chairman, the Constitution of the United States, I think, 
was made for the country, for the people of the country; and the 
people of the country were not made for the Constitution. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] In all the trying epochs of our 
national history—when plain sailing was interrupted and new 
problems presented themselves for solution—whether under the 
administration of Jefferson in making the Louisiana purchase and 
providing a government for that territory, or under the adminis- 
tration of Madison in defending the nation from foreign aggression 
without the means to do it, or under Monroe in enunciating the 
. doctrine that bears his name, or under Jackson in putting 

own nullification, or under Polk in prosecuting the Mexican war, 
or under Lincoln in saving the Union, or under our present Presi- 
dent, Mr. McKinley—there never has been a day or an hour, 
thank God, when those charged with the power of the United 
States, legislative, executive, and judicial, using that power with 
fidelity to our civilization and for the promotion of the common 
good—there never has been an hour, I say, when they were not 
constrained by their solemn oath and bounden duty to go ahead 
and accomplish what was necessary at the time, even though 
sometimes 8a while they were 5 it, as Mr. Jeffer- 
en narrowly construed, 


son did, that it was unconstitutional, as 
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and throwing themselves back, as Jefferson did, boldly and con- 
fidently, on the great saving common sense of the American peo- 
ple, and trusting to that great saving common sense to sustain 
sna gid their acts. d, thank God, it always did! [Ap- 
plause. 

And you, gentlemen, who have addressed the House on the 
other side and have contended against the constitutional pow- 
ers of the Government under certain conditions, I would be glad 
to know if there is any one of you who will undertake to as- 
sert that Thomas Jefferson had no constitutional power to make 
the Louisiana purchase?—althongh, being a strict constructionist, 
he did not believe he had such power under the Constitution. 
Any of you gentlemen may answer that question on the other side 
who desires to place himself on record on that question. 

Now, we did have the war with Spain. At the end of that war 
we acquired territory on the payment of $20,000,000 in settlement 
for the 3 and the complete cession of Puerto Rico and 
the various other islands. Did we ratify the treaty? Yes. Did 
we appropriate the money? Yes. 

en I heard the gentleman from Missouri a few minutes ago 
announce as his policy, and that of his party, the doctrine that 
the United States were to forsake the Philippine Islands, to re- 
lease them and move out and let somebody else take them or let 
them govern themselves, in their helpless condition, I said to my- 
self: y did not that gentleman of great ability rise in his place 
and vote against the $20,000,000 appropriated to pay Spain for the 
Philippines? Why was not that sarcastic voice of his and his sar- 
castic presence, that always commands attention from both sides 
of this House and a respectful hearing—why was not his voice 
lifted up in denunciation of that appropriation, and why was not 
his vote recorded against it? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. The gentleman did vote against 


it. 

Mr. CANNON. Did he vote against the appropriation of the 
$20,000,000? Then he is one of the thirty c ts.” But in 
the name of all that is , what are the balance of you? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I think it was tially right. 

Mr. CANNON. Thegentleman is one of the Old Guard of thirty. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Thirty-four. 

Mr. CANNON. I will bring you another test. If I held the 
views that the ean from Missouri does, and that your side 
T the ie“ hold, I would quit now. [Laughter on the Repub- 

can side. 

I had the honor to report a bill a few weeks ago which passed 
this House, substantially 3 $57,000,000 for the support of 
the Army and Navy for the balance of this fiscal year, made 
necessary by our effort to put down insurrection and preserve 
law and order in the bee emery Did you vote inst that? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly we did not. 

Mr. CANNON, “Certainly wedid not,“ says my friend. After 
all, if your policy is right, should you not have the courage of 
your convictions and voted against it? And if you want to say, 
We voted for it because the boys were there,” then let me ask 
you a plain question, in common good humor. Do you not think 
it is equally as bad to encourage the condition over there that pro- 
longs the stay of the boys in the Philippines as it would have been 
to have voted against that appropriation? 

Now, the treaty ratified, the territory becomes ours; and the 
question is what to do with it. You gentlemen say that you can 
not deal with it as property of the Uni States. Well, we be- 
lieve we can, because we have dealt with, because we are dealing 
with, because we always have dealt with all Territories. Oh, when 
Thomas Jefferson signed the act touching Louisiana Territory, of 
which the Spooner bill is an exact copy, that when the insurrection 
was put down and there was complete possession, it vested him 
with judicial, legislative, and executive power complete, until Con- 
gress should otherwise provide, and he exercised that power. Thus 
we dealt with the Louisiana Territory. 

a i NORTON of Ohio, Will the gentleman permit me a ques- 
on 

Mr. CANNON. I can not. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. It is to give you an opportunity to do 
something that I would like to know. 

Mr. CANNON. If it is upon this question pending, then I yield 
to a question. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, You have heard the position taken by 
the gentleman from Missouri 

Mr. CANNON. I want the question. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Well, what is the policy of the Presi- 
dent or dominant party as to the Philippines? I want to know 
what you are going to do with them. 

Mr. CANNON. I will give you the policy touching Puerto 
Rico and touching the Philippines as this discussion progresses. 
The policy with reference to Puerto Rico is to do that which will 
piee immediate relief at the least cost to Puerto Rico and at the 

east cost to the Government, and to the best interest and advan- 
tage of both, and pass this bill. The proposition as to the Philip- 
pines is to do as we are doing. 


1900. 
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Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Shoot them down, as you are now doing. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). To put down the insurrection, 
to keep the Army and Navy there, as they are now, as long as 
necessary, and as you voted to keep them there, to preserve law 
and order, recogni that they belong to the United States and 
that we are responsible to our people and to the world for law 
and order there, and to hold the Philippines for their pacification 
and enable them as rapidly as possible to care for themselves, and 
then to clothe them with self-government from year to year as 


shoy become competent for it. That is my policy. [Loud ap- 
ause, 
~ Mr, ZGERALD of Massachusetts. I am glad that the gen- 


tleman admits that the Democratic minority has given their assist- 
ance to the dominant part; n nese see law and order and vot- 
ing for our soldiers in the Philippine Islands. 

Now, my friend gets up and does not ask my 
consent. I have a great respect for him. He has all the impetu- 
osity of his race and mine, because we are both Irish, but he has 
one advantage over me—he has the Boston culture, which teaches 
him to jump up in season and out of season. poret laughter. | 

Gentlemen, this is a very different country from what it was 
a hundred years ago—less than 5,000,000 people then, 80,000,000 
now; no manufactories then, the greatest manufacturing popula- 
tion on earth now; no wealth then, the wealthiest of any na- 
tion on earth now; the population now equal to that of Great 
Britain proper and Germany, almost. Eighty millions in our pres- 
ent territory, the result of that which has made le of our 
blood through the centuries move on and on and on, for weal or for 
woe, and generally for weal, taking with it its laws and its lan- 
guage, its civilization. 

e are of that people. And in the coming century, as we in- 
crease in population from 80,000,000 to 200,000,000 or 250,000,000 
in our existing territory, we and our children will be competent 
to move on and on, to their benefit and to the benefit of all the 
country to which they go. The Constitution of the United States, 
which is a symptom of the civilization that has evoluted for two 
thousand years—not that it created the civilization—the civiliza- 
tion created it, and it dwells in the hearts of the people—is elastic 
enough to meet any and all conditions, as it has heretofore, and 
as it will in the coming century, and will enable, not hinder, our 
people to work out pee and right and material prosperity 
wherever the go. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The strange doctrine is announced, that because, as they say, the 
Constitution jumps over land and sea for 12,000 miles and by its 
own vigor spreads over every inch of the Philippine Islands and 
gives citizenship in its broadest sense to every one of those seventy- 
nine or eighty tribes, some of them Malays, some of them Filipinos, 
some Negritos, of every stage of civilization, but none equal to 
our civilization—they say because the Constitution jumps over 
there and confers American citizenship upon all those, and gives 
every man, woman, and child the right to come to the United 
States or send their products to the United States by the vigor of 
the Constitution—therefore, they say, we are against keeping the 
Philippines. Well, now, I am for keeping the Philippines, be- 
cause I say that they are subject, under the treaty, under the Con- 
stitution, under our civilization, to the legislation of the muny 
which owns that territory; I am for keeping them, and, throug 
the coming decades, for working out good results for them and 
good results for us. [Applause And I will risk the verdict of 
the American people in the Northland and in the Southland, if 
you will fairly discuss that question and take the other side of it. 

Weare about to construct the Nicaraguan Canal or the Isthmian 
Canal, or provide for it; and we are so anxious for it that we can 
not wait until we get the territory. Some people say we have got 
to own it from the center of the earth up to the sky, anda zone 
of it 30, 40, or 50 miles wide. Some say we will negotiate for 
Nicaragua and Costa Rica entire, so that we may properly police 
the canal. Here comes the honorable gentleman from Missouri 
755 DE ARMOND] with his hands up, warning back, Nay, nay, 

ere is a jungle there, they are not much civilized down there, 
they have revolutions every fifteen minutes, and the government 
changes sometimes every thirty minutes, no protection to property, 
but little protection to life, they are in a chronic state of revolution, 
they have not stability; nay, nay, we can not take Ni or 
Costa Rica.” If wecan get their consent, we can not negotiate for 
a 40 or 50 mile strip because, forsooth, the moment we get it the 
Constitution jumps over there and every one of the revolutionists 
becomes a full-fledged American citizen, although he can not 
speak the language or read or write, and his descendants will not 
be able to read or write for two or three generations, and there- 
fore you must not take it. Oh, gentlemen, the fathers in making 
the Constitution did not make a trap! We can acquire a zone on 
which to build the canal owned by the United States, and can give 
to the people just such grade of citizenship as is best for them and 
best for us. 

Now, I want to talk about Puerto Rico. What is the condition 
of Puerto Rico? Twelve per cent of the people only can read 
or write—not read and write, but read or write. For three hun- 


dred years under Spanish domination they have been under con- 
ditions of ignorance, But, as one of the men who is seeking to op- 
eed this legislation that is pending, calling himself a delegate 
m Puerto Rico, in the Committee on Insular Affairs, in answer 
to the question, Are they competent to vote down there if you 
give them local government?” said. No; they did not or 
write, but the intelligent poopie tell them what to do.” He said, 
“ Youcan depend on us to tell them right, and on their following.” 
That is the kind of local 83 that you want in a holy 
minute. I want it as rapidly as possible; it may come next year, 
ibly a partial civil government this year, but just as soon as 
practicable. Whatis there at present? A military government 
under the President; and until Congress c es it, it will there 
remain. A people whose markets are destroyed by their divorce 
from Spain; a people whose crops have been destroyed by the most 
destructive hurricane of many, many years; a well-conditioned 
people, who wantto do the best they can, but who have not much 
to do with, being the victims of misfortune. 

Now, what is the best thing todo? You and I have to deter- 
mine that. Do you want to appropriate money from the United 
States Treasury—$2,000,000 for the coming year—to support those 
people? Oh, it is splendid,” you gentlemen on the other side 
seem to say, to tear down a structure.” You are good at that. 
Thank God, you never succeeded at any great rate, though you 
have always been trying, ever since I was born, to tear down 
something; but I never saw you successfully build up anything, 
not even a pigpen, not even a henroost. ughter. 

But you say, Oh, no; do not enact this bill.” t then? 
Two million dollars from the Treasury of the United States to be 
appropriated for these Puerto Ricans. You are seeking to be the 
majority to-morrow. You say that you are going to stand to- 
ge er and vote against this bill. You say that you are going to 

ve enough reenforcements from this side of the House to give 
you a majority. I do not believe it; but you say so. What are 
vou going to do? If you spread free trade over those people and 
make no provision for immediate money, are you going to vote it 
out of the Treasury? We on this side have to construct; we have 
got to look out; we have got to do something. This bill must 
pass or we must vote $2,000,000 out of the Treasury for the coming 
year to care for Puerto Rico, We do not like to do that. 

But there is another alternative, one which has been proposed 
and very greatly urged by the delegates, self-styled in the main, 
from Puerto Rico, with their American assistants—a course sug- 
gested by some very good men, for our consideration, and greatly 
urged by some of these people—namely, that we enact a law of 
Congress bonding the island for $10,000,000, with or without the 
United States guaranty, and pass the money thus raised over to 
these Puerto Rican delegates, to be loaned out to the people. 

But that is as wilda project as was the Government warehous- 
ing scheme down in the Southern States when the Populist party 
was on the rampage—a party which, by the way, stole your 
eee my Democratic friends. Those are two of the alter- 
natives. 

What is the third? This bill. What will this bill do? Ifenacted, 
it raises $2,200,000 the first year. It begins to raise this money 
the very day it is enacted, and will raise more money the first 
month than it will the last of the twelve months that it is in op- 
eration. Twenty-five per cent of the Dingley rates—upon what? 
Practically upon tobacco and sugar. Coffee already comes in 
free. But the coffee plantations were destroyed. The old crop 
in the hands of the raisers was practically destroyed. There is 
not much coffee to come in. It could come now as well as here- 
after, but it is not there. There are 3,000,000 pounds of tobacco 
there—in the hands of whom? 

Now, I want the attention of the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
DE ARMOND], who dines on trusts, lunches on trusts, takes supper 
on trusts, sleeps on trusts, and talks about trusts. Who has this 
tobacco—3,000,000 pounds—in Puerto Rico? I will tell you. The 
merchant has it; and I am informed that the tobacco trust of the 
United States has it, owns it, and sends some of these Puerto 
Rican-American people, if not American people, over here to work 
for ‘‘a fair show for Puerto Rico.” Three million pounds at 35 
cents a pound. If they could import it to-day they would have 
that duty to pay. It would come just as the tobacco comes from 
Cuba, just as it comes from the Philippines, just as it comes from 
every where else. 

If that tobacco should come to the United States, paying 35 
cents a pound, that would be $1,050,000 upon tobacco in the hands 
of the American tobacco trust, waiting, over there in Puerto Rico 
for free trade with Puerto Rico, to come in. Who gets that 
million of dollars? Will it decrease the price? No; there is so 
little of it in comparison with the tobacco that is used in the 
United States that its competition would not lower the price of 
tobacco to any appreciable extent. Will that sum of $1,050,000 go 


into the pockets of the poor Puerto Ricans that you are agonizing 
about, my Missouri friend? No; they have parted with that to- 
bacco; it is now in the hands of the merchants, and that $1,050,000 
will go into the pockets of the American tobacco trust, all in the 
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name of God and humanity and the poor Puerto Ricans—blessed 
by the crocodile tears of the gentleman from Missouri! Is this a 
fable? No; it is an open secret in New York, in Washington, in 
various 8 of the United States, in Puerto Rico—everywhere. 

Now, let us take the nextitem—sugar. What is the tax upon 
sugar? We use in the United States 2,000,000 tons of sugar every 
year. Now, keep that in mind—2,000,000 tons. Where does it 
come from? Fourteen hundred thousand tons come from foreign 
countries, and pay on the average a duty of $1.60 per hundred, 
Three hundred thousand tons come from Hawaii. How much 
from Puerto Rico? At the highest estimate 60,000 tons—one-fifth 
of the amount that comes from Hawaii. Have you any sugar 
over therein Puerto Rico now waiting to be exported to the United 
States? Yes. Who owns it? Does the poor Puerto Rican, whocan 
not read and can not write, ownit? No. It is an open secret that 
whatever sugar is there to-day is held by the great American sugar 
trust; and when it comes into the United States, if it comes before 
legislation is enacted, it pays $1.60 a hundred. 

y friends on the other side of the House say we ought to have 
free trade and open ports, and at once. The sugar then coming 
in and the tobacco coming in will bring down the price of sugar 
in the United States. Is that a fact? No. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
for thirty years, under reciprocity, we have had free trade with 
the Hawaiian Islands, as far as sugar is concerned, and although 
800,000 tons come in from those islands, it is so little, in compari- 
son to the consumption by this country, that it does not bring 
down the price of the other 1,400,000 tons that we import in the 
United States. That brings up the price, and the $1.60 a hundred 
is added to the price of all the sugar coming into our borders free, 
because all the sugar on hand in Puerto Rico, if admitted in that 
manner under the operation of the pending bill, would not affect 
prices materially. 

But this ‘‘infernal, damnable, red-eyed, baldheaded, brimstone- 
eating trust” that the gentleman from Missouri talks about, seems 
in his judgment to have gotten hold all over the country and 
is agonizing to pass a bill for free trade, not for the relief of the 
people, not for the relief of the Puerto Ricans, not for the man 
who has a few pounds of tobacco to sell, or a few pounds of sugar, 
but for the establishment of what he calls a great constitutional 
question! 

Why, Mr. Chairman, these two great trusts have control now 
of both of these products in the island, and the moment they land 
here the price jumps up by the amount of the Dingley tariff bill, 
and they put the money in their pockets. Who can dispute that 
proposition? 

Is this a feeble thing? Is it worthy or unworthy of considera- 
tion? I repeat again, that the opinion of all men of ordinary in- 
telligence who have examined the matter is, that no better propo- 
sition could be suggested than that now before the House, although 
gentlemen on the other side agonize about the question of trusts, 
and tell us about their constitutional scruples, or, in other words, 


manage to get into their hearts one principle while in their voices 
and votes they enunciate another. ey have the voice of Jacob, 
je 55 hand of Esau. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
e. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I would like to know, if 
these trusts should be compelled to pay this duty, why the gentle- 
man from Illinois proposes to reduce the tariff 75 per cent for their 
benefit? E lause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. CA N N. We propose to enable these people to have 
some protection under the laws of the United States and not to gor- 
mandize and founder themselves. We are chargeable with legis- 
lation, and we are legislating for the present, for the next year, 
for the next two years, unless Congress steps in and changes the 
law. Will you stop that legislation and say, No, it shall not be 
passed”? hat new developments have you to present in sup- 
port of Toue contention? We are dealing with a question which 
merits the most careful consideration; but you, on the other hand, 
are ‘‘red-headed,” and nothing that we do, or fail to do, suits you. 
[Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

Now, the Republicans, in a majority in this House, with a 
majority in the Senate, and with the President of the United 
States, chargeable with all that is done, responsible before the 
people, coming and giving their best thought and judgment to 

his legislation, must meet the responsibilities that are thrust 
upon them. [Applause.] 

If any man on earth were given full and absolute control and 
the power of legislation and the establishment of laws for our new 
Besse ay during the next two years, either in Puerto Rico or 

the Philippines, he could not—only God himself could—write 
such legislation as would meet the approval of all men. There- 
fore, in this condition, with the poverty of these people, with a 
military government having control of their affairs, with the full 
denial of representation to them to-day, and to remain for all 


be Kernen purposes subject to the military government until 
egislation is enacted for that territory, the Republican party 
comes before this House and says: We believe, as an adminis- 
trative measure, as a tentative measure, and the best thing that 
we can do for the people, that we should put one-quarter of the 
1 on those articles imported into the United States, and 
this will take from the people of this island a burden of three- 
quarters of the tax that is now upon them.” 

I regret exceedingly, Mr, Chairman, that we can not do better 
than that. But we see that we can do that, and do it safely; and 
we encourage these people to go to work to raise their sugar, their 
coffee, and their tobacco, with the assurance that they can find a 
market here at one-fourth the rate provided in the Dingley bill— 
that is to say, three-fourths less than we proffer to Cuba or the 
Philippine Islands, and that much less than these other posses- 
sions can get access into our market for—and we say to them that 
this is merely a tentative measure in its nature, to last for two years 
unless sooner changed by Congress; and further, that it will pro- 
duce $2,200,000 of reyenue per annum, which, we turn around and 
say to these people, shall be used for the benefit of themselves, to 
be used in their own island, recognizing the fact that they are to 
be united with us in one great Government for the benefit of all 
o the people, both of the United States and of the islands. [Ap- 
plause. 

We turn about and say to them that this will give them a mar- 
ket for their products; it will preserve their manhood, their inde- 
pendence, and encourage enterprise and thrift among them. We 
say: We do not know anything about your capacity to exer- 
cise State and national powers at the present time, or your ability 
to pay an income tax ora land tax. It will take time to determine 
these various questions. But in your present condition—in your 
present distressed condition—we will reduce the duties now 
charged on your goods that come to the United States three- 
fourths, and will take the other fourth when it is collected and 
use it for the benefit of the people of Puerto Rico.“ 

Do these delegates that are here from Puerto Rico get any of it? 
Yes, they get one one-millionth of it. Do their American friends 
that are bowing them around get any of it? Thank God, no; not 
a cent [laughter]; but it goes to Puerto Rico, goes for local goy- 
ernment, goes for roads, goes for schoolhouses; and when this bill 
peer, for the next two years, $2,200,000 a year will come by this 

ind of taxation, and every cent will go back to the Puerto Ricans. 
That is the Republican proposition. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, my friend, if it is right on that point; and 
yet my time is nearly up. How much time have I? 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman has fifteen minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, just a short question—just a little one, 
3 : 

Mr. RIDGELY. It will be just exactly on the point. 

Mr. CANNON. All right. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Could notthe same plea be made to raise reve- 
nue for any State or Territory within the boundaries of the nation? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, there is not the same necessity. The Re- 
publican party deals with facts and conditions. If it is an ele- 
phant that comes in the road, it meets the elephant; if it is a mouse 
that comes in the road, it meets the mouse, If my friend would 
meet either mouse or elephant, he would say, My God, I can not 
do anything because it is not a glacier.” [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

Now, I want to be fair. In my judgment, my Democratic 
friends are not really at heart opposed to this bill. Iwill tell you 
what they are hoodooing about. [Laughter.] They see that if 
this humane and proper measure is passed an into effect, it 
will tell all the country and all the world that the American Con- 
gress, with its American civilization, with its laws and Constitu- 
tion, has the power to be practical; and they say, ‘‘ We will take 
nothing, when we go out with the bogie man and with Bryan and 
SULZER or Bryan and somebody else—we will take nothing when 
we go out and undertake to scare the people, when we talk of the 
80 tribes of barbarians, of the Sulu Sultan with his wives, of 
the Negritos and the Malay races—that they will never in five 
hundred years come up to be competent for the same kind of 

overnment which we have, and that it will cost money, aud that 
it is wicked, and from the standpoint of policy we can not kee 
them, and therefore we are going to throw them away, althoug 
we pledged to keep them, although we paid $20,000,000 in the bar- 
gain; let us throw them away, because it is not safe: the Con- 
stitution jumps over there on a thousand legs, and you can not 
deal with them.” [Prolonged laughter and applause. } 

The cry has gone forth, For God's sake, let us defeat this bill,” 
because itsenactment would show that we can deal with all ques- 
tions under our form of civilization, our laws and Constitution— 
all that humanity and civilization demand. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] There is the conflict, there is the fight you are 
trying to put up. There is the foundation you are trying to lay. 


And while individually I do not believe you would do it, at the 
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mse of the starvation of the Puerto Ricans, collectively I 
believe that you would sacrifice a great many things and a great 
many people to your theories, and for any faint prophecy of suc- 
cess that might come to you on the evening winds from the voice 
of your great somersault leader. [Laughter.] 

“ Oh,” but says somebody, CANNON, don’t you know that the 
people in the country don’t understand this? Don't you know 
that the President recommended free trade, and they said Amen?“ 
Yes; and I said Amen,“ and you said ‘‘Amen;” “and now that 
you come and propose, instead of free trade, to go three-quarters of 
the way.“ You have the Dingley law now, and the bill says we will 
give three-quarters; take off 75 per cent and keep the other 25 per 
cent for revenue. Don't you know that the country has got 
the idea that you are in conflict with the President?” Well, if it 
has that idea it will get the other idea. But I will tell you who 
is being misled. The Democrats everywhere are saying. My 
God, why don’t you follow your great and good President?” 

The John B. Hendersons, the Atkinsons, the Boutwells, the 
Schurzes—all that set of Democrats on the one hand, and Mug- 
wumps and Populists on the other, are sending their briefs here, 
saying, My God, don't fracture the Constitution! Stand by the 
President!” Well, lam going to stand by the President. Ivoted 
for him before. I am going to vote for him ee if I live, and 
he is going to be our leader, and our great leader, in the coming 
campaign, as he was in the last campaign; and, in my judgment, 
he is going to be elected, and I am going to be battlin g for him 
while every man on that side of the House is ‘‘cussing” and 
damnitig him politically in his heart, if he is not on the stump. 
[Applause and laughter on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman permit another question? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, my friend, I have not much more time. 
just want to finish and then sit down. I am very sorry to say 
that I can not yield. 

But somebody says I can not explain to my people! And, 
besides, somebody sent a telegram to a distinguished member 
of the House, the gentleman from Maine, All the Chicago papers 
are with you, andagainstthebill!” Chicagopapers! Ihaveagreat 
respect for the press—a greater respect for those of Chicago than 
I have for a St. Louis paper or a New York paper. [Laughter. 
There are a great many Chicago papers. No man recognizes wi 
clearer eye or with greater force than I do the great jurisdiction 
of a free press in the United States. No man has ever heard me 
abuse it. Yet newspapers sometimes come to a hasty conclu- 
sion; sometimes they have correct information, and sometimes 
not; sometimes they have not viewed the whole situation over. 
When I was a younger man, I sometimes voted at the dictation 
of the daily press, supposing that it knew better than I did; but 
when it turned out that I had voted wrong, through months and 
years I had to bear the blame, while the press on to new 
conquests. [Great laughter and applause.] I glory in the press, 
but, then, it sometimes is mistaken in fact or theory. 

What do you suppose my people sent me to Congress for? In 
the shop, in the factory, on the farm, on the railway, forwarding 
their business, working out and doing their part in the race of 
life, for a quarter of a century they have given their warrant of 
attorney to me to come down here and observe and exercise my 
judgment; and as I am here on the ground, and have studied the 
questions and know the conditions of the Puerto Ricans, and 
know the height, depth, and length and breadth of this proposed 
bill, and having a judgment that is as clear as the noonday sun as to 
this temporary measure, my people would tramp upon me, would 
spit upon me and repudiate meif I did not stand erect with my 
face toward the east and vote according to my judgment and trust 
their intelligence and their confidence in me, on full discussion, 
to say, Well done, good and faithful servant.” [Loud applause. ] 

In conclusion, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I believe in our ciy- 
ilization, in our bl and in what comes to us by heredity; in 
our literature, in our language, in our science, in our progress, 
in our capacity to govern ourselves and to help better the condition 
of those that are necessarily brought in contact with us. I believe 
in the progress of the Anglo-American-German-French-Irish- 
Scotch combination. [Laughter and applause.] I believe now, 
as we have one common purpose, that we are competent to take 
care of our Constitution and of the civilization of which it is the 
product. Itis not the Constitution which preserves our civiliza- 
tion, but it is our civilization which preserves the Constitution. 

To illustrate, in Mexico they have a constitution, an exact copy of 
ours. I spent some months there a few years ago, studying Mexico 
and the grand man who is president, the man who gives the only 
possible government to Mexico; yet, while it is a republic in form, 
with state governments in form and state constitutions like unto 
ours, there is no country on earth, Russia not excepted, that 
has so autocratic, so despotic a government as that of Mexico to- 
day, though it has the same constitution that we have. Oh, but,” 
says somebody, if your Constitution does not restrain a wicked 
Congress, it will oppress these poor people.” Oh, no; the hearth- 
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stone, the fireside, the schoolhouse, the love of justice, and the 
love of liberty, demonstrated by the wisdom of eighty millions of 
people, do restrain, and will work out their salvation and our 
salvation—the h. litting Constitution doctors to the contrary 


notwithstanding. ud and long-continued applause on the 
Republican side. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr, Chairman, there are only three hours 


remaining, I believe, before the hour of adjournment. I under- 
stand the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIVER] is to conclude 
the debate on the other side and the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BAILEY] on this side. I ask unanimous consent that the remain- 
ing time before adjournment be divided equally between those 
gentlemen. 

Mr. PAYNE. There is no objection to that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that 
the remaining time be yielded to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
Barley] and the senteman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], to be 
equally divided, which will be one hour and thirty-five minutes 
each. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Chairman, before p to 
discuss the bill which is before the House, I desire to make a very 
brief reply to a part of the learned constitutional argument of my 
friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. [Laughter.] The only pas- 
sage in that hour's speech which calls for any serious reply from 
this side of the Chamber is his accusation against us, based upon 
the vote to appropria the $20,000,000, which the Government had 
bound itself to pay to Spain. The gentleman from Illinois de- 
clared that he had the honor to report that bill; but, sir, he did 
not have the candor to state to this House and to the country the 
p ofit. He sought to make it appear that those of us who 
voted for it thereby indorsed the purchase of the Philippine Is- 
lands; and yet he knows as well as any member of this body that 
the wisdom of that purchase was not before the House. I have 
here the bill which he introduced and which he reported. It is 
entitled ‘‘An act making an appropriation” to do what? To buy 
the r Islands? Not at all. But “to carry out the obli- 
gations of the treaty between the United States and Spain.“ 

The body of the act itself reads: 

For the pu oi bi 
wt ATE hte ing cut utente tent hte 
1898, to become immediately available upon the exchange of the ratifications 
of said treaty, there is hereby 3 out of any money in the Treas- 
ury not otherwise appropriated, the sum of $20,000,000. 

The purpose of that act, as declared in its title and also in the 
body of it, was not to buy those lands inhabited by alien and in- 
ferior races, but it was to carry out the obligations solemnly 
entered into by the Government of the United States. It was not 
for us to consider whether that treaty was wisely or unwisely 
made, It was unwise as a matter of dollars and cents, because it 
bound us to pay $20,000,000 for an option on a fight, and I regret 
to say we got the fight. [Laughter on the Democratic side.] It 
was also unwise in other and more important respects, but the 
wisdom or the folly of it was not before us for determination. 
That treaty had been negotiated by the President; it had been 
ratified by the Senate, and it waited only an exchange of theratifi- 
cations to become the supreme law of the land. We voted to 
carry out its obligations, the same as we would have voted to pa 
ay r other debt incurred by the proper authorities of the Uni 

tates. 

So much, Mr. Chairman, for that question, and now for the bill 
before the House, It presents two questions one is a question 
of law and the other is a question of morals. Before any gentle- 
man can give it his support he must first consider whether Con- 
gress has the power to pass it; and if he should determine that 
question in the affirmative, he must then consider whether the 
exercise of such a power is consistent with the principles of jus- 
tice and good faith toward the helpless and unhappy people of 
whose country we took forcible possession. It wou impossi- 
ble within the time at my command to discuss both questions, 
and since I can not discuss them both I have determined to con- 
fine myself to the first and more important one. I place it first 
because we can never reach the question as to the morality of a 
law until we have first passed the question of our power to enact 
it. It must be the more important, too, because if we enact an 
unjust law we can remedy the injustice by repealing the law; but, 
sir, it is not so easy to repair a breach once made in the Constitu- 
tion. 

In examining the power of Congress over this question, cer- 
tainly the advocates of this bill could ask nothing more at our 
hands than that we shall accept the conclusions of their committee 
as properly 3 the issues. Without admitting the entire 
fairness of their manner of presenting them, I have determined, for 
the p of this argument, to accept the issues as they tender 
them, and I believe that I can demonstrate almost with the exact- 
ree ok a science that the committee are not justified in their con- 

usions, 
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FIRST CONCLUSION. 

The majority of the committee say: 

5 le we conclud: that u reason and authority 
Unger 4 used in te Constitution has reference only to bu Staten 
constituting the Federal Union and does not include territory. 

Mr. Chairman, it is refreshing to find a Republican committee 
talking once more about the Federal Union.” We have been so 
long accustomed to hear them talk-about the Nation” and ex- 
press a contempt for the Federal Union” that it is some compen- 
sation for this debate to hear them employing the earlier lan- 
guage of the Republic. 

Is it true, either upon reason or upon authority, that the term 
„United States” includes only the sovereign States and excludes 
the Territories? In the first place, Mr. Chairman, that term is used, 
as the committee itself has well said, with several different mean- 
ings. It is sometimes used to denote the States of the Union; it 
is sometimes used in a geographical sense to describe the area of 
the Republic, and at other times it is used to signify the Govern- 
ment organized by the Constitution. 

Unless there are plain words or a plain intent in the Constitu- 
tion to restrict the meaning of the term, it ought not to be re- 
stricted, because to se te the States from the Territories under 
the designation United States“ is an effort to apply, as is pro- 
posed by this bill, different principles of jurisprudence to the two; 
and that, sir, is contrary to the genius of our institutions. A 
republic is, in its very nature, incapable of maintaining perma- 
nent dependencies; and this truth, until these last twenty-four 
months, has been accepted by all schools of ponura thought in 
this country. I defy you to find a respectable authority, until 
within the last two years, which has ever ventured to affirm that 
a colonial 1 8 in harmony with our system of government. 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to call the attention of the committee, 
in confirmation of this statement, to an eminent authority read by 
my distinguished friend from Illinois [Mr. HorxIxs], but read only 
so far as suited the particular contention which he then had in his 
mind, and it was not conclud Had he read the entire para- 

ph, it would have set the seal of the great chancellor's con- 
ee upon this new and startling proposition to colonize 
distant and unknown lands. Chancellor Kent, in his Commen- 
taries, declares: 

Such a state of absolute eee the one hand and of absolute de- 
pendence on the other is not conge with the free and ind t spirit 


of our institutions; and the establishment of distant governments 


ruled acco: to our will and pleasure would have a very natural tendency, 
as all oe governments have, to abuse and oppression. 


{Ap use.] 
Webster, in a passage that has been well quoted by my dis- Crea 
= ee [Mr. MOGALE] z 


-n berama friend from 


An arbitrary government may have territorial ee in distant 
possessions, ke a an arbitrary — — may its distant territories 

different laws and diferent the Ukrain 
and the Caucasus and Kamchatk: 


ad 
under which we live into a deformed monster, into a curse rather than a 
blessing, in 


up. 

Surely, Mr. Chairman, the Republican will pause before 
committing iof toa poli which the 8 statesman of its 
own school has d would ‘‘ turn the tution into a curse 
and break up the Government.” 


If it were ible to find an authority which addresses itself 
with orce to gentlemen on the other side of the aisle than 
the solemn of Webster reenforced by the commentary of 


warning 

Kent, it would be the language of one who was reared under the 
system which we are now urged to adopt. I have in my hand that 
remarkable contribution to modern literature which the author 
modestly calls a Sketchof Cesar. It was written by Mr. Froude; 
and surely his testimony against a colonial government will weigh 
with the Anglomaniacs who doubtless remember what an earnest 
defender he has been of English opre on against the Irish race. 
In the preface of this remarkable book Mr. Froude uses these 

words, which I will ask the Clerk to read from his desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

To the student of political history, and to the English student above all 
others, the conversion of the Roman republic into a military empire com- 
ds interest. Notwithstanding many differences, the English 
and the essentially resemble one another. The early Romans pos- 
sessed the faculty of self-government ond any people of whom we have 
historical knowledge with the one exception of ourselves. In virtue of their 
— 8 pomp bent A became most powerful nation in the known 
world; and their li ies perished only when Rome became the mistress of 
conquered races, to whom she was unable or unwilling to extend her privi- 
It En; was similarly supreme, if all rival powers were ipsed 
im: rial tendencies, which are as strongly 
à ht lead us over the same course to 
* history clearly teaches it is this, 
that free nations can not subject provinces. If y are unable or 
unwilling to admit their dependencies to share their own constitution, the 
Hon from mere incompetence for its duties. 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Ifit be true, Mr. Chairman,as declared 
by all of these great authorities, that an attempt to govern subject 
provinces is at war with the spirit of a free republic, where will 
the majority of this committee find its justification for asserting 
that upon reason and authority the term United States’ does 
not include our Territories?” 

But, sir, there is still a more conclusive answer than any which 
has been read—an answer that is not political or historical or 
literary, but one from the lips of the greatest chief justice who 
ever served this or any other republic in the history of the world. 
Although I agree with but little of his political philosophy, the 
services, the character, and the ability of John Marshall entitle his 
memory to be revered and his words to be respected. The au- 
thority which I shall read is not only a judicial opinion sanc- 
tioned by Marshall's great name, but it was the unanimous judg- 
ment of the Supreme Court. With that highest tribunal known 
to our laws explicitly and unequivocally declaring that the term 
United States” does include the Territories, I think this com- 
mittee will find it difficult to explain why they have reported a 
different conclusion to this House. What opinion of our courts 
have they cited to sustain their report? What learned judge sup- 
ports their contention? Not one; and against their single and 


unsupported assertion I offer these words of Chief Justice Mar- 
He says: 
Does this term— 
Meaning the United States— 
designate th l particular 
F wens ee 


He had not lived long enough to see this remarkable report of 
this remarkable committee [applause on the Democratic side], or 
perhaps he would not have ventured to say that the question 
admits of but one answer. 

It isthe name given to our t lic, which is posed 
and Territories. District E iea 1 territory west Uf tus A. 
souri is not less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. 

I defy any gentleman on either side of the aisle to take an hour, 
a day, or a week and write out a more explicit contradiction of 
the statement contained in that committee's report than is found 
in these words of Chief Justice Marshall. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] Let us compare them. 

The committee say: 

That reason and authority the term “United States,” as used in the 
Constitution, has reference onl the States that constitute the Federal 
Union and does not include the 

Marshall says that the United States” is the name given to our 
t Republic, which is composed of States and Territories, and 
includes our Territories as much as the State of Maryland or the 
State of Pennsylvania. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Gentlemen, whose judgment will you follow—that of the great- 
est lawyer that ever adorned our bench—or the political report 
of the Hon. Mr. PAYNE of New York? [Laughter and applause 
on the Democratic side.] 

That is not the only case in which this same doctrine is asserted. 
In Cross vs. Harrison the court says: 

Pa Sg ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 

California could not become a part of the United States, if these 
gentlemen are right, until it became a State of the Federal Union, 
and therefore if California became a part of the United States by 
the ratification of the treaty, as stated by the Supreme Court, this 
sade tts Teele y which ta mek, AANA tn the FOORE a peek 
made it a Territory, whic not, accor 0 „ 
of the United States. a 

Who is right—the unanimous Supreme Court or this divided 
committee? Who is most apt to have understood the Constitu- 
tion—those judges removed from the passions and perplexities 
of the political questions that now confront us, or these politicians 
who three weeks ago introduced a bill for free trade and now re- 
port a substitute which is exactly the opposite? [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

But, Mr. Chairman, there is further authority for asserting that 
the term United States” doesinclude the Territories. The case of 
Canter vs. The American Insurance Company has sometimes been 
cited as establishing a different doctrine. e ent of Mr. 
Webster, an attorney in that case, has been produced as an evidence 
of what he believed and it is sometimes paraded as if it were an 
extract from the opinion of the court. though the Supreme 
Court decided that case for Mr. Webster's client, it decided 
against his contention that the then Territory of Florida was not 
a of the United States. Chief Justice Marshall, who also 
delivered the opinion in that case, declares: 

In the meantime Florida continues to be a Territory of the United States, 
governed x Bhar of that clause in the Constitution which enables Congress 
to make all needful rules and the territory or other 
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the United States. The t to govern may be the inevitable consequence 

of the right to acquire territory. Whichever may be the source whence the 

power is derived, the possession of itis unquestionable. (The American In- 

8 en et al. vs. Canter, 1 Peters, U. S. Supreme Court Reports, 
SECOND CONCLUSION. 

I shall submit the first conclusion of the Committee on Ways 
and Means without further argument, because it is itself a mere 
abstraction and is of no practical importance except as a predicate 
for what follows it. The meat of their report is the second con- 
clusion of the committee, which is— 
that the power of Congress with respect to legislation for the Territories is 
plenary. 


In order to arrive at what the committee means by “plenary,” 
we have only to read the speeches of the gentlemen who have joined 
in that report. By ‘‘plenary” they mean that it is outside of and 
above the Constitution. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL], who is, I will do him the justice to say, one of the 
greatest lawyers on that side, as well as oneof the ablest men in 
this House, in response to the direct question of Mr. Terry, of Ar- 
kansas, declared that under its plenary power over the Territories 
Congress can establish free trade between the United States and 
Arizona and at the same time maintain a protective tariff between 
New Mexico and the United States. In other words, he meets the 
question broadly and fairly, and affirms the power of Congress to 
govern these Territories, not only outside of the Constitution, but 
to govern them contrary to its express prohibitions. Is that 
poron, defensible either as a matter of reason or as a matter of 
authority? 

Perhaps, before we undertake to determine the extent of the 
power o Congress over the Territories of the United States it 
might be well enough for us to occupy a few moments in ascer- 
taining the source from which Congress derives whatever power 
it may That it derives its power from the Constitution 
all men have admitted until this remarkable report was submitted 
to the House. The differences heretofore have as to what part 
of the Constitution vested Congress with its power over the Terri- 
tories. Some have asserted that the power comes from that provi- 
sion n ge authorizes us to ＋ 9 ot and arei all de. 
rules and re tions respecting the t and other property o 
the United States,“ whereas e and with better reason, as it 
seems to me, have insisted that the power is derived from that 
clause of the Constitution which authorizes Congress to admit 
new States into the Union. The latter is my own view; and I 
will detain the House to consider it for a moment. 

These two clauses are a part of the same article. Indeed, they 
are a part of the same section, and one immediately follows the 
other. Section 3 of Article IV provides: 

New States may be admitted by the Congress into this Union; but no new 
State shall be formed or erected within the jurisdiction of any other State; 
nor any State be formed by the junction of two or more pa A agea parts 
of States, without the consent of the legislatures of the States concerned 
as well as of the . Boe 

tre es 5 or . 8 tot 
an 
United States; and nothing in this Constitution shall be so construed as to 
prejudice any claims of the United States, or of any particular State. 

It will be remembered that when the Constitution was framed 
there were boundary-line disputes, and contentions between cer- 
tain of the States over the rightful ownership of vast tracts 
of land. It will also be remembered that a body of 
land had been ceded by Virginia and other States under the old 
Confederation to the Government which immediately preceded 
the present Government of the United States, 

These lands were considered in two ee They were consid- 
ered with reference to their future population and admission into 
the Union as States, and also as mere matters of property. The 
first provision of the Constitution dealt with them in the sha’ 
of future States, and authorized Congress to admit them into t 
Union. The second provision dealt with them as mere matters of 
property and authorized Congress to make whatever ition 
of them it might choose. The power is to dispose of and to make 
all needful rules and regulations respecting” what? Not respect- 

future States of this Union, but ‘‘respecting the territory or 
other property belonging to the United States.” The article the“ 
and the singular territory“ plainly imply that the framers of the 
Constitution in that provision treated the question purely as one of 
property; and if these words left any doubt, that doubt must be 
resolved when we read the 1 words, to dispose of,“ and 
= skp Sinha “or other property belonging to the United 

The authority conferred by this paragraph of the Constitution 
is a mere trader’s license to sell, to encumber, to lease, to sur- 
vey; or to do oe with respect to the land itself that an indi- 
vidual owner of it ight have done. Whocan that the 
great men who framed our Constitution inten confer the 
PORE of life and death, the power of freedom and slavery, upon 

mgress in connection with this authority to dispose of the prop- 
erty belonging to the United States? I t have less hesitation 


in asserting this to be my view of the Constitution if it were not 
the same view that was asserted with such powerful force of rea- 
soning in the celebrated case of Sandford against Scott. Judge 
Taney, in the course of his elaborate and exhaustive opinion, 
asserts most positively that this section of the Constitution is a mere 
trader's license, and does not confer upon us our power to govern 
Territories. 

As Congress has the power to admit new States into the Union, it 
follows naturally and safely that it shall have the power to gov- 
ern our Territories in a manner suitable to propate for 
their admission; and that is precisely what Judge Marshall meant 
when, in the case of the Insurance Company against Canter, he 
asserted that over these Territories Congress exerciséd the power 
of both the General and the State governments, As the Territory 
is merely the initiative stage of statehood, not yet ready by reason 
of population or other conditions to become a State, it must be 

verned, not with the view proclaimed by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], ‘‘of making all the money that can be 
made out of it.“ but with a view to its ultimately becoming a 
State of the Union. Adopt that construction of the Constitution 
and all difficulties disa; It is not only the one announced in 
the Dred Scott case, but it is consistent with the statement of Chief 
Justice Marshall in the Canter case. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 

Not only did Judge Taney declare that we govern the Territories 
of the United States under our power to admit them as States into 
the Union, but, sir, he also declared that we had no right to ac- 

uire and govern colonies; and in this opinion he was following 
ear] t with which Mr. Jefferson was finally persuaded to 
treat the purchase of the Louisiana territory as an exercise of 
r constitutional authority. Almost every tleman who 
spoken upon the other side of this question, ei during 
debate or since the general policy of territorial acquisition has 
been under discussion, has been at pains to tell us how Jefferson 
bought the Louisiana territory, although he believed thatin doing 
so he had acted without the warrant of the Constitution. That is 
rae: bas it is not the whole truth, as the people are entitled to 
ow it. 

It is true that when Mr. Jefferson negotiated the treaty by 
which we obtained that vast tract of land he did not believe that 
he had the power to make that transaction a valid and binding 
one upon country; and he likened his conduct to that of an 
a al 3 his 5 . pepan of his prin- 
cipal, ng u princi ratify it, and he recognized 
the invalidity of what he had done unless it was ratified and con- 
firmed by the principal as whose agent he had acted. With his 
own hand Mr. Jefferson drew two constitutional amendments to 
zuy and confirm the purchase of the Louisiana territory; but 
his doubt of the constitutionality of his act was not shared 
his Attorney. and many of the greatest lawyers of that 
day. They contended that under its power to admit new States 
into the Union Congress could acquire the territory out of which 
tomake new States; and finally Mr. Jefferson yielded to that view 
of the question. 

The treaty under which Louisiana had come to us provided 
expressly that its people should become our citizens, and that their 
country should be divided up into States and admitted as equal 
members of our Federal Union; therefore stating the Louisiana 
3 strongly as it can be stated, it does not contradict, 

ut rather confirms, the statement of Judge Taney when he 


There is certainly no power a by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or main colonies bordering on the United States, or 
ata distance, to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure; nor to enlarge 
its territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. 
That power is plainly given; and if a new State is admitted it needs no fur- 
ther lation by Nar ayy because the Constitution itself defines the rela- 
tive its and powers and duties of the State, and the ci 
and the Federal Government. But no power is given to acquire a 
to be held that character. 


erned abso! 1 and as the 
PF discretion of wer 


Mr. Chairman, it must be remembered that Judge Taney 
declaration in the Dred Scott case, that the Federal Government 
no power to hold colonies, was not only concurred in 
by all of those who agreed to the judgment of the court; but it 
was expressly indorsed by one of the dissenting judges, Mr. 
McLean, and tacitly to by the other dissenting justice, 
„976 nga haa aaa deee mar aaaea 
sen 0 ecision, althoug uently ‘oun’ 
by reason of the unfortunate question Saen wich it dealt, in so 


far as it touches the power of to govern colonies, has 
never been overruled or even qualified ＋ Bho Supreme Court. 
Then, sir, if itis true that this Government no 8 

common sense, 


territory to be held as a colony, how, in the name o 
can have the power to govern any territory as a colony? 
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A DECISIVE TEST. r 

But there is a more decisive argument than the authority of the 
Dred Scott case. If the power of Congress over the Territories 
of the United States is plenary, as these gentlemen assert, and if it 
is not bound by the Constitution, then, sir, it can establish an offi- 
cial religion such as its conscience might approve, and it can 
prohibit the free exercise of any other religion in a Territory. 
Can the tlemen 3 that proposition produce a line from 
any law book to support it? Without detaining the committee 
with an argument of my own upon it, I am willing to submit it 
to the test of judicial authority, and I will agree to surrender this 
whole question unless I can produce an opinion of the Supreme 
Court which e ressly negatives that proposes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. rtainly. 

Mr. LINNEY. According to the authority which you have 
read and the trend of your argument, may not Congress govern 
a Territory and dispose of it? 

Mr. B X of Texas. Can di of it as mere property; 
but a Territory must be considered in two aspects—first, as land 
of which there is a legal owner, and, second, as a country inhab- 
ited by free men. {Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. LINNEY. Congress can not dispose of any part of a State. 
And if so, why not? Isit not because the Constitution applies to 
the States and does not apply to a Territory? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Your question presents the very ques- 
tion at issue, which is whether the Constitution applies to Terri- 
tories as well as to States. If I can not prove to you that the con- 
stitutional prohibitions do apply to the Territories as well as to 
the States, I will surrender the argument. Will you agree to 
surrender it if I can prove that? [Laughter and applause on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. LINNEY. If you can prove to me that the Constitution 
applies to the Territories to the same extent that it does to the 
States, then, of course, I will surrender. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The gentleman must understand that 
I agree that Congress can govern a Territory under its power to 
admit new States into the Union, and in pursuance of that power 
it can govern them to any extent appropriate to that end, sub- 
ject only to the express limitations of the Constitution. But, if 

can prove to him that Con in legislating for the Territories 
is subject to ana restrained by the 5 prohibitions of the 
Constitution, will he agree to surrender 8 

Mr. LINNEY. To the same extent in the Territories as to the 
States, I would. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It is not necessary to add that qualifi- 
cation, because my assertion is that the express limitations on the 
power of Congress bind it in dealing with the Territories, exactly 
as they do in dealing with the States. 

Mr. LINNEY. If Congress can sell a Territory and can not 
sell an inch of a State, it must be that the Constitution has greater 
power in the State than in the Territory. That is the position I 


take. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Con can sell the public lands ina 
State, precisely as it can in a Territory. If Congress is not re- 
strained by the express prohibitions of the Constitution, then I 
repeat that it can establish a religion in any Territory under our 
dominion. Has that question ever been upon by the court? 
It has; and in Reynolds vs. The United States (98 U. S., 162) the 
court declares, as a matter too plain for argument— 

The 8 ean not alaw for the government of the Territories 
which s prohibit the free exercise of religion, because the amend- 
ment to the Constitution expressly forbids such legislation. 

And thus a unanimous Supreme Court says most distinctly that 
the Constitution does limit the power of Congress in legislatin 
for the Territories, while this divided Committee on Ways an 
Means declares to the contrary. Which opinion will you accept 
the unanimous court or the divided committee? 

If the power of ppt pe over the Territories is as broad 2 
tlemen on the other side assert, it can abolish the right of trial by 
jury in a Territory. If not, why not? The only limitation that 
can restrain the power of Guna in that respect is the Consti- 
tution of the United States. Has that question ever arisen? Ex- 
pressly so; and itis not creditable to the candor of the majority 
of the Ways and Means Committee that they quote the first deci- 
sion in which the question was mooted, but not decided, without 
referring to a ee decision in the same volume of reports, 
where it was decid 

In the case of the American Publishing Company vs. Fisher 
the court refused to decide whether 5 could abolish the 
right of trial by jury in the Territory of Utah, because the ques- 
tion could be and was decided on another ym In the course 
of that opinion, which was delivered by Mr. Justice Brewer, he 


said: 
If the seventh amendment does not operate in and of itself to invalidate this 
Territorial statute, then ss has full control over the Territories, irre- 


spective af any express constitutional limitations. 
In the report of the committee these words are italicized, and 


with an amazing degree of effrontery they submit them as the 
judgment of the court upon that question, while in the very same 
volume of reports in which that case is reported there is another 
case expressly deciding this question and referring to this very 
case, But these impartial gentlemen, with their exhaustive re- 
search and their commendable candor, have not laid that other 
decision before this body. This case of the American Publishing 
Company vs. Fisher is reported in 166 U. S. Reports, 464; and the 
words quoted by the majority of the committee do appear in the 
opinion of Mr. Justice Brewer. But in the same volume, on p. 
707, the case of Springville vs. Thomas is reported, and it expressly 
decides that the seventh amendment does operate to invalidate 
the Territorial statute, thus removing the if“ clause from the 
a quoted by the committee and completely changing its 
te : 


The distinct issue between the majority of the committee and 
myself is whether the Constitution restrains Congress in legislat- 
ing for the Territories. I agree thatif the amendment guarantee- 
ing the right of trial by jury does not, then none of the prohibi- 
tions or limitations apply, and the power of Congress is plenary. 
I only ask our o 15 to agree that if the amendment securing 
the right of trial by jury prevents Congress from abolishing that 
right in the Territories, then all of the prohibitions and limitations 
of the Constitution do apply to legislation for the Territories, and 
the power of Congress is not plenary in the sense which they have 

it. Within the same year this question presented itself in a 
distinct and unavoidable form. In the case of Springville vs. 
Thomas (166 U. S., 707) the court say: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secures unanimity in finding a ver- 
dict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and the act 
of Congress could notimpart the power to change the constitutional rule and 
could not be treated as attempting to do so. i 

Now, will not my friend from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] 
agree that in the decision from which I have just the Supreme 
Court did expressly hold that the seventh amendment to the Con- 
stitution does restrain the power of Congress in legislating for 
the Territories? I await the gentleman’s answer. 

Mr. LINNEY. I think there are other cases to the effect that 
Congress has a right to pass a law restricting jury trials to a sum 
different from that named as the minimum in the Constitution— 
$20; and that opinion is, in my judgment, in conflict with the 
ideas of the gentleman. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It is unnecessary now to go into that 
question. I ask if the case I have read does not expressly decide 
that the seventh amendment to the Constitution prevents Co 
from abolishing the right of trial by jury in the Territories? 

Mr. LINNEY. It does prevent it, it seems; but, mark you, that 
territory was not in the condition of this territory. In the one 
case there was legislation on the part of Congress touching that 
territory, and in the other there was not. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. You can not escape mein that way. 
The question before us is as to the power of Congress in legislat- 
ing for the Territories, and that power does not in anywise depend 
upon whether there has been any previous legislation. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, if their view of the Constitution be correct, 
not only can Congress abolish trial by jury and establish a state re- 
ligion, but they can create a title of nobility in the island of 
Puerto Rico. ill the gentleman from North Carolina rage 
LINNEY], or will the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], or 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] dare to stand 
up in the presence of this House and country and assert the power 
of Congress to create the title of the Prince of Puerto Rico? Will 
the gentleman assert that? 

Mr. LINNEY. No. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Then, why not? Simply because the 
Constitution ressly forbids the creation of titles of nobility. 

Mr. LINNEY. And the Constitution expressly, on the otker 
hand, confers upon Congress the right to control and dispose of 
territory. That is the difference. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Subject to the express provisions and 
limitations of the Constitution. 

Mr. LINNEY. And if the gentleman will allow me, on that 
other matter the Supreme Court has just decided that a jury of 
eight is a lawful jory. 

r. BAILEY of Texas. That is in a State. 
Mr. LINNEY. That a jury of eight in the Territory of Utah 


under alaw by Congress was valid. 

Mr. Rall of Texas. I have not examined the case which 
the gentleman says has just been decided. 

Mr. LINNEY. I have just seen the decision. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. But I venture to say thatthe court has 
decided that if the constitution of Utah provides for a jury of 
eight it has the right to do so for trials in that State, because the 
State constitution controls that matter. 

Mr. MADDOX. That is the decision. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. And the Federal Constitution controls 
this matter. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. MORR ill the gentleman yield for a question? 
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Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. MORRIS. Is the gentleman from Texas aware of the fact 
that at the time of the pronouncement of the decision in the case of 
1 vs. Thomas this provision was in the Revised Statutes 
of the United States: 

Sec. 1891. The Constitution and all laws of the United States which are not 
locally inapplicable shall have the same force and effect within all the organ- 
ized Territories, and in every Territory hereafter + as elsewhere 
within the United States. 

Is the gentleman aware that that was in the statute? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I am, and it was considered in the case 
of The Publishing Company vs. Fischer; but the case of Spring- 
ville vs. Thomas was expressly decided on the constitutional 
question involved in this bill. The supreme court of the Territory 
of Utah had held that under the act of Congress the Territorial 
legislature could authorize a verdict by less than a unanimous 
jury; and . the Supreme Court of the United States, 
upon an appeal from that decision, found it necessary to meet the 
question of the constitutional power of Congress to authorize the 
enactment of sucha law. They did meet it, and they expressly 
decided that the seventh amendment to the Constitution, secur- 
ing the right of trial by jury, limited the power of Congress in the 
Territories as well as in the several States. 

Mr. MORRIS. Will the peneman permit a further question? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Iwill. 

Mr. MORRIS. Were they not obliged to decide that that was 
the case, in view of that statute? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Oh, no. They decided in the Fischer 
case that either the acts of Congress or the seventh amendment to 
the Constitution, or both together, prohibited the Territorial legis- 
lature from providing that a verdict could be rendered by less than 
all of the jury; but in the case of Springville vs. Thomas the act of 
Con had been eliminated by a decision of the supreme court 
of Utah to the effect that Congress had authorized the Territorial 
statute which permitted a verdict to be rendered by less than 
the entire jury. The Supreme Court of the United States was 
compelled to meet the direct question as to the power of Congress 
in that respect, and they decided that the seventh amendment to 
the Constitution forbids Congress to abolish the trial by jury, 
either through a law of its own or 1 one passed by a Terri- 
torial legislature under the authority of Congress. [Applause on 
the Democratic side. 

Mr. MORRIS, Did not the court in the case of Springville vs. 
Thomas refer with approval to the case of the American Publish- 
ss Posey ern ng Fischer? : 

. BAILEY of Texas. They did; but did not intimate that 
the act of Congress which was considered in the Fischer case was 
under consideration in that case. ue 

Mr. MORRIS. Did they not gite the case of the Publishing 
Company vs, Fischer as sustaining the case of Springville vs. 
Thomas? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. They cited it as consistent with it. 

Mr. MORRIS. Iwill ask the gentleman to read the opinion. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The gentleman must assume that I 
have read what I am trying to discuss. Pe epee on the Demo- 
cratic side.] I could cite other decisions to the same effect if my 
time would permit; and I will take the time to remind the gen- 
tleman from Minnesota that in Thompson vs. Utah Mr. Justice 
Harlan says: 

That the provisions of the Constitution relating to the right of trial by 
jury apply to the Territories is no longer an open question. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, let us g one step further. Ihave the ad- 
mission of my friend from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] that 
Congress could not create the Prince of Puerto Rico. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. But, sir, if they had plenary power, 
they could do it, and the only reason why they can not do it is 
eee eT have been restrained by a constitutional prohibition 
against it. 

Mr. LINNEY. The constitutional provision prohibits them 
from making a title or office of that kind anywhere. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It says: 

No title of nobility shall be granted by the United States. 

Mr. LINNEY. Nowhere in the world, 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. You add that. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Then, why not add thesametoall of the 
other general prohibitions and limitations? Why not admit that 
when the Constitution says that Congress shall not do certain 
other things, it means that we shall not do them anywhere in the 
world? [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

THIRD CONCLUSION. 

The third conclusion of the committee is— 
that under that power Congress may prescribe different rates of duty for 
Puerto Rico from those prescribed for the United States. 

Let us see. From what source does Congress derive its power 
to lay and collect taxes, duties, andimposts? Every gentleman on 


that side will admit that it derives it from the Constitution. It 
is the first power expressly granted to Congress by the Constitu- 
tion. In section 8 it is provided that— 


The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to 821 the debts und provide for the common defense and general 


welfare of the United States, but— 

Now mark the limitation— 
all duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. 

It would be impossible to express a limitation more plainly 
than is done in that provision; and the only way by which these 
gentlemen can escape that injunction of uniformity is to return to 
the subterfuge that the United States does not include the Terri- 
tories. No distinction is attempted by the committee on account 
of the peculiar situation of Puerto Rico, and none could be sus- 
tained if attempted. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] concedes that the same rule which applies to Puerto 
Rico applies also to Arizona and New Mexico. 

I would be glad to debate this question first as a matter of princi- 
ple, but a glance at theclockadmonishes me that I have not the time, 
and I must therefore content myself with invoking again the de- 
cisions of our courts. This very question has been presented to 
the Supreme Court on two different occasions: First, in the case 
of Loughborough vs. Blake, and again in the case of Cross vs. 
Harrison. One was decided when John Marshall was Chief Justice, 
the other after Roger B. Taney had succeeded him; and in both cases 
the court was unanimous in its opinion. If this very proposition 
to lay a different rate of duty upon goods which are carried into 
Puerto Rico from that which is laid upon goods which are brought 
into the port of New York had been before the court, the follow- 
ing language of Chief Justice Marshall could not have been more 
in point. He says: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises" for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It conse- 
quently exerts to all places over which the Government extends. If this 
could be doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which 
modify the grant. These words are: “But all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States.“ It will not be contended 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power it- 
self does not extend. The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and 
excises may be exercised and must be exercised throughout the United States. 
Does this term designate the whole or any particular portion of the Ameri- 
canempire? Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Terri- 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than land or Pennsylvania, and it is not 
less neces: on the principles of our Constitution that uniformity in the 
un A a imposts, duties, and excises should be observed in the one than 

Further on in this same case, and while addressing himself to 
the ar ent upon another phase of it, he again lays down the 
same doctrine in these words: 

Yet it isadmitted that the Constitution not only allows but enjoins the 
Government toextend the ordinary revenue system to this District. If it be 
said that the 8 of uniformity, established in the Constitution, secures 
the District from oppression in the imposition of indirect taxes, it is not 
less true that the principle of apportionment, also established in the Consti- 
tution, secures the District from any oppressive exercise of the power to lay 
and collect direct taxes. 

And thus, for a second time in this same opinion, the great 
Chief Justice declares that the rule of uniformity must be ob- 
served by Con: in laying duties, imposts, and excises in the 
District of Columbia and in the Territories, as well as in the 
sovereign States. No gentleman on that side who has any re 
for his reputation as a lawyer will venture to deny that these 
statements taken from the opinion of Judge Marshall are appli- 
cable to the question now before us; nor will one of them rise in 
his place and contend that the opinion in the case of Lough- 
borough vs, Blake has been overruled, modified, or even doubted. 

What excuse, then, will the committee render to this House and 
to the country for asking us to fly in the face of a decision of our 
highest court rendered by its greatest Chief Justice, and which 
has stood unchallenged for eighty years? Do they expect the in- 
telligent people of this Republic to excuse their palpable disregard 
of the Constitution and the law on the ground of partisan emer- 
gency? Iam aware, sir, that the people will forgive much to the 
spirit of a . but I do not believe that they will 
tolerate this reckless and unne violation of the plain let- 
ter of the Constitution and the well-established and unquestioned 
decision of the court. 

In the case of Cross against Harrison the question again arose 
as to the uniformity of duties, imposts, and excises, In that case 
suit had been brought to recover money which had been paid to 
a temporary collector of customs at the port of San Francisco. 
The Supreme Court, in a unanimous opinion, says this: 

The tariff act of 1846 prescribes what that duty shall be. Can any reason 
be given for the exemption of foreign goods from duty because they have 
not been entered and collected at a port of delivery? The last become a part 
of the consumption of the country, as well as the others. They may be car- 
ried from the point of landing into collection districts within which duties 
have been paid upon the same kinds of goods; thus entering, by the retail 
sale of them, into competition with such goods, and with our own manufac- 
tures, and the products of our own farmers and planters. The right claimed 
to land foreign goods within the United States at any place out of a collection 
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a violation of that provision in the Constitution 
uniform through- 


t, if allowed, would be 
oins that all duties, imposts, and excises shall be 


which 
out the United States. 
Applause. } 

ose duties were collected in the Territory of California, and 
the court held that although Congress had not up to that time 
erected it into a revenue-collection district, yet the goods of for- 
eigners could not be landed there without paying the same duties 
as would be paid at other ports of the United States, because to 
rmit that would violate the constitutional requirement of uni- 
ormity in duties; thus asserting that duties must be uniform 


in the Territory of California, as well as in the several States 


of the Union. e pees : 4 
The power to ay and collect duties, all men agree, is as wide as 
the jurisdiction of the Republic. Then how can you deny that 


the limitation on that power follows it wherever it is exercised? 
Renewed applause. ou will collect these duties in Puerto 
ico unaer a parti clause of the Constitution; yet, sir, while 
asserting its authority you deny its limitation, and in denying its 
limitation you ignore the authority of Marshall and of Taney. 
The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less 
within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. and it is not less 
necessary on the principles of our Constitution that uniformity in the im- 
a he nea du and excises should bo observed than in one than 


So said John Marshall. What say you, gentlemenof the Repub- 
lican party? 

To land foreign within the United States at any place out of a collec- 
tion d if allowed, would be a violation of that provision of the Con 
stitution which enjoins that all duties, imports, and excises shali be uniform 
throughout the United States. 

So said the Supreme Court in Cross vs. Harrison; and can party 
exigency establish a different doctrine? 

THE CONSTITUTION TO BE SET ASIDE. 


I understand and 3 the situation of the gentlemen who 
are supporting this bill. They realize the utter impossibility of 

an colonial ions according to the Constitution of the 

nited States and they have resolved upon the dangerous course 
of boldly setting the Constitution aside. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side.] If I could derive a personal satisfaction from 
any circumstance which I deemed a misfortune to my country, 
I would rejoice in their decision, because it abundantly confirms 
what I said in the very beginning of this controversy. hteen 
months ago, when the fever of war and conquest was in the 
blood of our people, when men talked only of battles and vic- 
tories, when the music of the fife and drum had aroused our 
martial spirit, I did not yield to this general excitement; but in 
the midst of it all I stood unmoved, and warned my countrymen 
that the Constitution of this free Republic could not be applied 
to the government of colonies. one applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] When emotional sta en cried out to know who 
would take down the flag, I dared to say that I would take it 
down from any land where the Constitution of ny country could 
not follow it. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Gentlemen of the Republican party, are you ready to present 
to the world the anomaly of a government restrained by a Con- 
stitution in one-quarter of the globe and yet possessed of despotic 
power in all other ions of the earth? How dong will our Con- 
stitution shield us and our children if we withhold its protection 
from the meanest under our jurisdiction? It was ordained to 
limit the powers of this Government at all places and over all 
men; the greatest are not exempt from its limitations, nor can 
its protection be denied to the humblest. [Applause on the Dem- 
ocratic side.] 

Under this new and strange philosophy which we are now in- 
vited to embrace, the people of our new possessions will neither 
perform its obligations nor enjoy its blessings. To them those 
sacred guaranties which we hold more precious than our lives 
are meaningless. Their houses may be searched; the altars 
of their religion may be leveled to the groma; soldiers may be 

uartered on them in times of peace, and when they have peace- 
ASE assembled to petition for a redress of their grievances they 
can be dispersed at the point of the sword. They can be arrested 
without a warrant; they can be tried withouta jury, or condemned 
without a trial. The greed of one American pro-consul may strip 
them of their property, and the lust of another may despoil their 
homes. And yet, sir, against these ble atrocities they 
can not invoke those great provisions which our fathers deemed 
the heritage of allfreemen. [Applause on the Democratic cael 

Gentlemen, are you ready to divide our people into citizens an 
subjects—half monarchy and half republic? Let me borrow the 
immortal words of Lincoln, and, applying them to this new condi- 
tion, let me remind you that this Republic can not endure one half 


, Slave and the other half free. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Either we must all be citizens or else in time we all shall become 
subjects. I did not want these alien and inferior races, and I 


fervently pray that we may yet be delivered from the impossible 
task of assimilating and governing them. [Applause on the 
Democratic side.] But, sir, if you will take them, you must make 
them a of us; we must share their destiny with them, and 
they must share their destiny with us, for there is no place under 
our form of government for that wretched creature without a citi- 
se gent 2 Every man who stands beneath the ample folds of that 
flag which adorns yonder Speaker's stand shall have the right to 
face the world, and with that prouder than Roman boast upon his 
lips, proclaim: I am an American citizen.” [Great applause on 
the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. Chairman, 1 had intended to argue at 
least some of the questions of law to which my friend from Texas 
has adverted during the course of his speech, but the length and 
gnan character of the debate seem to make that unimportant. 

stayed in the House while the speeches on this subject were being 
made and I discovered what my friend lost while he was on the 
outside preparing his—that every case which he has cited and eve 
argument which he has submitted have been brought forw: 
again and again by gentlemen on his own side of the House and 
repeatedly replied to by our friends on this side. [Laughter and 
applause on the Republican side.] 

that I am not disposed, even if the House were able to bear 
such a thing, at the end of a ten days’ debate, to attempt a case- 
grinding recital of what has happened from time to time in the 
Bopien Court of the United States. 

his bill, which is a temporary measure—and I will advise the 
House will be so declared in an amendment to be offered by the 
committee—aims simply to provide a revenue for the island of 
Puerto Rico. Yet it has been ed by this debate in a 
strange way to include the whole problem of our government of 
the possessions that have come to us under the treaty of Paris as 
a result of the war with Spain. 

The President of the United States in his annual message rec- 
ommended that Co: should abolish all customs tariffs between 
Puerto Rico and the United States, and should admit their prod- 
ucts to our markets without duty. The argument upon which 
the President's recommendation was based was drawn mainly, I 
may say entirely, from a consideration of the position in which 
the people of Puerto Rico have been placed by our disturbance of 
their connection with Spain and by the unfortunate experience 
of flood and storm through which nearly the whole of the island 
has recently passed, It was evidently the purpose of the Presi- 
dent, and the only which he had, to do something to give 
that people a chance to rebuild its fallen fortunes and to begin 
anew its commercial and industrial life. Now, notwithstanding 
the abuse that has been heaped upon this bill on this floor and in 
the public press, I undertake to say that it does in substance ex- 
actly what the President had in mind to do. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] 

t the same time it keeps account of the fact that whatever 
form 5 is finally established in the island of Puerto 
Rico will, from the beginning, stand in exigent need of money to 
pay its expenses and to provide for the education and material 

evelopment of the community. 

Under this bill as it will be finally shaped they will be enabled 
to collect a revenue equal to 15 cent of the established tariff 
rates of this country on goods entered from the United States, and 
required to pay a corresponding rate on goods sent from Puerto 
Rico here, the entire fund—all collected here and all collected 
there—being expressly devoted to public uses in connection with 
their local government. In that view of the case the injustice 
will appear which has been done to the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee by gentlemen on our own side of the House, by our friends 
on the other side, and by an organized coercion of public opinion 
elsewhere in the United States. 

We have been accused of a conspiracy to rob and to levy trib- 
ute upon a helpless and unfortunate people. Wehave been charged 
with treating Puerto Rico as an orange to be squeezed,” and the 
intimation has been thrown out to the poio t this Govern- 
ment proposes to appropriate the juice [laughter], when in point 
of fact we are simply fixing a nominal rate of duties for the sole 
purpose of guaranteeing a working revenue for the necessary uses 
of the Puerto Rican government for the time being, until it has 
prepared and put in operation a fiscal system of its own. 

It will be seen, therefore, that the committee has done in sub- 
stance exactly what the President recommended should be done. 
We have.given to these e the least burdensome method of 
taxation that can be de ; and our departure from the letter 
of the President's recommendation in form, but not in substance, 
is hardly entitled to the attention which it has received from our 
worthy Democratic brethren in this Chamber. Their solicitude 
lest the counsel of the President be set at naught needs only, in 
addition to its somewhat showy appearance of benevolence, a 
faint note of sincerity to entitle it to the sympathy of every real 
friend of the Administration, 
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The anxiety and zeal with which 
and some on this side, have ralli 
the President’s message, if it could be distributed over the whole 
of that historic Executive communication would have a tendency 
to broaden the outlook of an uneasy lot of politicians who are 


tlemen on the other side, 
around a single sentence in 


now engaged in obstructing the highway of national progress by 
the inventions of a cheap partisan ingenuity. [Applause.] 

There may have been a time when kind words from the other 
side of this Chamber might have been teful to the troubled 
heart of the Chief Magistrate as he has borne the burden of na- 
tional responsibilities which he did not create. But I doubt very 
much whether this belated and whimpering pretense of eulogy 
and indorsement will be accepted as a suitable recompense for two 
long years of clamor and calumny with which Democratic ideals 
ta Sema have surrounded the President of the United States. 

pplause. 

If our departure from the letter though not from the spirit of 
the President's recommendation is to be set up against us—if the 
words of that recommendation, taken out of connection with the 
meaning and intention of it, are to be put forward here as the 
inflexible standard to which all our notions of legislative duty 
are to be conformed, I beg my friends on the other side of 
the House to put away their mask of inordinate respect for the 
President's opinion and leave that plea to the more appropriate 
attorneyship of my friend from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] and my 
friend from Massachusetts pe McCatu], who have lost their 
footing in the catch-as-catch-can wrestle with the Constitution 
which has so conspicuously characterized the present session of 
an eg Applause. | 

What is the pu of this bill? I have seen in the newspapers, 
and I have heard it mumbled in this Chamber, that the measure 
is in the interest of the sugar trust. Ido not believe that any 
man whose mind is at all adapted to the consideration of such a 
question would stand up in a presence like this and make sucha 
statement as that. We know, if we know anything, that the 
sugar trust, so called, has no interest in any proposition pending 
here except in securing free trade in the material out of which it 
manufactures refined sugar. 

Only last fall Mr. Henry O. Havemeyer, the president of the 
American Sugar Refining Company, went before the Industrial 
Commission and denounced the whole protective tariff, because 
the law of 1897 was more careful to protect the beet-sugar indus- 
try of the United States than to keep up the profits of that com- 


pany. 

We have bills pending in this House, offered for the purpose of 
striking down that monopoly, by relieving it of the burden of pay- 
ing taxes on the raw material which it imports; when even the 
slightest comprehension of the subject would suggest to any active 
mind that free trade in raw sugar would be an open gift to the 
magnates of the American Sugar Refining Company of a purse 
aoar to one-third of the total customs revenues of the United 

tates. 

And yet we hear it said that the sugar trust and the tobacco 
trust are behind this bill. The fact is, if we may believe the cor- 
respondent of the Associated Press, that two crops of sugar and 
tobacco are now on hand in Puerto Rico awaiting shipment. 
There are 5,000,000 pounds of tobacco and the sugar crop of two 

rs, not in the hands of the people of Puerto Rico, but piled up 

y speculators in the warehouses of San Juan and other seaport 
cities of the island, now chargeable, if shi to the United States, 
with full duties under the Dingley law, held there in bulk waiting 
for the profit that will accrue from free trade. 

A gang of speculators, mostly Americans, have been houndin 
members of Congress for weeks. This syndicate of sugar an 
tobacco brokers are even now jostling one another in the corri- 
dors of this Capitol, pane, with sordid hypocrisy, for the peo- 

le of Puerto Rico. This bill doesnot suit them because it diverts 

om their pockets a portion of the pore which they had hoped 
to reap, puts it into the treasury of island of Puerto Rico, and 
devotes it to the pressing necessities of that stricken and unfor- 
tunate people. Syd wages 

Now, there is another thing I wish to speak of. It has been 
said that certain interests of the United States, such as the to- 
bacco, beet-sugar, and fruit industries, have come here and de- 
manded this legislation. It is true that a memorial from farmers’ 
associations in Florida, in California, and elsewhere in the United 
States has expressed the fear that free trade with tropical America 
will damage many of the flourishing agricultural industries of 
our country. 

For that reason they have petitioned, as they have a right to do, 
for the maintenance of the Dingley tariff rates with Puerto Rico 
and with the Philippine Islands. In the opinion of the committee, 
their fears, at least so far as Puerto Rico is concerned, are ground- 
less. And this bill has not been drawn with any view to comply 
with these petitions, so far as Puerto Rico is concerned. There is 
not a line, there is not a syllable, in it which has been put there 


for the protection of any American industry; and, in fact, the bill 
comes nearer free trade with Puerto Rico than even the Demo- 
cratic party has ever dared to attempt. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Ever since I can recollect anything about politics the Demo- 
cratic party has been talking for free trade; yet when Mr. Morrison 
came to draw a tariff bill he was satisfied with a horizontal reduc- 
tion of 20 per cent; and when Mr. Mills, in response to a Demo- 
cratic platform calling for free trade, drew a tariff bill he reduced 
the existing schedules less than an average of 6 per cent. 

The same thing happened on this floor in 1894, when, after a 
struggle which is interesting to recollect. as it was interesting to 
participate in, we got down to a free-trade basis, with an av 
reduction of less than 10 per cent in all the schedules of the 
law of 1890. In this bill we pro; a horizontal cut in existing 
rates of 75 per cent; and in order to avoid the prejudices that 
have grown up around this measure we offer on this floor to re- 
duce it so that it shall equal a horizontal reduction of 85 per cent. 
And yet our Democratic brethren are complaining because we are 
imposing an outrage and a robbery upon an unfortunate popula- 
tion in Puerto Rico. - 

My friend from Dlinois [Mr. CANNON] has shown, and no man 
can answer him, that if you are going to raise money for those 

e by any kind of taxation, if you are not going to give the 
island a strictly pauper relation to the United States, this tax is 
just and wise and fair; and I can prove by my friend from Mas- 
sachusetts les 5 who has the Constitution in a shape 
which has disabled him for usefulness in the present emergency 
of the party to which he belongs [laughter on the Republican 
side}, that as a fiscal proposition this bill is not open to anybody's 
criticism, as his report now on file states. 

What else is in this bill? There is one thing in it that nobody 
seems to see who is fighting it on this side, but which the able 

litical man who have organized the fight against it on the 

ocratic side see with perfect clearness. It contains an inti- 
mation to the world that the United States in its effort to care for 
the future of far-off peoples, an effort that has already cost incal- 
coatin sacrifice and anxiety, is (andor Bo 5 either mate 
or of duty to put in jeopardy the interests of our own e. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

We have heard on this floor in this debate speeches made, ad- 
dressed to the meanest prejudices of class and race and even color, 
predicting the y destruction of particular industries and the 
disintegration of the whole Social fabric on account of the Repub- 
lican policy of acquiring eee of the late colonies of Spain. 
And yet, when a bill is ses es forward here, now pending in 
both Houses of Congress, which foreshadows in a practical wa 
the right of the United States to deal with these possessions wi 
an eye to our own interests as well as theirs, we are beset by the 
scribes and pharisees of the Constitution [laughter] because in 
the supreme court of their imagination no power is found to pre- 
vent the consolidation of these alien and backward races with the 
political and commercial system of the United States. 

So far as Iam concerned, I am not stampeded by these tales of 
woe, by these predictions of disaster, one following the other, 
coming up straightway out of the Caribbean Sea or the Pacific 
Ocean, though I concede that after national experiences so recent 
itis possible to underrate the effect of an appeal to the popular 
fear of free trade, on a scale however small,even when presented 
by the managers of Democratic politics in the United States. 
[Laughter on the Republican side) 

But if that were the only issue at stake, it is not setfled in my 
mind that anybody ought to be frightened, certainly not out of 
his wits, even by a proposal so extreme as the free admission into 
our markets of all the products of our new possessions, either now 
or in time to come. At any rate, it is not contended that an 
American industry is likely to suffer on account of the free ad- 
mission into this country of the surplus productions of the people 
of Puerto Rico. 

And so the proposed reduction of 85 per cent in all the schedules 
of the tariff law of 1897 has introduced no element of alarm what- 
ever into the American market place. The nominal rate retained 
in this billis for the sole p of providing, in part at least, 
for the expenses of the 1 administration in erto Rico, 
songh that is not the only advantage of it, if it operates to puta 
stop to the unscrupulous agitation that has filled the country with 
the fear that in taking poon of vast tropical territories the 
Government is found helpless to deal with them except on terms 
of such political intimacy and commercial equality as the Consti- 
tution prescribes for the people of the United States. [Applause.] 

If the Constitution of the United States establishes free trade 
between Manila andSan Francisco, asit undoubtedly does between 
Maryland and Virginia, then the circumstance that we have got 
into a new competition, possibly injurious to some of our indus- 
tries, is only the least trouble that is before us. A consideration 
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vaster by far than that arises at once, for we are in that case dis- 
armed in advance in the momentous demand which this nation 
has made for equal rights in the commerce of Asia. 

I violate no secret of this Government when I say that to-day 
there is pending in the State Department the most elaborate com- 
mercial negotiation ever attempted in the history of our diplomacy, 
based upon a pledge made by our commissioners at Paris, that 
whatever we do, in the Pacific Ocean we will maintain an open 
door for the commerce of the world. And I ask Republicans, I 
ask those Democrats from Georgia, from South Carolina, from the 
great cotton belt of the South, whose people are interested in the 
prospects that are wrapped up in the commerce of the east, with 
what countenance can we stand before the cabinets of Europe, 
protesting against the occupation of the ports of China to the pre- 
judice of American trade, when we ourselves, from our head- 
quarters on the border, being tied down by an obsolete construction 
of our own Constitution, have deliberately drawn a commercial 
dead line about the Philippine Islands for the permanent exclusion 
of everybody else. 

The open door of Asia, through which the enlightened com- 
munity of American business, North and South, looks forward to 
opportunities not even yet explored, to opportunities that shall 
broaden with the centuries—that is the larger question that is on 
trial here. Weare in the Philippine Islands under circumstances 
known and read of allmen. Our going there was not an act of 
statesmanship; it was not an act of partisan policy. It was an 
act of war, a step in the strategy of a military campaign, a fruit 
of victory presented to the American peo le by our great Admiral 
in Asia when his day's work in the rat Manila was done. 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

hile the hostilities lasted the occupation of the Philippine 
Islands was a war problem altogether. It did not descend into 
the region of politics—possibly I ought to say it did not ascend 
into the region of politics, because I use the word in the larger 
and higher meaning of a term which, in its origin and early his- 
tory at least, is entirely respectable [laughter]—it did not descend 
into the region of politics until our commissioners at Paris had 
assembled in pursuance of the protocol agreed upon with M. Cam- 
bon, the French ambassador, acting in the place of Spain. Then, 
for the first time, the question was open for the counsel of the 
wise and for the advice of the leaders of public thought in the 
United States. 

I am not going to stand here a minute to defend the treaty of 
Paris. We have heard here that in making that treaty our Goy- 
ernment drifted from its moorings and became a pirate upon the 
high seas. Men have stood here denouncing the whole affair as a 

eme of land-grabbing rapacity. Even the neutrality which 
from every motive of national interest we are under obligation to 
maintain in the unfortunate war now in progress in South Africa, 
has been put under criticism more ignant than intelligent, 
and the nation itself has been held up to scorn and derision, be- 
cause, having itself become a robber nation, it can no longer turn 
aside from its own business to interfere in the affairs of other 
nations and, in the language of Danton in the French Assembly, 
go forth to “‘expiate the wrongs of the world.“ 

It is some satisfaction for me to know that no element of na- 
tional ambition, that no sinister suggestion of territorial aggran- 
dizement, that not even the greed of commerce, is found in the 
official literature of the treaty of peace. Its sole motive was to 
help and give an unselfish guidance to the helpless populations 
brought thus under our authority. And I say to both sides of this 
House that when the archives of that negotiation are published 
to the world, as they will be, every American will see that the 
President of the United States ended our war with Spain in the 
same lofty spirit which led the people to begin it, and will be able 
to reverently invoke upon every line in the history of the trans- 
action the considerate judgment of mankind and the gracious 
favor of Almighty God. 1 on the Republican side.] 

I hold that the treaty of Paris merely set down in writing the 
achievement of our arms, though I do not deny that there is room 
for a difference of opinion aboutthat. But I maintain thatifany 
American statesman cherished the design of hindering and dis- 
abling the United States in the management of the heavy weight 
laid upon us by that treaty, it was his eb before it became a 

rt of the supreme law of the land, to exhaust his influence to 

efeat its ratification. That course was taken by some, notably 
by the former Speaker of this House, and by a venerable and pa- 
triotic Senator from New England, the sincerity of whose heart 
no man who knows him has ever questioned. 

Whether the somewhat caustic observations of the former 
Speaker or the earnest arguments of the eminent New England 
Senator were founded in wisdom or not. it is now at least a year 
too late to profitably inquire. They had, atall events, one qualit 
which enabled both of them to preserve the respect of mankind, 
and that was their definite conviction that the United States ought 
not to assume the sovereignty of the Philippine Islands, with the 
cares unavoidably involved, and its duties, both defined and im- 


plied, to the Kingdom of Spain, to the native inhabitants; and to 
the world at large. 

The war, by the total prostration of the enemy, was at an end; 
and no man ought to have advised the ratification of the treaty 
without a manly resolution in his heart to stand by his country 
in taking up the immeasurable load laid upon the United States 
by that solemn act of its Government. It is inconceivable that 
men who count themselves fit for the highest dignities of our na- 
tional life should have deliberately reckoned the party advantages 
of the situation, and advised the ratification of the treaty, not for 
the purpose of making it the law of the land, but for the miserable 
opportunity of harassing the Government in the interest of a po- 
litical party. 

Yet such was the reckless mental reservation of the political 
leader, who left his uniform in Florida, while he hastened to this 
capital to rally his followers to the support of the treaty of peace. 
Eyen in the excitement of the approaching campaign the moral 
characteristics of such a leadership will not altogether escape the 
attention of the American people; and when in other times, free 
from the prejudices of the hour, the depths of this degradation 
are truly measured, a judgment will be recorded in everlasting 
condemnation of so gross a betrayal of the national welfare for 
the sake of a temporary partisan advantage. Loud applause.] - 

Even now these advantages are not as profitable as they ap- 
peared a year ago, for the wisdom of the national policy has been 
emphasized by the indubitable folly of every project that has been 
offered in its place. At Paris we had the choice of giving the 
islands back to Spain, leaving them to fight it out with that unfor- 
tunate Kingdom, or providing for their independence, leaving 
them to fight it out among themselves, or assuming sovereignty 
in our own name and undertaking to administer their affairs on 
our own account. 

Nobody blames us for putting an end to the sovereignty of 
Spain, and even Mr. Bryan has been careful not to demand the 
withdrawal of our Army, leaving the islands to their fate; yet he 
appears to reject the only two propositions in connection with the 
subject that, according to my friend from Missouri [Mr. DE AR- 
MOND], have any sense in them, namely: That we shall stay there 
as in duty bound by the treaty, and administer their affairs; or 
that we shall leave them, notwithstanding the treaty, and let 
them work out their own salvation. 2 

The proposition which Mr. Bryan makes concedes that without 
us the islands would become a prey to those nations which are 
accustomed to protect the interests of their people in the out-of- 
the-way places of the world. He therefore asks us to first recog- 
nize the government of an insurgent tribe, representing only a 
small minority of the population of the islands, to commit the 
sovereignty which we acquired from Spain and which we hold in 
trust for several millions of people, embracing over sixty tribes, to 
the dictatorship of the military chieftains of a single one, and then 
stand off atour own expense with our Army and Navy, responsible 
for all that follows, but without a vestige of authority to direct 
the course of affairs. I undertake tosay that in the whole history 
of the world no such blatant stupidity has ever masqueraded for 
wisdom, even in the leadership of aforlorn politicalhope. [Great 
irene on the Republican side. : 

t may be set down for sure that, whatever else happens, this 
clumsy and unmanageablething will not happen. If we go, we will 
take our baggage with us [laughter], leaving the police duties of 
civilization, after our ignominious default of our treaty obliga- 
tions, to be performed by the nations interested. If we stay, we 
will stay in our own right, exercising the functions of our own 
Government, deriving our authority from the treaty which defines 
our responsibility. [Applause.] 

My own conviction, strengthened by months of solicitous in- 
quiry and confirmed in the unanimous report of the official board 
whose report has just been laid before Congress, is that we can 
not leave the Philippine Islands without surrendering the national 
character, without disowning the sacrifices we have made, with- 
out turning our backs on the mission of the Republic among the 
nations of the world. Our Navy is there, stilt glorious in the 
renown of its great sailors; our Army is there, patient and un- 
complaining amid the hardships of a strange land; our flag is there, 
with no stain upon it except the blood of the brave men who haye 
died in its defense. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

The open attack on the front of the national position made by 
the Democratic — 0 and its allies is already a failure, pitiable 
and complete. ven while it lasted it was more contemptible 
than formidable. It went into partnership with the fevers of the 
camp and tried to pick up a few votes at 8383 funeral; 
it sought to reap a profit from the quarrels of officers in both arms 
of the service and from the grievances of enlisted men; and even 
in the hour of victory it degraded the national reputation by filling 
the world with scandals and hearsays without decency or truth, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

It furnished enough votesin favor of the treaty of Paris to ratify 
it, and talk enough against it to encourage adventurers to make 
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an insurrection against the sovereignty which it established. It 
formed a combination with Aguinaldo, more tangible by far than 
the secret Anglo-Saxon alliance which will be found recorded in 
the dream book of that inimitable fortune teller from Missouri, 
who so often delights us with his tales of falling empires. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] By its terms Aguinaldo was todoall 
he could for the Democratic party, and the Democratic party was to 
do all it could for him a sort of mutual aid society, in which each 
depended on the success of the other, while both were movin 
swiftly in the direction of the bottomless pit, [Laughter an 
applause on the Republican side.] 

he time has come, in my judgment, for somebody to do some 
plain speaking in this House, and haying waited nearly three 
months for somebody else to come forward to attend to it, I pro- 
pose now to attend to it myself. [Applause.] The other day, 
passing through the city of Philadelphia, I took up the evening 
papers, and at the head of the column, in type an inch long, was 
** McKinley a murderer,” and reading down the column, I found 
that a gentleman whose name I can not recall, had denounced the 
President of the United States as a murderer, amid the applause 
of the United Anti-Imperialist Convention meeting there to cele- 
brate Washington's birthday, that great assembly, organized by 
dead men, and its exercises conducted on the floor by madmen. 
{Laughter and applause on the Republican side.] 

I made up my mind that if I could get an opportunity here I 
would read the orders of the President of the United States, that 
the world may know what manner of men these are whose wicked 
and reckless malice against their country does not even spare the 
Chief Magistrate of the United States. I hold in my hand the 
President's telegram to General Otis and to Admiral Dewey, of 
January 8, 1899, and I desire to read it in this House. 


To Oris and Dewey, Manila: 


We transmit to you the following message from the President: 
z ALGER, LONG. 


“Am most desirous that conflict be avoided. Your statement 
that a conflict ‘at Iloilo or other southern port means war in all 
the islands’ increases that desire. Such conflict most unfortu- 
nate, considering the present, and might have results unfavorable 
affecting the future. Glad you did not permit Miller to bring on 
a conflict. 

“Time given insurgents can not hurt us and must weaken and 
discourage them. They will come to see our benevolent purpose 
and recognize that before we can give their people good govern- 
ment our sovereignty must be complete and unquestioned. Tact 
and kindness most essential just now. Am sure you both, having 
full knowledge of situation, can be trusted to accomplish pur- 
poses of this Government with the least discord and friction. We 
accepted the Philippines from high any in the interest of their 
inhabitants and for humanity and civilization. Our sacrifices 
were with this high motive. 

We want to improve the condition of the inhabitants, securin 
them peace, liberty, and the pursuit of their highest good. Gla 
you are conferring with them in their unofficial capacity. Will 
send commissioners if you think desirable to cooperate with you 
both in your delicate task. They can not leave here for two weeks 
or report Manila for two months. Will send them as above on 
hearing from you. If possible to hasten repatriation of Spanish 
soldiers before treaty ratified, it will be done. You are masters 
of the situation there and must not relax your power or vigilance. 
Hope good counsel will prevail among the inhabitants and that 
you will find means to save bloodshed and restore tranquillity to 
that hg island. 

“ How is the health of Miller's command? 

“WILLIAM McKINLEY.” 


I desire toread also the following letter from General Otis to the 
insurgent commander, in which he calls his attention to the fact 
that he was under strict orders of the President to avoid conflict 
in every possible way: 


HEADQUARTERS DEPARTMENT OF THE PACIFIC 
AND EIGHTH ARMY Corps, 
Manila, Philippine Islands, January 9, 1899, 


Gen. EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Commanding Revolutionary Force, Malolos, 
Philippine Islands. 


GENERAL: I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your 
communication of to-day, and am much pleased at the action you 
have taken. I greatly regret that you have notaclear under- 
standing of my position and motives, and trust that my explana- 
tion, assisted by the conference I have invited, will make them 
clear to you. 

In my official capacity I am merely the agent of the United 
States Government to conduct its affairs under the limits which 
its Constitution, laws, precedents, and specific instructions pre- 
scribe. I have not the authority to recognize any natio or 


civil power not already formally recognized by my Government, 
unless specially authorized so to do by the instructions of the 
Executive of the United States, For this reason I was unable to 


receive officially the representatives of the revolutionary govern- 
ment, and endeavored to make that inability clear to the distin- 
guished gentlemen with whom I had the pleasure to converse a 
feweveningssince. You will bear witness that my course through- 
out my entire official connection with affairs here has been con- 
sistent, and it has pained me that I have not been able to receive 
and answer communications of the cabinet officers of the govern- 
ment at Malolos, fearing that I might be erroneously charged 
with lack of courtesy. 

Permit me now briefly, General, to speak of the serious misun- 
derstanding which exists between the Filipino people and the rep- 
resentatives of the United States Government, and which [ hope 
that our commissioners, by thorough discussion, may be able to 
dispel. I sincerely believe that all desire peace and harmony, and 
yet, by the machinations of evil-disposed persons, we have been 
influenced to think that we occupy the ition of adversaries. 
The Filipinos appear to be of the opinion that we meditate attack, 
while I am under the strict orders of the President of the United 
States to avoid conflict in every way possible. 

My troops, witnessing the earnestness, the comparatively dis- 
turbed and unfriendly attitude, of the revolutionary troops and 
many of the citizens of Manila, conclude that active hostilities 
have been determined upon, although it must be clearly within 
the comprehension of unprejudiced and 5 minds that the 
welfare and happiness of the Philippine people md upon the 
friendly protection of the United States. The hand of Spain was 
forced, and she has acknowledged before the world that all her 
camen rights in this country have departed by due process of 


W. 

This treaty acknowledgment, with the conditions which accom- 
pany it, awaits ratification of the Senate of the United States, and 
the action of its Congress must also be secured before the Execu- 
tive of that Government can proclaim a definite policy. That 
policy must conform to the will of the people of the United States 
expressed through its representatives in Congress. For that ac- 
tion the Filipino people should wait, at least, before severing the 
existing friendly relations. I am governed by a desire to further 
the interests of the Filipino people, and shall continue to labor 
with that end in view. There shall be no conflict of forces if I 
am able to avoid it, and still I shall endeavor to maintain a posi- 
tion to meet all emergencies that may arise. 

Permit me to subscribe myself, General, with the highest respect, 

Your most obedient servant, 
E. 8. OTIS, 


Major-General, U. S. Vols., Commanding. 

A year agoon this floor I was jeered by my Democratic col- 
leagues because I refused to advise a policy of force against the 
Philippine people. I did not then know that for months our boys 
had borne in silent humiliation the taunts and jeers and insults 
of this mob of swift-footed warriors. I did not know that the 
President of the United States had commanded both our Army 
and Navy under no circumstances to make an attack, but to treat 
these people with kindness and consideration and make known to 
them the good will and friendly purposes of our Government. I 
did not then know the objects with which that armed horde was 
encamped on the suburbs of Manila; nor did I understand the 
motive and form of that unique system of government by which 
a self-appointed leader of the Tagal tribe, in virtue of a const“ 
tution which he wrote himself in a Chinese boarding house in 
Hongkong, had become the head of an imaginary Philippine re- 

ublic, 

p But whatever my desire to avoid the necessity of waging war on 
Aguinaldo’s army may have been, I never have been even tempted 
to regret that our little garrison lying in the mud in the outskirts 
of Manila refused to run from them. [Applause.] And from 
that day I assert, with the unanimous report of the Philippine 
Commission in my hand, that nothing has been done there that 
has not been necessary to secure for our Government the respect 
and obedience which belong to it. Farben 

No American army ever volunteered for a service more ardu- 
ous; none ever had a better right to look to their countrymen at 
home for ee e and sympathy; none ever earned a higher 
title to the love of a generous people. In camp and garrison, on 
the march and in the field, in the tangle of swamps and over the 
passes of untraveled mountains they have borne the flag of the 
American Republic—that flag which never yet stood and never 
os stand for anything except the liberty of men, [Loud ap- 
plause. 

That little army of volunteers stayed in the service nearly a 
year after the term of their enlistment had expired. When the 
returning regiments came back they were welcomed with all the 
signs of pe honor in every city and village from San Francisco 
to their homes, and the President of the United States did not 
think it below the dignity of his office to leave this capital and 


go out to meet the men who had served the nation, take each one 
of them by the hand, and to him in words of appreciation 
and gratitude. [Applause. 

With gracious pathy he consoled the sorrow of those whose 
loved ones had en in battle or died in the hospitals of disease, 
and in the presence of the living he comforted broken hearts with 
this sentiment, native to the feelings of kindly and patriotic men 


everywhere, They died on the altar of their country.” [Ap- 
plause.] A few days later the Omaha World-Herald, Mr. Bryan’s 
perso an in Nebraska, printing the Associated Press cable 


containing General Otis's official list of the dead and wounded 
(l have a copy of the paper before me), set over it, in jest and 
mimicry of the President's gentle words, this infamous headline: 
“Still dying on the altar,“ and then follows the pathetic roll of 
pE poor boys fallen in a land of strangers in the discharge of a 
soldier’s duty. 

I have been accused of calling men traitors, though I never did. 
I mye every man the same right to his views that I claim for my- 
self. I have been accused of calling men copperheads, though I 
never did. I recognize every man’s right to his own opinions, 
But if I had done so in a case like this, I would apologize to the 
old rebels of the South and the old copperheads of the North, for 
I declare here that political degradation never before fell so low as 
to turn into jest and ridicule the death reports of the army either 
North or South. [Loud applause. ] 

A few days ago in this city, in a stately ceremonial, his com- 
rades carried to Arlington the bravest of the brave. It was he 
who, at the time when the printing presses of America were busy 
with deeds of valor ished in manuscript by gentlemen who 
performed them, standing before the multitude at Macon, could 
only say, I am not an orator; I am a soldier. I am not a hero; I 
am a Regular.“ [Applause] 

What right have people living under the shelter of our laws to 
embitter the service of a man like that as he rides under un- 
friendly skies, careless even of his life, at the head of an American 
command? Is it not a shame that this old soldier, who for forty 
years had obeyed the orders of this Government, receiving hardly 
enough to support his family and educate his children, with no 
ambition except to do his duty, should in his last great campaign 
hear messages from home so filled with banter and criticism and 

h that his heart sank within him, and in his agony of 
t, soing the shadow upon him, he wrote the words I am 
about to read? 

I wish to God that this whole Philippine situation could be known by every 
one in America as I know it. If the real history, inspiration, and conditions 
of this insurrection, and the influences, local and external, that now encour- 
age the enemy, as well as the actual possibilities of these islands and peoples 
and their relations to this great East could be understood at home, we would 


hear no more of unjust “shooting of government“ into the Filipinos or 
of hauling down our flag in the Philippines. 
If the so-called anti-imperialists 


cause confirmed 
continuance of the fighting is chiefly due to reports that are sent out from 


America. 

Standing by the ve of Henry W. Lawton, I appeal to the 
patriotic ons of my countrymen without regard to politics to 
put an end to the pestilent fire in the rear which for nearly two 

has followed our Army in the Philippines, filling the hearts 
of our own soldiers with des and the hearts of their enemy with 
comfort and cheer, [Loud applause. ] 

But the failure of the front sitar has not discouraged the ene- 
mies of the national Administration. They have other resources, 
and it is not remarkable that they have at length undertaken a 
movement by the flank, bringing into action a dilapidated batte 
of condemned cannon and open: g on the Republican works wit 
a smoothbore interpretation of the law, in the expectation of 
making the tion of the Government uncomfortable, if not 
untenable. {Laughter on the Republican side.] 

There are some timid souls who think that the leaders of the 
Democratic Vag ate going to be able to scare the American peo- 
ple out of the Philippine Islands by pounding their commercial 

rospects to death with a copy of the Constitution of the United 
States, annotatedinthehandwritingof John C. Calhoun. [Laugh- 
ter and applause on the Republican side.] Such persons may be 
pardoned for expressing their surprise that this question has been 
permitted to rise. 

In the face of a united and disciplined enemy, how could we 
help it coming up? You say you are surprised. Well, I am not. 
I never saw but one day in my life when I thought we would get 
any help from the Democratic party in managing this business, and 
that was the day when my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] got 
up and pledged everybody to stand by the Governmentin the 

ban intervention. My faith in that distinguished young states- 
man lasted just three days; for when we brought in a bill to pay 
the expenses of it, he went all to pieces because we declined to feed 
the Army and float the Navy on the seigniorage in the Treasury. 
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fang) He did not resent our failure to coin the bullion. 
e did not seem to want that coined. He wanted to coin the 
seigniorage—that is, the atmosphere that surrounds the bullion. 
[Laughter on the Republican side.] 

I can not, therefore, share in this surprise; knowing the Demo- 
cratic y as I do, I have never since that allowed myself to in- 
dulge the hope that the nation would get through the vast under- 
d eh abe out of the Cuban intervention without sooner or 
later finding the entire o ization out of breath and red in the 
face, with the Dred Scott decision in one hand and holding on for 
dear life to your Uncle Samuel's coat tails with the other. agh- 
ter on the Republican side, } 

Ihave nos to express, no complaint, and, as events have 
8 not even a regret. The fact is that, like nearly every- 
body I prefer the Democratic party in its habitual attitude 
of belaboring the policy of its adv 
clothed with authority, helplessly struggli 
own. [Laughter.] It shows off our system of government toa 
better advan to have the Democratic party on the outside, 
howling to get in, than to have them on the inside, with everybody 
ite ey led awaiting the expiration of their term of office. 

ughter. 

It is impossible, even with the best management, to keep them 
from occasionally getting in, but such a thing does not commonly 
happen when important pages are being added to the national 
history—such pages as from decade to decade have glorified the 
last forty years in the life of the Republic. [Applause.] It is not 
an accident that everyone of them has been written by the Repub- 
lican porty eray page, every line, every word. Our Democratic 
friends have only managed to work in a few punctuation points 
on us—a comma here, a semicolon there, an exclamation here, an 
interrogation there, with a full stop in 1892, at least so far as our 
worldly interests were concerned. [Continued laughter. ] 

My friend from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], and I am glad to see his 
saintly and benevolent face before me [laughter], in glancing 
back the other day over the roll of c Presidents never 
allowed his eyes to rest until he got to James Buchanan. Henever 
even looked at the man for whose election he did what he could 
three different times—twice successfully, once when it did not 
count, and once when it did; the man who, from the defeat of 
James G. Blaine to the carnival of soup and rags that followed 
the election of 1892, bestrode the narrow world 9 poli- 
ties like a Colossus, while the petty men who now ignore his ex- 
istence walked underneath his huge legs and peeped about to 
find themselves a comfortable berth. [Laughter.] 

What has become of this obscure hero of 88 victories, 
that my friend from Missouri should stand here for two hours 

iving his attention to all sorts and conditions of men, from 
us and Augustus Cæsar to Philip of Macedon and Dr. John- 

son's indispensable widow, without even mentioning the most 
conspicnous name in the poll list of his anti-imperialist associates? 
You say that he betrayed the sacred cause. Be not deceived. He 
never did a thing to silver which he had not publicly promised to 
do before you either nominated him or elected him. What, then, 
was the matter with him? I will tell you. The time had come 
for a change of base, and Mr. Cleveland was left . the bag 
while his boon companions in the glorious work of tariff reform 
one by one departed fcr fresh fields and pastures new. [Laughter.] 

To-day the Democratic party, in a similar strait, is under the 
necessity either to retire from business or to reassort its principles 
and find one not yet shopworn in the bankrupt stock of American 
politics, warranted to last at least throughonecampaign. [Laugh- 
ter on the Republican side.] And Mr. Bryan would have been 
left holding the bag too, if he had not, with an instinct decidedly 
professional, comprehended, in a dim sort of way, in the leisure of 
camp life in Tampa, that an important step in the history of the 
United States was about to be taken and that his party would 
need somebody rienced in the strategy of Democratic warfare 
to manage the md of the procession. [Laughter.] 

I do not dispute his qualifications for the place. The man who 
dug his way out of the débris of the Wilson tariff law, and inside 
of three years pasted the label on a new remedy and actually got 
more than 6,000,000 of his countrymen to take it down, needs 
no instruction from Boston to qualify him to superintend the 
little jobs that the Democratic party is now engaged in setting 
on 1 States of America. [Laughter on the Repub- 

ican side. 

Gentlemen, with all respect to such of our boys on this side as 
pare KOA into the labyrinth of the Constitution and are not ex- 

back [laughter], I say here publicly that our Republican 

orces in this House hold themselves ready to meet any maneuver 
of the Demoeratic party—front, flank, or rear. [Applause on the 
Republican side.] We do not deny that a question of law is in- 
volved here. In fact, we think that we have been studying this 
uestion of law a good many months before some of the folks on 
this side who refuse to take our opinion about it heard that such 
a question was up. I am quite sure that may be said of the 


„rather than to see it 
with a policy of its 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD HOUSE. z 


2347 


responsible officers connected with the Administration of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States. 

I ask the membership of the organization which we love and 
have served for so many years, is it not fair to give the old Repub- 
lican party a chance for its life by allowing this question to 
from this place, where it can be debated but not determined, to 
that tribunal where it can be both argued and decided? [Lond 
applause on both sides of the House. | 1 

say to my Republican colleagues that if the Constitution of 
the United States bears the interpretation that has been given to 
it by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], if that is what it 
means, then we might as well recognize that our Democratic 
friends have driven us into a position where our national policy, 
if not made untenable, is at least increased in difficulty a thou- 
sand fold; and I beg the men who have loved the Republican 
party not to contribute to its discomfiture now. [Derisive ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

I had a good deal rather have the derisive applause of the Dem- 
ocratic party on this floor under these conditions than to bein the 

ition of the gentleman on my own side [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] who 
eee on a few days’ notice, gave his favorite exhibition of 
Japanese jugglery, keeping a hundred decisions of the Supreme 
Court in the air at once for the entertainment and comfort of the 
Democratic party in this House. [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] 

It will be seen that this question contains more than a commer- 
cial problem; it contains also problems of citizenship and civil 

vernment. If itis allowed that this territory, ceded to us under 

e treaty stipulation, leaving the political status of its native 
inhabitants to be determined by Congress, became at once a part 
of the United States, and its population citizens of the United 
States, in the full sense of the word, by the spontaneous transition 
of the Constitution, then this bill is subject to the objection that 
it contravenes the supreme law of the land. 

If ourtariff laws, our labor laws, our bankruptcy laws, our inter- 
nal-revenue laws, and immigration laws, and all kindred national 
policies are swallowed up in the amalgamation of newly acquired 
territory, brought about instantly by virtue of the Constitution, 
a respectability is added to the protest against the extension of 
national boundaries which is wanting in most of the arguments 
which have been brought forward on that subject. It is hard to 
overestimate the importance of such a question, because if the 
position taken by the Democratic party here is sound, the trouble 
of administering the trust which the United States has assumed 
is multiplied so many times as to almost baffle the strength and 
fortitude of the American people. 

A diligent investigation, begun more than a year ago, has con- 
vinced me that the power 8 conf on Congress ‘* to 
dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations 8 
the territory and other property belonging to the United States” 
creates an ample prerogative, restricted in no way except as Mr. 
Justice Bradley said in the Mormon Church case, speaking for 
the Supreme Court, by those fundamental limitations in favor of 
personal rights which exist more by inference from the general 
spirit of the Constitution than by an express and direct applica- 
tion of its provisions. 

In quoting this opinion of Mr. Justice Bradley the other day 
my friend from Nevada [Mr. NEwLAnpDs] in the course of his able 
argument described it as a loose opinion, although such expres- 
sions run through several decisions of the Supreme Court, and 
are used in substance by Mr. Webster in his speech in the Senate 
in 1849, when he discussed at great length the power of Congress 
in dealing with the territory of the United Sta 

The proposition of law which Mr. Webster made near the end 
of his career simply matured the judgment which he brought to 
the argument of the case of the American Insurance Company vs. 
Canter, an argument in which Chief Justice Marshall and Mr. 
Justice Story acquiesced in the opinion which has been so often 
cited in this debate, making that case, so far as I am concerned, 
a sufficient authority for all that we claim here now; for in it the 

test lawyer of America won to the support of his contention 

e greatest judges in the history of our Supreme Court. 

I donot intend to enter at length into a consideration of thelaw 
cases which have filled this debate with so vast an 3 of 
legal learning. The gentleman from Texas has brought forward 
no new light on these questions, and I think has cited no cases 
which have not been presented by his own colleagues in earlier 
stages of the debate, and answered more fully than I can hope to 
answer them by the chairman of the committee [Mr. Pavesi, by 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], the gentleman 

from Illinois [Mr. Hor RNS], and by others who have addre 
themselves to the legal aspects of this question. k 

Nor can I forebear to refer to the profound historical researches 
that have been laid before the House by my colleague from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Tawnry] and my colleague from Kansas [Mr. Lone], 
and I desire especially to record the obligation which all studen 
of this subject are under to the distinguished gentleman from 


Minnesota, Judge ‘Morris e who more than two weeks 


ago gave the House the benefit of a conscientious study of these 
questions in their legal aspect in an argument which can hardly 
be described as less monumental in the breadth of its learn- 
ing and the diligence of its edn, weep 

f the position of the committee not been justified by what 
has already been said, it would be a vain presumption on my part 
to try to repair the shortcomings of the great lawyers who for 
months have searched and countersearched these decisions of the 
Supreme Court to find the truth of this matter. As I have already 
said, the confidence of my own mind rests mny upon the opinion 
recorded on the subject by that great son of New England who, 
while he belonged to a generation later than that which framed 
the Constitution, knew more about that instrument, about the 
history of it, the philosophy of it, the purpose of it, than any other 
man who ever lived, 

The other day I walked into the chamber of the Supreme Court 
and sat down to meditate, I felt the force of what I heard my 
friend from Pennsylvania, Judge BUTLER, say not long since. He 
said that he had been in Congress a while without either 
having an opportunity to s in public or to think in solitude. 
[Laughter.] So I went over there while the speaking was going 
esis to sit down in the deserted chamber and think a little in 
solitude. 

On their pedestals about the chamber I saw the images of the 
great judges who have presided in that tribunal, and as I looked 
upon the haggard face of Chief Justice Taney, whose bust Charles 
Sumner for ten years denied the right to stand there in marble, 
where he had so long presided, I could not refrain from harborin 
a regret that any Republican should find it necessary to commi 
the fortunes of his party to the mercy of that court's decision in 
the case of Sandford vs. Scott. 

As I sat there looking upon the figures in the niches, it did not 
require a very active fancy to fill the place with the shadows of 
the mighty men who in another generation contended there in the 
arena of debate. There was Webster, profoundest of all in his 
knowledge of the law, blindest of all in anticipating the movement 
of our population toward the Pacific, who filled the old Senate 
Chamber of the United States with an intellectual splendor which 
lights up those narrow walls unto this day. On the aoe side 
sat John C. Calhoun, pure in character, the acutest intellect which 
slavery had nurtured. And behind both of them was sitti 
Thomas H. Benton, the historian of the national development, an 
the strongest single intellectual force yet contribu to the na- 
tional councils from the territory which Thomas Jefferson bought 
from the First Consul of France. [Applause. 

If these three men can not tell us what the law of the national 
growth is, it is in vain for us to ransack the reports and pile 
precedent on precedent to find the truth. I undertake to settle 
the question without leaving the presence of these three men. 
What does Mr. Calhoun say? He says that the Constitution of 
the United States covers all the Territories and that the iar 
form of property in slaves recognized by the Constitution is under 
the protection of that instrument wherever it goes. Not so, says 
Daniel Webster. 

gress b 3 
OEN and F 
fit. Itis subject, of course, to the rules of justice and propriety, brt it is 
under no constitutional restraint. (Works of Webster, Little & Brown, vol- 
ume 5, 311; 1851.) 

And as the two great leaders grow warm in the controversy, 
Thomas H. Benton comes up, having been contemporaneous with 
the t events which first raised these questions, and, with his 
notebook in hand, says: 

History can not class higher than as a vagary of a diseased 
this imputed self-acting and self-extending of the Constitution. 
stitution does nothing of itself, not even in the States for which it was made. 
Every part of it req a law to put it into operation. No part of it can 
reach a Territory unless imparted to it by an act of Congress. (Thirty 
Years in the United States Senate, volume 2, page 713.) 

My friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] says that the men who 
made this Constitution never had the view of it that we have. 
Well, now, if that is so, it is important. The men who made the 
Constitution probably knew pretty nearly what it meant. And 
80, anticipating that there would be so many people seeking ideas 
on this question that I could not get a book in the Library 
5 , I sent home for the letters of Gouverneur Morris. 

ow, Gouverneur Morris was quite a man in his time. He knew 
so much about this business that our fathers, after they got the 
Constitution made, asked him to write it over so that it would 
sound well and be intelligible to the ear of posterity. He did that. 
In his life and letters it appears that Gouverneur Morrisclaimed to 
be, and nobody denied it, the author of that section of the Consti- 
tution to which my distinguished friend from North Carolina [Mr. 
LINNEY] alluded a moment ago, which provides for the disposi- 
tion and government of the Territories of the United States; and 
it he wrote that section he probably knew what it meant. At 
least, if he did not and a question arose on the subject, I would not 
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desire to be called in to settle the controversy." He said, writing 
to Henry W. Livingston on the 4th day of December, 1803: 

Ialways thought that when we should acquire Canada and Louisiana it 
would be proper to govern them as provinces and allow them no voice in our 
councils. In wording the third section of the fourth article I went as far as 
circumstances would admit to establish the exclusion. 

Now, my friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] says 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Will the gentleman finish that quota- 
tion? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Yes. 

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. He says that he did not dare to can- 
STR avow what he had in view. [Applause on the Democratic 
side. 

102 DOLLIVER. But my friend left the impression on the 
House that the fathers of the Constitution intended to deal only 
with the Territories that they then had. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I said fathers; the gentleman has men- 
tioned one father. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. He is a father qualified by his connection 
with this particular section to interpret the meaning of it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. He admitsin that very same letter that 
he dare not reveal to the country what he desired. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Iintend to print the whole letter. My friend 
said that the fathers intended to limit the power of Con to 
the Territories which the United States then ow, I 
find a letter to Henry W. Livingston from Gouverneur Morris in 
November, 1803, in which he says—— 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Will the gentleman not finish the sen- 
tence which he read in part? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not wish the thread of my remarks to 


be 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I know it would spoil what you have 
said. 8 on the Democratic side. } 

Mr. DOLLIVER. By no means. The whole letter is as follows: 

MORRISANTIA, December 4, 1893. 

DEAR SIR: A circumstance which turned up in conversation yesterday has 
to read over your letter of the 3d of November, and my answer 
of the I perceive now that I mistook the drift of your uty which 
is substantially whether the Congress can admit, as a new State, territory 
which did not Teina to the United States when the Constitution was made. 
In my opinion they can not. 

I always thought that when we should acquire Canada and Louisiana it 


would be proper to govern them as provinces and allow them no voice in our 


councils. In wording the third section of the fourth article I went as far as 
circumstances would permit to establish the exclusion. Candor obliges me 
toadd my belief that had it been more pointedly expressed a strong oppo- 


sition would have been made. 
I am, etc., GOUVERNEUR MORRIS. 

Not only so, but on the 28th of November, 1803, writing to Liv- 
8 uverneur Morris says, referring to this identical sec- 

on: 

Iam very certain that I had it not in contemplation to insert a decree de 
coercendo imperio. 

Does my friend catch the meaning of that? aughter. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Iunderstand law and Latin both. The 
gentleman from Iowa seems to understand neither. [Laughter 
on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If my acquaintance with either were of the 
same grade as the gentleman's, I would be glad to lay aside any 


claim to the knowledge of both. ughter on the Republican 
side.] Gouverneur Morris says he bad in 3 no proyi- 
sion for the limitation of territory, and adds distinctl t he 


looked forward to a time when North America would be an- 
nexed, and added: 

Happy, indeed, if the lust of dominion stops there.—Life and Writings of 
Gouverneur Morris (Sparks), Volume III, 185. 

To my mind, the best way to get at what the fathers meant by 
those sections of the Constitution which relate to the power of 
Congress over territory is to find out what they themselves did 
when they came to deal with the region northwest of the Ohio 
River, with Louisiana, and with East and West Florida. In all 
these shearer pe they had to deal with the rights not only of native 
races, but of a mixed population, speaking a variety of languages, 
and for the most part without qualifications to participate in a 
government based upon such a Constitution as ours. It is fortu- 
nate that our pathway is, at least in a measure, lighted up by the 
experience of our ancestors. They did not hesitate to do whatever 
was necessary to be done ta lay the foundations of social order and 
stable government without the slightest constraint arising from 
morbid interpretations of their legal duty. 

It will require no extraordinary wisdom on our part to give to 
the Philippine Islands a freer government than Thomas Jefferson 
gave to Louisiana, or James Monroe, by means of the dictatorship 
of bluff old Andrew Jackson, gave to the Floridas. And if we 
manage to keep as close to the Constitution of the United States 
as the men kept who saw it made and helped to put it in opera- 
tion, we may expect to live through the storm of pedantic criti- 
cism which now fills the air in both Houses of Congress. 

My friend from Texas [Mr. BAILEY], with the Dred Scott de- 
cision before him, finds no power in Congress to acquire territory, 


except for the purpose of DIANE new States out of it. But again 
and again Chief Justice Marshall declared that the power to make 
war and the power to make treaties, each of them, includes the 
power to acquire and govern territory. 

These powers are of the essence of political sovereignty. Can 
absurdity go any further than to claim that in entering into a 
war the Government is required to stop in the field and inquire 
into the fitness of territory to be used as raw material for States? 
It is at liberty to exercise the rights that belong to a war-making 
power. Besides all this, it is evident to anyone who carefully 
peruses the debates incident to the Louisiana treaty that there 
was more doubt about the right of the Governmentto make States 
out of that territory than there was about the right of Mr. Jeffer- 
son to acquire it, even after he himself had soughtin vain for con- 
stitutional authority to do so. 

Fortunately for mankind, he was not a constitutional lawyer; 
but he had an intuitive foresight which enabled him to feel and 
know the inner springs of the national development. I can not 
imagine him taking the position that the organic law, made for 
themselves by the people of the United States, was intended to be 
applicable to the population of every Territory which the United 
States miens subsequently acquire. On the other hand, he is 
known to have had convictions strictly opposite as to the author- 
ity of written constitutions. 

In a letter to Madison, preserved in volume 3, page 102, of Jef- 
ferson’s Works, he says: 


That every constitution and every law naturally 
Sar eee years. If it be enforced longer, it is an 


ires at the end of 
of force and not of 


That is an extreme statement, not to be tolerated for a moment, 
but there lies behind it one of the profoundest principles of juris- 
prudence, and that is that all constitutions and all laws are to be 
construed and, if need be, broadened by interpretation to fill the 
measure of the needs and aspirations of the national life. 

So that, in truth, the best commentary on the Constitution is 
found in the history of the Republic in its struggle toward the 
fulfillment of his high calling in the midst of the ages. In sucha 
light how small the argument seems which proposes to settle the 
national problems of this generation by a side remark of Chief 
Justice Marshall in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, a suit for 
the recovery of one Gelding in the District of Columbia, decided 
offhand without argument, nearly a century ago. 

And what I have said of Loughborough vs. Blake, which has 
become in the hands of these Democratic oracles of the law so 

t a case, is true also of a large majority of the decisions which 
fave been resurrected for our instruction in this debate. Not one 
of them was made in view of the stupendous facts that now sur- 
round the national situation and thereis not one of them that will 
not be set aside by the Supreme Court of the United States if it 
ap to stand in the path of the national pro 

or, after all, much as I revere the opinions of Daniel Webster, 
opinions fit to guide the Supreme Court of the United States, as 
they usually did when Marshall presided, I prefer to found the 

at contention which we make here on the history of the United 
States, recorded in the acts of Congress in relation to Territories 
from time to time, and on the unanswerable documents that pre- 
serve the dealings of our fathers with the vast ions on this 
continent, which they acquired by treaty with foreign nations. 

And so I leave the judges and the lawyers contending before 
them, and in summon Thomas H. Benton, with his notebook 
in his hand, to testify what the fathers monght and what the 
fathers did on the question which has been so ably argued by my 
friend from Texas. I will read from Thirty Yearsin the United 


States Senate, and I will tell yon what I am going to read about. 


In 1822 the Territory of Florida was o ized, and while the bill 
was before Congres Mr. Mon ery, of Kentucky, proposed an 
amendment to the effect that all the principles of the Constitution 


and all prohibitions as to legislation ‘‘should be declared applica- 
ble to such Territory as paramount acts.” 
The resolution was as follows: 


And be it further enacted, That all the ee sea of the United States Con- 
stitution for the security of civil and religious freedom, and for the security 
of property, and the sacredness of rights to things in action; and all the pro- 
hibitions to legislation, as well with respect to Congress as the legislatures of 
the States, be, and the same are hereby declared to be. applicable to the said 
aana as paramount acts. (Annals of Congress, Seventeenth Congress, 
first on, volume 2, page 1374.) 


This was voted down by an overwhelming majority, and Mr. 
Benton records his impressions of the case in these words: 


This prompt rejection of Mr. Montgomery's proposition shows what the 
Congress of 1822 thought of the right of Territories to the enjoyment of any 
tof the Constitution of the United States. * * * The only question 
tween Mr. Montgomery's poponun and the clause already in the bill 
was as to the tenure by which these rights should be held—whether under 
the Constitution of the United States or under a law of Congress and the 
And the decision was that they should be held under the 


1900. 


was tantamount to the express declaration: You shall have those principles 
which are in the Constitution, but not as a constitutional right; not even as 
a grant under the Constitution, but as a justice flowing from our discretion, 
and doen ce imposed by the treaty which transferred you to our sov- 
ereignty. 

Jou will see how completely that corresponds with the opinion 
of Daniel Webster, how completely it corresponds with the words 
of Mr. Justice Bradley in the Mormon Church case, and how fully 
it justifies usin the belief that we may go forward in our work 
of governing the island possessions which have come under our 
flag, with no prohibitions upon us except those which belong to our 
institutions and which are inseparable from the spirit and princi- 
ples of the Government under which we live. But some men say 
this is despotism! This isimperialism! This is the end of free 
government. 

I have no fellowship with such an opinion. It impeaches the 
national character and puts upon the American people an inex- 
cusable libel. My Ena from Missouri 1 CLARK] has said on 
this floor that the United States is not fit to go any where or to 
undertake any duty, and invoking the names of the martyrs of 
liberty in every age whose sacrifices have made the American Re- 
public what it is, he pleads with us to use our heritage like a mess 
of pottage, for ourselves and our posterity. He stood here for a 
long time explaining the weak points about the United States. 

He attacked Pennsylvania, he attacked Illinois, and many of the 
Southern States; but he saved the vials of his polite wrath for the 
State in which he was born, the old Commonwealth of Kentucky. 
He pointed out the miseries of their present condition, the strife 
of parties and factions, and used that State to demonstrate that 
the American people are unfit for any high mission in the world 
in the century that is about to open. Iwas sorry to hear him take 
such a view of the country in which he lives. 

I believe that, without intending it, he had misjudged even the 
State of Kentucky. I think that I have as decided convictions 
about the rottenness in Denmark of cag sage 2 politics as my friend 
from Missouri can possibly have; but in all my reflection about 
the condition of society there I have never thought to measure 
its moral value by its crimes and its failures and its misfortunes. 
I prefer to reckon up the countless homes all over that State where 
humble men and women, sound at heart, are daily doing their 
duty in the world. 

hen I think of Kentucky I do not have in mind the ruffian 
and the outlaw or the election machinery that brings to the front 
the thieves of one party and assassins of the other. I think of the 
homestead where Henry Clay lived and of the log hut in which 
Abraham Lincoln was born. [Loud applause.] And so, when I 
think of our great country, I do not measure its moral possibilities 
at the level of its vices and its crimes; these do not make up the 
character of our country. 

I think of 79,000,000 people living in peace and contentment, 
doing the sober work of life, exemplifying the homely domestic 
virtues, and bringing up a race of -fearing men and women 
who are to make the world better for their livinginit. Itis these 
that make up the moral estate of the nation and that fit the Ameri- 
can Republic for the nobler work that has been given it to do, 
[Applause.] If I had an opinion of the United States like that 
which my friend from Missouri has so often expressed on this 
rpe A 5 ae be strongly tempted to move to that State myself. 

aughter. 

Another gentleman rises here and says that the Republican 
party is trampling on the Declaration of Independence. A state- 
ment like that, made by anybody who in deed and in truth be- 
lieves in the Declaration of Independence, is entitled to receive 
consideration. If any Republican has ever said a word here or 
elsewhere in light or trifling regard for that document, I am sorry 
for it, for after more than a century that great charter remains 
the most priceless possession in the political riches of the world. 

We may count ourselves happy if, in dealing witn the varied 
stages of civilization which have come under our jurisdiction, we 
are able to follow in the footsteps of the men who signed the 
Declaration and gave to mankind the manuscript of equal rights, 

Every year since I have been a member of this House I have 
gone at least once to the library of the State Department to look 
neon the original draft of the Declaration in the handwriting of 
Thomas Jefferson, with its erasures and interlineations. By its 
side, also in Mr. Jefferson’s handwriting, is the rude drawing of 
the monument which he desired to be erected to his memory, to- 
gether with the inscription he wished to have carved upon it. He 
asked to be remembered, first of all, as the author of the Declara- 
tion of Independence, a title surely to an immortality which be- 
longs to only a few of the great names of history. 

I yield to no man in my reverence for that handwriting, and the 
only favor I have to ask of those gentlemen who are now usin 
that document to waylay the pr of civil liberty in the earth 
is to concede to the author of the Declaration of Independence at 
least the same right to interpret it and apply its meaning in prac- 
tical affairs which they arrogate to themselves; for no sooner had 
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Mr. Jefferson established the Territorial government of Louisiana 
than this exact question arose. > 

The consent of the inhabitants was neither sought nor obtained; 
and even before the President had entered upon the task of ad- 
ministering their local government, memorials began to pour in 
upon both Houses of Congress 3 against the despotism 
which had been established. There were Frenchmen and Span- 
iards, frontiersmen, and Indian tribes, and in the shadow of every 
settlement and garrison there crouched a figure which in years to 
come was to play a bloody part in the tragedy of the national af- 
fliction—the abject and pisaba figure of the negro slave. 

The 3 quoted the Declaration of Independence in the 
face of the man who wrote it, and, strange to say, one of their 
grievances was that the act of Congress had cut them off from the 
blessings of the slave trade. Their complaints, While without 
effect on the policy of the Government, did not fail to excite the 
sympathy of men who concealed their malice inst the Admin- 
istration in their noisy declamations on the subject of human lib- 
erty. 8 

. Burr was one of these, whose love of freedom and hatred 
of despotism were so elaborate that they brought him into the 
district court of the United States to be tried for treason against 
his country. In the midst of the storm Mr. Jefferson, upon whose 
grave is written the epitaph Author of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence,” uttered these words of rebuke, applicable to-day as 
they were in 1803 to the masters of craft and cunning who seek to 
turn its principles to the service of chaos and anarchy: 

Although it is acknowledged— 

Said he, speaking of the doctrines of the Declaration of Inde- 
pendence as applied to Louisiana 
that our new fellow-citizens are yet as incapable of self-government as chil- 
dren, yet some can not bring themselyes to suspend its principles for a single 
moment. 

The Democratic national convention has been called to meet on 
the Fourth of July in order to emphasize their love for the rights 
of races which, in the words of Mr. Jefferson, „are yet as incapa- 
ble of self-government as children.” If they will have the man- 
hood to put into their platform a single sentence 3 the 
political movement which in five Democratic States has nullified 
the great amendments to our Constitution, taken away from mil- 
lions of people the right to be consulted in the government of the 
community where they were born, and established a white man’s 
oligarchy with hardly a principle of popular institutions left in 
it, it would have a tendency at least to save that masquerade of 
false pretenses at Kansas City from the laughter of the world, 
[Applause on the Republican side.] 

Another gentleman stands up here and says: Judge a tree by 
its fruits; your polity has already destroyed the freedom of the 
press.” I deny it. hat prompts a statement like that? I will 
tell you. The fact that we have not allowed military intelli- 
gence to be telegraphed to this country from the seat of war, in 
order that it may be recabled to the insurgents on the island of 
Luzon for their information, leads my friend to get up here and 
say that we have entered into a conspiracy to strangle the free- 
dom of the press. 

A free press is a part of the Republican faith, because the party 
has learned by experience that in the noise of controversy men are 
most likely to find the truth. Free s h and a free press—the 
Republican party has nothing to fear trom these. When it came 
into existence it found Democratic mobs stoning William Lloyd 
Garrison in the streets of Boston and driving John Greenleaf 
Whittier out of New England villages; and history will not for- 
get that the great leaders of the Republican party came to man- 
hood after the little printing press at Alton had been thrown into 
the Mississippi River and the blood of Elijah P. Lovejoy, shed 
in its defense, had become the inspiration of song and story in the 
legends of patriotism and liberty. [Loud sepa! 

Another gentieman says, Youhave already got on your hands in 
the Philippine Archipelago polygamy and slavery.” If that is so, 
we are not responsible for it. o found both in the Mohammedan 
islands there. But I willsay.to the gentleman thatthe Republican 
party has a record for effectual dealing with both of these relics 
of barbarism. Its first successful platform denounced them, and 
even those of us who are younger have lived to see oneof them, 
as Garfield once said, ‘‘shot to death on the field of battle,” and 
the other sneaking and hiding in the secret places of our Western 
mountains. : 

And if this nation, when called on to deal with pagan and say- 
age institutions in our distant Territories, has the same fortune 
that the Republican party has had in dealing with them in the 
United States, I think it ought at least to satisfy the Democratic 
party in the present state of its culture. For lobserved while the 
gentleman from Texas was cae Heat rapidly his party is 
moving toward the light. It was a poy thought to ornament 
the peroration of his great speech this afternoon with words once 
despised and rejected, now transfigured before the eyes of men— 
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those words, forever true that ‘‘a nation can not endure half 
slave, half free;” words the depth of whose meaning are not even 
yet comprehended either by the North or South. As I listened to 


my friend’s eloquent periods it did my heart 

the closing year of the century the Democratic p of America 
has at last caught up with the middle of it. [Prolonged laughter 
and applause. | 

My friend complains because we have slavery and polygamy in 
the Phi 2 Islands. What opportunity have we ever had to 
getrid of them? Under oe theory of the Constitution a polyga- 
mist in Mindano is entitled, before he can be disturbed, to an in- 
dictment by a grand jury, a trial by a jury of his , to be 
followed by an appeal to the higher courts, and a final recourse to 
the writ of habeas corpus. The only other way to stop it is to 
lynch him; and if I can get at the complaint which is made here 
it is that General Bates did not pursue that course. We have 

d to take care of our polygamists in the United States with 
rocess of Jaw. 
e have been even able to keep them out of Congress so far 
Paughter], against the votes of a good many good people. In 
, our polygamist, according to his own statement, went out 
of this House walking on the clouds” which had been produced 
by a week's debate and holding onto the pillars of the temple 
of liberty” which the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] 
and the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Dz Armonp] had been 
good enough to erect for his accommodation, 5 gentle- 
men still among us, hugging the Constitution of the United States 
to their bosoms. [Continued laughter and applause. ] 

And yet men stand here pretending that we have put a protect- 
orate over polygamy and slavery. And we have the e of 
the Emancipator summoned because an American officer, rather 
than precipitate bloodshed and war, has made a temporary ar- 
rangement for the peace of the Sulu Archipelago until some form 
of civil government can be established there. 

And it is with a roaring deluge of nonsense like this that des- 

te political adventurers expect to feed the clamor by which 
have set out to capture the Government of the United States. 
y countrymen, in the midst of our high responsibilities, let us 
not allow the national resolution to falter fora moment. If the 
Republican ty can not stand together we are surely over- 
whelmed. But the Republican party can stand together [ap- 
plause on the Republican side]; and multitudes of other political 
views, seeing the burden which we bear, will not hesitate to leave 
their parties and come to the support of a broad national policy. 
Above all there is a wisdom in the affairs of men that is higher 
than any poor wisdom of ours. 

The experience of the last two years has given the American 
people a national ideal from which it is not possible to fall away— 
an ideal shaped in the ministry of the Son of Man, in obedience 
to which every human life becomes a sacrament of help and 
mercy, and every true national life stands willing to pour itself 
out in the service of mankind. 

The cher Roger gol the world are the nations that bear the 
heavy of the world—these are the great nations upon 
whose shoulders are laid the heavy responsibilities and the ap- 
pointed duties of these passing centuries. Every man knows with 
what motive the American people broke the of the world, 
and the time is coming when every man shall know with what 
motive we have taken up these burdens which are not our own. 
I do not believe that the American Republic will be allowed to 
fail in the midst of its duties, honestly and manfully trying to 


perform them. 

In the masterpiece of prose fiction you remember that on the day 
of Waterloo the Supreme Equity which is in the heavens enters a 
decree that in the nineteenth century there is no longer room for 
Napoleon the Great; that the time has come to make anend of his 
affairs. That is the gleam of a lofty ps a ag rH but there is in 
the heart of the American people the steady light of a faith more 
sublime even than that, a faith in the greatness of our country, a 
faith in the future of humanity, a faith in the divine guidance 
which has watched over the national life from its infancy unto 


this hour. 
dangers that beset us; it is not hard to 


to find that in 


due 


It is not hard to see the 
point out the cares that are upon us; it is not hard to fill the future 
with the creations of doubt and uncertainty and fear; but none 
of these things can move usif in the midst of all dangers and all 
burdens and all doubts and fears we recognize the hand of God, 
stretched forth from the stars, touching the American Republic 
upon the shoulder and giving it a high commission tostand in the 
arena of the world’s great affairs, living no longer to itself alone, 
but in willing submission to the divine appointment, ready at last 
to become the faithful servant even of the lowliest and most help- 
less of His children. ap Lege 

We have heard it said that the days of the Republic are num- 
bered. Such a speech belongs to the ess of the darkness of 
a past generation. The old Union army made it possible for us 
and our children to live in an atmosphere no longer overshadowed 


by that awful dread. Whatever may be in store for us, whatever 
political party may rise or fall, this Government shall live to scat- 
ter the riches of human liberty to races yet uncivilized and to na- 
tions yet unborn. [Applause.] 

I believe in the United States of America; I back the old Repub- 
lic of our fathers against the world; nor since Abraham Lincoln 
fell in the midst of duties far more arduous than ours has there 
been upon the helm of our affairs a steadier, wiser, kindlier, 
braver hand than the hand of William McKinley, President of 
the United States. [Prolonged applause on the floor and in the 
galleries. ] 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
reported that that committee had had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 8245) toregulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, and had come to no resolution thereon. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS, ROBBINS, 


Mr. MANN. 1 ask unanimous consent for a reprint of the 
committee report and of the views of the minority in the con- 
tested-election case of Aldrich vs. Robbins. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for a reprint of the committee report and the views of the 
1 in the contested-election case of Aldrich us. Robbins 

Mr. MANN. And that a correction be made in the minority 


report. 5 
“Tho SPEAKER. And also that a correction may be made in 
the views of the minority. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


WAR VESSELS ON THE GREAT LAKES. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the House of Representatives: 

In response to the resolution of the House of Re ntatives of January 
15, 1900, 8 information in regard to the status of the * be- 
tween the United States and Great Britain said to prohibit the building, 
Seine or maintaining more = a single war vessel on the Great Lakes 


State, I transmit herewith a report of the S Lon State and accompany- 


ing papers, giving all the information existing in t Department in regard 
1 as to the naval force — ie parti! maintain 
the American lakes, concluded at W. 9 c 28-29, ryt 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, February 27, 1900. 


The message, with the accompanying documents, was ordered 
to be printed, and referred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


MARY A, RANDALL, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following request 
from the Senate of the United States: 

Resolved, That the Secretary be directed to uest the House of Repre- 
sentatives to return to the Senate the bill (S. ) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Randall. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this request will be com- 
plied with, 

There was no objection. 

DIRECTORS FOR COLUMBIA HOSPITAL. 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
directors for the Columbia Hospital: 
JOHN. K. STEWART and L. F. LIVINGSTON. 


SPEAKER PRO TEMPORE AT EVENING SESSION, 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. O'GRADY to 
act as S er pro tempore at the evening session. 

And at 5 o'clock p. m.) the House, in pursuance of the 
order heretofore adopted, took a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

The recess having apri te House was called to order at 8 
o'clock p. m. by Mr. O'GRADY as Speaker pro tempore. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into Committee of the Whole Houseon the state of the Union 
for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8243. 

The motion was to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. HULL in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration of 
the bill H. R. 8245. 

Mr. JETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that all 
gentlemen who address the committee this evening be permitted 
to extend their remarks in the RECORD, - 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that all gentlemen who address the committee this 

be itted to extend their remarks in the RECORD. Is 
there objection? [After apause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I feel very much like a judge 

ts had been in- 


CKINLEY. 


did once in charging a jury 
dulged in on both si 


after 1 argumen 
sides of the cans Ei said, Gentlemen of the 
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jury, if you believe what the attorney for the defense has said, 
you will bring in a verdict for the defendant; or if you believe 
what the attorney for the plaintiff has said, you will bring ina 
verdict for the plaintiff; but if, like me, you do not believe what 
either of them have said, I donot know what the hell you will do.” 
[Laughter.] Now, I do not pretend to cast any reflection upon 
tlemen apon either side of this question, but it seems to me 
hat all of them have told some very big fish stories, as the old 
darky said when he joined the church and was being questioned 
by the parson. í 

However, Mr. Chairman, I shall vote against the bill under con- 
sideration. Were I not to do so, I believe 1 would be recreant to 
the duty I owe my constituency that I have the honor to represent 
on the floor of this House. I am absolutely opposed to the pray 
sions of this bill. In the first place, in order to support a bill of 
this kind a man must make up his mind to go into camp outside 
of the Constitution of the United States; and I desire to say that, 
so far as I am concerned, in every position that I take here and in 
every vote that I cast I want to be clearly within the pale of the 
Constitution of this great nation of ours, because it is the great 
bulwark of American liberty. I have sat here day after day and 
listened attentively to the arguments pro and con. 

Gentlemen on that side advocating the age of the measure 
and gentlemen upon that side opposing the passage of the meas- 
ure, andif there was nothing else to convince me of the vicious- 
ness of the tendency of this legislation, it is to be found in the 
changes that have come over the dreams of the gentlemen on that 
side of the House; they are awfully afraid of the measure them- 
selves. In the first place, they began by framing a bill with ab- 
solute free trade. I do not know what caused them to change 
their mind, but they did changeit, and then they came in with 
another bill, taxing the imports to and exports from the island of 
Puerto Rico, and then they changed again and proposed a half 
dozen propositions as amendments. 

I must say that never before since I have been a member of this 
House have I seen such a complete rout as that given to the Repub- 
lican party since the discussion of this bill commenced. They 
seem to have lost confidence in themselves, and are groping about 
in the dark, After coming in here with a bill they have with- 
drawn the provisions of that bill, as I have already said, and have 
come in with another kind of a bill, and have proposed amend- 
ments to that; and I dare say before the vote is taken to-morrow 
they will change again, so much that they will not know their 
own child; and it will be so hackneyed that they will be ashamed 
of it; and I believe they will turn their backs upon it and leave 
the law as it is, which, in my opinion, would be much better than 
any halfway measure. 

have always since I have had the honor to be a legislator 
adopted the rule that whenever legislation was doubtful I voted 
ainst it. Iam not in favor of legislation unless I believe it is 
absolutely necessary. I do not see any necessity for the passage 
of a measure of this kind; and hence, it being a measure of doubt- 
ful propriety, I, as a Democrat, standing on the Constitution and 
Declaration of Independence and the Monroe doctrine, as I have 
been taught by the fathers, that we have heard so much about, 
desire here and now to enter my solemn protest against the pas- 
sage of this measure, and shall record my vote and raise my voice 
against the passage of the bill. [Load applause. ] 

Whole hog or none shall be my motto. You can not make a man 
half or three-quarters citizen and let the other half just be dog, 
Indian, or nigger. He must either be a citizen or not a citizen. 

In conclusion, Mr, Chairman, I shall vote against this measure 
because I am opposed to anything that sedi a of imperialism, 
and I believe the passage of this measure will only be the entering 


wedge toward that policy. I shall vote nst this measure 
because I believe the Republican party intends by just such proc- 
ess as this to further their scheme for expansion, to which I am 


absolutely opposed. 
3 all of oT espana re 8 ee have e 

vanced against it, I am opposed to it upon gener inciples 
of right, equality, and justice, all of which are openly e by 
its 8 applause j 

BE Mr. Chairman, the present bill providing a 

rate and system of taxation for Puerto Rico different from that 
imposed upon the people of the rest of the United States, presents 
a question so far-reaching in its consequences as to make this 
occasion a real crisis in our history; and upon a correct solution 
of the problem will depend whether we shall continue our Goy- 
ernment upon the plan and scope designed by the fathers or 
whether we shall embark upon the colonial system—a new and 
untried experiment, totally in conflict with the spirit of our Con- 
omen and which may seriously imperil the safety of the Re- 
public. 

This Government can no more exist permanently half republic 
and half empire than it could exist half slave and half free. That 
the fathers ai ep to establish on this continent a government 
different from the monarchies of Europe is a trite but a true say- 


ing, and the basis of the Constitution which they adopted and on 
which it rests are the fundamental principles of eternal justice, 
which were inherent in the hearts and minds of those sturdy set- 
tlers who had fied here to escape the oppressions and exactions of 
the governments of the Old World. Even though there were not 
a clause or word in the Constitution requiring uniformity in the 
levy of duties, to assess upon the inhabitants of one portion or 
one section of our American territory a tax different in amount 
and burden from that levied upon another is so discriminative 
and unfair and repugnant to natural justice that it conflicts with 
the fundamental principles of society and government, which of 
themselves prescribe a limit to legislative power. 

That there are principles of right and justice underlying the 
Constitution and on which it stands that are higher than the Con- 
stitution itself, but in harmony with it, is well established, Jus- 
tice Field in the Legal-Tender Cases uses the following forcible 
language in reference thereto: 

F 8 
2 tats rea be eater oy eee ea 
are unchangeable principles of t and morality, without which socie 
would be impossible and men would be but wild beasts preying u 
other, so there are fundamental principles of eternal justice upon the exist- 


ence of which all constitutional government is founded and without which 
government would be an intolerable and hateful tyranny. 


And in Fletcher vs. Peck Chief Justice Marshall says that— 

Justice is a fundamental principle of society and government. 

Conceding, therefore, that the right to tax is the right todestroy, 
then, upon principle, if Congress can discriminate between differ- 
ent sections of the 1 io it can in the course of time impose 
the whole burden of t 
ment on Puerto Rico and other similarly acquired territory, or, as 
for that, even upon the old Territories of the Union not yet States, 
and thereby incorporate into our system a new policy, which surely 
will involve us in ceaseless strife and rebellion, which must even- 
tually end in the dissolution of the Republic. 

We care not, therefore, in the discussion of the question of this 
discriminating tariff against sho poopie of Puerto Rico, whether or 
not the Constitution, in giving the power to tax, in express terms 

rescribed that it should be uniform. We contend that e e & 
sa principle of constitutional law, whether declared or not, whic 
inheres in the power to tax. 

So learned an authority as Judge Cooley tells us that— 

Whatever may be the basis of taxation, the requirement that it shall be 
uniform is universal. 

And that— 

It is the very essence of taxation that it must be levied with equality and 
uniformity. (Cooley on Taxation, 607, 608, 615.) 

In discussing the constitutional power of Congress to legislate 
in the manner proposed, it becomes necessary to consider from 
what source does Co: derive its power. 

In the republican form of Government under which we live, 
Congress, the legislative body of the nation, as created by the 
Constitution, exists by virtue of it and derives all of its powers 
7 that chats, and ee a cage of 3 is — 
ably necessary to carry into effect the powers granted. ess 
Congress has the power conferred upon ki by that instrument, we 
have no right whatever to legislate; but, fortunately for the Amer- 
ican people, the fathers were endowed with great foresight and 
wisdom. They builded not for themselves alone, but for posterity, 
and constructed the organic law of this Union that by its terms 
it might ee itself to changed conditions as they arose and to 
the growth of the t nation which they had formed. 

It becomes our duty to ascertain, then, what powers are con- 
ferred on Congress to legislate on this subject. Congress shall 
have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and regula- 
rer respecting the territory or other property of the United 

Many of the advocates of this measure contend that Congress is 
confined in its power in this respect to such territories only as 
were owned by the Government at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution, or such other territory as was then in contempla- 
tion. Others contend that the restrictions embodied in the Con- 
stitution limiting Congress to just and uniform legislation appl. 
only to the thirteen original States composing the Union andsuc 
other Territories only as have been admitted as States. 

Certainly these gentlemen have not imbibed the true spirit of 
the Constitution; they are not imbued with the American idea. 
The purpose of the founders was to found a constitutional nation 
strong enough at all times to provide for the common defense and 

meral welfare. They had already acquired territory not em- 

ced as States, and North Carolina and Georgia were even then 
about to cede to the Union other large territories, which they 
thereafter yielded. So they contemplated expansion of their do- 
main from the outset, and their Constitution was written with 
that end in view; and if the Constitution is construed in the light 


of its history, inevitably you must conclude that its provisions 
7 to Territories, whenever acquired, as well as to the 


e administration of the National Govern- 
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The Constitution in its preamble declares that— 

We the peop of the United States, in order to form a more ect 
Union, establish justice, * * and secure the blessingsof liberty, * * * 
do ordain and blish this Constitution for the United States of erica. 

It provides further in Article I, section 8, that— 

8 — — duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
ta 

Uniformity is but an element or constituent of justice. Constru- 


ing this lan e of the Constitution, Chief Justice Marshall, the 
greatest of all the interpreters, who seems to have breathed the 
soul of that instrument, said in Loughborough vs. Blake, which 
has been so frequently quoted, that— 

This nt is general without limitation as to place. It 8 ex- 
tends te all places over which the Government extends. „ * The boes 
then, to Jay and collect duties, imposts, and excises may be exercised anı 
must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term d ate 
the whole or any particular portion of the American empire? Ce the 


question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given to our great Re- 
public, which is composed of States and Territories. 


In the Dred Scott case, which has been so frequently affirmed, 
Judge Taney uses the following language: 

The words “territory belonging tothe United States!“ were not used in the 
Constitution to describe an abstraction, but to identify and apply to those 
actual subjects-matter then existing and belonging to the United States, and 
other similar subjects which might afterwards be acquired; and this being 
80, all the essen qualities and incidents attending such actual subjects are 
em within the words territory belonging to the United States.“ 

So also in the California case, Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 
164), when the Territory of California was acquired, and before 
Con had acted, supplying the machinery for carrying the con- 
stitutional provisions into execution, the military governor im- 
eet duties on ee brought into California different 

om what they were before the cession, but the same tariff the 
Government of the United States imposed throughout its domains. 
The Supreme Court decided that immediately upon the cession 
of the Territory to the United States the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, so far as they could be enforced, extended to 
the territory ceded, and Justice Wayne held that— 
goods within the United States at any- 


The DA claimed to land fore 
place out of a collection district, if allowed, would bein violation of that pro- 
vision in the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, im and ex: 
shall be uniform throughout the United States. * * * to the N of 


the authority of the President to prevent the landing of foreign goods in the 
United States out of a collection district, it is only 8 to say that if 
he did not do so it would bea neglect of his constitutional obligation to take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed. 

Judge Cooley, the very learned and ablest of the writers on con- 
stitutional law, in discussing this question, uses this language: 

Does this term 8 the whole or any particular portion of the Ameri- 
can empire? Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Terri- 
tories. The District of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not 
less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania. 

And Mr. Black, in his work on constitutional law, uses the lan- 
guagethat “‘ subject to thelimitation expressly or by implication im- 
pon by the Constitution, Congress has full and complete author- 

ty over the Territory.” 

In the case of Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. S. Repts.) 
Chief Justice Chase, after announcing that Territories are but 
333 subdivisions of the outlying dominion of the United States, 

speaking of the organic law of the Territories, says: 

It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial authorities, but Congress is 
supreme, and for the purposes of this d ment of its governmental au- 
thority has all the powers of the ple of the United States, except such as 
— Ma ea expressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the Con- 
stitution. 

So also Justice Matthews, in Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 15, 
44), delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

The personal and civil rights of the inhabitants of the Territories are se- 
cured to them as to other citizens by the principles of constitutional liberty, 
which restrain all the agencies of government, State and national. 

And, as said by the court in this case: 


In the exercise of the sovereign domain they (the B ro) go of the United 
States) are represented by the Government of the U; States, to whom 
all the powers of government over that subject have been delegated, subject 
my to such restrictions as are expressed in the Constitution or are neces- 
y implied in its terms. 
` From time totime this American doctrine of Territorial expan- 
sion has been affirmed, until it was thought by those versed in the 
law that it was res adjudicata;” but from the earnest and able 
contentions of those 5 the bill this seems not to be re- 
ed as true, and yet Justice Shiras, in the late case of Morris vs. 
nited States (174 U. S., 237), said, referring to cession of territory: 
Upon the acquisition of a territory by the United States, either by ces- 
sion from one of the States or by a treaty with a foreign country oF iby 
discovery and settlement, the same title and dominion to the Uni 
States for the benefit of the whole people and in trust for the several States 
to be ultimately created out of the territory. (152 U. S., 57.) 
So, either independent of or under the Constitution, any tax that 
discriminates against any portion of the inhabitants of the Ameri- 


tes 
can aps e in favor of any other portion is obnoxious to the 
spirit of fairness in the American character, unjust, tyrannical, 
and oppressive, and not uniform, and fromits very nature inopera- 
tive in a republican government, 


It is no answer to say that the bill provides that the income de- 
rived from the tax be used in the improvement of the Terri- 
tory and is to be held as a separate fund for that 1 This 
provision in itself is likewise unconstitutional. It offends also 
3 the principle of uniformity in the operation of tax laws. 

ould any man contend that Congress has the power to declare 
that all the import duties collected in New York shall be devoted 
to the administration of the national government in New York, or 
in California devoted to the administration of national affairs in 
California, and so on throughout the States and Territories of the 
Union? One of the powers inhibited to the Congress is that no 
preference shall be given by any regulation of commerce or rev- 
enue to the ports of one State over another. 

To say that all the revenue collected at or in the ports of a State 
or Territory shall be used exclusively for the State or Territory 
wherein the ports are situate would bea violation of this provi- 
sion, It would be a regulation of commerce and revenue both, 
which, if it works to the advantage of the Puerto Rican ports, 
would be a preference over the other ports of the United States, 
and if it worked to the disadvantage of the ports of Puerto Rico, 
it would be a preference to the other ports of the United States 
over the Puerto Rican ports. But in further consideration of the 
subject it becomes necessary to inquire what are the rights and 
privileges of the American citizen residing in the States and Ter- 
ritories other than Puerto Rico in reference to that Territory? 

That Puerto Rico is a part of the territory of the United States 
is past the pale of discussion. It has already been annexed by 
treaty, and the treaty in no respect conflicts with the Constitu- 


tion. 

Itisa of our dominion. It is thé property of the people of 
the United States. There is no war in existence there, and no 
opposition to the enforcement of the laws of this Government. 

ere is absolute peace and submission to our Government, and 
Congress is now aboutto act and make all needful rules and regula- 
tions for their conduct. 

What, then, are the privileges and immunities of an American 
citizen? They include whatever the Constitution expressly or im- 
pliedly confers. 

The citizens of the United States residing on the American con- 
tinent, who are admittedly entitled to the Benefit and the protec- 
tion of the Constitution, certainly possess the right to have unre- 
stricted social and conimercial intercourse with the inhabitants of 
the territory of Puerto Rico, unless it becomes necessary to en- 
force a strictly police regulation; have the right to carry their 
property there. 

Is it competent for Congress to say that an American citizen can 
not visit the inhabitants of that territory or export his property 
to the island, when we live in a country of freedom, where Ubertz 
is law and tyranny and arbitrary power are hostile to the very 
genius and spirit of our people? To prevent the citizen from dis- 
posing of his property without undue restraint is the infringement 
of a na Tight, Privileges and immunities of citizenship of the 
State include the enjoyment of life and liberty, with the right to 
acquire, warn an dipak of property of every kind and to pur- 
sue and obtain happiness and safety; the right to pass freely into, 
through, and out of all the other Statesand Territories, or toreside 
in any other State for the purpose of trade, professional pursuits, 
or otherwise. 

It was in recognition of this principle that the men who wrote 
the Constitution declared, in Article I, section 9, ‘‘that no tax or 
duty shall be laid on any article exported from any State.” Its 
p was to permit and encourage the citizens to trade with any 
portion of the world, and that what they carried with them or 
sent out should be free from the shackles of duties. 

Discussing the fundamental privil and immunities belong- 
ing to citizens of the United States, Mr. Justice Miller, delivering 
the ornon of the court in the Slaughterhouse Cases, cited as the 
leading case on the subject that of Corfield vs. Coryall (4 Wash, 
C. C., 871), and said: 

**But lest it should be said that nosuch privileges and immuni- 
ties are to be found if those we have been considering are ex- 
cluded, we venture to suggest some which owe their existence to 
the Federal Government, its national character, its Constitution 
or its laws. One of these is well described in the case of Crandall 
vs. Nevada (6 Wall., 36). It is said to be the right of the citizen 
of this great country, protected by implied guaranties of its Con- 
stitution, to come to the seat of government to assert any claim 
he may have upon that Government, to transact any business he 
may have with it, to seek its protection. to share its offices, to en- 
gage in administering its functions. He has the right of free ac- 
cess to its ports through which all operationsof foreign commerce 
are conducted, to the subtreasuries, to the land offices, and courts 
of justice in the several States; and, quoting from Chief Justice 
Taney in another case, it is said ‘that for all the great purposes 
for which the Federal Government was founded, we are one peo- 

= with one common country; we are all citizens of the United 
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And emphasizing this doctrine, Justice Bradley, in his dissenting 
opinion in these same cases, said: 

i x ere silen n ental pri ani 

— — —— of 3 predi be 8 ee no paleso mna 
than they now are, It were not n to say in words that the citizens 
of the United States should have and exercise the privileges of citizens; 
the privilege of buying, selling, and enjoying property; the privilege of en- 
gaging in any lawful 5 for a livelihood; the privilege of resorting 
tothe law for redress of injuries and the like. Their very citizenship con- 
ferred these privileges, if they did not possess them before. And these privi- 
leges they would enjoy whether they were citizens of any State or not. 

Inhabitants of Federal Territories and new citizens, made such by annex- 
ation of territory or naturalization, though without any status as citizens of 
a State, could, nevertheless, as citizens of the United States, lay claim to 
every one of the privileges and immunities which have been enumerated; 
and among these none is more essential and fundamental than the right to 
follow such profession or employment as each may choose, subject only to 
uniform regulations equally applicable to all. 

It may be said that this bill does not impose an export duty on 
the goods of the citizen because it is not paid at the port of ex- 
portation, but is collected at the port of destination. Does it 
make in principle any difference where the Government collects 
the duty, since it is collected in the domain of the Government? 
The tax laid is on the goods exported—that is, imported by Puerto 
Rico—from the other part of the United States. It is not on the 
person but on the goods, and in its very nature is in effect an ex- 
port duty. It therefore plainly and expressly contravenes this 
section of the Constitution, and is inoperative and void. 

But what are the rights and duties of the inhabitants of Puerto 
spice in reference to the other States and Territories of the United 

tates? 

For over three hundred years that country had been a province 
of Spain, owing and rendering allegiance to that Government. 
The people owned their lands and other property, and paid their 
taxes to the Government of Spain. At the time of the cession 
they constituted nearly a million of people. and the population is 
over 300 inhabitants to the square mile. They are unlike the un- 
civilized Indians of our Territories, for they possess intelligence 
and acknowledged allegiance to the Government of Spain. In 
every respect, when ceded, they were citizens of Spain, and had 
eq representation in the Spanish Cortes with the other provinces 
of that kingdom, and their treatment by their mother country was 
even better than they now receive from us. 

The treaty of cession simply transferred the allegiance of the 
people to the United States and substituted this nation in the 
place of Spain, and the sovereignty of the United States over them 
was proclaimed to the world by the President. At the time of the 
cession they were lightly taxed, and had in their treas over a 
million and a half of dollars and owed not a dollar of public debt. 
They had their courts of justice for the protection of life and 
property and their civil rights, and the treaty of expressly 
stipulated for the maintenance of the integrity of their courts and 
their judicial proceedings by declaring that the judgments of 
their courts in civil ‘‘ or criminal matters, with respect to which 
there is no recourse or right of review, shall be deemed final,” and 
ae pending civil and criminal suits may be prosecuted to con- 

usion. 

The duties of these people now are to bear true allegiance to this 
Government, which they have willingly and cheerfully accepted 
as their Government; to assist in the support of the Government 
by paying their just quota of taxes; in time of war to furnish their 
quota of soldiers for the common defense. And their correlative 
right is inherent in them, as civilized human beings, to demand 
of the United States, their Government—a constitutional republic, 
unlike the monarchy of Spain, from which they were severed— 
that it shall extend to them the rights of inhabitants of a repub 
lic, such rights as inherein that form of government from its very 
nature. They were taken into our Government not as chattels 
but as free men, and so long as the flag of the Union floats over 
them it is a pledge that the rights of free men guaranteed by the 
Constitution will be extended to them in all their vigor. 

When the Constitution conferred on Congress the power ‘‘to 
dispose of and make all needful rules and regulations respecting 
the territory or other property belonging to the United States,” it 
could only have meant to confer upon Congress the power to make 
such needful rules and regulations as are consistent with the lim- 
itations set upon their exercise by the Constitution and as are 
consistent with the spirit of the republican form of government 
which was created by it. 

The conclusion of this discussion makes it certain that the Con- 
stitution in all its essential principles does extend, by the great 
weight of authority and by reason, ex proprio vigore, to every 
portion of the American territory. It is not self-executing, how- 
ever, because the machinery for its operation and the enforce- 
ment of its provisions must be supplied by Congress; but every in- 
habitant of the same bearing allegiance thereto is entitled to the 
equal protection of its laws and the rights guaranteed by it. 

Any other construction would make this Government an empire 
as absolute as Russia, yea, like the Government of England, 
whereas our forefathers sought by all the wit and ingenuity they 
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ssessed, while preserving the rights they inherited from the 

agna Charta, to establish a government republican in form and 
principle, in contrast with that of England and freed from those 
unjust, tyrannical, and oppressive features which they had been 
taught by experience todread. We have the right to expand, but 
our policy of expansion is opposed to that of the English Govern- 
ment. We expand our territory and extend the benefit of our Con- 
stitution to all civilized inhabitants included within its bounds. 
England expands and subjugates and holds the inhabitants as her 
subjects governed by a satrapy. 

Alaor at the threshold of a new century, which is to mark the 
beginning of an epoch unprecedented in the spread of a civiliza- 
tion more splendid than the world has eyer seen; when the up- 
building and uplifting of the human race occupies the mind and the 
heart of man more than ever before; when Christianity is spread- 
ing to the uttermost parts of the earth, and all nations are ac- 
cepting the pr ts of the lowly Nazarene, shall the foremost 
nation of this world, risen to its magnificent development by ac- 
knowledging the fatherhood of God and the brotherhood of man, 
now forget its n teachings, and seek to enslave and oppress 
a people who welcomed its flag and gladly accepted its dominion? 
I trust not. The condition of Ireland and its struggles, the fate 
of Poland and its unhappy situation to-day, appeal to the Ameri- 
can patriot with persuasive force. 

Beware! Beware of unjust treatment toa liberty-loving people! 
{Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. D NN Y. Mr. Chairman, the decision of Congress on the 
bill now under consideration involves much to our whole country 
ant future policy as well as much to Puerto Rico, our new 
erritory. 

1f this bill should become a law, we will thereby announce to 
the world that Congress has at last assumed the power to deal 
with territorial possessions as it may deem desirable, outside of 
and beyond all constitutional restrictions. Its enactment into 
law would be a declaration that Congress, created by and under 
the Constitution, may perform acts with respect to the American 
domain which are prohibited in the very organic law governing 
its own existence. 

Can it be possible that this Congress will undertake to impose 
one rate of customs duty on one section and another rate on 
another section of our common country when section 8 of Article 
I reads thus? 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to pay the 8 provide for the common defenee’ and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

Is this language to be distorted and misconstrued in order to 
assist a few tobacco manufacturers and beet-sugar producers in 
the United States to prosper at the expense of the now impover- 
ished producers of these articles in Puerto Rico, who, having 
been stripped of their Spanish markets, are illegally barred from 
a free market in their own adopted country? 

Is this legislation to be based on the bald assertion that it is not 
prohibited by the section of the Constitution which the friends of 
the bill now argue 8 only to the States as such, and not to 
the Territories out of which the States have been or may hereafter 
be formed? 

When this section Sof Article I declared that Congress has power 
to provide for the common defense and general welfare of the 
United States, can this language be so tortured as to exclude the 
power to provide for the common defense and general welfare of 
the Territories and the District of Columbia which it has always 
done? It is in pursuance of this authority that the property and 
lives of our citizens have been protected y the United States in 
the Territories in all the past; and if the language used in this 
section 8 of the Constitution embraces the American Government 
as such and every inch of its possessions, then the additional pro- 
visions in the same section, that duties shall be uniform through- 
out the United States, clearly prohibit Congress from enacting 
discriminating laws for separate parts of our country. 

I believe the Constitution is broad enough to extend, by its own 
force, its protecting power over our entire country and to every 
citizen in the States or Territories, and that its application to the 

overnment of our Territories is not and never was intended to 

e dependent upon acts of Congress declaring that it should do so. 
This proposed legislation in itself is an act assuming jurisdiction 
over this island, 

I can not too strongly resist the attempt to pass this bill now 
under consideration. It is framed on the theory that the power 
of Congress to legislate for the territory is above, beyond, and 
outside the Constitution and that the Con; „if it so chooses, 
can hold territory and the population therein forever in a state of 
vassalage, so far as any constitutional limitations over its author- 
ity are concerned. 

This novel doctrine, that the will of Congress is supreme and 
unlimited in the Territories, is repugnant to the whole history of 
our free institutions and the time-honored decisions of our courts, 
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It must be that every department of our Governmentis,intheexer-| We thus say fo them, You are our subjects and not fellow- 


cise of the powers committed to them, subject to the organic law 
that created them, and which law, to be effective, must be supreme. 

It is impossible for me to conceive that this legislative body 
could haye received a grant of power under the Constitution to 
do that which the Constitution itself directed should not be done, 
or that the full force and protecting care of that great charter of 
our liberties should not apply with absolute equality to every 
section of our broad land and to every citizen within the limits of 
our domain. 

In the conclusion to which the majority of the Waysand Means 
Committee have reached I do not concur, and I shall cast my vote 

the bill for the reasons: 

First. Because it is not within the Constitution to make an un- 
equal tax on imports from or to Puerto Rico; and 

Second. Even if it were constitutional to do so, it is unjust, 
inexpedient, and not the natural fruit of our high-sounding dec- 
larations of supreme interest in these distressed people, who have 
so cheerfully transferred their allegiance from a despotic govern- 
ment only to find themselves in the hands of another dictatorial 


power. 

Now that we have acquired a title by conquest and purchase to 
this island, and have induced the people to believe that they will 
receive the benefits that may arise American citizenship, 
shall we inaugurate the policy of estrangement by taxing them, 
when no such tax on our previously acquired territories was ever 
attempted? Shall we go further, and set up a paternal govern- 
ment and give these taxes to the President, to be distributed to 
those who are to build schoolhouses and teach these subjects the 
beautiful principles of government as enacted by this bill, which 
bill in substance says that so long as these Puerto Ricans reside 
in American territory they shall have no constitutional rights 
8 to them, and may be taxed without representation at 

unbridled will of Congress? 

Our forefathers had less cause for complaint when they founded 
this just Government than these peaceful islanders would have 
under this bill now seriously pressed by the Republicans in this 
House. And this injustice is to be done, notwithstanding the 
President in his recent message to this Congress said that! It is 
our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United 
States and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our 
markets.” He may have considered it a plain duty from a con- 
stitutional view as well as a benevolent act. 

The passage of this bill would violate a fundamental principle 
of our Government—of equality in taxation. It is not a question 
of amount or of time during which its operation may be ited. 
It is a eee of right an wer under the Constitution. 

This legislation proposes that all merchandise coming into the 
United States from Puerto Rico or going from the United States 
into Puerto Rico shall be entered at the several ports of entry 
upon payment of 25 per cent of the duties which are now required 

law to be levied, collected, and paid upon like articles of mer- 
ise im: from foreign countries. 

It must be conceded that, since the treaty with Spain and the 
d of $20,000,000 to Spain and the assumption of jurisdic- 

iction by the United States, Puerto Rico is not a foreign coun- 
try, but is part of the territory of the United States, and therefore 
entitled to the rights and privileges attached toa Territory within 
the jurisdiction and protecting power of this Government. 

Whatever action may be taken with respect to the Philippines 
hereafter, Puerto Rico is a territory contiguous, friendly, anda 
desirable acquisition. It has come to stay and will doubtless in 
time become an independent State in this Union, and ought to be 
treated as our Territories heretofore have beén treated, and with 
the same freedom as to trade and commerce. It was never at- 
tempted to tax lumber or minerals, animals or furs, or other prod- 
ucts brought from our own western Territories into the States, 
or goods sent from the States into our Territories, and no good 
reason exists now to establish so suddenly a different rule for 
Puerto Rico; and the claims of the advocates of this bill that it 
can be done in er pagent of a plenary power vested in Congress 
is not well founded in reason or authority. 

The war which recently we w. in alf of Cuba was not 
for conquest, but to enable the Cubans to establish for themselves 
a stable government, and the acquisition of Puerto Rico and other 
islands were some of the unexpected results incidental to the ac- 
complishment of that 3 Our flag proudly floats over the 
island of Puerto Rico. e have induced them to believe that 
they shall have the benefits of American citizenship and the enjoy- 
ment of our free institutions. We have cut off all their trade with 
Spain, and before we hava established for them a stable govern- 
ment, which this Congress must provide and ought to provide at 
once, we are, at the very threshold of our efforts to deal with these 

ple, actuated by selfish considerations, and we propose an un- 


just and 1 tax to = 3 upon ee trustin 
poor people, impoverish y Spanish rule, war, an 
storms, ä 


by custom duties. 


citizens with equal rights. We say to them in this bill that Con- 
gress is not limited by the Constitution in dealing with them; we 
say to them that while we have not taxed our Territorial trade on 
our own continent, yet as you are not embraced in the prohibi- 
tions of the Constitution nor entitled to its protection as a Territory, 
we shall, in the exercise of our e pa power, without restraint, 
ve you a 25 per cent dose of foreign tariff medicine, which the 
ident may use in teaching you the intricate les- 
sons of the Constitution and the pecuniary distinction we now 
make between the United States and its Territories, as taught in 
these modern times by the Republican party schoolmasters. No; 
y interest in these poor people is a Lou have other and 
ger game in view. 

I do not, in the brief space allotted to me, pro to cite the 
authorities which have been quoted in the discussion of this sub- 
ject, but to me these authorities are conclusive, and prove that 
the intention of the framers of the Constitution (section 8 of 
Article I) in granting Congress power to provide for the common 
defense and general welfare of the United States clearly included 
the geographical and governmental boundaries of the whole coun- 
uy, States and Territories alike, which were to be goyerned; and 
when, in thesame section, it declares that all duties should be uni- 
form, it likewise embraced the same entire 1 extent of 
our country under the jurisdiction of the United States and the 
whole of our national domain. : 

The decisions of our highest courts sustain this construction. 
Chief Justice Marshall, in Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
317), delivered the opinion of the court and said: 


ee at 83 over which the Government extends. If this 
could doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words, which 
modify the grant. These words are: But all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform throughout the United States.” It will not be contended 
that the modification of the power extends to places to which the power 
5 tola d collect duties, imposts, and 

power, D, y an and excises may be ex- 
ercised and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term 


Distric the Missouri is not less 

within the United States than ny Sonn or Pennsylvania, and it is not less 
on the principles of our tution, that uniformi 

ts. d and excises shall be observed in the one than the 


This authority, from Mr. Justice Marshall, one of the greatest 
jurists of this nation, construing this section as to the boundary 
of the United States, in which a uniform rule must prevail, stands 
unchallen as a just and long- construction of this 
section. It has never been questioned or overruled by any subse- 
quent decision. The States, when adopting the Constitution, had 
recently been colonies of Great Britain themselves, and they had 
objected to the imposition of taxation without representation. 
They formed the Constitution for the very purpose of guarding 
against this abuse of power by those in authority, or the assump- 
tion by any branch of the Government of unlimited powers. 
They established a union of States and made provision for an in- 
crease in the number out of the Territories. 

It is zor posne to conceive that our fathers, in providing for 
the pro on of the people in the State, did not intend to give 
the same protection to the citizens living in the adjoining terri- 
tory under its jurisdiction out of which the States had been and 
were to be created. It is not possible to believe that they meant 
to grant absolute power to Congress to do the very acts against 
which they complained to the mother country. It is not possible 
that they meant to clothe Congress with absolute power over the 
Territories which thə English Government had exercised over 

em. 


Surely the Constitution extends as well over Congress as over 
the President, not only within the States, but throughont the 
length and breadth of our whole country. If State laws incon- 
sistent with its provisions may be declared unconstitutional, so 
may Congressional enactments in the Territory. 

he spirit of our Government, its formation and practice, all 
pare directly to the true interpretation that this section was not 
esigned to receive a strained or forced construction in order to 
liberate Congress from the constitutional restraints thrown 
around every department of the Government in the interest of the 
rights and liberties of the people residing in the Territories or go 
ing into the Territories from the States. It was the people's 
rights against arbitrary power that were intended to be rded 
and hedged with restraints, and that protection extended into 
every Territory as well as into every State. 
We must not be dragged by any party requirements beyond the 
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protection of the Constitution by endeavoring to draw a fine dis- 
tinction when there has never been a difference. The United 
States of North America was never intended to limit its benefits to 
the States and make no provision for the protection of its Terri- 
tories against Congressional usurpation. 

While, therefore, Congress does lawfully exercise rights and 
powers over the Territories not applicable to States, yet such 

wers must be exercised within the limitations of the grant. 

o act of Congress could deprive a citizen of the right of trial by 
jary or deprive a citizen of the constitutional guaranties of life, 

berty, and property. 2 

As to the relation of the Territories to the Federal Government, 
in the case of Scott vs. Sandford (19 Howard, 432), Chief Justice 
Taney said, in the opinion for the court: 

There is certainly no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Gov- 
ernment to establish or maintain colonies bordering on the United States or 
at a distance to be ruled and governed at its own pleasure, nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in any way except by the admission of new States. t 

ower is plainly given, and if a new State is admitted, it needs no further 
Legislation by Congress, because the Constitution itself defines the relative 
rights and powers and duties of the State and citizens of the State and Fed- 
eral Government. But no power is given to acquire a new territory to be 
held and governed permanently in that character. 

And, indeed, the power exercised by Congress to uire territory and es- 
tablish a government there according to its own unlimited discretion was 
viewed with great jealousy by the leading statesmen of the day. * * * 

We do not mean to question the power of Congress in this r The 

wer to cp ara the territory ofthe United States by the ad: on of new 

tates is plainly given, and in the construction of this power by all the d * 
ments of the Government it has been held to authorize the acquisition of new 
to be admitted as soon as its 


and not to be held as a colony and governed by Con: 
thority; and as the ety of admitting a new State is committed to the 
sound discretion of Con the power to acquire territory for that pur- 
pose, to be held by the Uni States until it is in suitable condition to be- 
come a State upon an equal footing with the other States, must rest upon the 
same discretion. 

Justice McLean said: 


In Snl- eat apm ae government of a Territory, Congress is limited to means 
0 


The true theory of our Government is securely founded on the 

principle that the Constitution is supreme, and while the Congress 

sses full power, it must be exercised at all times under the 
imitations prescribed in that same instrument. 

While Congress has power to make needful rules and regula- 
tions respecting Territorial government, there are limits to that 
power not to do certain other things. 

In National Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. S.) Justice 
Waite, after stating that Territories are but political subdivisions 
of the outlying domain of the United States, said, with reference 
to the organic law of a Territory: 

It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial authorities, but Congress is 


supreme, and for the p of this department of its governmental au- 


thority has all the powers of the people of the United Sta except such as 
ha N 


yor by implication reserved in the prohibitions of the 


In Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 162) the court says: 


Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which 
sball prohibit the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids such legislation. 

If the contention were true that Congress has supreme power 
over the Territories outside of the Constitution, and that it does 
not ex proprio vigorereach the Territories untilan act of Congress 
shall declare it to extend over the same, why not avoid the danger 
n e pas extend the Constitution over this island by such 

ation? 

submit, Mr, Chairman, that our laws must be made to operate 
evenly and uniformly over every citizen, whether in Puerto Rico 
or Pennsylvania, whether in Maine or Manila. [Applause.] Our 
Territories are but geographical divisions of the United States, and 
the laws made for their government by Congress or by themselves 
must be consistent with the Constitution. Unequal laws passed 
for sections of our country to the prejudice of other sections are 
not to be sanctioned. Whenever it is conceded that Congress may 
in the exercise of plenary power, unrestrained or prohibited by the 
Constitution, create and maintain paternal government and enact 
unequal laws in which the governed have no voice, then we will 
be found straying from the well-beaten paths of constitutional 
liberty into the wilderness of proximate or remote troubles. 

If, in order to hold and govern distant territorial possessions, we 
are forced to violate the plain intent and spirit of the Constitu- 
tion; if we are compelled to contrive new devices and theories to 
extenuate the exercise of powers beyond the Constitution, we had 


better loose our hold rather than make enactments discriminating 


or unequal. 
If cous may bring its productions into the States, as part of 
the Union, without taxation, may not Puerto Rico bring her 


sugar and tobacco on the same terms and have the same rights 
heretofore accorded to other territorial divisions? 

In the history of our country it has never been claimed that 
Congress could tax the products of our Territories, or that it pos- 
sessed power to impose one rate on one Territory and another rate 
on another Territory. Where could Congress derive authority to 
impose a stamp on deeds for lands to be recorded in one Territor 
at a given rate per $1,000 of consideration and at another and dif- 
ferent rate in another Territory, or pass revenue laws unequally 
operating in different Territories? 

This section 8 is the only section that authorizes the Congress to 
lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises, to provide for 
the common defense and general welfare of the United States, 
and in this same section is the qualification, but all duties shall 
be uniform throughout the United States.” 

These duties have heretofore been uniform throughout the States 
and Territories of the United States. Puerto Rico is now as much 
of the territory of the United States as Arizona or New Mexico or 
any of the Territories existing at the time of the adoption of the 
Constitution. No declaratory act that could be passed could 
change that relation. We hold Puerto Rico under an organic law 
that never forged a chain to rob them of 5 and it is as 
much the territory of the United States as Oklahoma is to-day, 
If this is true, Congress can not impose on Puerto Rico any duties 
from which Oklahoma would be exempt. 

Let the history of our country be in review from the 
time the colonies embarked in their effort to establish a govern- 
ment for themselves, for the people of the United States, in which 
they reserved to the people and the States all the powers not del- 
egated to the General Government, and it must be apparent, both 
from the language used and the construction given to the same 
by the courts, as to the true meaning of that language. The 
people never vested and never intended to vest in Congress a 
power to rob our Territories of equal protection or to legislate 
outside of the restraints in the Constitution. 

They knew that legislative POO sade more than the exec- 
utive and judicial departments, needed restraint when they adopted 
it, and carefully inserted the now contested prohibitions. ey 
were careful to see that the Constitution provided two Houses—a 
Senate and House of Representatives. Then the President was 
clothed with power to approve or disapprove, and then the courts 
had power to declare such laws unconatitutional that happened to 

these successive 3 

While Congress can legislate for the Territories, it must be leg- 
islation in conformity with, in pursuance of, and within the lim- 
its of the Constitution. The claim that the friends of this bill 
make, that Congress can do as they please and legislate for the 
Territories or any one of them without restraint, even to the ex- 
tent of withholding the rights guaranteed to every citizen, asif the 
3 were not within the United States, is a serious usurpa- 

on of power. 

In Article II, section 1, the Constitution says: z 

Tho executive power shall be vested in a President of the United States 
of America. 

When the President is required to sign all bills passed by the 
Congress before they become laws, applicable to States or Terri- 
tories, why was he not designated ‘‘ President of the United States 
of North America and of the Territories,” if the power in this 
clause were not given over the Territories? Would anyone be 
daring enough to say that he is not President of the whole coun- 
try, States and Territories alike, and has always exercised that 

ower under the name of ‘President of the United States of 
orth America?” 

If the words United States” in this section do not include 
the entire country, States and Territories alike, then he is Presi- 
dent of the States only. 

Let this question receive our best consideration. Acts involy- 
ing the interpretation of our written Constitution, on the decision 
of which grave interests of our country’s perpetual life and our 
free institutions may depend, demand consideration from a patri- 
otic standpoint. Party policy or partisanship should not prevail. 

The people will not suffer, ultimately, our institutions of free 
Government to perish, even though their agent, the Congress, fail 
to measure up to the standard of patriotic devotion to that sacred 
instrument. It is not a question of our good intentions; it is not 
a question of our paternal interest. I will presume, for the pur- 
pose of this argument, that we mean to exercise no oppression 
over this island; but it is a larger question, involving legal author- 
ity, to so legislate, and if this legislation confiicts fairly with the 
provisions of the organic law, made by the le and for the 
ple, and under which we have expanded and may expand in a 

— way, then let us recede from the effort e to pass 

Rather than do violence to that charter of our liberties, that 
has been tested by time, in the government of our States and Ter- 
ritories, I would prefer to have no territory beyond the sea. 


Whatever expansion takes place, whatever policy is pursued, it 
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must be an expansion and a policy within the spirit of the Con- 
stitution and no other kind. 

Believing as I do that this bill ought not to pass, because it is 
repugnant to the Constitution and involves the exercise of powers 
prohibited by the Constitution, yet there are other reasons why 
this bill should not become a law, and some of those reasons are 
as follows: 

It is unjust to the Puerto Ricans and injurious to ourselves and 
an expression of bad faith on our part. The owners and occu- 

ants of this little island are now our friends, and if they are to 
governed without standing armies we must apply to them the 
rule of equality and make rules and regulations applicable alike 
to them as to other American territory. aner will soon know, if 
this bill becomes law, that they are the only Territory of the 
United States from which customs duties would be demanded. 
They will know that Hawaii and every other Territory is treated 
differently, and they could and would fairly charge this nation 
with contributing to their present distress and poverty in place 
of assisting in relieving their embarrassment. 

We have cared for our great Northwestern Territories until 
they had the uisite qualifications for statehood, without dis- 
criminating burdens, hy inaugurate a new and foreign policy 
with these people, who have peacefully welcomed the American 
Army and who have given evidence of their allegiance? They 
were promised the blessings of our free Government. Puerto 
Rico is now American territory, and it has a right, when its popu- 
lation and condition justify it, to be admitted into the Union on 
an equal footing with other States, and all our legislation as to 
this ‘land should have reference to that object. [Applause.] 
The Secretary of War in his report says: 

The highest considerations of tana and good faith demand that we 


ould not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our prosperity 


shi 
with which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their allegiance 


to the United States, and that we should treat the interests of this people as 
our own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 

What good reason is assigned by the majority of the committee 
for changing the original bill from its former recommendations 
of free trade and now recommending the imposition of customs 
duties, when the President has said it was our plain duty to abol- 
ish all customs tariffs and give to Puerto Rican products free 
access to our markets? The President, in his recent message to 
this Congress, further said that Puerto Rico— 


duties, now imposes the same duties upon these products as from any other 
country entering her ports. She has therefore lost her free intercourse with 
Spain and Cuba without any compensating benefits in this market. The 
markets of the United States sh be open to her products. 

What reason exists for this change of policy toward these people, 
whose products have been swept away by unusual storms and 
who have, by change of allegiance, lost the markets of Spain for 
their sugar and tobacco? e following extract from the report 
of the jority of the committee paray explains the reasons why 
pen en ill, as a substitute for the bill removing customs 

uties, urged. 

The clause in the majority report of the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee reads thus: 

The representative of the beet-sugar industry who appeared before your 
committee stated that the 5 sugar SRA of 2 3 from Puerto Rico. 
even should the product be doubled, would work no injury to the beet-sugar 
interests. His fears were that this original bill might be regarded as a prec- 
edent for free sugar from the 1 75 nds and eventually from Cuba. 
It is a sufficient answer to this that the substitute report establishes no prec- 
edent. On the contrary, we expressly assert by this substitute the rig t to 
1 between Puerto Rico or the Philippine Islands and the United 

es. 


It is alleged in this report of the majority of the committee that 
Congress is free to impose taxes at their own will one rate on 
Puerto Rico, another on Oklahoma, another in New Mexico—and 
its provisions respecting uniformity do not apply to our new pos- 
sessions. If this be true, then the protected interests of monopo- 
lies and trusts may demand in their greed that excessive taxes be 
laid, amounting to exclusion from our home markets and the ter- 
mination to that extent of their civil rights. Congress could then 
establish different rules of naturalization and establish a despotic 
government, or make for them a government as cruel as that 
from which we have just liberated them. 

Our duty requires us to deal justly and in the best faith with 
Puerto Rico, regardless of this effort to establish a precedent for 
future use when we come to deal with the Philippines. Puerto 
Rico can not be presumed to assent to such legislation that in- 
fringes the principle of equity. Our time-honored declaration, 
that all just government is founded on the consent of the goy- 
erned, would, to them, be a snare and delusion. Let the people 
amend the Constitution if they desire Congress to govern foreign 


territory by the fluctuating will of this body, but let not Congress 
assume to appropriate powers not specifically granted or neces- 


sarily implied in that instrument for any purposes, laudable or 
otherwise, 

_ While I hope never to see the representatives of Asiatic peoples 
in the Congress, or their millions of subjects allowed to compete 
with American labor, yet we must meet the questions as they 
arise under constitutional powers conferred and deal with them 
in accordance with and subject to and not outside of the limits 
prescribed in the Constitution under which alone we derive tho 
power to deal with any territory at all. 

We went as far as we were justified in going when we said to 
Europe that America was for Americans; but if we are now to 
govern the islands bordering on America or on Asia by force asa 
colony, subject to such unequal taxation as we deem desirable, 
and govern them as subjects purchased from their former masters, 
what further rights have we to command that European mon- 
= shall not found imperialistic governments on American 
soil? 

If the Constitution secures to every man under the flag the 
rights of freemen—the right to travel and live in any part of our 
common country, wherever our flag floats as the emblem of free- 
dom and liberty—where is the power granted to restrain that right 
if we claim them as American territory and subject to our laws? 
May constitutional liberty be maintained in this entire nation, in- 
cluding every Territory embraced within its extended borders, in 
full force and vigor forever. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I realize the fact that 
nothing new can be said in further discussing this bill—its legal 
and moral phase has been presented from every conceivable stand- 
point—and yet I can not permit this discussion to close without 
giving expression to ny views respecting this extraordinary meas- 


ure. I use the word extraordinary ad y, Mr. Chairman, for 
never before in the history of this Government has such a propo- 
sition been submitted to the American Congress. [Applause.]} 


Under the treaty of peace between our Government and the 
Kingdom of Spain, signed at Paris in December, 1898, the island 
of Puerto Rico was ceded to the United States by the Crown of 
Spain. This island had been a Spanish possession for more than 
200 years; its people had groaned under the yoke of Spanish 
oppression and exaction; they had seen their substance and hard 
earnings squandered and dissipated in an effort to uphold and 
sustain the venality of an effete monarchy. Realizing their help- 
less condition, no doubt the blood coursed through their veins 
with increased rapidity when they heard that war had been de- 
clared between the United States, the mighty young giant of 
North America, and Spain, for in this declaration they could see, 
possibly through the fortunes or misfortunes of that war, that the 
8 of the Spanish oppressor might be lightened, possibly removed 

orever, 

Who can tell; who can know, Mr. Chairman, the heart feelings 
of the peopleof this island when it was known that our victorious 
Army had landed on their soil? They knew that Spanish author- 
ity was gone, 2 forever, and with one 9 and with 

ractical unanimity they hailed and greeted our troops as their 

eliverers. From the humble cottage by the roadside to the pre- 
tentious dwellings in the towns and cities our soldiers were received 
with unstinted enthusiasm, The island fell like a ripe apple into 
our lap, and its people no doubt thought that the day of their de- 
liverance from unjust taxation and official exactions had come. 
The general in command of the United States Army, who then 
commanded in Puerto Rico, General Miles, issued the following 
proclamation to the people of that island: 

HEADQUARTERS OF THE ARMY, 


Ponce, Puerto Rico, July 28, 1898. 
To the inhabitants of Puerto Rico: 

In the prosecution of the war against the Kingdom of Spain by the people 
of the United States in the cause of liberty, gr and humanity, its mili 
wr forces have come to occupy the island of Puerto Rico. 

hey come bearing the banner of freedom, inspired by a noble purpose to 
seek the enemies of our country and yours and to destroy or capture all who 
are in armed resistance. They bring you the fostering arm of a nation of free 
people, whose greatest risin its Trstice and humanity to all those avag 
within its fold. Hence the first effect of this occupation will be the immedi- 
ate release from your former political relations and, it is hoped, a cheerful 
acceptance of the government of the United States. The chief object of the 
American military forces will be to overthrow the armed authority of Spain 
and to give to the people of goar beautiful island the largest measure of lib- 
sa consistent with military occupation. 

e have not come to make war upon the people of a country that for cen- 
turies have been oppressed, but, on the contrery, to bring you protection, 
not only to yo ves, but to your property, to promote your prosperity, 
and bestow upon you the immunities and blessings of the liberal institu- 
tions of our Government. It is not our purpose to interfere with any exist- 
ing laws and customs that are wholesome and beneficial to your people so 
long as they conform to the rules of military administration of order and 
justice. This is not a war of devastation, but one to give to all within the 
control of its military and naval forces the advantages and blessings of en- 
lightened civilization. 

NELSON A. MILES, 


Major-General, Commanding United States Army. 
This, Mr. Chairman, was the situation in July, 1898. As before 
said, with the ratification of the treaty of ce signed at Paris 
this island became a part of the territory of the United States, and 
as such, under the Constitution, is entitled to the same treatment 
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that is accorded to any other Territory. Itdoes seem that when a 


people voluntarily become “one of us,” so to „and when the 
treaty-making power of this Government dec , as in the case 
of Puerto Rico, that such country belongs to the United States, 
its status should be easily fixed and determined. Puerto Rico is 
as much a part of this country to-day as is Alaska or Hawaii. 
Who can doubt it? 

Mr, Chairman, when we met last December the President, in his 
annual message, declared that it was our plain duty to give the 
Puerto Ricans a free market for their products in this country. 
He further said this island— 


had been denied the 
have been continu 


nsating benefits in this market. The markets of 
be opened up to her products. 

The Secretary of War, in his annual report, says: 

The highest considerations of 1 and good faith demand that we 
should not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our prosperity 
with which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their allegiance 
to the United States, and that we should treat the interest of this 
our own: and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 

All seemed to think that this declaration of the President was 
right, and a bill on these lines was presented by the chairman of 
the Ways and Means Committee; but, Mr. Chairman, that was 
done before the sugar and tobacco trusts had time to act. They 
now have acted, and what do we find? This bill drawn in con- 
formity with the views the President then expressed is side-tracked, 
and the one now under discussion is substituted, which proposes 
to levy an export duty of 25 per cent on certain commodities goin 
from this country to Puerto Rico, to be collected there, and 
per cent as import duty on certain commodities coming into this 
country from Puerto Rico, to be collected here, and the principal 
commodities from Puerto Rico on which it is pro to levy 
this duty are sugar and tobacco. 

Yes, sir; to carry out the wishes, if not demands, of the sugar 
and tobacco trusts, the Republican majority in this House propose 
to collect a duty on commodities coming into this country from 
one of our own Territories, and the Committee on Ways and 
Means seek to justify their course under the peculiar and specious 
reasoning that the term United States,” as used in the Constitu- 
tion with reference to the collection of impost duties, means the 
States alone and does not include Territories. 

Mr. Chairman, it has been amusing, if not instructive, during 
this debate, to hear gentlemen favoring this bill give abstruse 
definitions of the words “ import” and export.“ Any schoolboy, 
it occurs to me, should know that goods are ‘‘ exported” when 
they are carried out of this country to a foreign country, and are 
„imported“ when they are brought into this country frotn a for- 
eign country. This bill uses the words import“ and“ export.” 
I would like to have gentlemen who favor this bill tell me what 
foreign country we export goods to or import goods from when 
we are trading with Puerto Rico, one of our own Territories. 

I have no desire, sir, to consume the time of the House—even 
had I the time—in discussing the decisions of our Supreme Court 
bearing on the issue presented by this bill. These have been read 
and discussed so thoroughly by other gentlemen that a further 
reference to them at this time seems unnecessary. I will, how- 
ever, Mr. Chairman, refer to one of these decisions which covers 
this case absolutely, and shows conclusively that this bill directly 
contravenes that constitutional provision which declares that— 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

Loughborough vs, Blake (3 Wheaton, 317), the case to which I 
refer, announces the law governing the principle which underlies 
this bill. In that case the authority of the United States to im- 
pose a direct tax on the people of the District of Columbia was 
challenged, and Chief Justice Marshall, speaking for the court in 
that case, said: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts, and excises for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. This grant extends to all places over which the Government 
extends. If this be doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words 
which modify the nt. These words are. But all duties, imposts and ex- 
cises shall be uniform throughout the United States.“ It will not be con- 
tended that the modification of the power extends to places to which the 
power itself does notextend. The power, then, to lay and collect duties, im- 
ponts, a ae may be exercised and must be exercised throughout the 

Does this term d ate the whole or 5 particular portion of the Ameri- 
can empire? Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the 
name given to our great Republic, which is composed of Statesand Terri- 
tories. The District of Columbia, or the territory west of the Missouri, is 
not less within the United States than Maryland and Pennsylvania, and it is 
not less necessary, on the principles of the Constitution, that uniformity in 
the im tion of imposts, duties, and excises should obser’ in one 
than th» other. Since, then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which in- 


ple as 
tween 


cludes direct taxes, is obviously coextensive with the power to lay and col- 
lect duties, im and excises, and since the latter extends throughout the 
United States, it follows that the power to impose direct taxes also extends 
throughout the United States. 

Gentlemen may consult the decisions of the Supreme Court 
since that time and they will be unable to find any opinion call- 
ing in question the doctrine therein asserted, but, to the contrary, 
whenever referred to in su uent decisions of the court, it is 
approved and confirmed. To-day goods of every character are 
carried from the States to Alaska and Hawaii and — from 
these places to the States duty free. Why? Because, while they 
are territories, they are a part of the domain of the United States. 

Suppose, Mr. Chairman, a hostile army should invade Puerto 
Rico. Would not such invasion be as much an act of war i 
the Government of the United States as it would be if it occurred 
in Alaska or the Hawaiian Islands? If this be true, then I would 
like to have gentlemen draw the line and show the House and the 
country the real difference between Puerto Rico and any other 
outlying territory of the United States. Thisisland is either ours 
or itis not. If ours, the provisions of our Constitution and deci- 
sions of our Supreme Court should protect and control it, and it 
should be accorded the same treatment that is given to other Ter- 
ritories. If not ours, then we can enact no legislation affecting 
it, for I believe it has been correctly said: 

2 to STERA Beate to the Amecions Union, tts wealth wil 
have departed and its inhabitants will have become paupers. 

Mr. Chairman, we find ourselves to-day in a peculiar position— 
the entire Democratic membership of this House adopting and 
indorsing the recommendation of a Republican President on the 
issue of giving free trade to Puerto Rico, while the Republican 
majority, with a few exceptions, is trying to defeat this recom- 
mendation. If the President was right last December when he 
sent in his message, he is right now, for conditions have not 
changed in Puerto Rico, except for the worse. 

The Republican majority, believing he was right then, actually 
pre and introduced a bill to meet the President’s views, and 
their complete change of front only gives additional proof and 
emphasis to the charge that the Republican party is under the 
complete dominion and control of the corporations and trusts of 
this country, for no man can doubt for a moment but that the 
bill now under discussion was framed to meet the demands of the 
sugar and tobacco trusts. It matters not to these trusts what 
the condition of the ple of- Puerto Rico may be. tek Ang 
nothing for the Constitution or decisions of the Supreme Court. 
They ignore what the President, Secretary of War, or General 
Miles may have said. They see their supposed opportunity and 
demand their pound of protection flesh. Be it said with me 
that the Republican majority in Congress have gracefully yielded 
to their insolent demands, 

Mr. Chairman, gentlemen sug that the policy sought to be 
established by this bill is to be adopted and hereafter pursued in 
our dealings with the people of the Philippine Islands. In other 
words, it is to bea prec ent for the future. The situation, sur- 
roundings, and conditions of Puerto Rico are almost totally dis- 
similar to those of the Philippines. Puerto Rico is a of the 
Western Hemisphere and lies practically at our door. e people 
of that island welcomed our Army with joyous greetings, and are 
to-day observing and obeying the laws of the land in a way that 
will not suffer by comparison with the people of many of the States 
of this Union. Its acquisition did not clash or conflict in the least 
with that cherished American idea known as the Monroe doc- 
trine,” but is in reality an assertion and just recognition of that 
doctrine, 

Not so with the Philippines; they are a part of the Eastern Hem- 
isphere, are more than 7,000 miles from our nearest shore, inhab- 
ited by a race of people entirely dissimilar to ours, and who have 
been resisting, not welcoming, our authority, as the Puerto Ricans 
did. I believe the permanent acquisition of these islands will call 
in question and challenge the true application of the Monroe doc- 
trine among the nations of Europe, for we can not consistently 
oppose the acquisition of territory by the monarchical governments 
of Europe on the Western Hemisphere while we seek to acquire 
territory and establish a government on the Eastern Hemisphere, 
and that, too, against the protest and armed resistance of the peo- 
ple of the territory sought to be acquired. Such a course will do 
more to cast reproach on that American idea than anything that 
has occurred since it was first promulgated, eighty years ago. 

It seems, Mr. Chairman, that discussion on no subject can be 
had in this House without some expression is given to the Philip- 
pine question. All admit it to be a vexed question. In almost 
every speech delivered on this bill the policy now being pursued 
in the Philippine Islands has either been defended or assailed. 
On February 27, 1899, twelve days after hostilities began between 
our troops and the Filipinos, I delivered a speech in this House on 
this subject, and I have seen no cause since to change the views I 
then expressed respecting our duty to those people. 

I then declared that under the terms of the treaty of Paris our 
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duty was first to restore peace and quiet in those islands, and 
F and give to these 


$20,000,000 ys to Spain, then withdraw our forces from these 
eave them the possessors of their own government, 


Mr, 
cherished policy of the PENOSO pAn 


the Western Hemisphere, and I have always opposed the policy of 
arrasa Fase ene to this country the Philippine Archipelago. 
In fact, the Democratic of my State has expressly declared 
in favor of re Puerto Rico (and that declaration was made 
before the Treaty of Paris was signed), but at the same time it 
declared its opposition to the annexation of the Philippine Islands. 
If we are to judge the future, Mr. Chairman, by the past, the 
retention of these islands means a large standing army, and all 
Democrats oppose this. Already the Secretary of the Treasury 
places his estimate of the cost of our Army for the next fiscal year 
at the enormous sum of $128,170,583.64 and the Navy at $58,425,- 
334.83, aggregating the vast sum of $186,595,918.37 for these two 
ditures. If this archipelago is retained by this country, 
ile, of course, the expenses for the Army and Navy will not 
so great after quiet is restored, yet I believe they will be heavy 
enough to show that the col policy now about to be adopted 
by this Government for the first time in the far east will prove an 
sive luxury to the taxpayers of this country. 
a Chairman, with Puerto Rico ours, as it is; with a govern- 
ment friendly to us soon to be established on the island of Cuba; 
under the peculiar friendly conditions existing between this coun- 
try and thatisland, may we not indulge the hope that the cherished 
dream of Thomas Jefferson may be realized in the future, when 
Cuba, by the voice and wish of her people expressed at the ballot 
box, shall declare her willingness to become an integral part of 
this great Republic? The Constitution is broad enough to cover 
and protect these two islands, as it covered and protected my own 
State—Texas—over fifty years, and to guarantee to their citizens, 
as it did to us, the full enjoyment of life, liberty, and pursuit of 
happiness, [Loud applause. ] 


[Mr. QUARLES addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. DOUGHERTY. Mr. Chairman, if this bill passes, it will be 
the first legislation by Congress in relation to the newly acquired 
‘insular possessions which came to us in co uence of the late 
Spanish war, and it will be the first legislative step in the nation’s 
march toward imperialism. 

In the discussion of this measure remarks have been incidentally 
dropped by the leaders of the majority indicating the future policy 
of the Administration toward the Philippines, from which we are 

ven to understand that motives other than those that are laid 

wn in the immortal Declaration of Independence will control 
its actions. No longer the humane and democratic principle 
“that all governments derive their just powers from the consent 
of the governed” is considered in our dealing with other peoples. 
Crazed: with the lust of conquest, driven by remorseless for 
in and power, the greatest Republic the world has ever seen, 

e beacon light of liberty for the whole world, is about to enter 
upon a policy of imperialism and militarism that will give us 
no rest, as the slav: R T olde us no rest, until y set- 
tled aright. And take heed! e longer the right settlement is 
delayed the greater will be its cost.” But I shall not at this time 
5 the Administration’s Philippine policy. Sufficient 
b ; nd fe x 1 895 f anal ag bill to im tariff the 

he 0 nding bill is to impose a tariff upon 
fat ed into this country from Puerto Rico and sent from 
country to Puerto Rico. 

I will not weary you with copious extracts from court decisions 
norlengthy quotations from deceased statesmen, but will endeavor 
to briefly centralize my thoughts on a few of the fundamental 
principles that I think underlie this question. 

The island of Puerto Rico has been 58 by and has become 
as much syms of the territory of the United States as Oklahoma, 
Arizona, New Mexico, and Alaska, and all the cunning of astute 
lawyers, with their garbled citations and false logic, can notalter 
the fact, From the time of the e ni of Puerto Rico, and 
pauma ae organization and establ ent of a civil government 

ere, island has been governed by military power. 

The tion that Congress can go to this island leaving the 
Consti n behind and govern the people as it sees fit is a most 
dangerous and unwarranted doctrine, 

It may not be a matter of ise to some of us that the first 
action or proposed 


by the majority here is an effort to levy 


and exact taxes. Much taxation is the habit of that party and is 
always essential to support the policy of imperialism, and the dis- 
position of that to tax without regard to that constitu- 
tional provision which says that— 

a imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 


Since Puerto Rico is territory of the United States, and the Con- 
stitution requires that taxation by Congress must operate uni- 
formly throughout the United States, the question then becomes 
pertinent, Are the Territories a part of the United States? If so, 
it seems to me, from the plain meaning of the words used, that 
the injunction requiring uniformity of taxation must apply to the 
Territories equally with the States. precise question was 
determined by the Supreme Court of the United States in the case 
of e pay, De against Blake (5 Wheaton), in which the court, 
through Chief Justice Marshall, says: 


ds places 
could be doubted, the doubt is removed by = Fm ee words which mod- 
uties, and excises shall 
uniform throughout the United States. It will not be contended that 
wer 2 5 


y Semper can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. The Dis- 
Columbia, or the rey west of the Missouri, within 
United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania, and it is not less avera i 
tha 1 
— és es, and excises should be observed in the one than in the other. 
3 then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which 
is obviously coextensive with e pornas to lay and 
and excises, and since the latter e: ds throughout the United States. it fol- 
3 the power to impose direct taxes also extends tthe United 


_And yet it has been contended by the gentlemen on the other 
side of this Chamber that outside of the domain of the forty-five 
sovereign States, and within the territorial limits and jurisdiction 
of the United States, the Congress has plenary, unlimited, and 
ee power; absolutely unhampered by the Constitution 
which created it and from which all its powers are derived. In 
other words, anything that Congress does in the way of legisla- 
tion for the Territories, outside of the States, is constitutional, 
just as ig act passed by the Parliament of Great Britain is con- 
stitution 

This view of our Congress 2 be quite English, you know, 
which in some quarters is considered a great recommendation; 
but, Mr. Chairman, I wish to register my objection to it. 

One distinguished gentleman took occasion to inveigh against 
paper constitutions. Ours is a paper Constitution, and I think 
it the most glorious instrument of its kind on earth, and it is all 
the better that itis recorded on paper. I do not like constitutions 
that are not written. I prefer a constitution that is in black and 
white, and even then it is too often held to be uncertain and ob- 
scure in its terms. 

In the Farewell Address of Washin „which the Sen- 
ate of the United States patriotically had in its Chamber on 
the anniversary of his birth, occurs the following wise statement: 

222 ĩðVvç requisite wow only DA yon SVAGT aire 

Q u not on ‘ou s 
a Babee 8 its e S but also 
that you resist with care the spirit of innovation upon its principles, how- 
ever specious the pretexts. 

The levying of a tariff tax on the imports from a territorial 
part of the United States, even its advocates must admit, will be 
an innovation on the practice under that Constitution. Again, 
the Father of his Country says, in the same paragraph: 

One method of assault may be to effect in the forms of the Constitution 
alterations which will impair the energy of the system, and thus to under- 
mine what can not be directly overthrown. 

The levying of this tax will be a step toward imperialism, and 
the enthronement of imperialism will see the complete overthrow 
of the ublic, and, consequently, the Constitution which set up 
a Republic and not an empire. Again, he says: 

In all the changes to which ga may be invited remember that time and 
habit are at least as n fix the f governments as of 
other human institutions; that experience is the surest standard by which to 
FFF 
Shaman, tome the endless variety of hypothesis and opinion. Ai 

Surely no one will deny that time and habit have fixed the 
character of this Government as op to the levying of the pro- 

tariff, and the standard of experience” has proven that 
bit wise, prudent, and just. hy ioe 

I do not believe that the makers of the Constitution intended to 
or did confer on the Congress the power to become greater within 
certain places of the domain of the United States than the Con- 
stitution itself, thus making the creature greater than thecreator, 
but that they intended that the great, fundamental principles of 
that instrument should obtain and be in force wherever the starry 
emblem of its might and power should designate its dominion. 
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It is but a little more than eighteen months past since the 
Puerto Ricans welcomed our representatives to their island homes 
and hailed them as deliverers from the Spanish yoke of tyranny 


and oppression, literally strewing flowers in the pathway of our 
conquering soldiery. And it was then that the commander of our 
Army said to them: 

We have come to bestow upon you the blessings and immunity of our 
Government. 

Subsequently the President of the United States, the Secretary 
of War, and the Governor-General of the island were agreed, and 
expressed the opinion that all customs dues between the island 
and this country should be abolished. These expressions received 
and were entitled to great weight, because of the fact that they 
were in a position to know and ize what was just and right as 
between the people of the island and our Government, and that 
policy was in consonance with the policy of good faith and justice, 
which we should use in dealing with all peoples. In harmony 
with these opinions, as well as in keeping with our bounden — 
under the Constitution, the Ways and Means Committee repo 
to Congress a bill providing for free trade with Puerto Rico. 

In view of these facts, I ask why was the first bill withdrawn 
and this unrighteous, un-American, and unconstitutional meas- 
ure substituted? 

The effect of this bill would be to put the Puerto Ricans in the 
attitude of aliens to this Republic. It proposes to put upon Puerto 
Rican rice, coffee, s , and tobacco a tax that is not only un- 
constitutional and unjust but which is a burden upon those people 

eater than they can bear. A tax which is not uniform with the 

es in other of the United States. 

Upon the acquisition of Puerto Rico we closed all other markets 
against them, and now this bill would shut the doors of the mar- 
kets of the United States in the very face of that unfortunate 
people and doom them to ultimate commercialruin. Sir, thesame 
treatment 8 to any one of the great States of this Union 
e r plighted fa ith to be violated in utter disregard of th 

our pli ai o be violated in u of the 
plainest dictates of fair dealing? 

Is this the elevating, civilizing, and Christianizing influence that 
is to follow the flag? Is this relief from Spanish tyranny and 
op ion the immunity of our liberal institutions?” 

e carrying into effect the provisions of the pending bill would 
not only be an act of violence to certain cherished principles of 
free government, which are guaranteed by our Constitution, but 
it would also bea crime against justice and humanity. The 7 
and extraordinary doctrine advanced during the debates by the 
advocates of this measure that Congress has powers of absolute 
dominion, which are confessedly outside of the Constitution, to gov- 
ern our newly acquired insular ions with their 15,000,000 
inhabitants and deal with them as aliens and vassals, deprived 
of political and commercial freedom, is indeed a monstrous doc- 
trine, involving at once the honor and integrity of the whole peo- 
ple of our common country. Let us not forget that it was ques- 
2 of this kind that led to our own revolution against Great 

The gentlemen who advocate the passage of this measure lose no 
opportunity to exploit the glorious achievements of our brave and 
conquering men-at-arms on land and sea, and then proceed to ap- 
5 all the honor and glory of their achievements to the 

ublican party. Wrapping themselves in the folds of the flag 
to hide their foul designs, they prate of patriotism even while 
they brush aside the Constitution to further legislate in the inter- 
est of trusts—trusts which are the chief source of the supply of 
Republican campaign funds and the most potent power behind 
the throne which dominates its councils and shapes its policies. 

Among the chief products of the island of Puerto Rico, and the 
mamay of its inhabitants, are sugar and tobacco. Conspicuous 
among the unsatiable trusts in this land to-day stand the sugar 
and tobacco trusts. In 8 for services rendered and to be 
rendered by the trusts t ublican party must protect them 
against free trade with Puerto Rico. Hence this tariff bill. And, 
sir, it is an open secret that this bill is but the initial step in a 
matured plan to make of all our insular possessions sources of 
profit to favored capitalists and “ feeders” of trusts. 

I enjoy in no mean degree a sort of satisfaction in being able to 
7 my vote against the pending bill. 

fore this nation is committed too far by the gentlemen across 
the aisle to imperialism, it may be well to consider the sentiment 
so well expressed in the following lines: 

THE REPUBLIC. 
[Mene, Mene, Tekel, Upharsin.] 
L 


Years upon years we have labo: lustily, loyi: „long: 
SSC ip lege thighs were 


strong. 
We builded a beautiful Tower high o’er the world’s dreadful plain; 
Its base was as deep as the roots of our faith, and those were as deep as the 


But whether the Tower be Babel made red by the set of our 
By fire from Hell, or light from Heaven—what word, O ‘Washington? 


II. 


lie 
Marshaled above us and over the bell Fosa TonDa Sps 
Nothing but ‘Liberty, Liberty! —ere sold into on's hands 
Freedom to of alien lands. 


To groan the knell of peoples 

III. 
Lost in a lab th madness -in a wilderness lost in vain, 
Our sons, | 


wrong bf bows of the Priests of Mammon, seek light again. 
And is our land great FFP 
And is our land strong by its people's voice, or only by voice of its guns? 
Well we know when pale Freedom lies bleeding d to an isle in the 


West; 
Well we know when an Eagle sweeps out of the West upon her heart to feast. 
‘ Iv. 
years have we labored, lustily, lovingly, long; 
and Chaos our work must eclipse when ht is eclipsed by Wrong. 
Where is the prophecy cried by the seer?—where is the patriot's prayer?— 
The iron- hand to stay the stones?—the voice through the night: Be- 


ware!” 
wrought, to warn of, to ward off the fall, 
b—and those terrible 


and 


Years u 


Nothing nothing 
Save the hand of the Father held forth from the tom 
words on the wall! 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, it may be conceded that the people 
of this country have, in al measure, me reconciled to the 
acquisition of Puerto Rico and the Hawaiian Islands. In each case 
the traditional policy of the Republic to avoid foreign complications 
is not violated, as the islands all lie in the Western Hemisphere, 
which we have always claimed within the sphere of our special 
influence. If we could disassociate the incorporation of these 
islands as a part of our territory from the permanent acquisition, 
ownership, and incorporation of the Philippine Islands, there 
would, I think, be little serious protest, 

But the country will be surprised to learn that while Puerto 
Rico is a part of the territory of the United States, it is not enti- 
tled to any of the safeguards of the Constitution, and that there 
is no constitutional guaranty for the lives, liberty, and property 
of the 1,000,000 inhabitants of that island, or any of the other Ter- 
ritories; and that the same do not come within the designation 
The United States.“ This position is boldly taken by the advo- 
cates of the pending bill as the only escape from the 22 pro- 
vision of the Constitution found in section 8, Article I, as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, im 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common lense n- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises z 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

Congress, however, is itself the creature of the Constitution, be- 
ing provided for in the first section of the first article of that 
instrument, Puerto Rico was acquired as the result of the con- 
stitutional power of ess to declare war, and now, if retained, 
it can only be governed by the creature, Congress, in accordance 
with the mandate of its creator, the Constitution. 

Congress can have no power or authority not conferred by the 
Constitution which brought it into being and gave it vitality. 
Legislation beyond this is usurpation. 

If it is contended that the Constitution is not broad enough, the 
remedy is to amend it, not violate it. 

In the bill under consideration, section 2 provides that all mer- 
chandise imported into Puerto Rico from ports other than United 
States ports shall pay the rate of tariff duties collected on mer- 
chandise from foreign countries imported into the United States. 

There is no objection to this provision, as in this respect it deals 
with the island as a part of the United States. 

Section 3, however, imposes a tariff on all merchandise coming 
into the United States from Puerto Rico and into that island from 
the United States at a rate equal to 25 per cent of the duties col- 
lected on merchandise imported into the United States from for- 
eign countries. 

Remembering that the Constitution, while providing that the Con- 
gress ‘‘ shall have power to make all n rules and tions 
5 the territory and other property of the United States,“ 
with equal emphasis provides that Congress shall only have power 
to levy ‘‘duties, imposts, and excises which shall be uniform 
throughout the United States,“ it is clearly seen that this provi- 
sion is based upon the anomalous idea that while Puerto Rico has 
been regularly annexed and isa part of the territory of the United 
States, neither Puerto Rico nor the Territories of New Mexico 
nor Arizona are protected by the provisions of the Constitution 
guaranteeing uniform taxation throughout the United States;“ 
that the Constitution does not apply to any portion of our terri- 
tory not included in the several States, and that we have a right 
not only to have and hold territory as colonies, but that they are 
not entitled to any of the ties or safeguards of the Consti- 
tution. If we have that right, then we have the right not only 
to tax them without the hope of ever having representation, but 
to hold them as subjugated colonies, and to place upon them bur- 
dens as great as those imposed upon the Israelites of old in their 
Egyptian bondage. 
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If this principle is sound, it means that we can govern territory 


as the Romans governed their colonies, by taxation without repre- 

sentation, and by the imposition of burdens which made 8 of 

oe Lee Mg and kept them in subjection by the iron hand of mili- 
y rule, 

I utterly abhor any such construction of the Constitution, for I 
glory in the greatness of our Republic and in its sufficiency to 
meet the ends and aims of what should be the greatest among the 
great powers of the world. It has the power to uire territory 
as the result of conquest in war regularly declared by Congress 
and by treaty, but when acquired it becomes ipso facto a part of 
the United States, to be governed by Congress under and not out- 
side of the constitutional limitations. the contention of the 
majority of the committee is right, then there is no limitation ex- 
cept the will of Congress. If a constitutional limitation is right as 
to a part of our people and a part of our territory, why should it be 
denied as to any other portion? 

It is not denied that territory annexed by conquest can be per- 
mitted to remain for a limited time under military rule, of which 
the President is the Commander in Chief, as was the case with theter- 
ritory acquired in the Mexican war; but so soon as Congress takes 
possession and undertakes to legislate, military rule becomes sub- 
ordained to civil authority, to be exercised in pursuance of and 
subject to the limitations of the Constitution. [Applause on Dem- 
cratic side.] 

A constitutional government is the only free government. By 
denying that the Constitution covers Puerto Rico, the assertion is 
put forth that we can deal with its people as subjects without any 
rights that the Government is bound to respect. Daniel Webster, 
in his great h in the Senate on the of March, 1848, on the 
„objects of the Mexican war,” said: 

Mr. President, for a good many years I have struggled to oppose every- 
shine that I thought tended to strengthen the arm of executive power. I 
th it is growing more and more formidable every day. And It 
in yielding to it in ee in other 1 will give it strength which it 
may be hereafter very difficult to resist. I think that it is nothing else than 
fear of executive power that commits us to the support of this war for the 

uisition of territory—fear—fear—and nothing e 
n the little part which I have acted in public life it has been my P aie} 
to maintain the people of the United States, what the Constitution designed 
to make them, one people—one in interest, one in character, and one in polit- 
ical feeling. we depart from that, we break it all up. 
* * 6 * * * s 

Arbitrary governments may have territories and distant ions, be- 
cause arbitrary governments may rule them by different laws and different 
systems, Russia may rule in the Ukraine and the provinces of the Caucasus 
and Kamchatka by different codes, ordinances, or u Wecan do nosuch 
thing. They must be of us, part of us, or else strangers. 

I think I see that in progress which will Vaan bs and deform the Consti- 
tution. While these Territories remain Territories they will be a trouble 
and an annoyance; they will drawafter them vast expenses; they will prob- 
ably require as many troops as we have maintained during the twenty 
years to defend them against the Indian tribes. We must maintain an Saa 
at that immense distance. When they shall become States they will be sti 
more likely to give us tronble. 

I think I see a course adopted which is likely to turn the Constitution of 
the land into a deformed monster, into a curse rather than a blessing; 
fact, a frame of an unequal government, not founded on pommia representa- 
tion, not founded on equality, buton the grossest inequality; and I think that 

process will go on, or that there is danger that it w 1 go on, until this 
Union shall fall to pieces, I resist it to-day and always. Whoever talters or 
whoever flies, I continue the contest! 

I know, sir, that all the portents are discou g. Would to God I could 

ose who think with me, and 


auspicate good influences! Would to Godthat 
myself, could hope for stronger support! Would that we could stand where 
we desire to stand! I see the signs are sinister. But with few, or alone, . 


and while such t interests are at stake, I defy auguries and ask no omen 
but my country's cause! 
Is there not ground now toreecho the fear then expressed? When 


once we cut loose from the Constitution we will drift upon the 
breakers as fast as the tide of Sape, driven on by greed and lust 
for power, can carry us. The Constitution should be preserved 
inviolate, and no country should be annexed or incorporated as a 
part of our territory unless we are willing that our Constitution 
should go with our dominion. We want nosubjects, no colonies, 
on any other terms. 

The doctrine contended for here, that Congress is not restricted 
by the Constitution in regard to the territory not States, would 

othe Congress and the President with as great autocratic power 
as that possessed by the Czar of Russia or was ever by 
the emperors of old. In the Dred Scott case (19 Howard, 432), 
speaking in this of the opinion for all of the justices of the 
court, the Chief Justice said: 

There is 3 no power given by the Constitution to the Federal Goy- 
ernment to estab: or maintain colonies borde on the United States or 
at a distance, to be ruled and governed at itsown pleasure, nor to enlarge its 
territorial limits in any way except by the ad on of new States. 

In Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 317) Chief Justice 
Marshall said: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to lay 


and collect taxes, duties, im and excises,” for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. This grant ls general, without limitation to place. It conse- 
quently extends to all places over which the Government extends. If this 


-this country might be a good reason 


“But all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform 
throughout the United States.” It will not be contended that the modifica- 
tion of the power extends to places to which the power itself does not extend. 
The power, then, to lay and collect duties, im and excises may be exer- 
c and must be exercised throughout the United States. Does this term 
d te the whole or any parti portion of the American empire? Cer- 
t of but one answer. It is the name given to our 
Terri The District of 


than Maryland or Pease! GW and it is not less necessary, on the 
peruin of our Constitution. t uniformity in the imposition of imposts, 
uties, and excises should be observed in the one in the other, Since, 
then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is obvi- 
ously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and ex- 
cises, and since the latter extends throughout the United States, it follows that 
the power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout the United States. 
e extent of the ar being ascertained, how far is it abrid, by any 
tof the Constitution? The twentieth section of the first article declares 
hat representation and direct taxes shall be apportioned among the several 
States which may be included within the Union according to their respective 
numbers. The object of this tion is, we think, to furnish a standard 
by which taxes are to be apportioned, not to exempt from their operation 
any part of the country, 
Again, page 321, same case, he says: 


That the general t to lay and collect taxes is made in terms which com- 
prehend the District and Territories, as well as the States, is. we think, in- 
controvertible. The 3 clauses are intended to regulate the exer- 
cise of this power, not to withdraw it from any part of the community. 

This is the commonly accepted view of nine-tenths of the 
of this country. Now, they will be surprised at this new dogma 
unfolded to justify the legislation pro i 

If the Supreme Court of the United States should uphold the 
legislation proposed in this bill, we may well seriously doubt the 
permanency of our institutions, because without restraints this 
Government will go the way of all the nations of antiquity and of 
all mortality. 

The constitutional question involved in this bill is more serious 
to my mind than the acquisition of any 3 piece of terri- 
tory. As long as we acquire territory under the Constitution to be 
held and governed under it I do not despair, for if we find a coun- 
try undesirable for permanent annexation, as I believe the Philip- 
pine Islands are, we can 8 of them; but when once we cast 
aside the guaranties of the Constitution, with the sanction of the 
Supreme Court, I fear that the rent can never be repaired nor 
the chasm bridged, but the natural forces of destruction will ab- 
solutely relegate the venerated Constitution to that oblivion which 
knows no awakening, except at the instance of a brave people 
struggling for liberty as were our forefathers. 

But the Republican party seeks to justify its advocacy of this 
measure because it says uniform duties for Puerto Rico would 
be in violation of the policy of protection.” I answer, No more 
so than the free trade guarant by the Constitution between the 
States; but if it did, had you not better violate your policy of 
protection” (sometimes denominated legalized robbery) than to 
violate the Constitution? 

Are we so base and 5 as to be persuaded to violate 
the Constitution because to obey it would not be in accord with 
the Republican policy of protection? [Applause on the Demo- 
cratic side.] 

Such argument indicates that you hold your “policy of protec- 
tion” more sacred than the Constitution,and that you exalt expe- 
diency above principle. 

The second reason given is that it would be ‘‘ inimical to the in- 
terests of the United States with which Puerto Rican products 
would come in competition.” 

Is this a justification for a violation of the Constitution? Are 
the A pop a to understand that the highest code of morals recog- 
nized by Congress is 8 and party success? 

The fact that Puerto Rican products might do injury to those of 


ople 


inst the retention of such 
territory, but none for a violation of the Constitution. 

If such is the case, we should part with such territory. In any 
sapere expediency should not be sufficient ground to annul the 
safeguards of the Constitution. 

Is the reason assigned, that Puerto Rican products would in- 
juriously affect Americanagriculture, thetrueone? Who believes 
it? It can be but a pretext. The little island of itself could not 
injuriously affect agriculture in the States. Is it not rather the 
Philippine problem, which looms up with its dark and forbidding 
aspect, and is likely to prove too great a burden for the Repub- 
lican elephant? 

The distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL], 
in his able argument in favor of the bill on the first day of this 
debate, sought to stop the rout which had seized upon his pen 
and to rally his colleagues by declaring that unless we could gov- 
ern the islands outside of the Constitution, we had better be with- 
out them; that we could not, in his opinion, govern them so as to 
promote our welfare and theirs at the same time. 

Why not take Democratic advice? Dispose of the Philippine 


Islands by giving them their freedom upon terms just to them and 
to ourselyes? 
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But the Republican party has an alternative. Let it propose an 
amendment to the Constitution, authorizing Congress to hold all 
territory as subjugated colonies, entitled to none of the restric- 
tions, limitations, or guaranties of the Constitution as to taxation 
or the lives, liberty, or property of the inhabitants. This is the 
manly way to meet the issue. It is an issue which the Democratic 
party would welcome. 

Apart from the constitutional question, which is the most serious 
one involved, let us briefly consider whether the proposition to 
tax the Puerto Ricans 25 per cent on their exports to this country 
and 25 per cent on our imports to that country is fair and just 
treatment. The ports of Spain and Cuba, with which she had 
been accustomed to deal, have by tariff legislation been practically 
closed against her since her annexation to this country. Is it not 
our duty, therefore, to deal with that island in a liberal spirit? 
President McKinley thought so, and in his message to Congress 
used these words: 

It is our plain duty to abolish all customs tariffs between the United States 
and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our markets. 

He further said this island— 

Had been denied the principal markets she had long enjoyed, and our 
tariffs have been continued against her products as when she was under 
Spanish sovereignty. That the markets of Spain are closed to her products 
except upon terms to which the commerce of all nations is subjected. The 
island of Cuba, which used to buy her cattle and tobacco without customs 
duties, now imposes the same duties u these products as from any other 
country entering her ports. She has therefore lost her free intercourse with 
8 and Cuba without any compensating benefits in this market. The 
markets of the United States should be opened up to her products. 

The Secretary of War, in his annual report, says: 
note bin 7 considerations of justice and good faith demand that we 

ould no’ 


our own; and I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between 
Puerto Rico and the United States be removed. 

But these considerations are also to give place to the time-serv- 
ing policy of interest. Neither the Constitution nor the highest 
considerations of justice and good faith” stand in the way of poopie 
whose self-interest is their God. They would wreck the Republic 
for the “almighty dollar.” This provision is also objectionable 
because of the precedent it sets in fering our people upon the 
products received from Puerto Rico, and directing that the reve- 
nue so derived shall not be covered into the general fund of the 
Treasury, but held to be expended for the benefit of Puerto Rico 
and for the improvement of that island. 

This principle is contrary to the spirit of the Constitution and 
is, I believe, without precedent in the history of legislation by 
Congress. It is the assertion of the principle that Congress can 
tax one portion of cur coun 
that we can levy a tax upon the people of the States for the civili- 
zation and refinement of the people of the Philippine Islands or 
any other half-savage or semibarbarous people whom we may an- 
nex and to whom we may desire to extend our sweet-sounding 
policy of “ benevolent assimilation.” 

The last provision of this bill is also objectionable because of 
the unrestricted power it confers upon the Executive. Thefourth 
section provides: 


President to be u for the government and 
otherwise provided by law. 

This provides that the customs duties collected in Puerto Rico 
and collected in the United States on articles of merchandise com- 
ing from Puerto Rico shall be at the disposal of the President, to 
be used for the government and the benefit of Puerto Rico. Un- 
limited discretion is here granted. The Committee on Ways and 
Means of the House estimate the annual revenue at $2,302,549.11, 
while the Senate Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico 
estimate the revenue thus to be placed at the unlimited disposal of 
the ee at $3,000,000. A vast sum, indeed, and a great re- 
sponsibi 

This on ha however, follows as the natural result of the third 
section of the bill. First, the Constitution is to be so construed 
that Puerto Rico is to be governed or controlled as a Crown” 
dependency; then $3,000,000 to be collected annually from its 
people and placed at the disposal of the President for the follow- 

ng generally expressed purposes: 

For the expenses of the insular government, including the salaries of all 
27080000 the expenses of maintaining the courts, jails, almshouses, etc., about 

FFP 

Or e cons ction of roa u + 
public improvements, $1,000,000." FRE 

What an opportunity to reward the shouters of expansion and 

imperialism! 

is bill emphasizes one distinct difference between simple ex- 
pansion and imperialism. Expansion is the addition of territory 
to be governed and controlled, subject to the limitations and safe- 


for the benefit of another portion; 


rovided in the Constitution. Whether we should expand 
largely one of interest. Imperialism is the addition of 


or not 
territory to be governed and controlled as colonies, outside of the 
Constitution, and limited only by the willof the governing power. 

This bill is particularly dangerous as an entering wedge to pave 
the way for imperialism, because it is sugar coated with appeals 
to the of the American people. If we can abrogate the Con- 
stitution as to Puerto Rico, what will be our limits as to the Phil- 
ippine Islands, and what will be the confines of our colonial 
system or empire? Who is socredulous as to believe that we will 
stop with the Philippine Islands? Once govern outside of the 
Constitution, and history will repeat itself. 

Of republican Athens the historian says: 

In her, as in other republics of old and of modern times, the same en 
that had inspired the most heroic efforts in defense of the national independ- 
ence soon learned toemploy itself in daring and unscrupulous schemes of self- 
aggrandizement at the expense of neighboring nations. 

And again he says: 


republics that acquire supremacy over other nations rule them self- 


All 
ishly and oppressively. There is no exception to this in either ancient or 
ern times. Carthage, Rome, Venice, Genoa, Florence, Pisa, Holland, and 
republican France all over every province and subject state 
where they gained authority. 


Again, of Athens, he says: 


Athens, with hardly a rival in her day, is, like Rome, merely a 
t on the world’s surface. Like Rome, the historian attributes 
e downfall of Athens because she, too, failed to observe the 
limits which nature seemed to have set for her boundaries. 
Notwithstanding the passage of this bill, there is a hope still 
left—the appeal to the people, whose verdict I will await in the 
confident hope of a triumphant vindication of constitutional gov- 
ernment. ud Sop aoon on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. STO 1 . Chairman, this bill is both vicious and un- 
necessary. The only provision init thatis not vicious is unneces- 
. In so far as it seeks to apply to Puerto Rico the tariff laws 
of the United States it is a natural but an unn thing. 
That follows as a corollary of the treaty of cession by which th 
island was 1 In my view the moment the treaty with Spain 
was ratified the entire body of laws of the United States, so far as 
applicable, became operative in that island. This view has been 
promulgated time and again by the highest court of the realm. 
This precise point, however, was p upon in the case of 
California, in a case arising immediately after its acquisition, as 
one of the incidents of the war with Mexico. Here is what the 
court said: j 
But after the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the 


United States, or a ceded, conquered territory. 
* * * * a * * 


By the ratification of the treaty California became a part of the United 
States. And as there is nothing differently stipulated in the treaty with 


t to commerce, it became instantly bound and privileged by the laws 
which Congress has passed to raise revenue from duties on imports and 
tonnage. 

* * * * * * * 


The sixty-third section, also, of that act, directing when to: duties were 
to be paid, became as operative in California after its cession to the United 
States as it was in any collection district. . 

* * + * * * * 
Can any reason be given for the exemption of foreign from duty be- 


cause they have not been entered and collected at a port of delivery? The 
last e a part of the consumption of the asl f as well as the others. 
They may be carried from the point of landing into co! lection districts within 
which duties have been poa upon the same kind of goods, thus entering, by 
the retail sale of them, into competition with such goods and with our own 
manufactures and the products of our farmers and planters. The right 
claimed to land foreign s within the United States at any place out of a 
collection district, if allowed, would be a violation of that provision in the 
Constitution which oins that all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States. 

These last words are directly in point. 

The opinion proceeds: 

We will here briefly note those objections which preceded that which has 
been discussed. The first of them, rather an assertion than an argument— 
that there was neither treaty nor law permitting the collection of duties—has 
been answered, it baying pene: shown that the ratification of the treaty made 
California a part of the United States, and that, as soon as it became so, the 
Territory became subject to the acts which were in force to regulate — 8 —— 
commerce with the United States, after those had ceased which had been in- 
stituted for its regulation as a belligerent right. 


ITS VICIOUS PHASE. 


But the bill does not stop at attempting the unnecessary. It 
goes further, and proposes a new principle of taxation, a principle 
hitherto unknown in our economy—a principle against which our 
fathers fought through seven long weary years, and against which 
they hedged the Constitution in the most positive and unmis- 
takable terms. It Al ges to aTa tax upon certain commodities 
going into Puerto Rico from the United States and upon the same 
commodities coming into the United States from Puerto Rico, 


2362 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. FEBRUARY 27, 


STRANGE AS WELL AS VICIOUS. 
This is a new and strange doctrine, Mr. Chairman, that jars | 8a 


paiston upon the ears of those whose memory of our past is not 
S avarice and covetous greed. 
For the first time in the history of Congress it is considering a 


tion to tax domestic commerce, to tax commodities coming | 4 


tosome pee of the United States from other ports of the United 
States. Not only so, it is at the same time considering a proposi- 
tion to tax commodities exported from certain States and destined 
for certain ports of the United States, a sort of double-barreled 
novelty gun which seems to be loaded at both ends. 

CONSTITUTION FORBIDS. 


Of course, Mr. Chairman, in both these respects this bill is in 


the very teeth of the Constitution. Hear what it says. Section 8 
of the article of the Constitution is as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and 383 to pay the debts, and provide for the common defense n- 
eral welfare of th the 3 pavi — 855 all duties, imposts and excises shall be 

‘orm 


And, again, AEE as if framed to meet the precise prop- 
osition, we find the following: 
No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 


Of course, it will be understood that the power to tax, the 
greatest of all the grants to Congress under the Constitution, is de- 
rived from Article I, section 8, as above; and in section 9 ‘of the 
same article are grou the restrictions and limitations of that 
power; the metes and bounds of that grant are there distinctly 


marked out. 
ASSURANCE MADE DOUBLY SURE. 
Yet, as if to make assurance doubly sure, the limitation of uni- 
formity is added, in immediate juxtaposition to the grant itself, 


in the following ble language: 
v N et all Buttes, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the 


bition of what 


It is are to conceive of a more direct 
e dominant party 


is pro in this bill. Is it strange that 
should pause? 
HAVE THEIR EARS TO THE GROUND. 

Not that they fear or venerate the Constitution itself. When 
ever has the it of , once aroused in the human bosom and 
inflamed by im dreams and purposes, hesitated through 
reverence of moral or constitutional restraints? 

No, it was the mutterings of the masses, voiced through an in- 
telligent press, indicating that the spirit of constitutional liberty 
is not dead in the breasts of the common people that made them 

use. 

* EXPANSION BY CONTRACTION. 

And so, foiled in their purpose of imperial expansion by the 
terms of the Constitution, they now seek to contract the meanin 
of the term United States,” so as to limit its application, as 
in the Constitution, to the 45 organized States t compose the 
Union. They have invented a new theory that the Constitution 
gon not apply to the Territories; that Congress has plenary—that 

sa Slute—power over the Territories. ey hold that 
in in adating or governing the Territories Congress is not re- 
strained by any of the constitutional limitations. Let us see 
about this” If it were true, as held by the Ways and Means Com- 
mittee, that the term ‘‘ United States,” as used in the Constitu- 
tion, does not include the Territories that the term appres cer 
to the States—there would then be some color of ground for hol 
ing that the constitutional objection is not well taken on this point. 

THE CLASS IN DEFINITIONS. 

But what are the facts? What authority shall be deemed com- 

tent to decide upon the definition and limitation of the 
term I United States? Undou y there is an authority whose 

pecial jurisdiction of the subjectis undisputed and whose dictum 
2 final upon all points of controversy relative to the Constitution. 


THE COURT'S TURN. 


And what does the Supreme Court of the United States say? 
Has it ever ken upon this question? Undoubtedly it 
has, frequently and unequivoc In an unbroken line of deci- 
sions, ‘covering a century of our 3 that court has held the 
opposite view to that oontended for by the Ways and Means Com- 


What, then, does the term United States” include? Does it 
include the Territories? In other words, does the Constitution of 
the United States extend to the Territories? In at least one deci- 
sion of the Supreme Court this precise question is asked and 
answered in the most explicit terms, and it is answered to the 
confusion of the ents of this measure. There are many in 
eee Some e 3 

In the leading case, Loug e, Chief Justice John 
Marshall, one the beacon lightest hs bance all future juris- 


2 rendered the decision of the court, and here is what he 


the to lay and 
3 
vernment ex If this could be 
ay the 8 words, which — tho 

shall be uni- 


The eighth section of the first artica mvs Congress 
collect taxes, duties, im: and excises for the pu 
tioned. This grantis ge without limitation aste 
extends to all pana over which the Go 
the doubt is removed 

ese words are,“ but 


ou 
‘ant. 


any p: 

por tetas cman It is the name 
is composed of States and Territories, e District 
ritory west of the Missouri is not less within the United States than Mary- 


22 fs ths taps inet ante aes 2 
on t 0 e on = 
cises should be observed in the one than in the other. Snr a te ry gh f- 


Could language be more explicit or the issue more directly in 
point? Note the answer to the direct question here involved: 

Does the term designate the whole or any particular portion of the Amer- 
ican empire? 

Now note the answer: 

Certainly 2 nest ion can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
to our great Repu which is composed of States and Territories. 

The case of Cross, etc., vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 164) is decisive 
in determining that m our new possessions the imposts, duties, 
and excises co there must be uniform with those in the 
States and bases it u the constitutional requirement of uni- 
formity. The facts in that case are as follows: The treaty of 
peace was made between the United States and Mexico on the 8d 
of February, 1848. By that treaty California was ceded to the 
United States. As soon as this was done the Government authori- 
ties at Washington directed their subordinates in California to 
at once collect the customs duties there on goods from foreign 
countries, as As provided by the laws of the United States. 

ot the act extending the customs laws of the 
Uni tates to ornia and designating therein a port of entr 
until the 8d of March, 1849.. Between the 3d of eee 1848, 
and the 3d of March, 1849, Cross brought to the port at San 
Francisco goods upon which’ Harrison, the Government subordi- 
nate, demanded payment of duties under the laws of the United 
States, Cross paid under protest and afterwards brought suit to 
recoyer the amount paid. His contention was that the customs 
laws of the United States did not extend to California until the 
act of Congress extending them was d; hence the amount 
wasillegally collected, having been pai before the act was passed, 

The courts held that the custom laws extended to California as 
23 as it was ceded, and therefore the amount was properly col - 

In delivering the opinion in this case Justice Wayne says: 


To permit these goods to be landed in the port at San Francisco would be 
a violation of that 8 of the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, 
imposts, and excises shall be uniform gir rb the United States. Indeed, 
it must be clear that no such right exists, and that there 
neti o Ne ae t im of n goods into it oe i 
yment of the same du W. were chargea other parts © 
Pr States. That the trea 


is 5 — as a belligerent righ 

In the Dred Scott case, which has been 80 frequently affirmed, 
Judge Taney uses the following 

The words territory belonging to the United See tho 
Constitution to describe an a 5 but to identify and apply to those 
actual su matter th 2 d belonging to the United States, and 
other — * which might afterwards be acquired; and this being 
so, all the essential qualities and incidents ts attending su such actual subjects are 
embraced within the words “territory belonging to the United States.” 

If other decisions upon collateral issues be desired, the reports 
teem with them. I submit only a few, going to the point that the 
Constitution does in the Territories. 

In Reynolds vs, United States (98 U. S., 162) the court said: 


Congress can not pass a law for the ernment of the ere which 
shall prohibit ti the free exercise of on. The first amendment to the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids such 1 tion. 


In Sprin. d vs. ee REN U. S., 707), a case from the Ter- 

ritory of Utah, the court sai 
aan san 8 "trial by jury in common-law aon — 
could not im the power to the constitutional ruleand 


In Thompson vs. Utah e U. S., 346) Justice Harlan says: 


That the eal by jury the Constitution of the United States relating to 
—— right of in suits at common law apply to the Territories of 
e United States 7 7 an open question. 


5 Murphy vs. e (114 U. S., 15) the court says: 


The people of the United States as sovereign owners of the National Ter- 
Bape yt over them and their inhabitants. In the * 


ri marda they are represented by the ernmen 
tho Untied Sest to whom all the 8 of government over that 1 

we been only to trictions as are expressed in 
are necessarily implied in its terms. 
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If there were further doubt that the Constitution of the United 
States extends to all territory subject to the authority of the United 
States, it would be removed by the case of Callan vs. Wilson. 


(127 U. S., 550.) Congress had passed an act permitting justices 
in the District of Columbia to inflict punishment in certain cases 
without providing for jury trial, as anteed in the Federal 
Constitution. It was insisted by Callan that the act was void, 
being repugnant to the Federal Constitution. It was insisted by 
the 8 that Congress had unlimited power over the 
District, and that the provisions of the Federal Constitution could 
not restrain it, since section 8, Article I, of the Constitution, in 
enumerating the powers of Congress provided— 

To exercise exclusive legislation over such District (not exceeding 10 miles 
square) as may, by cession of particular States and the acceptance of Con- 
gress, become the seat of the Government of the United States. 

Yet the court held that Congress did not have power to legis- 
late for the District, unrestrained by the Federal Constitution, 
but that the Constitution extended over the District, aud that the 
act of Congress in permitting the infliction of punishment with- 
out jury trial was contrary to the sixth amendment, hence void. 

In another decision directly in point is found, in Shively vs. 
Bowlby (152 U. S., 1), the following: 

The Territories acquired by Con: whether by deed of cession from 
the original States or by treaty with a fo 
object, as soon as their population and condition justify it, of being admitted 
into the Union as States, upon an equal footing with the o Sta 
all respects. 

STATESMEN TAKE A TURN. 

If we enter, Mr. Chairman, upon the broader but no less t- 
able field of political dicta upon this precise point, the weight of 
opinion is 8 conclusive. I quote only two. The words of 
Calhoun, a century ago, are as pertinent to the present situa- 
— as they were to the one in hand when uttered. Here is what 

ə said: 

That it would be contrary to the genius and character of our Government 
and subversive of our free pipes institutions to hold Mexico as a subject 

tion too clear for argument before a body soenlightened 
ou know the American Constitution too well—you have 
looked into history, and are too well acquainted with the fatal effects which 
large provincial ions have ever had on the institutions of free states 
thi count 


on record of any free state holding 
tion without disastrous 


e power. 
would 4 add so vastly to the pat e of this Government that it would 
absorb the whole powers of the State; the Union w: an impe 


power, and the States reduced 
evil would not end there; the process would 
ferred from the States to the Union would be transferred from the 
hich holding 
large army to hold it in 
subjection and the appointment of a multitude of civil officers necessary to 
in him. The great influence which it would give 


and subjecting it to his di ion, ly when combi with the pri 
ciple of proscription, which has now the established practice of the 
Government. struggle to obtain the Presidential chair would e 


end yaa be anarchy or despotism, as certain as Iam now addressing the 
mate. 
Equally clear and in point are the words of Webster in the 
period of his ripest statesmanship: 
In the which I have acted in 


maintain the people of the United Sta 
make them—one 


Ukrane and pro’ 
or u 


codes, ordinances. 
part of us, or else strangers. 
ALL THE SAME WAY. 


And so, Mr. Chairman, through an unbroken line of decisions 
ona opinions by individuals pi 5 1 individuals = 

ve been generally supposed en ve opinions an 
entitled to decide things, and whose decisions and opinions, when 
rendered, have hitherto been supposed to be entitled to 
all these the ublican , enticed and dazzled by the glit- 
tering visions of empire which Satan has showed them,on the 
one hand, and on the other driven by the powerful allies of past 
political battles, the trusts, is facing to-day in this bill. 


THE MEANING OF IT. 


According to the new dogma, the Constitution does not extend 
to the Territories, and hence Congress may legislate or exercise 
authority over the Territories unrestricted by any of the limita- 
tions of the Constitution. 

It seems incredible that such a contention should be serious! 
made by poren in this presence. What does this mean? It 
iays in effect that the Congress, which is the creature of the Con- 

tution, extends where the Constitution itself has no jurisdiction. 
Applied to this particular bill it means that Congress can tax the 


ple of our Territories without regard to the specific limitation 
eee on that power. 


POWER AND LIMITATION COEXTENSIVE. 


Where does Congress get the power to tax? From the Consti- 
tution, undoubtedly. hen it lays a tax on Puerto Rico, it does 
so in the exercise of the power granted it by the Constitution. 


No one will deny this; and yet, according to the contention of the 
majority, the a grant contained in the Constitution to lay 
taxes goes to the Territories, but the limitations upon that power 
contained in the same article and section do not go. Can amore 


irrational proposition be conceived. 
HAVE NO RIGHTS. 


According to the contention of the proponents of this measure, 
the people of the Territories have no rights that Congress need 
respect. The Bill of Rights does not extend to them, and Congress 
can govern without a single restraint or limitation. Was ever a 
more absolute despotism conceived by the brain of man? 


LUMINOUS HISTORY. 


The fathers left absolutely no doubt as to what their purposes 
and intentions were on this point. But if they had, the history of 
the time preceding and leading up to the war of independence is 
luminous. If the framers of the bill under consideration had 
searched the m records of the Parliament and cabinet of 
George III for forms of legislation and for arguments to sustain 
it, they could scarcely have tracked more closely the measures and 
methods of that despotic monarch in his dealings with our an- 
cestors. 

“BOSTON TEA PARTY.” 


It was the very essence and marrow of that struggle that Eng- 
land 1 an import duty upon her colonial ndencies. 
That is the very essence and marrow of the grievances that aroused 
the undying hatred of unhappy Ireland. Shall we enter upon a 
policy that our Government was framed to bea perpetual protest 
against? Shall we enter upon the policy of constructing in our 
hemisphere, upon our very shores, another Ireland, to be a plague 
spot in our emf to rend us with tual protest and hatred 
and bitterness? I can not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the calm 
judgment of the American people will ratify such purpose and 
such plan, even if enacted into law by the Republican party under 
whip and spur of the sugar and tobacco trusts. 


ANOTHER BARRIER. 


But there is another clause of the Constitution, Mr. Chairman, 
which this bill contravenes. Even if the other obstacles could be 
disposed of, there would still be serious trouble growing out of sec- 
tion 9 of the'same article of the Constitution. clause to which 
I refer reads: 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 

How will you get goods from the United States into Puerto Rico 
without exporting them from a State? There are no distinctively 
United States ports. So that all goods going to Puerto Rico from 
any port of the United States must orce go from some State, 
and this bill provides for a tax upon goods so going into Puerto 
Rico; and hence the collection of atax upon so going would 
be in violation of the plain inhibition of the Constitution, and the 
ons would be bound to so hold in the first case brought to its at- 

ntion. 

PER CENTS VS. PRINCIPLE. 


Mr. Chairman, I have not thought it worth while to argue the 
amount of the tax or the duration of its imposition in the presence 
of the overshadowing question of principle. It seems to me ele- 
mentary that if such tax as that pro contravenes the Consti- 
tution, a reduction of the per cent imposed, or of the time through 
which it is to operate, can not in anywise alter the situation so 
far as the principle is concerned. What have per cents and periods 
of time to do with the principle involved? It is perfectly clear 
that if Congress can impose a tax upon domestic commerce under 
our Constitution for two years it can impose that tax for all time. 

If Congress can, in the face of constitutional inhibition, impose 
a tax of 25 per cent or 15 per cent upon domestic commerce, it can 
nopsaan cent, Ifeitheror both of these things can be done 
as between Puerto Rico and the United States for the benefit of 
the sugar and the tobacco trusts, it can be done at the behests of 
other trusts against your State and mine. 

A SUBTERFUGE. 
But it is offered as a salve to the consciences of those who bave 
the principle of the measure that the tax will be paid by 
the tobacco and the sugar trusts. This, too, is disingenuous to 
the last degree, and does not go to the point. 

But taking it as true—if it be true—then why deal so tenderly 
with these trusts? Why give them the benefit of 75 per cent or 
85 per cent of the duty paid upon the same 5 
other points? If it be true that this duty will be paid by the 
trusts and if the need of Puerto Rico be so great, why not collect 
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the full rates of the Dingley bill? Why this tender consideration 
of these enemies of the people? 


OUR DUTY. 


Mr, Chairman, I deeply sympathize with Puerto Rico. Her 
fate is, indeed, a hard one, and I would be glad to extend the 
helping hand to her 8 interests. It is the duty of this 
Government to do so, but it should be done in an orderly way, in 
a lawful way. 

NOT THE ONLY WAY. 


We are not shut in to this way of extending the help so sorely 
needed, There are other ways of giving relief—ways that have 
been r pornea out, ways that the inhabitants themselves have sug- 
gested. b shor then, does the Republican party insist upon this 
method of relief in the very teeth of the Constitution, when other 
lawful constitutional methods of relief areavailable? Theanswer 
is plain, 

THE REAL QUESTION, 


It is because this question has a broader significance than its re- 
lation to Puerto Rico, Puerto Rico and its trade is a mere inci- 
dent, a trivial incident, by comparison. The real motive lies fur- 
ther back in the ulterior p of that y with reference to 
Cuba and the Philippines. This is the preliminary step to the ex- 
88 of those unfortunate islands, While keeping on terms of 
ee and mutual helpfulness with its progeny of trusts at 

ome. 

But it is not my p here to discuss this measure in its re- 
mote bearings upon the Philippine problem. More than a year 
ago I gave my views on that question. Much of what I then said 
in the nature of a forecast has been written as part of the history 
of our country, and written to our shame. 

In concluding, I desire to print some documents that reflect 
a on some phases of the question that I have not discussed in 

etail. 

I spond hereto a statement from the commissioners sent to this 
city by the people of Puerto Rico to present their needs to Con- 

, together with a statement from the Merchants’ Association of 
Kew York, bearing upon the commercial conditions of the island. 
Loud applause.] 


APPENDIX. 


The members of the several delegations from Puerto Rico, sent here to 
— 2 5 to the members of Congress the conditions existing in their island 
and to ask for it the establishment at once of free comme: relations with 
the United States, to the end that the people of Puerto Rico may be relieved 
from the bankruptcy which stares them in the face and the fearful contem- 
plation of thousands of deaths among their poor by reason of the starvation 
which is following the stagnation in business, worse than ever before in the 
h of the island, and due chiefly to the contraction of business which 
has followed the control of the island by the United States, and having read 
the compro: measure sapere’ at the conference of the Republican mem- 
bers of Congress held last night, desire to make the following statement to 
Congress and the public: 

One of the reasons given by the Republican leaders in Co’ „who stand 
behind the tariff measure, is that aup i see no other way in which money can 
be raised for the su rt of the island except by direct taxation, which they 
allege the people of Puerto Rico would not agree to, or by ial appropria- 
tion b Let us say on this int that the island of Puerto Rico 
f this amount the following sums, in 


000; 
— 


gaching, and we therefore do 
elaborate argument, being content to stand before 
our people at home and the people of the United States on the general broad 
proposition that the island is entitled to receive absolutely free commercial 
relations at once, and that with them it can be easily made not only self-sup- 

rting, but will y become an exceedingly valuable possession of the 
uit ith a population loyal to the Hag. 

Every Puerto and every American who knows the situation of the 
island believes that the mere announcement of the grant of free commercial 


ee a matter of justice, and therefore irrevocable, will bring instant 
relief an nt E to the industries of our island. 
Respectfully submitted. 


FINLAY. 
MANUEL FERNANDEZ JUNCOS, 
On D. N. LUCE, 


Commissioners of Puerto Rico. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., February £7, 1900. 

The Merchants“ Association of New York, a commercial body in that city, 
composed of 1,400 firms and corporations, having no interest in Puerto Rico 
but the ponar one of expanding trade and commerce, has inv ted 
thoroughly the commercial conditions in that island through its ited 
representative, Mr. William R. Corwine, and the officers of that association 
believe fully that the speedy establishment of free commercial relations is 
absolutely necessary to place the island in a proper position. 

THE MERCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK, 
By WM. R. CORWINE. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas, Mr. Chairman, I feel that I would 
be derelict in my duty to my country and to my constituents if I 
should fail to denounce and vote against the pending bill. I op- 
pose it because it violates the plain letter of the Constitution 
two important particulars—first, Article I, section 9, paragraph 
5, says: 

NO tax or abr anm be laid on articles exported from any State. No 
preference shall given by any a of commerce or revenue to the 
ports of one State over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to, or from, 
one State, be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another. 

This bill also directly violates section 8, Article I, of the Con- 
stitution, which is as follows: 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common defense and gen 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises 
be uniform throughout the United States. 

The only answer the advocates of this bill have to make to avoid 
these clauses of the Constitution is the puerile statement that 
Puerto Rico is not a part of the United States; hence the Consti- 
tution does not apply tothatisland. I ask them why we are leg- 
islating for this island if it is no part of the United States. Can 
Congress legislate for territory outside of the United States? If 
Puerto Rico does not belong to the United States, then to whom 
does it belong? If it belongs to our Government and Congress 
has a right to le te for it, then-we obtain that right by virtue 
of our written Constitution, and we are bound by it, and we can 
no more pass an unconstitutional act affecting Puerto Rico than 
we can one ee eto The Revised Statutes of the 
United States, Title XXIV, section 1977, makes imports from our 
new islands, including Puerto Rico, free of duty, That statute 
reads as follows: 

All persons within the be Fay d. (civil) of the United States shall have 


the eame right in every State Territory to e and enforce contracts, 
to sue, be pasiem give evidence, and to the full and equal benefit of all laws 
gs for 


and proceedin; the security of ms and property, as is enjoyed b; 
y ‘ite citizens, and shall be su ak to like na property, Ae AnI ET 


taxes, licenses, and exactions of every kind, and to no other. 

This, then, ap to me to be the legal and constitutional 
status of those islands and people thereof the moment they become 
“Territories of the United States,” 

The large number of Saprene Court decisions relative to Florida, 
New Mexico, Texas, California, and in fact everyinch of territory 
annexed to the original thirteen States have established precedents 
in constitutional law that can not be ignored or overcome; and in 
pi that I have some reasonable foundation for the opinion I 

g to call your attention to a very few of the many citations of 
3 ourt decisions and legal opinions given in support 

ereof. 

Pa Ae vs. Utah (170 U. S., 348) the Supreme Court held 


The sovereign power of the United States over Territories is subject to 
such restrictions as are imposed and expressed in the Constitution or are 
necessarily implied by its terms. 

So also in the California case, Cross vs. Harrison (16 Howard, 
164), when the Territory of California was acquired, and before 
Congress had acted, supplying the machinery for carrying the con- 
stitutional provisions into execution, the military governor im- 
pored duties on foreign goods brought into California different 

rom what they were before the cession, but the same tariff the 
Government of the United States imposed throughout its domains. 
The Supreme Court decided that immediately upon the cession 
of the territory to the United States the Constitution and laws of 
the United States, so far as they could be enforced, extended to 
the territory ceded, and Justice Wayne held that— 


The right claimed to land fore goods within the United States at any 
place out of a collection district, if allowed, would be in violation of that pro- 
vision in the Constitution which enjoins that all duties, imposts, and excises 
shall be uniform thronghout the United States. * * * to the denial of 


the authority of the President to prevent the landing of foreign goods in the 


1900. 


United States out of a collection district. it is oni repose ya So say thatif he 
did not do so it would be a neglect of his constitutional obligation to take 
care that the laws be faithfully executed. 


But it seems that the Constitution, the statutory laws, and the 
decisions of our Supreme Court are incapable of preventing the 
Republican party from legislating in favor of the tobacco, rum, 
<a sugar trusts. The majority report on this bill, made wholly 
by the Republican members of the committee, was submitted by 
Chai n PAYNE. It says the 25 per cent duty is necessary to 
8 United States manufacturers of spirits and cigars from 

ing at a disadvantage. 

The report declares that the revenue laws to be applied to 
Puerto Rico are absolutely within the power of Congress to de- 
termine. 

After reviewing former additions of territory and citing many 
cases in support of its contention, the report concludes: 


First. That upon reason and authority the term United States,” as used 


in the Constitution, has reference only to the States that constitute the Fed- 
eral Union and does not include Territories. 
Second. That the power of Congress with respect to legislation for the 


Territories is plenary. 
Third. That under that power Congress may prescribe different rates of 


y 
duty for Puerto Rico from those prescribed for the United States. 


Mr. Chairman, if it is true that Congress can pass a law taxing 
Puerto Rico more than other parts of the United States regardless 
of the Constitution, then it follows that it also has the power to 
pass ex post facto laws, bills of attainder, and to do all other acts 
prohibited by the Constitution, and the people of Puerto Rico are 
merely subjects without 5 rights, and can only enjoy their 
lives and pro’ by the of Congress, 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], speaking on this bill 
last Thursday in this House, said: 


We have Puerto Rico and the Philippines on our hands, and we are going 
to make all the money out of the transaction we can. 


Therefore he advocates this bill so as to rob the poor, helpless 
Puerto Ricans for the benefit of three of his beloved trusts—the 
sugar, the rum, and the tobacco trusts. These trusts will repay the 
Republican party by furnishing them part of their spoils to cor - 
rupt voters and carry the elections this fall. 

e Democratic carried our boundary line from the Mis- 
sissippi to the Pacific Ocean, but it did not violate the Constitu- 
tion by passing laws to loot the people of the added territory for 
the profit of rich spoilsmen. 

e minority i on this bill is signed by all the Democratic 
members of the Ways and Means Committee and Representative 
NEWLANDS, the Silver member of that committee. It says in part: 


The undersigned members of the committee are unable to agree with the 
conclusions of the committee in respect to the bill reported to regulate the 
trade of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. The bill is framed upon 
the idea and the assumption that 8 enters upon the government of 
Puerto Rico unrestrained by the provisions of the Constitution. 

Our Union is one of States with a common interest and a common destiny. 
The blessings of free government rest alike upon all of our Dna whether 
in the thirteen original States or in the youngest member of the Union or in 
the newest acquired territory. 


This is the true doctrine. Puerto Rico was pores by us from 
Spain less than two years ago. Spain permi her to have 12 
representatives and 4 senators in the Spanish Cortes. Those 
members had the right to speak and vote. We do not allow the 
Delegates from Oklahoma, New Mexico, or Arizona to vote in 
Congress. Puerto Rico elected an insular legislature of her own. 
She only paid a 10 per cent duty on trade with Spain, and this 
was to have been abolished over one year ago. 

Whatis the present condition of these Puerto Ricans, who hailed 
us as their friends and deliverers during the late Spanish war? 
I will let President McKinley answer my question. He said in 
his message to this Congress that— 


_It must be borne in mind that since the session Puerto Rico has been de- 
nied win abet cog markets she has long enjoyed, and our tariffs have been 
continued against her products as when she was under Spanish sovereignty. 
The markets of Spain are closed to her products except upon terms to which 
the commerce of all nations is subjected. The island of Cuba, which used to 
buy her cattle and to without customs duties, now im the same 
duties upon these products as from any other country entering her ports. 
She has therefore lost her free intercourse with Spain and Cuba without any 
compensating benefits in this market. Her coffee was little known and not 
in use by our people, and therefore there was no demand here for this, one 
of her chief products. The markets of the United States should be opened 
up to her products. Our plain duty is to abolish all customs tariffs between 
the da States and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our 
marke 


The Secretary of War, in his recent report to Congress, said: 


It the people are 
ties of life, they wA 5 
be easily educated. 

will be discontented, intractable, and mutinous, 


ted in an in- 

crease of prosperity, bu the reverse. The industry of the island is almost 
Snare agricultural. The people live on the prođucts of their own soil and 
upon the articles for which they exchange their surplus epee abroad. 
eir products are in the main coffee, sugar, and tobacco. e prosperity of 
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the island depends upon their success in selling these pronac I most 
strongly urge that the custom duties between the United States and Puerto 
Rico be removed. 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee introduced a 
bill a few weeks ago to carry out the policy of free trade with 
Puerto Rico recommended by the President and Secretary of War. 
But the power behind the throne—the trusts—has spoken, and 
the wise and just words of the President have been disregarded 
if not recalled by him. The free-trade bill has been strangled in 
the committee room and this miserable abortion has been brought 
before this House by its wet nurses, the leaders of the Republican 
pariy: I will let Mr. BROMWELL, a Republican who addressed 
this House a few days ago on this subject, state why the President, 
the Secretary of War, and the chairman of the Committee on 
Ways and Means have so recently changed theirminds. He says: 

The only conclusion that I can reach is the opposition that has been made 
by certain interests in this country, who fear that the freedom of trade will 
injure the prices of ga et he ses in which they are interested by bringing 
competition from the d. 

These certain interests can be none other than the sugar, rum, 
and tobacco trusts. Here wehave proof positive that the trustsown 
and controlthe Republican party. The great question plainly now 
before us is this: Shall we have a piratical trust-ridden empire, or 
restore the constitutional republic of our fathers? Will we cling 
to our Republic or found an empire? 

I earnestly hope that this bill will open the eyes of the American 

ple to the fact that the Republicans are imperialists, Already 

hear the mutterings of the coming storm of public execration 

that will, I hope, sweep this imperialistic party from power this 

fall. I will read a letter just received by me from Carpenters and 

Joiners’ Union No. 526, of Galveston, Tex., also the newspaper 
clipping referred to, as follows: 

UNITED BROTHERHOOD OF CARPENTERS AND JOINERS 
OF AMERICA, LOCAL UNION No. 526, 
Galveston, Tex., February 21, 1900. 

Dear Srr: Inclosed find clipping demanding justice taken from a New 
York — Local Union 526, Carpenters and Joiners of America, thinks 
same should have a thorough inv. tion. 

y, yours, W. P. MITCHELL, 


Fraternall E 3 
cordi cr A 
Mr. J. H. STEPHENS, M. C. 15 oe 


DEMANDING JUSTICE—THE PITIFUL APPEAL OF PUERTO RICAN LABORERS. 


Rico. 
The two delegates, who have established 1 in this city, declare 
that the working class of the island have been uced by reason of the war, 
the hurricane, and the action of this Government since the storm to a con- 
dition of extreme destitution. 

They declare that unless action is taken soon riots will occur throughout 
thy pik TIE bay ĩðVüudã E RINA TAAT far ib a 

o ge say these delega! e for the poor, an 

the laws — result in the disfranchisement of the la Ot the 
1,000,000 bitants, 60,000 are absolutely paupers, through no fault of their 


own. 

The workingmen demand a radical change in the government of the 
ogc 8 ask that the following ordinances of Governor-General Davis 

ann A 

1. That laborers on the public works shall get no more than 25 cents per 
day for eight hours’ work. 

‘That only property owners and taxpayers shall vote, and those who can 

read and write. 


3. That the payment of $1 shall be made before a vote is cast. 
The worki en also that the ordinance forbidding appeals from the 
‘ecisions of be abrogated. They also want a general market for 
imports and better schools. 


The Republican party brought on the civil war and conquered 
the South to free the negroes belonging to their Southern brethren. 
This same party now ignores the Constitution, the Bill of Rights, 
and even the Ten Commandments, in order to enslave yellow, 
brown, and black men in the newly acquired islands. In the lan- 
guage of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], we have the 
islands on our hands and we are going to make all the money out 
of them we can. Greed is the inspiring object and the purpose of 
this bill and of all this vicious, new, dangerous, un-American, and 
imperialistic Republican legislation. 

e Republicans have aver pretended to be the friends of the 
negroes of the South; but it has only been so for the purpose of 
controlling their votes, If they are so friendly to negroes in the 
States, why do they treat them as outlaws and as unworthy of 
citizenship in the islands? If they are the friends of the negro 
race, why do they not appoint negro postmasters in the Northern 
States as well as in the Southern States? Why do they not quar- 
ter negro troops in the North as well as in the South? There is a 
negro regiment stationed along the Rio Grande River in myState, 
and the conduct of these negro soldiers has been so outrageous 
that the county and State anthorities have requested the War 
Department to remove them from the State and to replace them 
by white troops. 

This has been refused and the threat made by this Republican 
Administration that if they removed the negro troops they would 
abandon the forts along that border and leave it unprotected. 
One of the causes of the American Revolution was that King 
George quartered his troops among the people over their protest. 
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Yet this ublican Administration keeps a negro regiment in my 
State over the protest of its executive and civil officers. 

A few days ago twonegro soldiers, stationed at Fort Bliss, near 
El Paso, came into that town, got drunk and disorderly, and were 
arrested by the city police and put in the jail. The next morning 
about day. ght a squad of their comrades attacked the jail and 
killed one of the guards. Iwill read an account of the murder 
from a Republican paper published in El Paso. It is as follows: 

EL Paso, February 17, 1900. 
da ushered in this morni ith poring tragea Á 

2 pamo . — officer, a popular F soldier ai 
` the Rough Riders, lies dead ami e mourning of his bereaved parents, his 
comrades, and many friends. 

A negro soldier is dead, shot by Officer Dick Blacker, who amid a storm of 
bullets stood the ruffians at bay and defeated their attempt to storm the jail, 
though his comrade lay welte: in his blood. 


DOING THE TOWN. 


Last night a party of negro soldiers were in town visiting the resorts of 
the tenderloin, and one, a corporal named Dyson, was arrested at the corner 
5 eee and Utah streets by Officers Christley and Scott for creating a dis- 

nce. 

He was very drunk and abusive, and declared he would run the entire 

force out of town. 
the day yesterday Officer Winkler had arrested Thomas Gatewood, 
another soldier, for a ilar offense, and he was fined Slo by Recorder Pat- 
terson and was serving ont his fine. 

About 5 o'clock this morning a band of about twelve or fourteen negro sol- 

a pata on Pda from the tion of Fort Bliss. They went straight to 
ces n. 

At the station the ee force was still on duty. Officer Newton Stewart 

was in the anteroom, e Dick Blacker was sleeping on an iron bed in the 
partitionedoff. Just how it sey opr vn f will never be known, 

use the truth can not be expected @ murderers, and poor Stew- 
art, the only other man who knew, is dead. 
en by a He fin said: “No, I have not 


so. There is no need 


has promised 
power; and he will, — He is a West Pointer and a ct disciplinarian, 
A will not let any guilty man escape if he can help it.” 

ty attorney. „Ed „Said: 

I have been opposed to the policy of being lenient with soldiers who get 
into trouble in town. Many of them have been arrested here and turned 
over to their captain whenever he asked for them out there. That gives 
them the idea that the civil authorities have no power over them. I gave 
orders some time ago to the constables to hold for trial soldier arrested. 
If he can get clear, allright; if not, he must take the consequences. I remem- 
ber when the Texas Volun were one of made his tome 
that we could not do anything to them in town. I told him just try it and 


see if we 
CITY ATTORNEY'S VIEWS. 


and Attorney Kemp said: 
“The cause of all this trouble is the inherent meanness of the 


negro. He is not fit to be a soldier, and should never be allowed to havea 
gun in his hands.” 
FEDERAL OFFICIAL’S OPINION. 
Hon. Moses Dillon, collector of customs, said: 
“We must get those out of here. They are 3 breeders of 
trouble. Them is the same wherever you find Put into a uni- 
form and he he can run things to suit himself.“ 


Mr. Chairman, Mr. Moses Dillon is a Republican and one of 
President McKinley’s appointees, and he speaks the truth about 
negro soldiers. They have committed many outrages in Texas 
as well as in many other Southern States. 

The same paner I have quoted, speaking of this El Paso trouble, 
prints the following statement: 


To a Herald reporter this morang — E Magoffin said: I have wired 
STEPHENS that I think it will be for the best interests of the 

co to have these soldiers removed, I am convinced that it should be 
done. There is undoubtedly a great deal of feelin these negroesand 
the first time one of them makes a little break a may follow, and we 


certainly don't want any of that.“ 

Cap Laughborough this afternoon said that he had no new to 
disclose. The officials who went to the fort yesterday said that they only 
went there to confer as to the best method of catching the guilty 8. 


In my judgment, the time has come when the Representatives 
In this House from the districts where these outrages have been 
committed should vigorously object to the use of negro soldiers 
in the South, and I here and now enter my most earnest protest 

st this outrage on the rights of the people of my district, and 
demand that these negro soldiers be sent elsewhere and white 
troops be sent to Fort Bliss. 

The Republican party has become the mouthpiece and the serv- 
ant of plutocracy. The Republicanism of Lincoln is as far from 
the Republicanism of Marcus Hanna McKinley as Lazarus was 
from Dives when he looked out over the impassable 
devil did not hold Dives with any firmer than Marcus and 
the trusts now have on McKinley. Twomonthsago he said in his 
message to Congress that our plain duty was to give Puerto Rico 
free trade. Plutocracy said nay, and its tool, McKinley, joins in 
the chorus and threatens his party associates who still have a 
spark of manhood in their breasts with political destruction un- 
less they obey the dictates of his masters, the trusts, 

The Republican party, at the frightful cost of a million of 
human lives, the destruction of a billion dollars’ worth of prop- 
8 and the creation of a debt of more than 52, 000, 000, 000, teeta 
4,000,000 negro slaves. To-day it is criminally po out the 
blood and treasure of this nation to make v. of the Filipinos. 
Under Lincoln it abolished slavery. Under Marcus Hanna Mo- 


Kinley it recognizes slavery in a solemn treaty with the Sultan of 
Sulu, by permitting him to keep his slaves in slavery. The Re- 
publican party have in every possible manner aided in the de- 
struction of polygamy in Utah; yet this same party, through its 
President, recognizes polygamy in the Sulu Islands, and its 
His Majesty the Sultan to retain his 300 wives, and, besides, we 
pay him a princely salary to maintain his harem. 

e are told by the Republicans that this treaty is only tem- 
powy. It is not so stated in the treaty, and the treaty recognizes 
both slavery and polygamy. I charge that the Rapablican party 
is also guilty of hypocrisy in claiming to be the enemy of trusts. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] made this claim a 
few days ago on this floor, and said that the Republican 
passed the Sherman anti-trust lawin 1890, but he forgot to tell you 
that the present mblican Attorney-General will not even try 
to execute that law, but has stated that the United States Govern- 
ment could not control trusts, and that State laws only could ac- 
complish that result. 

Mr. Grosvenor forgot to tell you that, when the Democrats in 
the Fifty-fifth Congress tried to put all articles on the free list 
that formed the basis of a trust, he and his party associates 
voted down this Democratic anti-trust peroane He forgot to 
tell you that he and his party in the Fifty-fifth and also in this 
Congress have prevented the passage of an income-tax law by 
which we could tax these gigantic trusts. He forgot to tell you 
that he and his party look to the trusts this fall for their election 
funds, and they will not look in vain. Even the ass knows where 
to find his master’s crib. 

Why does the Republican paty give Hawaii free trade and by 
this bill levy a tax against Puerto Rico? I will answer, itis be- 
cause Claus Spreckels, a ublican California sugar king, owns 
the sugar farms and controls the production of sugar in Hawaii, 
and by giving him free sugar he makes millions of dollars, out of 
which he pays a large Republican campaign fund. 

The Puerto Rican sugar farms belong toa multitude of small 
native farmers, the v class of people whom the Republicans 
rob, both at home and abroad. 

Mr. Chairman, this ublic, in the lan of Lincoln, can 
not exist half free and slave, half republic and half empire. 
The Republican party should be driven from power. Puerto 
Rico and Hawaii should be allowed to govern themselves just as 
Arizona and other Territories do. Their citizens should have all 
the rights guaranteed to American citizens under our Constitu- 
tion, Cuba should be turned over to the Cubans, and the Phili 
pines allowed to construct their own government and 0 
themselves in the same way that Congress has already bound 
itself to permit Cuba to do. We can thus, and thus only, main- 
tain our constitutional form of government and avoid the ship- 
wreck of our daar on the dangerous reefs of imperialism. 

Mr. JETT. . Chairman, that is all who are to address the 
committee to-night. $ 

Mr. LONG. . Chairman, I move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and Mr. O'GRADY haying re- 
sumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HULL, Chairman of 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, re- 

that that committee had had under consideration the bill 

R. 8245, and had come to no resolution thereon, 

Mr. LONG. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was 
minutes p. m.) the 
morrow. 


eed to; and scene (at 8 o'clock and 58 
ouse adjourned until 11 -o'clock a. m. to- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
5 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
ollows: 
A letter from the chairman of the Industrial Commission, trans- 
mitting the report of the secre on the work of the commission 
to January 1, 1900—to the Committee on Labor, and ordered to be 


rinted. 

* A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Light-House Board submit- 
ting an estimate of appropriation for a light-house tender—to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for the Government Hospital 
for the Insane—to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered 
to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for Geological Survey—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be prin 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, t- 
ting a copy of u communication from the Secretary of the Navy 
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and docks—to 

to be printed. 
, transmit 
ting a copy of a communication from the Director of the Mint 
act pare an estimate of appropriation for the mint at Philadel- 


submitting an estimate of ropriation for 
the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ord 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the 


phia—to 
printed, 


e Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
: RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
a Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(ER. 5499) to promote the efficiency of the Revenue-Cutter Serv- 
ice, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 466); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6251) authorizing construction of bridge, 
reported the same with amendment, accom ed by a report 
(No. 467); which said bill and report were referred to the House 
Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the ‘Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1592) granting a pen- 
„q ͤ V 
accom a report (No, iw an 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 625) granting a pension to Wesley Reed, 

d the same with amendment, accom ed by a report 
0. 438); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5169) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles Weed, 5 the same with amendment, accompanied 
0 a report (No. 439); which said bill and report were referred to 

e Private Calendar, 2 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
Which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4805) for the re- 
lief of Isaac Price, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
ied by a report (No, 440); which said bill and report were re- 
ea to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 741) increasing the pension of Zedock C. 
Andrews, repo the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 441); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5970) for the 
relief of Phebe S. Riley, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by areport (No. 442); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3962) granting an increase of pension to 
Alanson C, Eberhart, of York, York County, Nebr., the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (Do ); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private dar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House 1 R. 7599) granting an increase of pension to 
John F. Crawford, re the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report ¢ o. 444); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2728) to 
pension Thomas T. Garrison, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. eat e said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6784) granting a pouon to Henry H. 
Neff, of Winchester, Randolph County, Ind., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 446); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3758) for back pay and 
increase of pension for Joshua Ricketts, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 447); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6372) granting a pension to Abbie Webster 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by & report 
(Wo. nck which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5134) granting an increase of pension to 
J. F. Allison, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 449); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7177) granting a pension 
to John N. Breed, rted the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. ate nae said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 39) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line V. English, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a rt (No. — which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2999) granting an increase of pension to 
George M. Brown, boo the same with amendment, accom- 
panoa by a report (No. 452); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of =s — . — 2 6785) W the 2 
Egan, widow ic! Egan, cap Company G, — 
eighth pee = 5 17 5 397 1 1 Larry a 3 
accompani a report (No. ; whic and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8605) granting a pension 
to Joseph Champlin Stone, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 454); which said bill and 

rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Alfred Bigelow, © same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a (No. 455); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4696) granting an increase of pension to 
N be part Aa 486), which suid Hill and report ware 
compani a repo: o. 456); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4247) granting a pension 
to Francis S. Wolfe, reported the same with amen t, accom- 
—.— by a report (No. 457); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3312) for the relief of Ellen V. Myer, 
widow of George V. Myer, late of Company K, Fifteenth Pennsyl- 
vania Volunteers, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 458); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3307) 
ead a oman b 1 aso). wich aud wilt and 
ment, accompani y a 0. ); which said bill an 
re were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
pill of the House (H. R. 657) granting a pension to Francis A. 
Kitchen, late surgeon, United States Army, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 460); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6995) to pension Catharine Harris, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 461); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8599) granting a pension 
to Ellen J. Williams, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
PoR bya repor (No. reid piee said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7596) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. Eliza Wight, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 463); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6624) granting an increase of pension to 
John C. Bradley, the same with amendment, accompanied 


by a report (No. 464); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 1409) for the relief of Robert 
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A. Ragan, re 
by a report ( No. 465); which said billand report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 


rted the same without amendment, accompanied 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Naval Affairs 
was dischar; from the consideration of the resolution of the 
legislature of Massachusetts relative toa system of docks at Bos- 
a 2 the same was referred to the Committee on Rivers and 

arbors, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
g fe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: A bill (H. R. 8957) to pro- 
vide for increasing the military establishment of the United States 
in time of war; to provide for the Gal, pone the equipment, 
and service of the National Guard, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 8958) for the relief of certain 
United States volunteer soldiers in the war with Spain—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 8959) to authorize 
the more rapid drainage of the flood pee of the Mississippi River 
and its tributaries into the Gulf of Mexico, upon the plan of No 
cure, no pay“ to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SHELDEN: A bill (H. R. 8960) authorizing the con- 
struction and operation of a water-power canal at Sault Ste. 
Marie, Mich.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. BURKE of Texas: A bill (H. R. 8961) making appro- 

iations for the improvement of the Trinity River, in the 
Btate of Texas, from its mouth to the city of Dallas, in said State— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: A bill (H. R. 8962) to authorize the New 
Orleans and Northwestern Railway Company, its successors and 
assigns, to build and maintain a bridge across Bayou Bartholomew, 
in the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on Interstate and 
wb, Commerce. 

By Mr. BREAZEALE; A bill (H. R. 8963) to fix the terms of the 
district and circuit courts of the western judicial district in the 
State of Louisiana—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 8964) to reduce the rate of 
8 on first-class mail matter to 1 cent for each half ounce or 

tion thereof—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 8965) granting 
American registry to the vessel known as the Amur and to be 
known as Colonel Lewis—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
rine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 8966) for the relief of 
the certain Indians in the Indian Territory who desire to sell their 
lands and log and emigrate elsewhere—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian irs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 189) appro 

riating unexpended balance of appropriation for additional land 
kor custom-house at Baltimore, Md., for immediate use to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A joint resolution and memorial of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Mapang to the Congress of the 
United States, for the passage of a bill to reimburse andindemnify 
the mayor and aldermen of Frederick to the Committee on War 
Clai 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8967) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Hindman—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8968) to correct the military record of Adam 
Spiker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 8969) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the military record of John Kaeb—to the Com- 
mittee on ithe pte 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 8970) for the relief of the 
successions of Appoline Fournier, deceased, late of Iberia Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Clai 


ims. 
By Mr. BROSIUS: A bill (H. R. 8971) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Jacob Snyder and to grant him an honorable 
discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. CUSACK: A bill (H. R. 8972) toincrease the pension of 
Henry H. Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 8973) granting an increase of 
pension to David I, Coon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 8974) to authorize the President 
to appoint and retire Richard Henry Savage, with the rank and 
grade of major—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIMER: A bill (H. R. 8975) for the relief of C. C. 
Roberts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8976) for the relief of Peter Clark—to tha 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 8977) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Isabella Whitson—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8978) ting a pension to Robert T. Davis 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8979) ting an increase of pension to John 
W. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 8980) to remove the charge 
of desertion against the military record of Jacob Ley—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ME of Louisiana (by es on A bill (H. R. 8981) 
for the relief of the estates of Celina M. Wright and Charles G. 
Wright, deceased, late of New Orleans, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

ij iene PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8982) to increase the pension 
of Robert O. Popa late a private in Company H, First Regi- 
ment Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Infantry—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 8988) for the relief of John H. 
Crump, of Fauquier County, Va.—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 8984) to remove the charge of 
desertion against Miles Shea—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 8 an in- 
head of pension to Ross W. Titus—to the Co ttee om Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. STEWART of New York: A bill (H. R. 8986) for the 
relief of Frank G. Mix—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8987) granting a pension to Clarinda O, 
Windsor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Ry Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 8988) authorizing the Dewey 
Hotel 5 to construct and maintain an electric conduit on 
Stanton alley—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GAYLE: A bill (H. R. 8989) eee a a pension to 
Henry S. Berthards, of Bourbon County, Ky.—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8990) to a. out the findings of the Court 
= Claims in the case of James H. Dennis—to the Committee on 

Also, a bill (H. R. 8991) granting a pension to George W. Hol- 
man—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: A bill (H. R. 8992) to place on the pension 
roll the name of Margaret J. Kibble—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of Francis Cartwright and other 

office gay So of Milwaukee, Wis., Iyon Kie passage of 
ouse bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. ; 

Also, resolutions of the Federated Trades Council of Milwau- 
kee, Wis., relating to special qualifications that should be required 
of men engaged as seamen and firemen on the Great Lakes—to 
the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Petition of Anderson County, Kans., 
stock raisers, for the continuation of Government distribution of 
blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Union Labor League of Pittsburg, Pa., for 
the passage of House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor 
against prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of W. Merts and 11 citizens of Eudora, Kans., 
against the sale of colored oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. - 

Also, resolution of the common council of Kansas City, Kans., 
favoring a bill providing for the reclassification of the Railway 
Mail Service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of Washington Post,Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Lawrence, Kans., against the codification of pension laws, the 
semiannual examination of pensioners, and the present interpre- 
tation of the pension laws—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of Fulton Grange, Lancaster 
County, Pa., favoring the p: e of the Grout oleomargarine 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of the heirs of Appoline Fournier, deceased, lute of Iberia 
Parish, La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. BULL: Papers toaccompany House bill No. 8594, grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs. Matilda Rapp—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BUTLER (by request): Resolutions of Darby Borough 
Presbyterian Church, Colwyn, Pa., asking for the extension to 
our new possessions of all acts of Congress now in force in our 
Territories, and adding thereto better Jaws relating to the sale of 
liquor, Sunday observance, etc.—to the Committee on Insular 
‘Affairs 8 


By Mr. CONNELL: Petitions of E. G. Biesecker, R. A. Bird, 
and others, of Moscow; N. Goodrich, A. W. Kenyon, Orin Denny, 
William Fisher, J. G. Weldy, W. M. Burdick, and others, of Car- 
bondale and Jubilee, Pa., to amend the oleomargarine law—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. : 

By Mr. DALZELL: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
increase of pension to David I, Coon—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of J. H. Zanke and 70 other citi- 
zens of Algona, Iowa, in relation to the free distribution of black- 
leg vaccine by the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. - 

Also, petitions of Dr. M. Fitzgerald and 7 citizens of Boone; 
J. B. H. Funstra, M. D., and Mohr & Maher, of Arcadia; Schroeder 
Bros. and 10 citizens of Manning, and C. H. Beam, of Rolfe, State 
of Iowa, relating to the stamp act on medicines, perfumery, and 
cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the Minnesota National Park and 
Forest Reserve Association, urging the 3 of a certain bill 
for the establishment of a national park at the head waters of 
the Mississippi, in the State of Minnesota—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of the Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 
153, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., protesting against the admission into 
the United States free of duty the products of the Philippine 


Islands and Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of Selim Newell and 2 other em- 
ployees of the St. Johnsbury (Vt.) post-office, favoring the e 
of Hauko bill No. 4357, for the classification of clerks in t and 


second class post- offices to the Committee on the Post- Office and 
Post-Roads. 

- By Mr. HALL: Petition of Adjutant Noon Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Coalport, Pa., in favor of a per diem pension 
law—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Resolutions of the Spokane 
Chamber of Commerce, favoring the division of the State of Wash- 
ington into eastern and western judicial districts—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. y 

Also, resolutions of the Alaska Miners’ Association, relating to 
mining claims, military reservations, judicial districts, and the 
government of Alaska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of Charles A. Aaron and others, of Co- 
lumbus, Ohio, and Andrew H. Clark and others, of Lancaster, 
Ohio, post-office clerks, in favor of the of House bill No. 
4351—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Papers to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion against Jacob Ley—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: Resolution of Local Union No. 141, of Chicago 
(III.) Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, with referenee to 
arid and public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of E. G. Colburn and O. U. Sisson, druggists of 
Chicago, III., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, ete.— 
to 755 Committee on Ways — cere i i F 

so, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Lucy D. Young, of Chicago, Ill.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: Paper to accompany bill granting 
a pension to Robert T. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Isabella 
Whitson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of John W. 
Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting increase of pen- 
sion to John W. Browne—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of W. L. Terhune, of Boston, Mass., 
in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of Robert O. Bingham, for an in- 
crease of POS the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr, POLK: Petition of Mrs. S. J. Masteller and other citi- 
zens of Columbia County, Pa., regarding the government of the 
Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee on the Territories. 

„Also, petition of the Northeastern Pennsylvania Press Associa- 
tion, regarding the removal of duty on wbite paper and wood 
pulp—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 
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By Mr. RAY of New York: Petitions of E. M. Griggs, F. W. 
Craine, and other citizens of Guilford and Brookfield, N. V., favor- 
ing the bill relating to dairy products—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

Also, petition of Otis S. Beach and other retail druggists of 
Tioga County, N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medi- 
cines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Paper to accompany House bill No. 2373, 
= the relief of Horace P. Williams—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 5465, to amend an 
act to provide for the establishment of a retired list of the en- 
listed men of the United States Army, approved February 14, 
1885—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petitions of Woman's Park 
Club and Cosmopolitan Club, of Merriam Park, Mrs. D. B. Lewis, 
and citizens of St. Paul, Minn., in favor of the national park for 
northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, petition of H. P. Hanson, secretary of the Cambridge 
Creamery Company, in favor of the bill to tax oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 98, of St. Paul, Minn., 
agan the passage of bill admitting products of Puerto Rico free 
of duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Minnesota Academy of Medicine, against 
the passage of the anti-vivisection bill—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. : 3 

Also, petition of E. E. Hughson, president of the St. Paul Un- 
derwriters’ Association, in favor of the bill to substitute a tax on 
the gross premiums of insurance companies in lieu of the stamp 
tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Petition of Governor Frank W. Rollins 
and 30 other citizens of New Hampshire, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 6879, relating to the employment of graduate women 
nurses in the hospital service of the United States Army—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Remonstrance of the New York Retail 
Grocers’ Union, against a parcel-pest system—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Scandinavian Démocratic Club of 
Brooklyn, N. V., expressing sympathy with the Boers—to the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 2 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of the municipal 
assembly of the city of New York, for the construction of gun- 
boats and cruisers in the several navy-yards of the Government— 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 5 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of Cigar Makers’ Union No. 355, 
protesting against the reduction of present duties on Puerto Rican 
prodacts—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the United Na- 
tional Association of Post-Office Clerks. Branch No, 38, in favor of 
the of House bill No. 4351—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1900, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Journal will stand ap- 
proved, without objection. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowninG, its Chief Clerk, returned to the Senate, in compliance 
with its request, the bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to May A. 
Randall. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian 
Temperance Union of Detroit, Mich., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors and 
opium in Hawaii, and also to prohibit gambling therein; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Port Huron, 
Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit absolute 
divorce in the District of Columbia and the Territories; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a resolution 2 at a ea aE of the 
Ohio County Farmers’ Institute, held at Elm Grove, W. Va., fav- 
oring the enactment of legislation to control the sale and maru- 
facture of oleomargarine and other imitation dairy products; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry, 
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Mr. TURNER presented a petition of sundry citizens of May- 
view, Wash., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate commerce law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. McCOMAS presented the petition of Martha E. Horn, of 


Baltimore, Md., praying that she be granted 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM presented the memorial of R. M. Pritchett and 
six other citizens of Dana, III., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called parcels post bill; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 174, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Joliet, III., and a memorial of 
Local Union No. 38, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Spring- 
field, III., remonstrating against the importation of cigars from 
Puerto Rico free of duty; which were referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 410, United 
Mine Workers, of Danville, III., and a petition of Local Union No. 
410, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Centralia, III., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to limit the hours of daily 
service of laborers on public works of the United States, and also 
to protect free labor from prison competition; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of the Newton Wagon Company, of 
Batavia; the Alston Manufacturing Company, of Chicago; the 
Batavia Wind Mill Company, of Batavia; the Challenge Wind Mill 
and Feed Mill Company, of Batavia; the Parlin & Orendorff Com- 

ny, of Canton; the Kingman Plow Company, of Peoria, and the 
Bandzvich Manufacturing Company, of Sandwich, all in the State 
of Illinois, parng that an appropriation be made for the con- 
struction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Rush- 
ville, Nebr., praying for a continuance of the free distribution by 
the Bureau of Animal Industry of blackleg vaccine; which was 
referred to the Committee on iculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 143, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating 

inst the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; 
3 was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto 
Rico. : 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying that all the public lands be held for the 
benefit of the whole people, and that no grants of title be made to 
any but actual settlers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


a pension; which 


‘Bristol, Vt., praying for the enactment of 1 for the fur- 
ther prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 213) for the relief of Byt. Capt. James D. Ver- 
nay, asked to be discharged from its further consideration, and 
that it 1 to the Committee on Military Affairs; which 
was eed to. 

Mr. „from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 225) for the relief of the Atlantic Works, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2808) for the increase of the salaries of the 
justices of the courts of the District of Columbia, asked to be dis- 
charged from its further consideration, and that it be referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia; which was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 3025) to amend sections 5424, 
5425, 5426, 5428, and 5429 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States under Title LXX, chapter 5, crimes against the operation 
of the Government, to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that the same be referred to the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, 

I should like to be permitted to state that this isa bill changing 
certain sections of the Revised Statutes in regard tocertain crimes, 
and nearly all of the crimes are crimes in relation to using false 
naturalization pa: in elections, and so forth. While there are 
one or two provisions of the bill that do not come under the ordi- 
nary jurisdiction of the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
those provisions do not seem to us likely to commend themselves 
to the te, and the substance of the bill comes within the prov- 


ince of that committee, 
. pro er Without objection, the Com- 
on the Judiciary discharged 
referred to the Committee on Privil 
Mr. STEWART, from the 


„an bill will be 
and Elections. 
on Claims, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2769) for the relief of Warren Hall; 

A bill (S. 2944) for the relief of Oliver M. Blair, administrator 
of Thomas P. Blair, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 1623) for the relief of Charles Gallagher, of New York, 
and to refer his claims to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. DAVIS, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. FAIRBANKS 
on the 24th instant, proposing to increase the allowance for salary 
of the consul at Bahia, Brazil, from $2,000 to $2,500, intended to 
be proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it te referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and printed; which was 
agreed to. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred tho 
amendment submitted by Mr. SPOONER on the 27th instant, pro- 
posing to increase the salary of the consul-general at Frankfort 
from $3,000 to $4,000, intended to be proposed by him to the diplo- 
matic and consular appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropriations 
and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. MORGAN, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 558) to make disposition of the 
increment and accretions upon the sums reserved by the Depart- 
ment of State from the fund received by the United States upon 
the account of the payment of the awards of the late Spanish and 
American claims commission and to pay and distribute the same, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted ar thereon. 

. McCU MBER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 895) for the relief of William W. Handlin, 
submitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed to, and 
the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. GEAR, from the Committee on Pacific Railroads, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1291) authorizing the settlement and ad- 
justment with the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company of its 
indebtedness to the United States; reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 


VALOROUS G. AUSTIN, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2587) for the relief of the heirs of Valorous 
G. Austin, deceased. submitted a report thereon, accompanied by 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and a to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2587) entitled “A bill for the relief of the heirs 
of Valorous G. Austin, deceased,” now pending in the Senate, er with 
all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims, 8 of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 

mging of suits inst the Government of the United 
tes.“ approved March 3, 1887. said court shall with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report tothe Senate 
in accordance therewith. 
MARY E. HUESTIS. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Clai to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 274) for the relief of Mary E. Huestis, executrix 
of the estate of David Huestis, deceased, late of Cold Spring, 
Putnam County, in the State of New York, reported the followin, 
resolution; which was considered by unanimous consent, an 
agreed to: ue 

3 27. “u 
ct nigga Thate ma (S. 274) entitled “A for the relief of 9 


5 of the estate of David Huestis, deceased, late 

Spring, Putnam 7 1 in the State of New York,” now g in the Sen- 
ate, together with all the pers, and same is hereby, 
ref to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of ions of an act 
entitled An act to provide for the of Government 


suits the 
„ approved March 3, And the said court shall pro- 
the same in accordance with the provisions of such act,and report 
to the Senate in accordance therewith. 
CALIFORNIA STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1798) referring to the Court of Claims certain 
claims arising in California in the years 1846 to 1848, reported 
the following resolution; which was read: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1798) entitled “A bill referring to the Court of 
Claims certain claims in ornia in the years 
pending in the Senate, ther with all the accompanying 
same is hereby, refe to the Court ‘of Claims, in 
sions of an act entitled An act to provide for the brin of suits inst the 
Government of the United 8 approved Ma 3. 1887. And the said 
court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such 
act and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 

Mr. BATE, What does that contemplate? 

Mr. STEWART. Nothing but a finding of the facts. 

Mr. BATE. Has that same proposition been before the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs? s r, 

Mr. STEWART. Ithink not. The bill was introduced by the 
Senator from California [Mr. PERKINS}. These are some old 
claims. I do not know what the merit of them is, but it would 
be well enough to find the facts in the case, and so we report tho 
resolution and ask for its adoption. 


pursuance of the provi- 
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The resolution was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr, President, I rose to say that I shall object 
to the consideration of bills reported this morning, or to unani- 
mous consent asked, on account of the fact that there are several 
pressing matters which must be considered to-day, and it is nec- 
essary to economize time. a : 


JAMERSON W. RICE, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 1088) for the relief of the estate of 
Jamerson W. Rice, reported the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 1088) entitled “A bill for the relief of the estate 
of Jamerson W. Rice.“ now 1 in the Senate, ther with all the ac- 
companying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of 
Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United States,“ a 
proved March 3, 187. And the said court shal! proceed with the same in 
accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in ac- 
cordance therewith. 


ESTATE OF WILLIAM K. SEBASTIAN, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I am directed by the Committee on 
Claims, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1087) for the relief of 
the estate of William K. Sebastian, deceased, late of Phillips 
County, Ark., to report a resolution, and I ask for its immediate 
consideration. j y 

Mr. ALLISON. I will object to its present consideration if it 
leads to any debate. 7 

Mr. HOAR. It merely refers a claim to the Court of Claims. 

Mr. STEWART. Itis only one of the usual references, 

Mr. ALDRICH. But that may be very important. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be read. 

The resolution was read, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, ‘That the bill (S. 1087) entitled “A bill for the relief of the estate 

William K. Sebastian, deceased, late of Phillips County, Ark.,” now g 

the Senate, together with all the accom: ying papers, be, and same 
is hereby, referred to the Court of — pursuance of the provisions of 
an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits ust the Gov- 
ernment of the United States.“ approved March 3, 1887. And the said court 

ll proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of such act, 
and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


GERTRUDE NOLASCO, 


Mr. TELLER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 894) for the relief of Gertrude Nolasco, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous con- 
sent, and agreed to: 

x Resolved, That ya ago’ 3 Fn bill 5 — = 2 of ged ta 
olasco,” now pen e ate, together accom: n 
papers, be, ‘and the same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims in — 
suance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bring- 

ing of suits the Government of the United States,” approved Marc 

2885 And the said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with 
o provisions of such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. McCOMAS introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bili (S. 8365) for the relief of the estate of Kelita Suit, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 3366) to carry into effect a finding of the Court of 
Claims in favor of Henry R. Walton, administrator of John Wal- 
ton, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 3367) for the relief of George Brewer. 

Mr. McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3368) for the relief of 
Franklin Buchanan Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3369) for the relief of Mary C. Hen- 
derson; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3370) granting a pension to Martha 
E. Horn; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3371) to adjust the rank 
and pay of certain officers of the Navy; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8372) correcting the naval record 
of Alfred Loudon, alias Alfred Rowland; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 

mmittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3373) granting an increase of = 
sion to Samuel C. Krickbaum; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3374) for the relief of Joseph Orton 
Kerbey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying 2 referred to the Committee on Claims. 

0 introduced a bill (S. 8375) granting relief to Susan 


Bedell; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3376) granting an increase of pension to James M. Fry; 

3 (S. 3377) granting an increase of pension to Alfred R. 


A bill (S. 3378) granting a pension to J. M. Bonham (with an 
accompanying paper); 

; A bill { S. 3379) granting an increase of pension to Peter C. Mon- 
ort; an 

A bill (S. 3380) granting an increase of pension to Hamilton K. 
Williams. 

Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 3381) for the relief of Mrs. S. M. 
Rogers; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3382) granting an increase of the 
appropriation for the enlargement of the public building at Bur- 
lington, Iowa; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 3383) in addition to the acts 
creating the office and defining the duties of the supervisor of the 
harbor of New York, and to regulate towing within the limits of 
said harbor and adjacent waters; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3384) for the relief of Recknagel 
& Co.; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing pa referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He introduced a bill (S. 3385) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to acquire, by purchase or condemnation, Constitution 
Island, in the State of New York; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3386) granting a pension to Cath- 
erine L. Taylor; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3387) to assist in the erection of a 
monument and statue to the memory of the late Capt. Samuel 
Chester Reid; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the Library. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS introduced a bill (S. 3388) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Mun- 
cie, in the State of Indiana; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildi and Grounds. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3389) to provide for the purchase 
of a site and the erection of a building thereon at Anderson, in 
the State of Indiana; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 3390) granting an American 
registry to the vessel known as the Amur; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEITFELD introduced a bill (S. 3391) granting a pension 
to John Black; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3392) granting an increase of 
pension to W. Sabin; which was read twice ares title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred tothe Committee 
on Pensions, 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3393) granting an increase 
of 3 to Agatha O'Brien; which was read twice by its title, 
= „with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3394) for the relief of Mrs. W. F. 
Hardin; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
penting paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e introduced a bill (S. 3395) for the relief of James H. 
Blair, heir at law of Mary Blair, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment proposing to place 
to the credit on the books of the Treasury the annuities provided 
for by the treaty of July 23, 1851, between the United States and 
the Sisseton and Wahpeton bands of Sioux Indians, which were not 
actually paid to said Indians prior to the act of Congress Sg neha 
February 12, 1889, intended to be proposed by him to the Indian 

ppropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Maie, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. McBRIDE submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the salary of the librarian for the law library at the General Land 
Office from $1,200 to $1,450 per annum, intended to be a 
by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation 

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 
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FEBRUARY 28, 


Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
riate $1,000 for a survey of the outlet to Flathead Lake, in the 
State of Montana, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 


MAY A. RANDALL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair lays before the 
Senate the following bill, returned from the House of Represent- 
atives in compliance with the a by of the Senate, 

The Secretary. A bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to May 
A. Randall. : 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to reconsider the votes by which 
the bill was ordered to a third reading and passed. 

The motion to reconsider was a; d to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the bill be recommitted to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 27th instant approved and signed the act (S. 3003) to 
amend an act entitled An act to authorize the Grand Rapids 
Water Power and Boom Company, of Grand Rapids, Minn., to 
construct a dam and bridge across the Mississippi River,” ap- 
proved February 27, 1899. 


ADULTERATION OF FOOD PRODUCTS, 


Mr. MASON.. I desire to make a report from the Committee on 
Manufactures. The committee have had under consideration 
the resolution directing the Committee on Manufactures to in- 
vestigate and ascertain what, if any, manufactured food prod- 
ucts are adulterated, and which, if any, of said products are 
frauds upon purchasers or deleterious to the public health. 

1 wish simply to say as I file the report that I am exceedingly 
anxious to have a time for a hearing upon the bill, and I beg my 
coll es on the floor, if they have not time to read all of the evi- 
dence which we submit, about seven or eight hundred pages, to 
read the report simply. I desire particularly to call the attention of 
the Senate to the result of the last act which the Senate passed in 
regard to the adulteration of flour. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Illinois 
report a bill? 

r. MASON. No. A bill has been introduced and is still 
under consideration, and amendments are pending. I simply file 
this report to be printed as a regular report, as is done in all other 
cases. I do not intend to take the time of the Senate now, but I 
do want to beg indulgence for one moment to ask the Senators to 
read that part of the evidence which shows the increase of the 
sale of American flour and of such American manufactured food 

roducts generally as have been put under the control and direc- 
Hon and m ement of the Government itself. In other words, 
it has helped the sale of our goods as well as protected the con- 
sumer, and it has also protected the honest manufacturer. That 
is all I care to sax at the present time. 

. T pro tempore. The report will be received and 
printed. 


PUBLIC SCHOOL STUDIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the e- mses of the inquiry into the instruction 
given in the penne schools of the riet of Columbia, as provided for by the 
resolution of the Senate of February 7, 1900, be paid from the contingent fund 
of the Senate, on vouchers to be approved by the chairman of the Committee 
to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no concurrent or 
other resolutions the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In accordance with previous notice, I ask 
that the Senate may now proceed to the consideration of the con- 
ference report on the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard 
of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the confer- 
ence report on the financial bill. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. HOAR, I should like to ask the Senator, for information, 
not to obstruct or interfere with his purpose at all, whether he 
anticipates a debate on this report after he has himself concluded? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The understanding of the Senate was that I 
was to submit a statement of the effect of the conference report, 
an explanation of it rather, and that then the matter was to go 
over until to-morrow. That is the understanding. 


0 Mr, HOAR. How long does the Senator expect to occupy the 
oor? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think that my statement will last 
more than fifteen minutes, but I am not sure. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The conferencereport has been 
read in full to the Senate. The Senator from Rhode Island will 


proceed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, as the substitute reported from 
the Finance Committee for House bill No. 1 was f discussed 
in the Senate by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON} and other 
members of the committee, I shall confine my statement this 
morning to an explanation of such of the provisions of thé confer- 
ence 1 as amend or modify the terms of the Senate bill. 

The first amendment is in the first section in that portion de- 
fining the standard. It is a purely verbal change, and does not 
affect in any way the purpose of the original provision. 

The second amendment is made by adding tothe sentence which 
provides for maintaining a parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States the following words: 

ae it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain such 
parity. 

The original provision contains a solemn and direct pledge on 
the part of the United States that parity shall be maintained, and 
in my opinion it imposes upon the Secretary of the Treasury, 
without further legislation, the strongest Brahe obligation to 
maintain such parity at all times and by all lawful means at his 
command, But the House conferees were desirous that this direc- 
tion to the Secretary should be put into the law in terms, and the 
Senate conferees a; to its insertion. 

The third amendment from the Senate bill is in section 2. This 
amendment provides that in the reserve fund 

Mr. BURROWS. Which amendment does the Senator speak of? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am speaking of the third amendment, con- 
secutively. It is to be found on the top of the twenty-second page 
of the print which I have. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator state what he is reading from? 
I can not find it here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am reading from the conference report. 

Mr. WOLCOTT, It is the print at the end of the three bills. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have already alluded, if the Senator will 
pardon me, to the first amendment, which is in section 1, to change 
the phraseology in regard to the definition, and to the second 
amendment, which makes it the duty of the Secretary of the 
Treasury to maintain the parity, which is found at the close of 
the first section. 

I was about to state that the next amendment is found on the 
twenty-second page of the conference sopore of the print which I 
have, near the top of the page, the eighth line, where we have in- 
serted ‘‘and bullion” after the words ‘‘gold coin.“ The original 
provisions of the Senate bill required that the Secretary of the 

reasury should maintain a reserve fund of $150,000,000 in gold 
coin. It was found impracticable to secure a sufficient amount of 
pu coin for the fund. The coinage capacities of the mints of the 

nited States at the present time do not permit the coinage of 
gold bullion received with sufficient rapidity to answer current 

emands for gold coin, As soon as the new mint at Philadelphia 
is completed that difficulty will be obviated, and then there will 
be no difficulty in maintaining the total amount in gold coin. 
The conference committee therefore inserted the words “and 
bullion ” after the words “ gold coin,” so as to provide that this 
reserve fund may be held in gold coin and bullion. 

The next amendment is found near the bottom of page 23 of the 
print which 1 have, and reads as follows: 

And the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, use said notes in 
exchange for gold, or to purchase or redeem any bonds of the United States, 


or for any other lawful purpose the public interests may require, except that 
they shall not be used to meet deficiencies in the current revenues, 


Mr. ALLEN. On what e is that? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Near the bottom of the twenty-third page in 
the print of the House and Senate bills and the conference re- 


port. 

Mr. ALLISON. On page 23 of the joint print? 

Mr. ALDRICH. On page 23 of the print which contains the 
three bills. 

The Senate will recollect that the original Senate bill provided 
for a reserve fund of $150,000,000, which was to be replenished by 


-the use of the notes redeemed by three methods: Either by an ex- 


change with the gold coin in the general fund of the Treasury, 
or by accepting deposits of gold coin at various points throughout 
the United States in exchange for the notes; and third, by the 
use of notes, in accordance with the provision cf section 3700 of 
the Revised Statutes, to secure gold; and in case all these methods 
failed, the Secretary of the Treasury should then sell bonds of 
the United States to procure the gold, the gold thus procured to 
be paid into the general fund of the Treasury, and then to be 
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exchanged for an equal amount of notes which were held in the 
reserve fund, these notes to take the place of the gold coin in the 
general fund of the Treasury. 

It was insisted that there was a possibility under those provi- 
sions that the so-called endless chain” might be revived and the 
reserve fund depleted by successive redemptions. The Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and myself insisted that there would 
be no sale of bonds under this provision of the bill; that the clause 

roviding for exchange for gold would, in our judgment, always 
fo ample, and that we never would reach that point in the history 
of the reserve fund where the sale of bonds for the purpose of re- 
plenishment would be necessary. 

We realized, however, that if bonds should be sold, and there 
should be at the same time a deficiency in the revenue, the notes 
covered into the Treasury and paid ont for current expenses might 
be used to carry on an “endless chain” of redemption. After a 
discussion the language which I have read was inserted in the 
amendment reported in order to take away any possible doubt as 
to what should be done by the Secretary of the Treasury in case 
the emergency I have referred to should arise. 

This provision in N terms prevents the Secretary of the 
Treasury from using these notes to meet deficiencies in the cur- 
rent revenues, but allows him to use them, first, for exchange for 
gold; second, for the purchase or redemption of any of the out- 
standing bonds of the United States; and third, for any other 
lawful purpose that the public interests may require. He may use 
them, if necessary in his discretion, to maintain the parity, as this 
would be certainly a lawful purpose within the meaning of this act. 
He may use them for any other purpose not prohibited. He may 
pay any of the obligations of the United States outside of interest- 

aring obligations. In other words, this allows the Secretary of 


the Treasury to do precisely what he could do under the Senate | 


bill or under existing law, except that it puts a prohibition upon 
his using them for the purpose of meeting current deficiencies in 
the revenue. 

The next amendment is in the form of a new section, section 3, 
which reads as follows: 

That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to affect the legal- 


tender quality as now provided by law of the silver dollar, or of any other 
money coined or issued by the United States. 


It will be remembered that in the discussion upon the Senate 
bill both the Senator from Iowa and myself contended vigorously 
that there was not a line or a word or a syllable in this bill as then 
constituted which in any manner affected the legal-tender quality 
of any of the various forms of money in existence, But it was 
contended Spey as vigorously by Senators upon the other side 
that our declaration for a gold standard did take away from the 
silver dollar its legal-tender quality. It was to answer objections 
of this nature that the conferees thought it desirable to insert this 
. provision in the bill itself. 

he next amendment is also a new section, section 4, which pro- 
vides for the establishment in the Treasury Department, in the 
office of the Treasurer, of a division of issue and a division of re- 
demption. I will say that those divisions are already in existence. 
This section does not create new offices. It does provide, how- 
ever, for a different arrangement of the accounts of the Treasury 
Department with relation to the funds held for the various pur- 
poses mentioned in the section. It further provides that— 

Each of the funds represented by these accounts shall be used for the re- 
demption of the notesand certificates for which they are re: tively pledged, 
and shall be used for no other purpose, the same being held as trust Fane 

The section incorporates into form existing law. Each of the 
funds mentioned is now held, not so definitely, however, for 
the redemption of the notes and certificates which are outstand- 
ing against them. A desirable improvement will be effected in 
the method of keeping the accounts of the Treasury. 

The next amendment is in section 6, on page 26 of the joint 
print, near the top of the page. It is the second proviso, in re- 
gard to the issue of gold certificates, It reads as follows: 

That whenever and long as the amou nited 

80 g aggregate nt of U; States 


notes and silver certificates in the gene und of the Treasury shall exceed 


$60,000,000, the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, suspend 


the issue of the certificates herein provided. 


The purpose of this amendment is to provide that when gold is 
brought to the Treasury to exchange for paper, and the Treasury 
has an excess of paper in the form of United States notes and 
silver certificates, that the party desiring to make the exchange 
shall be required to take the form of currency the Treasury has 
in excess, and the Secretary shall not, under the circumstances, 
be obliged to issue new currency in the form of gold certificates. 
It is simply another method for strengthening the gold reserve in 
the Treasury, and I think it will be most effective in that direction. 

Mr. TELLER. It is in the discretion of the Secretary? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it is in the discretion of the Secretary. 

The next amendment—section 7 of the conference report—is a 
recast of section 5 of the Senate bill, which relates to the denom- 
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2 of currency. The changes from the Senate provision are 
as follows: 

It allows the Secretary, in his discretion, to issue silver certifi- 
cates in denominations of $20, $50, and $100, to an extent, how- 
ever, not exceeding in the aggregate 10 per cent of the whole 
amount outstanding. There are now outstanding a considerable 
amount of silver certificates of these denominations, and both the 
Secretary and the Treasurer of the United States thought that the 
public convenience and the convenience of banks and others that 
were handling silver certificates would be served by permitting a 
limited amount of silver certificates to be retained in notes of the 
larger denominations. 

he last part of the section provides that small silver certificates 
shall be first issued and those of a larger denomination withdrawn, 
and that thereafter the United States notes and Treasury notes of 
small denominations shall be retired and notes of a larger size 
shall be substituted in their place. It was feared that the opera- 
tions of the Senate bill as originally drawn might result in a con- 
traction of the currency. 

The general purpose and plan of the Senate bill, to substitute 
silver certificates in small denominations for large ones, is carried 
out. with the exception I have named. 

The eighth section authorizes the Secretary of the Treasury to 
coin into subsidiary silver coin 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Would it disturb the Senator? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not in the slightest. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What would be the effect of this retirement 
in section 7 of certificates of the denomination of $10 or less? 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are not retired until the others are issued. 
If the Senator will read the section through carefully, he will see 
that the change is made in the first instance for silver certificates, 
but the small notes. the ones, twos, and fives, the United States 
notes, are not retired until after the first exchange is made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is, after new certificates are issued? 

Mr. ALDRICH. After new silver certificates are issued of 
those denominations. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Does not that then retire the Treasury notes, 
the greenbacks? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no, it does not retire them. After these 
ones, twos, and fives of silver certificates are once in circulation 
it is then the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to retire the 
outstanding ones, twos, and fiyes of the United States notes and 
issue larger notes in their place. 

Mr. COCKRELL. You are sure that larger notes are author- 
ized? That is the question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, yes. 

Mr. ALLISON. The same volume of money? 

Mr, ALDRICH. The same volume of money exactly is out in 
all cases. I call the attention of the Senator from Missouri to the 
very last clause in section 7; 

And notes of denominations of $10 and upward shall be reissuéd in substi- 
8 therefor, with like qualities and restrictions as those retired and can- 
ce. . 2 

There can be no retirement of United States notes under the 
provisions of this act except by this process of substitution, where 
ones, twos, and fives are retired or withdrawn from circulation 
and notes of higher denominations to precisely the same amount 
are issued in their place. 

The next amendment is in section 8, as I have already stated, 
which authorizes the 117 50 5 of $20,000,000 of additional subsidi- 
ary silver coin from silver bullion in the Treasury. At present 
the amount of subsidiary silver coin outstanding is 880,000,000. 
This raises the limit of possible coinage to $100,000,000, 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Seruni. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to ask the Senator whether the 
committee considered whether $100,000,000 was sufficient? I call 
his attention to the fact that that is a smaller amount of subsidiary 
23 re capita than any other nation in the world, May I say 
a wor 

Mr. ALDRICH. 1 

Mr. TELLER. The English people, being about 38,000,000, 
have $111,000,000 of subsidiary money coined at a ratio of 14.28. 
So their money is less valuable than ours. The French have a 
much-larger amount than ours. I do not recall the amount. The 
Germans, who had a smaller amount, have recently taken action 
in their Parliament to increase to a considerable extent. even very 
much beyond the English, their subsidiary money. It seems to 
me that we might have gone and that we should have gone to two 
hundred and some odd million dollars if we had kept within the 
amount of subsidiary money that England circulates per capita. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I am inclined to agree to some extent with the 
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suggestions of the Senator from Colorado, but the committee did 
not think it wise at this time to raise this limit above $100,000,000. 
I have not the slightest doubt myself, especially if we should use 
coinage of the United States, as I presume we shall in our new 
possessions, but that the amount of subsidiary silver coin in use 
will have to be ver largely increased. 

Mr. TELLER. Espoci ly halves. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. It will be within the power of 
Congress at any time to provide for the purchase of bullion for 
such additional coinage, and I feel sure it will be necessary to do 
it. rac was not intended to be a permanent settlement of the 
question. 

Mr, TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator one other question. 
Even when we have coined this additional sum of money we will 
still have a large amount of bullion on hand? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Yes. à 

Mr. TELLER.. And that is not to be used to redeem the Treas- 
ury notes, as they are to be redeemed in gold coin? 

Mr. ALLISON. This provides only for 10,000,000 ounces, 

Mr. TELLER. And we will have how many million ounces 
left after that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. About eighty milion, I think—somewhere 
between seyenty million and eighty milion. 

Mr. TELLER. Somewhere between $75,000,000 and $80,000,000? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. Mr. President—— 

Mr. COCKRELL. If the Senator will allow me, as I under- 
stand, the bill as we passed it and as it went into conference 
piosa no limit to the amount of subsidiary silver coin, and this 


its the amount to $100,000,000. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill as it passed the Senate contained no 
reference to e. he Senate Finance Committee 
recommended the striking ont from the House bill of all reference 
to such coin. As it passed the House the bill did not fix a limit, 
but we believed that it was wiser at this time to fix a limit, leay- 
ing the question as to what should be done hereafter in re toa 
much larger coinage of subsidiary coin to be determined by Con- 
gress whenever that question should arise. 

The next amendment is the ninth section, which is new, it being 
a modification of a similar section which was contained in the 
House bill. It simply provides for the recoi of all worn and 
uncurrent subsidiary silver coin now in the asury, and pro- 
vides also for a recoinage, from time to time hereafter, of such 
worn and uncurrent silver coinage at the expense of the United 
States. Under existing conditions it has become necessary, from 
time to time, to make appropriations for the purpose of this re- 
coinage. This section authorizes the Secretary, without special 
8 from time to time, to recoin any uncurrent coin in the 

easury. ; 

The next amendment is in section 10, which simply changes 
the provision inserted in the Senate by striking out, in the third 
line from the end of the section, the word ‘‘four,” and inserting 
the word three.“ The House bill provided for banks with 
825,000 capital in places containing 2,000 inhabitants or less. The 
Senate bill provided for the organization of similar banks in 

laces containing 4,000 inhabitants or less. The conference report 
s a compromise between these two sums, fixing the population at 
8,000 in places where small national banks may be established. 

The next amendment is on the thirtieth page, in the very last 
provision of section 11, which provides for an appropriation— 
tne elk ed ser Ganka ee for pages a eae 8 
fifteenth of 1_per cent of the face value of said bonds, to pay the expense of 
preparing and issuing the same and other expenses incident thereto. 

The Secretary of the Treasury sna the Treasurer of the United 
States informed the conferees that this appropriation was neces- 
sary at the time to carry out promptly the provisions of this act. 
It is restricted in its use to the exchanges of bonds authorized by 
the act and covers only the cost of printing and other expenses in- 
cident to the cost of exchange, which would be very slight, of 
course. 

The next change is in section 12, at the bottom of page 31, in 
the print which I have, which allows national banks to retain one- 
third of their circulation in denominations of 85. The bill as it 
panes the Senate limited the circulating notes of the national 

anks to denominatiéns of $10. The officials of the Treasury 
Department were confident that this was unwise and we allow 
the Comptroller of the Currency to issue to the national banks 
not exceeding one-third of their circulating notes in denomina- 


tions of $5. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me at that point 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLEN. As I understand, a previous section restricts the 
issues of the paper money, that is, the Government money as dis- 
= ae from the national-bank currency, to the denomination 


FEBRUARY 28, 


Mr. ALDRICH, I do not know exactly what the Senator means 
by ‘Government money.” 

Mr. ALLEN. I mean greenbacks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Isupposed you would hold with me that Gov- 
ernment money would include silver certificates? 
Yes, sir; and the Treasury notes of different 


forms. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The silver certificates are to be issued in de- 
Dormin inations of one, two, five, ten, twenty, fifty, and one hundred 

ollars. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand these notes are to be taken up and 
exchanged into notes of larger denominations. 
aa ALDRICH, The United States notes and Treasury notes 

v. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, the greenbacks. For the p I desire 
they will answer just as well as anything else. I will ask the 
Senator why make this discrimination between the greenback and 
the national-bank currency? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam not sure that it is a discrimination. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator, if I understand him, thinks that 
the greenback is to be restricted to the lowest denomination, $10, 
and now he concedes to the banks the right to issue one-third of 
this currency in denominations of $5. not that a discrimina- 


tion? 

Mr. ALDRICH, Ishould think not, but I will state to the Sen- 
ator very frankly what was the moving consideration with me 
in making this change. We provide for the first time in this bill 
for the organization of with a capital of $25,000. Such 
banks will be organized, and I am sure, from indications, that 
the privilege will be v largely availed of in the small towns 
throughout the West and in other parts of the country. If we do 
not allow those banks to issue notes of denominations of less than 
$10 for local circulation, we shall very seriously restrict their use- 
fulness, in my judgment. I feel confident that they should have 
the right to a limited extent to issue notes of $5. 

. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question, if he 
will permit me and if it will not disturb him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It does not disturb me in the slightest. 

Mr. ALLEN. LIwould not interrupt the Senator if I could avoid 
it. The object of the bill, so far as the r currenty is con- 
cerned, is to extend the national banks and to extend their circu- 
lation, and correspondingly to crowd out of existence the State 
banks and private banking institutions. In aid of that purpose 
and in aid of the purpose of perpetuating the national bank and 
making ita permanent institution, the Senator proposes to restrict 
the issuance of greenbacks or national currency to denominations 
of $10 and upward to encourage the use of national-bank currency 
to usurp its place, and finally to drive it out of existence. He pro- 
poses to makeone-third of the national-bank currency in five-dollar 


notes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am not now discussing the 
wisdom or unwisdom of any particular policy in regard to these 
matters. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was simply asking for information. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will try to answer the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. If that is not the pu „what is the purpose 
or the object of permitting these five-dollar national-bank notes 
to be put into circulation? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will try again to explain to the Senator's 
apprehension just what was in my mind in re to this matter. 

eis aware, I suppose, as lam, that there has been a great demand 
in his own country and in the West generally for the right to or- 
ganize small national banks. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, I desire to say 
that I know there is not a great demand in my country for the 
es TRS of national banks. 

r. ALDRICH. Then I will exclude the Senator's country 
from my remarks. But there has been fromall parts of the West, 
so far as I know, a great demand for the organization of such 
banks. If they are to be organized, it is important that they should 
be organized in such a way as to make it possible for them to live 
and to serve the convenience of the people in their neighborhood. 

I am not sure, but I think the Senator from Nebraska was away 
when the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
McLavRin] was voted upon the other day, the effect of which 
was to repeal the tax on the circulation of State banks and enable 
them to issue notes without limit. I do not know whether the 
Senator is in favor of that proposition, 

Mr, ALLEN, With the Senator’s permission, I will say I an- 
nounced myself over five years ago as being opposed to that policy. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very sorry that the Senator from Ne- 


braska disagrees with the Senators upon the other side, because 
my recollection is that every Democratic Senator present and vot- 
ing voted for 8 
Mr. ALLEN. the Senator will allow me, it does not mako 
7700 Senators did. I am net a 
mocra’ 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I did not know that the Senator had dissolved 
partnership with that party. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, wherever I find 
the Democratic 3 the right thing I encourage them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. that i eae 

Mr. ALLEN. Frequently. I can not say as much concerning 
the Republican party, although I try to encourage the Republican 
party in doing right, but I am decidedly in favor—and to be con- 
sistent I must be in favor—of the United States Government tak- 
ing specific control of all its financial matters, financial institutions, 
and financial policies. Therefore, while I do not think there is 
any logical force in the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States in holding the 10 per cent tax constitutional, I think it good 
policy, and I have been uniformly in favor of retaining it; but I 
can possibly foresee, if the Senator will indulge me a moment—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ican foresee, if this blind polioy, thisinexcusable 
policy, in my judgment, this illogical and disjointed policy, of 
turning over the financial institutions of the United States to a 
few individuals or a few corporations, if persisted in, and per- 
sisted in to the point of open revolt on the part of the people, as I 
think it will come in the course of time, it will be my duty, if in 
public life, to join extremists like my friend from South Carolina, 
who is not here I regret tosay, to join with them in repealing that 
10 per cent tax and permitting State institutions to issue bank 
notes. I think it would be less harmful in the stretch of years to 
come to this nation than the bill of which the Senator from Rhode 
Island is the advocate, 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Ifthe Senator from Rhode Island will allow 
me, as I understood his explanation of this new provision respect- 
ing the issue of small bills of national banks, it was this: As the 
bill the Senate and as it was reported from the Senate Fi- 
nance Committee, the duty of furnishing small bills to the coun- 
try was imposed upon the 84100, 000,000, or thereabouts, in silver 
certificates, that amount of money being practically the amount 
of the total issued now in different forms of money in denomina- 
tions under $10. When the committee of conference came to con- 
sider the question, it appeared that the small national banks 
organized in remote communities would find it physically impos- 
sible to get currency if it were issued in Washington, because the 
circulation of the small national banks stays in the vicinage and 
is not scattered; and these small communities want money in 
small denominations; and if it were all issued from here, they could 
not getit. Therefore it was deemed desirable that the national 
banks with small capital should have the authority, under the 
Comptroller of the Currency, to issue a certain part of their circu- 
lation in small bills. Is not that so? 

Mr. ALDRICH: That is so. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. So that it does not affect the question of the 
currency at all. 

Mr. ALLEN. The argument of the Senator from Colorado 
one Wo .cortt] applies with full force to all Government money. 

en I speak oft Government money,” I speak of money issued 
directly in the form of legal-tender notes or currency by this Gov- 
ernment, whether 5 currency, silver certificates, or in 
whatever form issued. 

The Senator from Colorado says that these bills are needed in 
the remote communities, where these little national banks are to be 
established. What is to be said of the little remote communi 
where the little national bank is notestablished? Doesit notn 
small currency as well? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It os it. 

Mr. ALLEN. How does it get it from the national banks? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It gets it from two sources, instead of one, as 
formerly. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; it gets it from the national banks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not necessarily. It gets it from our silver 
certificates or from the national banks. e bill as it now stands 
gives them two sources, where originally they had but one source. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. The Senator said 
less than half an hour ago that all these forms of money were to 
be absorbed in the Treasury Department and larger notes issued 
in lieu of them. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which one is the Senator referring to? 

Mr. ALLEN. National currency. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said exactly the opposite. 

Mr. AL . Greenbacks, then. t I was about to say— 
with the consent always of the Senator from Rhode Island—is 
this: The same objection that applies to the five-dollar greenback 
applies to the five-dollar national-bank currency. 

r. ALDRICH. What is that? 

Mr. ALLEN. The same objection that apune to the circula- 
tion of the five-dollar greenback applies with equal force to the 
circulation of the five-dollar national-bank currency or the five- 
dollar bill of any kind. 

I do not want to charge the Senator with being unfair in this 
matter; I donot think heintends tobe; but the Senator has failed 


to tell the Senate thus far why he selects 


greenbacks for slaughter 
and preserves the silver note and gives the national-bank currency 
the channel formerly occupied by the greenbacks. I have no 
doubt the Senator has a reason for it, for he is as full of reasons 
as Vallombrosa is of leaves. 

But what I wanted to suggest and what I wanted to bring out— 
if the Senator will permit; and then I shall not interrupt him any 
further than is necessary—is this: That the whole scheme of this 
bill, so far as it relates to the currency proper, as distinguished 
from our coinage system, is an attempt to perpetuate, to enlarge, 
to increase the ramifications of the national banks at the expense 
of the pe le, and require them to accept the currency of the na- 
tional banks whether they will or not, because they must have 


currency. 

Now, I want to put to the Senator this question, and I should 
like to have a straight answer to it: Is it not a dangerous thing, 
is it not absolutely and itively dangerous, to turn over to pri- 
vate organizations the whole of the nan Sane of the currency 

licy of a great nation like this and make all the people subor- 
inate to their dictation and their movements? * 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, although it is quite apart from 
my purpose in the discussion of this conference report, I have 
been very much interested in the statement of the Senator from 
Nebraska. I have recently heard him and a number of other 
Senators on that side of the aisle discourse eloquently in regard 
to the issue of money, claiming that all money issued in the United 
States should be issued by the Government directly, and that we 
should under no circumstances surrender to the banks this great 
power over the currency of the country. 

It is a subject-of regret that the Senator from Nebraska was not 
resent when the amendment of the Senator from South Carolina 
Mr. MoLAUn NN] was voted upon, by which the solid Democratic 

party in this body proposed to turn over to the State banks of the 
country the right to issue circulating notes. 

Mr. AL I hope the Senator will not hold me responsible 
for the Democratic party. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not holding the Senator responsible; but 
I will ask him, coming fresh from his party conferences in Ne- 
braska, and from a conference with the man you pro to nom- 
inate for President, what is Mr. Bryan's view upon this question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, let me say to the Senator from 
Rhode Island that I have not been holding conferences with any 
man that I expect to be nominated for the office of President of 
the United States; but if the Senator from Rhode Island is refer- 
ring to Mr. Bryan, I will say to him that Mr. Bryan has not been 
in the State of Nebraska for two or three weeks or probably four 


weeks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume his views have not changed on the 
money question within that time. I know it is said that his views 
have changed from time to time, but I presume they have not 
changed within the last two or three weeks. 

Mr. ALLEN, I have not seen him within that time, and this is 
altogether gratuitous on the part of the Senator from Rhode 
Island here. Lam not here to speak for Mr. Bryan. I am not 
his spokesman. 

Mr. ALDRICH. For whom does the Senator speak, then? 

Mr. ALLEN. I speak for the people who sent me here and for 
myself, and in that respect, if the Senator will permit me, I am 
pere willing to meet him in open debate upon any of these 
questions. ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ishall be glad to meet the Senator. 

Mr. ALLEN. If Mr. Bryan were here and if he had the priv- 
ilege of this forum, the Senator from Rhode Island would not be 
throwing out the insinuations that he is throwing out at this time. 

Mr. RICH. I am not throwing out any insinuations. I 


am statin facts, 
Mr. ALLEN. And I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will 
not regard it as a proper thing to do to stand here in the Senate 


and sneer at a gentleman who is his equal at all times and under 
all circumstances and who has not the privilege of debate here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would say to the Senator from Nebraska 
that Ihave great admiration for his friend Mr. Bryan, although 
I very rarely with him on any subject, and I certainly have 
not sneered at him or in regard to his position upon any subject. 
I have, however, great regret that at this early day there should 
appear this division between the two branches of the great party 

t is to favor Mr. Bryan in the next campaign. 

Mr. ALLEN. You mean the two great parties? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; the two branches of a great party. 

Mr. EN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I shall have to ask the Senator from 


Nebraska to it me to proceed. 
The PR ENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield? 


Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator permit me to enter a protest? 
Mr. ALDRICH, Certainly. 
Mr. ALLEN, Imostsolemnly protest that I have no agreement 
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with the leader of the Democratic party. Iam not a Democrat, 
Mr. President. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLEN. Wait a moment. There are three great parties 
in this country. The Senator spoke about two great parties. 
There are three great parties. There is the Democratic party, 
which is a great party; then there is the Republican party, which 
wes a great party, and 1 hope it will be again; and there is the 
Populist party, a greater party than either of them. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. ident 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. DRICH. For a question; yes. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I understood the Senator to say that the Dem- 
ocrats in the Senate voted solidly fur the right of the State banks 
to issue mor Did I correctly understand the Senator? 

` Mr. ALDRICH, Every Democratic Senator who voted on the 
question voted for that proposition. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I want to sayif the expression of the Senator 
is intended to embrace all the Democrats in that category, he is 
mistaken. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There were probably one or two who dodged, 
but every Democratic Senator who voted voted squarely for the 

roposition. 
zi A RAWLINS. I did not catch the remark the Senator last 
made, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said there might have been one or two Sen- 
ators who dodged, but that every Democratic Senator who voted 
voted for that proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. me were absent, and they did not dodge. 

ws apap The Senator can put his own construction 
upon it. 

he last remark of the Senator from Nebraska emphasized the 
fact that we have a Democratic party, judging by its vote in this 
Chamber, solidly in favor of removing the tax from the State 
banks and opening the door to the issue of wild-cat currency with- 
out limit, and another branch of the party—or shall I say another 


rty? 
aieh ALLEN. That is right. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Another party that is in alliance with the 
Democratic party, supporting the same candidate, and, so far as I 
have been able to discover heretofore, supporting the same policy, 
opposed to the issue of money by any bank under any circum- 
stances—I am quite willing to allow Senators on the other side of 
the Chamber to reconcile these differences if they can, and would 
suggest that until this is done they should suspend their criticisms 
upon the Republican policy in reference to bank circulation. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Willthe Senator yield to me for a moment? 
I desire to call the attention of our friends on the opposite side of 
the Chamber to the fact that the vote to which the 8 from 
Rhode Island Mr. 8 alluded, in favor of repealing 
the 10 per cent tax upon State-bank issues, is entirely consistent 
with the poli e of the Democratic party. You will 
recollect that in 1892 that party distinctly declared in its national 
convention in favor of the repeal of the 10 per cent tax on State- 
bank issues, and that that declaration became one of the great 
issues of the Presidential campaign of that year. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will it me. I desire to say 
that since that time the Democratic majority in the House of Rep- 
resentatives defeated @ bill of that kind; it has been denounced 
here by some Democrats, and it has never been regarded with 

sufficient favor here to be brought to a vote, 

a 3 It was brought to a vote in the Senate the 
other day. í 

Mr. ALLEN. It may have been. I do not know about that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The question arises whether the House 
Democrats are more consistent than the Senate Democrats. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I want to hold up both hands 
and gs am not responsible for the Democratic party. [Laugh- 

not constantly throw at me what the Democratic party 
has done. They are able to care for themselves, I suppose, and 
the little party to which I am attached is amply able to care for 
i 


I recognize the fact, Mr. President—with the permission of the 
Senator from Rhode Island, of course—that there are a great 
many thousands and hundreds of thousands of most excellent 
Democrats. When I say that I am not a member of the Demo- 
cratic party, I do not mean to cast any reflections upon the Dem- 
ocratic party. I might cast a greater reflection upon that y 
if I joined it. [Laughter.] I mean simply to say, Mr. Presi- 
dent—whether the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] or 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] innocently stumbled 
or not, I do not know—the distinction between the Democratic 
party and the Populist party is as marked and plain as the dis- 
tinction between the sun and the moon. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the difference between them? 

Mr, ALLEN. In the first place, the Democratic party, as I 


understand, believe in the constant redeemability of all forms of 
aper money. I do not believe in that; and my party does not be- 
ieve in it in the popular sense. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ALLEN. Waitamoment. Let meexplain my statement, 
because sometimes people are apt to get caught on a half-expressed 
sentence and held responsible. 

I do not believe itis necessary to redeem a limited volume of 
fnll legal-tender money in anything. I believe every time it is paid 
for a debt and every time it is exchanged for property it is re- 
Geemed in the full sense; and in that sense I believe in redeem- 
ability, and in no other. The Democratic party does not believe 
in that. I believe in Government ownership—not control simply, 
but Government ownership—of railroads, telegraphs, telephones, 
and all natural and exclusive monopolies. The Democratic party 
does not. There are several other things that I believe in and in 
25 my party believe, in which the Democratic party do not 

ieve. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. May I ask the Senator for which branch of 
the Populist party he is speaking; whether he is speaking for the 
out-and-outers, the middle-of-the-roaders, or what? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not want to engage with the Senator from 
Colorado in any little bandying of words for the benefit of the gal- 
leries here. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Iam sincere, and anxious to know. 

Mr. ALLEN. I have no doubt of it; not the slightest. The 
Senator is always sincere. 

Mr. President, there is no middle-of-the-roader or—what was the 
other expression? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. ‘“Ont-and-outers,” I think thoy are called in 
Nebraska, 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing of that kind. There used to be 
what they called in the Republican party the silk stocking” and 
the “burr tails.” I do not know whether that distinction has been 
observed in recent years or not; but we have no distinction of that 
kind in our party. We have had, Mr, President—to answer the 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. Neds eye Since rns Om few Repub- 
lican boodlers who had been sent by the Republican party. or were 
attempted to be sent, into our camp to destroy our organization; 
but, like St. Patrick with the snakes, we swept them all into the 
ocean the other day, and shall have no more trouble with them 
hereafter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the next amendment is the pro- 
viso at the top of page 32, part of section 12. 

Mr. TELLER. Before the Senator reads that, L want to ask 
him to explain to us why the greenback is limited to $10 and 
upward, and what kind of a ition the man will be in who 
holds a five-dollar bank note, which is redeemable only in a green- 
back of the denomination of $5 or less? All the bank notes being 
redeemable in greenbacks, I would like to know how he is to get 
exchange. It seems to me if we have a five-dollar national bank 
note, we ought to have also a five-dollar national greenback with 
which to redeem it. But what I desire to know particularly is 
why the issue is to be limited to notes of the denomination of $10 
and above? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It was the purpose of the Senate committee 
to give to silver certificates, so far as possible, the place in our 
currency which is occupied by all kinds of notes of small denomi- 
nations; and the bill repo by the committee and adopted b 
the Senate did limit rigidly the notes of national banks, Unitec 
States notes, and Treasury notes; in other words, all forms of 
paper money to denominations of $10. The purposə was, as I 

ve stated, to give this place to silver certificates and silver dol- 
lars, I have no doubt the Senator from Colorado sympathizes 
with that purpose; I presume he does, The only change made 
by the plan proposed is to allow national banks a limited issue 
of notes of $5. At the present time I think it would allow the 
issue of about $77,000,000 in five-dollar notes by national banks. 
I hope I have answered the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. As the Senator has referred to me as having 
sympathized with the movement, I have no objection to the pro- 
vision that confines the greenbacks as confined in this amendment. 
I think it is an improvement on the Senate bill as it passed. I 
think there ought to be some silver certificates of larger denomi- 
nations. Iam in full sympathy with any system that would give 
a larger amount of paper money, especially as we are not to have 
too much money of any kind, and we want all the small money 
we can get. I should like to know, since the conferees saw fit to 
change it as to the national-bank notes and give them a five-dollar 
note, why they could not at the same time have given the people 
a five-dollar greenback, a few, at least. There will be a great 
many people in this country who will never see a nback when 
they are $10 or above. I think it is a very good thing for the 
poopie to get familiar with their national money, and it is still 

etter for them to handle it if they can. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Isuppose the Senator from Colorado is aware 
I know he is, of course—that the holder of a five-dollar note of one 
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of these small banks can take that note to the bank and get lawful 
money for it? 

Mr. TELLER. What will he get? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He will get silver dollars for it. 

a n TELLER. The only thing he could get would be silver 
ollats? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes, sir. He can get gold if he wants it, or 
he can get silver certificates if he wants them, because the bank 
‘will undoubtedly have these on hand. 

Mr. TELLER. He can get gold if the bank is willing to pay 
him in gold. They are under no obligation to pay gold for silver. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They have to pay lawful money, and if there 
is no other form 

Mr. TELLER. All they have to do is to redeem in greenbacks. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there are no greenbacks of the denomina- 
tion of 85, they certainly have to redeem in gold or silver, those 
being the only forms of lawful money available. 

The provision to which I just alluded reads as follows: 

That under regulations to be prescribed by the Secretary of the Treasu: 
any national banking association may substitute the 2 per cent bonds issu 
under the provisions of this act for any of the bonds de ted with the Treas- 
urer to secure circulation or to secure deposits of public money. 


The purpose of this is that the transfer of bonds may be made 
without a retirement of any part of the circulation of the national 
banks. My own impression is that it can be done under existing 
law, but in order to make it absolutely clear we have inserted this 
provision. 

The next amendment reads: 

And so much of an act entitled “An act to enable national banking associa- 
tions to extend their corporate existence, and for other purposes,” approved 
July 12, 1882, as prohibits any national bank which makes any deposit of law- 
ful money in order to withdraw its circulating notes from receiving any in- 
crease of its circulation for the period of six months from the time it made 
such deposit of lawful money for the purpose aforesaid, is hereby repealed, 
and all other acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions of this 
section are hereby repealed. 

That is to allow greater elasticity in the volume of national- 
bank circulation, and it takes away one of the needless restrictions 
imposed by the act of 1882. s ‘ f . 

e next and last amendment is a modification of the provi- 
sions of section 14. The modified section reads as follows: 

SEO. 14. That the provisions of this act are not intended to preclude the 
accomplishment of international bimetullism whenever conditions shall make 


it expedient and practicable to secure the same by concurrent action of the 
leading commercial nations of the world 


Mr. BACON. Thope the Senator will read that so wecan hear it. 
I beg pardon, but I could not hear him. I want to see whether 
the slender bridge has been made strong enough to enable the 
Republican bimetallists to cross over the chasm which separates 
them from the gold standard. 

Mr, ALDRICH, I will try to read it in such a way as to secure 
the vote of the Senator from Georgia, if he is really in favor of 
bimetallism; of this, however, I have very grave doubts. 

Mr. BACON. I am sincere in my convictions in respect of bi- 
metallism, and Iam not so easily deceived as some of the gooie: 
men who follow the lead of the Senator from Rhode Island. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not so easily deceived? 

Mr. BACON. No, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not noticed ay phase of this question 
on which the Senator was not easily deceived, from my standpoint. 
2 According to the view of the Senator from Rhode 

and. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I said from my standpoint. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator’s standpoint is so erroneous that 
nothing can be judged from it. 

Mr, ALDRICH. e Senator is now speaking from the stand- 
point of the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. We will have to let it go at that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The section reads as follows: 

Syd. 14. That the provisions of this act are not intended to preclude the 
accomplishment of international bimetallism whenever conditions shall 
make it 5 and practicable to secure the same by concurrent action 
of the leading commercial nations of the world and ata ratio which s 
insure permanence of relative value between gold and silver. 

This amendment must be read in the light of the act approved 
March 3, 1897, which I think I had better read. 

Mr. TELLER. What year? 

Mr. ALDRICH. March 3, 1897. That act reads as follows: 

That whenever after March 4, 1897, the President of the United States 
shall determine that the United States should be represented at any inter- 
national conference called by the United States or any other country witha 
view to securing by international agreement a fixity of relative value be- 
tween gold and silver as money by means of a common ratio between these 
metals, with free mintage at such ratio, he is hereby authorized to appoint 
five or more commissioners to such international conference. 

This act is in full force and effect; this is conceded, as I under- 
stand, on all sides and by every Senator. The position here taken 
by the United States and that held by the Republican party is 
that no bimetallism is possible except by the concurrent action of 
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the leading commercial nations of the world and at a ratio that 
will secure a fixity of value to silver and gold. The section which 
1 have read is, in the light of the act of 1897, a declaration on the 
part of the United States that whenever it is expedient and prac- 
ticable, or. in other words, is ible, to secure international bi- 
metallism in this way the United States is still willing to join in 
the attempt to secure it. 

Mr. BACON. I understand then—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator let me go on for a few min- 
utes? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. However, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I simply wanted to ask, for my information, 
whether I should understand from that statement that the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island personally thought it would be desirable, 
if it could be accomplished, that we should have bimetallism? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I have said that many times in the hearing of 
the Senate, I think—accomplished, of course, under the conditions 
I have named. 

Mr. BACON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have said that if it could be obtained under 
the conditions which are named in the act of 1897 and in the four- 
teenth section of this bill, I do think it desirable. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator please state if he thinks itis 
desirable, from the fact that he thinks the gold standard is not 
desirable, if we could have bimetallism? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is begging the question entirely. 

Mr. BACON. No, I think not. ; 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is desirable, eminently desirable, 
that the United States should say to the nations of the world, “ We 
are upon a gold standard, and we intend to remain solidly upon a 
gold standard until you are ready to join with us in such an agree- 
ment as will beyond question fix the relative value of these two 
metals.“ That is the position of the Republican party and, so far 
as I know, of every member of it. 

Mr. BACON. As I understand the Senator, then, he does not 
think the gold standard is the best standard for this country? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have not said anything of the kind, and I do 
say emphatically that it is the best standard for this country until 
some other arrangement can be made in the direction I have indi- 


cated. 
Mr. BACON. But I do not want the qualification. I want to 


no 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator has to take the qualification if he 
wants my judgment instead of his. 

Mr. BACON. I want to put the eto and if I can get a 
direct answer from the Senator I shall be glad. I want to know 
whether the Senator considers that the gold standard is the best 
standard that can be had, regardless of qualifications and condi- 
tions, or whether he thinks there is a standard better than the 
gold standard. . - 

Mr. ALDRICH. I repeat, that in the absence of international 
bimetallism, which is not now attainable, that is, under existing 
conditions, the gold standardis undoubtedly the best standard for 
this country. Now let me ask the Senator a question. Is he in 
favor of the silver standard? - ʻi 

Mr. BACON. Iam not. i = 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the Senator in favor of? j 

Mr. BACON. Ihave stated tedly in the Senate that I am 
in favor of the free coinage of silver, because I believe that with 
the free coinage of silver there could be maintained the parity be- 
tween gold and silver. The Senator can not findany utterance of 
mine in the Senate which is in conflict with that proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a question of judgment. i 

Mr. BACON. Ofcourse. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Anditisa 8 of judgment about which 
no one agrees with the Senator from Georgia outside of his polit- 


ical associates. 

Mr. BACON. I do not understand the Senator. 

Mr. ALDRiCH. I say that his judgment in that matter is con- 
curred in by no one outside of his own political associates. I in- 
clude, of course, the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as one 
of his associates. 

Mr. BACON. What I desire to state, in order that I may elicit 
an expression from the Senator from Rhode Island, is that. in m 
opinion, the best standard, without any qualification, is the bi- 
metallic standard. Now, I desire to know whether the Senator 
will with equal frankness and definiteness state that he zegards 
the gold standard as the best standard? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already stated to the Senator three 
times my position. Iam in favor, and the people of this country 
are in favor, of maintaining definitely and distinctly the gold 
standard. If at any time in the future it should be possible under 
the conditions named, and by the concurrent action of all the 
commercial nations, to secure international bimetallism at a ratio 
5 e permanence of relative value to silver and gold, 

am for i r 


r 
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Mr. BACON. Then I understand the Senator to say that he 
regards the gold standard as so defective that if he can secure the 
bimetallic standard he prefers it to the gold standard? 

Mr, ALDRICH. Ihave not said anything which the Senator 
with all his ingenuity can possibly construe to mean that. 

Mr, BACON, I will ask the Senator the question in another 
shape, with his permission. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator can have conditions as he wishes 
them, does he prefer the single gold standard or the bimetallic 
standard? 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a purely academic question which bas 
no relation whatever to existing conditions or what we are doing 


here. 
i 780 BACON. Mr. President, I will not press the Senator any 
urther. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will say frankly to the Senator that under 
conditions as they exist now I see no immediate prospect of secur- 
ing international bimetallism. 

. BACON. Does the Senator desire it? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. I have said so— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator desires it 

Mr. ALDRICH. Permit me to conclude the sentence. Under 
the conditions I have stated. 

Mr. BACON. Under conditions which would be satisfacto: 
to him, he prefers the bimetallic standard to the gold 3 
Does the Senator say that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will answer the question in my own way. 
I will answer it in my own language and not in that of the Sena- 
tor from Georgia. I say that under existing conditions, and until 
international bimetallism can be secured under the conditions and 
in the manner I have stated, I am in favor of maintaining the 
gold standard. Our party says the same thing, and it said the 
same thing in 1896. 

The Senator from Georgia says he is in favor of the free coin- 

of silver. I say, and the experience of the world shows, al- 
8 I do not care to enter upon that discussion now, that the 
free coinage of silver means the silver standard, and can mean 
nothing else. It means national disgrace, it means repudiation, 
and can mean nothing else; and I believe, without imputing any 
motive to the Senator from Georgia, when he is in favor of the 
free coinage of silver under existing conditions, that he is in favor 
of a proposition which will bring disgrace upon the people of the 
United Bates. That is my judgment. 

Mr. BACON. I have got a very full expression from the Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). 
Does the Senator from Rhode Island yield further to the Senator 
from Georgia? 

Mr. ALDRICH, No; I think I will have to go on with my ex- 
planation. 

Mr. BACON. Pardon me for one sentence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. - 

Mr. BACON. Ihave got from the Senator from Rhode Island 
a very full expression of what he thinks is my position, but it has 
been impossible for me to elicit from him a frank answer as to 
what his position is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will submit to the Senate that if that is true 
it is owing to the want of comprehension on the part of the Sena- 
tor from 775577 
Mr. BACON. Oh, yes, of course; I am very frank to confess 


that. 
Mr. CHILTON, Will the Senator allow me to ask him a practi- 


cal question? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. CHILTON. What does the Senator understand to be the 


difference between the e used in the conference report 
and that in the Senate bill on the subject of international bimet- 
a 1 lism? 


Mr. ALDRICH. Two Senators ask me questions at the same 
time. I will try to answer both. The Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] asks me from his seat what is the differense and which 
is the stronger. If he means which is the stronger for interna- 
tional bimetallism, I will say I think the conference report; that 
in my judgment the report of the conferees is nearer a declaration 
in favor of international bimetallism than the provision which 
va 3 the Senate bill, and I will try to give my reasons 

‘or it. 

The first section of the act of 1897 provides: 

That whenever * * * the President of the United States, etc. 

That is a continuing power until it is repealed by legislation. 

When is the President likely to determine that delegates should 
be appointed under the provisions of that act? Whenever it is 

ent or practicable in order to secure the result desired. No 
President could exercise that power or would presume to exercise 
it if it was both inexpedient and impracticable to secure the ac- 
complishment of the purpose of the act, 


My understanding of the provision is that whenever the com- 
mercial nations of the world shall suggest to the President of the 
United States We are ready to join you in diplomatic negotia- 
tions looking to the establishment of international bimetallism, 
in accordance with these terms and conditions,” and he feels that 
it is practicable and expedient to secure that result, he is bound 
then, under the act of 1897, to accede to the request. The section 
which I have just read, section 14, of the conference report, says 
in effect that nothing contained in this act shall be construed to 
re the act of 1897. 

do not feel at this moment that it is either expedient or prac- 
ticable for the United States to send an invitation to the other 
commercial nations of the world asking for a conference upon the 
greon of international bimetallism with any hope of success. 
hile this is undoubtedly true, who knows how soon it may be 
otherwise? Who can tell what may be the result in the next 
twenty-five years of the constantly increasing production of gold? 
Who can say that twenty years from now, or ten years even, the 
United States may not be anxious to secure an international 
agreement? Whenever there is a concurrence of judgment be- 
tween the President of the United States and the representatives 
of other commercial nations that an attempt is expedient and 
8 then by the terms of this section it shou!d be under- 
en. 

Mr. TELLER. The fourteenth section? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fourteenth section. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator allow me to ask him one 
nestion? In your opinion, would the Government of the United 
tates be at liberty to pay the bonded debt in silver equally with 

gold after having passed this law, which says in terms that the 
public debt is payable in gold? Would it be at liberty to change 
it and pay in silver? 

Mr. ALDRICH. If they were interchangeable, there would be 
no practicable difference, but a contract payable in gold would 
not be vitiated by any agreement on the part of the Government 
of the United States. A contract of the United States payable 
specifically in gold would have to be paid in gold, as would a rail- 
road bond or an obligation of the Senator from Nevada, supposing 
he has any outstanding, payable in gold. 

ni saora Suppose the creditor had a preference to be 

in gold? : 
Per. ALDRICH. He would be pan in gold. 

Mr. STEWART. The United States Government would have 
to pay in gold? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would have to under the contract. There 
is no doubt about that. I think the Senator from Nevada will 
agree with me on that subject. 

Mr. STEWART. That does not make any difference, 
your opinion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask your opinion. Tou are a lawyer. I ask 
you what you think. 

Mr. STEWART. I am clearly of the opinion that if it is in- 
tended to obtain an international agreement, the fact that our 
obligations are payable in gold will be used as an argument against 
an international agreement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I contract to pay the Senator from Nevada 
in gold, and he insists upon the fulfillment of the contract, I would 
certainly be bound to carry it out, even after an international 
agreement. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator pledge his party not to use 
this bill as an argument against an international agreement? 

Mr. ALDRIC. We make that declaration in every line and 
word of the fourteenth section. 

Mr. STEWART. You have not got in there a pledge that you 
will not use it against an international a ent. 

Mr.ALDRICH. Thisisa pledge which is vastly more 3 
than the pledge of any party or of any man. It is Aans a dge of 
the Government of the United States solemnly en into by 


law. 
eat STEWART. Can-you change contracts after you make 
m 


em? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir; you can not change a contract after it 
is made. The United States, I venture to say, never has under- 
taken to do that and never will. 

Mr. STEWART. 5 mas yan moran for n 
agreement, xou people will use this bill as an argument against it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not think the Senator is justified in mak- 
ing that remark. 

r. STEWART. I think I can guess. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is a matter of opinion. 

Mr. SPOONER. If this bill will have any moral effect as stand- 
ing in the way of an international agreement, it will be because 
of what the Senator from Nevada has said and not what has been 
said by any of its su Ts. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ere has been no word of discredit to an in- 
ternational agreement or in regard to international bimetallism 
uttered by a single Republican Senator upon this question. The 


I want 
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discredit, if it comes at all, comes entirely from the Senator from 
Nevada and his associates, those more or less connected with him 
litically. After the statement made by the Senator from Ne- 

a I am not sure what that connection may be. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield further to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ido. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 do not want to argue this question. Gen- 
tlemen have made prophecies. I prophesy that if this bill is 
passed the cry will be made immediately, if an international agree- 
ment is thought of, that our 3 are payable in gold and 
that we would be changing our obligations. It will be said that 
we are not in a position to have an international agreement. It 
will be used that way whether it is intended now or not. Iwant 
to be a prophet. I prophesy that you will all use it that way. I 
mean ‘hase of your way o i 11 9 — Of course you gentlemen 
wee 2 will not, but there will be a good many of your kind 
who will. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask the Senator from Nevada a question. 
Does he think if this bill passes silver and gold will remain ata 
parity of value? 

Mr. STEWART. A parity of value? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; in purchasing power and debt-paying 


wer. 

Pi STEWART. Ido not think any money will be at parity 
unless it is money. If you print money 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator does not answer my question. 
He understands it. 

Mr. STEWART. The parity of value depends upon law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iam talking about this bill. I am not talking 
about anything else. oe this bill becomes alaw. Does the 
Senator think that next Monday or a week from next Monday or 
two weeks from next Monday a silver dollar will not have the 
same purchasing power as a gold dollar? 

Mr. STEWART. No; it will not have, because your bill ex- 
8 provides that a large portion of the debt shall be paid in 

one. : 
r ALDRICH. If the Senator from Nevada twenty years ago 
made a contract with anybody for any purpose payable in gold, 
did 2 discredit silver? Did he take away the legal-tender quality 
of silver? 

Mr. STEWART. Does the Senator contend that you may ‘Rey 
the bonded debt in silver after this bill passes? If you can, then 
the legal-tender power of silver is not taken away. If you can 
not pay the bonded debt with it, the legal-tender power to that 
extent is taken away. - 

Mr. ALDRICH. This bill proviđes that the new bonded debt of 
the United States only shall be paid in gold coin. 

Mr. STEWART. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And the interest is payable in gold coin, 

Mr. STEWART. Can you pay in silver under that? 

Mr. ALDRICH, You can not pay in silver under that provi- 
sion. That amounts to $16,000,000 a year under this bill for that 
specific purpose. There are thousands of millions of dollars in 
bonds and obligations of various kinds payable in gold coin, and 
this bill does not affect them. It does not in the ee ra degree 
affect the eral debt-paying power of the silver dollar. 

Mr. STEWART, Sup you named all contracts? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We do not name all contracts, 

Mr. STEWART. You do not name them all? 

Mr, ALDRICH. No, sir. 

Mr. STEWART. You name a part of them. Would naming 
all of them destroy the legal-tender power of silver? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. STEWART. Then naming a part of them will to that ex- 
tent destroy it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; to that extent. 

Mr. STEWART. So that the Senator is not accurate when he 
says that silver will be upon the same footing, because some of its 
legal-tender power is taken away. 

r. ALDRICH, The payments named are infinitesimal in com- 
parison with the great transactions of the country. 

85 STEWART. I do not think the national debt is infinitesi- 
mal. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In New England there are contracts out- 
standing made a hundred years ago, or perhaps less, which by 
their terms are payable in silver. Did that affect the legal-tender 
quality or destroy the legal-tender power of the gold dollar? 

Mr. STEWART. To that extent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does that extent” amount to? 

Mr. STEWART. If you take the national debt, it amounts to 
a good deal. 

Mr. ALDRICH, It amounts to $16,000,000 a year. 

Mr. SPOONER, Then the Senator from Nevada means that in 
order to maintain the legal-tender quality of silver the liberty of 
contract must be taken away. - 


ee 
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Mr. STEWART. The liberty of discrimination on the part of 
the United States must be taken away. Let me tell you. The 
greenback, as the measure was reported from the House Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means, had full legal-tender power, and it 
paid all debts, public and private, except thenational debt, interest, 
and customs dues, It was amended in the Senate so to take 
away debt-paying power, so far as the interest on the public debt 
and customs dues were concerned. The greenback immediately 
fell very rapidly in the market. It was disgraced paper, because 
the Government would not receive it. The Government had dis- 
criminated againstit bylaw. There never was a full legal-tender 
money of any kind, whether paper, or silver, or gold, issued by 
the Government where the Government did not dishonor it that 
was ever dishonored in the public estimation or that was ever be- 
low par as compared with any other money. There never was 
money issued by the Government which the Government recog- 
nized as full legal tender which was not at par with every other 
money. There have been a good many kinds of money issued, 
When the Government of the United States recognizes the full 
debt-paying power of money the people have recognized it, and 
the money never fell below par. henever you discriminate 
against it, then it has fallen. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. How about Revolutionary money? 

Mr. STEWART. Revolutionary money? 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. STEWART. A great deal of that was promises to pay. 

. No; it was legal-tender money under heavy 
penalties. 

Mr. STEWART. Under heavy penalties. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Still it went to pieces; it went out of sight. 

Mr. ALLISON, It was worth a cent on the dollar. 

Mr. CARTER. It paid 1 cent on the dollar. 

Mr. STEWART. But there was a great deal of it not issued by 
our Government. It was counterfeited in Great Britain and sent 
over here by the bushel. It was not under the control of the Gov- 
ernment, ey counterfeited it, and it came over here by the 
cartload almost, and they did not know which was American 
money, besides the quantity was too great. That is the trouble. 
They could not protect it. It was largely counterfeited by the 
British. I take it from the formation of the Government down 
to the present time, and there has been no paper issued by the 
Government that was full legal tender that has not been at par 
with all other money. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Nevada 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask a question of the Senator 
from Nevada. The Senator from Nev: said that the reason 
why the Revolutionary money fell below was because it was 
counterfeited by British and sent over here. I have read the 
books upon that subject pretty e and I never heard that 
statement before, Itisimportantiftrue. I therefore would like 
to ask the Senator where I can find something that may substan- 
tiate the statement? 

Mr. STEWART. I have read it and remember it distinctly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Where? 

Mr. STEWART. I can not name where, but it is found in the 
current bro. I say that the great difficulty was in that- re- 
spect. Iwill find it for the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, The Senator said that the reason why the 

per fell was because it was counterfeited in great quantities by 

t Britain, and that that was the reason why it fell below par, 
and not from any other cause. 

Mr. STEWART. Oh, ladmitthat you might issue such a quan- 
tity that it would be depreciated, because the quantity affects the 
value. You might issue a less quantity of any Un dof money and 
cs Sere its value. : z 

. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I will occupy the floor but a 
very few minutes longer. 

Mr. COLLOM. Ionly want to say that yesterday there was a 
unanimous-consent agreement to finally — of the Hawaiian 
bill, so called, to-day. I do not know whether all Senators know 
that that was the unanimous 8 I merely desire to call 
attention to it, so that we may take up that bill as soon as possible, 

Mr. STEWART. I want to say what I have to say. 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 
In view of the statement made by the Senator from Illinois, I think 
it is my duty to say that the ittee on Foreign Relations 
must ask to-day, for excellent reasons, for an executive session and 
that it will have to come during the day. I make this statement 
without, of course, any desire to do other than further the wishes 
and the bill of the Senator from Illinois. I hope that he is taking 
that fact into consideration. 

Mr. CULLOM. Usually a unanimous-consent agreement to 
dispose of a bill means that the bill must be disposed of during 
the day, and I hope that the unanimous-consent agreement will be 
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adhered to. Of course I will be glad to accommodate the Senator 


from Colorado or anybody else. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I wi yen the floor as soon as I get through 
ich have been asked me. 


answering 5 w 

Mr. STEWART. I wish to repeat what I said, without quali- 
fication, that the Government of the United States has never 
issued full legal-tender money that was not at all times at par. 
The Revolutionary money was first discredited here, as I read our 
MT, by the large amount that was counterfeited. In the sec- 
ond place, it was because of the vast amount that was issued. 
You can issue an amount so that you will disparage it. In that 
way I admit that that can be done. A lar ge amount was counter- 
feited, and the large amount issued in the Confederation de- 
stroyed its character as money. That was done. But all money 
in circulation during Revolutionary times was at par with any 
money issued. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator at some time give me his 
authority for the statement he has made? 

Mr.STEWART. The credit of the Government was destroyed. 
No money can live longer than the Government. The law against 
murder does not survive the Government any more than the 
law making legal-tender money. The law lives until the Govern- 
ment repeals it or the Government dies. It does not have a life 
longer than that of the Government. The credit money died with 
the Confederation. It can not exist without law, and nothing else 
can exist without law. Law makes money, and nothing else. 
When the law-making power is gone, money is gone. Credit is 
one thing and money is another. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now, Mr. President, the Senator from Nevada 
as a student, must know, I am sure, that the history of the world 
is full of instances where full legal-tender money issued without 
limitation and without regulation has depreciated and become 
valueless, 

Mr. STEWART. In what case? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Hundreds of cases. 

Mr. STEWART. Name them. 

Mr. ALDRICH. All over the world; in every country, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. In France. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; in France. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE, In Argentina, 

Mr. STEWART. When? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ican not stop now to discuss instances, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will call—— 

Mr. STEWART. No, sir; you can not name one. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair calls the attention of 
the Senator from Nevada to the rule, that the Senator occupyin 
the floor can not be interrupted without his consent obtaine 
through the Chair. i t 

Mr. TELLER, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Rhode 


Island yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator—what I suppose is 
to be presumed from the fact that the conferees amended section 


14—whether there was a difference of opinion in the conference as 
to what the section should be, and if the House 

Mr. ALDRICH. It would be fair to infer from the fact that it 
was amended — 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask if the House conferees were not 
decidedly in favor of striking out the whole of it? 

Mr. HOAR, Of what section? 

Mr. TELLER. Section 14, about international bimetallism. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not feel justified in stating what the 
House conferees desired. What they have agreed to is here for 
our consideration, and I hardly think it proper that I should state 
what they advocated in the conference. : 

Mr. TELLER. I would not have asked the Senator the ques- 
tion, but he has been stating something about the disagreement 
they had in conference. I think it likely he has stated properly 
the rule as to what should be the relations between the conferees 
in a case of this kind. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would be glad to answer any other question. 

Mr. TELLER. When Icome to discuss this matter, I shall take 
the liberty of discussing it upon the theory, of course, that there 
was a disagreement between the conferees and that certainly the 
Senate conferees could not have found fault with their own 
amendment. 

Mr. CHILTON. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
a question? I happened to be detained. As I understand the re- 
funding section of the conference report, it is the same as the re- 
funding section adopted by the Senate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. ecisely. 

Mr. CHILTON. Now, are there any bonds of the United States 
which are left out of this privilege of refunding? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The fours of 1925. 

Mr. CHILTON. Why are they left out? What is the theory 


upon which those bonds are left out of the refunding law? 


Mr. ALDRICH. The theory upon which they were originally 
left out was that they had a long time torun, and that the amount 
required to pay for the reduction of interest would amount toa 
very large sum—a much larger sum than the committee thought 
pen bee to take from the Treasury for that purpose at the pres- 
ent time. 

Mr. McLaurin and Mr. BUTLER addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Caro- 
lina is recognized, 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow 
me? 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit 
me to say a word? 

Mr. BUTLER. I wish to ask the chairman of the Finance Com- 
mittee, if he will pardon me, a question before he concludes. 

Mr. CULLOM, I supposed the Senator 

Mr. BUTLER. Will the Senator from South Carolina yield to 
me? I understood the Senator from Rhode Island to admit a few 
moments ago, and I want to know if that is correct, that the pas- 
sage of this bill would make the securing of international bimet- 
allism more difficult? 

Mr. ALDRICH, No, sir; I said directly the opposite; at least 
I intended to do so. 

„ Are not our contracts now payable in gold and 
silver? 

Mr. ALDRICH. What contracts does the Senator refer to? 

Mr. BUTLER. Our Government contracts. Our bonds are 
payable, the public debt is payable, in gold and silver? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly, the bonds issued under the act of 
1870 are 1 8 in coin. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, that is gold and silver. Then the Sena- 
tor says that we change that contract now in this bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I did not; if the Senator will pardon me. 

Mr. BUTLER. He said that this bill changed that contract? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

i ME E UCR Does not this bill make the contracts payable 
n gold? x 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at all. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the Senator from North Carolina will 
not continue the discussion. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator said that was the effect of the bill. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is again mi en. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is the effect, is it not? 
Mr. ALDRICH. No, sir. 
Mr. BUTLER. Well, the Senator admitted that these contracts 
would be payable in gold, and he said after this bill was adopted, 
if we had an international agreement, these contracts would still 
haye to be parane in gold, and could not be paid in coin. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator is now referring to another mat- 
ter. There are certain bonds provided for in this bill that are pay- 
able in gold coin, but that has no reference to existing contracts, 
There is no change in existing contracts at all. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator admitted that after this report was 
adopted those bonds could not be paid in coin even if we had a 
bimetallic agreement, 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator misunderstood me, I could not 
have said so as there is nothing in the bill of that kind, and it can 
not have that effect. 
Mr. BUTLER. Then on to-morrow I will read the Senator’s 
alors in the RECORD and make the observation I intended to 
make, 
Mr. MoLAURIN rose. 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to state again that the unanimous- 
consent agreement yesterday was that the Hawaiian bill should 
be disposed of to-day. The Senator from South Carolina has given 
notice, as I understand, that he would address the Senate to-day. 
I dislike very much to even ask that he be interrupted, and if the 
Senate will stay here until the Hawaiian bill is finished, I should 
like to allow the Senator to go on, as he gave notice of his speech and 
has stated that it is very important to him that he shall have an 
opportunity of speaking to-day. 

r. McLAURIN. I expect to leave the city to-morrow. 
Mr. CULLOM, I think the probabilities are that we shall get 
through with the bill by working a little late, even though the 
Senator now makes his speech, and I do not care to ask to interfere 


with him. 

i „5 I am very much obliged to the Senator from 
linois. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from South 

Carolina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly, 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 
Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, at the request of the Senator from 


Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] and other Senators, I should like to 
take the floor of the Pennsylvania election case and then ask that 


1900. 


it may stand over until to-morrow immediately after the morning 


business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have already given notice that I shall call 
up the financial bill to-morrow after the morning business. 

Mr. HOAR. It is understood that it shall not displace or inter- 
fere with the conference report, That can be so understood. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURROWS. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Massachusetts to the fact that the Senator from Georgia 
[Mr. CLAY] has given notice that after the routine business to- 
morrow morning he would addréss the Senate. I did not know 
but that that had escaped the attention of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts, 

Mr. HOAR. Yes, but I will yield for any such notice. I want 
to take the floor, and I will recognize the parliamentary condition, 
whatever it is. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none. The 
Senator from South Curolina is recognized, 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 


Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, there is in the history of 
nations, as in that of individuals, one supreme crisis in which is 
determined their destiny. I believe that such a crisis now con- 
fronts us, and that upon the manner in which we meet its respon- 
sibilities and opportunities depends our future national glory and 
the influence aa perpetuity of our republican institutions, After 
an existence of one hundred years we have demonstrated not only 
the excellencies of a representative constitutional government, 
but also its capacity to withstand its inherent antagonistic forces. 

We have 8 and developed a vast domain on this conti- 
nent. We have attained achievements in art, science, and indus- 
trial life which have made this country the marvel of the age. 
We have opened up a continent as an asylum to the liberty-loving 
and oppressed of all lands, Our people have been a God-loving 
and a God-fearing people. Our civilization has been par excel- 
lence a Christian civilization. Our flag is the emblem not only 
of human freedom, but of religious liberty. Its influence is felt 
everywhere. In the natural evolution of the nation, the time and 
the necessity for a wider sphere of action are upon us. It has be- 
come the fashion in some circles with some men to sneer at the 
idea of a Providence guiding the destinies of nations and individ- 
uals. He who wisely reads can not fail to see God in history. I 
believe that the struggle of the thirteen colonies and the achieve- 
ment of their independence was as much the work of an overruling 

God as was the escape of the Israelites from Egypt. Who can 
doubt now that the result of the civil war and the abolition of 
slavery was a divine interposition? 

As a result of our war with Spain we have been cut loose from 
this hemisphere, and our flag, with all that it represents, now 
floats over another continent. This, indeed, presents a crisis, a 
supreme crisis, in our history as a nation. 

n the discussion of the Philippine question there has been man- 
ifested a disposition to ignore the conditions by which we are con- 
fronted and to project the debate upon a line of political senti- 
mentalism. This mode of discussion is not only unpatriotic, but 
is an eyasion of the true issue. This is not a political question. 
It is not and should not be made an issue between the great na- 
tional parties. It is a question higher and broader than mere 
party policy, and should not be determined by partisan judgment 
merely to secure paty advantage or success, It is a question of 
init ig duty and of what will best conserve our interest as a 
people. 

A id e TR should look at the question in this light, un- 
blinded by party prejudice and uninfluenced by considerations of 
self-interest. 

There is, however, a studied effort being made to make this 
8 a party issue. Some of the recognized leaders of the 

emocratic party proclaim anti-expansion as one of its policies, 
thus seeking to miako ita purely political issue. In my humble 
judgment this is a mistake. It is a view entirely opposed to the 
history of our country and the principles and practice of Democ- 
racy for three-quarters of acentury. The first great expansion of 
this country was the Louisiana purchase of 1,122,000 square miles, 
by Thomas Jefferson. The acquisition of Florida, in 1819, was 
madeby another Democrat, Mr. Monroe. Theannexation of Texas, 
in 1845, and of California, New Mexico, Arizona, and Nevada, in 
1848, was effected by another Democrat, James K. Polk. 

Andrew Jackson said, in reference to the acquisition of Texas: 

On this subject I have thought with the ancient Roman, that it was right 
never to cede any land or boundary of the Republic, but always to add to it 
by honorable treaty, thus extending the area of freedom. 

Stephen A. Douglas, speaking of the acquisition of Cuba, said: 


Lam in favor of expansion as fast as consistent with our interests and the 
invrease and development of our population and resources, If that principle 
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prevails we have a future before us more glorious than any other people 
that ever existed. Our Republic will endure for thousands of years. Prog: 
ress will be the law of its destiny. The more degrees of longitude and Jati- 
tude embraced beneath our Constitution the better. I believe the intarests 
of commerce and civilization, and of every interest which civilized nations 
hold dear, would be benefited by expansion. 

It will thus be seen that it was under Democratic Administra- 
tions that the area of the United States, which was 827,000 square 
miles in 1798, has been increased to 3, 800,000 square miles, and 
that the leaders of Democracy in the last century have been the 
authors and 3 of all the imperialism that there is in the 
practice of the Government to-day. Another pertinent fact in 
connection with this acquisition of territory is that in the annex- 
ation to the United States by treaty of Louisiana, Florida, Cali- 
fornia, New Mexico, and Arizona the consent of their inhabitants 
wasnotobtainednorevensought. Inthepurchaseof the Hawaiian 
Islands no such consent was given. Puerto Rico has been ceded 
tothe United States by Fa withoutthe consent of its inhabitants. 

In the discussion of the Philippine question we hear indignant 
protests that we acquired the archipelago and are holding it and 
intend to govern the people without their consent. No protests 
have come from the inhabitants except a pa of one tribe headed 
by Aguinaldo. And yet with the knowledge that our title to 
Luzon is better than the title we had to Louisiana, and rests upon 
a more just foundation than our title to Texas, Senators talk about 
the “criminal aggression of the United States“ and a violation of 
the Declaration of Independence in attempting to suppress insur- 
rection and assert her sovereignty. - 

What is the actual situation there to-day? In the Philippines, 
acquired in the same way and as rightfully subject to the sover- 
eignty of the United States as Puerto Rico and Cuba, some por- 
tion of the people have refused to recognize this sovereignty. It is 
not the Philippine nation who have set up the standard of rebellion 
and defy the authority of the United States. We are opposed 
by a part of the tribe of the Tagalos, who inhabit less than one- 
half of the island of Luzon. There are hundreds of other islands, 
whose peoples speak more than sixty different languages, who are 
ready to accept American sovereignty. I have nodoubt that men 
of property and intelligence are anxious for us to protect them 
and their industries, et, in the face of these facts, itisstated and 
reiterated upon this floor that the peoples of the archipelago are 
in rebellion, contending for liberty and independence. It is also 
contended that the United States is the aggressor and responsible 
for this war. t 

I deny that proposition. It is inconsistent with our record as a 
nation. Who can believe that the United States, with her tradi- 
tions, her history,and her achievements, would seek inshame and 
dishonor to oppress any people and sacrifice the lives of her citi- 
zens in such an unholy cause. Those who thus attempt to be- 
smirch her fair name proclaim to the world that we are living 
and practicing a lie in our republican institutions. I do not pro- 
pose to attempt an analysis of all the conflicting facts compiled in 
reports, correspondence, and military orders. I am content to 
say that I do not believe that Admiral Dewey, with his cool head 
and love of fair dealing, would have countenanced any effort on 
the part of our military commanders, or even of the President, to 
embroil us in a conflict with the Tagalos. On the contrary, I be- 
lieve that he and the other officers exhausted all means of negotia- 
tions to avert a conflict. 

I do not believe the war was provoked or premeditated by the 
representatives of the United States, but was the consummation 
of aplan of the wily Aguinaldo to bully the United States into an 
arrangement to satisfy his personal ambition. The firing of a 

n on the picket line and the killing of a Tagalo was a fortu- 
itous incident. It was no justification for arebellion, but was 
seized upon as a pretext to give a semblance of right in foment- 
ing an insurrection. Without the firing of the gun, some other 
incident would have been the subterfuge. But it is contended 
that the United States made promises of self-government. As to 
that I haveno doubt that these islands will be given the best gov- 
ernment they have ever had and the largest measure of self- 
government of which they are capable. 

I do not believe that it was ever the intention of the President 
or anyone with authority to speak for the United States to commit 
us to any definite action in dealing with these people with refer- 
ence to their future government. No one was invested with such 
authority, for under the treaty with Spain and under our Consti- 
tution Congress alone bas the power to fix the civil and political 
status of the inhabitants of acquired territory. Before the treaty 
of peace was ratified, and before Congress had the 8 to 
declare its purpose, there was open rebellion against the authorit 
of the United States. It is true that the authority of the Presi- 
dent was supreme until there was legislation, but in the exercise. 
of his power all he could rightfully do was to be guided by the 
treaty with Spain, and to hold the islands and assert the sover- 
eignty of the United States over them. 

At the time Dewey sailed into Manila Bay very little wasknown 
in the United States about the archipelago or its people. It is 
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generally understood that since the destruction of nish 
rule there is no such thing as national life or government in the 
islands. There are sixty different tribes, with rude ideas of gov- 
ernmental affairs, and the withdrawal of our forces meansanarchy 
and confusion, with the sure interposition of some other forei: 
wer. In my judgment it is not only the right, but the aty of the 
nited States, after f the only government they had, to 
establish some other which will insure peace, order, and protection 
to life and property. 

This, I believe, is the purpose of the President, and so long as 1 
do so believe he will receive my hearty suppor; in this Chamber. 
We assured the Cubans that they would be allowed to set up a 
government for themselves, but this assurance did not pledge us 
to do so at once, irrespective of existing conditions in the islands 
and the ability of the people to form and maintain a government. 
So it is with the Filipinos. We are not pledged to give them self- 
government at once, but only when they are able to maintain a new 
order of things in place of the old. e went to those islands and 
released their people from the oppression of Spanish rule, and be- 
fore we had an opportunity to declare our purpose they turned 
the guns which we had furnished them upon us and began to 
shoot down American citizens. If this did not release us from all 
obligations, it at least gives justification for such delay as we 

proper. I deem it useless to discuss at length the question 
of our right to sovereignty in the Philippines. 

I desire in this connection to call attention to the report of the 
commission. At a conference with the representatives of Agui- 
naldo the statement was made that they were not fighting for 
sovereignty. 


Seagate a the matter of independence, the commission ponines out that 
— 


now 


% ninth article of the treaty of Paris it was provided tha 

political status of the native inhabitants were to be determined 
ee ths comin isthe Pippine pops were nok cats of 
independent self-government, and that in lence, for which some of 
them said they were fighting, was, in the opinion of the an ideal 
at t be rhage not only because of ir unfitness for it, but because 
of r ina to preserve it am the nations even if it were granted. 
elles said t y were beginning to realize this fact; thai 
m had been willing to them 
and thereupon he stated that 
5 a pein e m “You the sovereignty of 
the United States?” he replied, “Yes; we do.” Being asked if he was duly 
authorized to make that statement also, he replied that he was. 

Senators have asserted in this Chamber that we have only a 
color of claim, but no title to them. Itis conceded under the 
decisions of the Supreme Court that the United States has the 
right to acquire territory by conquest as an incident to the war- 
making power. I know that it is contended by some that it does 
not follow because foreign territory can be acquired by conquest 
in war that it may also be acquired under the treaty-making 
poe by purchase. This contention, however, seems to have 

n set at rest by the acquisition of Louisiana, Florida, Califor- 
nia, New Mexico, Utah, Arizona, and Alaska. This right has 
never been questioned until the aequisition of the 1 es. 

What did the treaty with Spain cede to the United States? I 
affirm that it ceded all of her rights of sovereignty over the 
Philippines. This is the compact, And by sovereignty I mean 
the power to te the civil and political status of the inhabit- 
ants. The ninth article is as follows: 


The civil rights and tical status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to United States shall be determined by Congress. 


But it is contended that Spain, at the time the treaty was — 
did not exercise sovereignty over the island, and therefore coul 
not cede it to us; that to make thecession valid she must have been 
able to put us in ion of the territory. This contention, in 
my opinion, isnotsustained by thefacts. Spain had the possession 
and sovereignty of the Philippines for three hundred years. Spar 
modic insurrections had from time to time, but they 
had been suppressed. The same class of brigands now headed by 
Aguinaldo had disputed her authority. Just prior to our war 
th Spain there had been one of these J onary 
movements, but Aguinaldo and other leaders had been paid a 
mo ig of money to leave the islands, and the rebellion thus 
en At the time that the treaty was made, Spain, by all the 


rules of international law, soverei over the islands. 

Sovereignty was ceded to the United States te pain,and we have 
the right to exercise that sovereignty in such a manner as tomake 
it effective. It is the right and this Government to sup- 


uty of 
press the insurrection in Luzon. The President, in the exercise 
of the constitutional power given him, has been engaged for 
months in suppressing this rebellion. That the war was waged for 
any other can not be successfully shown. Itis shameful 
to charge that the President of this Republic inaugurated and 
continued the war for any other purpose; that he has prostituted 
his constitutional power and flagrantly disr ed his oath of 
office. The American people have the facts before them, and 


Senators, for political purposes, need not undertake to dignify a 


local insurrectionary movement into a national struggle for inde- 
1 by comparison to the struggles in Scotland, Poland, and 
olland. It is even compared with our struggle against England. 

The difterence between Aguinaldo and 8 is the differ- 
ence between a local tionary movement in a people accus- 
tomed to tribal government and inspired by barbaric instincts and 
a homogeneous, united people, trained to self-government and in- 
spired by a determination to be free or die, Such an argument is 
intended to confuse and deceive, by arousing opposition to the ex- 
pansion of American thought, civilization, and commerce. We 
can not afford to retire from the Philippine Islands while our 
authority is disputed, and I believe with the insurrection quelled 
that our country and the people of the Philippines will find the 
connection mutually advantageous. I have no doubt that in the 
course of a few gene the strongest objection to the withdrawal 
of our flag would come from the islanders themselyes, 

The United States during the past century has been content to 
move in an orbit of limited action and possibilities. The great 
experiment of constitutional representative government has been 
on trial before the world. Caution and conservatism have marked 
our course asa nation. There has been no intermeddling in the 
affairs of other nations. Our aim has been the acquisition and 
development of America. There has been no necessity before in 
this development to acquire foreign territory. The enlargement 
of our foreign trade and commerce has been subsidiary to the 
industrial development of a continent which afforded an arena 
sufficient for all of onr efforts. The time has now come when the 
development of our resources and population render it important 
that we should have world-wide avenues of trade. I believe the 
American poopie draw the distinction between expansion and im- 

rialism. I believe that they are no longer content to move in a 

imited sphere on this continent, and that when they have the 


chance to express themselves at the ballot box it will be to take us 
Pong wider circle in which move the civilizing powers of the 
world. 


I believe the advent of the United States in the Orient is the 
hand of Providence directing and guiding us to our destiny. The 
suppression of the insurrection there and the uplifting, civilizing, 
and Christianizing the semibarbarous peoples of the islands is the 
work to which we are called. Wecan not afford to retreat, and 
pees the spectacle to the world of a nation failing to rise to the 

eights of its national obligations. But the grave questionis, What 
are we to do with them? 

We must either hold them or withdraw and leave them to the 
60 different tribes who inhabitthem. They areours and we could 
sell them; but I have heard no one advocate a policy which would 
be contrary to decency and which would brand us with the stigma 
of avarice and co ice. We can not at this time turn them over 
to the native inhabitants. It is a patent fact that they are inca’ 
ble of much besides a tribal government. They belong to an in- 
ferior race, and I for one do not accept the dogma of the 9 
of races, nor do I.believe that all men are born free and 155 n 
Life in the South is a daily contradiction of both, The Malay 
race is inferior to the white races. They have madesome advance 
in civilization and are capable of much more, but the Filipinos 
are not a nation, but an aggregation of different races. Some are 
civilized, many half-civilized, and many barbarous, 

None havea practical knowledge of the ballot, or of townshipand 
precinct | ber aca by which the will of the people is ascer- 
tained. They have been accustomed to a military despotism, and 
to leave them to themselves, without the knowledge of even the 
elementary principles of self-government, is to invite anarchy. 

Ever since the establishment of our Government we have had 

roblems presented for solution such as no other nation has had, 

e can not be judged or limited by what other nations have un- 
dertaken. We have tided over crises and solved problems which 
would have foundered any other government. I think a close 
study of conditions in the South since the civil war will perhaps 
furnish the ay to many problems of 8 in the Philip- 
pine Islands. I am satisfied of one thing. Before the govern- 
ment of these island dependencies is y settled it more 
than justify the course of the South on the negro question, and 
settle forever the race problem of this country. 

Thirty years of evolution and experience have resulted in the 
adoption of constitutions in most of the Southern States, which, 
while denying no citizen life, liberty, and the pursuit of happi- 
ness, throw such saf around the ballot box as to insure 
in governmental affairs the nent and undisputed control of 
property and intelligence, ə experiment in the South is an 
object lesson from which much may be learned in establishing 
governments in these islands. We can assist them to establish a 
government, and teach them how to maintain it by proper restric- 
tions upon the right of suffrage. 

In our war with Spain, we have destroyed their government, 
such as it was, and the national duty rests upon us to establish an- 
other government which will insure peace to the islands and pre- 
vent tyranny, bloodshed, and oppression. To fail in this duty 
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and abandon the islands to the inexperience and internal disor- 
ders of the native population would be a national shame and dis- 


ce. 
Ons of the stereotyped objections to holding the Philippines is 
that it means the adoption of a colonial policy, involving large 
armies, etc. This does not necessarily follow. Territorial and 
commercial expansion in our past history have not meant imperial- 
ism, nor need they do so in the future. That matter is in ourown 
hands; it is for us to determine, and I believe that with a little 
less politics and more patience and patriotism a beneficent and 
effective mode of government can be devised. 

Section 8, Article IV, of the Constitution confers upon Congress 
the power to legislate for Territories in the following words: 

shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
regulations respecting the 8 or other property belonging to the United 
ates. 

The ninth article of the treaty with Spain leaves it to Congress 
to fix the civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants 
of the Philippines. There is a controversy as to the extent to 
which this power can be exercised by Congress. Some insist that 
it is supreme, while others contend that restrictions are placed 
upon if by the Constitution and Declaration of Independence. 
Strict constructionists affirm that the Constitution does not pro- 
vide for the acquisition of territory for any other purpose than the 
erection of it into States, f 

When this question was suddenly sprung upon Congress, guided 
by a hasty judgment, without much investigation or study, I 
thought this to be the correct view. After more thorough study 
and hearing the arguments on both sides, 1 am now inclined to 
the opinion e ed by the junior Senator from Vermont, that 
the Constitution does not proprio vigore extend its principles and 
guaranties to territory acquired by the United States, and that 
the only limitations upon the power of Congress are those im- 

f by treaties for its cession and the duty of exercising a wise 

tion. It seems that territory only becomes an integral part 

of the Union when it becomes a State. In New Orleans vs. Winter 
(1 Wheaton, 91) the Supreme Court said: 

No Territory is a State in the sense of the Constitution. 

It is rather a remarkable fact that the government of Territo- 
ries is nowhere provided for in the Constitution except in the 
third section of the fourth article. Gouverneur Morris, who 
framed this clanse in the section, said afterwards: 


went as far as circumstances would permit to establish this exclusion. 

It is clear, therefore, that Co in legislating for Territories 
is not subject to any exp: limitations in the Constitution, 
and according to Gouverneur Morris's opinion the implied restric- 
tions are to the contrary. 

Mr. Calhoun was the author of the dogma that the Constitution, 
ipso facto and instantaneously, was transported in its attributes 
into all acquired territory, and his purpose was the extension of 
slavery into such territory. The decision of the Supreme Court 
of the United States in the Dred Scott case was based upon this 
theory. Mr. Jefferson was opposed to this theory, for he said, in 
reference to the Louisiana purchase: 

This territory was by the United States in their 
capacity, and may be of by them at 
a colony whose commerce may be 

itation. 


Mr. Webster, in the case of the American Insurance Company 
vs. Canter (1 Peters, 511), insisted in his argument upon the view 
that the sovereignty of the United States may be extended over 
territory for other purposes than for the erection of States. In 
discussing the condition of the Territory of Florida, he said: 

What is Florida? It is no part of the United States. How can it be? Do 
the laws of the United States reach Florida? Not unless by particular pro- 
visions. The T the SES 
power, except there are reservations by the treaty. Florida is to g: 
erned by Congress as she thinks proper. has done? — 
gress might have done anything. might have refused trial by jury and 
refused a legislature. 


Chief Justice Marshall, in his opinion in this case, seems to have 
paca assent to this view, for he held that Territories held by the 

nited States were outside of the political organisms and not pos- 
sessed of the guaranties of the Constitution. In the case of National 
Bank vs. County of Yankton (101 U. S., 129) Chief Justice Waite, 
in delivering the opinion of the court, said: 

It is now too late to doubt the power of Congress to 


confederate 
It is in the nature of 
without any reference to the 


vern the Territo- 


es, Congress is supreme, and for all the purposes of this Department has 
all the power of the le of the United States, except such as has been ex- 
pressly reserved in the prohibitions of the Constitution. 


In the case of Murphy vs. Ramsey (114 U. S., 44) Mr. Justice 
Stanley Matthews stated the same view when he said: 

It rests with Congress hi case peop 
resident ima Terri 8 in S how te of it nd a bol or — 
making of i may take 


of its laws, it from them an ht of suffrage it ma: 
have previously conferred, and at any time m eet oe it aa it may 
dee: wW. they hold as 


m expedi Their political rights are franchises 
privileges In the iere —— — States, 


In Shively’s case (152 U. S.) the Supreme Court reiterated the 
same views, and held the doctrine that the sovereignty of the 
United States may be extended over territory for other purposes 
than for the creation of States. 

Jadge Story says in his Commentaries: : 

The power of Co over the public territory is clearly exclusive and 
universal, and there legislation is subject to no control, but is absolute and 
unlimited, unless so far as it is affected by stipulations in treaties. 

Chancellor Kent, in his Commentaries, says: 

It would seem, from the various Congressional regulations of the Territories 
belonging to the United States, that Congress have supreme power in the 
government of them, depending upon the exercise of a wise discretion. 

On this question of the extent of the power of Congress over 
acquired territory I frankly admit that there is a variance in the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States. Hence de- 
cisions can be found sustaining the supreme power and also hold- 
ing that there are limitations upon it imposed by the principles of 
our form of government, if not impliedly by the Constitution. It 
is a matter yet to be finally determined by the Supreme Court, 
and the bill for the imposition of customs duties on imports from 
Puerto Rico will finally settle the question. 

In the exercise of this supreme power Congress is governing the 
District of Columbia. No political privileges are allowed its in- 
habitants. The Territories of New Mexico and Arizona have 
been governed by Congress for nearly a half century. While this 
view of the power of Congress as a matter of law may be true, I 
am in favor, as a matter of principle, of the recognition of the 
right of self-government to the inhabitants of all of these islands 
when in the process of time they are fitted for it. 

The argument that the retention of these islands will cost much 
money is a sordid view of the question. I believe that as a busi- 
ness investment it will prove a blessing in the extension of our 
trade and commerce, and that they will prove more than self- 
sustaining. It is not a question, however, to be considered upon 
vhs basis of profit and loss. It is a question of right and national 

uty. 

Suppose our forefathers when they pledged their lives and for- 
tunes in the Revolutionary war had s to count the cost of 
the impending struggle; we would never have achieved our inde- 
pendence. Suppose we had halted to count the cost of the war 
with Mexico; then the vast domain bordering the Pacific would 
never have been ours. Suppose we had stopped to count the cost 
of the war with Spain; then our nation never would have become 
one of the ee powers of the world and illustrated in its history 
its love of humanity, liberty, and right. Nations, like individu- 
als, must strive, expand, and aspire to greatness if they expect to 
gain power and glory. 

For us to halt now to count the cost of ntilizing the advantages 
coming to us from the late war is not only a groveling position, 
but it imperils all these advantages. True patriotism is never 
mercenary. It is liberal, just, patient, and determined. In 
national achievements the price of success is money, lives, and 
heroic effort. 

I assert my belief, notwithstanding the positive affirmation of 
many Senators to the contrary, that there is a commercial neces- 
sity for holding the Philippines. The United States is not only 
an Atlantic, but has become a Pacific power, with 5,000 miles of 
coast line on that ocean. Our producing capacity enables us to 
manufacture in most lines sufficient to supply the wants of double 
our population. 

e have an inexhaustible supply of iron ore and coal; we have 
almost a e of the manufacture of machinery of all kinds; 
we now rank third among the commercial nations, and, in fact, 
we command all the great forces that control the world. For the 
year ending June 1, 1899, our Boe eats exceeded our imports 
$600,000,000. The United States s first as an exporter of arti- 
cles of domestic production. For this reason it is no longer 
claimed to be arace between the United States and individual 
nations, but between Europe combined on the one side and the 
United States on the other. 

No one factor has conduced more to this ascendency than ter- 
ritorial expansion, which has been the policy of this country since 
the landing of the Pilgrims at Plymouth Rock. And what was 
the plea but commercial necessity? In all the ages the struggle of 
civilized nations has been to find outlets for surplus products. 
Any congestion of domestic productions retards eand inspires 
effort to relieve this condition. Nations, like individuals, must 
strive forsuccess and supremacy. To halt in the race is to perish; 
to paan on energetically is to reap rich rewards. It is the vigor 
and energy of our nation which has made it what it is to-day. 
All of our industrial and governmental development is the t 
of contention, of strife, of expansion, and ceaseless activity. 
There is no marking time in the life of nations. They either 


move forward toward perfection or backward toward decadence. 
At this time we are being pushed forward by the onward march 
of civilization. This crisis will determine whether we are to make 
peu or goto the rear. If we are not the agent of civilization 

East, some other nation will be, z 
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Our nation has grown by obeying the instinct of development. 


We are to-day “Greater America,” but that tness will be lost 
if we forget the political philosophy which has made us great— 
expansion of American thought, territory, mechanical skill, civi- 
lization, and the philosophy of development. This is an auspi- 
cious moment for the creation and development of our export 
trade. The unexplored and undeveloped markets of Asia furnish 
the opportunity. All other fields have been occupied, and to 
attempt to wrest them from other nations is a doubtful contest. 

In the Orient the commercial possibilities exceed the wildest 

‘dreams of the optimist. No wonder there is an irrepressible con- 
flict between the great powers of the world, the outgrowth of 
commercial competition. Russia, Germany, England, France, 
and Italy have received rich territory under the guise of so-called 
“ spheres of influence.” The United States was thus confronted 
by Europe in the East when the battle of Manila occurred. The 
result of that battle has been the acquisition of the Philippine 
Islands, which give us a foothold from which, instead of suppliants 
begging for the open door,” we are upon a footing of equality 
with other nations. But it has been asserted that our trade in 
the East is a mere figment of the imagination and that conditions 
render it impossible to make it valuable. 

The experience of the past decade contradicts this dogma, In 
1893 our whole exports to China of cotton cloths were only 
85,000,000 yards. In 1896 its volume increased to 72,000,000 yards. 
In 1897 it was 140,000,000 yards, and in 1899 it was 221,000,000 
yards. In 1899 our Asiatic exports of flour were 1,725,388 barrels, 
against 1,240,563 in 1898, and while the total increase in our ex- 
ports of flour to all countries between 1898 and 1899 was 20 per 
cent, the exports to Asiatic countries increased 39 percent. There 
has been a graduall prore increasein all of our other exports. 
In the past our trade as been mainly along what might be called 
the lines of least resistance—that is, with nations speaking the 
English language. 

As a consequence of this policy, the United States has only had 
9.7 per cent of the commerce of the world, while England has had 
18.3 per cent and Germany 10.8 cent, The United States is 
the wealthiest and largest manufacturing nation. Since 1876 her 
exports have largely exceeded her imports. The value of the 
annual product of the manufacturing industries of Great Britain 

are 44 per cent, Germany 35 Ee cent, and France 30 per cent of 
that of the United States. ith our factories running eight 
months in the year, we can supply our domestic market; hence 
there is a necessity for an outlet for our ad abr products, They 
are suited to the climate and people of the East. We can supply 
the teeming millions of China with cheaper products than any 
other nation. Chinese ports in these days of steam and electricity 
are much nearer to us than California was to Washington in 1848, 
Asa nation we must recognize changed conditions. and I believe 
that by properly utilizing our advantages in the Philippines our 
trade will continue to increase, until most of our surplus products 
find remunerative markets in the East. 

I will hasten through, because I do not want to intrude on the 
courtesy of the Senator from Illinois; but I desire before closing 
to discuss the special interests of the South in this question of 
territorial expansion and trade. Our people are investigating 
and studying this subject for themselyes, and they are not to be 
blindly led by political anti-expansionists, I have here a letter, 
which I will not stop to read on account of its length, addressed 
to me last fall by the cotton-mill men of South Carolina, calling 
my attention, in the most forcible terms, to the importance of 
our trade with China and urging upon the representatives in 
Congress to spare no efforts for the protection and development 
of that trade. I ask to have read a letter from the manufacturers 
of South Carolina and my reply thereto: 

Some days ago the cotton manufacturers of South Carolina united in a 
letter to the Senators and Representatives of that State in Congress, calling 
their attention to South Carolina's large and wing cotton manufacturing 
busin and to the importance of her trade interests in the far east. They 


ess, 
8 stated that, in their * the cotton business of South Carolina 
depended upon the China trade, and that any change in the exist in 


and declared opel pd of those who are solicitous about these 
1.8 f uestions of trade and commerce this country shall be put on a parity 
W. east. 


people now joy to conduct a profitable commerce with the ese - 
pire in any on of its territory. All that we demand is perfect equality 
with other nations.” 


STATEMENT OF THE MANUFACTURERS. 
Following is the full text of the letter: 
SPARTANBURG, S. C., September 29, 1899. 


Hon. B. R. TILLMAN, Hon. Jonn L. McLarrry, Hon. WILLIAM ELLIOTT, Hon. 
STANYARNE WILSON, Hon. W. J. TALBERT, Hon, A. C. LATIMER, Hon. 


J. E. FINLEY, Hon. JAMES Norton, Hon. WILLIAM STOKES. 

Dran Sms: We ask your consideration of the following: 

South Carolina is now the foremost State in the South 
facturing business, not only in 
ployed, but also in amount ot co 


the cotton-manu- 
indles, looms, and in number of hands em- 
consumed. Sheisnearly, and before the 


expiration of twelve months will be. next to Massachusetts in number of spin- 
dles—the second State in the Union in the conversion of the raw material 
into finished products. The mills of the State, on a basis of 1,000,000 bales per 
year, consume about one-third of the entire cree of the State, and if present 
ratio in the increase of spindles continues it not be many years before 
the requirements of the mills reach the total cotton crop. 

The business of cotton manufacturing is the paramount mannfacturin: 
interest of the State. Next to culture, it is the principal employment o 
our le. It returns rages irectly to a very percentage of our 

pulation, and indirectly it is the support of many thousands more, A 

arge number of the millsin this State are making goods for the China or 
Eastern trade, If by any chance this demand should be cut off, the mills 
would be compelled to shut down, or to get into direct competition with the 
other mills which are making 1 for home consumption. You can at 
once see what the importance of the China trade is to us; it iseverything. 
The prosperity of the cotton-mill business of South lina depends, in 
our opinion, upon the China trade. We believe that the expansion of this 
trade is the hope of thecotton-mill industry in the South. 

According to the best of our information, the question of the continuance 
of this trade is a question of policy on the part of our Government. Statis- 
tics show that 90 per cent of all the cotton goods exported from the United 
States to China find a distributing market at the three northern treaty ports 
of Ninchwang, Chefoo, and Tientsin. The first named is the treaty port of 
the 8 province of Manchuria, already recognized in the railroad and 
min: enterprises as an exclusive sphere of Russian enterprise. The sec- 
ond is the treaty port of the province of Shantung. in which German: claims 
exclusive privileges si to those conceded to Russia in Manchuria. The 
third is the treaty port of the metropolitan province of Chili. and is the mar- 
itime gate of Peking. All three are situated within a comparatively narrow 
area, but through them is done most of the foreign trade of north China. 
It only requires one step forward in the extension of the authority of R 
and Germany to destroy the terms of equality on which the commercial na- 
tions of the world participate in the advantages of Ninchwang und Chefoo, 
and the movement of Peking, which is generally assumed to be part of the 
policy of R would necessarily threaten the commercial interests which 
center at Tientsin. 

Up to this time, we are informed that pressure brought by the Govern- 
ments of Great Britain and the United States has led Russia to declare its 
porpose to admit the merchandise of other nations into Manchuria on terms 
of equality with its own, but it is impossible to say how soon that 75 may 
be changed. It is alleged that in the importation of- railroad and other ma- 
terial Russia entirely disregards the imperial Chinese customs of Nin- 
chwang. By Sot gs 4 the port as if it were already in a Russian possession; and 
it may be that Russia, for the protection of her own trade, may see fit to 
carry this ation to the point of imposing her own customs duties on 
American cotton *. — In such an event our trade with Manchuria would 
be seriously handicapped, and might, conceivably, cease to exist, as did our 
trade, under like circumstances, with Madagascar. 

OF FAR-REACHING EFFECT. 

The effect of this would be a far-reaching one to the cotton-mill indu 
in the South. Up to this time the Federal Government has shown a disposi- 
tion to insist on the maintenance of its treaty rights with the Chinese Empire 
whenever there seemed any Sanger of their positive infringement. But, as 
we have indicated, the process of substituting for the authority of the Chi- 
nese Government the jurisdiction of a foreign power is a gradual and insid- 
ious one, and its completion would mark the disappearance of all preexisting 
treaties. We are, therefore, led to believe that equality of commercial op- 
portunity in China can be maintained only by a decided stand in the interest 
of their trade on the part of the nations who have most to lose by the creation 
of spheres of exclusive commercial influence, and that any effective assertion 
of treaty rights must involve the stability of conditions now existing. en 
you consider the vital interest of your constituency in this question, we feel 
certain that you will deal with it in the way best fitted to bring about a sat- 
isfactory solution. 

In our beige this can be most easil 

e Federal Government 


out givin; 
to the United States equal commercial rights and privileges with the mos 
favored nation. As we understand the situation, the question of the expan- 
sion policy of the Government is in no way involved. The maintenance of 
our. hts in China does not include an 9 to bring other countries 
under the influence of our flag. The open aud declared pur of those who 
are solicitous about these rights is that in all questions of trade and com- 
merce country shall be put on a parity with its rivals in the far east. 
This is not a question of territory; not a question of empire; but simply a 
question of trade and of the right that our people now enjoy to conducta 
profitable commerce with the Chinese Empire in any other portion of its ter- 
ritory. All that we demand is plese equality with other nations. 

We write this letter with the urgent uest that you will use your in- 
fluence to insist upon a policy on jn gut ot the Federal Government which 
will secure the results above outlined and which are so full of consequence 
toour people. We believe that the policy of the Federal Government should 
be such that, while it demands not incon ons, it requires everythin 
in the equality of trade, and such protection to our commerce as Will no 
make it depend upon the whim or selfishness of any other foreign power: 
We 8 the right in other people to protect their own interest, but we 
do not recognize the right in the dismemberment of a friendly power to shut 
us out entirely, a ony pve agreement already made with such power, we 
are fully protected and have equal rights with other people. Whether we 
should wade or not with a friendly power should not depend upon the ver- 
dict of our rivals in trade, but the merit and result of that rivalry should de- 
pend upon prices and not spon policy. 

Given the open door, we have no fears as to result or as to the future pros- 
perity. ot our acu a nag 

ours, respec Ys 
President Whitney Manufacturing Compe 
si itney Manufacturing Company. 
JOHN C. CAREY, 
President and Treasurer Lockhart Mills, 
A. H. TWICHELL, 
Treasurer Clifton and Glendale Mills, 
T. C. DUNCAN, 4 
President and Treasurer Union Cotton Mills. 
R. Z. CATES, 
President and Treasurer Arkwright Mills, 
J. F. CLEVE y g 
President Tucapan Mills, 
W. I. HARRIS, 
President Fairmont Mills. 
Secretary and Manager Be pasty tant oan 
creta a an aumon anusac ng Company. 
ad 4. E. LIL 


President and Treasurer Fingerville Manufacturing Company. 
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BENNETTSVILLE, S. O., October 12, 1899. 


To Messrs. J. B. CLEVELAND, J. H. MONTGOMERY, and others, 
Spartanburg, S. C.: 

Your letter has been received. I fully concur in 5 vou say about 
the importance of the retention of the trade of the South with China. The 
“open-door ” policy is what we need and want. This has heretofore been se- 
cured by “treaty rights,” which have been respected by other nations only 
to the extent to which it conduced to their trade interests. While ostensibly 
recognizing these treaty rights, other nations in violation of them have ac- 
quired territory and excluded therefrom our legitimate commerce. Russia 
has gradually absorbed Manchuria, and is building a railroad across Siberia 
to command the trade of China. Germany has been active and waiting in 
expectancy to obtain the Philippines, Japan has given Russia all the fruits 
ot her victory in 1892. France has been tho willing tool of Russia, and Eng- 
land has been passive in her fear to assail her. 

This was the status in the East when the battle of Manila occurred. This 
victory thwarted all the schemes of Russia for the dismemberment of China, 
and rendered itsabsorption and tition impossible. If you want the“ open 
door,” the United States now holds the key. The archipelago of the Ph ip 
pines lies along the coast of Asia for 800 miles and commandsit. Manila 
the point in the East which is the center of ocean traflic. It is the eb Foc 
where foreign nations could have obtained commercial stations without a 
struggle. In the vicissitudes and good fortune of war with Spain, and with- 
out any intention of doing so, the United States have acquired the posses- 
sion of the Philippines, which gives to her paramount political and com- 
mercial thle hee 

My judgment is that the control of them, or at least of some portions, is the 
only safeguard for our trade interests in the East. ‘The abandonment of 
them means the dismemberment of China, its partition among the European 
powers, and the inevitable loss of our China trade. Á 

I note you say in your letter “that the question of our rightsin China does 
not include an attempt to bring other nations under the infiuence of our 
flag; that this is not a question of territory, not a question of empire, but 
simply a question of trade,” etc. 


BOTH COMMERCIAL AND POLITICAL, 


It seems to me that the question of trade is not alone involyed. The com- 
mercial and pona of the great problem of the hour in this o 
are inseparable, and it is useless for us to close our eyes to this fact. Woui 
it not be folly for us to sacrifice our commercial interests for pately litical 
considerations? The maintenance of our trade in the East does not neces- 
ay. mean the forcible annexation of the Peay EEs or the denial of the 
right of local self-government, but when the war ended, by treaty or other- 

for Congress to settle all questions in a just and constitutional way. 

Ido not favor the adoption by this country of a colonial eee of 
the vexed and threatening problems growing out of it, but I do’ k that, if 
333 the United States should maintain sufficient interests in the islands 

command equal trade rights with other nations in China. This will pre- 
vent for a aad time the dismemberment of this vast Empire. England and 
Japan favor the integrity of the Empire, but they alone can not guarantee it 
“iw the other European powers, With the weight of the influence of the 
Umea States thrown against dismemberment it would be rendered impos- 

e. 
At present Hongkong, under British influence, is the great distributing 
point of the Orient. Manila, under American infiuence, will occupy a better 
strategic and aphic tion, and should become a commercial center of 
that portion of the world. Commercial sapremacy is the goal of every civi- 
lized nation; it is only attained through comme 2 and commercial 
expansion. In great battle among the nations, without d of our 
own, while they were haggling among themselves, ener sally into Manila 
Bay and we find foothold within two days’ journey of this land of consumers, 
where half of-the population of the world is congregated within an area no 
larger than the United States. 
ere is much political rot in the constant parading of the term “imperi- 
alism.“ It is a misnomer, intended to confuse and deceive. It involves the 


idea of the incorporation into our body politic as American citizens of ons 
of the semibarbarous inhabitants of a tropical country. Ido not believe such 
a thing is intended, possible, or desirable; nor is such a result n to 


ecessa 
secure such commercial expansion as we want. I think the dictates of ohare 
mon sense will govern the American people, and the ghost im a? 
sprung for political effect, will not prevent them from gathering the full 
fruits of the victory so easily won, and treading the path so p y blazed 
out by an overruling Providence. 


HOPE OF SOUTHERN INDUSTRY. 


It will be observed, therefore, that the Philippine question involves both 
political and commer consequences. Upon its settlement, in my judg- 
ment, depends the future welfare of our people in mainta: equality of 
opportunity in the Eastern markets. A mere superficial view will not reveal 
its transcendent importance. To the Southern le it is fraught with mo- 
mentous consequences. Cotton manufacturing in the South has grown in a 
few years with phenomenal ey aca Millions of dollars are now invested 
in mills. The product of these have found remunerative markets in China 
and other countries in the East, our cotton goods being peculiarly adapted 
for clothing the teeming millions of that warm climate. 

Their trade is the hope of this great manufacturing industry of the South. 
If it is cut off by other nations, not only the manufacturer, but the producer 
of raw cotton, will suffer. The present advance in spot cotton which our 
panua are enjoying is largely due to the mills of the South. They have 

orced the local market above New York. With active competition in local 
markets, Live l and New York exchanges no — 25 arbitrarily fix the 
price of raw cotton. Can the Southern pac rre afford to sacrifice their com- 
mercial and industrial interests for mere political sentiment? 

At the time of the acquisition of the Philippines, like most of our people, I 
knew nothing about the new questions suddenly Phi a by this unexpected 
event upon the attention and consideration of the merican people. I have 
honestly and earnestly soughtinformation, and studied them, so that I might 
be able to take such a position as would be right and conduce to the best in- 
terests of the country. Iam willing to concede honesty of purpose and sin- 
cerity of conviction to others on these questions. It is difficult for a Repre- 
sentative to view this question as he should while the war is in progress and 
both parties attempting to make political capital out of it, one making fran- 
tic appeals to “stand by the flag” and the other criticising on frumaniterian 
grounds 5 that is said and done. When these questions are consid- 
ered by Congress it is my purpose to act and vote for what I conceive to be 
for the best interests of South Carolina. A 3 of duty to the best of 
my ability will come up to the full measure of my obligations. 

As you request, I will use 5 endeavors to preserve and enforce 
all of our “treaty rights” in China, but with the lights now before me I feel 
that these are feeble safeguards. The United States, with the control of the 

ines by treaty or otherwise, will be in a position not only to insist 
upon, but to assert,equality of trade rights in the East. Without this, all 
can do is to y but firmly protest against their violation by 
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other nations, but, as in the past, is not in a position to assert and maintain 
Yours, very truly, JOHN L. McLAURIN. 


By the attempt to make this a party question and misleading 
information, much opposition has been developed to expansion; 
but sooner or later the question must be considered on its merits. 
It was said by a Senator a few days ago that the press of the coun- 
try was attempting to forestall public sentiment in favor of ex- 
pansion. I think that the contrary is true in the South. I know 
that it is so far as South Carolina is concerned. The frightful 
eee “imperialism” has been held up to frighten and deceive. 

ur people are very conservative, and their peculiar condition 
since the war has caused them to almost blin ly follow political 
leaders. During the past ten years, to my mind, the most hope- 
ful sign has been the effort and desire on the par cf all political 

arties to enlighten the people. Nowherehas this been more mani- 
Fest than in the South. believe the time has come when our 
people are prepared to consider these grave questions from the 
standpoint of reason and interest, and when they are not to be be- 
guiled by appeals to passion and prejudice. 

The past twenty years in the South has been a period of won- 
derful industrial ein Se peg After the war, bound down by 
the mailed hand of the Federal Government, our people lived in 
the memories of the past and saw no encouragement in the pros- 
proti of the future. Negro suffrage and negro domination 

lighted hope, paralyzed her industries, and left her the legiti- 
mate prey of the despoiler. 

The spirit of true manhood, however, could not be crushed, and 
finally with a mighty effort she shook off the incubus and started 
upon a new era of industrial life. She has well-nigh solved the 
race problem, and the less said about it the better, for it is now 
tacitly admitted by those who forced it upon the South that uni- 
versal suffrage is the crime and blunder of the century. This is 
a white man’s country and Government, and the removal of all 
possibility of negro domination has given peace to the South and 
an impetus to industrial development. Capital has flowed in and 
there is confidence in all Southern enterprises. Bitter memories 
are being forgotten in the rush of the material development 
of our resources. Our 8 again feel that they are a part of 
this great country and that they are left free and untrammeled to 
work out their own destiny in their own way. 

Few even of our own people appreciate the phenomenal B - 
ress of the South during the past twenty years. In 1880 theSou 
had only 180 cotton mills, with 667,854 spindles and 14,300 looms, 
At present she has nearly 600 mills, with 5,000,000 spindles and 
105,000 looms, an increase of 210 per cent in the number of mills 
and 650 per cent in the number of spindles. The Manufacturer's 
Record, which is doing a grand work for the development of the 
South, says that we have $1,000,000,000 invested in manufacturing, 
with an annual output valued at $1,500,000,000, and paying $350,- 
000,000 in wages. In 1894 the cotton mills in the South use 
720,000 bales, while to-day they require a million and a half, and 
I predict that the cotton crop of North and South Carolina inside 
of three years will be consumed by the mills of those States, 

The South is producing now 2,500,000 tons of pig iron each year 
as against 100,000 tons in 1870, It produces 40,000,000 tons of coal 
against 6,037,163 in 1880. Last year our lumber output was 
10,000,000,000 feet, and we raised 750,000,000 bushels of grain. 
Last year one-fourth of all the coal mined was in the South. The 
South has an area of 47,000square miles of workablecoal, of which 
ouy 1,000 square miles are now developed. 

he total production of coal last year in the United States, if 1 
recall it correctly, was about 167,000,000 tons, and it is estimated 
in this same article in the Record to which I refer that with the 
development of the coal fields of the South she will produce alone 
200,000,000 tons of bituminous coal. 

The possibilities of the South in coal, iron, timber, cotton, and 
cotton manufacturing are almost unlimited. In cotton manufac- 
turing the consumption by our mills for the next thirteen years 
at the same rate of increase that has obtained for the past ten 
Kona require a 10,000,000-bale crop for the mills of the South 
alone. 

The cotton-growing region of this country measures about 
550,000 square miles. This area contains enough land, with proper 
drainage and cultivation, at the present rate of production, to 
make 100,000,000 bales of cotton. It is shown by the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture that there are now enough horses and mules 
on the farms of the South to make 50,000,000 bales. There are 
1,500,000,000 people in the world, of whom possibly 7,000,000 are 
interested in the growing, handling, and manufacturing of cotton, 
and possibly a million more inits sale. Thus we have remaining 
99 per cent of the human family who are possible customers for 
our raw and manufactured cotton. . 

The South contains 60 per cent of the timber area of the United 
States. It produces 47 per cent of all the swine of the United States. 
There are now grown in the South 65 varieties of garden vegeta- 
bles, fruits, and melons for early shipment and 72 varieties of field 
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crops, all sho’ the wonderful versatility of her soil and climate. 
In the question of water power our section stands without a rival. 
There are hundreds of thousands of horse easily available 
now going towaste. Buttheonly hope for the future of the South, 
with all these magni t possibilities, is in retaining and con- 
trolling ee ee markets and in securing other markets and 
enl. 


There is no possible way of doing this but by commercial expan- 
sion, and the opportunity is now offered us in the East. Congre- 

ted into an area not much larger than the. United States, one- 
falf of all the peopleliving upon the globe are to be found. It is for 
this trade that the commercial nations of the world are striving. 
Our western shores are washed by the same sea that ebbs and 
flows along the eastern boundary of Asia. We are but twenty 


days from this market, and with the Nicaraguan Canal will bemuch | or Ha. 


nearer, Our Southern manufacturers have already reached these 
markets and discovered their advantage. The Southern Cotton 
Spinners’ Association in resolutions last year said that the develop- 
ment of trade in our cotton goods has sev largely in China and 
other oriental countries.” 

In 1895 our whole export of cotton goods to China amounted to 
85,000,000 yards, while last year it was 221,000,000 yards. This 
large increase was from the Southern mills. Our Southern man- 
ufactured goods are adapted to the climate and needs of the people 
of the East. The most poraa manufactured cotton goods in 
China to-day come from South Carolina mills. Japan is now im- 

rting our raw cotton, and the importation is rapidly increasing. 
The cotton planter needs these markets for his raw cotton, besides 
being benefited from the increased consumption by home mills. 

In ag ee ceo no section has a greater interest than the South 
in the development of our Asiatic markets. The East wants her 
raw and manufactured cotton and presents a limitless field for 
oursurplus products. Only aboutone-thirtieth of northern China 
has been reached by our cotton goods, and with past experience it 
is not unreasonable to say that when the entire field is covered it 
will re more than double our present capacity to supply the 
demand. This market presents the unusual condition of and- 
ing both raw and man cotton from the same section, 
thus benefiting all classes in the South. 

It is no stretch of fancy to say that in a OaE eee of 
the 3 with China exceed $25,000,000 if the markets are 
not closed 


great conflict of the nations now for commercial supremacy we 
need not rely solely upon treaty rights to secure the ‘‘open door.” 
With a foothold in the Philippines we are in a situation to demand 
and enforce equality of opportunity with other nations. A 

deal has been said in this discussion about the violation of the 
Constitution and pet a of the Declaration of Independence in 
dealing with this qu n. 

I am a Democrat, loyal to the party and its principles; but Iam 
not an automaton, nor a slave to be moved by the party lash. I 
am trying to t what I believe is best for my people and 
my section, and am content to let the future speak for itself. The 
Constitution, as the handiwork of the fathers, has my love and 
reverence; but, Mr. President, there is something higher than the 
letter of the law. Whenever in our past history the Constitution 
has come into conflict with the national sense of right and duty, 
it has given way. 

Like the Sabbath, the Constitution was made for man, not man 
for the Constitution. The creature can not be greater than the 
creator, and when as a nation we rise higher in moral purpose 
and greatness than the Constitution it has been chan and 
changed more often by construction than amendment. e prog- 
ress and the growth of our nation can have, and should have, no 
constitutional restrictions which t its fullest development. 

Under a destiny unforeseen and uncontrolled by us, the power 
and institutions of the United States have been planted in the 
East. I believe that if we do our duty, it means not only the ele- 
vation and uplifting of the peoples of that far-off land, but that 
it will add to the power and glory of our free institutions and the 
commercial supremacy of the nation. 


> TERRITORY OF HAWAIIL 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, asin Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the 
Territory of Hawaii. 

1 . pro tempore. The pending amendment will 
8 


The SECRETARY. On page 46 it is proposed to insert the fol- 
lowing at the end of section 94: 

And the chief justice.and associate justices of the supreme court shall each 
receive an annual salary of $5,000; and the judges of the circuit courts, of 
whom the two judges for the first circuit s each receive an annual salary 
of $4,000, and the judges 


for the second, third, fourth, circuits, 
spectively, an annual salary of $5,000 —— g ea aea sa: 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I desire to offer an amendment to section 52, 
and I ask that it may be read. 
The SECRETARY, It is proposed to amend section 52 by adding 
at the end thereof the following: 
Provided, however, That pending the time when this act shall take effect 
and until a session of the | ture of the Territory of Hawaii shall be held, 
on authorize and direct the use of such 


nit as he shall think 
government of the Hawaiian 
the completion of the sew 
expendi asin the President's judgment shall seem to be appropriate. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not understand the amendment. 

Mr. CULLOM. The amendment seems to be necessary for this 
purpose. The Hawaiian Islands have now no legislature. The 
people are in great trouble over there on account of the bubonic 
plague which broke out, and in uence of which a large por- 
tion of the city of Honolulu was destroyed, and there are several 
new cases there now, according to the advices by last steamer, 
which has just arrived. The people there, except as they make 
contributions themselves, are substantially helpless, and pur- 
peice this amendment is to allow, under the direction of the 


thing that will enable them to gane to use for their protec- 
tion in this interim of time, not the United States Treasury, 
but from the treasury of the Hawaiian Islands. That is the pur- 


pose of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is onagreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. On page 22, line 8, of the last print, section 


aS 
Mr. CULLOM. Has the Senator the print of yesterday or of 


y? 
Bree 8 i ae oar sprint I do not know whether you 
call i s print or 8. 
Mr. Sök Ol he 


last one. 
Mr. ALLISON. The present print. 
Mr. COCKRELL. the word ‘‘applicable,” I move to 
insert 


Mr. CULLOM. What line is that? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Line 8, page 22. I move to insert after the 
word applicable the words: 

And the legislature, at its first session after the census enumer- 
ation shall be ascertained, and from totime thereafter, shall reapportion 
the membership in the senate and house of representatives is sey Se e sena- 
torial and representative districts on the basis of the population in: each of 
said districts who are citizens of the Territory. 

Mr. CULLOM. And of the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Yes; citizens of the Territory and of the 
United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. L have no objection to that. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no such thing as citizenship in Ha- 
waii. The word “ Territory” should be stricken out. 
= —— COCKRELL. I will make it citizens of the United 

tes.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tem . The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Missouri will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. After the word applicable, in line 8, page 
22, section 65, it is proposed to insert: 

And the legislature, at its first session after the census enumera- 
tion shall be ascertained, and from time to time thereafter, shall reapportion 
the membership in the senate and house of re ntatives among the sena- 
torial and representative districts on the of the population in each of 
said districts who are citizens of the United States. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missouri. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Should nota period follow the 
amendment, and should not the word but“ be stricken ont? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think that ought to be done. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I think you had better leave the word but” 
in there but the legislature shall not grant.“ It comes in, I 
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think, and makes perfect sense of it. Itisonlyacomma, Itdoes 
not make a full sentence after the amendment. 


But the legislature shall not grant to any corporation, etc. 


The . tempore. Are there further amendments 
as in Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. CULLOM. I think section 104, which is the section that 
provides that the act shall take effect sixty days after the date of 
the approval thereof, ought to be transferred and made the last 
section of the bill. That can be done by the clerks after we get 
through. I merely thought I would call attention to it. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, Ishould like to ask the Senator why he 
considers it necessary to defer the taking effect of the act for 
sixty days, if there is such great haste in its p If they 
can not have a legislature or protect themselves, and this law is 
not to take effect for sixty days, it seems to me there is no very 
great haste. 

Mr. CULLOM. The trouble is, there is a good distance between 
us and the islands. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It is only twelve days from Washington. 

Mr. CULLOM. I want to make the time as short as we can 
5 so as to have the law go into execution as soon as 

ssible. 
ery PETTIGREW. Thirty days is certainly an abundance of 
time, because it is only twelve days from here to Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator from South Dakota think 
that is enough time? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. . Undoubtedly it is an abundance of time. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. That is a pretty short time. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I should like to terminate these slave 
labor laws as soon as possible. : 

Mr. CULLOMu. L have noobjection to making it thirty days. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly that is an abundance of time. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iwill consent to that change so far as I am 
concerned now. If I find by inquiry that it be impossible to 
retain that clause, we will it. But I will consent to make 
it . instead of sixty. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. There are copies of this bill in Hawafi, and 
the moment the bill becomes a law the telegraph will take the news 
to San Francisco, and it is seven days from San Francisco to 
Hawaii. So that in fact ten days would be abundant time. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will consent to the change suggested by the 
Senator from South Dakota. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from South Dakota to make a motion to strike out sixty 
and insert ‘‘thirty?” 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I understood the Senator from Illinois to 
accent the amendment, striking out sixty“ and inserting 
t thirty.” 

Mr. CULLOM. I consent to that. ý 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It ought to be twenty days. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam afraid that would not operate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to strike out 
sixty ” and insert thirty“ before days“ will be agreed to if 
there is no objection. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I have no desire to speak on the 
amendment, but there is another matter which I desire to call to 
the attention of the Senator from Illinois. 

The PRESIDENT pro eee The amendment is agreed to. 

“Mr. ALLEN. I wish to the attention of the Senator from 
Illinois to section 4, defining citizenship. I notice that section 4 
provides: 

That all persons who were citizens of the- 8 of Hawaii on August 
12, 1898, are hereby declared to be citizens of the United States. 

Who were citizens of those islands on the 12th of August, 1898? 

Mr. CULLOM. I do not know whether I understand the ques- 


tion. 

Mr. MORGAN. All persons who were born in the islands or 
1 to that time. 

Mr. - That is rather indefinite. How many persons 
were there and how many persons were deprived of citizenship? 

Mr. MORGAN. We were not sent there to take a census, and 
we could not have done it. We had no opportunity to do that, 
and we could not find out in any other way. 
ye ALLEN. Relatively speaking, how many citizens were 

ere? 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not want to make a guess about a matter 
that I do not know anything about. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator from Alabama was sent there to 
find out something about these matters. 

Mr. MORGAN. We discharged our whole duty. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ihave no doubt of that; but it has never fallen 
to my lot to even inquire successfully into this matter. My field 
‘of .operation, so far as our foreign relations are concerned, has 
been somewhat circumscribed, and I presume it will be here- 
after, Therefore I must appeal to learned and distinguished Sena- 
tors who, presumptively at least, know all these things for the 


information I desire. I have the impression in my mind some 
way that there is a very limited citizenship in that country, and 
that the citizenship rests upon a property qualification. Ishould 
like to ask the Senator from Illinois if that is not trne? 

I think not, Mr. President. The voting is 


Mr, ALLEN. Probably I should distinguish between citizen- 

ship in its comprehensive term and the elective franchise. 

r.CULLOM. There was a property 3 under the 
republic for those who voted for senators larger than that which 
was found in this bill. I think I can anticipate what the Senator 
from Nebraska desires to know especially, There were a portion 
of the people there who declined to take the oath to the republic 
and become citizens of the republic, who were residents of the 
island, and my recollection is (the Senator from Alabama per- 
haps will correct me if I am wrong) that there were sarge Soe 
or 900 who declined to take the oath to the republic and refused 
to vote on that ground; and they have not yet voted, as I under- 
stand it. I ask the Senator from Alabama whether that is a 
8 statement or not. I do not recollect very distinctly the 
number. 

Mr. MORGAN. The statement has been fully made on the 
record in this debate. It has been fully made according to what 
the Senator is now suggesting. 

Mr. CULLOM. Isuppose that is what the Senator from Ne- 

ascertain. 


braska . “ 

Mr. AL Les. Were all male persons 21 years of age, who 
were domiciled in those islands, who were compos mentis and not 
disqualified by crime, eligible to vote on the of August, 1898? 

C M. Not all persons. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not mean all perons I mean all males, 
Mr. CULLOM, - They were eligible to vote for representatives, 
rovided they could speak, read, and write the English or the 
waiian lan „but they were not all eligible to vote for sen- 
ators unless they at that time more than $1,500 worth of prop- 
erty or had an income perhaps of $1,000. The voting capacity was 

limited by that kind of a property qualification. 

Mr. ALLEN. Are those restrictions removed by this bill? 

Mr. CULLOM. This bill allows all persons to vote who are 
citizens of the United States and of the islands who can speak, 
read, and write the English language or the Hawaiian la 
So that substantially all the population of the islands w. 
male citizens 21 years of age are to be voters. 

Mr. ALLEN, What I wanted to know and what I wanted to 
insist. upon if this bill does not cover that feature, and I want to 
insist upon it in good faith, is that stage in those islands shall 
be unrestricted, or restricted no more, I should say, than it is re- 
stricted in the United States, in the State of Illinois, or the State 
of Nebraska. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is no restriction that does not prevail in 
the Senator's State and mine except the intelligence provision 
that the voter shall be able to speak, read, and write the English 


or Hawaiian 7 
‘That ought to be satisfactory. 


are 


Mr. ‘ALLISON 
Mr. ALLEN, I find on page 13 of the bill, section 25, prescrib- 
ing punishment of persons not members of the legislature, it 
provides for certain things, some of which I will read: 

That each house may punish by fine, or by imprisonment not orogenia 
thirty days, an nota member of either house who shall be guil 
disrespect of suck house by any disorderly or contemptuous toed tpg its 
presence; or 

Who 5 on account of the exercise of any legislative function, threaten 
harm to the yor of angor the . — ot such house; or 

assault, or detain any witness or other ordered 
to attend such house, on his way going to or returning there or 

Who shall rescue any person arrested by order of such house. 


I thought that those provisions, necessary and well enough in 
themselves, ought to be supplemented by a provision that would 
eye power to a committee duly appointed by either house to con- 

uct an e cong the authority to ish witnesses for a fail- 
ure to attend when properly subpoenaed, or for contumacious con- 
duct, such as declining to answer proper questions when before 
the committee. If this bill is to stand as the constitution or in 
lieu of the constitution for the government now being erected in 
the Hawaiian Islands, it ought to be specific, and the legislative 
branch of that government ought to have full power to ascertain 
the truth that may affect its own standing or the standing of its 
members, or that may affect the condition of legislation. With- 
out some provision of that kind both the legislative bodies would 
be powerless to act. Yet I do not know that it is my duty to offer 
an amendment. I do not think it is. I call attention to it, how- 
ever, as a defect in the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is the Senator from Nebraska through? z 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ne- 
braska yield the floor? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, somo days ago in the debate 
upon this bill I stated it as my recollection that the Senator from 
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Alabama [Mr. MorGan], in the last session of Congress, when 
the Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] was pressing the pas- 
sage of the bill extending the contract-labor laws or the immigra- 
tion laws of the United States to Hawaii, objected upon the ground 
that it would be ruinous to the people of Hawaii to extend those 
laws to that people. The Senator from Alabama rose and stated 
that he had not taken that attitude. Ispokefrom recollection, for 
Iremembered distinctly one part of what the Senator had uttered 
in that debate. 

Upon examining the RECORD I find that there were two bills 
pending, a bill to give a government to Hawaii and a bill also to 
extend to Hawaii the contract-labor laws and the immigration 
laws of the United States. On reading the RECORD of what was 
said upon the subject, I find that the objection made by the Sen- 
ator from Alabama to the proposition of the Senator from Indiana 
was not directed to the merits of the extension or the proposition 
to extend the contract-labor laws and the immigration laws of the 
United States to Hawaii, but was addressed to the proposition that 
to extend the one—in other words, to pass the one bill without 
passing also the other—would produce great confusion in Hawaii 
and lead to great embarrassment in the administration of the law, 
and therefore would be ruinous. 

I avail myself of the first opportunity possible to me to place 
upon the record here my statement that I did injustice to the Sen- 
ator from Alabama. hope that will be satisfactory to him, 
as I would not be willing to do an injustice to any of my brother 
Senators on any subject. : 

Mr. CULLOM. ILonly want to say one word in this connection. 
I thought at the time the Senator was making the statement that 
the remarks of the Senator from Alabama were as they are found 
in the Recorp, and did not apply. to the case, as was supposed at 
that time by the Senator from Wisconsin, 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, the bill to which the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER) refers—the bill to repeal all the 
laws in to the 1 of labor and to prohibit the 
further importation of labor was brought into the Congress just 
about the time of our adjournment, per two days before the 
final adjournment. There was no possibility of getting up the 
general bill which is under consideration now, and which disposes 
of the whole subject of the government of Hawaii; and I objected 
to putting in a special clause, which was reported by the Com- 
mittee on Immigration, I believe, in regard to the labor system 
of Hawaii, on the ground that it would disconcert the whole sys- 
tem of the law there, and we had not an opportunity to know 
exactly what the effect of it would be. Such a measure as that, 
if provided at all, ought to be provided in the general bill; and it 
was provided in the general bill that all the laws of Hawaii on 
this subject should be repealed and that the laws of the United 
States should take effect, which, of course, would introduce there 
the laws of the United States. 

I have always maintained that the act of annexation repealed 
the laws of Hawaii on the subject of the importation of labor, be- 
cause that act of annexation in dealing with this question of im- 
migration, as it did in regard to the Oriental peoples, established 
a public policy under which those laws of Hawaii would necessa- 
rily, in my opinion, go down. I did not suppose that we were 
improving the law really by the provision to r l the laws of 
Hawaii that we put into the bill. The real substance of those 
acts, the provision we have in this bill now for the repeal of those 
laws, had already been enacted in the act of annexation. 

There is an established, fixed policy of the United States against 
the importation into any part of the United States of contract 
labor. Whether it is prohibited in a particular spot or not makes 
no difference; it is a general law; it is a general public policy; 
and I hold that no man can now import a coolie or any man that 
is under a contract obligation into the United States, although 
there might not be a special statute applicable to the particular 
place. it could not be done, for instance, as was stated, I think, 
8 to- day, in Puerto Rico. Coolie labor could not be law- 
‘fully imported into Puerto Rico to-day, although we have no 
statute on the subject at all, for such importations are contrary 
to the public policy of the United States as declared in a general 
system of laws upon that subject. 

So I was not only gratified but I was anxious that the labor 
laws of the United States should be extended over Hawaii. I had 
been there and I had seen the effect of it, and while it was not at 
all, apparently, injurious to any Japanese who had come into that 
country or anyone else, while I could not see that there was any 
disadvantage to those people in consequence of the labor laws, 
yet it was a system that our ple were opposed to and that our 
country was opposed to, and I have always advocated the laws 

. for its suppression. 5 

Havin Sheen there and having observed the situation of the 
country, I became aware also of the fact which I have stated on 
the floor here, without it being contradicted at all, that the great 
sugar estates in Hawaii, upon which this labor is almost exclu- 
sively employed, belong to corporations who were either created 


in California or are owned there. Our own people in the United 
States are the men who are forcing these importations of Japa- 
nese. It is not the native Hawaiians or the people who are in 
control of the government there. They were resisting it so far 
as they could, and made various modifications in the arrange- 
ments and contracts that were made under the existing Hawaiian 
law. They took them to be laws that were existing. I did not. 

So I had no purpose at all in trying to encourage and maintain 
the importation of Japanese labor into Hawaii under contract. 
The absurdity of the imputation to me of any such position is 
this: Japanese have a perfect right to come to the United States 
or Hawaii or any part of the United States to-day; as much so as 
a German ora Frenchman. There is no prohibition against their 
coming here. The only prohibition that operates upon Japan in 
that connection is that which operates upon every other nation of 
the world equally, We can import a Japanese laborer without 
making a contract with him for his service after he gets here, 
Therefore, I had not any motive at all in undertaking to fill up 
that country with Japanese laborers. On the contrary, all my 
impressions were against it, 

Mr. SPOONER. All I care for is whether the Senator from 
Alabama is satisfied with the statement I made. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam entirely satisfied. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I made a similar observa- 
tion with respect to the attitude of the Senator from Alabama 

Mr. MorGAn] that was made by the Senator from Wisconsin 
Mr. SPOONER). My statement was based upon the utterance of 

e Senator during the debate at the last session. He objected to 
the consideration of the bill which was in my charge extending 
the immigration and anti-contract labor laws of the United States 
to Hawaii. He said in reply to the request to take up the bill: 

I will state that whenever the bill is taken up, I shall undertake to amend 


it in such way as to try to save those people from ruin in consequence of this 
legislation, and I will take all the time that itis necessary to do it. 


I recalled the other day simply that observation, but since read- 
ing the entire debate, I do not think it can be said that he was 
unfriendly to the ultimate extension of our immigration and anti- 
contract labor laws to Hawaii. He preferred, possibly, the exten- 
sion of those laws through his own bill rather than through the 
one I had in charge. 

In this connection, Mr. President, I would like to ask the Sen- 
ator in charge of this bill whether as amended it provides for the 
absolute elimination of the contract-labor laws of Hawaii? There 
should be no ground for doubt upon that proposition. I thinkwe 
are all agreed that in this legislation we should absolutely destroy, 
root and branch, the contract-labor system which has maintained 
in Hawaii; and if the bill does not as it stands at present accom- 
plish that purpose, it should be amended so that it will do so. Sir, 
the contract-labor system which has existed in the Hawaiian 
Islands is zepa ant to our American institutions and must be 
eradicated, re say that the Senator in charge of the bill has 
not failed to provide suitable h to accomplish this pur- 
pose, but I shall be obliged if he will kindly inform us upon the 


subject. 

Mr. CULLOM. In the first piace, all the Territorial statutes on 
this subject are repealed. In the second place, the Senator will find 
on the eighth and ninth pages of the last Cy of the bill section 
10 and section 10}, the latter being an additional section put in 
8 on the motion of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. 

ETTIGREW]. Taking them all together, it seems to me that it is 
utterly impossible for contract labor to exist in those islands here- 
after when this bill takes effect. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I desire to offer the amendment 
of which I gave notice last night. On page 44, I move to strike 
out all of section 88 down to and including the word court,” in 
the fifth line, and to insert in place of it what I send to the desk. 

The Secretary. Strike out section 88 down to and including 
the word “court,” in line 5, on page 44, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: 

That there shall be established in said Territory a district court, to con- 
sist of one judge, who shall reside therein and be called the district judge. 
The President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of 
the Senate, shall appoint a district judge, a district attorney, and a marshal 
of the United States for the said district; and said judge, attorney. and mar- 
shal shall hold office for four qoare unless sooner removed by the President. 
Said court shall have, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction of district 
courts of the United States, jurisdiction of all cases cognizable in a circuit 
court and shall proceed therein in the same manner as a circuit court. Writs 
of error and appeals from said district court shall be had and allowed to the 
circuit court of appeals in the Ninth judicial circuit in the same manner as 
writs of error and appeals are allowed from circuit courts to circuit courts 
of appeals as rovers by law. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that yesterday I was under the 
impression that we were providing for more judges than were 
necessary, but on consultation with some of the members of the 
committee and the commission who were over there I find it is 
ae different from what it would be in the contiguous territory. 

e judges are scattered, necessarily, because of the different 
islands, and there seems to be in the minds of the commission at 
least a necessity for this particular judge, who is to be clothed only 
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with the powers with which we have usually clothed a Territorial 
judge—that is, to do the business of the United States. Iam told 
that there is going to bea Jarge business there in the way of admi- 
ralty affairs and various things. The effect of my amendment is 
that this is a Territorial judge and not an attempt to create a 
constitutional court. 

. CHILTON. Will there be no constitutional judge there 

t all? 

Mr. TELLER. There will be no constitutional judge. This 
judge will be clothed with all authority of a constitutional judge, 

ut his time is limited to four years. 

Mr. CHILTON. And you confer admiralty jurisdiction on a 
Territorial judge? 

Mr. TELLER. That has been done n All the author- 
ities are that way. Every jurisdiction that could be conferred on 
a district judge can be conferred on a legislative judge. That has 
been repeatedly held by the Supreme Court. Take, for instance, 
Colorado, Full jurisdiction was conferred upon the Territorial 
judges there, absolutely, except as to admir , there being no 
business of that character in Colorado; but they had every other 
jurisdiction. There was some question as to whether we could 
legally create a constitutional court out there—there was no ques- 
tion in my mind about it—but we could create a court, and we did 
create a court with the powers of a constitutional court. 

Mr. BOAR. Dolunderstand that in substance and principle 
I shall not go into details—this judge is like the judge of the su- 
preme court of a Territory? 

Mr. TELLER. Practically. 

Mr. BACON. In listening to the amendment I was unable to 
catch its full import. I should like the Senator to state what is 
the line of demarcation between the jurisdiction of the court pro- 
vided for in another portion of the bill and this particular court. 

Mr. TELLER. The other judges, the five or six circuit judges 
scattered around, will not have charge of infractions of the laws 
of the United States. What would be called national questions 
will come to this court. 

Mr. BACON. What court will have charge of local questions? 

Mr. TELLER. Local questions are left to the other courts, In 
the Territories every judge exercises that power, but the commis- 
sion seemed to think it was not wise to confer that power on these 
judges. There must be, however, some judge there to exercise it, 
and therefore he is provided for in this way. I believe it will be 
satisfactory to the people out there and accomplish everything the 
commission desire. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I regret to say that Ido not think 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
TELLER] will remove the objection to this part of the bill. This 
seems to be exceptional in our legislation. Heretofore we have 
been contented with permitting Territorial judges to exercise ex 
officio the jurisdiction of a Federal judge or a Federal court proper. 

The Senator from Colorado says that he is now satisfied that 
the number of judges is not too great in consequence of the islands 
being somewhat scattered; but I fail to observe any provision in 
the bill which requires those judges to come from ary particular 
island or to reside on any particular island during their term of 
service. They can all be appointed from the city of Honolulu, 
and reside there. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkinsinthechair), Does 
the Senator from Nebraska yield? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do. 

Mr. CULLOM. The local statute of the Territory creates cir- 
cuits for the circuit judges, and each of them holds his court in 
his particular jurisdiction, as is provided, and those laws are pre- 


served. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator will permit me, 
this provision is in the laws of Hawaii: 

ae of the circuit court shall reside in the circuit for which ke is 
appointed. 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes. 

Mr. HOAR. This provision is not so drawn as to cover that. 

Mr. CULLOM. The supreme court sits in the capital of the 
island, and, of course, appeals are taken to the court there, and 
disposed of by the supreme court. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose a litigant wants to begin his case in the 
Federal court before the judge provided for in the amendment of 
the Senator from Colorado, it would not make any difference in 
what island he lived, he would have to go to Honolulu for the trial 
of that case. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think the bill provides for the holding of 
court at two different places, Honolulu and Hilo, which are the 
two principal cities. That is the statute. 

Mr. SPOON You can not hold a Federal court in every 
county of a State. 

Mr. ALLEN, You could hold terms of a Federal court in every 
county of every State in this Union if you wanted to, and Iam not 
prepared to say that it would not be the wisest thing—and I say 


it after some deliberation and some investigation—to invest, in 
the first instance, all Federal power in the State judiciary, to be 
exercised by them, with the right of appeal and the right of a 
writ of error to the court of last resort, to the Supreme Court of 
the United States, or an intermediate court of appeal. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator contend that it is in the 
power of Congress to vest admiralty jurisdiction under the Con- 
stitution in a State court? 

Mr. ALLEN. There may be some question about that under 
the Constitution; but I am not speaking now of constitutions or 
technical questions. I am speaking of a question of policy. Ido 
believe it would be the wisest thing the people of the United 
States could do, and that it would be conducive to purity in the 
administration of justice—a thing we much need nowadays—if 
all judicial power of the United States Government were invested 
in the first instance in the nisi prius of general jurisdiction of the 
different States and Territories of the United States. 

That position, Mr. President, is not without precedent. Here- 
tofore we have made the Territorial courts, which stand to the 
Territories very much as the State courts stand to the States, 
courts of general jurisdiction, and invested them with Federal 
jurisdiction as well; and they have exercised it as wisely, I pre- 
sume, as courts generally exercise their jurisdiction. 

Now, we have eight judges in those islands, seven of them exer- 
cising one kind of jurisdiction and one of them exercising a sep- 
arate jurisdiction. Itcan not be presumed that the gentlemen 
who will be appointed to the circuit bench by competent authority 
in those islands will not possess the qualifications necessary to 
the discharge of Federal duties. Ordinarily, one man possesses 
about as much qualification as another in that respect. You pro- 
pose to have four circuit judges of general jurisdiction, criminal 
and civil; then you propose to have a distinct court of appeals or 
a supreme court; then, distinct from that, a court of review; you 
propose to have a Federal court or Federal courts, and that, ks: 
in — or eight islands that have not got, all told, 200,000 people 
to-day. 

I do not believe that I am extravagant, whatever others may 
think, when I say that three good judges of competent health and 
mental qualifications, who will attend to their duties, can dis- 
charge every necessary judicial function in those islands every 
year without impairing their health by labor. They can sit asa 
court in banc, in review of appeals from each other, with a writ 
of error to the Supreme Court of the United States for final hear- 
ing. When you come to put seven or eight judges upon the peo- 
ple of those islands you are putting at least five more men there 
than are necessary. Itis like taking the money we pay to those 
men and burning it up, for it is nomore valuable tothe taxpayers 
of the United States or to the taxpayers of those islands than it 
would be if it was put in a stove and burned up. But I suppose 
there must be a political Botany Bay somewhere, where the politi- 
cal nondescripts, the halt and the blind, and those who fall out- 
side of the breastworks can find positions at the expense of the 
Government. 

Mr. President, I started a moment ago, when I was cut off, to 
speak of some defects in this bill, in my view; and I will now 
briefly state them. One of the defects of this bill is that it opens 
every port in those islands to unrestricted immigration. You do 
not carry the exclusion act over those islands; and the Hottentot 
can within a few months become domiciled in the Sandwich Is- 
lands, and within a short time thereafter can become a citizen of 
the United States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And he can in Nebraska. 

“ nr ALLEN. No, Mr. President; Hottentots can not in Ne- 
raska. 
* Mr. ALDRICH. Why not? 

Mr. ALLEN. They might be imported there, but the people of 
Nebraska would drive them out. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, what law is 
there which would prevent a Hottentot going into Nebraska? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I do not care to say anything in 
reply to an argument such as that, but I am perfectly willing that 
Senators shall interrupt me with proper questions. I do not care 
anything about it one way or the other. 

But I am speaking of a great question, a question which is vital 
to this country, vital to the people you represent, Mr. President 
[Mr. Perkins in the chair], and to the people I represent, that the 
citizenship of this country shall not be contaminated and debased 
by the unrestricted importation of this class of people. I am not 


indulging in the light and trivial question of whether some Hot- 
tentot, literally speaking, may be in Wisconsin, Rhode Island, or 
Nebraska. 

Now, what restrictions have you put upon immigration? Noth- 
ing at all. 
go there, 


All the rag-tag and bobtail elements of the world can 
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Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator that we have extended 
the laws of the United States over Hawaii. 

Mr. ALLEN. You have not extended the exclusion act over 
the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. MORGAN. We have extended all the laws of the United 
States over Hawaii. 

Mr. ALLEN. And you have not extended the exclusion act to 
any other territory in our new possessions. 

Mr. MORGAN. IbegtheSenatorspardon. He is wrong about 
it. This bill extends all the laws of the United States over the 
Hawaiian 5 
ALLEN. that is true, Mr. President, why are not those 


Mr. MORGAN. They have been under the laws of the United 
States. 

Mr. ALLEN. They have not been under the laws of the United 

States. What laws of the United States have they been under? 
Mr. MORGAN. By the act of annexation we continued in 
force the laws of Hawaii until Congress shall change them. 
Mr. ALLEN. Thatisa r reason—most singular. 
j Mr. MORGAN. It is no reason at all; it is a mere statement of 
a fact on the statute book, 

Mr. ALLEN, A moment ago I understood the Senator to say 
that when we annexed those islands there were extended over 
them by their own force the laws of the United States. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not say that; but by this bill, when it is 
passed, those laws will be extended. 

Mr. ALLEN. When we this bill the exclusion act, so the 
Senator says, is to be extended over those islands. 

Mr. MORGAN, Of course it is. 

Mr. ALLEN. I fail to find any provision in the proposed law 


Mr, 
laws enforced? 
* Mr. SPOONER. We have not yet extended them. The bill 
has nory been passed. 
Mr. LEN. You ought to have extended them. You have 
had possession of those islands now for pretty nearly two years. 
| 


to re or amendment legisla’ 

= cary —.— by the legislature of Hawaii or the Congress of the 

“3 Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Would not, under that language, any act of 
Hawaii which permitted contract labor and absolutely mited 
immigration be in conflict with our laws? 

Mr. HOAR. That would present the question which I was just 
about to state when the Senator put his interrogatory to me. 
Does that mean inconsistent with the laws of the United States 
in their effect in the United States? We have got a law of the 
United States now which does not extend to Hawaii. That is 
clear, The Hawaiian laws now existing are not inconsistent with 
the laws of the United States, because the United States has no 
laws extending to Hawaii, but they relate to different Territories. 

Let us ses. Would not section 6 maintain and preserve the 
Hawaiian law? All of this can be made clear by a phrase, if it is 
necessary, use the meaning of the committee is undoubted. 
You have got, in other words, two systems of laws. The United 
States laws extending to the United States, and the Hawaiian 
laws extending to Hawaii. They are not inconsistent with each 
other, because they relate to different territorial spots on the 
earth's surface. Is it, then, sufficient to abolish one of those by 
Saying that the Jaws of the United States are now to have force 
and effect within that Territory ‘‘ except as herein otherwise pro- 
vided?” Then you have, in substance, herein otherwise provided 
that a particular Hawaiian lawshall continue. Iam with 
a very narrow question of phraseology; but it seems to me there 
is not any doubt about it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but my interruption 
Was in support of What he was saying. 

Mr. AL. I am dealing with the general proposition that 


the ports of those islands are open to unrestricted and unlimited 


to that effect. The Senator from Alabama may asseverate it if | immi 


he sees fit, but there is a difference between the provisions of this 
bill and the ipse dixit of the Senator from Alabama, or of any other 
Senator, that it is in the bill by inference or expressly, 

Mr. CULLOM. Section 6 provides: 

That the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of 
the United States or the provisions of this act shall continue in force. 

Mr. ALLEN. Those are the laws of Hawaii. 

Mr. CULLOM. The section proceeds: 

Su Macato Topan oe ct i by the legislature of Hawaii or the Con 

Then section 5 provides: 

That. N i) eg otherwise provided. the Constitution and all the laws 


not apply to the Territory of Hawaii. 

Mr. HOAR. From what is the Senator reading? 

Mr. CULLOM. Section 5, page 3. 

‘Mr. ALLEN, There is another one of the mysteries of this 
bill not locally inapplicable.” 

Mr.MORGAN. That is in every Territorial act which has passed 
the Con of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN. Suppose it is in every Territorial act in the United 
States, what does it mean? 

Mr. CULLOM. What it says. 

Mr. ALLEN. Who is to determine whether it is “locally a: 
plicable” or not? Why, Mr. President, there is an unlimited field 
to guess in. One man will declare a thing locally applicable which 
another man will declare inapplicable, I believe that hidden be- 
neath that language is the purpose of making the exclusion act 
inapplicable to the islands of Hawaii. 

r. CULLOM. Mr. President, the commission looked th h 
the United States Revised Statutes and copied them, and a 
ied from the other Territorial acts. 
—.. ALLEN. There is altogether too much of that kind of work 
one. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me to put 
him a question, or to make a suggestion, in line with and in sup- 
port of what he is saying? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I will. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to have an explanation of what is 
meant by the language in section 5: 5 

Except as herein otherwise provided— 

That was an amendment put in by the Senate— 


the Constitution and all the laws of the United States not locally inappli- 
cable shall have the same force and effect within the said Territory as 
where in the United States. 


That only extends to the laws of the United States except as 
‘therein otherwise provided.” Then does not section 6 otherwise 
provide in regard to this very matter? That section says: 

That the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of 


j the United States or the provisions of this act shall continue in force, subject 


gration. 
Mr. SPOONER. Under this bill? 
Mr. ALLEN. That they will be under this bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘The Senator is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. ALLEN. I may be mistaken, and, if so, it will not be the 
first time in my life I have been. I hope I may be mistaken, but 
I do not want to see the character of citizenship of this country 
or any other territory that has become permanently a part of the 
United States debased. I think Iam liberal in my views on im- 
migration laws. I am in favor of the most liberal laws for the 
reception of people of kindred tongues and races who come to our 
country and become a portion of our people—an assimilable class 
of people. I believe this country was designed for that class of 
people, and from them, Mr. President, in the t we have re- 
ceived great aid. The German, the Irishman, the ian, the 
Englishman, the Scotchman, the Frenchman, the Swede, the 
Scandinavian, and all those kindred classes of people have added 
much to the wealth, the intelligence, and the poy or our geii 

But, Mr. President, we have gone out to the Sandwich Islan 
and have annexed to ourselves, inseparably I suppose, a class of 
people upon whom seems to rest the curse of God, and now we 
propose to use tho Sandwich Islands as a stepping-stone or as a 

oor giving entrance, and unrestricted entrance, to all classes of 
people of all nationalities to this country. Senators may bicker 
and talk and chop logic on the question of the construction of this 
bill, but the fact remains—it remains patent to all people—that 
the Sandwich Islands are to be used as a doorway through which 
all classes of people, who may be alien to our institutions and hos- 
tile to a republican form of government, are to be admitted to 
debase our population and to demoralize our arse 

I shall vote against this bill from top to bottom. I shall not 
criticise it unnecessarily, I think. I do not intend to do so, at 
least; butitisaslipshod affair. Tospeak ofit inrespectful terms, 
it is crude, un atical, not properly constructed in any re- 
spect, disjointed, not properly arranged; but nevertheless it is 
probably in keopinj with the majority of bills that come before 
the Senate for passage in those ts. 

But the thing I object to most of all, Mr. President, is the wild, 
unrestrained m for power, to 8 somebody, to get hold 
of people. who do not belong to us, whether they contaminate us 
or not. Have we reached that period in the story of our coun- 
try that all of its glories and its sacred institutions must go down 
in dust that we may extend our commerce, as I heard the Senator 
from South Carolina [Mr. McLaurin] argue this afternoon? The 
Constitution is a mere rope of sand. So say some of these gentle- 
men, and the decisions of the Supreme Court construing the Con- 
stitution throughout the history of our nation have no force, ac- 
cording to their opinion. The whole course of our nation, whi 
has been to build up a 1 domestic government and us 
free from alliances that will bring about nothing but co a- 
tion and injury to the country, is to be abandoned, and we are to 
get some poor people, and the more helpless they are the more 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.' 


2391 


willing we are to take charge of them, and we are to govern them, 
assimilate them, their Ed aac their commerce, their laws, 
their institutions, and all. p 

Mr. President, I do not deem it my duty to stand here and offer 
amendments to this bill. I believe it is the duty of the Senator 
to withdraw the bill, or of the committee which has passed upon 
this bill to present it in the form it should be. I shall not offer 
an amendment to it. If it were so drawn, Mr. President, that 
you could drive an ox team through it, I would not offer an 
amendment to cure its defects; it is that broad in some respects. 

But, Mr. President, it is offered to accomplish a pu e—that 
is, to take those people, all the driftwood, the wash of the future, 
into the citizenship of the United States. There is not a people 
upon the known globe morally and physically so inferior, so tur- 
bulent, and so unfitted for American citizenship that you do not 
propose to admit through the gates of Hawaii, You do not care 
about its effect upon the American home; that signifies nothing. 
It may debase the scholarship of this country; it may, as it will, 
debase the citizenshipvf the laboring man for these people to 
come here in daily contact with him as a laborer and reduce the 
scale of living of his wife and children; but you care nothing for 
that; that signifies nothing. If you can extend your commerce, 
reap the rewards of the labors of those people, and reduce the 
condition of the laboring man in the United States, you will have 
served your purpose. 4 

And all this is to be done, Mr. President, in the name of patri- 
otism and of the Divinity. It reminds me of astory that was told 
at one time about a section of this country shall not locate it 
where a great scandal occurred in consequence of the misappro- 

riation of public money, a scandal that shook the very founda- 

ions of the nation at the time. It was said that the chief in those 
scandals, the man who disbursed the Government funds, was a 
regular attendant at prayer meeting, and when his associates were 
gathered around him at a Thursday evening prayer meeting, he 
always Se sas the services by saying, In the name of God, let us 
rob somebody.” [Laughter.] it is every time that we seek 
to despoil a weak people of their property or of their institutions, 
we are doing it in the name of the lowly Nazarene. 

Mr. 8 NER. Mr. President, we all take the same oath 
when we become members of this body. Each Senator deter- 
mines for himself what the obligation of that oath is and what 
duty rests upon him flowing from it. I confess I can not under- 
stand the principle upon which the Senator from Nebraska acts 
about this bill or any other bill that is presented for the consid- 
eration of the Senate when he says if he saw defects in it, if he 
saw objectionable provisions in it, he would not offer any amend- 
3 The Senator, I believe, voted against the annexation of 

Wali. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did. 

Mr. SPOONER. So did I, Mr. President, or Iwas pai nst 
it; but Hawaii was annexed; the Congress of the United States 
made it a part of the United States, and we are now engaged in 
framing for ita government asa part of the United States. I 
can not reconcile it with my aog as a Senator to neglect it or to 
be indifferent to the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator 8 me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. ill the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Nebraska? 

r. SPOONER. Certainly. ? 

Mr. ALLEN. I utterly repudiate the ee of Congress to an- 
nex the Hawaiian Islands by a joint resolution such as passed the 
Senate. It is ipso facto null and void. 

Mr. SPOONER. I had my questions about that. I have my 
conviction about if now. 

Mr. ALLEN. My constitutional conviction is clear. 

Mr. SPOONER. But that is a political question, not subject to 
review by the courts. 

Mr. "ALLEN I beg the Senator’s pardon. 

Mr. SPOONER. I grant it. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senatoroughtto. It could be made the sub- 
ject of review by the courts. It could be very easily made the 
subject of review by quo warranto or some other process. 

Mr. SPOONER. Quo warranto? How? 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam not going into the details of it. Suppose a 
citizen of the Hawaiian Islands should be arrested. Could not 
that be raised by a question of habeas corpus? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course not. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course not? Of course it could. But I want 
to say to the Senator—he seems to be delegated to take charge of 
me on almost all occasions—— 

Mr. SPOONER. I begthe Senator’s pardon. Thatis not true. 
I decline that responsibility. 

Mr. ALLEN. It will take lots of the Senator's time if he dis- 
charges his duty fully. But what I want to say, and then I will 
quit, is that I have no respect whatever for the judgment of the 

ate in passing a joint resolution to annex the Hawaiian Islands, 
and I discharge my full constitutional duty, in the light of my 


responsibility to God 3 to my country, when I vote against 


every measure of this 
to ask the Senator from Colorado 


Mr. HOAR. I rise merel 
[Mr. TELLER] a question. I do not wish to take the floor. 


Mr, TEL . Iwill wait until the Senator from Massachu- 
setts gets through. 
Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator was through. 


Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. HOAR. I beg pardon, I thought the Senator had con- 
cluded. I merely wish to ask a question. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Hawaiian Islands were annexed to the 
United States by a joint resolution passed by Congress. I reas- 
sert, 3 distinguished legal friend the Senator from Ne- 
braska is absent, that that was a political question and it will 
never be reviewed by the Supreme Court or any other judicial 
tribunal. That is too well settled to admit of any doubt except 
perhaps in Nebraska. 

I think the Senator from Nebraska is mistaken, and I think the 
suggestion made by the Senator from Massachusetts is not with- 
out question. Section 5 says: 

That except as herein otherwise provided, the Constitution and all the 
laws of the United States— 

That has been amended so as to read not locally inapplicable ”— 
shall have the same force and effect within the said Territory as elsewhere 
in the United States. y 

That is the language which has been employed always in legis- 
lation for the erection of Territories and the government of Terri- 
tories. But that is not all. 

Mr. HOAR. I want to ask my honorable friend a question. 
The laws of the United States, unless they are locally inapplica- 
bie, like laws establishing light-houses or other laws having a local 
significance alone, are extended to Hawaii. Now, what meani 
can section 6 have, that being the case, if the Senator be right? 
Will he state, for instance, a law of Hawaii on any general sub- 
ject of legislation which would be inconsistent with the laws of the 
5 1 R : 

r. SPOONER. I suppose there are a great many. 

Mr. HOAR. Sug. kona as an example, 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not familiar with the laws of Hawaii. 

Mr. HOAR. Su you were applying this to Wisconsin. 

Mr. SPOONER. e are not proposing here to provide in every 
possible detail laws for Hawaii. 

Mr. HOAR. But there are laws of the United States Territories 
as to marriage, divorce, crimes, misdemeanors, and all those 
things. Now, all the laws of the United States are to go over the 


Territory. 

Mr. SPOONER. Hawaii was a republic. 

Mr. HOAR. Now, they have saved some by section 6. What 
have they saved? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator what I think they have 
saved. Hawaii wasarepublic. It was an independent govern- 
ment. They had a system of laws of theirownenactment. When 
Hawaii became a part of the United States by the passage of the 
annexation resolution those laws remained in force, except so far 
as they were modified for the time being by direction of the Presi- 
dent of the United States. Otherwiseit would have been anarchy, 

Mr. MORGAN. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER, Yes. 

Mr. MORGAN. I desire to make a correction of his proposi- 
tion. All the laws of Hawaii, by the act of annexation, except so 
far as they conflict with the Constitution of the United States, 
were continued in force by an act of Congress just as they are to- 
oF and have been all the time since the annexation, and they 
will remain in force until an act of Congress shall change it, if it 
is a hundred years. 

Mr. CULLOM. Unless the legislature re them. 

Mr. MORGAN. Unless they are repealed by their own legi 
lature. That included the whole system of government in Ha- 
waii, including the republic by name and by organization and 
everything relating to it, excepting the laws connecting that re- 
public with foreign nations. So the laws in Hawaii in force 
to-day are expressly kept there in force by an act of Con and 
the President has no power in regard to them except to designate 


tno poopie who are to execute them. 
. SPOONER. And to direct the manner in which they are 
to be executed? 2 

Mr. MORGAN. And to direct the manner in which they are to 
be executed. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certain laws are repealed expressly by this 
bill, and that is what is meant by this exception: 

That, except as herein otherwise provided, the Constitution and laws of 
the United States not locally inapplicable shall have the same force and 
effect within the said Territory as where in the United States. 

Now, section 6 reads: 

That the laws of Hawaii not inconsistent with the Constitution or laws of 
the United States or the provisions of this act continue in force, —.— 


of shall 
ect to repeal or amendment by the legislature of Hawaii or the 
de United States. i 
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Now, there is by this bill left of the body of the laws which have 
been enacted under the republic of Hawaii, as I understand it, 


those not expressly repealed, and such of those laws as shall not 
be inconsistent with the Constitution and laws of the United States. 
The Senator from Massachusetts, construing this language—— 

Mr. HOAR. Iam inclined to think, on further examination, 
that the Senator from Wisconsin is right. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Massachusetts construed 
properly the language not locally inapplicable” to include a few 
subjects of legislation; but the gene aws of the United States 
as to alien labor, contract labor, and immigration just as cer- 
tainly extend when this bill passes—not now—over the Territory 
of Hawaii as they extend to any other Territory under the juris- 
diction of the United States. 

I am not to rail about the act of Congress annexing this Terri- 
tory, although I was not in favor of it. It was done. It has been 
made a part of the United States, and I wish to aid as far as I may 
as a member of the Senate in providing for that people a good 
838 and adequate laws; and Whatever my friend the 

nator from Nebraska may say about it in the heat of debate, I 
venture to say that he has the same purpose and the same desire. 

Mr. President, I rose merely to speak for a moment upon the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Colorado, I wish the 
Senator from Alabama were present. I do not think it changes 
at all in legal effect, although I agree it ought to be made plain, 
and it is made plain by his amendment, section 88 as it stands 
in the bill. That section is as follows: 


ict. 


No tenure of office is fixed by this section or by the bill for the 
district judge or the district attorney or the marshal. There is, 
however, a general provision of statute which declares that the 
term of office of a Territorial judge and of a marshal and of a dis- 
trict attorney shall be four years; and unless this is a constitu- 
tional court, and unless under the provisions of the Constitution 
this judge as a judge of a constitutional court is to hold for life, 
which I deny, the legal effect of this provision, no matter what 

ou call the court, no matter what you call the judge, would be 
70 create a Territorial judge of a Territorial court, whose term of 
office would either be indefinite or would be under the general 
law limited to four years. 

I have been unable to escape the conviction that it is not within 
the constitutional power of Congress to create a constitutional 
court—and by that I mean a court the tenure of whose judge is 
fixed by the Constitution—in the Territories of the United States. 
To avoid misunderstanding, and to avoid trouble hereafter, we 
ought, in legislating upon this subject, to consider it with some 
care with reference to the Constitution upon the subject. The 
Constitution is very plain. I wish to attention to it fora 
moment: 

The judicial power of the United States— 

And by that, I understand, is meant the Union of States— 
shall be vested in one Supreme Court, and in such inferior courts as the 
peg. ones may from time to time ordain and establish. The judges, both of 
the aprene and inferior courts, shall hold their offices during good behav- 


and shall, at stated times, receive for their services a compensation which 


shall not be diminished during their continuance in office. 


I admit the right of Congress to erect Territorial courts. I ad- 
mit the right of Congress to confer upon such courts the jurisdic- 
tion which Congress chooses, I admit the right of Congress to 
make the term of office of the Territorial judge four years or ten 
years or during good behavior, so far as the question of power is 
concerned. Generally the tenure has been limited to four years, 
but not always. As to Indiana, I think, as to Michigan, as to 
Wisconsin, as to Minnesota, as I recollect it, the tenure was made 
during good behavior; but notwithstanding all that they were 
Territorial courts. Those courts are not inferior courts within 
the language of section 1 of Article III, the tenure of the judges 
of which is beyond the reach of Congress and is fixed entirely by 
the Constitution. 

Those courts are established, as I understand, not under that 

section of the Constitution at all, but under the section which 
gives the Congress the power to make rules and regulations re- 
specting the territory and other property of the United States. It 

- has been decided so time and time again by the Supreme Court of 
the United States. To my mind the test whether this is a con- 
stitutional court or not lies in the question whether or not we 
have any right to fix the tenure of the judge at all. 

This bill was drawn upon the theory that this is a constitutional 


court under section 1 of Article III of the Constitution, and that, 
being silent upon the tenure of office under that provision of the 
Constitution, it creates a life judge. 

Mr. ALLEN, Will the Senator permit me? 


Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not suppose there was any doubt about a 
Territorial court being purely the creature of a statute. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not think there is, and in a sense 

Mr. ALLEN. And the section of the Constitution to which the 
Senator from Wisconsin refers provides for constitutional courts 
that are to preside in different districts in the States. 

Mr. SPOONER. I agree with the Senator, but I suggest he 
does not cover the whole ground. The district courts and the 
circuit courts of the United States are,in a sense, legislative 
courts, The constitutional provision is that the judicial power 
of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court and in 
such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain 


and establish.” 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator will permit me. These Territorial 
The Senator is quite right. As I was saying 


courts are extra constitutional courts. 
Mr. SPOONER, 
a moment ago, the test to my mind is this: As to Territorial courts, 
we may make the tenure of the judges of the Territorial courts 
what we choose. We may make it one year; we may make it four 
yous we may make it ten years, or we make it, if we adopt a 

d and, I think, a vicious policy, during good behavior; but with 
the tenure of the office of the judge of the inferior courts men- 
tioned in article 3 we have nothing whatever to do. Once we 
create the court and the Constitution fixes the tenure. It is not 
poine for Congress to make it any less than during good be- 

avior. 

That is not all there is to it. The judge of the constitutional 
court can not be removed by the President of the United States. 
He can only be removed by the Senate of the United States upon 
an 3 We have the power to provide that the ju 
of the Territorial court—and that power has been often exelent 
and it has been sustained by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in the McAllister case and other cases—may be removed 
by the President of the United States. It is beyond our power to 
make any such provision for the removal of a judge of a consti- 
tutional court. 

So I say, if my friend, the Senator from Alabama, will give me 
for one moment his attention, that in my opinion this section, as 
it is drawn, providing no limit to the tenure, saying nothing, in 
fact, as to the tenure of the judge, will be governed by the gen- 
eral provisions of the Revised Statutes as to Territorial judges, 
and will make the tenure of the judge four years. In all the leg- 
islation from the beginning this fact has been recognized, that 
there is a distinction under the Constitution between the Federal 
court in a State and the Territorial courts. We may clothe the 
Territorial court with the powers of a Federal judge; in other 
words, as we have the law side of the court and the equity side of 
the court, we may so frame our legislation that the court shall 
have the Territorial or local side on the one hand, and on the other 
hand the Federal side; but in my view we can not make the court 
a constitutional court with the tenure of the judge fixed by the 
Constitution. 

Mr. Bacon and Mr. NELSON addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to both Senators. 

Mr. NELSON. I thought the Senator from Wisconsin was 
through. 

Mr. SPOONER. No. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair recognizes the Sen- 
ator from Georgia. u, 

Mr. BACON. I quite agree with the Senator from Wisconsin 
as to the purpose which he favors in apps of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Colorado, I quite agree with almost 
all he has said. and I do not wish to be understood as now dis- 
agreeing with him on the particular point which I suggest to him. 
I do so for the purpose of getting his views. 

Section 1 of Article III is in these words: 

The judicial power of the United States, shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. 

The Senator in reading that draws the conclusion that that re- 
fers, in the use of the United States,” to the Union of States, 
and from that he deduces the conclusion that it would be uncon- 
stitutional, aside from the question of policy, to establish one of 
these constitutional courts in a Territory. Did I understand the 
Senator correctly? 

Mr. SPOONER. I say it has always been the theory upon 
which our legislation has proceeded that the constitutional court 
was the Federal court in the States and not in the Territories. 

Mr. BACON. I quite agree with that. I understood the Sena- 
tor to go further and to say that in his opinion it would be beyond 
the power of Congress to establish in a Territory one of these con- 
stitutional courts? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think that is true, 
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Mr. BACON. I want to ask the consideration by the Senator 
of this question. The language is: 


The judicial power of the United States, shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. 


The Senator says that that refers to the Union of States by the 
use of the words United States.“ The question I desire to ask 
the Senator is this: I presume there will be no question about the 
fact that the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court in its appellate 
capacity would cover the Territories, although it would be beyond 
the territorial area of the Union of States. A 

Mr. SPOONER. It covers the territory if we provide by the 
act for writs of error from the territory. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator does not catch the point of my in- 

uiry. I presume it will be conceded that the jurisdiction of the 
8 Jourt would go beyond the territory represented by the 
Union of States. Now, the question I desire to ask the Senator, 
not for the purpose of taking issue with him, but for the p 
of asking his consideration of the point, is this: If the language 
used would extend the jurisdiction of the Supreme Court beyond 
the territorial limits of the Union of States, would not the same 
language, in case it was seen proper by Congress under this clause 
to establish one of these inferior courts in the territory, also au- 
thorize the extension of the jurisdiction? 

It is simply, if the Senator will pardon me, a suggestion in con- 
nection with what I understood to be his proposition, that the 
Congress would have no power to establish a constitutional court 
recognized in section 1 of Article III in a Territory, if it saw fit to 
establish a judicial circuit there. I repeat, I do not do this for the 
purpose of taking issue with the general conclusion to which the 
Senatcr comes. I think the amendment of the Senator from Col- 
orado is eminently correct, and I shall certainly support it. That 
amendment will very largely remove one of the principal objec- 
tions I have to the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator from Wisconsin was 
through. 

Mr. President, I have already said in the consideration of this 
bill as much as I care to say upon the question now raised by the 
proposed amendment. I rise, therefore, not for the purpose of 
again debating or arguing the pronon ion so raised, but only to 
express my dissent from what I understand to be the proposition 
of the Senator from Wisconsin, that the Congress of the United 
States can not establish a constitutional court in the Territories 
of the United States. ; 

Congress can not, I agree with him, establish a constitutional 
court within the territory of the United States outside the Union 
if Congress proceed under the clause of the Constitution em- 

owering Congress to legislate for the Territories; but I do not 
Buoy of any reason why Congress may not proces under the 
judicial article of the Constitution, if it should see fit to do so, in 
establishing a court in the Territories. I understand that the very 
first territory we acquired was so legislated for ws Congress when 
Congress undertook to establish a court for it, By the act creat- 
ing a Territorial government for Louisiana—— 

$ . SPOONER. I yielded for a question to the Senator from 
2 Did the Senator from Ohio suppose I had yielded the 

oor? 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator had concluded 

Mr. SPOONER. Ihave not. 

Mr. FORAKER. Or I should not have proceeded. If you will 
allow me, I can say all I want to in a moment, and then you can 
proceed, or I will give way to you now, as you prefer. 

Mr, SPOONER. No; go ahead. 

Mr. FORAKER, 1 should not have presumed to interrupt you, 
but [ thought you were through. 

By the act establishing a Territorial e for Louisiana, 
passed in 1804, Congress did create, as I understand it, a constitu- 
tional court. Clearly the Congress so understood its own action 
at that time, for after providing for Territorial courts and con- 
ferring upon them their jurisdiction and fixing the tenure of the 
judges, then Congress proceeded to make the Territory of Louisi- 
ana a district, and to provide a court for the district, and to pro- 
vide a judge for the court, and Congress did not undertake to say 
what should be the tenure. Evidently Congress was proceeding 
upon the theory that the tenure would be a life tenure; and if you 


will consult the record, you will find, I am informed, that pursu- 
ant to that legislation a judge was appointed who held for quite a 
long term of years—until after the State was incorporated into the 
Union. It was not for four years, nor ten years, nor for any 
number of years, but evidently intended to be a tenure for good 
behavior, as the Constifution provides. 

Mr. President, what shows conclusively to my mind that Con- 


gress thought they were establishing a constitutional court, and 
were intending to establish a constitutional court, is the fact that 
the jurisdiction they conferred upon the court is the same juris- 
diction that was conferred by the judiciary act of 1789 on the 
court of the Kentucky district. z 

Mr. HOAR. May I ask the Senator from Ohio one question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator think that Congress could estab- 
lish in the same Territory,if it saw fit, a constitutional court and 
a court not constitutional? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam using the term ‘constitutional ” in con- 
tradistinction to the term Territorial” or ‘‘legislative.” All 
courts must be constitutional in the sense that they are authorized 
by the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. I understand. 

Mr. FORAKER. I say this, if the Senator will allow me: It 
is competent for Congress, and Congress has usually so proceeded, 
to establish a Territorial or legislative court, proceeding under 


that clause of the Constitution authorizing Congress to legislate © 


for the Territories; and the Supreme Court, in probably every in- 
stance where it has passed upon that question, has said that it ap- 
pears that Congress was undertaking to establish a Territorial in 
contradistinction to a constitutional court, because Congress has 
fixed the tenure for a number of years, or Congress has conferred 
a local jurisdiction that does not properly belong to a constitu- 
tional court of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR, The Senator does not quite apprehend my ques- 
tion. I wish to understand him. The Senator says that Congress 
may establish in a Territory Territorial courts. Of course no- 

y doubts that. In the next place the Senator says, as I under- 
stand him, that Congress may establish a constitutional court, by 
which I suppose he means because everything Congress does gets 
its own power from the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. ? 
Mr. HOAR. I suppose he means a court which is one of thi 
courts described in the Constitution, and he must therefore have 
a life tenure, a tenure during good behavior. Now, does the Sen- 
ator claim that both kinds of courts—because that will be the 
test of another question I should like to ask him by and by—can 
be established by Congress in the same Territory? That is what 
we are doing now if we are going to have a constitutional court. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not so understand it. What we are do- 
ing now is to establish certain Territorial courts for Hawaii. 

Mr. HOAR, But I understand, if the Senator will pardon me, 
that the debate is upon the proposition suggested by the Senator 
from Colorado. Haying i. ed the ordinary courts, with their 
four years’ tenure, and divided the Territory of Hawaii amon 
them, now the Senator from Colorado moves another court, whic 
he proposes to call the district court, which does not have its 
tenure provided for by the enactment which creates it, and which 
is claimed by him, or at any rate by some Senator in the debate, 
I do not say by him, to be a constitutional court. I understand 
the Senator from Ohio is defending the right to do that thing in 
the Hawaiian bill, to do it in a bill which already has in it pro- 
visions for Territorial courts with a four-years tenure; and I 
wish to know whether in the Senator's judgment, he having given 
me his opinion in favor of the validity of the constitutionality of 
this amendment, he thinks that a constitutional court and a Ter- 
ritorial court may be established with authority over the same 
Territory. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, Mr. President, I do not think I fully 
comprehend what it is the Senator wants me to make answer to. 
If he will only allow me to conclude what I was undertaking to 
aay; Iknow he can understand what is in my mind. 

r. HOAR. If my honorable friend will allow me to make 
myself clear, then, by one further question—— 

. FORAKER. I would rather the Senator would wait until 
I get through. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not want to talk; I want to learn; and I am 
applying to one of the highest authorities I know of, who was 
expressing his opinion on the very question. 

. FORAKER, Iam trying to give my opinion to the Sena- 
tor, and I will take great pleasure in giving it for whatever it 
may be worth; but the Senator, by interrupting me before I had 
concluded, has stated with respect to my opinion some things that 
are not exactly accurate. 

Mr. HOAR. I only asked a question with the Senator’s leave. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly; I appreciate that; and I wanted to 
conclude a sentence; and that would perhaps convey to you all 
the information that you desire to obtain from me. 

What I was undertaking to say had reference to a provision 
that is found in the bill, as I have already said before in this de- 
bate, and that is one reason why I have been less particular to go 
over it carefully now. Whether you call it a constitutional court 
or a Territorial court, it is within the power of Congress to create 
exactly what we have undertaken to create here, if we want to do 
it. It is a question of policy and not of power; and I say that be- 
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cause, as admitted by the Senator from Wisconsin, we have a 
right to give to the judge for whom we provide a life tenure, if 
we see fit, although it is a Territorial court. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not denied that. 


1 FORSEER: I say the Senator from Wisconsin has ad- 
mitted it. 

Mr. SPOONER. But will the Senator from Ohio permit me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Can we give him a four years’ tenure? 

Mr. FORAKER. We can give him a four years’ tenure or a 
four months’ tenure. 

Mr. SPOONER. Can we give to the judge of a constitutional 
court an Ho Fy than a life tenure? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not; and I have said that as re- 

atedly as I have had occasion to say it in the course of this de- 

te. But what I want to say is that there are two provisions in 
the Constitution under either one of which Congress may proceed 
in legislating for a court ina Territory. It can pr under 
that authorizing it to legislate for Territories, and then, of course, 
it will create a Territorial court. But I do not know of anything 
in the Constitution that prevents Con from proceeding under 
the judicial article to create a court that would have a life tenure 
and have the constitutional jurisdiction. 

Now, ordinarily, they have given to the Territorial courts a 

urisdiction that was not the constitutional jurisdiction, and the 
preme Court of the United States has pointed to that fact as a 
reason why the legislation was intended to create a Territorial 
court, or that Con has given less than a life tenure as another 
reason why it should be regarded asa Territorialcourt. Now, Isay, 
and that is all I want to say about it, we have a right to create a 
court for that Territory, and in creating that court we can pro- 
ceed under the power to legislate for the Territories given in the 
Constitution or under the judicial article of the Constitution. 

Now, when they legislated for the Territory of Louisiana, un- 
doubtedly they proceeded under the judicial article of the Consti- 
tution, for what they did when they created a court for Louisiana 
was to say that Louisiana should be a district and should have a 
district court, and the judge of the district court should have the 
constitutional jurisdiction; and they said the jurisdiction of that 
judge should be precisely the jurisdi iction conferred by the act of 
1789 on the court for the Kentucky district. Nobody will pretend 
that the Kentucky district was not a constitutional court. 

When they came to fix the tenure, having given to that court 
the constitutional jurisdiction, they gave to it the constitutional 
tenure. That is to say, they did not fix any tenure at all. That 
meant necessarily that it was for good behavior, and in the case 
of Seré vs. Pitot, Justice Marshall, having occasion to review 
a decision of that court, referred toit asa court of the United 
States. He did not say it was a constitutional court, but he spoke 
of it as a United States court for the district of Louisiana in con- 
tradistinction to a Territorial or a legislative court in that Terri- 
tory. It seems to me, in short, that the true test by which to 
determine whether a courtis a legislative or a constitutional court 
is not locality, but jurisdiction and tenure. 

Now, all I want to say further is that if it be conceded, as the 
Senator from Wisconsin does concede, that Congress has full power, 
proceeding under that clause of the Constitution authorizing us 
to legislate for the Territories, to create a court with constitu- 
ti jurisdiction and the judge with a life tenure, then he is 
conceding all that the framers of this bill claim for this provision, 
and I do not care whether you call it a constitutional court or a 
Territorial court; the enactment will be valid, for the question 
constantly recurs, Is this section valid which we are proposing to 
enact? Is it within the power of Congress to enact it? so, as I 
think it is, then follows the question of policy, and that is all. 

Mr. SPOONER, Mr. President 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may presume after this great lapse of time 
to bring myself humbly to the attention of the Senate nin 
this debate upon this question, I yield tothe Senator from Massa- 
chusetts. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will ex- 


cuse me 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 
Mr. FORAKER, If I interrupted him improperly, 
Mr. SPOONER. Ido. 
Mr. FORAKER. I was particular before commencing to in- 
quire whether he had concluded. 
Mr. SPOONER. I did not hear that. 
Mr. FORAKER. I thought he answered me that he had. 
Mr. HOAR. Ihave been so sy, Gee in other matters that 
I have not given the investigation I ought to give to this special 
uestion, which is imminent upon us in a thousand ways. The 
ator from Ohio has given attention to it. He is the author, 
or at any rate the sponsor, of a bill which is intended to affirm 
the legislative authority of the United States over an important 


possession lately acq 


Now, the question which I put to him was an exceedingly prac- 
tical question in regard to the very matter on which we are goi 
to vote when we vote next on this bill, to wit, whether in a bil 
which already contains a provision for five ordinary Territorial 
judges, which I concede and which he affirms, and you may add 
with jurisdiction over the entire Territory is within the power of 
Congress, a constitutional court with the constitutional life ten- 
ure, having its authority under the clause in the Constitution 
which provides for the creation of judicial officers other than the 
Supreme Court of the United States, I asked my honorable friend 
whether in his judgment he thought we could have the two kinds 
of court in the same possession. 

Mr. FORAKER. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; that is What 

Mr. FORAKER. I aouen" I was misunderstanding the Sena- 
tor a moment ago, because I had been just saying that. 

Mr. HOAR. ThatisallI asked him, and I put it as preliminary 
to another question. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now let me add what u 
ence is true, as well as upon reason, or what 
be the reason of the case. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. Iagree with the Senator that we can 
establish each kind of a court separately. Now, then, if we can 
establish both kinds of court for the same Territory, what kind 
of law, fundamental law, is in force after you have done it? 
When you have established your constitutional court, is that to 
administer the Constitution as the valid supreme law of the place 
where it sits, or no; or can you establish a constitutional court 
over which court the Constitution of the United States has no 
authority? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I donot understand that there 
is any difficulty about that. 

Mr. HOAR. I have difficulty about it. 

Mr. FORAKER. The constitutional court is fixed by the Con- 
stitution itself, Con could confer upon it additional juris- 
diction undoubtedly, but when we speak of a constitutional court 
we mean acourt, as I understand it, that has the jurisdiction that 
is conferred by the Constitution, 

Mr. HOAR. And the tenure. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, if you will consider, I do not think 
zon will find any difficulty such as the Senator seems to have in 

is mind. No matter where the court may sit, the judge is an 
officer appointed by the President of the United States, serving 
the United States, and under an oath of office that requires him 


m our own experi- 
at least conceive to 


to poppers the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. That is it exactly. 

Mr. FORAKER. And whenever he is called upon to admin- 
ister law he must administer it, of course, in accordance with the 


statutes and the Constitution of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. Exactly. Then when you have got a constitu- 
tional court enactment by Congress, if I now understand the 
Senator, you have got the Constitution of the United States there 
to be administered and applied. 

Mr. FORAKER. You have it—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let me state now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

= HOAR. Iam not putting a question, but making a state- 
ment. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is so easy to answer that I am impatient. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps it will not 

Mr. FORAKER. I beg your pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps the Senator’s impatience is what makes 
him think it is easy to answer. It may be barely possible. I only 
suggest it. Now, my proposition is that if we concede, first, that 
the United States has the authority to establish a constitutional 
court; second, thatit has lawfully doneit; and third, that havin 
lawfully exercised that authority the Constitution of the Unit 
States in all its provisions has extended to the terri within the 
jurisdiction of the United States, you can not escape the corollary 
that the Constitution is in force there, and that duties must be 
uniform, that exports from that place can not be taxed, that the 
persons in that Territory are citizens, that they have the right to 
go wherever in the United States they choose, and that everything 
the Senator from Ohio has by the right of his citizenship every 
dweller, every person on that soil, born there or lawfully there 
under the act acquiring it, has by the right of his ner peo S 
Now, I should like to know from my honorable friend how 
escapes that result? 

Mr. FORAKER, With very great pleasure, 
goer SPOONER. Now will the Senator yield to me? [Laugh- 


-] 

Mr. FORAKER. I think in view of the very concise and di- 
rect question that was put to me by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts. I mesg tad say a word in answer; but I will yield to the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin with very great pleasure, for I know we have 
unduly trespassed upon him. 
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Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Ohio will not yield to me, 
I will yield to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I can say it in a moment, and I will be care- 
ful to take but a moment about it, in view of the way we are rob- 
bing the Senator of his time. It seems to me that a complete 
answer to all that is involved in the question of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, if I rightly understand the question, is found in 
simply recalling the office of a court. What the court is called 
upon to do is to decide legal propositions that arise and are 


brought before it. 
Mr. HOAR. To support the Constitution. 
Mr. FORAKER. For instance, the judge who was appointed 


and who qualifies by taking an oath of office to support the Con- 
stitution of the United States is to decide all cases in law and 
equity arising under this Constitution, thelaws of the United States, 
and treaties made or which shall be made under their authority. 
His jurisdiction shall extend to all cases affecting ambassadors, 
paer ponte ministers, and consuls, etc. The Senator is familiar 
with it all. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Ohio allow me to inter- 
rupt him a minute? 

Tr. FORAKER. Yes, certainly. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to call his attention to the fact that the 
question of the Senator from Massachusetts was intended to raise 
an entirely different question. The question was intended simply 
to raise the fact as to whether the Constitution of the United 
States goes into the Territory of Hawaii, and the inquiry was not 
involved in the matter we are discussing now. 

Mr, HOAR. Or to all Territories everywhere. 

Mr. FORAKER. Whatever may have been in the Senator’s 
mind, my answer to it is, to be brief about it, that the court sits 
to settle controversies arising under the Constitution and the 
laws; and if two citizens of the ‘United States have a question 
arising between them in Ohio or elsewhere they can litigate it in 
any court that has jurisdiction of the subject-matter and of the 
parties, no matter where that court may be situated. But the 
court having jurisdiction to pass judgment in such a case would 
not have anything to do with the political or governmental oper- 
ation of the Constitution, either one way or the other. 

It would be perfectly competent for this court to try yonder in 
Hawaii, if it had jurisdiction of the parties and the subject-matter, 
any sort of controversy arising here or arising elsewhere under 
the Constitution and lawsof the United States, and render its de- 
cision in accordance therewith, without regard to whether the 
Constitution was in force there as an organic law or not, the 
sole question in that respect being whether the case was one aris- 
ing, not necessarily there, but pe poses under the Constitution 
or the laws or the treaties, etc., of the United States. 

Mr. HOAR. May J ask the Senator one more question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Is there, in his judgment, any part of the Consti- 


tution which the court, so appointed and so sworn, would not be |- 


bound to support? 

Mr. FO ER. No. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will not the Senator take that up in the dis- 
cussion of the Puerto Rican case? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; Iam sorry I can not follow this out to 
the end with the Senator from Massachusetts now, but I recog- 
ETE right of the Senator from Wisconsin to the floor, and 1 


yield. 

Mr. SPOONER. If I may be permitted to use a slang phrase, I 
have been “lost in the shuffle.“ I have no regret for inter- 
ruptions of the Senator from Ohio, except that from my stand- 
poms he has interjected into my observations a great deal of judi- 
cial error. 

The Senator from Ohio says, as I understood him, thatif we are 
creating under section 1 of Article II a constitutional court for the 
Territory we can createa constitutional judge there. Well, if we 
were creating under section 1 of Article III a constitutional court 
for the Territory, of course we would create a constitutional judge 


ere. 
I understood the Senator to admit that if we were proceeding 
under the general sovereignty of the United States over these Ter- 
ritories, under that article which gives to Congress the power to 
make rules and regulations respec the Territory and other 
property of the United States, we could not create a constitutional 
court in the Territory, the tenure of the ju of which court 
would be fixed by the Constitution rather than by the act of Con- 
press. 5 8 the Senator = 1 is what the 
ogicians wi a petitio principii. It begs entire ques- 
tion in dispute between that tor and myself. He —— 
that we may, under section 1 of Article III, create a constitutional 
court in the Territory the tenure of whose judge is fixed by the 
Constitution at life and whose tenure is beyond the legislative 


jurisdiction. 
That is precisely the proposition which I deny, That is pre- 


cisely the proposition which is in dispute between us. The Su- 
preme Court of the United States oftentimes has declared that in 
creating courts in Territories we did not proceed under section 1 
of Article III, but we did proceed under the other clause of the 
77700 ioe LECHII can rele pecomer 
an ons respecting the i and other proper 
of the United States. Chief Justice Marshall says in the case of 
The Insurance Company vs. Canter that they are legislative courts, 

Mr. FORAKER, Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator will permit me, I leave the city 
to-morrow, and I am anxious to get through. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am called out of the Chamber now. Will 
the Senator allow me just one word? 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, and I have allowed the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly you have, and you have been so 
generous and so kind that we keep on interrupting you when we 
ought not to do so. What I want to say is that it was true, as said 
in the Canter case and in all the cases to which the Senator refers, 
that the courts under consideration were Territorial or legislative 
courts, but they point out why they were so, because they, by 
tenure or jurisdiction, were shown to be such. The court, in 
other words, in all those cases was considering what Congress had 
done—not what Con might do. 

Mr. SPOONER. e Senator from Ohio 

Mr. FORAKER. I have to go now. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Ohio has fallen into the 
strange position that the vy ree why the Supreme Court of the 
United States has decided that the Territorial courts were Terri- 
torial courts in contradistinction from constitutional courts was 
that the term of the judge was limited. That is a great mistake. 
The test is not whether we may make the tenure of the judge of 
a Territorial court for life, but the test is whether we can do any- 
thing else. That is the question. 

As I said a few moments ago, Congress may, proceeding under 
the Territorial clause of the Constitution, if I may so call it, cre- 
ate these courts and give them such jurisdiction as Congress sees 
fit. We may fix the term of the court and of the judge at four 
years or ten years or during good behavior; and we may provide 
that those judges may be removed by the President. 

But Congress has no more to say about the tenure of office of a 
constitutional judge than the Emperor of China has. Once create 
the district court under this article of the Constitution, you need 
say nothing abont the tenure of office of the judge. If you make 
it four years, it is unavailable. If it is one of the inferior courts 
mentioned by that constitutional provision in which is vested the 
judicial ee of the United States, the Constitution fixes the 
tenure of the judge. Lou have no more power to provide that 
the President may remove the judge of a constitutional court (by 
that I mean one of the inferior courts mentioned in that section 
and article of the Constitution) than you have the power to take 
my life without u trial or giving me my day in court. 

othing is plainer than that. Noman can dispute that. To 
say that under the other clause of the Constitution we have the 
power to confer whatever jurisdiction we please upon the Terri- 
torial court, to make the term of the judge what we please, is not 
at all inconsistent with my contention that we can not make a 
constitutional court in the Territory, because with the jurisdic- 
tion of the Territorial court and with the tenure of office of the 
Territorial judge we haye the power to do precisely what we 


ease. 

It is said here by Chief Justice Marshall, speaking of those Ter- 
ritorial courts: 

The: in virtue of th of sov- 
ereignty 55 exists in the Government or in virtue of tant ——9 which 
territory belonging to the United States. x 

I appeal from the Senator from Ohio to Chief Justice Marshall 
u that proposition. Nor is that all. It is said here in the 

i case—and there are a number of such decisions: 


The acts of Congress respecting proceedings in the United States courts 
are.concerned with and confined CCC tho 
Federal system 

The Federal system 


and as invested with the judicial pore of the United States expressly con- 
ferred by the Constitution, and to be exercised in correlation with the presence 
and jurisdiction of the several State courts and governments. 
That has been the theory of all our legislation from the be- 
ginning. 
They were not intended as exertions of that 
Congress has over the District of Colum! 
United States. 


The power to create the constitutional court comes not from 
that clause of the Constitution, but it comes from section 1 of 
Article III, which fixes the tenure of the judge. 


As before said, these acts have specific to the courts of the 
United States, ar eypio eta iga aars grear er zkoa 


municipal authori 
and the — iR 
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Again, the court says in this case: 


Courts of this kind, whether created by an act of Congress or a Territorial 
statute, are not, in strictness, courts of the United States; or, in other words, 
the jurisdiction with which they are invested is not a part 8 the judicial power 
defined by the third article of the Constitution, but oom e ed by Congress 
in the execution of the general powers which the legislative department 
sesses to make all the needful rules and regulations respecting the public 
territory and other public property. 

Mr. HOAR. You can change that by act of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. Of course, you can change that by act of 
Congress. Having fixed the tenure of the Territorial judge dur- 
ing good behavior, you may change it. 

he trouble with the Senator from Ohio is that while very p 
tive in his assertions he is blind while reading one clause of the 
Constitution to the judicial clause of the Constitution. I have 
admitted, and I admit now, that we have the power, in creating 
the Territorial court, to confer upon it such jurisdiction as we 
choose—admiralty jurisdiction and all; we have the power to 
make the tenure what we please. We have no such power as to 
the constitutional judge. e have the power to make the Terri- 
torial judge removable by the President. We have no such power 
as to the judge of a constitutional court. 

We may confer upon the Territorial court admiralty jurisdic- 
tion. That is a subject to which the judicial power extends in 
section 2 of Article III of the Constitution of the United States; but 
Chief Justice Marshall says in this case that that provision of the 
Constitution did not deal with the Territories; did not deal with 
the power of Congress to confer maritime jurisdiction or admi- 
ralty jurisdiction upon Territorial judges, but that it dealt with 
this proposition only: That no court within a State should have 
the right to exercise admiralty jurisdiction of the United States 
except the Federal court, the constitutional court. 

It has been said, and I myself so thought when I first considered 
it, that this decision of the Supreme Court in Insurance Company 
vs. Canter, holding that Congress could extend to a Territorial 
court admiralty jurisdiction, militates against the proposiMon 
which I have been forced, as a matter of investigation and reason, 
to maintain here, but it does not. Chief Justice Marshall says in 
this case: 

A case in admiralty does not, in fact, arise under the Constitution or laws 


of the United States. These cases are as old as navigation itself; and the 
law, admiralty and maritime. as it has existed for ages, is applied by our 


‘Territorial law that we are to look for the grant of admiralty and maritime 
jurisdiction to the Territorial courts. Consequently, if that jurisdiction is 
exclusive, it is not made so by the reference to the district court of Kentucky. 


To which the Senator referred a few moments ago. Now, the 
court said: 

Although admiralty jurisdiction can be exercised in the States in those courts 
only which are established in pursuance A the third article of the Constitution, 
the same limitation does not extend to the Territories. 

There is a specific declaration that the admiralty jurisdiction 
mentioned in the second section of Article III of the Constitution 
as one of the pos of Federal jurisdiction was not intended to 
apply or to refer to the courts in the Territories, but is intended 
cals to refer to the Federal courts or the constitutional courts 
erected by Congress within the boundaries of the States. 

The Supreme Court, in the McAllister case, say that this power 
was intended to be exercised in correlation with the presence and 

jurisdiction of the several State courts and governments.” 

We can give the admiralty jurisdiction to the Territorial court, 
because it is an ancient jurisdiction, and because Congress, as the 
court many times has said, has plenary power, under that clause 
of the Constitution which gives it the power to make rules and 
regulations respecting the Territories, to confer that jurisdiction 
upon a Territorial court. I care not what you call it. You may 
call it a district court; you may call it a court of the United 
States; you may by statute place a Federal side on the Territorial 
court and call that a court of the United States, as contradistin- 

hed from a Territorial court. The Supreme Court of the 
nited States within the last year has recognized that distinction, 
based upon the statutes of the United States. But my proposition 
is that where you create a district court, as is attempted to be done 
by this bill, the section remaining silent as to the tenure of office, 
that tenure will not be for life, as the Constitution makes the 
tenure of the constitutional judge, but will fall under the general 
3 ok the Revised Statutes fixing the tenure of four years 

or all Territorial judges. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. In one moment. 

Take the Orleans case, referred to by the Senator from Ohio. 
The court there was called a district court in the Territory; you 
may call this a district court, if you choose. The judge there was 
called a district judge; you may call this judge a district judge. 
But, after all, it is not the shadow, it is the substance, we are 
after; and calling a court a district court and making the term of 
the judge during good behavior does not make it a constitutional 


court or a court created under section 1 of Article III of the Consti- 
tution. When Louisiana was admitted into the Union, thatcourt 
and that judge were superseded. What better evidence could 
there be that that was a statutory or Territorial court as contra- 
distinguished from a constitutional tribunal? The con:titutional 
judge is not superseded by any act of Congress and could not be 
superseded by any act of Congress. 

Mr. CHILTON. You may abolish the office. 

Mr. SPOONER. You may, as I was about to say, abolish the 
office, but you can not abolish the tenure nor limit the term. The 
distinction between the two courts, perhaps more theoretical 
in one sense than practical, is, to my mind, as clear as any propo- 
sition in law. 

I am prepared to concede that there is very great force in the 
argument made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] 
that the court which is to deal with admiralty questions over in 
the islands of Hawaii should be a more permanent court, so far 
as the tenure of the judge is concerned, than the ordinary Terri- 
torial court, because of its isolation, because they are islands of 
the sea, and because, in the very nature of things, the admiralty 
jurisdiction in all its phases will be more often invoked than per- 
haps in some of the settled States of this Union. 

If that be true, Mr. President, we have the right to fix the term 
of this judge for longer than four years, if that is thought wise; 
and it may be wise for this reason, that ibly you could not, if 
the term were only four years, induce a judge of adequate experi- 
ence and ability to abandon his practice and move away from our 
own people to take judicial office over there. 

But that does not reach at all the question I am discussing. 
The very fact that we may makeit a ten-year tenure, that we may 
make it fifteen years, or whatever we c , shows beyond any 
possible question that that judge does not fall within the class of 
constitutional judges, with whose term or tenure we have nothing 
whatever to do here and over whose term we have no power or 
jurisdiction whatever. 

xr N Will the Senator permit me to make a sug- 
gestion 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will pardon me, I shall do so 
in one moment. 

Really, the whole point of my proposition was this, to call to 
the attention of the Senator from Alabama this suggestion: If it 
be important in the interests of that people—and we all want to 
serve the interests of that people, however we may have felt about 
their annexation—if it be important to give to the judges of that 
courta tonger tenure than four years, it should be provided in the 
section, and the section should not be left as it is—silent upon the 
question of tenure, on the theory that we are creating a consti- 
tutional court there. 

Mr. MORGAN. The Senator appealed to me, and I suppose he 
will submit to an interruption. 

Mr. SPOONER. Always. 

Mr. MORGAN. Itis not merely important for the interests of 
those people that we should have a Federal court there 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I can not agree with the views 
expressed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], I 


Mr. SPOONER. I yielded to the Senator from Alabama pos 
Morgan]. When he has concluded I shall then yield to the Sen- 
ator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to reply to the Senator from—— 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the Senator will allow me to make a 
remark before he does so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has recognized the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON]. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I wish to reply briefly to the 
Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator yield to me for one minute 
before he replies to him, and then he will have something more to 
reply to? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Min- 
nesota yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. NELSON. Les. 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President, from the foundation of the 
Government the practice has been to remove judges of the Terri- 
torial courts by the President on the ground that they were not 
provided for by the Constitution. That has never been questioned 
once in any judicial decision that I know of. Judge McLean con- 
tended that they were constitutional courts, and that the Presi- 
dent, therefore, did not that power. You will find one of 

dissenting opinions to that effect. But the court held that it 
was not in the power of Congress to create judges of the Terri- 
tories whom the President could not remove; that they were not 
constitutional judges within the purview of the Constitution; 
that they were simply legislative judges, created by the legi 
tures of the Territories, and subject to removal by the President. 
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Mr. HOAR. Did not the statute the court was expounding con- 
tain the power of removal? 

Mr.STEWART. No; thestatuteisentirely silent on that point, 
and precisely that yay 8 750 85 arose, and it xvas ably discussed 
and deliberately decided by the Supreme Court that Congress 
could not provide a judge for a Territory whom the President 
could not remove; that itcould not fix a term, against the wishes 
of the President toremove the judge. That has been the practice, 
and it is sanctioned by the Supreme Court, Congress can fix the 
term of the judge at ten years or twenty years, but that will not 
make it so if the President sees fit to remove him. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the argument of the Senator 
from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], as well as the argument of the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], is founded, I think, upon 
failing to make the proper distinction. There is in every Terri- 
tory, as there is in every State, a double jurisdiction, There is a 
local jurisdiction in our organized Territories arising under local 
laws of their own legislatures and the common-law system which 
has been applied to such Territories. That is Territorial juris- 
diction. Now, when a court is created to take jurisdiction over 

that subject-matter, which is akin to the jurisdiction that the 
State courts have in the States, it is a Territorial court, and exer- 
cises Territorial jurisdiction, and is created under that clause of 
the Constitution which gives Congress the power to regulate and 
to control the Territories, x 

The decisions which the Senator from Wisconsin has quoted say 
that the Territorial courts are legislative courts. True; and why 
are they legislative courts? Because those courts are given that 
peculiar jurisdiction which is local to the Territories and is not 
the jurisdiction giyen in the third article of the Constitution to 
the Federal courts. In all those instances where we have created 
Territorial courts we have equip them and given them, first of 
all, jurisdiction of their localjurisprudence. Then, in addition to 
that, we have given them, to a limited extent, jurisdiction of Fed- 
eral jurisprudence. If we have aright to extend to those Terri- 
torial courts a part of the Federal jurisprudence of the country, 
we have aright to extend it and give it to other courts. There 
can be no trouble. The court established in this bill is, in one 
sense, a constitutional court. Article III, section 1, of the Consti- 
tution reads as follows: 

The judicial power of the United Sta 
Court, and in such inferior courts as the 
ordain and establish. 

Technically, there is only one court established by the Constitu- 
tion in terms, and that is the Supreme Court of the United States; 
but Congress is given power to establish inferior courts under 
this article; and what are those inferior courts? The second sec- 
tion of this article mentions them: 

SEC. 2. The judicial power shall extend to all cases, in law and equity, aris- 
ing under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and treaties made, 
or which shall be made, under their authority; to all cases affecting ambassa- 
dors, other public ministers and consuls;—to all cases of admiralty and mari- 
time ju iction;—to controversies to which the United States shall be a 
party;—to controversies between two or more States;—between a State and 
citizens of another State;—between citizens of different States;—between 
citizens of the same State claiming lands under grants of different States, 
ana Desmeon a State, or the citizens thereof, and foreign states, citizens or 
su 

That measures and determines what is a Federal court or not— 
a court that has given to it that jurisdiction; and that is pre- 
cisely the jurisdiction referred toin the judiciary act. A court 
that has no other jurisdiction than that is a constitutional court. 
Section 88 of this bill gives the court provided for here no other 
jurisdiction. That is exactly the jurisdiction that is given to the 
United States district and circuit courts in the States, and that 
is n the jurisdiction here given by the Constitution. So 
this court is purely a constitutional court, and the only part of 
the argument of the Senator from Wisconsin that I can 
with is that the judge of such a court would hold his office for 
life, as provided in Article III of the Constitution. 

The other question which the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] injected into this debate 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is wrong in the statement he 
made a moment ago. 

Mr. NELSON. Allow me to say to the Senator and then I 
will answer him—none of the decisions he has quoted is germane 
to this question, for the reason that in every one of those cases 
the courts were properly legislative courts and not constitutional 
courts, because they had the local territorial jurisdiction confined 
to them. The court provided for in this bill has none of that 
jurisdiction, and hence it is not a legislative court in the sense 
laid down in those decisions. Now I will hear the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator did not understand me as 
saying that the Territorial courts, no matter what the jurisdiction 
given them, are constitutional courts. 

Mr. NELSON. Is this a legislative court provided in this sec- 
tion of the bill? Let me ask the Senator, does this section in the 
bill give this court any other jurisdiction than is given by section 
2 of Article III of the Constitution? 


shall be vested in one Supreme 
longress may from time to time 


Mr. SPOONER. Of course not. 

Mr. NELSON. If it has no other jurisdiction, why is it not, 
0 much a court of the United States as a similar court in a 

ta 

Mr. SPOONER, If the Senator wants me to answer that ques- 
tion, Iwill do so. I admit that it is within the power of Congress 
to confer all this jurisdiction upon Territorial courts. Ido not 

ute that at all. $ 
r. NELSON. This can not be a legislative court. 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a legislative court. 

Mr. NELSON. It isa legislative court in the sense that the 
district courts and the circuits courts in the Territories are. They 
have all been created by act of Congress. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the district courts and the circuit courts 
of the United States are in some sense legislative courts, 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the term or tenure of the judges of those 
courts is for life. 

Mr. NELSON. Is it not here? Would not this tenure be for 
life? Isay, then, we agree that this tenure is for life. 

Mr. SPOONER. We have the right to make the tenure of the 
Territorial judge what we choose. 

Mr. NELSON. Not where you give him nothing but Territorial 
jurisdiction. Let me read the Constitution and see: 

The judicial power of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme 
Court, and in such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time 
ordain and establish. The judges, both of the Supreme and inferior courts, 
shall hold their offices during good behavior. 

When this court is created, if at all, it will owe its existence 
its jurisdiction, and its life to Article III of the Constitution. 

Mr, SPOONER. Not at all. 

Mr. NELSON. Yes, sir; because it has none of that local juris- 
diction that is given in the case of the others. 

Let me read here the lawin reference tothe Territory of Minne- 
sota bearing upon this, and then the Senator will be able to see the 
difference, By the organic act of the Territory of Minnesota, the 
local Territorial courts were established—the district courts and 
the supreme court—and then, in connection with it, there is this 
clause added: 

And each of the said district courts shall have and exercise the same juris- 


diction, in all cases arising under the Constitution and laws of the United 
States, as is vested in the circuit and district courts of the United States. 


That is, conferring Federal jurisdiction on local Territorial 
courts. Here in this bill you have a separate and distinct Terri- 
torial court, and this courthere has nothing of territorial jurisdic- 
tion. No case arising under the local law, under local statutes, or 
under local jurisprudence could be tried in this court, but only cases 
that would come under the judiciary act, or under Article III of the 


Constitution would be within the pale of the jurisdiction of this, 


court, 

Mr. ALLISON. Did those judges hold for life? 

Mr. NELSON, I think, under this clause of the Constitution, 
Hey would, 

r. ALLISON, But did they? They were Territorial judges. 

Mr. NELSON. They were Territorial judges because they had 
a double jurisdiction, but this court has not such jurisdiction. In 
all these other cases that you have referred to and which are cited 
in the courts they had a double jurisdiction. They had a Terri- 
torial jurisdiction and a Federal jurisdiction. ey were not 
pure Federal courts. But the court established by this section is 
a pure Federal court, with no jurisdiction of the local jurispru- 
dence in the Territory of Hawaii. Hence, if we have the power to 
create it at all, it must be under this third article of the Constitu- 
tion; and if it is a court under that clause and under that power, 
the judge will have life tenure. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me? I want to modify 
my amendment by making it clear. It reads: 

Said court shall have, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction of district 
Suris of the United States, jurisdiction of all cases cognizable in a circuit 

I desire to add after that of the United States,” so that there 
will be no question about it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
has a right to modify his amendment. 

Mr. TELLER, I have a right to modify it, and I modify it as I 
have indicated. ‘ 

Mr. BACON. Without detaining the Senate, if the Senator will 
pardon me, I wish to call the attention of the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker] to the fact that the act creating the Louisiana 
court, upon which he has commented, required that the salary of 
the judge should be paid out of the revenues of the Territory, 
which plainly indicates that it was not the purpose of Congress to 
make it a constitutional court. Otherwise the salary would cer- 
tainly have been gun out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not see in that any conclusive argument. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply suggest that as a fact. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not see any reason why in a Territory we 
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can not, if we see fit, provide that the judge shall be paid out of 
the revenues of the Territory or out of its treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. Should not the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado as modified be read? 

Mr. CULLOM, It has been read. 

Mr. HOAR. T ask that the amendment of the Senator from 
Colorado as modified be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified 


will be read. 
The SECRETARY. On page 43 it is proposed to strike ont all of 
section 88 down to and including the word ‘‘court,” on line 5 of 


page 44, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 


in i 

for the said district; and said judge, attorney, and marshal 
shall hold office for four years, unless sooner removed by the Presi i 
court shall have, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction of district courts of 


court. Vries — appeals from said district court shall be had and 
allowed to the circuit court of appeals in the Ninth judicial circuit, in the 
same manner as writs of error and a sare allowed from circuit courts to 
circuit courts of appeals as provid y law. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to ask the Senator if he does not in- 
tend to insert a provision also as to the method of impaneling 
juries, etc.? 

Mr. TELLER. Les; I will do that later. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, we have enough questions now 
before the Senate, I believe, to engage our attention for a while, 
atleast. The judicial power of the United States under our Fed- 
eral Constitution and our State constitutions is divided into two 
branches, one of which is a Federal e or Federal jurisdiction, 
exercised exclusively under the authority and power of the Fed- 
eral Government, the Government located at Washington, the 
other a State jurisdiction, which is local, which has nothing to do 
with the enforcement of Federal law, and not to be en- 
gaged in the exercise of that part of the judicial power. It is 
5 inct. 

The gress of the United States, being in supreme sovereign 
authority over the Territories, has the right to establish in these 
Territories courts that combine the local powers that belong to 
State courts with the Federal power. That is in virtue of the 
fact of the supremacy of the jurisdiction of Congress over the 
subject. It has the power of the States to establish local courts 
or courts of local jurisdiction, 9 to local affairs, and also 
the power of Con to establish Federal courts with Federal 
jurisdiction over Federal affairs. 

The eighty-eighth section of this bill was intended to establish 
in the district of Hawaiia pure Federal district court. Of course, 
a pure Federal district court is a court of life tenure, fixed by the 
Constitution. Hitherto, in the organization of Territories, Con- 
gress has exercised the dual power of conferring upon the supreme 
court of the Territory or the district court of the Territory juris- 
diction over local affairs, and also a certain jurisdiction in re- 
spect of Federal affairs. That is perfectly legitimate. Congress 
has the right to do it. Equally, [contend, Congress has the right 
to separate the jurisdictions there and establish one jurisdiction 
for local affairs anda jurisdiction for Federal affairs. 
It has the same right to do that in Hawaii that it has in any State 
of the American Union. It has as much power to do it. 

The argument on the other side of that question, as I under- 
stand it, is that the court established an act of Congress for a 
Territory can not bea Federal court under the Constitution. Itis 
what is called a legislative court, says the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin; and there the confusion gets into the minds of the Senators, 
as I understand it, who have discussed this question, by using the 
word constitutional“ instead of Federal” to describe the juris- 
diction of the court that represents the United States in all of its 
actions and proceedings, civil and criminal. A district court of 
the United States is a constitutional court, and a supreme court 
of a Territory or a district court of a Territory is a constitutional 


court. 

Mr. SPOONER. Sub modo. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not sub modo at all. They are both complete 
and full courts, one Federal and the other local. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will allow me to interrupt him? 
Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I admit that. 5 

Mr. MORGAN. Then you admit your case out of court. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not. I admit that Congress has the con- 
stitutional power to create a territorial court. My claim is that 
those courts the judges of which, without any provision of law, 
have life tenure are courts provided for by section 1 of Article III 
of the Constitution. 

Mr. MORGAN. This court, in section 88, as it was provided 
and reported by the committee, is a Federal district court, with 
a judge whose tenure is for life, which has all the jurisdiction 
and powers conferred all the laws of the United States upon 
district courts, and also by this bill the powers that are conferred 


upon circuit courts. That is legitimate. That is not disputed. 
So the only question between us at all is whether the Congress of 
the United States has the power to establish a Federal district 
court in a Territory. That is the question, and that is the only 
question in this whole business. 

_ Congress has often exercised this power, in one case directly and 
in another case indirectly. They are very conspicuous cases, 
The District. of Columbia is not a State, neither is it a Territory, 
and yet, on referring to the statutes giving jurisdiction to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, we find that the supreme court of the District 
of Columbia has the same identical jurisdiction that the circuit 
courts of the United States have; that is to say, the supreme 
court of the District of Columbia can exercise every power which 
can be exercised by circuit courts of the United States. There is 
the establishment of a court that is Federal, full Federal in its 
jurisdiction—notin a State, butin a district, the District of Colum- 
bia. So there is no restriction in the Constitution against the es- 
tablishment of a circuit court of the United States or a supreme 
court of the District of Columbia with full circuit-court powers 
outside of a State and inside the District of Columbia. That is by 
direct legislation. i 

We have also more lately established a court of appeals in the 
District of Columbia which has a jurisdiction precisely coordi- 
nate in all respects with the jurisdiction of the circuit courts of 
appeals of the United States. We have established also district 
courts of the United States in the District of Columbia, and we 
have conferred upon them all the powers that belong to district 
courts of the United States. So we have in this District district 
courts with all the powers of district courts of the United States; 
circuit courts with all the powers of circuit courts of the United 
States, and a court of appeals with the powers of circuit courts 
of appeals of the United States. All of those judges have life 
tenure. They are appointed by the President and confirmed by 
the Senate. They can not be removed except by impeachment. 
Now, there the personnel of the court is exactly like the person- 
nel of the district, circuit, and circuit courts of appeals of the 
United States, and the jurisdiction is the same, but the location 
is not in a State or in a Territory, but it is in the District of 
Columbia. 

Is there, therefore, a constitutional objection against the loca- 
tion of a district, circuit, or appellate court of the United States 
at any other place than withinaState? Is there some prohibition 
of that sort? The Constitution is sey silent upon the ques- 
tion as to where the court shall be located, and the point, in de- 
termining whether it is a Federal court or a Territorial court, is 
ascertained by two facts. One is the jurisdiction you confer—the 
leading one—and the other the tenure of office and the fact that 
it is created by act of Congress, although all those courts are 
created by acts of Congress. I admit that. 

Now, there is another case—an indirect case, I have cited one 
that is positive and direct. I refer now to the district court of 
the United States in Oregon, which has full jurisdiction of all the 
laws of the United States in which is a Territory, and in 
the Pribilof Islands, which are islandsout in the bosom of the sea. 
Now, let us see what has been done by Congress on that subject: 

Until otherwise provided by law, all violations of this chapter and of the 
several laws hereby extended to the Territory of Alaska and the waters 
thereof, committed within the limits of the same, shall be prosecuted in any 
district court of the United States in California or Oregon or in the district 
courts of Washington. 

Offenses against the United States committed in Bering Sea and 
Alaska, that mere chrysalis formation up there yet of a Territorial 
government, may be prosecuted in the district court of the United 

tates of California or n or, as it was when the law was 
poea in tho Territory of Washington. Here, then, is compre- 

ended the Federal jurisdiction of a very important character 
indeed; a jurisdiction under which the arrest of British ships has 
been made and the vessels brought into port and condemned as 
prizes; captured for violations of the laws of the United States, 
condemned and sold to parties, right through court, as if they had 
been captured and condemned in a prize court in time of war, 
The jurisdiction of the United States, its pores to punish offenses 
against its laws, and against all of the laws that were then or 
might afterwards be extended into Alaska was conferred upon 
either of three tribunals, one of which was a Territorial district 
court and the other two district courts located in States, 

Having done all this with respect of this most important and 
difficult jurisdiction and power to enforce our laws in Bering Sea 
and the Pribilof Islands and in Alaska, how can it be argued 
against these provisions of proposed law that they are unconsti- 
tutional? The Supreme Court of the United States, at the suit of 
Great Britain—not by that name, but in fact—tested the question 
on a writ of prohibition of the jurisdiction of these courts to come 
to final decrees in causes where ships had been captured for vio- 
lations of the fur-seal act. Are we to hold here that there was no 

wer on the of Congress to extend the jurisdiction of the 

nited States into the waters and over Territories which had no 
organized government at all or one that was the mere simulacrum 
of an organized Territory in Alaska? 


1900. 
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Could we not, under the precedent in the Alaska case, extend the 
jurisdiction, for instance, of the southern judicial district of the 
nited States for California so as to include the Hawaiian Islands 
and make all Federal questions that arise in those islands triable 
in the court for the southern district of California? We can ex- 
and the jurisdiction exactly as it was done in the case of Alaska. 
5 we can do that, then the question arises—and it must be a very 
important one in the mind of astatesman—as to whether the court 
can be located in Hawaii or in Alaska, or whether it must be lo- 
cated in the bosom of a State. 

There is no ground whatever in logic or law for the assumption 
that the Congress of the United States has any limitation what- 
ever put upon its power to locate a district court of the United 
States at any place within the boundaries of the sovereign juris- 
diction of this nation. We can locate a district court of the 
United States in Hawaii. Wecan do it in Puerto Rico. Iam 
not quite absolutely certain that we could not doit in Cuba to- 
day, but surely with regard to the others we can. So we can in 
the Philippines, at Manila. 

It has been supposed, at least the argument has assumed here, 
that this is a provision in this bill for the benefit of the Hawaiian 
people. It is quite the reverse. It is an act to hold the Hawaiian 

ple and all those who go to Hawaii and visit Hawaii from the 
high seas under the constraint of the judicial power of the United 
States Government, administered through one of her regular courts 
and one of her regular judges, witha life tenure, if you please. 
And I maintain that for every reason and for every consideration 
that is one of the most important sections in this bill. 

The Government of the United States, in establishing this Fed- 
eral system, indicated in the ing, and that has been the 
development of every step of our legislative procedure from the 
date of the Constitution to the present time, a purpose to have an 
independent Federal tribunal wherever the laws of the United 
States were in force, for the purpose of executing and administer- 
ing those laws under the Federal jurisdiction and by Federal 
judges. Why was this? One of the great arguments for it was 
that a government like the United States ought to have a judicial 
establishment. It must not depend upon the courts in the Terri- 
tories to furnish them with judges and courts. It would be a 
very oe government unless it had a separate Federal ju- 


dicial establishment. Thereasons for that also were very various 
and very numerous and have been so elaborated in judicial action 
and decision that thousands of reasons have s g up to justify 


the wisdom of our fathers when they established a Federal court 
for the purpose of exercising Federal jurisdiction. 

A Federal court in a State, and so in a Territory, is not, Mr. 
President, a part of the local jurisdiction. It has no concern with 
the local laws, local litigation, or causes that may arise there, ex- 
cept so far as it may have a revisory power over those tribunals 
given to it by an act of Congress, such as the right of transfer of 
causes, or the like of that. But here we have a t volume of 
statutes, criminal laws of the United States. ile I concede 
that a Territorial court may be empowered by Congress to ad- 
minister all the criminal laws of the United States, is it wise to 
have in a Territory a judicial tribunal which has charge of all the 
local jurisdiction and at the same time charge of all the Federal 
jurisdiction? Is that safe? 

Is it not better, wiser, and safer to separate these jurisdictions 
in Territories precisely as they are separated in the States? I 
maintain, Mr. President, that it is necessary for the complete oc- 
cupation of one of these islands which have been annexed, par- 
1 the insular portion of the country, that we should have 
established in them separate judicial tribunals, and one of the 
leading purposes of having a tribunal there is to correct and to 


control the population of those cr oti thedirect authority of the | gf 


laws of the United States administered by United States officers, 

I do not know how I would feel if I were to appear before the 
district court or the supreme court as it is organized in this act 
now of Hawaii, with a cause in which the United States was a 
party, whether it was civil or whether it was criminal, or a cause 
that involved the laws of the United States. I will take the im- 
migration laws, the labor-contract law, the quarantine laws, and 
various others that I might cite. Ido not know how I would feel 
when I should have tried a cause upon the local docket before that 
bench if I should then ask him if he would not turn over and try 
a cause on the United States docket. 

I should feel, in many cases, that I had a court that was trying 
to serve two masters. There would be difficulty about that. 
can imagine very easily in fact we all can by looking back over our 
own recollections a little bit—cases in which the local courts have 
been quite antagonistic to the Federal court. There have been 
cases which have arisen in the Supreme Court of the United States 
where the State supreme court have refused to record decrees of 
the Supreme Court of the United States, There has always been, 
and there will always be, more or less of conflict between this 
jurisdiction, and the better plan is to keep them separate, to start 


that way, not mix them up, not having one set of j to decide on 
Federal questions and thesame judges to eee eee 


Now, in regard to the counterfeiting of coins, in regard to illicit 
distilling, in to the illegal importation of contract labor 
against the laws of the United States, or in the enforcement of 
our immigration laws, by which improper persons are shipped off 
and sent back to the country from which they came, at the charge 
and expense of the line of ships or the ship that brought them, 
can we not see at once that in cases of that kind the local court 
might be very much di to lean in favor of the local law en- 
acted by the local legislature and supported by the taxation of 
the people who are interested in having this law violated or ad- 
ministered in some slack and imperfect way? Can not we under- 
stand that? . 

This commission, Mr. President, in looking forward to what we 
knew was coming and to what was surrounding us, undertook to 
carry to the islands of Hawaii as much and as full and as perfect 
a recognition of the influence and power of the Constitution of 
the United States as we knew how to do. So we subjected the 
islands of Hawaii to the customs system of the United States and 
to the internal-revenue system and to the postal system of the 
United States. We omitted nothing that we conld think of. 
When we came to the judicial system, here was what was appar- 
ently an innovation—that is to say, a new thought created by a 
new necessity. Wefound the precedents that I referred to here 
and many precedents in the statutes of the United States that we 
thought fully justified us in putting there a distinct district courtof 
the United States—a distinct Federal tribunal; and in doing that we 
would have the legislative, the executive, and the judicial establish- 
ment or power of the United States all represented on the islands. 

Is there an objection to having the full sway of the powers of 
the Government of the United States in any part of this Territory? 
Ican conceive of none, and beyond all question I can not conceive 
of any prohibition; I have never seen anything that squinted at a 
prohibition of the exercise of these er Therefore the com- 
mission felt free and encouraged and greatly satisfied that there 
was an opportunity there to exercise over those islands what the 

ple wanted—the full power and jurisdiction of the United 
tates, Why do we dole it out to them? Why do we give it to 
them piecemeal? Why do we apply to our Territorial laws here 
for the purpose of ascertaining what ought to be the laws enacted 
for Hawaii? 3 

Are our Territorial laws consistent with each other? Have we 
got a Territorial system? In the Revised Statutes we attempted 
to paf up a Territorial system; but could not do it, We had to 
make the general 3 of the system apply to only four or 
five Territories, and make exceptions in almost every case in favor 
of some particular Territory of a very important power, a very 
im t jurisdiction. Every one of these Territories had a spe- 
cial law applicable to itself, and it was impossible to put all these 
special lawsin one general system. So the codifiers of these laws 
gathered together those that resembled each other most and put 
them in a classification, making the exceptions stand for the pur- 
pose of illustrating the differences between the respective govern- 
ments. The first section, section 1851, provides: 

The 

ce er cae is Tae e aad a 
nited States— 

That is, every Territory; they are all there— 
but no law shall be passed interfering with the primary disposal of the soil, ete. 


SEC. 1852. The sessions of the slative assemblies of the several Terri- 
tories of the United States shall be limited to forty days’ duration. 

Justices of the peace are ordained by this act for all the Terri- 
tories. Qualifications of voters: 


Section 1864 provides that— 

The supreme court of every Territory shall consist of a chief justice and 
two ate justices, any twoof whom shall constitute a quorum, and the’ 
shall hold their offices for four years, and until their successorsare appoin 
and qualified. 3 hold a term annually at the seat of government of 
the ge ani which they are respectively appointed. 

Sec. 1865. Every Territory shall be divided into three judicial districts 

That would not do for Hawaii. We can not include the 
Hawaiian Islands in three districts and have a resident judge 
within each district without putting the citizens to an enormous 
expense and inconvenience. 

SEC. 1868. The supreme court and the district courts, respectively, of e 
Territory, shall possess chancery.as well as procera jurisdiction. ih 

Then it goes on with bills of exception. The next chapter takes 
up the distinct Territories and gives us the laws applicable to 
each one—and they are as various as the Territories are them- 
selves— the jurisdiction of the courts, and the method of electing 
and appointing officers, and all that. 

Now, out of that jumble it was impossible for us to extract a 
eee plan of government for this Territory of Hawaii. We 

ought that it was as proper to differentiate the government in 
Hawaii according to the necessities of the country as it was in 
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either of these other Territories, where they are so greatly differ- 
entiated. There are no two of them alike,and never have been. 

They each had their separate local government, conformable, as 
= 5 sry possible, to the wishes and the necessities of the people; 
that is all. 

Therefore, shall we not take into consideration the fact that 
Hawaii is more than 2,000 miles from the coast of the United 
States; that it is a maritime state; that much the larger part of 
all the property that is ever brought into litigation in Hawaii, ex- 
cluding the lands, comes from the sea; that the breadth of the 
ee PTEE the admiralty merely, but the mari- 
time jurisdiction—is almost inconceivable; and that it requires a 
judge to possess qualifications for that position that are not ex- 
pected of a judge who resides, for instance, at Montgomery, Ala.. 
or at Nashville, Tenn., or Raleigh, N. C., or anywhere in any of 
the interior? The judge in our interior States has nothing to do 
with admiralty and maritime jurisdiction, and he does not qualify 
himself for it. 

Now, it is a lifetime study for the best men in the United 
States to master admiralty and maritime law. It is the most intri- 
cate, difficult branch of jurisprudence that we have to deal with, 
and that which concerns, which is a very important matter, for- 
eign people as much as it does American people. The contro- 
versies are very seldom between American citizens; they are be- 
tween the citizens of the United States and foreign people. A 
judge appointed for four years, who has got to go to Hawaii, 
must find out first of all something about the laws of that country. 
He must entertain jurisdiction of all criminal offenses committed 
in Hawaii against the internal revenue, the postal system, the 
currency system, the tariff system, and allof that. Then he must 
acquaint himself broadly, as broadly as the mind can be culti- 
vated, up to the proper . with all the great jurisdiction cover- 
ing maritime affairs. That man is to hold his office for four years, 
and to be tumbled out by the next political Administration that 
comes along. 

Now, that is a travesty upon the real administration of justice. 
Ought we not to do better for those islands and for ourselves and 
our commerce, for the protection of the health of the coast andall 
that, than to send a judge there to be appointed for four years, 
who is trembling upon his seat all the time while he is presiding 
in his court for fear he may do something that is contrary to the 
political wishes of the administration that sent him there? 

What becomes of that most essential of all the elements of ju- 
dicial power, the independence of the judiciary? If there is one 

int in the Federal system better than all the balance, it is the 

act that the Federal judiciary are independent of the President. 

It is a department in our Government, The executive, the legis- 
lative, and the judicial 8 comprise our Government. 
That department ought to be as independent as the executive, or 
even more so; it ought to be as independent even as the great po- 
litical department called the Congress of the United States, the 
legislative department. 

8 7 5 for maintaining, Mr. President, the independence of the 
Federal judiciary in Hawaii. If that judge is appointed for four 
years or ten years, and can be removed at the beck and call of the 

litician who may be President of the United States, that man 
Ta the great essential element of his office, its independence, 

That is my anxiety about this section of the biil, 

I hoped, and I hope yet, that in the ri made by this commis- 
sion and in the bill 3 upon it there will be found a need 
for the exercise of the powers of the Government of the United 
States over the new possessions acquired from Spain. It may in- 
volve tariff questions or it may not. Yet I regard that as a mere 

nestion of policy. But, Mr. President, in the exercise of the 

unctions that are dévolved upon us in the control of these new 
acquisitions it ought to be understood that it is the Government 
of the United States, panoplied with allits powers, that sets its foot 
upon one of these islands, It ought not to yo there grudgingly; 
it ought not to go there piecemeal and dole out its powers or its 
jurisdiction into the hands of local people. 

Now, here comes another idea which is opposed to the views 
that I have been presenting. We all desire that the people in 
Hawaii and the people of Puerto Rico and the people of the Phil- 
ippines shall enjoy all of the necessary powers of self-government 
that are requisite to establish in those islands a government repub- 
lican in form. That is the mandate of the Constitution. We 
are all anxious that the powers of local self-government shall be 
conferred upon those people as far as it is safe to do it, and that 
they shall be cultivated into a higher condition than they are now, 
both as to extending the system of government and asto the prac- 
ticing of the powers that we intrust into their hands. 

It would have been right to give to the governor of Hawaii on 
the plan that we predicated and reported to the Senate the power 
to appoint these circuit judges and the supreme court. But the 
Senate has taken that power out of the hands of the governor, and 
instead of permitting it to be a power of local self-government it 
is a power to be exercised by the President of the United States, 


which, in that respect, may be called a foreign power; not essen- 


tially foreign, but in that regard it is foreign, a power exercised 
very far from the place where the judge is to sit and hold his 
office. However, the Senate has stricken out that provision and has 
given to the President of the United States the power to appoint 
the three judges of the supreme court and the circuit judges there, 
We have not as yet provided, I believe, and I doubt if we do pro- 
vide, for their payani out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is provided for, 

Mr. MORGAN. It was put in? 

Mr. CULLOM, That amendment was adopted. 

Mr. STEWART. Will the Senator from Alabama yield to ms 
a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. For a question? 

Mr. STEWART. No; tomakeasuggestion. I ask unanimous 
consent that this bill be voted upon at half past 12 o’clock to- 
morrow. It is evident that we will not have a quorum here 
to-night to vote upon it. After we reach an agreement to vote 
to-morrow, we can talk as long gis ue as we please. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, before I respond to that request 

of the Senator from Nevada I wish to say a word about this bill. 
Hawaii to-day is in the enjoyment of a very excellent government, 
and will be until we change the law there, The laws of Hawaii 
were affirmed by Congress at the time of annexation, and there is 
no power to set those laws aside except the act of Congress. The 
President of the United States was required to administer those 
laws in such manner as he shall see proper, and through such 
agencies as he might select. That is as far as he can go. He can 
not set aside a law of Hawaii, nor can he disregard it; he must 
execute it. He can prescribe the manner of its execution and the 
officer by whom it is to be administered under our act, 
Now, that government has had the right all the time to have 
its legislature convene and to proceed with its legislative work, 
so it did not violate the Constitution and laws of the United States. 
It has proceeded in its judicial tribunals to exercise the full breadth 
of their power, and, as I observed yesterday, men have been hung 
in Hawaii under the Hawaiian Jawsand under processes that run 
in the name of the republic of Hawaii. 

That republic, although it is embosomed in the United States, 
is to-day in full vigor and power, and has but one master, an 
that is the President of the United States, who is required to exe- 
cute its laws and not to break them or to set them aside. He has 
no power of that kind at all. Hawaii is collecting her own rev- 
enues from customs. She is collecting her internal revenue from 
her tax laws. That is the situation in which she is left. 

There has been an advice on the part of the Attorney-General 
of the United States that it would be unwise on the part of the 
Hawaiians to go on and legislate and provide appropriations, for 
instance, for the purpose of putting down the bubonic plague. 
Those people there have had to put their hands in their pockets to 
an amount of hundreds of thousands of dollars to supply the com- 
munity with the money necessary to suppress this le ravage, 
which did not originate in Hawaii, but which was imported there 
from China, and is now in Molokai, in Maui, and also in the island 
of Hawaii, and spreading through those islands, as it is to Aden, 
and to Lisbon and various other places in Portugal, and will be 
in San Francisco and in San Diego, no doubt, in a month’s time. 

That power of legislative appropriation ought to be exercised 
by the government of Hawaii, the Attorney-General's suggestion 
or request to the parry f notwithstanding, for they have gota 
perfect right to pass valid laws in that legislature. They have a 
right to the exercise of all their judicial functions and of all their 
taxgathering powers. There is not a power that is wanting to 
the government of Hawaii except the power to hold intercourse 
with foreign countries and, in subordination to the will of the 
President, as to the manner in which laws shall be executed and 
the agents by whom it shall be done. 

If I had to give advice to the people of Hawaii, I would advise 
them to stand by what they have got for a hundred years rather 
than to put up with this bill as it stands to-day; and rather than 
see this bill pass I would rejoice to see it defeated, for the Sen- 
ate of the United States has not been willing at all to take any 
part, or very little, of what the Hawaiian Commission and the 
Committee on Foreign Relations have recommended, after the 
most studious and careful and impartial consideration of this sit- 
uation: and they have attempted to create for Hawaii a govern- 
ment that is applicable to Arizona or to New Mexico, or something 
similar, entirely inapplicable to Hawaii—a poor, miserable, crip- 
pled affair; not only so, but a government that we hand out to 
them in this dilapidated condition, in the most virulent outpour- 
ing of abuse and scandal and slander on the floor of the Senate. 
If I were a Hawaiian, Mr. President, or if I had my way about 
this bill, I would rather vote it down than vote for it and let 
Hawaii stand where she is. She can always vindicate herself, 

Hawaii has not cost us a dollar since she has been in the Ameri- 
can Union, and she will never cost us a dollar. She can stay there 
under her laws and make money. Her people are already pros- 
perous; and their prosperity has been disturbed only byona thing, 
and that is, by a visitation from on high—that is all, I would 
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prefer to seo this bill defeated, so far as I am concerned, rather 
than see it crippled up and the whole scheme and system of it 
broken in two. 

Hawaii is not suffering for our assistance, and if she is, it is her 
own fault. She has got the power, and the President of the 
United States does not dare to say that the Hawaiian legislature 
shall not assemble when an act of Congress authorizes them to do 
so. So she is not here in the attitude of a beggar. We have been 
supplicating Hawaii since the days of Franklin Pierce to come 
into the American Union. We sent our agent down there when 
Marcy was Secretary of State to negotiate a treaty with Kame- 
hameha III for annexation, but the King died after the treaty had 
been agreed upon, on the day that his signature was to have been 
affixed to it, and that soppe it. From that day to this there has 
been always a party in the United States in favor of the annexa- 
tion of Hawaii. en I came to the Senate of the United States 
instantly I joined that party, and I belong to it yet. 

I do not know how much money I would take—in fact, I know 
I would not take any amount that could be named—to release 
the jurisdiction of the United States upon Hawaii. I do not be- 
lieve there is a decent man in the United States to-day who 
wants to remand Hawaii to the condition of a republic and 
withdraw the jurisdiction and power of the United States, 

Mr. CULLOM, Will the Senator from Alabama yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. The arrangement made yesterday afternoon 
was that this bill and all theamendments to it should be osed 
of to-day. Ido not know how long the Senator from Ala 
desires to speak, but there are some Senators present who are 
waiting to vote, who have engagements for to-night. While I very 
much e that the bill should go over to-day, I should like to 
inquire whether, if we should by unanimous consent adjourn to- 
day, we could get a vote to-morrow at 3 o’clock on the bill and 


amendments by unanimous consent? 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Say 4 o'clock. 
Mr. CULLOM. Well, aog wa; t this bill di of. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER ( in the chair), Does 
the Senator from Alabama yield? 


Mr. MORGAN. I yield for a suggestion. 
Mr. CULLOM. Then I ask unanimous consent that this bill 
go over for the evening and that the bill and all amendments to it 
voted on at 4 o'clock to-morrow afternoon, all debate to cease. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Unanimous consent is asked by 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLou] that the bill under dis- 
cussion go over until to-morrow, and that to-morrow at 4 o'clock 
the Senate will proceed to vote upon the amendments and the bill, 
and that all debate shall then cease, Is there any objection to the 
uest? The Chair hears none. 
r. MORGAN. I have the floor, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama is 


ecognized. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Will the Senator yield to me to present an 
amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN. I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I wish to present an amendment to the 
pending bill, which I ask to have printed and lie upon the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, t order will be made in the 
absence of objection. 

Mr. MORGAN. Under the arrangement the bill is to go over 
until to-morrow, I understand? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, Until to-morrow, to be voted 
upon at 4 o'clock. 

Mr. MORGAN. I puppona that would, of course, take the bill 
out of the jurisdiction of the Senate at the present time. I merely 
want to retain the floor upon it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Alabama will 
be entitled to the floor. 

Mr. ALLISON. I donot wish to interfere with the arrange- 
ment which I understand has been made, but I wish to state 
that this bill will not be the regular order until 2 o’clock; and if 
the matter is to be debated at any len to-morrow it seems to 
me there ought to be some understanding as to the disposition of 
the morning hour. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will state to the Senator from Iowa that the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] gave notice that he de- 
sired to in the morning hour to-morrow on the Quay case. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair is advised that the 


T 


The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o’clock and 25 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 1, 
1900, at 12 o’clock meridian, 
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WEDNESDAY, February 28, 1900. 


The House met at 11 o’clock a. m. Prayer by the Chaplain, 
Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
2 ournal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 
TRADE OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the ole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8245. 

The motion was to, 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Hutu in the 
chair, for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 8245. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the bill H. R. 8245, and under the agreement we are now 
under the five-minute rule for the consideration of the bill, and 
the Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Prora of this act shall apply to the island of 


Puerto Rico and to the adjacent ds and waters of the ds 1 east 
of the seventy-fourth me of longitude west of Greenwich, w. was 
ceded to the United States b 


the Government of Spain by treaty concluded 

April 11, 1899; and the name Puerto Rico, as used in this act, shall be held to 

sonaa po only the island of that name, but all the adjacent islands, as 
oresai 


SRO. 2. That on and after the è of this act the same tariffs, custo: 

and duties shall be levied, coll , and paid upon 

Puerto Rico from ports other than those of the United 

uired by law to be collected upon articles imported into the United States 
m foreign countries. + ; 

Sec. 3. That on and after the of this act all merchandise coming 
into the United States from Puerto Rico and co: into Puerto Rico from 
the United States shall be entered at the several of entry upon payment 
of 25 per cent of the duties which are req to be levied, collected, and 

u like articles of merchandise imported from foreign countries, and 
addition thereto 5 articles of merchandise of Puerto Rican manufac- 
ture coming into the United States customs duties equal in rate and amount 
to the internal revenue tax which may be imposed in the United States upon 
the same articles of merc! of domestic manufacture; and ayes articles 
of United States manufacture coming into Puerto Rico customs duties 
in rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax which may be im in 
Puerto Rico upon the same articles of Puerto Rican manufacture. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment 
as a substitute to section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk began reading the amendment. 

Mr. RIC DSON. Chairman, I rise to a point of order. 
There is so much confusion we can not hear the Clerk. Ishall be 
glad, Mr. Chairman, if that amendment can be reported so that 
we shall be able to hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is well taken. Gentle- 
men will cease conversation. The Chair does not want to name 
gentlemen, but will be compelled to do so if conversation does not 
cease and gentlemen take their seats. The gentlemen in front of 
the Chair on the Republican side will cease conversation, The 
Clerk will again report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

SEC. 3. That on and after the of this act all merchandise coming 


into the United States from Puerto Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from 
the United States shall be entered at the several ports of en upon = 


ment of 15 per cent of the duties which are requi to bo levied, collec 
and u like articles of merchandise imported from foreign countries; 
and in addition thereto u les of merchandise of Puerto m manu- 


facture coming into the 
sale upon 1 e of a tax equal to the internal revenue tax im in 
the United S upon the like articles of merchandise of dom manu- 


internal-revenue stamp or stamps to be pur- 
rnal and to be 


pors of entry of said merchandise in the United States, an 


lations as the Commissioner of Internal 8 tho 
approval of Secretary of the Treasury, shall prescribe; and on all arti- 
in addition 5 Chote orion: e oe ent of 8 in vate 
and amount to the in -revenue tax BADIN Puerto 
articles of Puerto manufacture, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, in the original section there was 
some doubt as to the meaning of it, and the question arose whether 
we had not provided for the payment of a double internal-revenue 
tax. At the suppost of members of the committee and my 
own, I went to the Commissioner of Internal Revenue and asked 
Ea Neg ee ee sel os onl 
exacted. Under the substitute tha 
the duty will be 15 per 
cigars and spirits coming into the United States, and also 
in -revenue tax, or an amount equal to the internal revenue, 
on like articles manufactured in the United States, Under the 


one tax was 
or this i 
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eg internal-revenue laws taxes are imposed upon goods with- 
awn for consumption and this imposes a like tax upon goods 
withdrawn for consumption from the custom-house coming from 
Puerto Rico, The other amendment reduces the amount of the 
customs duties to be collected from 25 per cent to 15 per cent. 

I would say to the House, Mr. Chairman, that I have been con- 
strained to offer this amendment after consultation with gentle- 
men upon this side of the House. I still adhere to the original 
proposition, that 25 per cent would be better. It would produce 
more reyenue; it would relieve the present strain and the present 
emergency. However, since the tax was put at 25 per cent I have 
learned that there are more goods on hand ready to be brought 
into the United States than I was able to ascertain at the timethe 
rate was fixed at 25 per cent. It is stated that there are over 
8,000,000 pounds of tobacco and a vast quantity of sugarready tobe 
brought in. In any event it will bring in a large sum of money 
for the present emergencies. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow mean 
interruption? 

Mr. PAYNE. Ihave but a few minutes. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I would like to have you state 
what the estimated revenue under the bill as amended will be. 

Mr. PAYNE. If the estimate was correct of $1,750,000 for rev- 
enue in the first instance, taking three-fifths of that amount, it 
will amount to $1,050,000. However, it is fair to state in that con- 
nection that the original estimate was a revenue from goods im- 

rted from other countries than the United States into Puerto 

ico, which would pay the full duties under present tariff law, at 
$500,000. If that estimate is correct, and I believe it is, within a 
reasonable margin, this would not affect that revenue, and there 
would be no reduction in that, but the reduction would be from 
the $1,250,000 in the revenue which we hoped to obtain under the 
25 per cent arrangement on all goods going into Puerto Rico and 
coming into the United States, Three-fifths of twelve hundred 
and fifty thousand dollars would be $750,000, and that added to 
the $500,000 would amount to $1,250,000, and a reduction of $500,000 
under the bill as contemplated. But with the extra tobacco to 
come in and with the extra sugar to come in, all in the hands of 
merchants, probably the deficiency in the revenues under this 
reduction of 10 per cent would not be more than a quarter of a 
million dollars, 

That is as nearly as I am able to state to the committee. 

Now, I notice that gentlemen on the other side all through this 
debate have been talking about the inconsistency of the chairman 
of thiscommittee. After hearing the remarks I made to the House 
last week and after having, some of them, read them in print, they 
have said that I made no explanation of the change. Still, every 
man who read those remarks and eset man who heard them 
oe that I went into a full explanation of the reason of the 
change. 

Why, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. CLAYTON] yesterday 
sought to introduce into the RECORD a letter which I wrote when 
the first bill was under contemplation, and when it was my pur- 
pose to have it put before the House; and he alsoasked unanimous 
consent to print a portion of my speech in the RECORD. The 
RECORD appears this morning, and he does not pins a word of 
my speech. I agreed tothe request. I thought if he would print 
the whole of my speech, it might be a better speech than the gen- 
tleman would ever send out to his constituents in any other form. 
[Laughter.] LIagreed to it, but the gentleman does not print a 
word of my speech. On the contrary, he prints a purported inter- 
view with me a day or two later, or about the same time, printed 
in a St. Louis paper, of the same purport practically as the letter. 
Now, I never had any interview, so called. I never gave out any 
statement which any man took down. I never made any state- 
ment in writing myself. I did converse freely with the people 
who came to me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You do not deny the letter? 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not deny the letter. Not only that, I am 
proud of the letter. I think it is a very good letter for a man to 
write under the circumstances, having to write fifty or sixty let- 
ters a day, and dictating to his stenographer. Under those cir- 
cumstances, I think it is a Lert good letter. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We thought so, too. 

Mr. PAYNE. Istand by the letter. Under the information I 
had then it was correct; and I stand by this bill. Under the new 
information which I have the bill is correct, and represents my 
sentiments upon the subject. 

Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. Chairman, in the distribution of time on 
this bill I have not had an opportunity to address myself at all to 
the very important questions before the House; but it does seem 
to me that the explanation made by the chairman of the com- 
mittee [Mr. PASE). after there has been so much legal lore ex- 
pended in the consideration of this 3 leaves us all still in 
the dark, because, when I read the decision first cited, of Chief 


Justice Marshall, it satisfied me that Puerto Rico was a part of 


the United States. The chairman of the committee [Mr. PAYNE] 
comes in now with a proposition for the pu: of unifying the 
Republican side of the House, and to whip them all into line, at 
which he is an adept. and brought in a proposition this mornin 

that he thinks will change the condition of things on that side o 

the House. In other words, he is going to commit petit larceny 
instead of grand larceny. He is only going to carry out a robbery 
of 15 per cent, when his original proposition was to out a 
robbery of 25 per centagainst the Constitution of the United States. 

I have listened to the profound ay arguments, and I have 
been impressed with the fact that it is strange how lawyers can 
split hairs as to what isembraced in the United States. It strikes 
me that if, when this country was originally named, it had been 
called Columbia, as it was anticipated that it would be, about 400 
pages of 1 that appear in the RECORD during this discus- 
sion would have been eliminated, because Columbia would have 
covered everything that belon to this great country. But the 
very fact that it has been called the United States seems to have put 
the legal minds in this body in somewhat of a doubtful condition 
as to what the words the United States” embrace in territory. 
If Puerto Rico belongs to anybody in this world, it belongs to the 
United States, and this body has no moreright to require a differ- 
ent tax between this country and Puerto Rico than it has between 
any State of this country and any Territory of this country. 

e have gathered a beautiful little island out there. Iam proud 
of it. It lies on about the same parallel with Jamaica, one of the 
most beautiful improved pieces of ground upon the face of the 
earth, and we can make the same out of Puerto Rico under the in- 
fluences of American industry. Now, whatI would do rather than 
violate the Constitution, which is contemplated by this act, would 
be this: I would say, let us loan to these people the necessary 
means to repair the injuries that have been done there by the 
storm and by the change of government. Let us loan them three 
or five million dollars, whatever is necessary, rather than violate 
the Constitution of the Sonay ani the principles that are laid 
down for the guidance of this Government in the past by the Su- 
preme Court. That would be my suggestion for the obviation of 
all the difficulties that exist here in the legal minds in this body. 

Now, when we get into a discussion like this I am sorry to see 
my old friend from Ilinois [Mr. CAN NON] go back to the war and 
harrow up the ashes of thirty-five years ago. He reminded me of 
this picture down here in the hall called“ Westward Ho,” repre- 
senting aman standing ona rocky point and waving the American 
flag. The gentleman from Illinois stood yesterday and waved the 
bloody shirt and tried to drag up the prejudites of the civil war 
for the purpose of unifying his party. I thought that time had 
gone by in the history of this country. I was one of those poor 
unfortunate Confederates who fought against the country, but I 
haye taught my children to fight for the country, and I had them 
in the last war, and I do not like the idea, after thirty-five years, 
of reviving the spirit of those times. When the cuuntry sounded 
the tocsin of war against Spain for the relief of Cuba the people 
of the South, the men who followed the Confederate flag, were 
ready to risk their lives just as well us the people of the North, and 
did noble service, and it was hardly necessary for my old and dis- 
tinguished friend, who had such a chance to fight during the 
civil war and never raised his hand, thirty-five years afterwards 
to be engaged in waving the bloody shirt. 

Now, our distinguished friend from 5 DAL- 
ZELL], who is considered one of the ablest lawyers in this body 
and he is an able lawyer; he represents great railroad corpora- 
tions, and he is a magnificent specimen of well-educated legal 
ability—he had the audacity 
s The 5 The time of the gentleman from Kentucky 

as expired. 

Mr, HOPKINS. Task that the gentleman have five minutes 


more. 

Mr. BERRY. Ihave been appealing to my friend from Ten- 
nessee [Mr. RicHARDSON] to give me time on this bill. I believe 
Iam the first Kentuckian who has 8 

Mr. HOPKINS. ‘You shall have five minutes more if you will 
talk in the same strain. 

Mr. BERRY. If you think it is doing you any good, you are 
welcome to listen to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Illinois [Mr. HOPKINS] 
asks unanimous consent that the time of the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. Berry] be extended five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. BERRY. I do not think I have heard a Kentuckian speak 
upon this a acre rips since it was up here. I do not want to 
complain; but while almost every man from the State of Tennes- 
see has been heard on this question, I have not heard a Kentuckian 
aa his voice, and I have not been able to get a moment of time 

efore. 

Now, as I was about to say, the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. DALZzELL], the best lawyer in this body, who, it is said, wrote 
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the report on this bill, has announced that he is willing to stand 
outside of the Constitution, for he says, in the inception of his 
argument, that he proposes to legislate outside of the Constitution; 
that he does not propose to have any regard for it or for the his- 
tory of the oponi or the feeling of the people who reverence 
that instrument. If that be so, where in the world are we trending 
to, if we are to go outside of the Constitution and go to legislating 
to suit ourselves? 

Gentlemen, every act passed here must be bound by that instru- 
ment, and if there is any one principle in that instrument more 
certain than another, it is that we should treat everybody who is 
under our flag upon a perfect equality, as is laid down in theCon- 
stitution. e have no right to make any discrimination against 
Puerto Rico. If it does not belong to the United States, it must 
still belong to Spain or to Puerto Rico. It belongs to the United 
States of America, and any legislation that affects that island 
ought to affect every Territory and State in this country; and we 
have no constitutional right to say that the people of Puerto Rico 
shall be required to pay a tax to bring their articles into this 
market. 

Oh, but the trouble is, they say, about the Philippines. Well, 
now, gentlemen, all of this argument on Puerto Rico has been 
based on the Philippines, because you people are afraid if you 
make a rule as to Puerto Rico that is right and fair that it may 
in some way determine your action about the rigs sae’ in the 
future. The Philippines belong to us as much as Puerto Rico. 
There is not any doubt about that; but I am not in a hurry to 
determine what we shall do with the Philippines. We have got 
them, and I propose that we hold them until we determine what 
is 3 for the United States to do with them, considering her own 
welfare. 

If an individual owns a piece of property that is unsalable in 
the market to-day and which he does not know exactly what to 
do with, he is not going to part with it for a mere nong. He will 
wait for an opportunity to realize the true value of the prop- 
erty. Sothe United States ought to do with the Philippines. Let 
us wait a better condition of things out there. If we think it an 
unwise thing to hold the Philippines, let them go under the best 
conditions we can command; but we are not obliged to hurry 
upon anybody’s account. Thank God, the 80,000,000 American 
people behind that flag can do just about what they please upon 
the surface of this earth; they have doneit and they will continue 
to do it, and in our own ie time we will do whatever we think 
best with regard to the Philippines. 

If that Malayan, Oriental civilization threatens to be an injury 
to the institutions of this country, then, I say, let those islands go 
for the interests of our people, because I love this Anglo-Saxon 
race on this continent better than any other on God's earth. But 
we will determine that question in our own good time, and we will 
not be hurried by an Dong, Those are the views I wished to ex- 

ress on this bill. But let me say, gentlemen, that if you go 
fore the people of the United States next fall with a violated 
Constitution you will find that you have a load to c: in the 
contest of 1900 that will worry you a great deal more than you 
will rejoice over the fact this morning, if by chance you are able 
to pass this bill, about which you have, I believe, a serious question 
in your minds, and only party fealty can bring you success. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Chairman, whether Puerto Rico is or is not 
territory belonging to the United States has nothing to do with 
the question before the House at this time. What shall be the 
provisions of the Territorial government to be established for the 
people in Puerto Rico or any other of the possessions which we 
received from Spain by treaty at the close of the war has noth- 
ing to do with the present question. A numberof the newspapers 
of the country and a large part of the public generally, misunder- 
stand entirely the question which Congress is now called upon 
to act, not being aware that in a Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union all questions are in order for discussion 
that any member desires to discuss. 

This ten days’ debate has been devoted in large part to discuss- 
ing the question whether the whole Constitution or any of 
it extends to territory as soon asit is acquired, without action by 
Congress. What we shall do with the 8 has nothing 
whatever to do with this question. What is the question really 
before us? Puerto Rico to-day has a military government, and 
the laws in force in that island when the treaty with Spain was 
concluded are in force there now, unless they have been changed 
by this 3 government. It is propped in the bill now before 
us to change the tariff now existing there, whether it has been 
changed by the military government or not. Those people will 
remain under a military government until this Con takes 
action on the subject, and all their imports into the United States 
would pay the duties of the Dingley tariff. Let that fact be borne 
In mind, 

We are not legislating for the establishment of a Territorial 
government for that poopie The military authorities can deal 
with the government there until Congress provides a civil govern- 
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ment. While the military government can make any chango it 
may decide upon with reference to imports into that country, it 
can not make any change in the duties to be paid at our custom- 
houses upon imports from that country. 

The bill before us simply provides, as the surest and best method 
of relief to those people in their present distress, produced by the 
terrible tornado that swept those islands and destroyed their 
property and their industries, that all their imports sha pay only 
15 per cent of the duties now payable under the Dingley bill; and 
that exports from this country to that island shall pay duties at the 
same reduced rate; and the money thus collected, there and here, 
is to be or Se a separate fund and paid over by the President to the 
people of Puerto Rico to relieve their distresses and aid them in re- 
viving their prostrate industries. Yet gentlemen here denounce 
thisactas ‘‘robbery.” Robberyofwhom or what? Nothing but the 
Treasury of the United States is affected by the bill. No dollar is 
taken from the people of Puerto Rico. Every cent of the money 
paid on imports either way 1 paa over to those people; so that 
they have open free trade in reality with this country on all im- 
ports or exports passing between the two countries. That is the 
** robbery.’ 

Now, there are only two methods open to us for relieving the 
distresses of those people, ,I take it for granted there is nota 
majority in this House so recreant to the cause of common human- 
ity that it would impose upon those people a debt of $10,000,000, 
borrowed on bonds bearing 6 or 7 per cent. This would be worse 
treatment than they received from Spain. There is only one of 
two methods o to us to relieve these people. First, to vote 
money out of the Treasury to relieve them. the method pro- 
posed in this bill can not succeed, Iam ready to vote money out 
of the Treasury for that purpose; but I would not vote to im 
one dollar of indebtedness upon the people of that island in their 
present distressed and miserable condition, 

Now, I would adopt on this question the rule which I have fol- 
lowed ever since I entered public life. When called upon to act 
upon any public question with reference to which a question of 
doubtful constitutionality arises, I adopt the construction which 
in my judgment will contribute most to the greatness and glory 
of my ete ere) 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call attention 
again, as was done in general debate, to the peculiar phraseology 
of section 3 of the bill. I shall invite the attention of the House 
to a fact which, it seems to me, is obvious and can not be ex- 
plained. This peculiar phraseology was adopted not by chance, 
not. because it is that which would occur to any man naturally, 
but for the sole and evident p of endeavoring to evade the 
provision of the Constitution which denies to Congress the power 
to levy export duties. Note the language: 

That on and after the passage of this act all merchandise coming into the 
United States from Puerto Rico and coming into Puerto Rico from the United 
States shall be entered at the several ports of entry, etc. 

Now, who, without a special object in wording that phrase, 
would violate all the ordinary rules of construction, would depart 
from all the usage of those who express thought with a degree of 
clearness and according to the rhetoricians—who would do that 
unless he had some special object in view? Coming into Puerto 
Rico.” What do you gentlemen standing at the American end 
mean by ‘‘coming into Puerto Rico from the United States?” 
Imagine a man talking about coming“ into another man’s house 
from hisown! The natural pec pid the ordinary expression, 
that which would certainly be employed except to evade the Con- 
stitution, would not be coming into Puerto Rico from the United 
States,” but “exported from the United States to Puerto Rico.” 

Then, again, note: 


Entered at the several ports of entry. 
What ports? Of course they mean the several ports of the 


-United States and the several poria of Puerto Rico. Again, the 


ports of Puerto Rico and the United States are part and parcel of 
the same thing, and they must be; and yet this peculiar phrase- 
ology is employed to evade the provision of the Constitution 
which prohibits the exacting of export duties. If for no other 
reason—if this act were constitutional in every respect—it is clear 
from the extraordinary phraseology employed, clear from the fact 
that this extraordinary phraseology is employed, that an effort is 
made here to evade the provision of the Constitution to which I 
have referred. If the Constitution were regarded, reason could 
not be found for this violation of the rules of grammar, this dis- 
regard of what is taught by the rhetoricians. 

ut, gentlemen, you can not get rid of the Constitution simply 
by marring the English of your bill. I presume I should say the 
Queen’s English, because some gentlemen certainly have as much 
regard for the reigning Queen as they have for the mighty Re- 
public. They are departing from the general use of fitting words 
in the English language, not because they do not know better, but 
because, knowing better, they hope to shield themselves in the 
violation of the Constitution by violating the lesser things at the 
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same time that they are violating the greater—violating the king’s 
English in order to cover a violation of the Constitution. 
Attention was called to this in general debate, and if nothing 
else were unconstitutional in the bill—and it is unconstitutional 
from start to finish—this alone would be enough to brand it as 
unconstitutional, because it is levying export duties, unless by a 
mere trick of words and a misuse of words—unless by saying 
“coming” when you mean “going,” when going is the word in 
proper usage—you get rid of that provision of the Constitution 
against export duties. [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Chairman, we are about to conclude in this 
House one of the most important debates since the war. The dis- 
cussion on the Democratic side, so far as the principal speeches 
are concerned, has not been upon the bill i . The incidental 
criticism of the bill and the pretense that it is oppressive to the 
people of Puerto Rico by that side of the House are merely inci- 
ental and have no permanent place in the future importance of 
this debate or its permanent infiuence. I am aware there is some 
popular criticism of this bill and a very large and extensive news- 
per criticism of the bill, but I believe that the criticism from 
Poth sources has been largely the outgrowth of a misunderstanding 
of the provisions of the itself, and in the criticism by news- 
papers of the bill in general terms there has been very little, if 
any, explanation of the actual provisions of the bill itself. 
. I am in favor of the bill itself as a 
practical measure for present needs of the people of that island, 
and am also a believer in our right to legislate for the territory 
recently acquired by us unham by the Constitution. In this 
latter contention I understand that we have the support of the 
President as to our right and its limitations. Nor do I believe 


that the bill itself is a very serious or marked departure from the 
recommendations of the ident made in his on the 
meeting of Congress in which he recommended free e to that 


island een us and the people of Puerto Rico. I pretend no 

right to speak for the President. No man is more loyal to him, 

has a higher personal regard for him; nor is there anyone who has 

a’ as reapers ee Die Element or a greater desire to be in line 
y» 

I wili first discuss the features of the bill and its adaptability to 
present needs. The bill is limited in its operation to two years, 
and may be repealed before that time. It is regarded as only a 
temporary expedient. Nor does it show either a lack of wisdom 
or courage for us to be cautious and to some extent tal 
= os EE in dealin man these a delicate problems 

volving the dealing wi governmen a new and strange 
people, entirely ignorant of the L of free government and 
absolutely without e the practical as of a re- 
public. o bill levies in duties 15 cent of Dingley rates 
upon all goods shipped to the United States from that island and 
allt goods to the island from the United States, and devotes 
cent of all that revenue to the island of Puerto Rico for 

schoolhouses, of which they have none, and roads, of 
which have almost none, thus inaugurating ameans foredu- 
cation of the people and the facilities for transportation and com- 
* 8 diti then le of the island ying full 

nder present conditions the people o are paying 
Dingley rates on all goods not free under the Dingley Act, shipped 
to the United States from the island. The ent, under the 
military power, has provided a modification so far as goods shipped 
from the United States to the island, especially on breadstuffs and 
other articles of general necessity to that people; but the position 
of the Administration, as I understand it, is that the President 
has no power under the military authority to make any chan 
from the present full Dingley rates now existing on all aes, 
shipped from the island to the United States, and thatit is neces- 
sary for Congress to act to effect any change in that direction. 
The main market of the island prior to its annexation had been 
with Spain, fostered by a tariff system calculated to encourage 
the island to trade with Spain, and practically prohibited from 
shipping goods to other countries. 


evi 


ediately upon the annexation of our insular possessions 
Syah raised her duties so as to practically shut out the products 
of Puerto Rico from that nation, so that commerce is 


inall their history and far freer and more advantageous than 
ever enjoyed before. 

The necessity for at least $1,500,000 per year for several years for 
public improvements in the island, that they may commence the 
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upbnuilding of their people in intelligence, in morals, in material 
wealth aa p ity, ts conceded. Therecan be no controversy 
except about the method. After the message of the President 
recommending free trade at the beginning of this session addi- 
tional information came to the Committee on Ways and Means of 
this House, who ted this bill, as to the condition of the peo- 
ple in the island. The island is densely populated with a people 
numbering about 1,100,000. It is shaped somewhat in loaf fash- 
ion. Its principal products are s , raised upon the coast lands, 
tobacco on the table-lands, and coffee on the mountain lands. The 
mountain ranges are in the center of the island, generally speaking. 

One-third of its population are absolutely without property. 
An average of only $5 worth of property is owned per family. 
Only 15 per cent of the people of the island can read or write the 
Spanish language, and only an inconsiderable fraction of them 
speak the English, much less write it. Eighty per cent of chil- 
dren up to 8 or 10 years of age go nude, and probably 90 per cent 
of all the people wear no covering for their feet. They have lived 
in an oppressed condition for several centuries under Spanish op- 
pression. They are kindly, not inclined to be belligerent or hos- 
tile to the United States, and, so far as they know, are undoubt- 
edly willing to conform to the requirements of our Government. 
They are willing pupils in the school of self-government, but 
the transformation their present condition into the high 
stature of our ideal of American citizenship can not be accom- 
plished in a day or in several years. 

There is no di ition in this House to feel other than kindly 
to those people coming as they did under our flag without resist- 
ance, but it must not be forgotten that self-government is not 
only a condition, but is a duty and responsib which the one 
enjoying its privileges must meet and perform. e most impor- 
tant crop of the island, recently destroyed, is coffee. That, how- 
ever, is free and is not affected by the tlegislation. Thenext 
most important crop is sugar, of which the present crop will fur- 
nish for export 45, tons. The consumption of in the 
United States last year was about 2,000,000 tons, of which 600,000 
tons was furnished by the free sugar of Hawaii, the cane sugar 
of Louisiana, and beet sugar of the Northern States. The repre- 
sentative of the beet. industry who appeared beforethe Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means admitted that the admission of sugar 
free of du m Puerto Rico, even should the product be dou- 
bled, would work no injury to the beet-sugar interests, 

His fears were that we would pass a free-trade measure with the 
island of Puerto Rico, andthat might be ed as a precedent fcr 
free from the Philippine and eventually from Cuba. 
It will noted, therefore, that in the passing of this bill now 
pens we would assert the right to discriminate between Puerto 

ico or the Philippine Islands and the United States. Thus we 
would establish a precedent which if followed would enable us to 
protect the cigar and the growers of tobacco as well as 
our beet-sugar factories in the United States from the products 
and cheap labor of the Philippines, where the condition is much 
more important and the menace much . If we do not pass 
this bill, we must pass a bill appropriating money directly out of 
the Treasury of the United States from its general fund for the 
temporary relief of this people, even if it does bring upon us the 
opposition of the gentlemen on the other side that we are about 
to enter uponaso-called colonial system which will carrya 
nent necessity for the expenditure of our own public funds. 

The third proposition, to bond the island, which has been seri- 
ously advocated by some of the resentatives in Puerto Rico, I 
reject as unworthy of conside The island is free from 
debt. Letitremain so. It will thus be seen that this billis abso- 
lutely defensible as a method to the end and is defensible from a 
humanitarian standpoint. Ordinarily our territory in the past 
has been improved and its governmental „so far as its in- 
ternal political system is concerned, is o by internal taxa- 
tion upon the people of the territory. Itis hy ret that Puerto 


on. 


Rico will be no exception to this rule an t it will be self- 
sup ing, for the island is fertile and uces bountifully and 
i he present crop of sugar and tobacco now stored on the 


y. 
island does not belong to the people, but has been 1 P up by 
the sugar and tobacco syndicates, waiting for free trade to ship 
it to the United States. Therefore the people will not pay this 
tariff, but the owners of the crop, the speculators, will be called 
upon Secor bill to contribute a portion of their profits to the peo- 
ple. of Puerto Rico. 

But no scheme of internal taxation levied direct upon the prop- 
SIY O M geet ral gem man OE A TEE ana eral internal- 
reyenue tax would be feasible to the island. ə present bill 
imposes internal-reyenue tax tobacco and spirituous liquors 
shi from the island on its ing the mainland, asit should, 
but no one pretends that an of our internal-revenue 
A at (ks SAA Cine. Tats the PEDANA TONOA ae i 

at the ime. Bu en 0 
bate, I reiterate, is the contention upon the Democratic side, 
joined by perhaps a half dozen members upon this side of the 


- treaty with Mexico for the 
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House, that the Constitution extended over these insular posses- 
sions at the moment of the ratification of the treaty of Paris and 
our acquirement of this territory, making, at that moment, the 
inhabitants of the islands of the Philippine group, as well as 
Puerto Rico, American citizens, endowed with all the rights and 
privileges of American citizens. 

On the other hand, we have opposite contention by the Repub- 
licans, joined by a few of our friends on the opposite side, that 
the Constitution does not so extend and that the people of those 
islands are to be legislated for under the wisdom of Congress. 
This has been the burden of the debate and the main topic of dis- 
cussion. It must be remembered, if this be true, that the Demo- 
cratic Senators who joined in voting, first, for the ratification of 
the treaty, and without which it could not have been ratified in 
the Senate, and, secondly, the voting of our Democratic friends 
in the House for the appropriation of the $20,000,000 provided for 
in the treaty as part consideration to be paid Spain for the Philip- 
pine group, shared equally with us the responsibility for the ac- 
cession of this insular territory. Mr. Bryan, it was claimed by 
his friends in the Nebraska campaign, resigned his position as 
colonel in order to hasten to Washington to urge the ratification 
of the treaty of Paris and the consummation of the transfer of the 
territory. 

It isa condition which confronts us, not of the annexation of the 
territory, but of the methods of dealing with and the government 
of that territory. 

Thomas Jefferson, the great strict constructionist of the Consti- 
tution in theory and the most liberal constructionist of that in- 
strument in practice, has set us very valuable precedents in this 
matter. His public utterances are no longer the only source of 
our information as to his opinions concerning this matter at this 
time, for his private correspondence concerning the acquisition of 
Louisiana territory are now justas ae and justas much a part 
of his history and of the history of that time. He at first enter- 
tained doubt as to the constitutionality of the annexation of the 
Louisiana territory and advised an amendment to the Constitu- 
tion to legalize that act, but su uently wrote private letters, 
now public, to the members of both Houses, who were his friends, 
not to agitate the question of . but to proceed 
under the Constitution as it then existed. And in 1803 there was 
passed first an act providing that all ‘‘ military, civil, and judicial 
powers exercised by the officers of the existing government of the 
same shall be vested in such person and persons and shall be exer- 
cised in such manner as the President of the United States shall 
direct.” Afterwards a second act was vesting in more de- 
tailed form the same power, and that, too, notwithstanding the 
following provision of the treaty for the cession of Louisiana: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States and admitted as soon as possible, Fall Me en sno paa 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advan- 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the Uni States. 

Similar provisions to that in the treaty concerning Louisiana 
also appear in the treaty with Spain for the Florida purchase, the 
treaty with Mexico for Upper California and New Mexico, the 
en purchase, and the treaty with 
Russia for the acquirement of Alaska. All refer to the confer- 
ring of constitutional rights as citizens upon the inhabitants of 
the ceded territory. | 

In the interpretation of the decision of the Supreme Court of 
the United States upon questions arising in these territories it 
must be remembered that those decisions were made in view of 
the stipulations of those treaties, for treaties as well as the Con- 
stitution are the “supreme law of the land.” 

Article IX of the treaty of Paris, annexing Puerto Rico and the 
Philippines, was made with a full knowledge of the de 
from the provisions of prior treaties when it contained the follow- 
ing words: 

The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the terri- 
tories hereby ceded to the United Statesshall be determined by the Congress. 

I for one believe, after listening to this able debate and hear- 
ing the important decisions of the Supreme Court discussed perti- 
nent to this subject, that the Supreme Court will not depart from 
the past doctrines laid down in deciding that Congress is vested 
with unlimited power by Article IV, section 3, of the Constitution, 
providing that— 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules and 
8 respecting the territory or other property belonging to the United 


If there were no such provisions of the Constitution, I believe 
that under our sovereign power as a nation we have the right to 
acquire territory, and after it is acquired determine the time when 
and the manner in which we shall confer the constitutional rights 
enjoyed by citizens upon the inhabitants of the territory. 

Iam not prepared to admit that the Constitution prevents us 
from gradually leading a people whom the fortunes of war may 
have wn under our flag from ignorance up to that capability 
which would warrant their being crowned with the rights and 
privileges of American citizens without the danger of their be- 


coming citizens by force of the Constitution itself at the moment 
they came under the sovereignty of our nation. I am not pre- 
pared to accept the doctrine which would prevent us in time of 
war, moved by any exigency, from seizing any island or territory 
of a nation with whom we were at war without showering down 
upon the heads of the denizens of that island the sacred rights and 
responsibilities of American citizenship. I have too high ideals 
of liberty under law, of the requirements and capabilities of a 
self-goverrned people, to accept such a doctrine as that unless com- 
pelled to by the adjudication of our highest court. It would be 
unkind to suggest that, having possession of the islands, any party 
would pursue a policy or insist upon principles which would 
hamper us, so that in the performance of our duty to these peo- 
ples we should be compelled to work serious injury to ourselves, 
and especially the men who earn their bread in the sweat of their 
face, 

In contending for the doctrine of the power of Congress, free 
from constitutional limitations, to legislate for the islandsin both 
oceans I haye no fear of any Congress taking such power to op- 
press either people. Moved by their own patriotic sentiments— 
yes, compelled by an always patriotic eee would 
always be framed with a view to the largest liberty consistent 
with their situation and with an 5 to confer citizenship 
whenever the civilization of the island had reached that degree of 
advancement which would enable those people to stand on the 
same level with us and icipate in the responsibilities as well 
as the privileges of our Government. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side.] 


[Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts addressed the commit- 
tee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, during my absence from 
the House last week, and supposedly in reply tosome remark which 
I had made on the previous day, one of my colleagues from Ohio 

ut into his spona a reference to my spontan nr the questions 

volved at the opening of the Spanish war, and in that referred 
to me as one of those who held secret conclaves“ to defeat the 
policy of the President of the United States, 

I make no comment upon the fact that this and other remarks 
were made in my absence when I had not an opportunity of im- 
mediate reply. It was at least discourteous from any member of 
this House, and 83 so from a colleague of mine from the 
State of Ohio. The gentleman has become so used to strong lan- 
guage and abuse in his treatment of gentlemen on the other side 
of the House that he attempts to adopt the same methods of argu- 
ment with those who differ with him on this side. 

That kind of argument, Mr. Chairman, has no possible influence 
upon me. Ten words spoken in the quiet recesses of the Executive 
chamber would have more weight with me than all the abuse the 
geniena; could heap upon my head, whether it be deserved or 
undeserved. 


p of discussing this question, believing it for the interest 
of the American people that action should be taken and taken 


and of other districts 5 the other States of the Union 
why did not he, as a member of the Committee on Ways and 
Means, take care of them by prov aug that as to manufactured 
cigars coming from Puerto Rico into the United States the full 
tariff should apply, for the purpose of giving them the protection 
which they think they require? Why not give them the full 
benefit of the Dingley tariff if fr want to secure their support? 
I can tell the gentleman that they are just as much against 25 or 
15 per cent tariff as they are against free trade. It would be of 
little advantage to them. 

I might, Mr. Chairman, if I wanted to be as ungenerous as my 
colleague, remind him also of the fact that he has many old vet- 
erans in his district. I might remind him of the fact that he is 
the author of a bill for a service sion, introduced in the 
House, and which has been pending for three months before the 
Invalid ‘Pension Committee of the House, and during that time 
the gentleman has not appeared before the committee to givea 
hearing on that bill, as I am informed. [Applause and laughter 
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on the Democratic side.] I might remind him also of the fact 

that this will not commend him to the old soldiers. I might rele- 

te him to the tender mercies of the veterans of his district, as 

e did me to the tender mercies of the cigar makers in my dis- 
trict; but I will not do anything so unkind as that. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


expired, 
Mur, BROMWELL. Can J not have a few minutes longer? 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, Iask unanimousconsent that the 
gentleman be permitted to occupy the floor for five minutes longer. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to the gentleman 
who is so anxious that I should have the five additional minutes 
of time, I have another comment to make. Any gentleman who 
will read in the RECORD the remarks of my colleague from Ohio 

Mr. 5 see that the gentleman was anxious to in- 

erject himself into that speech as in this. I leave it to his con- 
science as to the purpose and object he had in view. I had no 
comment to make upon such treatment by a colleague from my 
own State. I will leave that matter to himself. 

Now, as to the merits of this question, I am to-day as firmly 
convinced as Lever was that the proper treatment of the Puerto 
Ricans would be to give them free trade. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
recognize this condition of affairs: A certain number of Republi- 
cans on this floor believe that we have no constitutional right to 
make a difference between the Puerto Ricans and other citizens 
of the United States. I do not join in that belief. If the ques- 
tion could be so separated that a distinct vote could be had upon 
the one question, as to whether or not it is good policy, justice, 
and fair play to the Puerto Ricans that this distinction should be 
made, I should insist upon the position which I have taken. But 
with the question so complicated, with the constitutional question 
so involved that it is impossible to separate the two, I frankly say 
I have serious misgivings as to my duty in this matter. 

I think I commit no breach of confidence when I say that I have 
discussed this matter fully and frankly with the President of the 
United States and at his request. I think I commit no breach of 
confidence when I say that I believe that the passage of this bill is 
earnestly desired by those who three months ago adyocated the 
free-trade measure, [Applause on the Republican side.] I be- 
lieve that the great majority of the people, the Republicans and 
Democrats of this country who have been sincerely opposed to 
this bill and are opposed to it to-day,so much so, I have no doubt, 
that if a popular vote were taken in this country the bill would be 
badly defeated—I believe that the motive which actuates them 
to-day is the feeling that the Committee on Ways and Means of 
this House have in some way antagonized the ident of the 
United States; and I believe that when the people of the United 
States know that this Republican side is acting in accordance 
with the wishes of the President of the United States there will 
be a change of sentiment, 

Now, itis a matter of no importance to the country and of very 
little importance to me whether I ever come back to this House 
again, but it is of importance not alone to me and to my party 
but to the country that the Republican Pany should remain in 
power. ee on the Republican side.] And, therefore, 
although, as I said a while ago at the opening of my remarks, I 
believe that justice and fair play demand the treatment of the 
Puerto Ricans that we give to other inhabitants of our territory, 
Iam willing to concede my own sense of justice to the extent of 
supporting and standing by my party in this emergency. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side. | 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Chairman, this isa remarkable bill. It has 
been thoroughly discussed, and the debate upon it reflects great 
credit upon the research and ability of those who have taken part 
init. Ican not discuss it as I would like to do in ten minutes, but 
there are a few historical facts which I desire to call to the atten- 
tion of the committee. 

Since the United States taught England how to govern her 
colonies she has never attempted to levy taxes upon her colonies 
without their consent. When the island of Mauritius, in the In- 
dian Ocean, was, as is stated by General Davis in his testimony 
before the Senate committee, swept over by a cyclone similar to 
that which swept over Puerto Rico last year, she guaranteed the 
interest upon ten millions of bonds, but neither in that island nor 
any other island has the English Government ever sought to levy 
a tax upon her colonies. She has often permitted her colonies to 
levy taxes and issue bonds. 

ow, Mr. Chairman, contrast that action on the part of that 
imperial government, which believes in colonies, with the action 
roposed by the Republican party here for arepublic that came into 
3 ght against colonial government. To lay theheavyhand 
of the taxing power upon the island of Puerto Rico in her present 
condition without representation, without her consent, and against 
her protest, is an outrage both against the poo le of Puerto Rico 
and of the United States, for this bill taxes bot 


Gentlemen on the other side have not correctly stated the posi- 
tion of the Democratic party. They persistently insist that we are 
opposed to expansion; and perhaps as that word is understood by 
them itis correct. But I want it distinctly understood, for my- 
self, and I believe for a very large majority of the Democrats of 
the country, that we do not oppose a natural and legitimate ex- 
pansion of trade and commerce, and we stand ready at any time 
to assist in removing all the barriers to it, and, too, are ready to 
take up and pass a bill to authorize the construction of the Nica- 
ragua Canal, to be owned by the United States, without regard to 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty, which, I believe, has been violated by 
England. or the present pending treaty, known as the Hay-Paunce- 
fote treaty, which, in my opinion, ought not to be ratified by this 
Government. 

We do not, of course, favor the enlargement of our trade and 
commerce by force of arms; but wherever our trade can be in- 
creased under proper laws not inconsistent with the Constitution, 
and the principles of home rule and self-government not endan- 
gered, we are for it. But we are opposed to the extension of the 
colonial system of government anywhere our flag floats. We are 
ton megs Sa and against the empire now as we have been in 
the past, 

I have believed, and still believe, it is the duty of Congress to 
declare its p in relation to our new possessions. We have 
a quitclaim but contested title to the Philippines, and an unquali- 
fied title to Puerto Rico. But whatever right we have to either, 
it is due to the le of those islands that we should say to them 
and to the world what kind of a government we are to give them. 
By this bill the majority indicate their purpose to govern them as 
colonies. For myself I believe that we ought to fix the status of 
Puerto Rico at once, and also to declare that as soon as practica- 
ble after the suppression of the present insurrection in the Phil- 
ippines we will give the ple a free, stable, and independent 
government. I would not have the American soldiers withdrawn 
while under fire and leave the Filipinos armed, but I think the 
war would end if we should say to them that we intend to secure 
free government and promise them that we will protect them as 
against all outsiders. I believe it is the desire of the people of 
the old United States to ultimately give them that kind of a gov- 
ernment and to protect them until they get it. When it is finally 
established it should be the government of those people and not 
ours. 

1 think I am not unfair to them when I say that the majority 
are opposed to this policy and do not mean that it shall be done, 
because in the Fifty-fifth Congress they voted down the Bacon 
resolution, which sought to declare such a policy. The voting 
down of that resolution and the passage of this bill will make the 
issue between us clear cut. 

It seems to me that the pending bill can not be justified under 
the Constitution or by any propie of justice. The idea that 
theseare Territoriesof the United States, or belonging to the Union, 
if you prefer it, and yet the Constitution does not apply to them, 
seems to me to be unreasonable and indefensible from any stand- 

int. Democrats differed as to whether it was best for the United 

tates to annex Hawaii, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines, but 
they all agree that being American territory the residents thereof 
are entitled to all the protection of the Constitution, the blessings 
of personal liberty, and the same freedom of trade as now exists 
between the States and Arizona, Indian Territory, New Mexico, 
Oklahoma, and the District of Columbia. They do not believe 
that under our system of government there can be subjects in 
one part and citizens in another. I will not undertake to discuss 
the constitutional question exceptin a very limited way, because 
that ground has already been very ably and carefully covered by 
gentlemen on both sides. 

It these territories are not now a part of the United States, 
they certainly will be whenever Congress undertakes to legislate 
for them, and the passage of this or any other bill affecting them 
will immediately make them a part of our Government, and then 
all the provisions of the Constitution will apply to them. We can 
not legislate for them without extending onr boundaries. Tem- 
porarily the military may govern them. The eighth section of 
Article I protects them against imposts to this of our terri- 
tory. The power given in this cle is unlimited if the tax is 
uniform. Section 9 of the same article provides that no tax or 
duty shall be levied on articles exported from any State. And it 
seems to me that this bill is obnoxious to both the eighth and the 
ninth sections, because if this territory is a part of the United 
States, and this tax is an impost, it can not stand. And if it is an 
export tax from one part of the country to another, it is likewise 
unconstitutional. Gentlemen who insist upon this tax must admit 
that Puerto Rico is foreign territory or that our Constitution does 
u apply to Territories. They have adopted the latter narrow 
claim. 


A careful reading of the Constitution and the debates upon it 
by the delegates who framed it and of the State conventions which 
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afterwards adopted it will, Ithink, make it perfectly clear that no 
tax was to be laid on articles e from any State.” I de- 
sire to emphasize the fact that it does not say from the United 
States or any part thereof to a foreign country.” When the clause 
was first proposed the prohibition was against any tax on im- 
ports from the United States.” This was changed so that no 
tax or duty could be laid on exports from any State.” There 
was a purpose in making this change, and I believe it was to pre- 
vent the laying and collecting of such taxes as is proposed by this 
bill on imports from one part of the United States to another part. 
So if this territory is a part of the United States, then the tax is 
upon exports from that part of the United States to another part, 
and unconstitutional. 

Mr. Ellsworth, in discussing this clause of the Constitution, said: 

There are solid reasons against Congress taxing exports: First, it will dis- 
courage industry, as taxes on imports disco e luxury. Secondly, the 


roduce of different States is such as to prevent uniformity in such taxes. 


here are, indeed, but few articles that could be taxed at all, as tobacco, rice, 


and indigo, and a tax on these alone would be partial and unjust. Thirdly, 
the taxing of exports would engender incurable jealousies. 


The same reason would apply to the Territories as to the States, 
and the injustice greater where they have no representation. In 
the case of Brown vs. Maryland, given in 12 Wheaton, 419, the court 
said: ‘‘An impost, or duty on imports, is a custom or tax levied 
on articles brought into a country.” So, if Puerto Rico is a part 
of this country, no such tax not uniform can be levied by Congress 
on articles from it. 

Mr. Justice Story, in discussing this clause of the Constitution 
in his able Commentaries, declares that it was the obvious object of 
the Convention to prevent any possibility of applying the power to 
lay taxes or regulate commerce aay to the interests of any 
one State so as to favor or aid another. It must be remembered 
that this bill taxes goods going from the States to Puerto Rico as 
well as goods coming into the United States from Puerto Rico. 
So it seems to me that the spirit if not the letter of the Constitu- 
tion and all the principles of taxation are disregarded by this bill. 

But, Mr. Chairman, if the bill is constitutional, it is bad in morals. 
The Puerto Rican people surrendered without resistance on the 
promise made on the part of the United States by the General of 
the United States Army that they should have the protection of 
our laws and the Constitution, and they expect the same treat- 
ment as the people of other parts of our Union. This was after 
they had been maltreated and misgoverned by the Spanish Gov- 
ernment, and they desired a change. They promptly and uncon- 
ditionally accepted the terms offered them, and it seems to me 
that it would be a breach of faith on the part of our Government 
to now hold them as parts of the Union for purposes of carpet- 
bag government and out of the Union for p of taxation. 
We promised these people liberty, and yet your first act affecting 
them is to be a bill to tax them without representation. 

Some may say that inasmuch as the Puerto Ricans have here- 
tofore suffered such great wrongs, they should not now complain 
of a small tax of 15 per cent upon their exports. The reason forit 
is natural, and is but an illustration of the truth of the statement 
-by Sir Walter Raleigh, made years ago, ‘‘ That with more patience 
men endure the losses that befall them by mere casualty than they 
do the damages which they sustain byinjustice.” Soperhapsthese 
people will give but little thought to the losses which came to 

em as the result of this war, or of the misgovernment on the 
part of Spain; but if this bill should pass they will remember the 
injustice it will im upon them. 

The promise e on the part of the representatives of our 
Government to Puerto Rico, and its acceptance by the people of 
that island to whom it was tendered, was in the nature of a con- 
tract. It was made at least with the consent of the President, 
as the Commander in Chief of the Army and Navy of the United 
States. It had all the elements of a national agreement; the con- 
sideration was received by the United States and the Puerto Rican 
people have so far kept faith with the Government. It yet re- 
mains to be seen whether this Government will perform its part 
of the agreement by permitting them to share our protection and 
trade with our people upon terms of equality. 

No republican government can afford to commit so great a wrong 
without invoking the curse of Christendom upon it. In olden 
times the people who repudiated their agreements received the 
censure of the civilized world, and I trust that spiritis not extinct. 
For many centuries ‘‘ Punic faith“ has been referred to as expressive 
of all that is false and faithless in nations. But there can not be 
found in Carthaginian history or elsewhere a more utter disregard 
of plighted national faith than this repudiation of the promise 
made by General Miles to the Puerto Rican people. [Applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, we would like to get a vote on 
this amendment, and I ask unanimous consent that all debate on 
this section and the amendment be closed in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Make it twenty minutes, and I think 
there will be no objection. I want five minutes. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will agree to that. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on the section and amendment be closed 


in twenty minutes. Is their objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I venture tosay that as long 
as the Government of the United States shall last and its records 
can be preserved in print this debate now nearing its close will 
be reckoned by intelligent men as one of the very greatest, if not 
the greatest, debate that the American Congress ever had and 
presented to the country. The proposition originally involved 
in this bill was a proposition of free trade to the island of Puerto 
Rico. It was introduced and supported upon the recommenda- 
tion of the President and upon the understanding that there was 
involved in that question nothing beyond the mere act of giving 
to the island of Puerto Rico whatever benefit there might be in 
free trade with the American people. Very shortly, however, it 
was discovered that incidental to that decision would be another, 
carried by fair implication, that in all the coming years would 
have an effect far and away beyond all that was involved in the 
question of Puerto Rican relief. 

t of this free-trade measure 


There has been a icious sup 
on the Democratic side of this House. My own attention was 


not attracted to the deep importance of what is now the substance 
of this bill until I witnessed the wonderful zeal on the Demo- 
cratic side to defeat the measure. Not the force bill, which was 
in Congress after I came here; not the Wilson law, that hung in 
the balance here at one time; not the McKinley nor the Dingley 
nor the Mills bill ever brought to the support of the Democratic 
side anything like the zeal and industry that has been manifested 
here. And then, of course, the attention of the country was at- 
tracted to the general proposition of kindness and good will to the 
people of Puerto Rico. 

And I want to state that one of the most distinguished owners 
of one of the great leading Republican papersin this country in 
my presence last Saturday night made the statement that we were 
putting our hands into the kets of Puerto Rico and taking 
money from that poor, helpless people and putting it into the 
Treasury of the United States, when in point of fact we had better 
be doing something to aid them in giving them schools in that 
island. That was one of the owners of a prent Republican news- 
paper; and when I told him that every dollar of the money raised 
at either end of the line went into the Treasury and for the bene- 
fit of the Puerto Ricans, he was utterly amazed. 

I received a letter this ric from a distinguished minister 
of the gospel, who had thundered in his pulpit against the out- 
rage of the Republicans in their position on this floor of this House.” 
He was not a Republican, and did not live in this city. He was a 
Mugwump, belonging to a class of people always wrong on every 
question, from theology down to the tariff. [Laughter.] He told 
me, Tou are a hard-hearted people. If you would only raise that 
little amount of revenue and give it to the Puerto Ricans“ 

MAN. The time of the gentleman has expir 

Mr. HOPKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Ohio be allowed five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire more time? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that his time be extended five minutes, Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROS OR. He said, If you would only raise that 
little amount of money and give it to the Puerto Ricans, you 
would have shown yourselves worthy of the Republican party.” 
Well, I have written him a letter, asking him to study that and 

ive up the doctrines of Calvinism and one thing and another for 
just one Sunday, and learn the doctrine involved in one of the 
Commandments, ‘‘not to slander your neighbor.” [Great laugh- 

Po Well, Mr. Chairman, how many people 
. BROSIUS. Thou shalt not bear false witness against 


bgt Parr, per r 
. GROSVENOR. “‘Thoushalt not bear false witness against 
thy neighbor.” [Great laughter.] The gentleman from Illinois 
thought I was on the eighth commandment. I was not, but alto- 
gether a different one. How many of the people of this country 
understand this measure; how many of the gentlemen who are 
thundering through the press that we are in the hands of the 
trusts understand that two commodities that are owned to-day 
in large measure by trusts of this country are waiting shipment 
to the United States free of tariff duty? How many of them un- 
derstand that, and how many of them understand, as we under- 
stand, who it has been that has been here so zealously speaking for 
the people of Puerto Rico? Now, it is pro that we shall 
take $3,000,000 out of the public Treasury and defeat this bill. 
Mr, man, Iam willing to follow the Republican party when- 
ever its majority dictates, but Ishall regret it if the time should 
come when, refusing to take this money from the pockets of the 
speculators in the already produced crops of Puerto Rico, Iam 
compelled to su t a colonial system by making drafts upon the 
Treasury of the United States, 
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Mr. OTEY. Mr. Chairman, first, I want to enter my protest 
spna the title to this bill and to substitute for it, A bill to 
obstruct the trade of Puerto Rico anà prevent setting a precedent 
for action which sooner or later must confront the Republican 
majority in dealing with 10,000,000 Asiatics, 9,000,000 of whom 
dress only in their complexions, and to show due deference to the 
behests of trusts generally, and to the sugar and tobacco trusts 
particularly, by taxing a prostrate people without representation.” 

The Republican majority in this House finds itself very much 
in the position of a swift greyhound owned by a friend of mine. 
This greyhound ran by sight and not by instinct and smell, and one 
day in pursuit of its prey it struck its nose against a perpendicular 
section of a barbed-wire fence and was split open from the nose 
to the end of the tail. My friend having studied anatomy and re- 
membering that when a member of the body was severed, if at 
once replaced would heal, and by a process called osmosis the en- 
dosmose and the exosmose, by a kind of molecularattraction, would 
cause cohesion, and the severed member would grow. So he 
aye the two halves of his dear dog together, and it grew 
and lived. Butin his haste he placed the tail part of one half 
to the head part of the other. But the noble canine p red 
and became a most valuable addition to his kennel. A friend 
asked how his dog was getting on. Why,” said he, “it is my 
best dog now, my stand by.“ How is t?” said his friend. 
“ Well,” said he, you see it can run both ways and bark at both 
ends. See? [Loud laughter and applause. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this Republican party has not long since 

ssed ü a case of protracted labor with a great but serene 

AYNE [laughter]; and when the baby showed no signs of Dingley 
paternity it was charged that PAYNE (he of New York) was its 
papa [great laughter}, and so he had to disown it and send it to 
an orphanage and submit to a substitute of a deformed grandchild 
of the Dingley persuasion, [Laughter.] 

He, however, admitted that while this child now before us was 
his adopted child, its parentage was unknown [laughter]; and 
that he was not res ible for a fiber of its frame nor for a bone 
of its body, but said he had taken it under his wing to raise it as 
best he could on a bottle of Dingley soothing syrup. [Laughter 
and applause. ] 

As the poet says: 

How bitterly he must have wept, 

How little he must have felt— 
On being obliged to adopt an illegitimate waif, to let his own dar- 
ling shy Sa [Applause and laughter. } 

It may be, Mr. Chairman, that it will be for his good and serve 
to get him out of a hole in the future during his leadership of the 
Republican majority on this floor. It reminds meof a white man 
in my district who once (it happens very seldom) voted the Re- 
publican ticket. That night he went ‘possum hunting. A rain- 
storm suddenly came up. He sought shelter in a hollow log, 
Very soon the log to swell. As it grew larger on the out- 
side it got smaller on the inside, and so he gotmore tightly 1 8 
in, and soon he began to scratch, to no purpose, and believing that 
he would soon be squeezed to death he began praying and think- 
ing of all the many mean things he had done in life from boyhood 
up to date, and finally he remembered that he had voted the 
Republican ticket that morning, and suddenly he felt so small 
that he ree, out of the log as if he had been incased in oil. 
[Long and continued e and laughter.] Mark the appli- 
cation. [Laughter and applause.] 

Now, I want to discuss this thing on its constitutional grounds, 
[Laughter.] I listened with respectful attention to the distin- 
guished gentleman from Pennsylvania—lI believe he is from Penn- 
sylvania. I mean Mr. DALZELL. angir on the Democratic 

de.] We more prominent members of Congress do not know 
these obscure mem , and I am not sure where he comes from. 
eee, laughter.] I listened with patience, and if I had not 

pened to see a copy of the Constitution in print once [laugh- 
ter], and if I had not happened to hear that there was an old man, 
obscure and unknown, down in Virginia, by the nameof Madison, 
I believe, who wrote it, and also heard that there was an old un- 
known man by the name of Marshall who unded it, why, I 
would have thought from the argument of the gentleman t 
there was not such a mungan encen as the Constitution. 

I would probably have convinced finally that if it existed 
at all it was only antiquated rubbish, not worthy of the notice of 
the statesman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL]; that Jefferson, 
Madison, Monroe, Webster, were merely pygmies by the side of 
the giant statesmen of the present day and generation. 

oy pagan is this so when the . statesman and solon is 
perched on a pedestal so elevated that he scorns an interruption 
trom a benighted Democrat and sucker, although the interroga- 
tory was couched in terms of Chesterfieldian politeness. 

e reminds me of a tramp who, traveling aes a road, was 
nearly famished for water. Seein a well, he rushed up to it, and 
a lady, wishing to refresh him, ed if he wanted some water. 
He replied, “I am going to take water and I de-cline to be in- ter- 


rupt-ed.” [Laughter.] He began to pump for water and no water 
came. He was forced to ask the 1 if there was any water in 
the well. ‘‘Oh, yes; plenty of water,” said the lady. e tramp 
continued to pump, and finally, getting no water, asked the lady, 
„Why, if there is pony. ot water in the well, will no water 
come?” She politely said, Because the sucker is at the wrong 
end of the pump.“ [Long and loud laughter and applause. 

I leave you to e the application as to where the sucker is 
now. [Loud applause. ] 

Now we come to the versatile statesman from Kansas, Mr. 
REEDER, He draws his inspiration and his wisdom from the 
river Solomon, on which his hog ranch is situated. REEDER is his 
name. He is a good REEDER. He can read his jokes. They are 
as clear as a northwest Kansas blizzard, translucent as a block of 
granite, bright as midnight in a billy goat’s stomach, as pointed 
asasteam hammer. [Loud 5 

His story on CHAMP CLARK was side splitting - to himself. But 
it showed on what intellectual food he regales his mental palate, 
But let me tell him that CHAMP CLARK is here and he will admin- 
ister a Kansas pill to the King of Hog Ranch on Solomon River. 
Do you know what a Kansas pill is? CHAMP CLARK knows, and 
so he will make the Kansus statesman swallow a Kansas grass- 
hopper backward, and I will guarantee it will kick all of the intel- 
8 3 out ot him in two seconds. [Long and uproarious 
applause. 

Phen came the deep-mouthed Cannon, of Illinois, to settle the 
whole matter. With his ponderous reports and masterful ges- 
tures he pounded and battered his enemy on the left, his friends 
on the right, and his desk in front, and kicked the chair behind 
him, and ended thus. [Great laughter and applause. ] 

And so, Mr. Chairman, my friend, always polite and smiling, 
ends his peroration thus: 


I am not laboring under the enjoyment of the rascall: ae 
of utter 8 incompetency. aud my outward manifestation of my in 
feeling of an alloverishness will not permit me to be heterogeneously bam- 


boozled by the unsophisticated audacity of any Democrat. 


Great applause and laughter. ] 
ow, Mr. Chairman, I am not responsible for applause on the 
Republican side of the House, nor am I to be held accountable for 
it on this side, and I insist that all of that time so expended shall 
not come out of my allotted time, [Applause.] 

So much time has been wasted on reading constitutions, deci- 
sions, and the like that I think it is time to have a little common 
CENG ont Chal h I believe, disposed of th 

ow, Mr. irman, having, as eve, di of the giants 
of the 3 forest, as well as some of the new timber, pass- 
ing over the general undergrowth unnoticed, I would invite the 
attention of the House to some of that rare commodity called 
common sense. 

According to the treaty of peace concluded April 11, 1899, 
Puerto Rico became United States territory. And that treaty 
was then and is now the supreme law of the land. After that, 
if it was not United States territory, what was it? I pause for a 
reply. None! If, then, it is United States territory, what does 
this mean? Webster says territory means a portion of the coun- 
try not included within the limits of any State and not yet ad- 
mitted as a State in the Union.” 

Also a tract of land, a region, a country, a district. 

Now, I see no necessity of bringing derous volumes here and 
quoting from our great men of the eighteenth and nineteenth cen- 
turies, and all manner of decisions, to demonstrate the common- 
sense proposition that Puerto Rico is, first. 8 and, second, 
if so, it is United States territory, and. third, if be true, wə 
3 ee treat it in any manner different from other United States 

rritory. 

Sir, I shall not quote the Constitution. The Lord knows that 
quasi great constitutional lawyers have suddenly arisen in this 
body and quoted from every known source, whether applicable 
or not, till the atmosphere is charged with the dust of musty old 
volumes, It may be that some observer on a distant planet, with 
a great telescope focused on this Chamber, would 1 that 
the resurrection had occurred, and that Jefferson, Madison, Mon- 
roe, Marshall, Story, Chancellor Kent, Brewer, Cooley, Webster, 
were all here, but, Mr. Chairman, no one about here would have 
thought so. [Applause.] 

Sir, I have seen gentlemen on the other side of this Chamber 
rise from their seats, with ponderous volumes in their hands, and, 
with the air of wisdom, call attention to what Chancellor Kent or 
some other great commentator held on this question that had about 
as much to do with this question as the educated hog had to do 
with the Siamese twins. aer] Adjusting their spectacles 
and looking over them with judicial wisdom, or perhaps fondling 
with e be peor just removed, would say. How does that strike 
you?” followed by great applause on the Republican side. Such 
self-satisfaction has never, to my knowledge, been evinced as by 
these undergrowths in the Republican thickets, But they goon 
the adage, He is well paid that is well satisfied.” 
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Of all of the infamous measures passed by this Republican ma- 
jority, and they are many, Mr. Chairman, none have reached the 
superlative degree of this one. Infamous, did I say? Yes, and 
advisedly, for it is disreputable, disgraceful, and dishonorable; it 
is ignominious, discreditable, and unprincipled; it is vile, heart- 
less, and cruel to treat a prostrate people as this bill proposes, 
only because plutocracy demands it. f 

The President of the United States sent us a written message, 
saying it was our plain duty to establish free trade with Puerto 
Rico—just the opposite of what this bill provides. Why, may I 
ask? The only answer is, because Puerto Rico is United States 
territory and the supreme law of the land forbids any other com- 
mercial relations with people of its territory. 

There can be under our fundamental law (our written Consti- 
tution) nothing but free trade between States and Territories; 
nothing but free trade between Virginia and Massachusetts; 
nothing but free trade between New York and Keywest. Indeed, 
Keywest is somewhat similar to Puerto Rico. It was acquired 
from Spain in 1819. Puerto Rico, just eighty years afterwards, 
was also acquired from Spain. Why did we not lay a tariff duty 
on goods going into or going from Keywest. 

But, Mr. Chairman, not only did the President lay down what 
our “plain duty” was in inviting Con s to at once establish 
free trade with Puerto Rico, but the chairman of the Ways and 
Means Committee, the chosen leader of the Republican majority 
on this floor, promptly introduced a bill to enable the President 
to fulfill his plain duty” and thus provide ‘‘free trade” with 
Puerto Rico. : 

But a sudden change came over the President and his Republican 
majority in this House that no one seems able to account for. 
Certainly a change which no one, from his sergeant-major to 
major-general commanding the Republican cohorts, has dared to 


lain. 
1 the specter of the heavy hand of an unfriendly trust 
loomed up with one hand closing the door of a great safe and the 
finger of the other hand pointing to an approaching storm, on the 
clouds of which could be seen the words, venga of 1900. 

Or perhaps they looked to the Orient and there was photo- 
graphed on the retina of their bloodshot eyes, 10,000,000 Asiatics 
acquired by ‘‘criminal aggression“ (as said the President, because 
it was “forcible annexation”), which blinded them to law, princi- 
ple, justice, and duty. 

Perhaps they forgot, in declaring war, that we proclaimed to 
the world that we did not intend to acquire by conquest. It was 
a war begun for liberation and humanity. Is it to close with op- 
pression and 5 It left us a great liberator; is it to make 
us a great tyrant? e who hold ourselves up to the world as a 
eft drei ponpa we who point to the great statue of Liberty 
Enlightening the World, as we enter the greatest port of the New 
World, as the emblem of our traditions and our aspirations—are 
we to play pi pas of the oppressor, of the desolator? Ought we 
not rather to rule by the allegiance of love, before it will be too late 
and these good people say to us: 

Never can true reconcilement 
Where wounds of deadly hate fave pierced so deep. 

Here is a bill which starts off freighted with a fraud. A bill 
“to regulate the trade of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes.” 
The“ for other purposes” is the only of the title that has any 
bearing on the ee of the bill. To regulate means to put in 
order. This bill is to sow disorder. But then, to regulate the trade 
of Puerto Rico, not trade with Puerto Rico. In other words, you 
ay regulate the action of a slave, but between people not slaves 
both of the regulated must, in a republic, have some say so in the 
matter; and if itis a matter of taxation, they must have repre- 
sentation. Onall questions, ially of taxation, the Territories 
are represented in the House of Representatives, where measures 
looking to taxation must originate. 

© will regulate itself. It has nothing, in fact, to do with 
this bill, and the bill hasnothing to do with trade. What dowe 
mean by trade? Originally it meant a track, a path, a trail. 
This bill seeks not to open it, but to obstruct it. It means a 
course, acustom,a practice, This bill places obstacles in its way. 

Business, dealing, bartering, exchanging, buying, selling—this 
bill, instead of putting them in order, paralyzes these functions, 
Restrictions are placed on action, and no title to this bill is so befit- 
ting as that designated in the beginning of my remarks. 

Besides there is a condition confronting our Republican friends, 
who see the dark cloud of a racial problem arising in the East, and 
the suffrage question which they inexorably and cruelly inflicted 
on the South must be met there, and the “ galled jade“ winces. 

Now, as to the provisions of the bill itself, there can be not only 
no warrant in the Constitution, in law, or precedent, but there 
can be no common business sense init. Let ussuppose that Con- 
gress should provide in this bill that all cattle going from Texas 
to the port of New York should pay 25 per cent of the Dingley tax 
on cattle coming into this country from foreign countries; that 
all wares going from Boston to New Orleans should pay 25 per 


cent of the Dingley tax on such wares coming into this country 
from foreign countries. Would it not be clear that you were 


virtually charging an export duty? Would it not be clear that 
the bill was violating the constitutional provision for free trade 
between the States and Territories? 

Why, then, demand of these poor prostrate people what we dare 
not, can not, demand of our own pao le? 

The Puerto Rican must. pay the heavy duty of the Dingley 
tariff now on all goods he imports from abroad. Even Spain did 
not exact this hardship of him. Now he must not only —.— the 
burden of the Dingley tax on his foreign importation, but he must 

y 25 per cent of the heavy Dingley tax on all goods which come 

om his own country—the United States, 

And yet he sees that the ‘‘ coastwise N ” of the United 
States have been already extended to Puerto Rico—and this seems 
to have been overlooked in this discussion—which we can not ex- 
tend to a foreign country, and thus the poor, unfortunate Puerto 
Ricans must (are obli to) ship only in American bottoms and 
hence are at the mercy of our shipmasters. Is not this horrible 
to contemplate? Think, oh, think of the days of the infamous, 
infernal, hellish carpetbag rule in our own beloved South. You 
Republicans, think of it. Do you want another such blot on the 
fair name of this great Republic? Puerto Rico is an integral part 
of the United States and commerce should extend to her as 
to any other of our territory. 

Not only does this bill tax her by tariff, but she must pay 
internal-revenue tax. Her leaf tobacco goes to the United States 
on a tax of 25 per cent, or one-fourth of the tax levied on tobacco 
from other countries. But if she manufactures cigars and to- 
bacco she has to pay additionally the internal-revenue tax per 
thousand and per pound which such articles bear in this country. 
Here they got a slap at the farmers, which please note, and 0 
it practicable for Puerto Ricans to ship tobacco here to compete 
with our farmers, but made it impracticable for Puerto Rican 
manufacturers of cigars and tobacco to compete with the tobacco 
trust and impracticable for the sugar men of Puerto Rico to com- 
pete with the sugar trust, and, in fact, any striving manufactory 
of Puerto Rico to compete with any trust here. ee trade is a 
weapon that can be used with deadly effect on trusts; but, as I 
have said before, which I repeat every opportunity I have, the 
Republican party has plutocrats for masters and trusts for * 
tégés, and profits from both. Free trade would result in leaf 
to o being consumed in Puerto Rico; indeed, they would im- 
pors it from the States. Under this bill they must send it to the 

tates to compete with our farmers, as their tobacco and cigar 
manufactories will die. 

Why ruin Puerto Rico, by cession part and parcel of the United 
States territory, entitled to every protection that we can give it? 

Take away this iniquitous tariff, and it will give Puerto Rico 
cheap food. Are they not nowstarving and do they not need our 
help? Has it occurred to you of the Republican majority what 
you are doing? Do you know what this bill will make these poor 
and stricken people pay on what we ship them? Six and one- 
fourth per cent tax on our flour (ad valorem), one-half cent per 
pound on our codfish, one-half cent per pound on our pork, 14 
cents per pound on our bacon, 5 cents bushel on our corn 
meal, one-half cent per pound on our beef, one-half cent per 
pound on our mutton, 6} cents pe 50 pounds on our beans, 6} per 
cent ad valorem on our corned beef, 9 per cent ad valorem on our 
crackers, 10 per cent ad valorem on our canned goods; butter, 
cheese, oil, heavy ad valorem duty. Then we tax them 25 per cent 
of the Dingley tariff on bags for sugar, shooks, rough lumber, 
agricultural implements, machinery, trees, shrubs, seeds, and 
school furniture. Certainly these should be free. 

It would seem that, viewing our interests pecuniarily, we would 
help Puerto Rico to its feet, Norder that its great productive- 
ness and former prosperity might be regained; that with the heavy 
weightof Spanish oppression removed she might expand her lungs, 
draw in the good fresh air, and march to the music of American 
enterprise and push. 

It would seem that machinery, implements, construction ma- 
terial of all kinds, hardware, carriages, harness, leather, cotton 
goods, drugs, chemicals could all find a market in Puerto Rico, 
ever increasing and even profitable. But the arm of two trusts 
are mighty. These have made the President turn a back somer- 
sault and the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means 
dance the skirt dance to the admiring Republican spectators. 

The Supreme Court, I doubt not, will render this bill nugatory 
even should it become law. 

Why should this oppressive measure be meted ont to these un- 
fortunate people? Oh, but we propose to spend it on them.” 
Better far appropriate the necessary amount out of the national 
Tr for the Puppa of the government than to hang this 
stone around their necks. Better far guarantee $10,000,000 of debt 
for them, and let their rich resources come into the markets of the 
world relieved of the heavy weight of this bill. 

The noblest races are the greatest lovers of liberty. Our race 
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was the first to recognize the right of the individual to himself 
and to acknowledge his home as his castle. It is increasing with 
more certainty and greater rapidity than any other race. It is 
not subject to the causes which check the growth of other races, 
such as famine, pestilence, and disease. Its inventive genius has 
lessened the devastation and destructiveness of war by the intro- 
duction of more devastating and destructive engines of war, for 
the greater power in this direction the less destruction ensues, 

Its great commerce, reenforced by steam and electricity, has 
made famine in its community an impossibility, and the great 
strides in medical science have minimized pestilence. At the end 
of the reign of Charles II there were onl ,000 in America, and 
in two hundred years we have focreaned in these United States 
three hundred and fiftyfold. In 1700 there were in the world 
6,000,000 Anglo-Saxons; 1800, 20,000,000; 1880, 100,000,000; to-day, 
not far from 150,000,000. As Isaid on this floor in December last— 
in substance which I repeat—we are the largest part of this great 
race, andinanother century, only thenormal increase, the English- 

ing people will number 715,000,000, while by the same meas- 
ure the whole of Europe will number only 534,000,000. The ratio 
of increase in the United States in decades from 1840 to 1890 was 
83 per cent each decade. 

o- thirds of our great race occupy land which invites unlimited 
development. The United States with its vast continuous and 
unsevered empire is to be the great home of this white race, the 

incipal seat of its power, the center of its life and influence. 
Les wealth is beyond all other nations. Mulhall places it at eighty- 
two billions, with the United Kingdom next with fifty-nine bil- 
lions—the two being one hundred and ninety-one billions against 
all the other nations of continental Europe and their dependencies 
amounting to one hundred and ninety-seven billions. 

The Anglo-Saxon is about one-fifteenth of the world's populis 
tion, and owns one-third of its land and controls one-tourth ot its 
a. It is true England has attained greatness by meddling 
with other people’s business and highway robbery and the most 
relentless e We have outstripped her by attending to our 
own business an couraging manhood and equal rights. When 
we look back at the grandeur of Spain, with her ig ee sway 
for two hundred years over Flanders, Mexico, Peru, Venezuela, 
Chile, Cuba, and islands by the thousand, we he ed to pause before 
we ges eee a system of cruelty and taxation like unto hers. 
She is still living in the seventeenth century; but how? Let us 
profit by her example. 

The greed of conquest has seized you, my Republican friends, 
Pause; reflect what you are doing. You can afford to be gener- 
ous to Puerto Rico. Will you be so; or will you lay your mailed 
hand on her, sorely afflicted as she is, struggling as she is? 

Would that I could show you that pity is a virtue in the law with 
which you might temper your harsh decrees, so that with a ty- 
rant’s tread you would not use power and might cruelly. There 
is no beast so fierce but has some touch of pity. 

Pity speaks to Grief 
More sweetly than ds of instruments. 
But your hearts are hardened; I fear— 


You feed on ashes; a deceived heart hath turned you aside and you can 
not deliver your soul nor say there is not a lie in your right hand. 

You are given up to the delusions of your own heart, and are justly left in 
blindness, that you shall not discern your own self-deceiving. 


Loud applause. 
e CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 


gentleman from New York. 

The amendment was adopted. 

Mr. PAYNE, I desire to offer the following amendment to 
section 4: 

In line 22, page 2, strike out the word “customs” and after 
„duties“ insert taxes;“ and in line 22 strike out customs” and 
in lieu thereof insert duties and taxes;” so that the clause will 
read: That the duties and taxes collected in Puerto Rico in 
pursuance of this act, less the cost of collecting the same, and the 

‘oss amount of all collections of duties and taxes in the United 

tates,” etc. 

The Clerk read the amendment of Mr. PAYNE, 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is necessary 
because of the amendment to section 3. The original bill provided 
that the customs duties collected on articles exported from the 
United States to Puerto Rico, as well as the customs duties col- 
lected on articles coming from Puerto Rico to the United States, 
should be placed at the disposal of the President of the United 
States, to be used for the government and benefit of Puerto Rico, 
Section 3 has now been amended by providing that articles ving 
here from Puerto Rico shall pay 25 per cent of the rates provid 
by the present tariff law and in addition thereto, when taken out 
of bond for consumption, shall pay the same internal-revenue tax 
as is now paid on like articles manufactured in the United States. 
We simp X want to provide in this amendment that all those 
duties and all those internal-revenue taxes collected on goods 
coming from Puerto Rico to the United States, as well as duties 


or taxes collected in Puerto Rico, shall not go into the general 
fund of the Treasury, but be held as a separate fund at the dis- 
poss of the President, to be paid out for the government and 
efit of Puerto Rico. That is the whole effect of the amend- 


ment. I do not — 9 — there is a man in the House who will 
oppose 5 It simply carries out the provisions of the original 
section 


Mr. CLAYTON ot Alabama obtained the floor. 

Mr. PAYNE. Can we not now reach an agreement that debate 
on this amendment shall close at 1 o'clock? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ishould like to ask the 


gentleman [Mr. 
PASTRI how man. 
Mr. PAY. 


amendments his committee will offer? 
NE. Two more, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave no objection to closing the debate 
on this amendment at 1 o'clock, 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the proposition 
of the gentleman from New York, that debate on the pending 
amendment close at 1 o’clock, will be agreed to, 

There was no objection. 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, on yesterday I ob- 
tained consent of the House to print in the RECORD a letter anda 
statement extracted from a newspaper, and also to print in the 
RECORD in a parallel column therewith some extracts from a 
speech of the gentleman from New York made in the opening of 
this debate. ‘ough inadvertence, injustice has been done to 
mye and to the gentleman from New York by omitting to par- 
allel that letter and statement with the extract from the speechof 
the gentleman from New York. I now ask that those extracts, 
together with the letter and statement already printed, be printed 
in the Recorp—the letter and statement in one column, and the 
extract from the speech of the gentleman from New York in the 
other column. 

Mr. PAYNE. I am perfectly willing. I hope the gentleman 
will print my whole speech. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the absence of objection, the leave re- 
quested by the gentleman from Alabama will be granted. 

5 e documents referred to by Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama are as 
ollows: 


Mr. W. H. CURTIS, 
Palmyra, N. F. 
DEAR SIR: Your letter of January 


On February 19 Mr. PAYNE said: 


Now, Mr. Chairman, all political 
parties have approved this treaty 
19 received, in which you assert that and accepted the cession of the Philip- 
free trade with Pue: Rico means 7 Islands to the United States and 
free trade with Cuba and the Philip- the island of Puerto Rico to the 
pine Islands and a deathblow to United States. As patriots, instead 
tection. If you are correct inallof of trying tomake some political capi- 
yous assumptions, of course no Repub- tal for the Presidential campaign, we 
ican would favor any such measure. should sit down with deliberate, dis- 
Suppose we get down to the facts: passionate judgment and consider 
Puerto Rico was ceded to us by the the questions that confront us with 
Spanish treaty, and we accepted it reference to these islands. 
without a dissenting voice in all the The island of Puerto Rico, with 
United States,sofarasI know. Inac- which the bill deals, is one of the rich- 
cepting it we cut off their market with t islands of the West Indies, a small 
Spain and with Cuba, in both of which 
countries there is now a high tec- 
tive duty, which is absolute 1 
hibitive so far as Puerto Rico is con- 
cerned. Puerto Rico produces 50,000 
tons of sugar annually. No one be- 
lieves it ever can reach 100,000 tons un- 
dex the most favorable circumstances. 


eg 
island about 80 miles in length and 40 
miles in width, in the form of a par- 
allelogram, running east and west, 
with a mountain stoge runningalong 
the center, some 3,000 feet high at the 
summit, and cultivated from the sum- 
mit clear down to the seashore, with 
level lands along the line of the sea 


por. last year 1.340, 000 tons at the foot of the hills avenging in 
of sugar. You see the importation width from nothing to five miles, on 
from Puerto Rico would beasadrop which is raised, the higher 


lands adjoining fitted for the cultiva- 
tion of tobacco and pastu: and 


tinne this 
and no one objects to it. We — — 
from the Hawaiian Islands 240,000 

of sugarannually. Inthe faceof this 
free su from Hawaii, the produc- 
tion of t sugar in California has 
doubled and quadrupled from year to 


year. 

Tam told that the production of the 
present year will more than double 
the large production of 1899. Free 
sugar from Hawaii does not seem to 


ect the beet-su ou 
è with Puerto Rico 


In ou 
all at fault; Cuba is not oars: but will 
have an independent government. 


The most she can ever h for is a 
slight reduction of duty * 
reciprocity treaty. You have nm 


zoug for reciprocity for — last — 
n Fears, as you say you have vo 
the Re blican ticket. Under the 
treaty the Philippine Islan 
have free trade with Spain for ten 
years. We could not extend these 
tariff laws to the Philippine Islands 
even if we w 

To sum up, then: Puerto Rico is 


ds are to 


rago. 
the higher lanàs of the mountains on 
which coffee is cultivated. Itis said 
to be the most densely populated of 
any land in the whole world. 

The citizens of Puerto Rico ac- 
cepted the conditions. They could 
not very well do pt dope else. We 
had the consent of the governed, but 
the governed were too weak to yield 
up anything except consent to the 

wers of 1 und the powers of 

he United States. As the gentleman 
from New York said the other day, 
they received the troops with open 
arms; but whether, if Spain had come 
along the next day, they would not 
have received them still more gladly 
he was not able to say. ‘ 

Now, Mr. Chairman, we have ac- 

mired the control of the territory of 

erto Rico; what are we going to do 

with it? What is our first duty to- 
ward that islan d? ji 

When the war was over Spain put 
a 1 duty on coffee, as she 
ing duty upon sugar: ‘Oates Which 

g duty upon sugar. W 
in trust, demanded of the 


tobacco. Alarge tion of the 
tobacco crop was brought to Cubain 


1900. 
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ours without a dissenting voice any- 
where. Her le are impoverished 
TCC 
stroy e greater portion ol 0 
annual crops. She has no markets, 
being as of them by annexation 
to the United States. per e 
and industrially, without some ai 
from Congress, she is without hope 
for the future. A free admission of 
her products to the United States 
(which is now accorded toevery other 
State and Tarty, and to 1 
not organized into a Territory) woul 
give her relief. 

It will not hurt us, but, on the con- 
EAT will give us a market for 
$10,000,000 annually, 
products x oar farms, whic 
crease as American prosperity comes 
to Puerto Rico. I am Peart 
vor of extending this relief to Puerto 
Rico, while I do not in any way com- 
mit myself to extend the same privi- 
leges to either the Philippine ds 
or to Cuba. I have worked as hard 
as anyone to establish the beet-sugar 
industry and am as thoroughly in fa- 
vor of it as eyer. Iam sorry to learn 
that 8 thinks of voting fora 
Democrat, who claims to be a good 
protectionist. 


Yours, very trul 
*S SERENO E. PAYNE. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., January 2h. 


[Special dispatch to the Globe-Demo- 
crat.] 


PUERTO RICO AND FREE TRADE— 
PAYNE THINKS THE ADMINISTRA- 
TION BILL WILL PASS—IMPOVER- 
ISHED BY THE ELEMENTS, WITHOUT 
MARKETS BECAUSE OF ANNEXA- 
TION, THE ISLAND'S PRODUCTS 
SHOULD BE ADMITTED FREE TO 
THE UNITED STATES. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., 
January 26, 1900. 


Chairman PAYNE, of the Ways and 
Means Committee, has made a state- 
ment vindicating the policy of free 
trade for Puerto Rico. Mr. PAYNE 
. hae 3 Mu — 

ou policy, and has nodou 
it will go through both House and 
Senate at an early date. He says: 

“Puerto Rico was ceded to us by 
the Spanish treaty, and we accepted 
it without a dissenting voice in all the 
United States, so far as I know. In 
it we cut off their market 

and with Cuba, th of 
which countries there is now a 
protective duty, which is absolute: 
prohibitive so far as Puerto Rico is 
concerned. Puerto Rico produces 
50,000 tons of sugar gst sp Noone 
believes it can ever reach 100,000 tons 
under the most favorable circum- 
stances. We imported last year 1.340. 
000 tons of sugar. The importation 
from Puerto Rico would be as a drop 
inabucket. We have had atreaty for 
a number of years with the Hawaiian 
Islands, where sugar can be produced 
more chen ly than in Puerto Rico, 
by which all sugar has been admitted 
free of duty. 

“It is proposed to continue this by 
the enactment of law, and no one ob- 
jects to it. We vr, sate from the Ha- 
waiian Islands 240 tons of 


from Hawaii, the production of beet 
sugar in California has doubled 
quadrupled from year to year. Iam 
told that the production of the pres- 
ent year will more than double the 
large production of 1895. Free 5 ad 
from Hawaii does not seem to affect 
the ng nbsp Send interests, It isu 
that free trade with Puerto Rico 
means free trade with Cuba and the 
Philippine Islands. In this the oppo- 
sition is all at fault; Cuba is notours. 
Under the treaty the Philippine Is- 
lands are to have free trade with 
Spain for ten years. We could not 
extend these tariff laws to the Philip- 
pine Islands, even if we would. 

“To sum up, then, Puerto Rico is 
ours without a dissenting voice any- 
where. Her ig are impoverished 
by reason of the hurricane, which de- 
stroyed the greater portion of two 
annual crops. She no markets, 
being deprived of them by annexation 
to the United States. Commercially 
and industrially, without some aid 
from Congress, she is without hope 
for the future. A free admission of 
her products to the United States 

which is now accorded toevery other 
tateand Territory and to Alaska, nob 


the years gone by free of duty; and 
there it was made ay into 
sometimes mixed with Habana to- 
bacco and sometimes not, but most 
of it came to the United States in the 
shape oi e best Habana tobacco. 
The better qualities of this were ex- 
ported. re were some minor 
grades that went to Europe, princi- 
pally to Germany, selling at 5 or 10 
cents a pound. 

The export of tobacco was 4,000,000 
pounds annually. One year it went 
up to 6,000,000 pounds, but the normal 
average exports were 4,000,000 pounds. 
They raise a million or two pornas 
more, which are consumed the 
island. These were made into cigars 
soa cigarettes by the natives and sold 

ere. 

Of sugar aboutthree-fifths came to 
the United Statesand two-fifths went 
to Spain. That is about the propor- 
tion that has been exported tothetwo 
countries for the last ten years. Some 
of the time perhaps we got two-thirds 
of it. So that a of 
ket was in S. 
United States. Spain cut off the mar- 
ket for sugar. cut off the market for 
coffee, cut off the market for to 
which was 8 per cent of their ex- 
ports, and left the people without a 
market for these commodities, save 
that they had in the United States. 

In addition to that, Cuba demanded 
of the Government not only a duty on 
coffee which was prohibitory, but a 
duty of S a pound on tobacco, which 
was also prohibitory. and under 
which not a pound could be exported 
to Cuba. 


Well, these Puerto Ricans began to 
feel as though they had been made 
the victims of laced confidence. 
When they saw the up and 
knew that “ prosperity followed the 

as a matter of course they ex- 
pont to get a little of that . 1705 
ty themselves. Instead of t, the 
first result was to cut off these mar- 
kets. More than that, on the 8th of 
August last there oc there a 
storm, or hurricane, which swept that 
island from end to end; such a storm 
as had not been known there since 
1867. Jtoccurred at a time when they 
were getting ready to harvest the 
crop of coffee, which bade fair to be 
a great crop. g A 8 


Mr. Payne. I can not yield an 
further; my time is being fritte: 


away. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the beet-sugar 
industry has been something ofa pet 
of mine since I have been in Congress. 
T have been as anxious as any man in 
the United States to see it succeed. I 
had something to do with framin 
the schedule of the . bill and 
the McKinley bill and ming the 
bounty in the McKinley bill, and I 
have watched with interest in the 
aot ten years the of this in- 

u in the U: States, com- 
mencing with the most feeble begin- 
ning an 
year, unt 
more than 100, 


ago. 

It is increasing every year, and al- 
ready they have made contracts to 
build 51 beet-sugar factories in the 
United States during the coming sea- 
son. It will double, probably, this 
pa Farmersare getting interested 
n it, and the poopie of the United 
States are get g interested all over 
every § on of the country, and, as 
I said in the debate on the conference 
report on the Dingley bill, Mr. Chair- 
man, I look to this as the one means 
of menting what gentlemen call an 
octopus, the sugar trust, use I 
believe there is nothing which will so 
tend to destroy the sugar trust as 
beet-sugar factories in every Congres- 
istrict in the United States; 


sional 
and if they get incidental protection 
against the future out of bill, I 


am glad of it. 

I want to go a step further than 
that and declare to the country and 
to the world that when we la; te 
for this island, when we propose a 
tariff, we have the duty and the power 
and the privilege, er the 


from the U: 

States, or coming tothe United States 
from the territory belonging to the 
United States. I want tomakeaprec- 
edent that all men can read with ref- 


into a iinet yeas A would ine Islands, and 


ve aen 8 e will not hurt us, 
ut, on the con A ve us a 
market for ra Janus, large- 
ly of the products of our farms, which 
will increase as American prosperity 
comes to Puerto Rico. Iam h y 
in favor of extending this relief to 
Puerto Rico, while I don't in any way 
commit m: to extend the same 
pusa either the Philippine Is- 
ds or to Cuba.” 


erence to the Phili 
if Cu 


bring in this substitute, 
t assert 


t we migh' 
this principle, that we might give 
them incidental protection t a 
threatening future, and at same 
time that we might furnish revenue 
— care of the needs of that 


Mr. MAHON obtained the floor. 

Mr. TERRY addressed the Chair. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I Sppe the Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] for two minutes, to finish out 
the time of the tleman from Alabama. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas will be rec- 
ognized, at the request of the gentleman from Tennessee, im- 
mediately after the gentleman from Pennsylvania has concluded. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, before beginning my remarks I 
ask unanimous consent that I be allowed ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Chairman, I have read somewhere in a great 
Democratic newspaper that it is the purpose of at least some 
Democrats to 1 in the next national Democratic platform the 
Declaration of Independence, to show to the people—black men, 
white men, red men, yellow men—where they stand in regard to 
human liberty and human rights. I want to ask them to parallel 
that Declaration, if they put it in, with a letter I am about to read, 
which is short and to the point, written by the great Thomas Jef- 
ferson; and in his letters he was himself—gave more free res- 
sion of his opinion than in his public utterances—a letter dated 
September 7, 1803, addressed to Wilson C. Nicholas, and will be 
found in Jefferson's works, volume 4. This letter may have been 
already referred to in the general debate on this bill; if so, I have 
not heard it. In this letter Jefferson is speaking on the question 
of the Louisiana 3 and he gives this good advice to his 
Democratic friends: 

Whatever Congress shall think it necessary to do should be done with as 
little debate as possible, and icularly so far as respects the constitutional 
difficulty. I am aware of the force of the observations you make on the 

wer given by the Constitution to Congress to admit new States into the 

nion, without 1 Bie subject to the territory then constituting the 
e 

recise 155, 
Jtself to 3 the United States, I can not help believing the intention 
was not to permit Congress toadmit into the Union new States which should 
be formed out of the territory for which, and under whose authority alone, 
they were then acting. Ido not believe it was meant that they might receive 
England, Ireland, Holland, etc., into it, which would be the case on your con- 
struction. When an instrument admits two constructions, the one safe, the 
other dangerous, the one precise, the other indefinite, 1 prefer that which is 
safe and precise. 

Now, I am going to take the advice of Thomas Jefferson in re- 
gard to my vote on this bill; and I ask gentlemen on the other 
side to put this letter alongside of the Declaration of Independence 
and the Constitution when you send them to the people in those 
foreign countries. 

And then, Mr. Chairman, when they speak of liberty, I want 
them to put in as a peroration to their Democratic platform a few 
words from a distinguished Democratic Senator who addressed 
the Senate on last Monday, speaking as one of the representatives 
of the great Democratic party of this nation, speaking about the 
colored voters of the South, and I call attention of gentlemen on 
the other side of the House to it who speak so . in 
favor of the black men in the Philippine Islands. Here is the lan- 
guage of one of your leaders. He says: 

We of the South have never made any pretense of considering the negroes 
our equals, or as being fit for suffrage. e fought to keep them slaves, and 
protested against their enfranchisement. You of the North— 

Referring to the Republican party— 
contended that they were equal to white men and should have all of the 
rij oe of citizens, and you framed the three amendments to carry it into 
effe 

And then, going on, he uses this language: 

We stuffed ballot boxes. We shot them. We are not ashamed of it. 


I commend that language to gentlemen on the other side, 

Now, when you go to these people with protestations of liberty, 
justice, and equality before God and the law, tell them what you 
have done with the black men of the South; give them this por- 
tion of the history of the Democratic party in relation to makin 
the black man of the country free and equal before the law. An 
yet you come up here and undertake to appeal to our sympathies 
in behalf of the ple of the Philippines. You come here with 
lamentations and prayers in our presence for the blacks in the 
Philippine Islands. And yet you vote the other way when influ- 
en is by mois poutaa 3 ce 8 8 for one mo- 
ment agree e passage o e law throug mgress to give 
these unfortunate people in these islands the full possession, the 
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full limit, and all of the rights under the law of this country that 
are 5 by the people of the United States. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if I were to-day in control of the Repub- 

„or if the Republican were to a resolution 
advising my friend from Tennessee, the leader of the Democratic 
party, to join some sect in this country, before he would accept 
that advice he would read the Constitution and then come to the 
conclusion that it was unconstitutional. [Laughter. 

I propose to vote for this bill simply because it affords temporary 
relief to the people of Puerto Rico; and I want to make the fur- 
ther declaration that the Republican partyin the near future will 
take care of these people. ey will provide for them a govern- 
— 5 57 their best interests, regardless of the passage of 

e g 
I Would not have cared, sir, if the Democratic party brought in 
that bill, and I am free to confess it, giving to these people the 
same relief we propose, and I should have voted for it, and I pro- 
xg to vote for it now, believing it right as conditions now con- 

t us. It gives, I repeat, temporary relief where tem 
relief is badly needed. It 3 their distress in the 
near future. When we come to take up the ernment of these 
islands in regard to the constitutional question, I will probably 
have something more to say. [Applause.] : 

Mr. TERRY. Chairman, greed, avarice, and monopoly are 
in the saddle, and the plain ae of right and justice are being 
unscrupulously trodden under foot. If there ever was an ex- 
ample of that state and condition of things, we are having it now 
in icies that are being forced by the present Administration 
upon the representatives of the great American people. 

Mr. i it has been to me the disappointment and mis- 
fortune of my life that, on account of severe illness, I have not 
been able during this week to be present and take part in the dis- 
cussion of the l questions involved in the pending measure; 
but I am satisfied from my knowledge of the 1 attainments of 
some gentlemen who have spoken upon my side of the question 
that it has been most ably handled. 

I have gotten out of a sick bed and been hauled in a carriage to 
this day’s session in order to enter my protest and record my vote 
against what I regard the most unjust and un-American piece of 
legislation that was ever attempted to be foisted upon the statute 
books of this country. If the le of Puerto Rico are subject 
to our jurisdiction and are subjected to Congressional legislation 
at all, then i facto they become entitled to all the rights of 
American citizenship and the proteo of the principles of Ameri- 
can liberty and of the great Constitution of these United States. 
1 des — — a 57 Haye ever stain our 1 flag Ae freedom 

g equal rights to any person wi o ju ction or 
= — ep . o our 9 sate = 579775 of the 
grea ublic. use on the Democratic side. 

Mr. AIORA RDSO . Mr. Chairman, I do not take the floor for 
the purpose of making a speech or occupying the attention of the 
committee u the pending smendment. I hold in my hand a 
paper signed’ by the commissioners of the island of Puerto Rico 
who were sent to Washington City for the purpose of representing 
to Congress the condition of the island and the capacity of the 
people of that territory to pay taxes for the 3 of their local 
governs. I am opposed to denying them right of petition, 

we are to deny them all other rights, Mr. Chairman, and in my 
time I ask to have read this petition or this statement made by 
these gentlemen. Some of them have been before committees of 
Congress; some of them I have met peal I want to give 
my 3 testimony to their intelligence and to their capacity. 
I believe they are honorable and truthful gentlemen and that they 
state the facts. At the bottom of this statement will be founda 
statement by the Merchants’ Association of New York City. I 
ask the Clerk to read this statement and the statement of the Mer- 
chants’ Association. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


and to ask for it the establishment at once of free commercial relations with 
the United States, to the end that the people of Puerto Rico may be relieved 
from the bankruptcy which stares them in the face and the fearful contem- 
plation of thousands of deaths among their poor by reason of the starvation 
which is foll the stagnation in business, worse than ever before in the 
anoe of the island, and due chietty to the contraction of business which 
has followed the control of the island by the United States, and having read 
the compromise measure adopted at the conference of the Republican mem- 
bers of Congress held last night, desire to make the following statement to 
REA the — ae by the Republi leaders in Co: ho stand 
of the reasons given e can ers co, Ped 0 

hind the tariff measure, is that the which money can 
be raised for the 9 of the islan: direct taxation, which they 

the people a) ria- 


on 
g $1,200,000; for the 


; for for the clergy, $400,000; for the navy, $400,000; 
a total of $2,700,000. Thus there were raised for these purposes annu- 
ally an amount total amount now required for — — 
of island, by Governor - Ge vis, larger by far 


than will be raised by the proposed tariff. We refer with pride and call the 
attention of the people of the United States to the fact t we freed our 
own slaves, paying therefor, in principal and interest, about Lee ie with- 
out askin; from Spain or elsewhere. We repudiate the idea that we can 
not raise amount necessary to carry on the affairs of the 
ee een Dare O a tariff is repugnant to us. 
American A 


terms of the bill o 
the chairman of the 
versal ex 

and 


‘or revenue is offered. . 


necessary 
The United StatesGovernment, through the „ has recent! 
negotiated a treaty with the island of Trinidad. in the West 


der, every one of which it is pro; 
ing in Congress. Is this fair? e think not. 

e time for a vote on this bill is rapidly 5 and we therefore do 
not intend to make any elaborate ent, being content to stand before 


y become x 
a population loyal to the flag. 


GEO. L FINLAY. 
MANUEL FERNANDEZ JUNCOS, 
JOHN D. N. LUCE, 


AZEL AMES, 
T. LARRINAGA, 
R. VALDES, 
Commissioners of Puerto Rico. 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 27, 1900. 


The Merchants“ Association of New York, a commercial body in that city, 
composed of 1,400 firms and co: tions, having no interest in Puerto Rico 
but the general one of paei y ais trade and commerce, has in ted 
thoroughly the commercial conditions in that island through its accredited 
re tative, Mr. William R. Cor wine. the officers of that association 
believe fully that the speedy establishment of free commercial relations is 


utely necessary to place the island in a proper position. 


THE MERCHANTS’ ASSOCIATION OF NEW YORK, 
By WM. R. CORWINE. 

During the reading of the foregoing, the time of Mr. RICHARD- 
SON having expired, 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: Mr. Chairman, the debate on this 
amendment is to close at 1 o’clock. I ask that the time be ex- 
tended, to allow the Clerk to finish the of this. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Why not let the time for closing the debate on 
this amendment be 1 o’clock and 5 minutes? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why not let it be extended to 1.10? 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask that the time for debate on this amend- 
ment be extended to five minutes after 1. 4 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Make it ten minutes after 1. 
want to use five minutes in reply. 

Mr. PAYNE. I haye the right to reply. If the gentleman 
wants to speek afterwards, let him do so on the next amendment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not care, if we get it on the next 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York mod- 
ify his request? 

5 —5 PAYNE. IJ ask that the debate on the amendment close at 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk resumed the reading. Having begun the reading of 


e signatures, 

Mr. RICHARDSON said: Mr. Chairman, let the Clerk omit the 
meang of the names. 

Mr. PAYNE. Oh, no; read the names. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the above. 

Mr. PAYNE. I desired to have the names read in order that 
the House might know who these gentlemen are. They arel: ly 
a delegation coming up here from Puerto Rico, the most of an ed 
are directly and pecuniarily interested in exporting sugar and to- 
bacco free to the United States. The gentleman first named is a 
gentleman whom I met the other day downstairs, and he wanted 
me to come in and make a great name for myself and go for free 
trade for Puerto Rico. I said to him, The reason you want free 
trade rather than a 75 per cent reduction is thatinstead of getting 
the §300,000 paar yo will get under a 75 per cent ređuction, in- 
stead of getting that much more for your sugar, you want to get 


We may 
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$100,000 in addition, and you are whining about these lobbies and 
shedding tears for the poor people of Puerto Rico and are not 
willing to give up this $100,000 for their benefit and for their re- 
lief from taxation.” 

Who are the Merchants’ Association of the City of New York? 
Why, they are the gentlemen who are interested in free trade 
with all the world. It is no new thing for them to come before 

It is no new thing for them to come to the Ways and 
Means Committee for a reduction of duties. They are always ask- 
ing for that. 

Whatis the fact, Mr. Chairman? They say they have raised 
$5,000,000. They raised 5,000,000 os rather, or $3,000,000, by 
taxation in 1896 or 1897. They paid those taxes to Spain in the 
way of export taxes, consumption taxes, transportation taxes, 
and every conceivable form of taxes that could be put on every 
industry in the island, in order to raise money for Spain. But 
they raised that sum when they were prosperous, when they were 
not recovering from a devastating storm that had swept the island 
from one end to the other. They raised it when they were ex- 
porting over $10,000,000 worth of coffee, instead of less than 
$1,000,000 worth, as they must do now. They raised it, Mr. Chair- 
man, when the storm had not interfered with their tobacco or 
their sugar plantations. 

This bill is to meet a present emergency, to raise revenue to 
provide for an emergency, to raise revenue for this year, nay, for 
this . per 15 in order to ap ie ai 5 help ae = peor 
taxpayers, help out the poor people, to give the people 
island a chance for education aa to rise in the wads to build 
public improvements, including highways; but we want the money 
now. The committee have said they did not see any other means 
to raise it. What did these gentlemen reply? That before there 
was a storm, before their property was destroyed, before their 
crop was swept away, they were able to raise 5,000,000 pesos a 

. When they recover from this storm, and after five years 
fare elapsed and the coffee plantations getinto shape toproduce a 
crop, I have no doubt that they can raise 5,000,000 a 2 bape 
In the meantime we take out of the men who get benefit of 
this bill a little by the way of toll and pay it for the benefit of all 
the island, and especially those who are suffering from the effects 
of the storm. [Loud applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I am a little 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate is exhausted. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood we were to get ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asked for 


five minutes only. 
I asked for ten minutes, and understood 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
it was 5 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not so understand. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want five minutes in which to reply to 
the gentleman; but I can take it on the next amendment. 

Mr, PAYNE. Well, then, let us take a vote at once, and then 
the gentleman can take the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The 1 Was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I present an amendment from 
the committee. It was suggested to us by the gentleman from 
Vermont . PowERs}]. It is his amendment, adopted by the 
committee; and af ter it is read I desire to yield to him. Of course, 
if the gentleman from Tennessee wants to speak first, I will make 
no objection to that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Let us hear the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the bill by adding new section as follows: 

“SEC. 5. This act shall be taken and held to be onal in its 
and intended to meet a present pressing need for revenue for the Tend of 
Puerto Rico and shall not continue in force after the Ist of March, 1902.” 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I drew and submitted this 
amendment to the Committee on Ways and Means, in hopes that 
it might lead to a compromise between the discordant elements on 
this side of the Hall. It will be noticed that amendment puts into 
the bill anew section, declaring the precise p for which this 
legislation is enacted, namely, that it is provisionally intended to 
meet the pressing necessities that exist at the present time for 
revenue in the island of Puerto Rico. ; 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Chairman, mary of us would like 


to hear the tleman from Vermont. 
The The committee will be in order, Gentle- 
men will please be seated and cease conversation. 


Mr. PO S. It is well known, Mr. Chairman, that I have 
expressed hostility to this bill as it was originally drawn on two 
grounds, First, upon the doubt as to its constitutional validity; 
and, second, the doubt as to its a I am informed that 
a case has already been started and is Se Oe ES ee 
to a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States that will 
settle the troublesome question of constitutional law that has 
been debated on this floor for the past ten days. Therefore we 
are speedily approaching a decision of that doubtful question, 


The other objection which I had to the bill in its original form 
was that it sought to treat the people of Puerto Rico, whom we 
now count as under the protection of the American flag, in a dif- 
ferent way from what we treated the people living in the Terri- 
tories of Arizona and Oklahoma; and that, for that reason, in 
levying a tariff duty upon Puerto Rican products was discriminat- 
ing against Puerto Rico over the other Territories. 

Now, then, the p of this amendment is to have the bill 

on its face a declaration that it is an emergency measure; 
that it is to meet the present necessity for money in Puerto Rico, 
when other means are unavailable at this present time; and fur- 
ther than that, it fixes a limit, beyond which this bill can not 
properly go. It provides that it shall expire by its own limitation 
on the ist day of March, 1902. Iam told, sir, that the committee 
will accept this amendment; I am told that the President of the 
United States will accept this amendment; andif he is content to 
take the modified bill, as it will be if the amendment is adopted, 
I am frank to say, sir, that I accept it myself. [Loud applause on 
the Republican side. 

Mr. JAMES R. LIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I hold in my 
hand a statement made before the Committee on Insular irs, 
of which the chairman of the Committee on Ways and Means is 
amember. The statement was made by General Davis, the mili- 
tary governor of that Territory; and I challenge the gentleman 
now to contradict the statement that I shall make. He says here 
in the report which I hold in myang, in answer to a question 
put by the gentleman himself, that they raised in one year by 
taxes 8,000.000 pesos, equal to nearly $5,000,000. That is the 
statement of a gentleman appointed by your own President; and 
I will tell you more, he says, and it is in his report here before me: 
That that island needs at least $5,000,000 a year.” 

You propose to raise a million and a quarter. Hesaysitwilltake 
at least a million to administer the government of erto Rico, 
its insular government, not including the expenses of municipal 
administration. Nothing for roads or other pabio improvements. 
Where do you get money to build the sch ouses except in your 
perorations? You know you are trying to deceive the people of 
3 and Puerto Rico when you make any such claim 
as 

General Davis says they need this money now, 810, 000, 000. 
Lou say you want to give it to them now. ou all 
the revenue under this bill to be paid in within next thirty 
days? Do you not know it will e twelve months to collect it? 
He says they need it now, and he says—and I want the members 
of this House to listen—that these 5 get $10,000,000 with- 
out any guaranty on the part of the United States and get it at 5 


r cent, instead of 7 per cent as the gentleman from New York 
Blr. PAYNE] states. 
, these le are able to take care of them- 


t witnesses who appeared before 
the committee, said that what they need first and most is a well- 
established government, and next to that free trade for theisland. 
You give these poopie a good government, and they can raise by 
taxation from own property in less than six months more 
revenue to do business on than you can under this bill. Why? 
The gentleman from New York seems to doubt that. You give 
them the power to organize -their government, to make their as- 
sessments, levy their taxes, and as soon as the levy is made appro- 
priate, under the authority of Congress, a sum for them to w 
on to do their business on until the money is collected, as is done 
in many of the States of this Union pte 

But you propose simply to provide for the collection by revenue 
on the necessaries of life, on a part of the property, only enough 
money to run the insular government, and not enough to run the 
municipal government or provide for schools, as you would have 
the people believe. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to refer to another matter in this 
bill, and that is this educational feature. I want to call the at- 
tention of gentlemen on the other side to the fact that the majority 
of the Ways and Means Committee have either misrepresented the 
facts or have failed to state as true that which is true, and I cast 
no reflection upon the poetan from lowa—— 

The CHAIR ` etime of the gentleman from Illinois has 


expired. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent for fiye minutes more, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent for five minutes more. Is there objection? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. f 

J R. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, Isay I desire 
to cast no reflection upon the candor of the gentleman from Iowa 
IMr. DOLLIVER], who delivered such a very able constitutional 
argument on yesterday, and which has been so completely an- 
swered by my friend from Virginia, Mr. Orry, to-day. [Laugh- 
ter Ft applause on the Democratic side.] 


e gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER], as well as the gen- 
tleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR], says that the sugar trust 
does not want this You let me read to you froma gentleman 
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who knows a great deal more as to what the sugar trust wants 

than does the gentleman from Iowa. Here is an important wit- 

ness on this question. Let us see what he says. My friend Mr. 

PAYNE will remember the name when it is announced to him, for 

he was interested in the matter and he was present. On the 19th 

day of January the porsina from New York [Mr. PAYNE] had 
or 


introduced his bill free sugar. On the 22d day of January, 
three days Jater, the following gentlemen came before the com- 
mittee of which the gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] and 
Mr. TAWNEY are members, He was asked the question: 

23 is your name? 


What is your business? 

I represent the American Beet Sugar Association, of which I am president 
and which pire toes 0 of the sugar factories from the Pacific to the Atlantic 
in 12 different States. 


I will not read all, but just listen to what he says further: 
What we claim is this— 


And he knows more about this than even the gentleman from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER] knows about the Constitution 

What we claim is this: While we are perfectly wil to let them come in, 
we think they will very largely increase their production of sugar and per- 
haps be a reproduction cf what Hawaii did, and we claim they are taking and 
wilt take in time a large portion of our markets from us, and we would like 
to have some tariff put against them. 

Mr. PAYNE asks: 


You have had free sugar from Hawaii all the time?—A. Yes; but that has 
more than doubled in the last ten years, and that has hurt us. I do not claim 
that the admission of the pont sugar, what they are making now, will hurt 
us so much; but what Ic is large investments will go into Puerto Rico 
in the sugar business as soon as it is found that these immense profits can be 
made. 


I do not know whether the conversion of the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. Payne) dates from that time or not, but here is 
aman who knows something about this sugar business and he 
says that with free sugar large investments will go down there 
and greatly increase their business, and this would increase the 
opportunities for labor, enable those goonie to pay their own 
taxes, and provide their own schools. eral Davis says in his 
report—and if the gentleman doubts it I will read it—that these 
people are almost naked, without food; and when Mr, COOPER 
asked him the question if they could be educated, if furnished 
facilities, he says, Not until you give them clothes and provi- 
sions. You can not e t children to attend school in their 
nakedness, Give them first new trade conditions. Enable them 
to earn food and clothing.” And that is what we claim free trade 
for that island would do. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to ask the gentleman if Mr. Oxnard did 
not also say, in that same connection, that all the sugar that could 
be produced in Puerto Rico would make no difference; that what 
he was afraid of was s from Puerto Rico and the Philippines? 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. He did not. 

Mr. STEELE. He certainly did. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I have it all here before me. He 
said they did not fear it now, but that if you give them free sugar 
it would so increase their business as to take away a part of our 
markets, and, as I claim, large investments in the sugar business 
in Puerto Rico would increase the opportunities of these people 
for obtaining a livelihood and clothing and feeding themselves, 
and enable them to 8 own taxes. 

The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I want one minute more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks for one minute more. 
Is there objection? 3 a pause,] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. JAMES R. W LIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, some gen- 
tlemen who haye made long constitutional arguments against 
this bill console themselves with the amendment which has been 
agreed to on the other side making it temporary. If Puerto Rico 
ever needed free trade with the United States it is now. You ex- 
tend this bill over them for two years and you give the sugar 
trust and tobacco trust the opportunity to get their lands now 
under mort But if you pass a free-trade bill in one week 
their lands will begin to advance; they will be able to remortgage 
them and come out the owners of their own soil. [Applause.] 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Chairman, if this bill pro to provide 
for a permanent policy in dealing with Puerto Rico, I should op- 
pies it, and last week so informed the chairman of the Ways and 

eans Committee. I think each witness who has appeared before 
the Committee on Insular Affairs hes stated that the condition of 
those people is deplorable, that they are vii Be that island at 
the present moment. While we are debating they are starving. 

I have heard no proposition to afford them relief in any other 
manner than here proposed; and for myself my duty seems to me 
to be perfectly clear—to support the measure 1 by the 
Ways and Means Committee. We recognize the fact that this 
discussion on the part of the opposition is not against Puerto Rico. 
Puerto Rico is a mere incident to the broader pr ition. [Ap- 
plause.] If it is determined that every foot of territory under the 
control of the United States is to enjoy equal advantages with 
the United States—— 


Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow an in- 
terruption? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Ihave not the time. 
JAMES R, WILLIAMS. We will have your time ex- 


party. [A de.] 

Mr. SIBLEY, No; you locate the politics on the wrong side of 
the Chamber, my friend. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. It is pretty hard to locate you. 
[Laughter and Applaus on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. SIBLEY. You need not have a particle of trouble about 
that; for I stated the other evening on the floor of this House that 
whenever it is necessary for one to act in a patriotic manner, 
whenever it became necessary in order to keep step with the 
march of human progress, whenever it became necessary for one 
attempting to serve the welfare of his country and its people to 
have aseat upon the Republican side of the Chamber, you could 
constructively place my seat there at that very moment [pointing 


to the Republican side}. [Loud applause on the Republican side. 
This is a mere incident to the broader proposition that the Uni 
States can not—— 


Mr. TERRY. Thegentleman from Pennsylvania ought to un- 
derstand politics, as he has belon to all political parties. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I do not hear what the gentleman says, and I do 
not know that I have time to listen to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
SIBLEY] has the floor. 

Mr. SIBLEY. If you can establish the principle that all terri- 
tory recently acquired by the United States and coming under our 
control and jurisdictfon—if you can establish the principle that 
each citizen of these possessions is entitled at the present time to 
the enjoyment of the same rights and privileges enjoyed by Amer- 
ican citizens, and that they are to be governed by the same rules 
and participate under the same conditionsin governmental affairs 
as are accorded to American citizenship within the limits of our 
Federal Union, before accepting any such interpretation, firmly 
believing in expansion as I do, I should renounce and denounce 
the whole theory of expansion. 

The debate upon Puerto Rico is the mere incident in the broader 

roposition. The issue being determined is whether or not the 
nited States possess the right and have the will to so legislate 
that the products of the Orient shall not be admitted as a disturb- 
ing factor to American production, and that the yellow man of 
the Orient shall not come here, clothed with the full power of 
citizenship, to compete upon terms of equality with American 
labor in our own markets. 

If your proposition is understood, you mean to place us in the 
position where if we hold these territories, we must forthwith 
surrender the right to first see that they are properly qualified 
and educated for the duties of citizenship. You would introduce 
at once the people of the Orient to rights in our homes and fire- 
sides; and before accepting such proposition we would rather see 
your counter proposition successful—wonuld heed your advice and 
surrender these islands to Aguinaldo and his self-constituted gov- 
ernment. [Applause.] 

This measure for the relief of Puerto Rico commands my sup- 
port, not because of my ability to interpret the Constitution, where 
wise men on both sides of this Chamber honestly divide, but be- 
cause it seems to me I can interpret the principles of the Christian 
faith, and because in the tendencies of the measure it is humani- 
tarian. We are not exploiting the people of Puerto Rico. 

Every dollar of revenue raised under this tariff goes back, not 
to the rich people, not to the sugar or tobacco trust, not to great 
combinations of commercial bodies or capitalists, but is set aside 
as a sacred fund, held in trust by the President of the United 
States, to set in motion the everyday affairs of that island and 
relieve the present starvation that every witness appearing before 
the Insular Committee states exists at the present time in Puerto 
Rico. [Applause.] 

King Humbert was invited to a feast at Pordenone, and ac- 
cepted the invitation, and just as he was leaving for the banquet 
a telegram was handed him in which it was stated that cholera 
was raging at Naples and people were dying by the scores and 
hundreds, and he said: They feast at Pordenone, but they die at 
Naples. I go to Naples.” 

I do not wish to individualize or particularize, but, witnessing 
some of the leadership here, and receiving the attacks that are 
made upon me, some thoughts come to my mind concerning lat- 
ter-day Democracy, and it has seemed that it might become a 
duty to dedicate to one or two gentlemen upon this side of the 
Chamber who have been somewhat harsh in their criticism those 
thoughts, for I know no one who would be more worthy exponents 
of latter-day creed. [Laughter and cries of Go on!” “Go 
on 
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I may not on this occasion conclude to use any or allof the mat- 
ter; certainly some shall be held in reserve as being applicable, 
especially to one or two gentlemen upon this floor. erefore, 
the few verses in characterization of attitude will be more general 
in their character, and other verses held for a more parti and 
select occasion. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Several MEMBERS. Go ahead. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent that his time be extended for five minutes. 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 

Mr. SIBLEY. I will therefore dedicate the following thoughts 
to two or three gentlemen upon this side of the Chamber: 

Living in serfdom to years that have flown, 
Clinging to dogmas the world has outgrown; 


Choosing to march in the dust of the rear, 
Failing in vision to duty that's clear. 


Sluggards in plowing for harvests of grain 
Thisshing old straw with laborious pain; 
[Laughter.] 
Lacking in force to inaugurate 


good. 
Hindering and carping at others who would. 
(Laughter. ] 


Chained to a co: 
Hanging your : 
Dreading the morrow and shunning the 
Creeping mid shadows and groping in nig 
Playing in statecraft an ignoble part, 
Obstructing commerce in life's busy mart; 
Forbidding new methods place in your brain, 
Acting as brake, never moving life's train. 


[Applause on the Republican side.] 


Fighting phantoms for foemen, boasting your bravery, 
VVV 
Lauding n catch-as-catch - can. 
pan hter and applause on the Republican side. ] 
. TERRY. Can the gentleman from Pennsylvania, in his 
Leer time. answer this 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Arkansas is out of 
order. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Swanson] is recog- 


you darken your room, 
ndows with curtains of fiene 


t. 


The time of the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
has not expired. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania has expired. ae 

Mr. SWANSON. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied that the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. SIBLEY] in recent years has been 
reading poetry, instead of politics or financial science, and hence 
Iam not surprised at his political effusion; but I do not pro 
to reply to his criticism of gentlemen on this side. He comes here 
to-day and says he shall sustain this as a righteous measure. In 
the very 0 in which he said that he says he does it not on 
account of the conditions in Puerto Rico, because he knows there 
is suffering there, but on account of the higher question in the 
Phillippine Islands. What does that show? It shows that the 
pentioman, by his own confession, is willing to put the hand of 

justice on 1,000,000 people in Puerto Rico in ing out his 


4 


colonial policy in order to establish a precedent to meet a political 


exi gets 
. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And to secure a Republican 
nomination in Pennsylvania. 

Mr. SWANSON. r. Chairman, the chairman of the Ways 
and Means Committee [Mr. PAYNE] has changed his position 
every time he has gotten up here. He started out with free trade. 
Then he came in with a proposition for 25 per cent of the Dingley 
bill when new light came tohim. Last night new light came to 
him again, a vision, a dream, and under that new light or dream 
he reduces it to 15 per cent. If he were to go on until next week 
and have another vision, I doubt not he would go back to his 
original proposition of free trade. 

* irman, he started out with the proposition that we 
should impose 25 per cent of the Dingley Act. Why? Because 
he desired to raise sufficient revenue by that bill to pay the ex- 

mses in Puerto Rico. He said we would raise about $2,000,000 
in revenue, and he said that amount was needed. He said the 

roposition of gentlemen on this side would result in a tax on the 
easury of the United States to that amount, and an appropria- 
tion to that amount would have to be made ont of our Treasury, 
and he was opposed toit. To-day, by his own confession, in his 
amended bill, he admits there will be a deficit of $750,000, to be 
followed by an appropriation from the United States Treasury to 
run the government in Puerto Rico. 

Now, let us go further. The whole proposition has et 
sented on the question of revenue. What do we find? We find 
that the people in Puerto Rico are willing to raise more revenue 
than is necessary to pay all the expenses there. By the estimate 
submitted. including appropriations for schools, colleges, and 


roads, and internal improvements, the total is about $2,000,000. 
How do the people of Puerto Rico say they are willing to have 
that sum raised? By extending the customs laws and the internal- 
revenue taxes there. They manufacture one million and a half 
allons of rum there every year. The tax upon that, under our 
laws. by extending our internal-revenuetaxes there, would amount 
to a million and a half dollars a year at least. They consume in 
Puerto Rico a million pounds of tobacco every year, made into 
cigars and cigarettes. Put the internal-revenue taxes on that. 
and that would amount to a million dollars a year. That would 
make two million and a half dollars of revenue raised simply by 
extending our internal-revenue laws there—$500,000 more 
is necessary. Then the customs dues and also the additional 
internal- revenue tax on other articles would run the revenue up 
to $3,000,000 a year, by the extension of our customs laws an 
internal-revenue laws to that island. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Four million dollars, 

Mr.SWANSON. Four million dollars, if weincludetheinternal- 
revenue tax on tobacco to be imported here. It would only take 
$2,000,000 to run the local affairs of the island, and from one to 
two million dollars a year would go into the Treasury of the 
United States to help pay the general expenses of the Federal 
Government. Now, these peopleare willing todothat. Petitions 
were sent here yesterday by General Davis asking for free trade 
and the extension of our customs laws and internal-revenue taxes. 
These people are willing to pay those taxes. Not a man, not a 
petition, has come here contrary to that. So, then, the excuse of 
taxation and revenue disap 8. 

Now, why is not that method pursued? Why should gentlemen 
antagonize these people, who are willing to pay more revenue 
than you say is n , if they are allowed to pay in their own 
way. They wish to have the tax collected on their rum and to- 
bacco, and you impose it on their food and clothing. Why doyou 
desire to force them To payit in your way? There is no excuse ex- 
cept the pride of the Ways and Means mittee. It has got to 
be. a question of pride with the majority of that committee. They 
must force through some kind of bill imposing customs duties, 
They have fought to force the President to abandon his position, 
and they come in here and tell you he has capitulated to them. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SWANSON, I ask unanimous consent that I have an ex- 
tension of five minutes. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
= consent that his time be extended five minutes. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SWANSON. Now, if the President favors this bill, if the 
President has changed his mind, if the President has received 
more information, there is one way provided by the Constitution 
for him to inform Congress of that fact. That is to send a mes- 
sage to Congress, which, under his constitutional duty, he ought 
to do if he has changed. But is the constitutional method of 
communicating with Congress by the President also to be abro- 
gated with the destruction of the Constitution? 

Mr. GAINES. Will my friend yield? 

Mr. SWANSON. I have but five minutes and I can not. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, until the President takes this constitu- 
tional method of notifying us of the change, I shall believe that 
he still considers it the plain duty of this country to give free 
trade to Puerto Rico. 

Behold the iniquity of this bill on sugar. Everybody knows 
that the sugar made in the Hawaiian Islands, amounting to 
300,000 tons, shall come in free. Why that? Because Claus 
Spreckles, a Republican potential in the councils of the Repub- 
lican party, owns the entire sugarindustry of Hawaii. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] In Hawaii sugar is raised by a system 
of contract labor amounting to slavery; and yet we give to his 
300,000 tons of sugar a free American market, and while on this 
60,000 tons of Puerto Rico sugar we impose a daty under this bill, 
[Renewed applause.] Tell me, if you can explain it, how the 
people of Puerto Rico are to be satisfied? How can you expect 
them to feel that there is justice given to the Puerto Ricans by the 
American people with this outrageous discrimination? 

Mr. Chairman, the reason why the opposition are contending 
that this provision of the Constitution is not complied with, re- 
qamug uniformity of taxes and uniformity of burden, is because 

e other side want Congress to have the power to exercise through 
all time such discriminations and such injustice as it shall be dis- 
pom to. The Federal Constitution comes and says there shall 

equality of burdens and equality of benefits; there shall be uni- 
formity and equality of taxesand uniformity and equality of priv- 
ileges. When you depart from that, there is an assumption that 
the benefits. taxes, and burdens all are imposed according to the 
caprices of Congress and the exigencies of a political party. Why, 
I listened to the magnificent speech of the gentlemen from Iowa 
[Mr. DOLLIVER], at first glittering with eloquence and animated 
with the love of country, and yet he closed with a selfish appeal to 
the Republican party to pass this bill for political exigency. 
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Mr. Chairman, if he thinks the ublican party can make 
itical capital and deceive the people by the of this bill 
is w y mistaken. Its injustice is admitted by limiting it 

totwo years. Its injustice is itted by further reducing the 

amount to 15 per cent, You make a reflection upon your own 

constituency when you my this injustice must be done to make 

litical capital for the Republican party. No party yet ever 
uilded successfully on injustice. 

The CHA The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. TOMPKINS. Mr. Chairman, I have from the inning 
been opposed to this bill in the form in which it was originally 
introduced, conscientiously opposed to it; not because Congress 
lista” 3 177 — and right to ones oe proposed 

islation, use of its impropriety under the ting con- 
ditions and circumstances. I have said, however, from the be- 
ginning, and stated to the chairman of the Committee on Ways 
and Means a week „that if the Committee on Ways and Means 
would amend the bill so as to make it temporary only, so as to 
provide a limitation beyond which this tariff enactment should 
not be operative, that I would vote for it. 

The bill as it has now been amended, with the amendment pro- 
posed, which has not yet been voted upon, will not only limit the 
— of the bill totwo years, but materially reduces theamount 
of the tariff, and it will go out to the country and to the world as 
a temporary measure y. as an emergency measure, simply to 
operate until this Government can enact and put into operation 
a system of suitable local taxation. When that system of local 
taxation shall be put into operation upon the islands, this tax will 


cease and free-trade relations between Puerto Rico and this coun- | shall 


try will be established. The bill in that form will justify my 
support, and in that form I shall yote for it. [Applause on the 


Republican side. 

Mr. FITZ G of New York. Mr. Chairman, yesterday 
my friend from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] stated that one of the 
reasons why this tariff should be im was because all the 
sugar and tobacco in Puerto Rico at this time was in the hands 
of the American Sugar trust and the American Tobacco trust. 

for information, I asked the tileman, if that were true, 
why reduce the tariff of the Dingley 75 cent; and the only 
answer to the question that I could which was hardly satis- 
factory, was that I had become red-headed.” 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] makes the same 
statement to-day as to the ownership of this tobacco and sugar. 
Now, if that be true, I should likesome gentleman toexplain how 
this reduction of the tariff is to benefit the Puerto Ricans. 
dius imposing duty of 85 per consol the Dingley tarif a million 

us a duty of 25 per cento g a on 
dollars will be saved. 

The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] said: 


Why, Mr. Chairman, these two t trusts have control now of both of 
these products in the island, and moment be Regain gies ing hb 
up by the amount of the Dingley tariff bill, and C 


pockets. Who can dispute that proposition? 


Well, if that be true I would like to know how the Committee 
on Ways and Means arrives at this conclusion: 


m 
this cri uce 
Rico. That it would infuse new life and hope into the people of 


island needs no argumeni 
Now, Mr. Chairman, if we believe, as the Republican 
does, that wherever trusts exist and are encouraged and 
to the fullest le extent by legislation the people are bene- 
fited, we could then hold up our hands and say, “ , help us, 


and give us more of such legislation.” 
y, it has been y stated by members of the Repub- 
lican that there is sufficient legislation at present on the 


statute books to control trusts. The Republican party has evi- 
dently got new light on this question. In order to control trusts 
in their peculiar way, it is necessary that they should continue to 
reduce this tariff, so that the trusts may grow at the expense of 
the people. The Committee on Ways and Means say further in 
their report: 

As the price of tobacco in the United States would not be affected by the 
passage of this substitute, the Puerto Rican planter would have the benefit 
of a great portion of this reduction of duty. 

Why, how can they, if, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
CANNON] and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR], who 
evidently speak by the card, say, these two great trusts of this 
country control all the product there at present? Many explana- 
tions have been given for the additional 10 per cent reduction pro- 
posed to-day. It appears to me that some of the tatives 
of these two great trusts listened to the speech of the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] yesterday, and in their great solicitude 
for their own welfare they hastened to the secret conclaves of the 
Republican and demanded that this be reduced to the lowest 
— og point,so they would be paid in ‘‘ coin” for the benefits 

had given to the party in the last campaign and for antici- 


pated benefit in the coming campaign. [Applause on the Demo- 
aa side.] 0 
e issues presen ere, Mr. Chairman, can not be avoided 

any such claptrap. If this bill were intended to benefit the wooed 
ple of Puerto Rico, the same laws that are applicable to all other 
parts of the United States would be ns ergs there, and no restric- 
tions would be placed upon the people of that island in their ef- 
forts to trade with their fellow- cu en here, 

The people can not be misled by statements that the trusts are 
to be punished by this measure; for if that were true, what justi- 
fication is possible by the majority on this floor for their apparent 
favoritism to trusts—only thinly veiled in such an lanation— 
other than that in the near future the same trusts will repay tho 
Republican even a hundredfold? 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Chairman, I wish to give notice that I 
will, at the propa time, if I can get the floor, offer as a substitute 
for the pending bill the following. As it has been said by some 
on the opposite side of the House that no one who is opposing this 
bill has pro any measure to take its place and afford relief 
to the people of Puerto Rico, I offer here a measure which I be- 
lieve will afford adequate relief and a much better method of aid- 
ing these people and meeting their immediate wants than the bill 
which is before us, or any of the amendments to the same that 
have been offered. My substitute will be this: 


That the Secretary of the Treasury shall pare 
Treasury notes and — 


full legal-tender the same to the Territory of Puerto 
Rico for twenty-five without interest, on condi! 4 per cent of 
the cipal of said shall be returned each year after the date of said 
loan until all have been returned to the Treasury; and that said notes 


be 
8 eee only in payment of duties and revenues levied by the 

Now, gentlemen, if you mean business; if you propose to use the 
credit power of these people in aid of their own necessities; if you 
are as willing that the credit of this nation shall be used without 
interest as you are that the credit of this nation shall be used by 
issuing bonds upon which 2 are compelled to pay interest, then 
I appeal to you to give to the people of Puerto Rico the benefit of 
using the $10,000, of the credit of this mighty nation on such 
terms as will cost the other people of the United States nothing. 
It will give the le of Puerto Rico twenty-five years in whi 
to return to the of the United States this loan by the pay- 
ment of 4 per cent of principal each year until the full amount of 
the loan shall have beenreturned. And youcan relieve the Treas- 

of the necessity of redemption by making the notes redeem- 

able oy in the payment of duties and taxes levied by the Gov- 
ernmen 

Here is a strict business proposition, and I insist, gentlemen, if 
you are in earnest and want to do the proper thing, and in a wa 
that will be the least burdensome to everybody, pass this substi- 
tute instead of your bill and you will render immediate relief to 
Puerto Rico, and do it in a business-like way. Mr. Chairman, I 
8 to extend my remarks in the RD. 

o CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kansas asks permis- 

sion to extend his remarks in the RECORD., Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


[Mr. HEPBURN addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, before any other gentleman is 
recognized, I would like to ask unanimous consent for the adoption 
of the request that I wish to submit to the committee. I would 
like to have a vote on the pending amendment first, and then 
offer another on which gentlemen can proceed to address the com- 


mittee. 

I ask that all debate on the pending amendment be now closed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Isthere objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

The question being taken, the amendment proposed by Mr. 
PAYNE was to. 

Mr. PA Now I offer the following amendment, to come 
in after the title of the bill and before the enacting clause: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Whereas the people of Puerto Rico haye been deprived of markets for a 
large portion of their products and have lost pr and crops severe 
and unusual whereby they are impove and are unable to pay 
internal-revenue direct taxes; and 

Wher revenue is necessary for their schools, their 
and their internal improvements and of their govern- 


Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska. Mr, Chairman, the tleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HEPBURN] who has just addressed the House has 
again reiterated the which was made in the speech of the 
gentleman from Ohio . GROSVENOR] and ted in the elo- 
mens argument of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLER], 


in some way somebody outside the party is re- 
sponsible for the condition in which that — raa itself to-day, 
es on 


T 
Now that the time come to formulate a policy by which 
these islands are to be governed; now that the question is forcing 
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itself upon the American people, whether you will extend to the 
people of these islands the same form of government which we 
ourselves enjoy, or whether you will compel them to accept a 
vassal form of government, you do not hear so much from the 
Republican leaders on the other side of the Chamber about it 
being the destiny of the American people to absorb these distant 
islands. 

Why, less than a year and a half ago these same leaders asserted 
that it was the hand of Providence, the act of God, which had 
thrown these islands into the lap of the great Republic of the 
West, and then the boast was proudly made that the flag of this 
Republic was to mean the same kind of liberty in every place it 
was planted. It was then said that the flag would not mean one 
thing in the Philippine Islands and another thing in the United 
States. But since then a change has come over the spirit of their 
dreams, and now at the very outset they pronare to 8 to the 
Puerto Ricans the rights of citizenship; and following in the wake 
of the monarchies and kingdoms of the Old World, they propose 
to treat the inhabitants of Puerto Rico as subjects and not as 
citizens. 

One year ago the treaty with Spain was pending in the United 
States Senate for ratification. The glamor of war was still over 
the American people and the Republicans were eager to grasp 
these new possessions, eager to launch this nation upon a policy 
of conquest and of holding an unwilling people by force of arms, 
but they were just as eager to deceive the American people as to 
their real purpose. They emphatically denied that their policy 
was one of imperialism. 

This has not been a favorable year for the propagation of an 
imperialistic sentiment in the hearts of the American people. 
Much has happened to revive the love of human liberty which is 
characteristic of this race. England's policy of greed in South 
Africa has caused her to marshal all her military strength to 
strike down the smallest republic on earth, and despite the silence 
of the Administration upon this question, despite the efforts of 
the Republican party and the Republican press to lead the world 
to believe that our sympathies are with Great Britain in this 
struggle, the scene which is now being enacted there has stirred 
the great heart of the great American people to its depths. 

The spectacle of liberty in bloody raiment struggling in South 
Africa, hemmed in on every side, outnumbered five to one, sound- 
ing the last call upon her trumpet loud and clear, bidding the last 
of her heroic sons to gather round her altar and give their lives 
in what seems to be an almost hopeless struggle for the right of 
self-government,can not help but strike the cord of sympathy and 
love of liberty in the breast of every true American. 

This is not such a spectacle as would lead our people to believe 
that the pathway of imperialism is one of either glory or honor; 
and now that the Republican party upon this floor has been com- 
pelled to show to the country for the first time the kind of goy- 
ernment which they propose for these new possessions, now that 
they clearly adopt the policy which means the striking down of 
the Declaration of Independence, the overturning and tramplin; 
under foot of the Constitution, they hear the first rumblings o 
the storm of protest, and with the ghost of Liberty rising in the 
island of Luzon, pointing the finger of accusation and reproach 
at the promoters of this policy, they show their craven spirit, and, 
55 before the specter, they cry out, in the language of Mac- 


Thou canst not say, I did it: never shake thy gory locks at me. 


3 

nd now, for the first time, they abandon the claim that it was 
destiny which brought this about, and upon the floor of this House 
their leaders dwell on the fact that a certain colonel of a Ne- 
braska regiment, while this treaty was ee before the Senate, 
resigned his commission and came to Washington and influenced 
at least one Democratic Senator to vote for the ratification of the 
treaty of peace, and that therefore he is responsible for all the 
evils which now beset the pathway of the Republican party. 

Mr. Bryan, when war was declared with Spain for the purpose 
of freeing Cuba, enlisted, as did thousands of other Americans, to 
fight in the cause of human liberty; but during the six months of 
his service he did not have a chance to take part in a single battle 
or strike one blow for the great cause of freedom; and so, when 
the war with Spain was over, when 3 was practically de- 
clared, and when the assertion was made by a Republican Presi- 
dent, and backed by leaders of less magnitude in the Repub- 
lican party, that where the flag was once planted it would never 
be taken down, he knew what that meant; he knew that any 
further danger to the liberties of the people who had been for 
centuries oppressed by Spain would not come from Spain, but 
would come from the enemies of a republican form of government 
in our own midst here at home. He recognized the t screech 
of the vultures of greed and was not deceived by canting hypoc- 
risy; and still true to his love of liberty, he withdrew from the 
Army and came home to continue the fight; .and it may truthfully 


XXII— 32 


be said that he has been actively engaged in one continuous battle 
for liberty ever since. 3 

What was there in the course of Mr. Bryan regarding the rati- 
fication of the treaty of with Spain to justify the charge 
made by the Republican leaders upon this floor that it was done 
through any unpatriotic motive? as it not a treaty which was 
approved by the Administration and by the Republican party? 

e did advise the ratification of the treaty of peace. That treaty 
provided for the payment of $20,000,000 to extinguish the sover- 
eignty of Spain in Puerto Rico and the Philippine Islands. We 
paid more than five times as much in money and gave the blood 
of our soldiers, a thousand times more precious than treasure, to 
guarantee freedom to the Cubans. 

If we were willing to do this much for Cuba in the cause of 
liberty, $20,000,000 was not much to pay for the liberty of a land 
inhabited by more than 8,000,000 people, who for more than a cen- 
tury had been struggling against the oppression of Spain. His 
course upon this question was as open as the day; he urged that 
this Government, in ratifying the treaty, should declare the 

licy it intended to pursue toward the Philippines and Puerto 

ico. He wanted this nation to declare to the people of the 
Philippine Islands that we did not desire to enslave or oppress 
them, and that they were to have independence the same as Cuba, 
He wanted us to see that they were protected from outside inter- 
ference while they established a government of their own. 

Had you followed the policy advocated by Mr. Bryan, there 
would have been no slaughtering of the inhabitants of the Philip- 
pine Islands. You would not now be spending $46,000,000 a year 
to hold in subjection an unwilling people; no ocean hearse would 
now be plowing the waves of the Pacific, draped in mourning, bring- 
ing home to our shores our dead, our wounded, our fever-stricken 
and insane soldiers, You would not now be seeking to fasten the 
yoke of bondage on the inhabitants of Puerto Rico; the agents of 
the sugar trust and tobacco trust would not be dictating to your 
Ways and Means Committee what kind of laws you should ars 
for governing the unfortunate people of thatisland. You would 
be safe in the pathway mapped out by the fathers, which leads to 
liberty and the equality of man, and not be floundering in the 
ot Soni imperialism, which leads all nations to destruction. 

pplause. 

Mr. Bryan’s position was publicly made known by him when 
the treaty of peace was opening before the Senate in an article 
which appeared in the New York Journal, entitled “ Ratify the 
treaty—Declare the nation’s policy.” In the limited time I have 
upon this floor I shall not attempt to read the article, but will at- 
tach it as a part of my remarks, 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE], chairman of the 
committee haying this bill in charge, stated in his remarks: 

I want tofurnish schoolhouses for every part of this island; I want the 


American flag to float over every one of them, and to teach patriotism as 
well as the English language. 


Tf this law should pass, I would like to know what kind of school- 
books you would recommend for use in that island for the pur- 
pose of teaching patriotism to the inhabitants. It would become 
necessary to revise and use the blue pencil of the censor before 
sending schoolbooks printed in the English language to instruct 
those children. It would be n to tear from within the 
covers the great Declaration of Independence, for that sets forth 
the great principles of the equality of man before the law, and 
declares that ‘‘ governments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed,” and that there should be no taxation with- 
out representation. 

And this would not be all, You should tear out the sacred 
pages which contain the history of the Revolution, and let not ap- 
pear therein the impassioned words of Patrick Henry: 

Give me liberty or give me death. 

Neithershould the declarations and speeches of the immortal Lin- 
coln find their way into the schoolbooks of these people, and, in 
short, every declaration ever uttered in behalf of human liberty by 
American patriots, living or dead, would be sadly out of place in 
the lessons taught these people, and would be as ‘‘sounding brass, 
or a tinkling cymbal,” f g upon the ears of a people who them- 
e T denied the inestimable blessings of liberty. [Ap- 
plause. 

The gentleman further stated that he wants— 

The American flag to float over every schoolhouse on that island. 

You may place the flag there and it may wave over a people 
overawed by power and subjugated N fear; it may wave in 
peace and you may call it liberty if you will, but you can not claim 
that it means to these people the same kind of liberty for Which 
your forefathers fought at Lexington, at Bunker Hill, at Valley 
Forge, and Yorktown. 

The gentleman would have the children in these schoolhouses 
taught patriotism. Patriotism is defined to be loyalty to one’s 
country, and a patriot is one who loves his country. 

What kind of patriotism, then, would he have taught to these 
children under the American flag in the schoolhouses of the island 
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of Puerto Rico? If this bill should become a law, they will have 
no country, neither would they be citizens of this Republic. They 
would owe allegiance to no country and no . To what gov- 
ernment, then, would the gentleman from New York teach these 
children to be patriotic and loyal? The flag floating over the 
schoolhouses would mean nothing to them. 

We have been taught that the flag has a meaning in every stri 
and every star; that the stripes of red indicate the blood of the 

rs, shed in the cause of freedom; that the stripes of white 
indicate the purity of their motives, and the bars indicate the bars 
of imperial oppression which our forefathers broke. The stars 
set in the blue field are sup to light the pathway of liberty 
throughout the world. Rather we should havea new flag to wave 
in Puerto Rico. In the language of the immortal Prentiss— 

We should strike from the blue field of our banner the stars that stand for 
liberty and leave the stripes behind, a fitting emblem of their degradation 
and their shame. 

The tleman also stated in his remarks that the perpe of 
these islands manufactured annually one million and a half gal- 
lons of rum; that it is sold all over the island, and that it retails 
from 25 to 40 cents a gallon. He says it would not be wise to put 
an internal-revenue tax upon the rum, which would mean about 
$1.20 a gallon, and would therefore increase the price about four 
times, and they would not be able to get rum. He says they are 
a poor people, and when the Government attempts to 1 
cut off the supply of rum from a community which has been u 
to it, there is going to be trouble, and there would have been 
trouble with these Puerto Ricans if we had passed it as it was 
first introduced by the gentleman himself, extending our revenue 
laws over the island, and in that way cut off their supply of rum. 

I gather from the gentleman’s statement that this country has 
the power to withhold from these people any semblance of civil 
liberty; that they will submit to that kind of treatment without 
objection; but should an effort be made to deprive them of their 
daily supply of rum we might expect a revolution in these islands 
at ost any time. If this statement be true, it would indicate 
that the inhabitants of Puerto Rico have either a very low idea of 
liberty or they have consumed a very r quality of rum. 

Upon reflection, however, I am inclined to the view that this 
p ition of the chairman of the committee, allowing free rum 
to the inhabitants of Puerto Rico, in view of all the facts, is 
something of a humane proposition after all, for if it be true that 
the inhabitants of this island are compelled to submit to laws 
enacted by a Republican Congress, where the character of the laws 
are to be dictated $ thesugar trust and the tobacco trust, without 
any constitutional limits to restrain them, it would be an act of 
mercy, if not of charity, to keep them drunkasgreataportion of the 


time as possible. [Laughter.] In the language of Solomon, it is 
recommended by the chairman of the Ways and Means Commit- 
tee to— 


Let him drink and forget his poverty, and remember his misery no more. 

The argument is advanced here that the inhabitants of Puerto 
Rico are an inferior race, and are therefore to be treated with as 
much allowance as they are capable of enjoying, and everything 
is to be done for them as fast as their conditions will allow. This 
argument is as old as tyranny itself. No king ever mounted a 
throne, no monarch eyer A gre a scepter on any other claim 
than that it was done solely for the benefit of the peers he op- 
pressed. I hate the whole theory and detest the whole argument. 

It is against every principle of justice and right; it is the stone 
which oppression, usurpation, tyranny, and wrong has struggled 
to place at the tomb of liberty for more than five thousand years. 
Against this claim the lovers of freedom and equality have strug- 
gled through all the ages. When this yoke has once been fastened 
upon a people or a race, if has never been voluntarily released by 
the nation who exercised the power. There is but one weapon 
with which chains of this kind have been severed, and that is the 
cruel sword of war. This doctrine has made bloody the raiment 
of liberty and made it necessary for freedom at all times to wear 
the shining armor of war. 

It has been urged by the other side that this bill is intended in 
a measure to proes the growers of the sugar beet in this country 
from competition with the sugar produced in the island of Puerto 
Rico. Irepresentin some degree a people who at this time feel 
an interest in the development of the sugar- beet industry. In my 
district there are in operation to-day two mammoth factories de- 
voted to the industry of extracting sugar from the beet, but I 
deny thatthe people of my district demand the overturning of the 
Constitution, the turning of our backs upon the Declaration of 
Independence, and the enslavement of any race or people for the 
protection of any industry in which they are ch ig on 

So far as Nebraska is concerned, a State which I in part repre- 
sent, I desire to say that the people who have farmed her broad 
prairies have never asked protection, nor do they need it. Through 
all the years their cattle, grain, and swine have been reared and 
sold in active competition with the world. We are not rich, 
neither are we in want, and we are not poor enough, thank God, 


to barter the heritage of liberty for the sake of gain. Neither do 
we fear the active competition of any race of ple who are so 
sunk in ignorance, according to the statement of the chairman 
of this committee, that only 124 per cent can read and write, and 
are unfit for 5 

If the people of Puerto Rico are to be a of the United States 
we ask that the helping hand be extended to them; that any in- 
dustry which their climate and soil may favor be allowed to de- 
velop, and that they in all things shall share in the blessings of 
liberty and free government guaranteed by the Constitution, in 
order that they may in time rise to the dignity and knowledge 
which would befit them to become citizens of this Government. 

It has ever been the yearning desire of a people who themselves 
have struggled against oppression and achieved liberty to preserve 
that liberty to their posterity; but written constitutions alone can 
not do it. These may be overturned and trampled upon. The deci- 
sions of a supreme court, and the words of a written constitution, 
no matter how pure and wise they may be, can not restrain a 
people whose hearts are fatally bent on injustice and wrong. All 
our forefathers could do to perpetuate liberty they did. The 
announced it in the Declaration of re pee and they place 
the safı d in the Constitution, which requires us as a people, 
if we ere to it, to treat the inhabitants of all lands which we 
may acquire as brothers of the same common family of humanity. 

That Constitution now stands in the way of the policy which 
would enslave the inhabitants of Puerto Rico—the one clause in 
the Constitution which declares: 

The Congress shall have power to posts 
excises to pay the debts py teh Boy: hon eee — — 1 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shail be 
uniform throughout the United States. 

Theframers of this Constitution knew that in modern times there 
is only one way for a people to grow rich and derive gain from the 
oppression of another people; only one way in which civilized na- 
tions can rob another race with profit; and that is by the power of 
taxation. They knew it was a dangerous power to intrust astrong 
and pomara nation with the control of a weaker one; they knew 
to what lengths the avarice and greed of man will go. They un- 
derstood how men will clamor for a tax upon all forms of indus- 
try which compete with theirs, and they knew when this power is 
exercised it would mean retrogression and decay of the nations to 
whom the benefit of trade was denied and the building up of 
wealth in the hands of promoters of protected industries. 

And so, with full knowledge of what they were doing, they 
placed that clause in the Constitution, and now it rises like a rock 
in the pathway of that spirit ot selfishness and greed which would 
turn this nation from the pathway of liberty and lead it in the 
wake of the empires and monarchies of the world. 

The framers of the Constitution could not rd against the 
danger that when this nation became strong and powerful it would 
not do as other nations in the past have done and practice ae 
sion and wrong upon weak and helpless people; but they did all 
they could. ey placed the doctrines of liberty in the safest 
place; they p. it above the power of Congress itself to destroy— 
above the power of the courts to undermine, Liberty under our 
form of government can not be surreptitiously dethroned. We 
must ourselves remove it, and the act must be done openly and in 
the light of day; and until the le who comprise this great 
nation themselves demand its fall it is safe. 

This much our forefathers did; human ingenuity could do no 
more. When the people themselves know that the principles of 
liberty are being departed from, when they no longer cherish the 
trust and acquiesce in the change, then that last resting place in 
which our fathers placed it has been reached; then it is time forit 
to fall. This people will be Ja e sy a to uphold its prin- 
ciples, and it must again take its flight and find its refuge in other 
lands and among other people, where its sacred presence is still 
5 and its principles are still cherished and revered. [Ap- 
plause, 


[Mr. Bryan's article on imperialism.] 
“RATIFY THE TREATY—DECLARE THE NATION'S POLICY.” 

I gladly avail myself of the columns of the Journal to suggest a few 
reasons why the opponents of a colonial policy should make their fight in 
support of a resolu declaring the nation’s purpose rather than against. 
the ratification of the treaty. 

The conflict between the doctrine of self-government and the doctrine of 
alien 3 supported 7 external force has been thrust upon the 
American people as a result of the war. It is so important a conflict that it 
can not be avoided, and, since it deals with a question now before Congress, 
it must be considered immediately. It is useless to ask what effect this new 
issue will have upon other issues. Issues must be met as they arise; they 
can not be moved about at will as pawns upon a chessboard. 

The opponents of oy my aa may have an 8 to choose the ground 
eee — the battle is to be fought. y not oppose the ratification of 

e treat 

First, Nen a vi. won against the treaty would prove only tempo- 
Liar? Ma DS rae really favor a colonial policy. 

t a victory won the treaty would depend for its value entirely 
upon the sentiment of the leisevident. A minority can obstruct action 
fora —_ but a minority, so long as it remains a minority, can only delay 
action enforce reflection; it can not commit the nation to a policy. 
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When there seemed to be some probability of the rejection of the treaty 
the friends of the Administration began to su of 


ratify treaty. 
ratification of the treaty would be 0 to fail 


of anne the Philippines so 


resul 
Would the imperialists abandon the ho; 
— dent and a majority of both 


long as they could claim the support of the 1 
Houses? d a minority of the Senate prevent the annexation of Hawaii? 
As we are now in on of the P 7 Islands, the advocates of a 
colonial policy might secure an appropriation sufficient to pay the twenty 
millions upon and leave the rest of the treaty for consideration. In 
other w if the opponents of imperialism have a majority in both Houses 
they can declare the nation’s policy; if the imperialists have a majority in 
bo 9 they can not be permanently thwarted by a minority in the 


Senate. 

A resolution 3 the nation’s policy recognizes that the destiny of 
the United States is in the hands of all the ple and seeks to ascertain at 
once the sentiment of the people as reflected by their representatives. 
if that decision is in harmony with the policy which has prevailed in the 
yen the question will be settled and the people will return to the considera- 

ion of domestic problems. If, however, the advocates of imperialism either 
i of Congress an a will bə 


ne consideration or control the acti peal 
rent t a change in our national 


on 
to the voters at the next election. So 


om with it at once and 
Second, The rejection of the treaty would be un because the opponents 
would be com: to assume responsibility for the continuance 
itions and for the risks which always attend negotiations with a 
hostile nation. 
The rejection of the treaty would give the Administration an excuse for 
military expenditures which could not be justified mbs a conclusion of 


such 
appropriations necessary. 
ected, negotiations must be renewed with an enemy whose ill will is not 
concealed. o is able to guarantee the nation against new dangers and 
new complications? In order to form an estimate of the risks which would 
to th t which have 
eclared. Is it wise to so make the attack as to as- 
be ed by a plan which throws 
the risks upon our opponents? If the impe vote down a resolution de- 
claring the nation's policy or me its consideration, they become respon- 
sible for any loss of life or expenditure of money which may follow as a re- 
sult of such action. 

Isu below a few reasons in support of a resolution declaring it to be 
the nation’s purpose to establish a stable ornuny in Cuba and the Phil- 
ippines and then to give the inhabitants independence under an American 
protectorate which will guard them 5 molestation from without. 

First, such a course is consistent with national honor. 

Our nation owes it to the nations with which we have dealings, as well as 
to the inhabitants of Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines, to announce 
5 what it intends to do respecting the territory surrendered by 

pain. 

The President has said that the only purpose the nation has in 8 pos- 
session of Cuba is to assist the inhabitants to establish a stable and indepen- 
dent government. It can do no harm for Congress to reaffirm this 3 
and it may do much good. The Cubans, having fought for independence for 
many years against great odds, are naturally i 
they have won, and no doubt should be left as to Sne: sincerity and good faith 


of our Government in ty the ai ay 
ecessary e flip not con- 
dhe intelligence 


with the peace commissioners in the representatives of do as- 
serted that they received friendly assurances from United States officials, 
and acted upon those assurances in pang ce, She ong the Spaniards. 
Whether or not such assurances were given, f ess and honesty should 
characterize our dealings with them. 

If we announce to the world that we hold the Philippine Islands, not for 
Late Beco but in trust for the inhabitants; if we declare that our only 
purpose assist the Filipinos to establish a stable and independent gov- 
ernment, friendly relations will be maintained and there will be little n 
of troops. If, on the other hand, the roe are not to have independence, 
but merely a change of masters, we should break the news to them at once 
and send over a army to instruct them in the principles of a Govern- 
ment which, in one hemisphere derives its just powers from the consent of 


the governed, and in the other derives its authority from superior force. 
hile our nation is not draft a complete code of laws suited 
tothe methods of the 


ilipinos, we ought to be able to decide at once 
whether we intend to deal with them according to the principles of our own 
Government or accordin, pean mon- 

without 
in the Orient and a 
tates. 


trade relations possible under a protectorate would be of more value 
sel the United States than any which could come as a result of forcible annex- 
ation. 
The people of Puerto Rico have not manifested any desire for political inde- 
dence and would, in all probability, favor annexation; yet it is only right 
they should have an 1 oose. The resolution authorizing 
intervention recognized the right of the Cubans to independence. To be con- 
sistent we must also respect the wishes of the inhabitants of Puerto Rico. 
The resolution could without a mystery offer annexation to Puerto Rico, 
Ina recent interview I sugges that the United States should retain a 
harbor and coaling station in the Philippines and in Puerto Rico in return 
for services rendered, and added that Cuba should be asked to make a simi- 
lar concession on the ee ee 
Second. A resolution d g the nation's purpose presents a plain and 
clear-cut issue between the theory of self-government and the col policy. 
It presents a tive affirmative method of d with the question. 
° posing the ty we would be on the ters: 2 r a 1 we 
shall ive. The strongest arguments w cor used 
of the ty will lose their force entirely when S is aiiminated and 
Ame are able to dispose of ques to their 
own ideas and 


Third. It secures, by easier means, every end that can be secured by a re- 
jection of the treaty. 

If an officer of law arrests a person in on of stolen goods, he 
can either compel the return of the goods to the owner or he can first rescue 
them and then return them himself. We find Spain in . of a 
title to a part of the Philippines. She has not yet conque: all the native 
tribes, but the title which she has was acq) by force and has been held 
by force. We can either compel her to surrender her title to the Filipinos, 
as we . her to surrender Cuba to the Cubans, or we can accept pos- 
session and then of our own accord turn over the islands to the inhabitants. 

e peace com: oners might have demanded independence for the Fil- 
ipinos as they did for the Cubans. If they did not properly Sater eres the 
wishes of the people of the United States, the blame must fall upon m and 
not upon the poe. Certainly 70,000,000 citizens are under no obligation 
to abate thier devotion to the ideals which they have cherished for a century 
in order to indorse the work of a Peace Commission or to approve of the 
instructions of an Executive 


If it is ur that the ratification of the treaty im upon us an o 
tion to pa; ,000,000 to Spain, I answer, first, that this amount can probably 
be secu: rom the Filipinos in return for independence; and second, that 


if it can not be secured from them, it is better to lose the amount entirely 
than to expend a larger sum in sounn a modification of the treaty. 

It is better to rd the amount a as a contribution to liberty than to 
consider it the market price of land, 128 or poopie: 

To terminate the war upon the same high plane upon which it was ——— 
rated is worthy of a great Republic; to descend from a sublime g 
to the purchase of sovereignty (for our own profit) from a nation whose title 
we disputed in Cuba would lay us open to the charge of Punic faith. 


Mr. CARMACK. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the 
attention of the gentleman from lowa [Mr. HEPBURN] while I 
read the remarks uttered by him in debate in January, 1899, to 
which I referred a few moments ago, The gentleman from Iowa, 
in replying to some assaults made upon the President and to the 
charge that it was his purpose to set up a despotic government in 
the Phili ippine Islands and to retain them permanently under the 
sovereignty of the United States, made this reply: 

Nothingthat the President has done, nothing that he has said, justifies this 
assault. Nor has anything been done or said that justifies any gentleman in 
believing that the majority „when the proper time comes in their 
treatment of that people, to do other than that which we propose to extend 


to those who live nearer to our shores. 
We have said that— 


the Ad: tration? Who believes 
people 


in the 
United States a thought other than that of giving them oy eco i 


ving 
them opportunity to establish order and law under such a form o rer 


ment, and with proper safeguards to liberty, as they choose? And 
be the time, I will say to my friend from Tennessee, when we should “sail 
away. 


y should we not pursue precisely the same course toward the poopie of 
the Philippine Islands? There is much more of interest to us in see the 
immediate and forceful annexation of Cuba than there is in seeking it in 
those distant seas. 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We need probably coaling stations for the pu: of aiding our expand- 
ing 8 Is dare mer gentleman that Ase or more? * 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 


We shall, I doubt not, true to all the traditions marked out for jeans dym 
pors in their case the same course that we marked out for the people 


[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

We will pacify their disorders; we will expel anarchy; we will give the 
people an opportunity to express itheir wishes—to form a pu: and then 
to form a government—and when they are self-sustaining ana self-supporting: 
when they are able to maintain the government they have erected, then 
be the time for us to “sail away from Manila, and not till then. 

8 on the Democratic side.] 

ese remarks of the gentleman were received with loud a 
plause on the Republican side. We are willing that these wor 
shall define mepo icy of the Democratic party. 

. HEPBURN. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, if I 
had the memory and the time, I would repeat every sentence that 
he has read, and I do not know where he will find any declared 
policy of the 7 77 5 7 7 5 other than that. 

lare poliog fran thn BONGOS parte wish reapest to any eng 

c policy from the Republican party with respect to anything 
on this question. [Applause on the Democratic side.] They are 
pursuing their policy without daring to declare it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. ey are drifting. 

Mr. CARMACK. Your leaders, the ek aay oe of your 
party everywhere, in the other Chamber and in this Chamber, are 
manifesting their purpose to hold forcible control over the Phil- 
ippine Islands and to annex them permanently to the United 
States, but you have never dared, as a party organization, to pub- 
licly declare what your purpose is. 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] said so. 

Mr. CARMACK. Why, two of the great leaders of the party 
on this floor, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Sirsa, and the 

tleman from Ohio per: GROSVENOR], have both declared that 
it was the purpose of their party to hold permanent control over 
the Philippine Islands, and if there is no such purpose, if you do 
not intend that thing, I would like to have some man on the 


other side of the Chamber get up here and now and say that such 
is not the purpose of the Rapabiiogn party. 


a 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CARMACK. I should like to have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. CAR- 
MACK] asks unanimous consent that his time be extended five 
minutes, Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr.CARMACK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I say, furthermore, that 
another distinguished leader on that side of the Chamber, the 

tleman who now presides over this House . HENDERSON], 
eclared that he was opposed to the permanent annexation of the 
Philippine Islands; and a distinguished Senator from the Presi- 
dent's own State of Ohio boldly declared on the floor of the Sen- 
ate that it was not in the mind of the Administration or anybody 
to anently annex the Philippine Islands. 
say, Mr. Chairman, that it was because we had these assur- 
ances from such high authority that a number of Democrats did 
agree to the ratification of the treaty with Spain, believing that 
mtlemen so high in the party councils as the gentleman from 
owa were pein for the Republican party; that the Repub- 
lican party would keep faith with the Laps i that this would only 
be tem: annexation, and that we should deal with the peo- 
ple of the Philippine Islands as we had promised to deal with the 
wee of Cuba. E cor ia on the Democratic side. | 
. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Only a few Democratic Sena- 
tors were deceived. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Mr. Chairman, when the vital interests of 
our country are at stake and the liberty of the people is endan- 
gered, I believe it to be the duty of every man upon this floor to 
rise above party trammels and vote in accordance with his honest 
convictions. Believing this, after I had voted for $50,000,000 to 
be spent by the President of the United States to prepare us for 
war with Spain, and after voting for the declaration of war, I 
stood here, rising above party, and voted for the revenue bill 
which provided money to carry on that war. In that same patri- 
otic spirit I declare here to-day, with a full sense of my responsi- 
bility, that I shall vote for this bill. [Great yt eas and loud 
and continued cheering onthe Republican side.] I shall vote 
for this bill, Mr. Chairman, provided it is amended as officially 
recommended by the President of the United States. [Loud and 
long-continued cheering on the Democratic side and general 
laughter.] Provided, Mr. Chairman, that it is amended as the 
President of the United States recommended, so as to provide 
absolute free trade with the island of Puerto Rico, [Loudcheers 
on the Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, Puerto Rico is either in the United States 
or out of it. If the island is out of the United States, we have no 
business legislating for her here in any way whatever, and if she 
is in the United States, she is in the same condition as Arizona, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, and the other Territories, and she ought 
to have some DENNIS FLYNN or PEDRO PEREA here representing 
her. [Laughter and loud applause, | 

Now, Mr. , this measure ought to be amended so as 
to be entitled ‘‘An act to make a temporary purgatory for the 
island of Puerto Rico.” You intended at first to put her panan 
nently in purgatory, but the Committee on Ways and Means, 
with the religious ience which always ought to characterize 
them, have limited the time in which she shall remain in purga- 
t to 1902, This limit has satisfied my friend from Vermont, 
Ju Powers, whose legal if not Christian ability has been 
abundantly displayed on this floor, but it does not satisfy me. I 
would suggest to the gentleman from New York in charge of 
this bill [Mr. PAYNE] now, before pressing it to its e, to 
amend it in accordance to the suggestion of the President in De- 
cember last, and secure my vote. Iam still standing patriotically 
by the President. [Great laughter and applause, ] 

Mr. LACEY. . Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 

tleman from New York [Mr. Cumminas] to the fact that there 

a law in force in the District of Columbia against obtaining 
goods under false pretenses. 3 

Mr. CUMMINGS. How did you get rto Rico? [Laughter 


and ig tee 

Mr. CEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to call my friend’s 
attention to another thing. He voted for this proposition—the 
5 resolution, under which we annexed Hawaii on July 

Until legislation shall be enacted extending the customs laws and regula- 
tions to the Hawaiian Islands the existing cusi s relations of the Hawaiian 
Islands and the United States and other Territories shall remain un 

Now, there is a provision which has been in force nearly two 
years—a temporary eee a different method 
of taxation by customs in Hawaii than that which prevails in the 


United States. In looking at the Recorp—and I call attention to 
part 7, volume 31, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, second ses- 
sion of the Fifty-fifth Congress—I find the distinguished name of 
the eminent constitutional lawyer who has just taken his seat 
voting yea” upon the proposition I have just read. I find fur- 

that Mr. RIDGELY of Kansas voted for that proposition; 


ther 


Mr. Dricas of New York, Mr. Cocuran of Misso Mr. RoB- 
BINS of Alabama, Mr. LIVINGSTON of Georgia, Mr. Jerry Sim 
son, another constitutional lawyer from Kansas [laughter]; Me 
McCatu of Massachusetts, Mr. MEEKISON of Ohio. . Benner, 
of Pennsylvania; Mr. NEWLANDSs, who makes the minority report 
and who says that such a law is unconstitutional; Mr. Lewis of 
Georgia, Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama, and last and greatest of all 
Mr. SULZER of New York. [Laughter.] 5 

The CHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Georgia is recognized, 
ag CUMMINGS. Hawaii was here knocking at the doors of 

e Union—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia is recognized. 

— LACEY. The gentleman wished me to yield to him for a 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thought the gentleman had 
yielded the floor. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. Hawaii was knocking at the door of the 
Union for admission? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. So is Puerto Rico. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. You snatched Puerto Rico baldheaded from 
the talons of Spain. There is a difference, my friend, and a big 
difference. 

Mr. LACEY. Notatall. Puerto Rico is knocking for admis- 
sion, and so was Hawaii. We said to Hawaii you will have to 
wait on free trade with the United States until we have a per- 
manent government there, and we are saying the same thing to 
2 ico. We are treating Puerto Rico just as we treated 

awaii. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CUMMINGS. There was no treaty with Hawaii. Thero 
is one with Spain in reference to Puerto Rico. 

Mr. MADDOX, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
pir CON ds] asked the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] 

ow we came into ion of Puerto Rico. That is exactly 
what I want to talk about. We seem to have left that out of 
sight in all this discussion. Our Republican friends have not 
been so inconsistent as some of us on this side might think, 
although they started out in an inconsistent way. 

This question of taxing the people of Puerto Rico is entirely 
consistent with the original programme of the Administration. 
The question, though, of taxing the American people is altogether 
wrong. Now, the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] the 
other day made these remarks, and I want to call his attention 
and the attention of the House to them. He said: 

Woe will sa; A 
eos aie pei : re de eee 
to us, and we could not help ourselves. 

Now, is that the truth? When [heard him make that statement 
I could not understand it, but I do understand it to-day, since he 
admitted the fact that he does not know anything about the Ten 
Commandments. e on the Democratic side.] Let me 
call your attention to how we came into possession of Puerto 
Rico, and I want every man in this House to go back far enough 
to find that out. When the French ambassador offered his good 
services to bring about peace between the United States and Spain, 
and asked for some expression on the part of the United States, 
what was the second proposition submitted by Secretary Day? 

nd. President, desirous of rosity, will 
aoe pet rat any demand for exhibiting tent 3 M e 


can not be insensible to the losses and expenses of the United States incident 
to the war or to the claims of our citizens for injuries to their and 


prope during the late insurrection in Cuba. must, therefore, require 
he on to the United States and the immediate evacuation by 8 of 
the island of Puerto Rico and other islands now under the sove: ty of 
Spain in the West Indies, and also the cession of an island in the es, 


to be selected by the United States. 
And Mr, Cambon in his reply says: 


The United States require, as an indemnity for or an equivalent to tho 
uring this short war, the cession of Puerto Rico 
and of the other islands now under the sovereignty of 8 in the West 
Indies, and also the cession of an island in the to be selected by the 
1 eS f the last f a glorious past and ls 
eman: us o very memory ofa glorious and expel 
us at once from the prosperous island of Puerto Rico and from the Western 
Hemisphere, which became peopled and civilized through the proud deeds of 
our ancestors. It might, perhaps, have been possible to compensate by some 
other cession for the injuries sustained by the United States. However, the 
inflexibility of the demand obliges us to cede, and we shall cede, the island of 
Puerto Rico and the other islan — Sa the Crown of 8 inthe West 
Indies, together with one of the islands of the archipelago of the Ladrones, to 
be selected by the American Government. 


And yet the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR} comes be- 
fore this body and tells the people of the country that islands 
came to us and we could not help ourselves. Now, let me call 
goar attention to the consistency of the Republican perky. They 

k this island not out of mere pity or philanthropy. at does 
the record here say? They took it as an indemnity to insure us, 
to remunerate us; in other words, to pay us for the expenses of 
this war and for the losses of our citizens. That is what they took 
it for. Now, what is this proposition? To tax the Puerto Ricans 
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according to the understanding and the purposes for which these 
islands were taken would be entirely legitimate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman have five minutes more. 

Mr. PAYNE, Iam perfectly willingthat the gentleman should 
have it, but I ask unanimous consent that debate on this amend- 
ment be closed in ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN, Thegentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on this amendment be closed in ten min- 
utes. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none; 
and the gentleman from Georgia asks unanimous consent that 
his colleague’s time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to say that here 
is the proposition of the Secretary of State, which shows the way 
in which we obtained the island of Puerto Rico. We obtained it 
asanindemnity. We took it to pay us for the expenses of the 
war and to pay the damages that have accrued to our citizens by 
reason of the war. 

Look at this inconsistent proposition. Here you propose to tax 
the people of the United States to support an rf — d that you took 
to indemnify us against loss. Now, what sort of a business propo- 
sition is that? The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] said 
we had these islands, were going to keep them, and intended to 
make all the money out of them we could by enlarging our 
trade. Where is the money to be made when you propose to 
tax the people of your own country to support the island? Now, 
gentlemen, have they ever asked for any such thing? 

I deny what the gentleman from New York | Mr. PAYNE] said, 
that these gentlemen who appeared before the Committee on 
Insular Affairs were ers and merchants interested in free 
trade. I call attention to the fact that the farmers of that coun- 
try were also interested, and were represented by one of the most 
intelligent men that addressed that committee. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] What did they demand? That the Amer- 
ican Government should live up to its promises as made to them 
by General Miles when they assisted him in conquering and driv- 
ing the Spaniards out of Puerto Rico, They never admitted any- 
thing else. 

I want to call attention to another proposition. Here is a tem- 

rary measure, they say, only to be enforced for a little while. 

t me call your attention to a fact that has not been mentioned 
up to this hour, so far as 1 have heard. The farmers in that coun- 
try are heavily mo ed; they can not pay their debts, and the 
only thing that stan tween them and bankruptcy is the Exec- 
utive order of the President preventing the courts from foreclosing 
the mortgages, and that only extends for six months. Now, we 
propose to tax these people during that time and at the end of six 
months they will be sold out of house and home. 

Now, that is Republican philanthropy. They know what it is, 
they know the facts, they know just what I have stated was evi- 
dence before our committee, that these people, their lands and 
homes, are mort; down tothe guard. And but for the Exec- 
utive order of the President of the United States on the 19th day 
of January these mortgages would have been foreclosed and these 
people sold out of house and home. In addition to that I want to 
say that these mortgages are held in the main by Spaniards who 
do not intend to become citizens of the United States; they have 
no such idea; they are waiting, according to the evidence before 
our committee, to be . to foreclose the mortgages which 
they hold on the lands of those people, and then to pick up the 
money that they receive therefrom and go back to Spain. 

That is the evidence; those are the facts. They have the mort- 
gages; and the only thing that stands between them and their 
money is the Executive order of the President which will expire 
in six months; and when that time is out what are the people who 
own those encumbered lands to do? You propose to e this 
bill only temporary. If that means that you propose to help the 
people of Puerto Rico in that way, a mere tempor: measure 

. will not do; the aid and assistance you intend by this bill will not 
be sufficient. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I regret that the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. Mappox] does not know the difference between 
slandering your neighbor and bearing false witness. I stated this 
morning that one of the commandments provided that you should 
not slander your neighbor. The gentleman says I do not under- 
stand the Ten Commandments, 

Mr. MADDOX. You demonstrated that this morning. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I quoted the exact language; but the gen- 
tleman is in such a condition of mind toward this side of the 
House that he does not know the difference between bearing false 
witness and slandering one’s neighbor. 
bone MADDOX. Ifyou know anything about them, some one 

you. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at all. 

Mr. MADDOX, But the gentleman from Ohio says “ we” are 


going to make money out of these islands. The question naturally 
arises, Who does he mean by we?“ He certainly does not mean 
the Republic when he says we.“ It must be understood that the 
taxes to support the Federal Government are levied nearly entirely 


on what the people consume. Now, when westop to consider the 
fact that three-fourths of the wealth of the country is invested 
in the trusts, railroads, banks, and other great corporations and 
that none of these chew tobacco, smoke cigars, eat sugar, or drink 
rum, it will be observed that it makes no difference how much 
tax you place on the people of this country to carry on their 
schemes in Puerto Rico and where they can make money, as all 
this business costs them nothing. 

It is costing a great deal of money to hold these islands; vast! 
more than can ever be made out of them. The Government 
never, in my opinion, be repaid, under the most favorable circum- 
stances, in a century the amount that has been expended upon 
them. They will continue to be a burden to 95 per cent of the 
taxpayers of this country, who will never reap any benefit from 
them. But the trusts can exploit these islands and dispose of their 
wares, finding profitable investments for their ever-increasing 
profits. They pay but little, if any, of the tax that is required to 
poner them while they carry on their business. On the other 

nd, 95 per cent of the American people must pay the expenses 
of holding these people in subjugation, whilst our nontaxpaying 
wealthy may get what little the 8 native may possess. These 
are the people to whom General GROSVENOR refers, I imagine, 
when he says we.“ 


[Mr. McCLEARY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is now 
exhausted. The ae is on agreeing to the amendment of the 
gentleman from New York. 

The question being taken, there were—ayes 163, noes 151. 

Mr. McRAE, In view of the brief time remaining for discus- 
sion I will not insist on tellers. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PAYNE. I offer the following amendment: 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read; An act temporarily to 
poe revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and 

or other purposes.” 


[Mr. UNDERWOOD addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


Mr. PAYNE. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask a vote on the amend- 
ment; and then after that I am willing that the time of the gen- 
peman from Alabama,if he desires additional time, may be ex- 

nded. 

The amendment 1 by Mr. Payne to the title of the bill 
was again read and agreed to. 

B CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont is recog- 
nized, 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I was so completely absorbed in 
committee work all last week that I did not follow this debate, 
and did not even read the bill until Saturdayevening. I felt that 
I could trust the Committee on Ways and Means, made up, as it 
is, of the most experienced and able men of the House, to lead me 
on this question. 

But when I learned that the Republican ranks were disinte- 
grating, that from our own side of the House was heard the echo 
of the howl—the stock howl from the other side—that it is un- 
constitutional” and violative of our pledges to the people of 
Puerto Rico and unfair and oppressive to them, I began to fear 
lest this great committee might have presented to us an un- 
worthy measure; but when I came to read the bill my fears all 
vanished. 

Now, what does this bill propose? But, first of all, let us take 
just a glance at the situation in Puerto Rico. It has but lately 
come into our hands through the fortunes of war, and until we 
establish for it a eee government it is our duty to provide 
temporarily for the preservation of order, the administration of 
justice, the education of the children, and for the care and sup- 
port of such as can not support themselves; and of this last class 
there is a large number, which has been much increased by tho 
destruction of a large share of the products of the earth by the 
terrible tornado which swept the island last summer and has left 
many poor people in a starving condition, 

Now, ju ging from the graphic description by young Alex- 
ander Hamilton of a hurricane in the West Indies, which, you 
will remember, first brought him as a lad into prominence, it can, 
I think, be fairly said that it is one of the most terrific t on 
earth, unless from the list of horrors we except a constitutional 
argument in the House of Representatives. [Laughter.] 

yway, the tornado left large numbers destitute who must be 
fed, and it has been estimated by General Davis, now administer- 
ing affairs in the island, that for this purpose, including expenses 
of government, schools, etc., it would take $2,000,000 for the year. 

The practical question at once arises, How shall the money be 
provided? Suppose a bill had been brought in to appropriate this 
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$2,000,000 from the Treasury to meet this expense, what would 
our friends on the other side of the House have said? Would they 
have approved it? Nay, nay. 

They would have said, and rightfully, too, that the people of 


Puerto Rico ought to pay the expenses of an economical and just 
government of the island, and there would have been no answer 
to their claim, But such a bill was not brought in, and instead 
thereof we have the bill before us as a temporary measure to pro- 
vide the revenue for this necessary expenditure, 

Now, let us for just a moment look at the provisions of this 
bill, keeping in mind that aside from the constitutional objection 
the only criticism of it is that it is unfair and oppressive to the 
Puerto Rican people. 

First, the bill provides that all importations coming into Puerto 
Rico from foreign countries shall pay as duty the rates prescribed 
by the Dingley law; and of this I do not understand anyone who 
believes in the doctrine of protection to complain. Of course our 
Democratic friends find fault with this, but they conceive it to be 
their mission to find fault with everything that this side of the 
House may do. Besides, they are free traders anyway. 

Second, it provides that on all articles going into Puerto Rico 
from the United States 25 cent of the Dingley rates shall be 

id. Butif, as we protectionists contend, the ahippar of goods 

nto a country where they encounter a tariff pays the duty, then 

the Puerto Ricans do not pay this duty. Our own propie pay 

this duty; and while they might perhaps raise some objection to 

1 provision; how can it be said to be oppressive to the Puerto 
cans 

In the third place, the bill provides that all goods coming from 
Puerto Rico into the United States shall pay a duty of 25 per cent 
of the Dingley rates. Now, this duty the Puerto Ricans pay; and 
if it went into the Treasury of the United States and the people 
of Puerto Rico were taxed in some other way for the support of 
their government, it might well be said it was an unjust exaction 
from that people. 

But the bill provides that every dollar so collected shall be turned 
over to the President and expended for the benefit of the people 
of Puerto Rico—in charity to the poor, for schools and courts, and 
the like. And who doubts that under the Army officers still in con- 
trol there the money will not be honestly and wisely expended? 
And who also can fairly say that this is unjust taxation of the 
people of thatisland? Of course, if this tax were tobe paid by the 
poor people there, it would fall heavily upon them; but it is not. 

Remember, this is a tariff duty on imports coming from Puerto 
Rico into the United States, which are principally sugar and to- 
bacco. The sugar and tobacco planters of Puerto Rico will pay 
this duty—men who are amply able to pay it. For instance, 
there are, in round numbers, 60,000 tons of sugar produced in the 
island which comes into the United States. : 

It fell out in the hearings before the Committee on Ways and 
Means that one man, an Englishman, produced 3,000 tons of this 
sugar, and that there were several other large planters producing 
nearly as much. 

Now, this man would pay a little over $25,000 duty on his 3,000 
tons of sugar, and the whole 60,000 tons would pay about $500,000 
of this 82,000, 000 necessary to govern the island and properly care 
for her people, and who can object to this Englishman and these 
other rich sugar planters paying this sum toward defraying the 
expenses of the government which protects them in their business? 
Internal-revenue taxes would not reach them, and this is the only 
practical way of doing so. 

Of course you can see that all these gentlemen want free trade, 
that they may save this $500,000, And you can easily understand 
that with this $500,000 at stake these Puerto Rican sugar men 
could readily organize the noisy campaign against this bill to 
which the House and the country is being treated. 

But the sugar men are not alone. The tobacco men, who will 
pay a considerable amount of this tax, are with them, and together 
they make quite a crowd and quite a noise. One thing, however, 
should be kept in mind, viz, that these men are abundantly able 
to pay this tax, and that it is really a small contribution for the 
protection of their property. 

But the Constitution expounders of the House say that a great 
principle is at stake. Someclaim that the Constitution extends 
over Puerto Rico, and that we must treat the people there in 
every way just as the people of the States are treated. Others 
claim that the Constitution does not extend over the Territories 
and that we can treat them as we will, answerable only to the 

ublic opinion of the world and to our own consciencies, and this 

probably the view that will be ultimately adopted, but it is not 
important in the consideration of this bill. 

Now, as showing the real character of these constitutional de- 
bates, it need only be said that in the one now raging decisions 
of the Supreme Court have been invoked in support of each of 
these claims. Chief Justice Marshall, speaking for the court, 
limited the Constitution to the States, ard later Chief Justice 
Taney, equally for the court, spread the Constitution 
over all the Territories and sent with it the institution of slavery. 


And it was this decision that in the evolution of great events 
brought into existence the Republican party, a party at last with 
an intelligent conscience and guided by great moral p . It 
sprang into being as a 3 against the Dred Scott decision, and 
lAr * the 7 815 of li progress, and prosperity ever since. 

plause. 

The Democratic party at once drew the Constitution on the 
young Republican giant at every point. It was unconstitutional 
to elect Abraham Lincoln President; unconstitutional to put down 
the rebellion; unconstitutional to free the slaves; unconstitutional 
to ore a protective-tariff law; and now it is unconstitutional to 
make the rich planters of Puerto Rico contribute by means of 
piat law for the support of the Government under which they 
ive. 

But meanwhile the . has gone steadily forward 
in its high mission, and has settled all these constitutional ques- 
tions as they have arisen, not always in the courts, but always 
5 approving conscience and common sense of the American 

e. 

Andin due time, when we take up the great question of settling 

rmanently the relations between our new possessions and the 

nited States, it will be done in a way to command the approval 
not only of our own people but of all mankind. 

Meantime, the Constitution expounder” will continue to be 
heard, Like the brook, he will probably ‘‘go on forever.” 

But that he may see himself as others see him,” let me give, 
as fairly descriptive of him, Burns’s extempore verse in the court 
of sessions on the lord advocate. I always think of it when I see 
the Constitution expounder in a fine frenzy rolling.” 

He clench'd his hi 
He quoted — 4 plots in * 
Till in a declamation-mist, 
His argument he tint* it: 
He ge for t. he graped for 't. 
è fand 'twas awa, man; 


But what his common sense come short, 
He eked it out w' law, man. 


* Lost it. 


Laughter and applause. ] 

During the delivery of the foregoing, the time of Mr. Grout 
having expired, by unanimous consent it was extended for two 
minutes.] 

Mr. GROUT resumed and completed the delivery of the fore- 


going. 
TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentleman from Indiana [Mr. Zenon] is 


recognized. [Cries of: Regular order!”] The time of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont has expired. The gentleman from Indiana 
is entitled to the floor. 


Mr. ZENOR. Mr. Chairman, the pending bill is, in my judg- 
ment, not only vicious in principle and unconstitutional in its 
provisions, but should be opposed by e member of this House 
who is desirous of preventing the establishment of a dangerous 
precedent in the future legislation of this country. It proposes to 
deal with the people of the island of Puerto Rico and our relations 
with that island. Mr. Chairman, this is the first measure of its kind 
yet presented to this body. While seemingly not a measure of 
much moment, yet it involves questions of the gravest import to the 
people of this country. The first section of this bill declares that 
its provisions shall apply only to the island of Puerto Rico and 
to the adjacent islands and waters as described in the treaty of 
peace concluded between the United States and the Government 
of Spain April 11, 1899. The second section provides that all 
merchandise imported into Puerto Rico from ports other than 
the United States shall pay the rate of tariff duties collected on 
pre from foreign countries imported into the United 

tates, 

In other words, this section seeks to place Puerto Rico substan- 
tially in the same position with reference to tariff laws and duties 
that the United States now occupy under our tariff laws toward 
all other countries, and is a virtual extension of our laws upon 
this subject to the island of Puerto Rico upon all articles em- 
braced within this section of the bill. The third section imposes 
a tariff tax on all articles of merchandise coming into the United 
States from Puerto Rico, or going into that island from the United 
States, ata rate equal to 15 per cent of the duties collected on 
merchandise imported into the United States from foreign coun- 
tries; and further provides that the duties collected in the United 
States ports upon manufactured goods from Puerto Rico shall be 
equal in rate and amount to the internal-revenue tax imposed by 
the United States upon the same articles manufactured in the 
United States, and in addition thereto 15 per cent of the duties 
now collected by law upon like articles of merchandise imported 
from foreign countries; and that duties collected in the island 
upon manufactured goods from the United States shall be equal 
to the internal-revenue tax imposed in Puerto Rico upon articles 
manufactured therein, and in addition thereto 15 per cent of the 
duties now collected by law upon like articles of merchandise im- 
ported from foreign countries, 
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The fourth section simply provides that all the duties and cus- 
toms collected at the ports in Puerto Rico. less the expense of 
collection, and the gross amount collected at ports in the United 
States under the provisions of the bill shall be turned over to the 
President to be ed of for the benefit and used in the pay- 
ment of the expenses of the island. These are, Mr. Chairman, 
the provisions of the pending measure, and it may be frankly 
confessed that upon their face they are aay simple and easily 
understood. And while apparently intended for a wise and patri- 
otic purpose, and apparently innocent and harmless in themselves, 

et, as suggested in the report of the views of the minority, the 
bin raises two vital and important questions: : 

First. The right or power under our written Constitution to en- 
act the measure. 

Second, Whether, if we have the power, Congress should exer- 
cise it in the manner provided in the bill. á 

In my judgment, Mr. Chairman, these questions can receive 
but one answer. Having arrived at the conclusion that I can not 
yield my support to this measure, I wish briefly to state some of 
the reasons that impel me to this course. In doing this, Mr. 
Chairman, I may be pardoned for calling attention to the recom- 
mendation of the President in his message to Congress last Decem- 
ber upon this most important subject. After discussin the re- 
sults of our recent War with Spain and showing the condition of 
the people of Puerto Rico and our new relations to that island, 
the President uses this language: 

That our plain duty is to abolish all customs and tariffs between the 
Unite: Boyes! and Puerto Rico and give her products free access to our 
marke 

Mr. Chairman, this view of the President is corroborated and 
enforced by the Secretary of War. In his last report, speaking 
upon the subject of our duty toward the people of this island, he 
makes use of this significant language: 

The question of the economic treatment of the island underlies all the 
others. If the people are pr rous, and have an abundance of the necessi- 
tiesof life, they will, with j ce, be easily governed, and will, with patience, 
be easily educated. If they are left in hunger and hopeless poverty, they 
will be discontented, intractable, and mutinous. 

The principal difficulty now on the island of Puerto Rico is that the trans- 
fer of the island from Spain to the United States has not resulted in an in- 
crease of prosperity, but in the reverse. The industry of the island is almost 
entirely agricultural. The people live on the products of their own soil and 
upon the articles for which they exchange their E abroad. 

eir products are in the coffee, sugar, and to . The pr rity 
of the island depends upon their success in selling these products. I most 
strongly urge that the custom duties between the United States and Puerto 
Rico be removed. 

Not only this, Mr. Chairman, but the present military governor 
of this island, General Davis, a man of conceded ability and con- 
servative judgment, whose temporary residence and official posi- 
tion in that country and means of observation entitle him to 
speak with more accuracy and greater authority than perhaps any- 
one else, in vat al suggests that in legislating for this island 
free trade should gree the people of Puerto Rico as between 
them and the United States. $ 

But still more earnestly is the plea made for the abolition of all 
customs and tariffs between the United States and Puerto Rico 
by the representatives of Puerto Rico herself, now here at this 
prat asking for no aid of help except free markets for their 

roducets. 

F These are the official views, shared and expressed by the highest 
officers of the Government less than three months ago, concurred 
in by the people of Puerto Rico, concerning our plain duty toward 
this territory. This bill is not only in the face of the policy of 
the Administration as thus outlined by the President and Secre- 
tary of War, but, in my judgment, in violation of the funda- 
mental law of the land. What has induced the majority of the 
Ways and Means Committee in framing and presenting this 
measure to thus attempt a change in that policy is an undisclosed 
secret, withheld perhaps on grounds of public policy? If the 
President or his Secretary of War have for any justifiable reason 
changed their views, no advocate of this bill has cared to mention 
the fact upon this floor. The President, in eg oat in his mes- 
sage that all customs and tariffs between the United States and 
Puerto Rico should be abolished, did not do so without giving 
his reasons. He assigned as his reasons therefor: 

That the island had been denied the principal markets she had long en- 
joyed, and our tariffs have been continued against her products as when she 
was under Spanish sovereignty. That the markets of Spain are closed to 
her products 5 upon terms to which the commerce of all nations is 
ey She The d of Cuba, which used to my her cattle and tobacco 
without customs duties, now imposes the same duties upon these products 
asfrom any other country entering her ports. She has therefore lost her 

intercourse with 5 and Cuba without any compensating benefits in 
3 N The markets of the United States should be opened up to her 
produe 

These views of the President, whatever his reasons or motives 
for publicly expressing them, and I assume them to have been in- 
spired by mian and patriotic considerations, are in strict accord 
with my understanding of the rights of the people of Puerto Rico 
and our constitutional obligations. When we acquired the terri- 


tory of Puerto Rico and adjacent islands and all the territory that 


came to us as a result of the Spanish war, Cuba excepted, they be- 
came a part of our domain and subject to our jurisdiction and 
control. For it may be conceded, I think, as well settled that the 
United States may acquire territory, either under the treaty- 
making power or war power conferred upon Congress by the Con- 
stitution or by virtue of its general powers of sovereignty as a 
nation, and that the power to govern the acquired territory results 
from the right to acquire and also from that provision of the Con- 
stitution, section 3, Article IV, which declares: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
1270 5 rospecting the territory or other property belonging to the 

The question of primary importance, in fact, the one overshad- 
owing in its importance all others in this discussion, is, in my 
judgment, the question of the legal status of this territory and its 
relation to the United States with respect to our power to impose 
tariff duties as provided in this bill under the treaty, Constitu- 
tion, and laws of our country. It is maintained by those upon the 
other side of this Chamber, representing the present Administra- 
tion, that this and other territory, including the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, acquired as a result of our late war, became territory be- 

onging to the United States, but not a part of the United States; 
that, being territory belonging to the United States and not a 
part of the United States it is not subject to the provisions, limita- 
tions, and prohibitions of the Constitution, and may be governed 
and controlled in the discretion and under the plenary power of 
Congress; that the Constitution imposes no restraint upon the 
power and discretion of Congress to so govern. This extraordi- 
nary and startling doctrine is announced and reiterated upon this 
floor by the advocates of this bill with an assurance and self-con- 
fidence that almost defies criticism. On the other hand, it is con- 
tended on this side of the Chamber and the Democratic position 
is, as I understand it, that the territory thus acquired, as has 
been the case with all territory heretofore added to the Republic, 
became a part of the United States and subject to the operation 
of the restraining influence of the Constitution, and that Congress, 
in oe to legislate for such territory and the people 
thereof, must do so under the provisions of the Constitution and 
not outside of it. 

The doctrine announced by the majority report filed in support 
of this bill will not fail, in my opinion, to sound a note of alarm to 
every lover of constitutional government. Here is what they say 
in concluding that report: 

m the whole, we conclude— 

Feet That uy 8 8 and authority the term United States,” as used 
in the Constitution, has reference only to the States that constitute the Fed- 
eral Union, and does not include Territories. 

Second. That the power of Congress with respect to legislation for the 
Territories is plenary. 

Third. That under that power Congress may prescribe different rates of 
duty for Puerto Rico from those prescribed for the United States. 

It may be well to recall in this connection the resolution intro- 
duced in the Senate by the junior Senator from Indiana but a 
short time since, which was heralded over the country through the 
pubie prints as the semi-official expression of the views of the 

esident and the Ađministration upon the subject of the Philip- 
pine peer: This resolution is short, and I quote it in full. It is 
as follows: 

That the Philippine Islands are territory pelang to the United States; 
that it is the intention of the United States to retain them as such and to es- 


tablish and maintain such governmental control throughout the archipelago 
as the situation may demand. 


Here is the declaration that the Philippine Islands are territory 
belonging to the United States; that it is the intention of the 
United States to hold them in perpetuity and govern them under 
the plenary power of Congress for all time. George the Third 
never gave utterance toa more despotic assertion of arbitrary 
power. It will not do to say that the American people are too 
patriotic and liberty-loving; that they are too thoroughly imbued 
with the spirit of our free institutions and too much devoted to 
the cause of human liberty ever to permit abuse of this absolute 
power. 

It is not the patriotism and devotion to country of the advocates 
of this new departure, this dangerous policy, that I so much ques- 
tion. Itis the opportunity that the establishment of such a doc- 
trine would give to men who may not at some future time be so 
paon trusted. Itisthefirststepin the march of imperialism, break- 
ing down and overriding the safeguards of the Constitution. Let 
it be once understood that the 5 of the people have 
set the pace for the exercise of arbitrary and despotic power; that 
they have undertaken to determine the rights of man—natural 
ea rights which belong to him without constitutions; rights 
which are guaranteed to the people of the Territories by the Con- 
stitution, without reference to law and in defiance of constitu- 
tional mandates—and you will have set in motion the agencies that 
will not only destroy the safeguards of the people, but inaugurate 
a reign of unlicensed power that will prove a perpetual menace 
to free government. 
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„757 ĩ] òùUÄ%h ta toe Deck worl tang te 

ject of a y usurpers an 0 , and ma 
again. I can not bring myself to concur in 6 
some, that national sovereignty is lodged in Congress or any one 
of the great coordinate de ents of the Government, nor, in- 
deed, in all combined, but rather that the fountain of all supreme 
right, the foundation of all ales cay. is in the political unit 
the people. Ido not concur in the view that there is any 
expressed grant of the. sovereign power assumed, nor that it exists 
by ved reasonable or necessary implication, and I do not believe 
t there is anywhere in any department of the Government an 
unlimited, sovereign, despotic power. Such a theory is opposed 
to the teachings o all our wisest and best statesmen and contra- 
dictory of the fundamental principles upon which the fabric of 

Gurte peor! Sriginally fra ed the Declaration of Independe 
e people o y fram: no ependence 

and ed certain well-defined principles in the very ince 

tion of our national life which are the foundation stones of 
republican government. Among these is the declaration that all 
just governments derive their powers from the consent of the 
gorenen that all men are crea ual and endowed by their 
tor with certain unalienable rights; that among these are 
life, liberty, and the pursuit of happiness; that to secure these 
rights governments are instituted among men, deriving their just 
powers from the consent of the govern Mr. Chairman, we can 
not afford to violate these great cardinal principles of government; 
and yet it is aes Pano in derogation of these fundamental 
rights that the Philippine Islands are to be subjugated, held, and 


governed in perpetuity. $ 
I protest, Mr. Chairman, that this policy is a violation of every 
rinciple of self-government; that there is no power lodged in 
Bon „no power in any branch of the Government or in all 
the ches combined, tomake any other or adopt any other than 
a representative government in any territory which may be ac- 
quired or added to our Union. But, Mr. irman, there is 
another part of the Constitution more particularly applicable to 
the bill under consideration and more directly involved. That 
is the pornon that “duties, imposts and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States.” 

Section 8 of Article I of the Constitution provides that— 

The Congress shall have power to lay and collect taxes, duties, imposts 
and excises, to pay the debts and vide for the common defense and gen- 
eral welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises be 
uniform throughout the United States. 

The provisions of this bill violate this rule of uniformity pre- 
scribed by the Constitution, if the island of Puerto Rico is a part 
of the United States. I know it is sought to evade this aye ee 
vision of the Constitution by gentlemen on the other side. They 
contend that Puerto Rico is not a part of the ‘‘ United States” in 
the sense of the Constitution; that itis merely territory belongin 
to the United States,” and not included within the meaning o 
the term United States” as used in this section of the Constitu- 
tion, and hence not subject to the operation thereof nor controlled 
by any restrictions set out in that instrument. 

This contentionis attempted to be sustained by an ingeniousand 
somewhat plausible ar; ent to the effect that the term “ United 
States” is used in the Constitution in two senses, That wherever 
this term is used without ‘‘more” it has reference to the States 
composing the Union and does not include Territories. That in 
every case where the term United States” appears it has refer- 
ence only to the political corporation in which is represented the 
sovereignty of the States, except in three instances, and there the 
intention that the Constitution shall have an operation outside 
of the United States is clearly indicated. Now, this is an impor- 
tant question. If it shall be clearly demonstrated that the con- 
tention of the friends of this bill is correct and that Territories are 
not part of the Union, not a part of the Republic, then much 
strength will be given to the position they assume. : 

There are several provisions of the Constitution in which the 
term United States” appears, first, Article IV, section 3, clause 1, 
provides that— 

New States may be admitted by Congress into this Union, etc. 

Second, Article IV, section 3, clause 2: 

The Congress shall have power to dispose of and make all needful rules 
on ee respecting territory and other property belonging to the 

Third, the thirteenth amendment provides: 

Slavery shall not exist within the United States or any place subject to 
their j ction. 

In Article II, section 1, paragraph 3, itis deh ae that the day 
on which electors shall be voted for ‘‘shall be the same through- 
out the United States.” 

In Article I, section 8, paragraph 4, it is 1 that bank - 
. laws shall be uniform throughout the United States.” 
cle I, section 8, already quoted, provides that— 

The 


Congress shall have power tolay and collect taxes, duties, im and 
excises, to pay the debts and provide for the common, defense greeny 
welfare of the United States; but all duties, imposts and excises shall be uni- 
form throughout the United States, 


Now, if, as contended, the p 
section excludes Territories 


construction of this last cited 
c if it is to be understood as meaning 
F goer a gree ge Patni 

e ion assum , proposing to levy a upon 
articles imported into the United Stabes from Puerto Rico pe 
into Puerto Rico from the United States, is not a violation of the 
rule of uniformity prescribed in this section of the Constitution. 

And if this be true, then there is no prohibition resting upon 
Congress to levy the same or any other rate of tariff upon articles 
imported from the Territories of Arizona, New Mexico, or Okla- 
homa into the United States, or that would prevent the same power 
from levying such tariff upon all articles imported into either of 
these Territories from the United States. i , thero 
would seem to exist no reason for a discrimination that would 
justify or warrant any difference in the treatment of these Terri- 
tories. They are all Territories belonging to the United States, 
They are alla part of the United States. 

I concur in the views expressed by the distinguished gentleman 
Mr. NEWLANDS, of Nevada, which are incorporated in and made 
a part of the minority report upon this bill, that the term United 
States“ may be used in two senses—one politically, having refer- 
ence only to the Government; the other geographically, and relat- 
ing to the area governed. In the political sense the term“ United 
States” means simply the States composing the Union, for in the 
people of these States is reposed all smin power of a Federal 
nature. They alone select the President; t rh alone select the 
State legislatures, which in turn select the Senate; they alone 
select the House of Representatives; they alone select the law- 
making and law-executing branches of the Government, through 
which the Supreme Court and other inferior courts provided for 
by the Constitution are organized and established. 

The “ United States” which governs consists of the States com- 
posing the Union. The ‘‘ United States” which is erned con- 
sists of the entire domain of the United States, Territories as 
well as States. This, Mr. , is the logical and, as it 
seems to me, the only practical view to take of this matter. It 
involves no inconsistency, but, on the other hand, seems to blend 
harmoniously with the purpose, intent, and design of the found- 
ers of our Government, and is in accord with its practice and 
traditional history from its organization. Much has been said in 
this discussion concerning the framework of our Government; 
about the powers possessed by Congress under the Constitution 
over territory acquired and becoming a part of the United States; 
whether or not Congress has absolute or limited power to govern 
and make rules and regulations concerning such territory. Upon 
this question divergent and opposite views have been ex s 

It is maintained, as before suggested, by those upon the popo- 
site side of this Chamber that under the conditions surrounding 
Puerto Rico at this time Congress has unlimited plenary poner 
to make such rules and regulations for its government as it may 
see fit and deem wise; that the provisions of the Constitution 


do not apply to the island or its people nor o; te upon Con- 
gress in its exercise of the sovereign right tol te for that pos- 
session. It is true they admit that in the exercise of this right 


Congress should and will be governed by the 5 1 5 of the Consti- 
tution and the Declaration of e and that no fear need 
be felt that any injustice will be done the people of Puerto Rico 
or the inhabitants of the Philippines or any other of our new pos- 
sessions by the party in power. But, Mr. Chairman, this is not 
the question. I object to any party assuming the right to go out- 
side of the authority of the Constitution to legislate for the peo- 
ple of Puerto Rico or any other people. 

I protest against the assertion that Congress has in this or in 
any other instance the absolute power to act without the limits of 
the Constitution. I affirm that the Constitution is the supreme 
law of the land and the only authority to warrant Congress in 
acting at all; that its powers are marked out and clearly defined 
by the provisions of that instrument; that the Government of the 

nited States is a limited sovereignty, controlled by a written 
Constitution, which grants certain powers, limits others, and pro- 
hibits still others; that the granted powers, the limited powe 
the prohibited powers, and the reserved powers to the States an 
the people, if all united and massed in one sovereignty, would con- 
stitute a veritable despotism; that just in Pre rtion to the exer- 
cise of power by any one of the separate and independent branches 
of the Government beyond the limits placed thereon by the Con- 
stitution, just to that extent it becomes arbitrary and despotic. 
The Conen of the United States is the creature of the Constitu- 
tion. l its powers are created by the Constitution, and if any 
limitations are imposed upon its powers in express or general 
terms, they must be applied to all legislation it originates; and 
such limitations will not be confined to that part only of its legis- 
lation which relates alone to the States composing the Union. 
The Congress of the United States was not intended by the framers 
of the organic law by which it was created to be a despotism in 
some parts of the Union, in relation to some parts of its territory, 
and a body of limited constitutional power in other parts. 

So, also, Mr. Chairman, with reference to the powers prohibited 
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to Congress and denied to the States. Itis im le to believe 
that it was ever intended by the authors of the Constitution to 
authorize the exercise of powers by a Territory, acti ng under Con- 
gressional authority, which are denied to a State. such a con- 
tention is conceded and it is once admitted that can 
exercise plenary power, can go outside of the Constitution to legis- 
late for the government of a Territory, then there is nothing to 
prevent its elegating to such Territory the same unlimited power 
of legislation when it shall have formed a government of its own. 
Territories are erected into States when in the judgment of 
Congress the conditions are proper to admit them to statehood. 
This is done through the passage of an enabling act by Congress, 
prescribing the terms and conditions upon which they are to be 
admitted. This enabling act usually provides for the manner of 
organizing a form of State government, So, Mr. Chairman, the 
doctrine contended for by our friends upon the other side in its 
last and final analysis would lead to most absurd and fatal results, 
But, Mr. Chairman, we are not left to doubt or conjecture upon 
this subject. z 
Upon both the question of the meaning of the term United 
States and the nature and extent of the grant defined in section 
8 of the Constitution, the Supreme Court of the United States has 
in more than one case fully discussed and settled these questions. 
I call attention to at least two of these cases. The first case is 
that of Loughborough vs, Blake, and the other the case of Cross 
vs. Harrison. The first case arose in the District of Columbia, 
and the second in California. I will not enter into detail of the 
facts of these cases. They have already been referred to and are 
familiar to all lawyers. Chief Justice , one of the most 
distinguished jurists that ever graced the bench of that eminent 
court, in deciding the case of Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
643), used the following language: 
f the first articl to the “ to la 
and collet taxes, duties impostas 1 
n is general, without limitation as to place. It consequently ex- 
tends to all places over which the Government extends. If this could be 
TTT 
form throughout the United States.” It not be contended that the 
modification of the power extends to places to which the power itself does not 
extend. The power, then, to lay and collect antiena a airy and excises may 
be exercised and must be exercised throughout the ted States. Does this 
term designate the whole or an i r portion of the American empire? 
Certainly this question can tof but one answer. It is the name given 
to our great Republic, which is composed of Statesand Territories. The Dis- 
trict of Columbia or the territory west of the Missouri is not less within the 
United States than land or Pe vania; and it is not less n on 
the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of im- 
ts, duties, and excises should be observed in the one than in the other. 
ince, then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is 
obviously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and 
ex and since the latter extends throughout the United States, it follows 
Praag power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout the United 
In Cross vs. Harrison (21 Howard, page 82) Justice Wayne, in 
deciding the case, said: 


erentl 
spect to commerce, it became instantly bo 
which Congress passed to raise a revenue from 


tonnage. 

It has been sufficiently shown that the plaintiffs had no right to land their 
foreign in California at the times when their shi ved with them, 
except y a compliance with the regulations which the civil government 
were authorized to enforce, first under a war af under 
the existing tariff act of the United States. By 


ptiqn of the country 
may be carried from the point of landing into collection districts within 
which duties haye been paid upon the same kind of goods; thus entering, by 
the retail sale of them, into competition with such goods and with our own 
manufactures and the products of ourown farmers and planters. The right 
to land forei oods within the United States at any p out of a collec- 
tion district, if allowed, would be a violation of that provision in the Consti- 
tution which oins that all duties, im and ex be uniform 
nited States. Indeed it must be very clear that no such 


throughout the 

right exists, and that there was nothing in the condition of California to ex- 
empt importers of foreign goods into it from the payment of thesame duties 
which were cha: ble in the other ports of the United States. As to the 


denial of the authority of the Pr ent to prevent the erage of foreign 
goods in the United States out of a collection district, it can only be neces- 
sary to say, if he did not do so, it would be a neglect of his constitutional obli- 
gation “to take care that the laws be faithfully executed.” 

We will here briefly notice those objections which preceded that which 
has been discussed. The first of them, rather an assertion than an argument, 
that there was neither treaty nor law permitting the collection of duties, has 
been answered, it having been shown t the ratification of the treaty made 
California a part of the United States, and that as soon as it became so the 
territory became subject to the acts which were in force to te foreign 
commerce with the United States after those had ceased which had been 
instituted for its regulation as a belligerent right. 


Mr. Chairman, I shall not repeat the task of undertaking to 
analyze at this time the facts and legal propositions considered 
and settled by the Supreme Court in these decisions. This has 
been so often and well done and with such icuous and mas- 
terly ability by other eminent gentlemen darted the course of 


this diseussion that any such attempt upon my part would be a 


work of maparen, Suffice it to fagi bonora, that while 
there are many other learned opinions of this court, and still more 
learned and able opinions of standard law writers of distinguished 
character and reputation, sustaining the Supreme Court in the 
two cases cited, in its conclusions u the points involved, I 
deem it 396 to encumber the RECORD with their 
citation in order to satisfactorily demonstrate the correctness of 
the position assumed upon this side of the Chamber as against 
the mere theories and unsupported dicta of gentlemen upon that 
side, anxious to inaugurate a new policy and establish a legisla- 
tive precedent in support of an unwise, un-American, imperialis- 
tic, and unconstitutional doctrine, 

Mark the language of the Chief Justice in rendering the opin- 
ion in the case of Loughborough vs. Blake, upon the very point 
in controversy in this discussion. These are his words: 


cised jac ens na the 


to one geat Bopublio 
ven our u 
which is composed of States and Territories. 0 Dait er Ooae = 
the Territories west of the Missouriare not less within the United States than 

land or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary on the principles of 
our Constitution that uniformity in the imposition of imposts, duties, and 
excises should be observed in the one than in the other. 

Here the court uses the term ‘‘ United States,” and propounds 
the query, ‘‘ Does this term designate the ‘ whole’ or ‘any particu- 
lar portion’ of the American empire?” The court answers this 
query itself. The Chief Justice, in answer, uses this language: 
“Certainly this question.” What Ve e Why, the question 
of the meaning of the term United States” as used in this sec- 
tion. This question,” says the court, can admit of but one 
answer.” What is that answer? The court says: 

It is the name given to our great Republic, which is composed of States 
and Territories. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, with this language of the Supreme Court 
confronting us, with this strong and emphatic declaration of the 
Supreme Court upon this question, is there, I ask, room for further 
controversy? If thelaw as judicially ascertained and declared by 
this highest court of the land is to be binding upon this body, 
then I most respectfully submit that all further debate is cli 
— — moat but one duty to perform—to vote against and defeat 

If the theory of the majority of the Ways and Means Committee 
shall prevail, the life of the Republic is threatened, and liberty, 
personal security, and safety will be put to the test. Just so sure 
as this bill shall pass, and its principles shall become a vital force 
in American politics, just that sure may we expect to witness in 
the fast-coming future the close of the glorious history of the 
American Republic and the opening pages in the beginning of a 
succeeding empire. y 

The last lingering hope to animate the hearts and stimulate the 
struggles of a free and patriotic 8 to maintain 5 
the legacy of 5 is in that refuge of safety, the Su- 

reme Court. Inot an abiding faith in the wisdom, integrity, 

ppt i patriotism of that high and exalted judicial tribu- 
nal, in thi t conservative branch of the Government, in which 
is reposed ultimate power to review and reverse the action of 
this body, when, driven by the stress of political exigencies and 
forgetful of the great fundamental maxims of self-government, it 
has entered upon a career of imperialism, I would indeed despair 
of the future and for the safety of the temple of liberty erected 
by the fathers and consecrated by the blood of our heroes, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I do not despair. I have an unshaken con- 
fidence, an undoubting faith, that in that great court, above the 
influence of the decrees of party caucus or the exigencies of party 
politics, whatever the criticisms of the past, the people have a 
dernier ressort, whose patriotism, judicial learning, and fairness 
they can safely trust to turn back the tide of this imperial march 
to empire and centralized government. The key to the e 
signalized by this bill was emphasized on day before yesterday in 
the speech of the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Brown]. 
In the course of his speech he made no attempt to conceal the fact; 
indeed, he used 3 that clearly expressed his indifference to 
the fate of this bill, so far as Puerto Rico is concerned. 

He said that Puerto Rico was but a small island, having a popu- 
lation of about a million of people, and not more than about 15 
per cent of whom could read and write; that this island, with its 
small population, was not of so much importance as the great 
archipelago of the Philippines, with its eight or ten millions of 
inhabitants; that he was more interested in the passage of this bill 
on account of these people than the people of Puerto Rico. 

This, Mr. Chairman, is a frank confession upon the part of the 
gentleman from Ohio, and I doubt not that it reflects the views of 
the majority of those favoring this bill, that the policy outlined 
in the pending measure is not intended so much for Puerto Rico 
as a precedent for the policy to be hereafter adopted toward the 


Philippines, 
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I do not, Mr. Chairman, attempt to language 
the gentleman from Ohio; I give what I recall as the substance of 
what he said. The Republican party in this attempt to formulate 
some policy in harmony with their views upon the subject of the 


ive the exact of 


retention and future treatment of our new ions, and at the 
same time accommodate that policy to the views of the great 
body of the people, have encountered irreconcilable interests and 
have become involved in the most absurd contradictions. 

Since the introduction of this bill in this House hundreds and, I 
may say, thousands of remonstrances and earnest protests have 
been received by members of Congress from labor o ations, 
manufacturers of sugar, cigars, and various other industrial en- 
terprises of this country. They unite in their protests against 
free importations from these new possessions of goods and articles 

and manufactured by the cheap and under-paid labor of 
these islands. They enter their solemn protest, not only against 
free trade between the United States and these islands, which 
bring the people of our own country in competition in trade with 
the people of these islands, but also against the immigration here 
of labor that is employed and paid at from 10 to 15 cents per day 
to compete with our labor. 

To avoid this awkward dilemma the Republican party is com- 
. to assume an extraordinary position with reference to these 

ands. You contend that these islands occupy the anomalous 
condition of being both in and out of the Union at one and the 
same time; that they are in the United States for the purposes 
of being governed and controlled by the Congress of the United 
States, and out of the United States for the purposes of tariff tax- 
ation; that they are citizens of the United States for all pur- 
poses of Congressional action and taxation, but not citizens in the 

sense of being entitled to the een of the Constitution; that 
they are a part of the United States in the sense that Congress is 
authorized to legislate and govern them at its own sweet will and 
leasure, but not a part of the United States in the sense that the 
stitution applies to them and protects them. 

And this manifest e is sought to be excused, this 
anomalous position justified, by the exigencies of the political sit- 
uation of the Republican 3 may be well understood 
when it is known that if it be admitted that Puerto Rico and the 
Philippine Islands are a part of the United States and a part of 
this 1 and the moment that Congress takes the initiative and 
assumes to legislate affecting them in any way, that that moment 

the Constitution is extended over these ions and they 
thereby become as much an integral part of our territory as any 
State of the Union, and their inhabitants as much citizens un- 
der its protection as the citizens of New Mexico, Arizona, or 
Oklahoma, then in that case the Congress could enact no law 
imposing tariff duties on articles brought into this country from 
those islands, nor restrain in any way the people of those islands 
from migrating at will to any part of the domain of this Republic, 
which the Supreme Court has held is composed of the States 
and Territories. Hence it is plain why the Republican party has 
assumed the unwarranted position its imperial policy has forced 
upon it of contending that these islands are not a part of the 
nited States and that the Constitution does not apply to them. 

Mr. Chairman, as much as I would regret to see the Philippine 
Islands annexed to the United States and the people of those islands 
made citizens of this country to Csi ame with their cheap labor, 
with our people; as much as I would deplore this fact and the free 
interchange of the products of that cheap labor with our people, 
yet these are but trifles compared with the great number of other 
more serious objections to such a final consummation; and yet, if 
the policy of the Republican party shall be maintained and en- 
forced, there is no way of avoiding the evils against which our 
people are poeng: 3 

Free trade with and free access to all parts of our country is the 
logical, legal, and constitutional y of the policy and doc- 
trine of the Republican party; and however much the party may 
wish to avoid some of its co uences, and however anxious 
our people may be to be spared its prejudicial effects, they had 
just as well make up their minds to accept the situation if the 
glitter and greed of imperial—not natural and healthy, but im- 
perial—colonial <p potenti shall be incorporated in and engrafted 
upon our system of government. 

I do not wish to be misunderstood, Mr. Chairman. While I 
deem the permanent retention of the Philippine Islands as a part 
of our territory as impolitic and unwise, yet I believe that we 
should aid them in the establishment of a government of their 
own, when the islands become pacified, with such reservations of 
harbors, coaling stations, and territory as may be necessary to 
our commercial needs. With this end in view, I believe it is the 
solemn duty of this country, 8 by every consideration of 
patriotism and humanity, to declare its policy and purpose to be, 
when the conditions are such as to justify, to transfer to that 
people the sovereignty of this Government. 

Our relations to Puerto Rico are entirely different. The people 
of Puerto Rico, from the time our armies took possession, have 
been friendly, loyal, and peaceable. They welcomed our generals 


and upon the island as their friends and emancipators, and 
ve such incontestable evidence of their willingness to yield obe- 
ience to our authority, that no one now doubts the absolute sin- 
cerity of that people in their preference for American Government. 
Tho e is very largely composed of a people well advanced 
in education and civilization. 

Out of about 1,000,000 inhabitants there are about 800,000 belong- 
ing to the white race. The value of the property of the island is 
estimated at from $170,000,000 to $180,000,000. Besides these 
islands belong to the Western Hemisphere, and lie close to our 
shores. There is no violation of the policy of our Government 
nor inconsistency with those principles to which we have always 
steadily adhered in our in holding Puerto Rico, and in an- 
nexing that island with the full consent of her people to the United 
States; not as acolony, but with the ultimate view of statehood 
when conditions shall warrant. 

Mr. Chairman, in the language of my distinguished friend from 
Illinois [Mr. BouTELt], this is not the time to play politics. In this 
I fully agree with my friend. A grant and aportan question is 
being considered—a constitutional question affecting the vital in- 
terests of 80,000,000 American citizens and from eleven to twelve 
millions of people of Puerto Rico and the Philippines, who have 
for more than three hundred years been held as unwilling sub- 
jects of the Kingdom of Spain. The decision of this question may 
shape the future destiny of the Republic and seriously affect the 
welfare and oe A re of these millions of liberty-loving, self- 
sacrificing people. 

I do not believe, Mr. Chairman, that the bloody sacrifice of the 
struggling people of the Philippines has been voluntarily made, 
that they have ruthlessly deluged their native land with its best 
blood and brought upon the heads of their innocent and helpless 
families all the horrors of a devastating war merely to gratify the 
brutal instinct of their savage and untutored nature. 

No, Mr. Chairman, 1 prefer to believe that these people, in their 
long, patient, and persistent struggle against Spani ‘anny and 
for their independence, were actuated in that unequal but heroic 
struggle by the same spirit and inspired by the same moving causes 
that have characterized all people in all ages who have fought and 
won their way to freedom; that when, through the intervention 
of divine Providence, as their leader expressed it, but really through 
the fortunes of war, as I prefer to put it, our Army was on the 
eve of concentrating its forces on the island of Luzon and besieg- 
ing the citadel of the enemy’s stronghold, this leader of the Fili- 
pinos, recalled from his exile at the instance of an American officer, 
summoned his sturdy warriors about him and proclaimed to his 
followers that through the friendly aid of the United States and 
its generous and magnanimous pepis they were about to achieve 
their independence, and exhorted his people to remain obedient 
and loyal to our Army and the authorities of our Government. 

The people of that stricken island, since bathed with the blood 
of its own people, mingled with the blood of American heroes. at 
the very moment when they most expected assurance—ah, more 
than this, when they confidently hoped to realize the full fruition 
of their longing PPan Ons for liberty, independence, and self- 
government—turned their guns against us, and, instead of being 
our friends and allies, have become our bitterest foes. It is im- 
possible to believe, Mr. Chairman, that this sudden and fateful 
change in the attitude of these people toward us was wrought 
without some strong and overmastering reason. 

The mistake, if such it was, by whomsoever made, that pro- 
voked this rupture and brought on this clash of arms was a crime 
against humanity that all the precious blood and treasure involved 
in its fearful sequence will not efface. We are forced to believe 
that nothing short of a sore disappointment of the hopes and ex- 
pectations of this people, whether justified or otherwise, could in- 
duce them to resort to armed resistance when such resistance 
must prove fruitless. 

But a people capable of maintaining an army of more than 
30,000 soldiers in the field, with a government adequate to admin- 
ister the affairs of state, enforce order, protect hfe and property, 
sustain a high order of discipline in her army and undergo the 
sacrifices that have been e, for the sole purpose of establish- 
ing their independence, deserve to be considered worthy of that in- 
dependence at the hands of this great and exemplary Republic. 
If it be true that, misguided in their judgment, rash and incon- 
siderate in their action, the Filipinos, without just and sufficient 
cause, initiated this unfortunate war, still it must be conceded 
that they have demonstrated a very high order of capacity for self- 
government and their no less worthiness of its enjoyment. 

If capable and worthy, as I believe they are, why withhold from 
them the same measure of justice that we propone to the people of 
Cuba, the latter near our own shores and belonging to our own 
hemisphere, the former in the Orient, belonging to another hemi- 
sphere, and about 8,000 miles from our capital? 

Mr. Chairman, no false sentiment should be appealed to. Our 
President is in the habit of saying many trite and beautiful things 
in his public addresses, but I am sure that the President did 
not mean all that he said when, in an enthusiastic and patriotic 
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mood, surrounded by an admiring and warm-hearted Southern 
audience, instinct with the spirit of war and the incitement of the 
hour, he gave utterance to that touching sentiment, ‘‘ Who shall 
pull down the flag??? Who shall pull down the flag” is a very 
stirring utterance, especially when spoken by the President of the 
United States under trying and exciting times; but, Mr. Chair- 
man, there are many worse things that could happen the flag than 
pulling it down, f 

We all honor and revere the flag, not the Stars and Stripes, but 
what the Stars and Stripes stand for—liberty, freedom, and union. 
The flag is the emblem of all those cardinal principles proclaimed 
in the Declaration of Independence and secured and guaranteed 
in the Constitution, Wherever it floats, whether upon land or 
sea, in the Occident or in the Orient, it proclaims that beneath its 
sheltering folds and protecting ægis there shall be enjoyed by all 
the right to worship God according to the dictates of conscience; 
the right of the people to peaceably assemble and petition the 
Government for a redress of grievances, to keep and bear arms 
under regulations of law; to uaranteed protection against 
quartering any soldier in the domicile of the owner in time of peace, 
without his consent, nor in war, but in accordance with law; to 
enjoy immunity of person, houses, papers, and effects from unrea- 
peak seizure and search; the right of trial by jury for a capital 
or infamous crime upon presentation on indictment first had b 
a grand jury; that no person shall be twice putin jeopardy of lim 
or life for the same offense; that he shall have the right to enforce 
the attendance of witnesses in his behalf in a criminal cause, and 
to be confronted with his accusers; that he shall not be deprived 
of life, psd or the pursuitof happiness without due process of 
law; nor be deprived of his property for public use without just 
compensation; nor of a speedy and ublic trial by jury in the State 
or district wherein the crime shall have been committed; that the 
accused shall be entitled to be informed of the nature and cause 
of the accusation against him, and to be confronted by the wit- 
nesses against him; that he shall be entitled to counsel, and not 
subject to excessive bail, nor excessive fines, nor cruel and unu- 
sual punishments; nor shallslavery or involuntary servitude,except 
as a punishment for crime upon due conviction, exist in any State 
or Territory; nor shall any law be enacted anes sis obliga- 
tion of contracts; nor any law be passed denying or abridging 
right to vote on account of race, color, or previous condition of 
servitude; nor suspending the writ of habeas corpus in times of 
penos; nor for a bill of attainder; nor ex post facto law. All taxes, 

uties, imposts and excises levied by Congress shall be for the 
parpore of paying the debts and providing for the common de- 

ense and general welfare of the United States, and all such duties, 
imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. 
No capitation or other direct tax shall be laid unless in propor- 
tion to the census or enumeration taken as prescribed by the Con- 
stitution. No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from 
any State. No preference shall be given by any aque of 
commerce or revenue to the ports of one State over those of an- 
other, These are some of the essential and fundamental rights 
guaranteed to all citizens under the protection of the flag and all 
persons within the bounds of the Republic. 

When the flag ceases to represent these principles; when it is 
raised over an alien people in alien lands, and becomes typical of 
aggression and conquest, then, however much we may honor and 
extol theheroism of American patriotism that raisedit, it would 
tarnish the honor and glory of that flag not to haul it down when 
it shall have served the purpose of its erection, Whenever and 
wherever the flag is raised in the accomplishment of a great na- 
tional achievement, though crimsoned with the blood of martyrs, 
if to permit it to remain would reflect upon the honor of our coun- 
try and the memory of the patriotic dead, wouldit not be far more 
honorable and exalting to our patriotism to haul it down? 

Mr. Chairman, I yield to no one in my reverence and devotion 
to the flag of my country, but I do not believe in the patriotism of 
that sentiment that forbids the hauling down the flag when raised 
in foreign lands and over an alien and fallen foe to signalize the 
glory of American arms and the supremacy of the American Re- 
public in a war successfully waged in the interest of humanity 
and for the freedom of our fellow- man. If, when our task is done 
and our victory complete, duty commands, we should haul down 
the old flag and, with its battle-scarred folds and precious memo- 
ries, return it once more to our country to be loved and cherished 
as a sacred memento of its unturnished honor, [Loud applause. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. JONES 
is recognized. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, the pretext of those 
who favor the legislation embodied in this bill is that it will pro- 
vide a revenue with which to carry on works of internal improve- 
ment in Puerto Rico and establish in that island a system of pub- 
lic education. I do not deny that the inhabitants of Puerto Rico 
stand in need of education, and I believe that they earnestly desire 
to be afforded an opportunity to secure it. I do not deny that it 
would be to their advantage to construct improved highways 


throughout the length and breadth of their island, but what I do 
deny is that they need either education or roads to the extent that 
they need food and clothes. 

Mr. Chairman, we must minister to the material wants and neces- 
sities of these people before we undertake the improvement either 
of their minds or their roads. They are naked and we must clothe 
them; they are starving and we mustfeedthem. Itis worse than 
idle, nay, it is the very refinement of cruelty, to talk of educating 
the youth of Puerto Rico when the great bulk of its people—men, 
women, and children—are suffering the pangs of hunger, are abso- 
lutely starving and dying for the want of the very bread of life. 

There are thousands upon thousands of Puerto Ricans who have 
not for many months tasted either meat or bread, save that which 
has been doled ont to them by the officials of our Government, 
and for most of which they were indebted to the generosity and 
the bounty of the people of the United States. You must make 
these people self-sustaining before youcaneducatethem. Starving 
people are not capable of appreciating the beauties of that educa- 
tion of which Republicans speak so eloquently upon this floor. 

Mr. Chairman, we have been told by at least two of the leaders 
of the majority party in this Honse that the sugar and tobacco 
trusts alone would benefited by free commerce with Puerto 
Rico. Only a moment ago the chairman of the Ways and Means 
Committee declared that free trade between the ron of this 
island and the rest of the United States would only benefit the 
sugar and tobacco interests of Puerto Rico. How does that gen- 
tleman know this? Where did he get his information? Does he 
believe that his President would have said that it was our “plain 
duty ” to give these people free trade had he understood that free 
trade would be alone beneficial to the sugar and tobacco trusts? 

Perhaps he has other and better sources of information than 
those by the President and the Secretary of War and 
the military governor of the island. Ifit be true that free trade 
would only benefit these two trusts, why is it that all classes and 
every interest in the island of Puerto Rico are petitioning Con- 
gress for free trade? Not a single Puerto Rican voice has been 
raised in favor of the policy which the Republicans of this House 
would force down the unwilling throats of the people of Puerto 
Rico. On the contrary, those people asa whole are entreating 
Congress, through their chosen representatives, to give to them 
absolute freedom of trade. 

Mr. Chairman, I for one do not believe that any great syndi- 
cates are asking that all tariff barriers between Puerto Rico and 
the rest of the United States shall be removed. If so, it is the first 
time in the history of the Republican party that their voices have 
not been heeded. 

On the contrary, I believe that those great monopolies which 
have grown up under the fostering care of a high protective tariff 
are solely responsible for the sudden onango of front of the Re- 
8 ty upon this great question. ese monopolies have 

emanded that a tariff shall be laid upon the products of Puerto 
Rico, and the Republican party, although conscious of the griev- 
ous wrong it is doing a starving people, dares not deny the demand. 

The chief imports of the island of Puerto Rico are rice, fish 
meat, lard, flour, corn meal, lumber, machinery, and agricultural 
implements, and you would, by oe. these necessaries of life, add 
to the already well-nigh intolerable burdens of these poor people. 

For years the pected A as to who paid the customs duties 
gone on in this country. You Republicans have said the producers 
paid them: we on this side have claimed that the consumers paid 
them. Under this bill every bushel of corn meal that the Ameri- 
can farmer sends to Puerto Rico pays a tariff tax of 5 cents. This 
tax is paid by arn 0 If paid by the American farmer, it isan 
unjust tax; if paid by the starving Puerto Rican, it is a cruel and 
heartless tax. And whatis true of corn meal is equally true of rice, 
of meat, and of flour. 

The people of Puerto Rico are asking for bread; do not let us 
give them a stone. They are asking to be treated as the people 
of the Territories of Arizona, of New Mexico, and of Oklahoma 
are treated. Aye, they are asking to be given the same generous 
treatment that has been accorded to the people of the Hawaiian 
Islands, Hawaii to-day produces six times as much sugar as does 
Puerto Rico and is capable of producing ten times as much. 
Only one-fifth of the inhabitants of Hawaii are white, while 
seven-tenths of those of Puerto Rico are white. Hawaii is thou- 
sands of miles away, while Puerto Rico is only a few hundred. 

The people of Puerto Rico entreat.you to deal with them as 
justly and as fairly as you would deal with those of the Hawaiian 

ands, Will you turn a deaf ear to their entreaties? They re- 
ceived your armies with open arms, and they demonstrated their 
loyalty in a thousand ways. They implore you to give them meat 
and bread with which to sustain their miserable lives, and you 
reply that instead you will build them splendid schoolhouses and 
construct for them magnificent highways. Listen, I beseech you, 
in your treatment of these starving, dying people, to the voice of 
reason and of humanity. ¶ Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

[Here the hammer fell. ] 
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Mr. PAYNE. Mr. i 
now rise and report the bill an 
with the recommendation that the amendments be adopted and 
that the bill do pass. 


I move that the committee do 
the amendments to the House 


The motion was agreed to. 
committee ey, rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. HULL, Chairman of the Committee of the 
‘Whole House on the state of the Union, that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 8245, and had 
instructed him to 1 same back with various amendments, 
including an amendment to the title and a preamble to the bill, 
and with the recommendation that the bill as amended do pass. 
Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, before moving the previous ques- 
tion, in accordance with the ent which we had, and by 
order of the House, I will now yield to some member of the oppo- 
sition to offer the substitute. 
ALL, ‘wim I offer the following as a substi- 


3 
The gentleman from Massachusetts offers a 
substitnte for the pain bill, being the substitute agreed to as 
being permissible ouse. The Clerk will report, 
Tho arp read as on 
ae oe. bill by striking out all after the enacting clause and inserting 
“That the laws of the United States relating to customs and internal rey- 
enue, including those relating to the punishment for crimes in connection 
with the 3 of sald laws, are hereby extended to and over the 
d of Puerto and all adjacent islands and waters of the islands ceded 
to the United States tes by tho Government of Spain by treaty concluded 58 
11, 1899, $6 tee ee eek pick pn ee 
“SEC. 2. ceded island one hagas poe —— endes. 
re of entry sof entry and there 
of entry; 
e customs, who shall reside at 
ive an * salary of 
shall be stationed at said on 


pensation as of * cy gao just and reasonable. 
“s PONBEO. 3. That the President of the United States 1 — hereby authorized to 
‘brace all the said Mende, 
annex said islands to some other internal-reyenue col- 
district 5 the United States.” 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I now move the previous question 
on the bill and amendments to its passage. 

See ə SP 3 gona aoan aa nar AE moves the 
ee ous n the and amen passage, 

RICHARDA N. And the substitute. 

Ths SPEAKER, Including the substitute. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The PEAKER. The first thing in order will be a vote on the 
amendments reported by the Committee of the Whole. Isase 
arate vote demanded? After a pause.] The Chair hears no su 
demand, and the question is on agreeing to the amendments. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the substitute, 

Mr. McCALL. 


9 
Mr. RICHARDSON. We join in that. 


The ae fon eas and nays were ordered. 
CHARDSON. Now, Mr. Speakef, I ask that order may 

be restored, so that we may hear gentlemen who yote upon this 

uestion. 
z The SPEAKER. The business of the House will not be pe 
ceeded with until order is observed. All gentlemen will take thei 
seats and cease conversation. The Chair admonishes the House 
that all business is suspended until it is in order. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 160, nays 174, 

answered “present” 1, not voting 183 as follows: 


YEAS—100. 
Allen, K Gia N.Y. Ga i 7 
Allen, Mo. Gil Lio: 
Atwater. Cooney, Glynn, inae, 
Bailey, Tex. T, Tex. Gordon. McAleer, 
Cow! reen, Pa. cCiutian, 
Crawf Griftith, McCle 
Barber, Crowley, G McCulloch, 
sp aan Nebels : 
* c. ` 
Benton, Cusack, 1 Heatwole, McRae, 
A B A W Henrys a 
venport, enry, 
Brantley, Davis, Megi 
De d, Jett, Miers, Ind. 
Brenner, De Graffenreid, J ‘oon, 
Brewer, Denny, Jones, Va. yer, 
Broussard, Dinsmore, aphen, 
` Kleberg, eville, 
F 
ae Epen Norton, Ohio 
Caldwell, i Latimer, Norton, S.C. 
Camp Fitzgerald, Lentz, Otey, 
Carmack, Fitzgerald, N.Y. Lester, Pierce, Tenn. 
Clark, Mo. Gaines, Little, Sanasi, 


F: 
Mr. Speaker, on that I ask that the vote be 


Rhea, Ky. Ruppert, Ste; Tex. Underwood, 
Rhea, Va. Ryan, N.Y. Si - Vandiver, 
Ryan, Pa. Sulzer, Wheeler, ky. 
Ridgely, . Salmon, Sutherland, Williams, J. R. 
Ri Scudder, Swanson, Williams, W. E. 
Rixey, Shacklef bert, wae 
Bon Shafro Taylor, Ala. —— Taisho 
Robertson, La Sima Thayer, Wilson, S. G. 
Robinson, Ind. Sla; Thi N.C. Young, 
Robinson, Nebr. 5 Turner, Young, Va. 
Rucker, Stark, Underhill, Ziegler. 
NAYS—174 
Acheson, De Vries, Ketcham, Reeder, 
Adams, Dick, Knox, Roberts, 
Alexander, Dolliver, Lacey, Rodenberg, 
Allen, Me. Dovyener, Lan ussell, 
Babcock, > La Shattuc, 
Baker, Eddy, Linney, She 
Barham, Emerson, er, Showalter, 
Barney, à Sibley, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Lou Smith, III. 
Banen Fordney, Loudenslager, Smith, H. C. 
Op, ‘oss, Lovering, Smith, Samuel W. 
Boreing, Fowler, L Smith, Wm. Alden 
Boutell, III. Freer, cOl A Southard, 
Bowersock, ble, McPherson, Spalding, 
Brick, Gardner, Mahon, Sperry, 
Bromwell, Gardner, N.J. Mann, 
Brosius, Gill, Marsh, 8 
W. Gillett. Nase Mesick: Stenar, N. J. 
Bull, A raf, Metcalf, Stewart, N. X 
Burke, S. Dak. Graham. Meyer, Stewart, 
Burke Greene, Mass. Miller, Bulloway, 
Burleigh, Grosvenor, Minor, Tawney, 
Butlar 5 Moods, fass. —— Onto 
TOW. 
Calderhead, Hamil Moody, 
on, Haugen, Morgan, Tomp 
pron, Hawley, Morris, Tongue, 
Clarke, N. H. Hedge, Mudd, Van Voorhis, 
„ Hemenway. 
Connell, Henry, Conn. O'Grady, Wachter, 
der, Hepburn, Wadsworth, 
—.— a Fe als 
Cromer, Hoffecker, Packer, Pa. ‘a — 
P, Parker, N. J. Weaver, 
Hal PN M Weymo th, 
e; u 
pania Jack. Pearre, te, 
Dalzell. Je Phillips, Wrigh 
Davenport, S.A. Jones, Wash. Powers, Young, Pa. 
poss 8 oy, Par The Speaker. 
n. 
Dayton, Kerr, Ray. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1 
Bellamy. 
NOT VOTING—18. 
Bailey, Kans. Fox, Shelden, Stallings, 
Boutalle. ibson, Small, Tate, 
Cox, Harmer, Smith, Ky. Warner. 
Fleming, Reeves, Spight, 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call my name. 


The Clerk called the Speaker’s name, and he voted no,“ as above 
recorded, 

So the substitute was rejected. 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas with Mr. BELLAMY, 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Gisson with Mr. TATE. 

For this day: 

Mr. 8 with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. WARNER. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to state that I am 
with Mr. BAILEY of Kansas. If I were to vote, I woul 
“aye” on this substitute. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a recapitulation. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. S er, my colleague, Mr, 
Smirx of Kentucky, is detained at his home by very important 
business. At his request I desire to state that if present hen would 
vote ‘‘aye” on this proposition. 

Mr. LORIMER. Mr. Speaker, I have been requested by my 
colleague, Mr. WARNER, who is home very ill, to say that if he 
were here he would vote for this substitute and against the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Cox, is 
detained at his room by illness, If he were present, he would vote 
ae aye. » 

Mr. BARTLETT. Idesire, Mr. Speaker, to make the announce- 
ment that my coll e, Mr. FLEMING, i is detained by illness and 
— not be here. If he were here, he would vote “aye.” 

Mr. ADAMS. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. HARMER, is de- 
tained at home by illness. If he were present he would vote “no.” 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from South Carolina asks for 
a recapitulation, 


ired 
vote 
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The Chair thinks, in view of the importance of the question, the 
vote should be recapitulated. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, before the vote is recapitulated, | Hedge, Lovering, yne, Stewart, N. J. 
1 desire to make a further announcement that my colleague, Mr. Hemenway, o — Mo. Stewart, N.Y. 
Tarte, was called away yesterday by the serious illness of his | Henry, © oP en, Pills nie 
mother. If present, he would vote aye.“ Hil, ree Powars, ‘Tawney,’ 
Mr. KL Z. Mr. Speaker, I wish to announce that my col- Mann, Prince, Tayler, Ohio 
league, Mr. SMALL, is detained at home in North Carolina, unable | Hoffecker, santa Rush. peon; 
to be here; but if here, he would vote “aye.” Howell Mesiok” 3 Tompkins, 
The Clerk proceeded to recapitulate the names of those voting. | Hu Metcalf. Roberts, e 
Mr. SPIGHT, Mr. Speaker, I was not present when the ro 88 15 teal La. poden perg, 88 
was called, but I wish to be recorded as present, and state that I | Jones, Wash. 2 — Shattuc, Wachter, 
would vote “aye” if I were present. Joy, Mondell. Sherman, Wadswor 
The SP. R. The gentleman's statement will go into the 2 Hoody, Hass. neat i — 
RECORD. tcham A mith. III. W. 5 
The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. Knox, Norris, smith, H. — Weaver 
3 i i “ u A 
1 1 aoe question now is on the engrossment and [andis F Sn mi ih Wan. i Wes mouth, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit a motion | Linney, > Olmsted: ~~ Spalding, Wright, 
to recommit the bill. Littauer, Otjen, Sperry, Young, Pa. 
The 5 At the proper time the gentleman will be rec- ANSWERED PRESENT 1. 
ognized. Bellamy. 
he bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time. NOT Senay 
The SPEAKER. At this vy of the proceedings the Chair is Dilley. Kank Fox Shelden, i Tate, 
of the opinion that the House should consider the change of pre- Boutelle, Me. Gibson, Small, Warner. 
amble by way of amendment. Cox, Harmer, Smith, Ky. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question on 
the preamble. è 

Mr. RICHARDSON. There is no objection to it. 

The previous question was ordered. 

The preamble was agreed to. 

The bill was read the third time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S er, I move to recommit the bill 
to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Icall for the yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 172, 
answered “‘ present” 1, not voting 17; as follows: 


So the motion to recommit was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on the passage of the bill. 

Mr. PAYNE and Mr. RICHARDSON. Yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 172, nays 160, 
answering present 1, not voting 20; as follows: 


YEAS—162. 
Adamson. vx. Robinson, Nebr. 
Allen, K Armond, Rucker, 
en, Miss. De Graffenreid, Little Ruppert, 
Atwater, Denny, efield, Ryan, N. v. 
Bailey, Tex. insmore, „ yan, 
Ball. 3 Dougherty, Li Salmon, 
Bankhead, er, Scudder, 
Barber, Elliott, McAleer, Shacklef: 
Bartlett, Epes, M Shafroth, 
Bel. Finley, McCle Sheppard, 
Ben Fitzgerald, Mass. McCulloch, 
Se, Fitzgerald, N. Y. McDowell, Slayden. 
Bradley, Fitzpatrick, McLain, 
Brantl y: Fletcher, McRae, Spigħt, 
Bre ; —.— a Steph Tex. 
nner, es, y., ns, 
Brewer, G Meekison, to 
Broussa’ Gayle, Miers, In ulzer, 
Brundid Gil Moon, Sutherland, 
Burke, Tex Glynn, Muller, Wanson, 
Burleson, Gordon, Naphen, be: 
Burnet Green, Pa. Neville, Taylor, Ala. 
Caldwe pen ni ewlands, — 
pbell, oonan, yer, 
Hall. Norton, Ohio Th N. C. 
Hay, Norton, S. C. rner, 
Chanler, Heatwole, tey, Underhill, 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Pierce, Tenn. Underwood, 
Henry, Tex. oli Vandiver. 
Clayton, N. Y. Ho rles, Wheeler, Ky. eeks, 
hran, Mo. Jott, sdell, Mermi, 
Cooney, Johnston, y. Wiliams, W. E. Dalzell, Ji White, 
Cooper, Tex. Jones, Va. Ehea, Va. W Davenport, S. A. Jones, Wash. Phillips, Wrigh 
W tchin, Wilson, Idaho Davey, Foy, Powers, . 
Crawford, Kleberg, Riägely, Wilson, N. Y. Davi Kahn, Prince, The Speaker. 
Crowley, goons. nee y s (6) 
g Lam ey, oung, Va. 
Cummings, Lanham, Rob Zenor, Adamson, Campbell, Dri Jett, 
Cusack. Latimer, Rob Ziegler. Allen, — — Carmack, Elli Johnston, 
Daly, N. J. Lentz, Robertson, La Allen. Catchings, Finley, Jones, Va. 
Davenport, S. W. Lester, Robinson, Ind. Atwater, Chaniler, itzgerald, Mass. Ki 
Bailey, Tex. Clark, Mo. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Kleberg, 
NAYS—172. Fi i 
tzpatrick, Kluttz, 
Acheson, Brown. Cromer, Esch, 
Adams, Brownlow, Crump, Fordney, 
Alexander, 4 F 
Allen, Me. Burke, S. Dak. Cushman, Fowler, 
Burkett, Dahle, Wis. Freer, 
Baker, Burleigh, Dalzell, Gamble, 
Barham, Burton, Davenport, & A. Gardner, Mich. 
Barney, Butler, Davey, Gardner, N. J. 
Bartholdt, Calderhead, Davi G 
ham, on, Gillet, N. Y. 
pron, De Vries, Gillett, Mass. 
Boreing, Clarke, N. I. Dick, Graff, 
Bou m. Cochrane, N.Y. Dolliver. 9 
Bowersock, Connell, Dovener, Greene, 
Brick, r, Wis. Grosvenor, 


Eddy, 
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MeLal af on, Terry, 
McRae, Fandel Scudder, 3 
Maddox, Rhea, Ky. Shakleford, Thomas, 
May, Rhea, Va. ‘oth, er, 
Mee Rich: eppard, Underhill, 
Miers, In Ridgely, 8 Underwood, 
Moon, Rio: i Slayden, Vandiver, 
Muller, Rixey, nodgrass, eeler, 
Naphen, Rob Spight, Williams, J. R. 

eville, Robbins, k, illiams, W. 
Newlands, Robertson, La. Stephens, Tex. Williams, Miss. 

conan, Robinson, Ind. Stokes, Wilson, Idaho 
Norton, Ohio Robinson, Nebr. 8 T, Wilson, N. 
Norton, S. C Rucker, Sutherland, Wilson, S. C. 

Ys Ruppert, Swanson, Young, Va. 
Pierce, Tenn. Ryan, N Talbert, nor, 
* Ryan, Pa. Taylor, Ala. Ziegler. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—L 
Bellamy. 
NOT VOTING—2. 
Bailey, Kans. Lane, Sparkman, 
Bontalle, Me. F 1 — el E = 
Cooney, Ox, eide ate, 
pied Gibson, Small, nj Wadsworth, 

Epes, Harmer, Smith, Ky. Warner, 

So the bill was passed. 


During the roll call the following proceedings took place: 

Mr. SCUDDER. Mr. S er, I would like to be recorded in 
the negative on this gues on, 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Chair will ask the gentleman if he was 
in his place and listening to his name, and failed to hear it when 
called? 


Mr. SCUDDER. I was in my place, Mr. Speaker, was present 
during the roll call, listening for my name, and failed to hear it, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the name of the gentle- 
man from New York. 

Mr. ScuDDER’s name was called and recorded as above. 

The following additional pair was announced: 

Mr. WADSWORTH with Mr, EPES. 

Mr. BELLAMY. Mr. Speaker, having 8 my pair with 
the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. BAILEY, I desire to say that 
peg not for that pair I should vote in the negative upon this 

uestion. 
= The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that this is done only by 
unanimous consent. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded 
(the announcement being received with prolonged applause on 
the Republican side). 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the 
title as recommended by the committee will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. PAYNE, a motion to reconsider the vote last 
taken was laid on the table. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, a number of gentlemen who 
have made very short speeches on this side, and some gentlemen 
on the other, as well as a number who had no opportunity of 
speaking at all, desire permission to submit remarks to be incor- 

ted inthe Recorp. I ask unanimous consent that all gen- 
tlemen have leave, for ten days, to print remarks upon this sub- 
ject in the RECORD. 

Mr: PAYNE. Not only those who did speak, but those who did 
no’ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. PAYNE. I a in that request, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee, that all gentlemen who desire to do so 
may submit remarks on the bill just passed, to be printed in the 
RECORD for a period of ten days from this date? 

There was no objection. 


NICARAGUA CANAL BILL, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
the bill H. R. 2538, a bill to provide for the construction of a canal 
connecting the waters of the Atlantic and the Pacific oceans, may 
be made a special order for the 13th day of March, which will be 
Tuesday, immediately after the reading of the Journal. 

The SPEAKER. there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from Iowa? 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
one question: Is that a bill for the construction and ownership, 
under American contro], of this canal? 


Mr. HEPBURN. It is. 
Set 3 Then I hope the request of the gentleman will 
an 


ge March? p 
ž PBURN. 

Because, if he had, I would like to 
suggest either the 12th or the 14th, 


Mr. HEPBURN. I have no superstition about the matter. 
Mr. BURTON. Let me ask the gentleman if that contemplates 
the bringing up of this bill for consideration before the disposition 


of the treaty now ding in the Senate? 
Mr. HEPBURN. Iknow nothing whatever of the treaty in the 
Senate, as to when it will be considered, and this has no connec- 


tion with it. 
Mr. BURTON. Then I object. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSISSIPPI AT DUBUQUE, IOWA. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to call 
up for present consideration the bill (S. 2477) authorizing the con- 
struction of a bridge across the Mississippi River at 8 


Iowa. 
ou SPEAKER. The bill will be read, subject to the right of 
objection. 

Mr. SHERMAN. This bill, I will state, Mr. Speaker, is on the 
Speaker's table, and is identical with the House bill. It has been 
reported by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

he bill was read at length. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered, and was or- 
dered to be read a third time; and, it was accordingly read the 
third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

Mr. SHER I ask that the corresponding House bill lie 
upon the table. 

There was no objection. 

And then, on motion of Mr. PAYNE (at 4 o’clock and 86 minutes 
3 the House adjourned until 12 o’clock m. to-morrow, Thurs- 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, t tting a copy of acommunication from the Light- 
House Board relating to a credit in the accounts of Capt. Thomas 
Perry, United States Navy, was taken from the Speaker’s table, 
Saad bi to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
= Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: ; 

Mr. HAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 972) to provide for the 
appointment of dental surgeons for service in the United States 
Army, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
port (No. 468); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CAPRON, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2967) for the establish- 
ment, control, operation, and maintenance of the Northern Branch 
of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers at Hot 
Springs, in the State of South Dakota, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 469); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3266) authorizing 
the health officer of the District of Columbia to issue a permit for 
the removal of the remains of the late Brig. Gen. E. O. C. Ord 
from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of Columbia, to the United 
States National Cemetery at Arlington, Va., reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 470); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8463) ratifying an appro- 
priation by the legislature of Oklahoma out of the Morrill fund 
for the use of the university at Langston for colored students, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
rea 0. srk which said bill and report were referred to the House 

endar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8330) for the relief of Harry H. Sieg—Committee 
a Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

A bill (H. R. 5082) removing the charge of desertion from the 
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record of David P. McKewan—Committee on Mili paat dis- 
ERINE ed, and referred to the Committee on Naval 

ill (H. R. 7564) granting a pension to Stephen Pilant—Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7864) granting an increase of pension to Jennie E. 
Sawyers—Committee on Invalid Pensions disc ,and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7180) to increase the pension of Amelia A. Taylor— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 7418) granting an increase of pension to George 
Garrett—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
rst following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 8993) for the relief of customs 
inspectors—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 8994) authorizing and direct- 
ing a survey for the removal of the bar between Matagorda Bay 
and Lavaca Bay, on the coast of Texas—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 8995) to amend section 
4832 of the Revised Statutes of the United States—to the Com- 
miee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 8996) to amend 
an oes entitled An act granting to the Eastern Nebraska and 
Gulf Railway Company right of way through the Omaha and 
Winnebago Indian reservations, in the State of Nebraska - to the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 9045) to amend an act to au- 
thorize the entry and patenting of lands containing petroleum 
and other mineral oils under the placer mining laws of the United 
5 , approved February 11, 1897 - to the Committee on the Pub- 

c Land 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 9046) to authorize the Secretary 
of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for the payment 
of all just claims against the United States for private property 
taken and used in the military service within the limits of the 
United States during the war with Spain—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr, PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9047) to incorporate the Wash- 
ington Telephone Company and to permit it to install, maintain, 
and operate a telephone plant and exchanges in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9051) to increase 
attorneys’ fees, increase of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 9052) to establish a fish hatch- 
ing and fish station in the State of Indiana—to the Committee on 
the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BULL: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 24) to print 
the Report of the Cruise of the United States Revenue Cutter 
Bear and the Overland Expedition for the Relief of the Whalers 
in the Arctic Ocean—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A joint resolution and me- 

morial of the general assembly of the State of Maryland to the 
Congress of the United States for the ə of a bill to reim- 
burse and indemnify the mayor and aldermen of Frederick—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


—_ 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ie following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 8997) granting a pension 
to Mary E. Vishion—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 8998) granting an increase of 

ension to Alexander F. Hartford—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. CHANLER: A bill (H. R. 8999) granting an increase of 

ee to Thomas B. Thornett—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9000) to correct the military record of Rein- 
hard Schneider—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9001) ting an increase of pension to 
Catherine C. Tracey—to the Sonn: ittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9002) to provide for the extension of letters 
patent ‘for an “ Improvement insulating submarine cables“ to 
the ittee on Patents. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9003) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court 
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of Claims to hear and determine claim for r a ay ag eae are eee arising from 
the death of Carl Zabel—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT: A bill (H. R. 9004) for 
the T eliet of Emma Brong, widow of William Brong, of Wilkes- 
barre, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9005) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
— W. Schooley, of Plymouth, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9006) granting a pension to Thomas M. Bon- 
ham, of Westmoor, Luzerne County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9007) granting a pension to Martha R. Sut- 
liff, of Bloomingdale, Luzerne County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill 155 R. 9008) granting a pension to Maria Bates, of 
Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9009) for the relief of John McGee, of Nanti- 
coke, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9010) p ranting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Westfield, of Wilkesbarre, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9011) for the relief of Morris Simonson, of 
West We Luzerne County, Pa.—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary Affai 

Also, a bin (H. R. 9012) for the relief of Cyrus Shearer, of 
Drums, Luzerne County, Pa.— tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9013) for the relief Margaret Boyle, mother 
of Barney Boyle, of siege Luzerne County, Pa.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9014) for the relief of John Laycon, of Ceases 
qe Luzerne County, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Af- 


ee Mr. EMERSON: A bill (H. R. 9015) for e zeler of Henry 
rainard—to the Committee on Military Aff: 

Ma Mr. FREER: A bill (H. R. 9016) to pension 3 Lykins 
for services in the late war—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9017) to pann Maj. J. T. Wharton, late 
nfantry—to the Committee on In- 


surgeon, Sixth West Virginia 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. $018) for the relief of John M. Cox—to the 
Committee on Military 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9010) to 
tenant, Company E, Tenth 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9020) to pension William J. Smith, late Com- 
pany B, Sixteenth United States Infantry—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9021) for the relief of the estate of Ammon 
McLaughlin, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9022) to pension J. A. Newbrough—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 9023) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Mary Dobyns—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. GASTON; A bill (H. R. 9024) granting a pension to 
Abraham Levison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9025) for relief of 
Sarah A. E. Bailey, administratrix of Richard Griffith, deceased, 
late of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9026) ag the relief of Martha A. Dochter- 
meet of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9027) for the relief of Tim- 
othy Ellsworth—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9028) for the re- 
moval of the charge of desertion from the military record of 
Henry Von Hess—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9029) for the removal of the charge of deser- 
tion from the military record of Andrew Dyer—to the Commit- 
tee on 3 Affairs 

By Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 9030) granting a pension to 
Samuel J. Oliver—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 9031) to indemnify Benjamin 
Longpre for losses sustained through cancellation of timber- 
culture gs Re the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9032) for the relief of Isaac 
Newton, of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 9033) granting a pension to 

Reed F. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9034) granting 
a ie ices, Harlow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 9035) for the relief of the 
S bedana Presbyterian Church, of Tullahoma, Tenn. - to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 9036) to remove the rpg ot 

Pron against E. A. Brown—to the Committee on Military Af 
‘airs. 


ension David Patterson, late lieu- 
est Virginia Infantry—to the Com- 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9037) removing of desertion against 
Charles W. Botkin—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R, 9038) to correct war record of Elijah I. 
Smith—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9039) to remove the charge of desertion against 
John Spruens—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9040) to remove the charge of desertion against 
D. W. ht to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9041) to remove charge of desertion against 
Adam R. Hartzell—to the Committee on Mili itary Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 9042) granting an hon- 
orable discharge to Peter Green—to the Committee on Military 


irs. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 9043) to increase the 
pension of David S. Snyder—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9044) granting an increase of 
pension to George W. Cone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COC. of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9048) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Eliza Breckenridge, deceased—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. A 3 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9049) ting a pension to Henry C. Larew— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 9050) for the relief of Au- 
gusta Ullman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Resolutions of the board of directors of the 
Boston Merchants’ Association, for competing cable facilities 
between the United States and Cuba, etc.—to the Committee on 
Insular Affairs. 

Also, resolution of Local Union No. 321, of Connellsville, Pa., 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, against the alienation of 
public lands by the United States to any but actual settlers, and 
also in favor of Government building of reservoirs—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ADAMSON; Petition of Ralph O. Howard and other 
druggists of Columbus, Ga., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of members of the Albemarle bar, 

racticing in the United States circuit and district court at Char- 
otte, N. C., for the passage of a bill for the appointment of a resi- 
dent clerk of said courts at Charlotte, N. C.—to the Committee on 


the J 1 

By Mr. B : Resolutions of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, Boston, Mass., favoring the eof House 
bill No, 887, in the interest of manufacturing and commercial in- 
dustries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Local Union No. 4, International Brother- 
hood of Bookbinders, Washington, D. C., urging the of 
House bill No. 6872, authorizing the printing of the label of the 
Allied Printing Trades on all publications of the Government—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the libraries of Providence, R. I., in favor of 
the bill to establish a library post—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of the New England Shoe and 
Leather Association, of Boston, Mass., favoring the 5 of 
House bill No. 887, for the promotion of exhibits in- the Philadel- 
phia museums—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of Williams & Anderson and 
3 other drug firms of Estherville, Iowa, relating to the stamp tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. ; 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of W. S. Lawrence and others, of 
Moriah, and G. Green and others, of Brushton, N. V., in favor 
of the passage of House bill No. 3717, relating to oleomargarine 
and other dai 1 the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Resolution of the em- 
ployees of the New York Navy- Yard, requesting the building of 
war vessels at the Government navy-yar to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

Also, memorial of the Minnesota National Park and Forest Re- 
serve Association and others, urging the establishment of a 
national park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of the National Live Stock As- 
sociation, favoring the granting to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission adequate powers to fix rates, correct preferences and dis- 
criminations, and giving legal effect to their decisions—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 1943, for the relief of 
Simon Price—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Central Accident Insurance 


Company, of Pittsburg, Pa., urging the passageof the Sperry bill, 

and su; g that the stamp act for the marine-insurance com- 

1 N extended to other insurance lines to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

Also, petition of the United National Association of Post-Office 
Clerks, Branch No. 33, in favor of the p: of House bill No. 
4351, for the reclassification of salaries of clerks in post-offices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the National Park and Forest Reserve Asso- 
ciation, American Public Health Association, Minnesota State 
Federation of Women’s Clubs, and others, in favor of the proposed 
national park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pe lvania: Resolution of the Fireman's 
Association of the State of Pennsylvania and of the Reading Fire- 
man’s Relief Association, of Reading, Pa., in opposition to the 
passage of Senate bill No. 1743, establishing a division for thereg- 
ulation of insurance among the several States—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, evidence to accompany House bill No, 8787, in hela of 
the claim of Morris F, Cawley—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 8268, for the relief of 
Levi L. Reed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: Evidence relating to the claim 
of Martha A. Dochterman, of Claiborne County, Miss.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Charlotte, N. C., in favor of a bill providing a resident clerk of 
the United States circuit and district courts held at Charlotte, 
N. C.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of cattle raisers of Rock County, 
Nebr., asking that the Government continue the manufacture 
5 of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of M. W. Addison, in Drags to 
the passage of House bill No, 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Evidence to accompany House bill for the 
ee of Benjamin Longpree—to the Committee on the Public 


nds. 

Also, brief and argument of Thomas C. Patterson and T. W. 
Blackburn, in support of bill for the relief of Benjamin Long- 
pree—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petition of John S. Page and other citizens 
of t, Mo., asking for the enactment of a law granting a 5 — 
sion to Missouri State Militia—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

ay Mr. STEELE: Petition of Hopewell Grange, No. 686, Patrons 
of Husbandry, Wagoner, Ind., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, 
relating to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Brg 3 i 5 ope 1 5 

Also, on of Jos. T. McNary and others, of Loganspo: 
Ind., asking that a pension be granted to Mary J. Stevenson to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of South Platte Congrega- 
tional Church, Hall County, Nebr., for the prohibition of the sale 
of liquors in Army canteens, etc.—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Minnesota 
National Park and Forest Reserve Association and others, urging 
the establishment of a national park in northern Minnesota—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the South St. Paul Live Stock Exchange, in 
opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6, imposing a tax on 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


SENATE. 


THURSDAY, March 1, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary ed to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. PENROSE, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, ithout objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


REPORT OF INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, 8 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate a communication from Senator KYLE, chairman of the Indus- 
trial Commission, transmitting a preliminary report of the In- 
dustrial Commission, and also a compilation of the laws of the 
United States and of the States and Territories affecting largo 
industrial combinations and the decisions under them, which has 
been pre under the supervision of the commission. The com- 


munication, with the accompanying papers, will be referred to the 
i if there be no objection, 


Committee on Printing, 


1900. 
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TELEPHONE CHARGES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 18th ultimo, a 
statement from their 3 containing {ull information regard- 


ing telephone rates, etc., in the District of Columbia; which, with 
the accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of Local Union 
No. 6, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Syracuse, N. Y., 
remonstrating against the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico 
free of duty; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 246, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Salamanca, N. Y., and a petition 
of the Central Trades and Labor Assembly, of Syracuse, N. Y., 

raying that the remaining public lands of the United States be 
hel for the benefit of the whole people, etc.; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented memorials of the Mount Pleasant News, of 
North Tarrytown; the Daily Journal of Finance, of New York 
City; the Roxbury Times, of Roxbury, and of Bennett's Weekly, 
of New York City, all in the State of New York, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-cailed Loud bill relating to second- 
pe mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of 104 members of the Society of 
the Daughters of the Revolution, of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for 
the employment of women nurses in the military hospitals of the 
Army; which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of Local Grange No. 71, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Lowville, N. V., praying for the rans of the 
so-called pure-food bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

e also presented a petition of the New York State Brewers and 
Maltsters’ Association, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
amend sections 3339 and 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relative to the internal-revenue tax on fermented liquors; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Republican committee of the 
Fourth assembly district of Brooklyn, N. Y., and a petition of 
the Kings County Republican general committee, of Brooklyn, 
N. Y., praying that the construction of the proposed twelve new 
gunboats and six cruisers be done at the navy-yards of the coun- 
try, and that preference be given the New York Nayy-Yard; which 
were refe to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Rochester, N. Y., praying for the adoption of certain amendments 
to the interstate-commerce law, and also for the reorganization of 
the consular service of the United States; which was referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 77, International 
Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of New York City, praying for the 
enactment of legislation authorizing the printing of the label of 
the Allied Printing Trades on all publications of the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of San Diego, Cal., 9 an 8 be made 
to continue the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; 
which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Oakland, 
Cal., 5 for the enactment of legislation to revive the mer- 

nt marine of the country; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Sacramento; the California Club, of San Francisco; the California 
Camera Club, of San Francisco; the Society of California Pio- 
neers, of San Francisco, and of Stockton Grange, Patrons of Hus- 
bandry, of Stockton, all in the State of California, praying that 
an appropriation be made for the purchase by the Government of 
the Calaveras big trees in California for the purposes of a national 
park; which were referred to the Committee on Forest Reserva- 
tions and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Oakland, 
Cal., praying that an appropriation be made to continue the irri- 
gation investigations made by the Department of Agriculture; 
which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation and Reclama- 
tion of Arid Lands. 

Mr. HARRIS presented a petition of sundry citizens of New- 
ton, Kans., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the 
interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Grocers and Mer- 
chants’ Exchange, of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase American shipping; which was ordered 
to lie on the table. 
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He also presented a petition of sundry druggists of Johnstown, 
Pa., praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Presby- 
terian Church of Darbyborough, Pa., praying that until legisla- 
tion shall be enacted for the new possessions of the United States 
all acts of Congress now in force be extended to them so far as 
they relate to bigamy, divorce, ete.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also 8 petitions of the American Steel Hoop Com- 
pany, of Pittsburg; the Frick Company, of Waynesboro; the 
American Road Machine Company, of Kennett Square; the Read- 
ing Stove Works, of Reading; the Pittston Stove Company, of 
Pittston; the Market Basket Publishing Company, of Philadel- 
phia; the Giesen Manufacturing Si ain of Waynesboro, and 
the Cambria Steel Company, of Philadelphia, all in the State of 
Pennsylvania; the petition of A. H. Bausman, of Lancaster, Pa., 
and a petition of the American Lever Company, of Providence, 
R. I., praying that an N 8 e be made for the construction 
of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which were referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Medical Society 
of Chicago, III., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented the petition of B. N. Haslett and 8 other citi- 
zens of Kankakee, III., and a petition of Local Union No. 294, 
Iron Molders’ Union, of Rockford, III., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the oer of letter carriers; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also e the petition of William D. McKey and g other 
citizens of Chicago, III., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to amend the internal-revenue stamp act so that insurance com- 
panies, through their head office, shall annually pay the tax on 
premiums direct to the Government, etc.; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of 7 druggists of Aurora, III., pray- 
ing for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines,’ 
perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee 


on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No, 29, International 
Broom Makers, of Chicago; of Local Union No. 294, Iron Mold- 
ers’ Union, of Rockford; of Local Union No. 826, United Mine 
Workers, of Barclay, and of the Federation of Labor of Rock- 
ford, all in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to protect free labor from prison competition, and also to 
limit the hours of daily service of laborers, workmen, and me- 
chanics, etc., upon the public works of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the California State Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of San Jose, Cal., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 


was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 


Mr. ALLEN presented petitions of the Central Labor Union of 
Omaha, Nebr., and of Local Union No. 276, Cigar Makers’ Inter- 
national Union, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., praying that all the public 
lands be held for the benefit of the whole people, and that the Fed- 
eral Government build storage reservoirs to save the flood waters 
that are now wasted, etc., which were referred to the Committee 
on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

e presented a petition of sundry citizens of Wymore, 
Nebr., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors, and also to prohibit 
gambling and the opium trade in Hawaii; which was referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 276, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Plattsmouth, Nebr., remonstrat- 
ing against the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of 
duty; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islandsand 
Puerto Rico. 

Mr. FORAKER, I present a petition of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying that the Government acquire 
additional ground at the military post known as Fort Thomas, Ky., 
adjacent to that city. I ask that the petition be printed in the 
RECORD, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed in the REC- 
ORD, as follows: 

Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce. Preamble and resolutions adopted Feb- 
ruary 27, 1900. 

Whereas the military post known as Fort Thomas, Ky., adjacent to Cincin- 
nati, is an ideal location for such an Army home. being situated geographic- 
ally in the center of population of the United States, in ready communica- 
tion by rail and water rtation with all sections of the country, havin, 
an altitude of 500 feet_ above the Ohio River, thereby secure from malari 


influences, with abundance and purity of water supply, and conditions gen- 
erally which favor such occupancy; and Paa aj 


. 
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Vibexeas the pe of this post in its present location is jeopardized 
by lack of extent of gro Poe Sot parponid; Hie present area Gob 
being sufficient for the movements of a single n; 

Whereas the Government has acquired options on several tracts of avail- 
ae — which options will expire with the present session of Congress: 

ere: 

Resolved by the Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, t it is important that 

he Government shoul had acquisition 


situation may be made the better to serve the requirements and 
the permanency of this military post. 1 
Resolved, That the Senators and Representatives from the States of Ohio 
and Kentucky be, and are hereby, respectfully requested to favor and to use 
their influence on behalf of such action as is herein mentioned. 


Mr. HOAR presented a petition of sundry members of the East 
Pomona Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Worcester, Mass., 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

Mr. DEPEW. I present petitions of 21 labor organizations and 
50,000 workingmen of New York, praying that the work in the 
building of the new war ships be done in the navy-yards of the 
country, especially, as far as possible, in the New York Navy-Yard, 
where they have not enough work to employ the men who are 
regularly on the list. I move that the petitions be referred to the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Journal of Medicine 
and Science, of Portland, Me., and the memorial of C. W. Close, 
publisher of The Free Man, of aos, Ya Me., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also 8 a petition of the Cincinnati Section of the 
American Chemical Society, praying for the establishment of a 
national standard bureau in connection with the United States 
Office of Weights and Measures; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill (S. 1349) authorizing the f 


0 
War to issue an honorable discharge to William S. Clinton, sub- 


mitted an adverse re thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill 8 med indefinitely. 

Mr. ELL subsequently said: From the Committee on 
Military Affairs I report adversely the bill (S. 2387) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to William 
S. Clinton. I reported one bill adversely this morning, but it 
seems there Were two bills of the same kind referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military irs, and this report is made so as to clean 
off the docket. I move that the bill be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PENROSE, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3286) to diminish the number of appraisers 
at the ports of Philadelphia and Boston, reported it with an amend- 
ment. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2499) to authorize needed repairs of the 
pare or macadamized road from the city of Newbern, N. C., 

the national cemetery near said city, reported it with amend- 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BATE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 966) to place Louis J. Sacriste on the re- 
tired list of the Army, submitted an adverse report thereon; which 
was agreed to, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. KENNEY, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 412) granting a pension to Francis Fox, re- 
ported adversely thereon, and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 149) to remove the charge of desertion 
from the record of Almond H. McNinch, reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3166) to amend an act making appropriations 
for the construction, repair, and preservation of certain public 
works on rivers and harbors, and for other purposes, approved 
March 3, 1899, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 


report thereon. 
. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1772) for the payment of the claim of M. M. 
Defrees for the construction of a sewer adjacent to the lands of 
the United States known as the Arsenal grounds,” in the city of 
Indianapolis, Ind., reported it without amendment, and submit- 
ted a report thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the bill 
S. 2841) for the relief of the legal representatives of John Roach, 
2 reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ereon. 
Mr. McMILLAN, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2679) declaring certain trestles of the 


Washington County Railroad e to be lawful structures, 
sepas it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 
. RAWLINS, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6493) for the relief of John Anderson, 
a Pottawatomie Indian, and his adult children, reported it with- 
out amendment. 
ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON TERRITORIES, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent nses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submi by Mr. SHovup on the 23d ultimo, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous con- 
sent and agreed to, as follows: 

_ Resolved, That the Committee on Territories be, and it hereby is, author- 
ized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the contingent fund of the 
Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum. 

ASSISTANT CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 

Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. PETTIGREW on the 5th ultimo, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Indian Affairs be, and it is hereby, au- 
thorized to employ an assistant clerk, to be paid from the contingent fund of 
the Senate, at the rate of $1,440 per annum, until otherwise provided by law. 


STENOGRAPHER FOR COMMITTEE ON INDIAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr, THURSTON on the 27th ultimo, 
reported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

e That the 9 on Indian Affairs a be, and is hereby, author. 
a r re hearings commi 
expense F fund of the camel 4 
PAYMENT OF STENOGRAPHER. 

Mr, JONES of Nevada, from the Committee to Audit and Con- 
trol the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred 
the resolution submitted by Mr. DANIEL on the 27th ultimo, re- 
ported it without amendment, and it was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved. That the 
tote bold by the Balot: Coanaaittes an Wonka EAEAN te aaah tron tae 
contingent fund of the Senate. 


ORGANIZATION AND JURISDICTION OF COURTS. 
Mr. HOAR. Iam directed by the Committee on the Judiciary 
to move that the report of the commission to revise the statutes 
ing the organization and jurisdiction of the courts of the 
United States, which was a ial report, be returned to the 
Attorney-General, to be laid before the commission again for their 
further consideration. I ask that that order be now adopted. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I did not quite hear what the order is. 

Mr. HOAR. The order is that the report of the commission 
made through the Attorney-General under the statute in regard 
to the revision of the laws of the United States relative to the 
jurisdiction and the constitution of Federal courts be returned to 
the Attorney-General to be by him laid again before the commis- 
sion for further consideration. x 

The commission has made only a partial rt. The American 
Bar Association and the Bar Association of Cincinnati and other 
associations have desired a hearing upon some matters connected 
with that rt. The bar associations of several other cities, I 
think, including St. Louis, at any rate including, I know, Phila- 
delphia and one or two others, Chicago, are taking steps with a 
view to appointing committees to be heard. 

It is absolutely ont of the Openin that a subject which will oc- 
casion so much debate shall be dealt with by the Senate at the 

resent session of Congress. The Senator, of course, isaware how 

ikely there will be conflicting views upon it. We think it best, 
therefore, that the commission shall hear these communications 
from the bar associations and make their report complete before 
the Senate shall take it up for action, I merely ask for the return 
to the commission of the partial report. 

Mr. COCKRELL, The report has not yet been printed. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. It has not been laid before the Senatein the 
form of a bill, but it has been communicated to the Senate by the 
Attorney-General! and printed as a document. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I have been egis to geta copy of it. I 
did not know that it had been prin 

Mr. HOAR. It has recently come from the Printer. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then this is simply to refer it back to the 
commission? a 

Mr. HOAR. To refer it back so that they may hear these 

rties. 

5 COCKRELL. And it is to be resubmitted to the Senate? 

Mr, HOAR. And then the full report will be submitted to the 


Senate. 

The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Massachusetts? The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 
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MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGE, 


Mr. McMILLAN. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3360) to extend the time 
for the completion of a bridge across the Missouri River, to report 
it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its immediate con- 
sideration. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill willbe read in full to 
the Senate for its information. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1899, author- 
izing the Dakota Southern Rai Company to construct a combined rail- 
Wagon, and 8 bridge across the Missouri River, at the city 
of Yankton, S. Dak., be, and is hereby, amended by extending the time for 
commencing the construction of said bridge to March 3, 1901, and by extend- 
ing the time for completing said bridge to March 3, 1904. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL—PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent 
that on Saturday next at 3 o'clock the Senate shall proceed to 
the consideration of the bill s R. 6627) making 5 
for the payment of invalid and other pensions of the United States 
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, 
and that if any time remains after the consideration of that bill 
and before adjournment it be devoted to the consideration of un- 
Gi og private pension bills on the Calendar. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that at 3 o'clock on Saturday next 
the pension appropriation bill be taken up for consideration, and 
that if any time is left after the completion of the consideration 
of that ill it shall be given to the consideration of unobjected 
rivate pension bills. Is there objection to the request? The 
air hears none, and it is so ordered. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. NELSON introduced a bill (S. 3396) for the relief of the 
Mille Lacs Chippewa Indians in the State of Minnesota; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 3397) to correct the milita: 
record of Peter D. Smith; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mil- 
itary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3398) to correct the military record 
of Henry Fishering; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
— accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
A bill (S. 3399) granting an increase of pension to Moses K. 
Hitchcock (wita accompanying papers); 
A bill (S. 3400) granting an increase of pension to Charles T. 


aw; 

A bill (S. 3401) granting an increase of pension to John H. Hicks 
(with accompanying papers) ; 

A bill (S. 3402) granting a pension to Thomas Graham (with 
accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3403) granting a pension to Cyrus Schull (with ac- 
companying papers); and 

A bill (S. 8404) granting a pension to Alexander Hudnell (with 
an accom nying paper). 

Mr. PENROS troduced a bill (S. 3405) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Edward Means; which was read twice by its title, 
ma referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3406) to correct the military record 
of L. L. Bedell, alias Latero Degroat; which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions: 

A bill (S. 3407) granting an increase of pension to Thomas T. 
Ricketts; and 

A bill (S. 3408) granting a pension to William Hershberger. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3409). to correct the naval 
record of Frank Murphy; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (S. 3410) to open and improve Cathedral avenue, and for 
other pope: h 

A bill (S. 3411) to provide for the removal of overhead telegraph 


poses; and 

A bill (S. 3412) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize 
8 3 o entof water-main gah in esis of Columbia, 
and for other p „ approve y 8, > 

Mr. COCKRELL 5 
crease of pension to George W. McDowell; which was read 
by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL. To accompany the bill I present the peti- 
tion of the claimant, George W. McDowell, Company H, Twenty- 
fifth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, together with the 
affidavits of Drs. S. W. Saunders and Thomas W. 

J. W. Taylor and F. L. Wheeler. I move that the bill an 
panying papers be referred to the Committee on Pensions, 


ced a bill (S. 3413) granting an in- 
twice 


, and of 
accom- 


e motion was to. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 8414) authorizing the 
Dewey Hotel Company to construct and maintain an electric con- 
duit on Stanton alley; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3415) to regulate the collection and 
disbursement of moneys arising from leases made by the Seneca 
Nation of New York Indians, and for other purposes; which was 
eee ie by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 


He also introduced a bill (S. 8416) extending relief to Indian 
citizens, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 3417) opening the abandoned 
Fort Buford Military Reservation to homestead settlement and 
entry; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3418) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Eliza Adelaide Ball; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred tothe Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3419) making further provision for 
a civil government for Alaska, and for other Ea pome: which was 
= twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Terri- 

es. 


_ Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3420) for the re- 
lief of William Plimley, late general superintendent of the money- 
order division of the post-office at New York; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3421) to grant lands to the 
State of Alabamafor the pe poses of education of colored students 
at Montgomery, Ala.; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment authorizing the appoint- 
ment of a third secretary of embassy to Mexico, ended to be 
proponos by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 

ill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. CARTER submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $220,020.44 to enable the Secretary of the Interior, on approval 
of ents by him to pay settlers for lands and improvements, 
to pay Indians residing east of Tongue River, Montana, for im- 


sed by him to the Indian 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment propos- 
ing to increase the salary of the Librarian of Congress from $5,009 
to 80,000, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, ete., 
1 bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
Library, and ordered to be printed. 


CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD. 


The PRESIDENT 255 tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Re mtatives to the bill (S. 2354) enlarg- 
ing the powers of the 


octaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad 
Company. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I presume there is no need of 
reading the amendment. I move that the Senate disagree to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives and ask for a com- 
mittee of conference. 

The motion was agreed to. “ 
_ By unanimous consent, the President pro tempore was author- 
ized to appoint the conferees on the part of the Senate, and Mr, 
THURSTON, Mr. PLarr of Connecticut, and Mr. Jones of Arkan- 
sas were appointed. 


REPORT OF INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, 
Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 


T1 
s ‘or the use ouse, ‘or 
and 5,000 for the use of the Industrial Co: on, 3 18 


and telephone wires in the city of Washington, for the construc- 
tion of conduits in the District of Columbia, and for other pur- 
provements, etc., intended to be pro 
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Mr. CLAY and Mr. ALDRICH addressed the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask the Senator from Georgia to give way 
until I try to have the conference report adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
rise to morning business? 

Mr. CLAY. I rose for the purpose of addressing the Senate in 
pursuance of the notice which I gave on a former occasion, I ask 
that Senate joint resolution No. 53 be read for information. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair lays the joint reso- 
lution before the Senate. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, unanimous consent was given yes- 
terday that the Quay election case should be proceeded with at this 
time, and I was prepared to take the floor, but I donot, of course, 
wish to stand in the way of the Senator from Georgia. I yield 
for that purpose, 5 

Mr. DRICH. I gave notice yesterday that I should ask the 
Senate this morning to proceed to the consideration of the confer- 
ence report on the financial bill. TheSenator from Massachusetts 
stated then that he would not stand in the way of that business. 
I suggest it is important that this report should be disposed of. 1 
do not know whether there is any Senator who wishes now to 
take the floor and debate itor not. I shall not press it at this time 
if we can have an understanding as to when it can be disposed of, 
If wecan reach a conclusion that it shall be disposed of to-morrow, 
or this week 

Mr. TELLER. Say some time next week. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I think that it certainly ought to be dis- 
posed of this week. Otherwise I shall have to ask the Senate—— 

Mr. ALLEN. How long has the report been in print? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The 4265 has been in print since last Friday 
or 5 a wee i 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not see the report until yesterday. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That was not the fault of the committee. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that; but it was due to the pres. 
sure of business. We have the Hawaiian bill before us now, and 
it will be disposed of to-day. As soon as that is done, I should 
like to take up the report of the conference committee and examine 
it and see, so far as my own attitude is concerned, what steps, if 
any, I shall take in opposition to it. The Senator from Arkansas 
(Mr. JONES] is not here. It occurs to me that the conference re- 
port should go over until next week. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
the Senator from Arkansas understood fully the arrangement 
which has been made in regard to the disposition of this report. 
He was quite content that it should be taken up to-day for con- 
sideration and disposition. He will be here himself during the 
day. It was postponed, I will suggest to the Senator from Ne- 
braska, from Tuesday until Thursday to accommodate the Sen- 
ator from Arkansas whois away. The report was printed on last 
Friday. It was in the possession, or it should have been in the 
possession, of every Senator. I certainly do not think that I am 
using any unusual degree of zeal in asking that the Senate shall 
Gispose of it. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is asking a good deal to have Senators take up 
bills as important as the Hawaiian bill and measures of that char- 
acter, and at the same time—— 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator is not heard. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am trying to make myself heard. That is my 
object in being on my feet. I say it is asking a good deal to ask 
Senators to turn suddenly from matters as important as the Ha- 
waiian measure, and, without an hour to prepare or an hour to 
investigate, to take up and consider a measure that has taken the 
whole effort and the whole genius of the Republican partyin both 
branches of Congress six months to prepare. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I will say to the Senator from Nebraska that 
there is no such 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, why not let the conference report go over 
and be voted on, say, Tuesday or Wednesday of next week? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I submit to the Senator from Nebraska that 
that is too long a time to postpone it. 

Mr. ALLEN. What will be gained by disposing of it this week? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The report in the form in which it now stands 
is substantially the bill which was before the Senate for several 
months and which was fully discussed by the Senator from Ne- 
braska and by his colleagues on the other side of the Chamber. 
There are no new provisions in the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator stood here for an hour yesterday 
explaining the differences between the original House bill and the 
Senate amendment and the bill as reported by the conference 
comsnittee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. When I say there are no differences I mean 
that there are no differences in substance in the plan of the bill, 
in the p of the bill, or its effect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Why not let each Senator determine that for 


himself? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; I intend to do so. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Chamber. 

Mr. ALLEN. So far as I am concerned, to-morrow is set apart 
for a memorial service in memory of my predecessor. I desire to: 
take part in that, and I must give some attention to it. I can not 
take up this measure to-day and discuss it, nor to-morrow, nor 
this week. I submit that if the report can be passed over until 
Tuesday next, it can be voted on finally before the adjournment on 
that day. I have no doubt unanimous consent will be given if 
such a request is made. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do not see how I can consent to its postpone- 
ment for that length of time. 


There is too much confusion in 


Mr. CHILTON. Why not agree to vote, say, on Tuesday at 4 
o'clock? It seems to me that that ccurse would be more expedi- 
tious. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If there can be unanimous consent that we 


shall vote next Tuesday at 4 o'clock upon this report, I will con- 
sent to that. It is the understanding that we shall havea session 
on Saturday. 

Mr. ALLEN. If we are to have a session on Saturday 

Mr. ALDRICH. Saturday has already been provided for on 
the AE of the Senator from New Hampshire, 

Mr. TELLER. For a particular purpose. 

Mr. ALDRICH. After 3 o'clock, 

Mr. GALLINGER. The pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLISON. That will not take very long, I think, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask unanimous consent, then 

Mr. BURROWS. There ought not to be a misunderstandin 
about it. Three o'clock Saturday has been fixed for the consid- 
eration of the aa appropriation bill, 

Mr. GALLINGER. And the remainder of the day 

Mr. BURROWS. And the remainder of the day for private 


| pension bills. 


Mr. ALLEN. That order would not extend until Monday or 
Tuesday? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. Iask unanimous consent that the vote 
upon this conference report be taken at 4 o’clock on next Tuesday. 

Mr, TELLER. That will give us simply Monday and Tuesday 
to debate the report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. We will have to-morrow up to the time of the 
memorial service, and any time, I assume, that any Senator wants 
to take between now and Tuesday at 4 o'clock will be given. 

Mr. ALLEN. Put that in the request, then. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. z 

Mr. ALLEN. Asa part of the unanimous consent., 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Will the Senator from Rhode 
Island state his request? 

Mr. ALDRICH. My request is that the Senate shall agree to 
vote on the conference report on House bill No. 1 on next Tues- 
day at 4 o'clock in the afternoon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Is- 

With the right of any Senator 


land asks—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Just a moment. 
in the meantime to address the Senate upon the subject of the con- 
ference ear 

Mr. ALDRICH. Subject, of course, to the unanimous consents 
which have been given for the disposition of the Hawaiian bill and 
the pension appropriation bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. CHILTON. I suggest that after 3 o’clock on Tuesday the 
debate proceed under the ten-minute rule, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no trouble about all 
Senators who desire to be heard haying an opportunity. 

Mr. CHILTON. All right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator will state exactly 
what his request is. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is that the vote upon the conference report 
be taken upon Tuesday next at 4 o'clock in the afternoon, and 
that in the meantime, subject to unanimous consents as to the dis- 
position of certain bills, speeches upon the rt shall bein order. 

Mr. TELLER. Before that is submitted, I want to know if it 
will be in order to speak on this bill to-morrow morning in the 
morning hour, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; I so understand it. 

Mr. TELLER. So that we can have to-morrow until the memo- 
rial service and Saturday until 3 o'clock if anybody wants to speak 
on this report. Then we may get through by Tuesday at 4 o'clock 
without any trouble. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, although the resolution of the 
Senator from Nebraska who is not here [Mr. THURSTON] reads 
that the Senate shall proceed to the memorial service immediately 
after the routine morning business to-morrow, I will state for the 
information of the Senate that 1 am informed by him that he will 
not press his motion until the Senate is able to transact such busi- 
ness as oe Mh pressing upon us. He so informed me yesterday. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 


asks unanimous consent that the vote on the conference report be 
taken at 4 o’clock Tuesday afternoon, and that in the meantime, 
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subject to the unanimous consents which have already been re- 
corded, the subject shall be open to consideration. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And discussion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And discussion. Is there ob- 
jection? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

The Chair understands that by unanimousconsent yesterday the 
Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] was to address the Sen- 
ate this morning on the election case. 

Mr. HOAR. That was the unanimous agreement, but I am not 
di , of course, to interfere with the Senator from Georgia or 
with the conference report. 

Mr. ALDRICH. So far as the conference report is concerned, I 
know of no Senator who desires to speak on it to-day. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator said the arrangement was that any 
Senator who chose to could do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly; but I know of no Senator who 
wishes to 2 to-day. A 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] has 
given notice that he will speak to-day. 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say that the Hawaiian bill 
is to be disposed of at 4 o'clock to-day by a vote on the bill and 
amendments. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. CLAY] desires to 

speak, and I hope he will proraod as early as he can, so that we 
can take up the Hawaiian bill for discussion. 

Mr. CLAY.. I desire to inform the Senator from Illinois that I 
never spoke for four hours in my life. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
eo the bill (S. 2477) for the construction of a bridge across the 

ississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a bill 
(H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues for the relief of the 
island of Puerto ico -o, and for other purposes; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate. J 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
bill from the House of Representatives to provide revenues for the 
relief of the island of Puerto Rico, so that it may be referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands arid Puerto Rico, in order that 
it may be taken up at a meeting that is contemplated by that 
committee. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the bill 
(H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues for the relief of the 
island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Puerto Rico. 


POLICY RELATIVE TO THE: PHILIPPINES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the joint resolution (S. R. 53) defining the policy of the United 
States relative to the Philippine Islands. 

Mr. CLAY. I ask that the joint resolution be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution. introduced by Mr. 
BEVERIDGE January 4, 1900, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ress assembled, That the Philippine Islands are territory be- 
longing to the United States; that it is the intention of the United States to 
retain them as such and to establish and maintain such governmental control 
throughout the archipelago ag the situation may demand. 


[Mr. CLAY addressed the Senate. See Appendix.] 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 28th ultimo approved and signed the act (S. 160) toauthorize 
the construction of a bridge across the Red River of the North, 
at Drayton, N. Dak. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. PENROSE. The Senate N gave unanimous con- 
sent for the consideration of the Pennsylvania case this morning; 
but as it is obviously impracticable to call it up in the short time 
which will elapse between now and the hour fixed by unanimous 
consent for a vote on the Hawaiian bill, I will not call up the 
Pennsylvania case until to-morrow. 


COMMERCIAL RELATIONS OF THE UNITED STATES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accom- 
Fg ke the Commercial Relations of the United States for the year 1899, be- 
ng the annual and other reports of a comprehensive character from the con- 
officers, together with similar reports from some of the diplomatic 
setting forth the industries and commerce of foreign countries, with 
parti reference to the introduction or increased sale of American prod- 
ucts, Tt ta d to be able to state that these reports show a marked 
increase in the Tractioal utility to our exporters and manufacturers of the 


office: 


services of our official representatives, both diplomatic and consular, in pro- 
trade, and present a mass of evidence as to 2 in 
W. 


m 

2 in foreign markets of our manufactured goods, as as of our food 
supplies, our raw materials, and the products of our mines. In view of these 
facts I approve the recommendation of the Secretary of State, that Congress 
authorize the printing of the usual edition of 10,000 copies of the general sum- 
mary entitled “Review of the World's Commerce,” and of 5,000 copies of Com- 
mercial Relations (including this summary), to enable the Department of 
State to meet the demand for such information. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 1, 1900. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. FORAKER, I report favorably from the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico the bill (H. R. 8245) temporaril 
to provide revenues for the relief of the islandof Puerto Rico, an 
for other purposes, with an amendment as follows: First, to strike 
out all after the title and preceding the enacting clause, being the 
whereases; and second, to strike out all after the enacting clause 


and insert a substitute. 
What does the Senator insert— 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, 
the Senate bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senate bill, with a reduction of the rate 
of duty to 15 per cent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio re- 
ports favorably with an amendment, from the Committee on Pa- 
F and Puerto Rico, a bill the title of which will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 

urposes. 
N r. ALLEN. I rise, Mr. President, to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Nebraska 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. ALLEN. I inquire if that bill has been referred to a com- 
mittee of the Senate? 

Mr. FORAKER. Les, sir; it was referred to a committee, 

Mr. ALLEN. Has the committee met and considered it? 

Mr. FORAKER. The committee has had this subject under 
consideration for many weeks; for several months, in fact. The 
members of the committee haye all been consulted in regard to 
this matter except one, whom we could not find, and they have 
authorized me to make the report. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the bill has not been in the Senate over half 
an hour, I think. 

Mr. FORAKER. The bill has been in the Senate perhaps two 
hours; I do not know just how long; but it came over early in 
the session this morning. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish to say that I want to enter my protest 
against the reporting of a bill without the committee being brought 
together to consider it. - 

r.FORAKER. Thecommittee have been together in this way: 
We did not go to the committee room, there to consider it and 
debate about it, but we have debated about it here on the floor of 
the Senate and in the cloakroom. 

Mr. ALLEN. But it is a violation of the rules of the Senate to 
consider a bill in that way. The committee should be called to- 
gether to act upon it. 

Mr. FOR R. I was not aware that any rule of the Senate 
required that, I understand that that is, of course, the ordinary 
usage; but I do not know of any reason why a committee can not 
consider a bill, or can not direct the chairman toreport a bill they 
have had under consideration, as we have had this whole subject 
for a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. They could meet on a street corner to consider it 
if they wanted to, I suppose. 

Mr. FORAKER. at would be almost as comfortable as it is 
in the room provided for our committee. 

Mr. ALL I think this bill ought to go regularly to a com- 
mittee, and the committee ought to be called together to consider 
it. It is altogether too important a measure to be brought here 
in this way. 

Mr. FORAKER. In answer to the remark of the Senator from 
Nebraska, I will say he is mistaken if he thinks chis bill has not 
been carefully considered, There is not a line or a word in the 
pct ya proposed which has not had the most careful consid- 
eration. 

Mr. ALLEN. I ey content myself, Mr. President, with 
entering upon the record these facts: That this bill has not been in 
the Senate over an hour; that the committee have not been called 
together and have not considered it, and here is a avorable report 
by the Senator from Ohio. > 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will gotothe Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. One moment, Mr. President. I wish tostate 
that I am a member of the committee which reported the bill. 
The House bill came over here, and, with others, I joined in 
authorizing the chairman of the committee to report it, striking 
out all after the enacting clause in the House bill, and substitut- 
ing therefor theSenate bill, which was reported several weeks ago, 
and which the committee had considered for two-or three wee 
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or more. We agen, siak out the entire House bill and agreed 


to report what we have already heretofore considered and re- 
ported. As a matter of course, the is not unanimous, as 
the chairman understands. Some of us in the minority object to 
certain provisions in the bill; but we agreed that the original bill 
should be reported, and we have agreed again for it to be reported 
as a substitute for the House bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has gone to the Cal- 


endar, 
TERRITORY OF HAWAIIL 
Mr. CULLOMu. I ask the Senate to resume the consideration of 
the Hawaiian bill. s 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 222) to provide a government for the Terri- 


of Hawaii. 
. CLARK of Wyoming. I understand an amendment is 
[Mr. TELLER]. — , 


pending offered by ths Senator from Colorado 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. HANSBROUGH in the 
55 55 pedise amendment is the one offered by the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think’ the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mon- 
GAN] has the fipor if he desires to occupy it. : 

e PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 88 
down to and including the word court in line5,on page 44, and 
to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That there shall be established in said Territory a district court, toconsist 
of one judge, who shall reside therein and be called the district judge. The 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Poneta er ee $ trict juc a district attorney, and a marshal of 
the United States for the said dis ; and said judge. attorney, and marshal 
shall hold office for rone yesa; unlesssooner removed by the President. Said 
court ve, in addition to the courts of 
the United States, jurisdiction of all cases cogniza’ 
United shall therein 


in the manner as a circuit 
court. Writs of error district court shall be had and 
in the Ninth judicial circuit, in the 
manner as writs of error are allo circuit 0 
circuit courts of appeals as law. 
Mr. 3 . Has the amendment which has just been read 
been 2 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 4 

Mr. TELLER. I think the extension of the laws over Hawaii 
will extend the jury law; but as some Senators have doubt about 
it, I desire to add at the close of my amendment: 

And the laws of the United States relating to juries and jury trials shall 
‘be applicable to said district court. 

That is the court we are discussing. 

Mr. CULLOM. With the United States judge. 

Mr. TELLER. The United States judge. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It is called a district court. 

Mr. TELLER. It is called a district court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The modification proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, It is proposed to modify the amendment by 
adding at the end thereof the following: 


And the laws of the United States relating to juries and jury trials shall 
be applicable to said district court. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendment will be modified 
as indicated by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr: MORGAN, I do not find a Yen copy of the amendment 
of the Senator from Colorado. I d like to see it before I pro- 
ceed with my remarks, 

Mr. CULLOM. It has been printed, I think. 

Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, in the effort here to cut down 
the term of office—for that is the only question that is in the mat- 
ter, I believe ibly the salary of 5 to execute 
the laws of the United States in. waii, I think the Senator from 
Colorado has dug a pit on the constitutional question and has 
fallen into it. I understand that it is the purpose of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Colorado to give district court in 
wers of the circuit court and of the 
tates. That would include all civil 


those powers.” Obviously they can not be conferred upon this 
judge when he occupies a position that has been denominated 
here as a ju lge over a legislative court, For instance, that judge 
could not sit in the district court of California. If by any chance 
at all any district court of California, Oregon, or elsewhere should 
not have a iding officer and it was under the rules 
of law, which are so plain about it, to have a judge assigned to 
the district to hold the court, this judge could not do it. He is 
not a judge of a district court of the United States so far as the 
amen t of the Senator is concerned, He is the legislative 
judge of a court created for the Territory and holding functions 
not under the Constitution of the United States strictly, but hold- 
ing such functions as the Congress of the United States has be- 
stowed upon him. So he could not go and occupy a seat on the 
bench of California like a district judge of the United States in 
Oregon could do. 

More than that, it is a legislative court, as constituted by this 
act of Congress, in which a circuit judge or a district judge of 
the United States could not preside. If that judge in Hawaii was 
dead, or if his office was vacated in any way, a circuit judge or a 
district judge of the United States could not preside in that court. 
In other words, you can not make the functions and powers of 
the two courts identical unless you make this a Federal court, 
deriving its authority from the Constitution of the United States, 
as the district and circuit judges derive them. 

I do not deny that this judge or this court may be em ered 
by this act of Congress to exercise the functions and jurisdiction 
that belong to the circuit and district courts of the United States. 
I do not deny that, but I do deny that when he does that it is in 
any sense a court with the plenary, full powers of a Federal court 

i under the Constitution of the United States,and I have 
just pointed out some reasons which obviously show that that 
result can not take place. 

Now, Mr. President, to my mind it is very doubtful whether the 
Congress of the United States can confer upon a judge of a dis- 
trict court in Hawaii created by an act of Congress, which is not 
a district court of the United States, all of the powers that belong 
under the Constitution to a district court or a circuit court of the 
United States. I am quite sure that that could not be done if the 


tenure of office is changed. ; 

Whenever this judge is appointed under this act, of course he 
is removable at the will of the President. The other judges hold 
their offices during good behavior and are liable only to impeach- 


ment, and by im ent to be removed from office. It is the 


only legal way of taking a judge from his office, So the want of 
legal identity is very plain between the court that is songht to be 
created by this amendment and the courts created by the statutes 


of the United States as inferior tribunals under the Constitution 
of the country. 

I believe that whenever the question is made, it will be held that 
this court, created by this statute as a legislative court, has not 
and can not exercise all of the n powers of a district or cir- 
cuit pen of the United 333 is 8 Baan 
court by a special statute a sweeping provision that it shall have 
P is ear eie natia ot seal Oak: 

I have pointed out that conferring jurisdiction the court 
does not confer the powers upon the judge which the statutes of 
the United States confer upon a judge of a district court or a cir- 
cuit court. So we are creating there an abnormal tribunal for the 
purpose only of tifying a particular idea, which is that the 
terms of office of the judges of the district courtsand circuit courts 
of the United States are too long. They are for life. 

Mr. BACON, The Senator has the statute before him. Will 
he kindly read the clause which relates to the ion con- 
ferred upon the circuit or district judge, so as to see whether the 
discretion is so broad? 1 only ok hoe in case he shonid have the 
statute before him. ` 

Mr. MORGAN. I have it not before me. 

Mr. BACON. Isaw the book open and I thought the Senator 
had it. Isaw that the Senator had the Statutes at Large before 
him and I 1 he had that statute. I withdraw the request. 

Mr. MORGAN. I was referring in the course of my remarks 
to the amendment proposes by the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. BACON. I understood that, but the Senator said that that 


particular. 
Mr. MORGAN. Ithink the Senator must be aware that there 
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cuit or district court of the United — ania a 
the same general jurisdiction, for the j of these ‘erent 
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courts can not exercise the functions that are committed to the 
judges of the district courts and the circuit courts of the United 
States. I donot know that as an original principle of government 
I would be in favor of a judicial establishment, even a Federal 
establishment, that would hold office by a life tenure. There are 
some very strong objections to that. At the same time, the whole 
Federal judicial system of the United States proper is based upon 
that idea, and associated with that is the power of appointment 
and the power of removal, except in those cases where the Con- 
stitution restrains the power of removal and substitutes for it the 
power of impeachment. 

There is not an election held under the laws of the United 
States anywhere of an officer of the United States proper. We 
can enable men in the Territorial government to elect their officers, 
but it does not follow from that that they are officers of the Gov- 
ernment of the United States by any means. It would bea queer 
ideaif we should undertake to impeach a man by a proceeding in 
the House of Representatives and a trial in the Senate whom the 
President of the United States has the power to remove. There 
is not, I repeat, any feature of the elective system under the Con- 
stitution of the United States in respect of supplying the Federal 
Government with Federal officers, The officers of this body or of 
the other House are not Federal officers. They are State officers 
accredited to the Federal Government under the provisions of the 
Constitution of the United States. 

When the Government of the United States set up that system 
of appointments to office and fixed the tenure of the judges of the 
Supreme Court, the circuit courts, the courts of appeal, and all 
inferior jurisdictions that might be created under that provision 
of the Constitution during good behavior, there was a great rea- 
son for it, and that reason exists as strongly to-day as it has ever 
been, There is no movement in this country for the purpose of 
having the judges of the Supreme Court or of the district or cir- 
cuit courts elected by the people or of having their life tenure 
abbreviated. There is no movement to change the Constitution 
in that particular, and I think a movement of that kind would 
find very little support amongst the people of the United States. 

But the objection to the eighty-eighth section of this bill is based 
upon the ground that these men ought not to have a life tenure. 
soe, that ground is just as available and just as importantagainst 
a man who holds a district judgeship in Alabama as it is in the 
Territory, for he belongs to the same jurisdiction and executes the 
same powers of the Federal Government. If Hawaii should ever 
be admitted as a State into the Union, we see that all Territorial 
legislative offices that are created, called district judges or what- 
ever name you please to give to them, must fall. They will goby 
the board whenever the State is admitted into the Union, for the 
reason that the Constitution itself, operating of its own vigor, 
carries the Federal system in full force into the State when it is 
admitted into the Union, and the office that was created legisla- 
tively and for the purpose of serving a Territory necessarily falls 
on the admission of the State into the Union. 

I think it has been a great misfortune that we have undertaken 
heretofore to resort to these expedients in filling up the judicial 
i bom in the different Territories of this country. As I 
observed on yesterday, it has a direct effect upon the independ- 
ence of the judiciary. A judge who is elected by the people in a 
State or in a Territory feels his responsibility directly to those 
people, and it is a very doubtful question in the States that have 
adopted the system of electing their judiciary, and for short 
terms, whether it is a valuable system or not. Men are found of 
sufficient character, of sufficient honesty and integrity, toovercome 
the temptations of such a position. I will admit that. 

In my State, which has chancellors and judges of the supreme 
court elected by the people, 1 think that the system has worked 
very well. - But we have been very happy in finding a number of 
men upon the bench who are above the temptation to yield to 
popular influence or popular power. At the same time there was 
a judge of the supreme court of Alabama who was nominated and 
elected because he was a silverman. Of course, I was for him, 
Mr. President, but I was not for him because he was a silver man. 
I was for him because he was a very excellent man, a very great 
man. Nevertheless, the influence pervades political parties, and 
they will seize upon any opportunity whatever to convert judges 
on the bench into the agents of political parties and measure their 
title to office by their fidelity to a political y. The President 
of the United States never fails to do that. Whether the Presi- 


dent is a Democrat or a Republican, the judges in the Territories | 


are always 8 with reference to their politics. Of course, 
there is an effort made to get the best man who can be found in 
a certain party, but very few ever think of going to the opposing 
party to get a better man than you can find in your own ` 
That was my objection, Mr. President, to a good deal of what 
we are doing here on this subject of appointing judges. Idid not 
want the judge of the supreme court of the Territory to be put 


into the hands of the President of the United States, because I 
knew that that office and all the other offices that were to be filled 
by the President and subject to his removal would at once become 
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political offices. No man would think of going down to the Exec- 
utive Mansion here to apply for a position in Hawaii after this act 
is passed unless he was a well-established Republican. A Demo- 
crat has no chance. The bill as we have got it now legislates out 
of office in Hawaii every Democrat who has got an aspiration to 
any such e, and I believe that that is one of the leading pur- 

oses of this change. I believe that Senators on this floor are 

etermined that a political complexion shall be given to the judi- 
ciel establishments in Hawaii as well as other establishments. 
The object is to get the control of the patronage, to use it for pur- 
poses of power. Well, I oppose that. 

Iam willing enough to have it in all the Executive Departments, 
because we have got to submit to it. We can not make the world 
exactly right and exactly clean in one half hour. I am willing, or 
at least I consent to it, as to the Executive Departments; but when 
you come to the judicial establishment, Mr. President, I say it is 
a very dangerous practice to put the disposal of the lives and the 

roperty and the liberty of any set of people in this world into the 
bands of a man because he happens to be a Republican or hap- 
pens to be a Democrat, when there is another man in an opposing 
party better qualified and whom the people have a more earnest 
wish that he should keep the office. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut, Will the Senator from Alabama 
yield to me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama 8 to the Senator from Connecticut? 

Mr. MORGAN. Oertainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to suggest an amend- 
ment to the amendment, which I think is unnecessary, but which 
I think would meet the criticism which the Senatoris making. It 
is in line 12 of the amendment, after the words “‘circuit court,” 
to insert a comma instead of a period and the words: 

And said judge shall have and exercise all the powers conferred by the 
laws of the United States upon the judges of district and circuit courts of 
the United States. 

I do not think it is necessary, but it can do no harm, 

Mr, TELLER. I will accept that modification. 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, that brings the constitutional question 

. 


squarely up. Please read it again. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Secretary has it. 

The SECRETARY. After the words “circuit court,” in line 12 
of the amendment, add the following: 

And said indge shall have and exercise all the powers conferred by the 
laws of the United States upon the judges of district and circuit courts of 
the United States. i 

Mr. MORGAN. Thatamendment, Mr. President, plainly vio- 
lates the Constitution of the United States. The Senators have 
admitted that it is necessary to the completion of their amend- 
ment here, because unless that amendment is adopted, you are 
running the court on one wheel. You are exercising the judicial 
functions that a man as a judge may perform there on the bench 
and you take away from him those functions that he may perform 
in chambers. The amendment is all right except that it is uncon- 
stitutional, and it makes the whole provision unconstitutional for 


reason 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. If you will allow me a second—it makes it 
unconstitutional for this reason, that in our effort to confer upon 
this court and this judge all the powers of the district court and 
a district i judge of the United States, a circuit court and a circuit 
judge of nited States, we are attempting to confer upon him 
the power to sit ina court in California. You can not do it, be- 
cause no man can sit in a district court or a circuit court of the 
United States, the Federal court in California, unless he is quali- 
fied for that place and appointed under the Constitution of the 
United States, and there is no pretense that this is under the Con- 
punton of the United States, I yield to the Senator from Con- 
necticut. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I do not think the amendment is 
necessary, but I thought it would meet the criticism which the 
Senator from Alabama was making, and therefore I was quite 
willing to offer it. I think it is true that the Territorial judges, as 
they are called, the judges of Territorial courts, when United 
States jurisdiction has been conferred upon those courts, have, 
without any Meyers authority, exercised the powers and functions 
of judges of the district court. Senators who have lived in Ter- 
ritories know better than I, but I think that is true. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President, if this amendment be- 
fore it was amended, or even this amendment since it was 
amended, includes the powers of a judge of a district or circuit 
court of the United States within its purview it is evidently un- 
constitutional, for it undertakes to confer upon a legislative judge 
those powers which belong under the Constitution, and can 
belong under the Constitution, to a judge appointed by the Presl- 
dent of the United States in virtue of the Constitution as a Fed- 
eral judge. Now, here is an appellate court in the District of 
Columbia—— 

Mr, CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator yield to me? 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore, 


bama yield to the Senator from bP sept 

Mr. MORGAN, Ishould like very much indeed to be permitted 
to state my case before I am interrupted. 

Mr. CLARK of . I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. MORGAN. ere is a judge of the supreme court of the 
District of Columbia and judges of the appellate court of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. Who would be more surprised than the Sena- 
tor from Colorado if one of these judges should go over to Balti- 
more and sit on the bench in an appellate court or a circuit court 
or a district court of the United States? Nobody; and yet his 
tenure is for life. He has got all e povem of a circuit judge 
and a circuit court; but he is not a Federal officer, or at least the 
contention is that he is not a Federal officer, that he does not be- 
long to the Federal judiciary. He is an outsider; he is a legisla- 
tive constraction, and not a constitutional fabric. That is the 
difference between the two people. 

Now, who would be more astonished than the Senator from 
Colorado if one of the judges of the supreme court—Judge Cole 
or anyone else on that bench—should be invited to go to Baltimore 
to sit on the Federal bench there in the Federal court in the State 
of Maryland? And yet Judge Cole has got all the powers of a dis- 
trict judge of the United States; every one, both those that are 
exercised while he is on the bench as the judge of a court and those 
that are exercised while he is off the bench as a district judge of 
the United States; and he has a life tenure, too. At the same 
time, Mr. President—— 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Will the Senater from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Does the Senator mean to say that I 
judge to sit in a California court? 

i ta MORGAN. No; I do not suppose you would want him to 
0 it. 


Mr. TELLER. That is the very purpose I have, that he shall 
not attempt it. I know he has not any right to do it. I know 
you can, not give any right to one man in that Territory, under 
the conditions we propose, to go to California and sit, I do not 
want him to go there. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then the language is too broad, for the lan- 
guage carries him there. 

Mr. TELLER. No; in my judgment it does not carry him 
there. . 
Mr. MORGAN. Well, that is a difference of opinion between 
the Senator and myself that I hope can be reconciled without any 
personal difficulty at least. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator to assume that I am 
endeavoring to do such an absurd thing. 

Mr. MORGAN. No; the Senator has an amendment here—— 

Mr. TELLER. I am willing to give this man just the jurisdic- 
tion that we haye given to judges, a hundred of them, and they 
have exercised it for a hundred years. I will show when the Sen- 
ator gets through that that is true. 

Mr. MORG If you will give me a chance to get through, 
then you can go ahead; there is no trouble about that. The ab- 
surdity of which the Senator speaks is not in his mind at all, but 
it is in his amendment. You have got it all in the amendment, 
every bit of it, for the amendment as it stands now attempts to 
confer upon this . in Hawaii all of the powers, rights, 
and privileges of a district judge of the United States. Well, it 
is one of the powers of the district judge of the United States that 
he can sit in a court of appeals, if you please. He can sit in the 
circuit court, if you please, when the occasion arises; or he can 
go and occupy the bench when there is a vacancy, or when there is 
a necessity for it under the laws of the United States. <A district 
judge of the United States can do all that. But the Senator, 
while conferring upon a district judge of the Territory all the 
powers of a district judge of the United States, says: I do not 
mean that he should do that thing; Iam against his doing that 
thing.” Then; if you are against it, you must qualify it by say- 
ing: All the powers are conferred upon the judge of the district 
court, except that he shall not sit on a circuit bench or an appel- 
late bench or another district bench in any State ot this Union.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Senator will not con- 
sider me discourteous, because I am very much interested in this 
discussion; but I should like to ask him what he considers the 
powers of the Territorial judges as they have been heretofore ap- 
pointed by the President of the United States in the various Ter- 
ritories in relation to this very question that he is discussing. 

Mr. MORGAN. I do not think that any Territorial 3 
now holds a commission has any right to go and hold a district 
court in any State. 


want this 


Will the Senator from Ala-| Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But is not the Senator aware of the 


fact that upon one side of the court those Territorial judges can 
deal with all the Federal questions that may arise within their 
jurisdiction? That is, when I say jurisdiction, I mean within 
their Territorial jurisdiction. 

Mr. MORGAN. Iam perfectly aware of that fact; and that pro- 
vision in the Territorial Jaws is an extremely dangerous one. It 
is very irregular und quite unnecessary. Here is a Territorial leg- 
islature, if you please, enacting laws. I am going to make an 
illustration. They enact laws which permit contract labor, or 
what amounts to contract labor, to come in there from Japan 
under certain circumstances. The judge on the bench, as a judge 
of the Territory of Hawaii, for instance, says, Well, this law ap- 
pears to me to be constitutional; it is within the purview of the 
powers of the Hawaiian government; it is sustained by public 
opinion here; my friends are interested in the enactment of this 
law, and J will sustain it.“ He turns to the next docket, the 
criminal docket of his court, and he will find one of these men 
indicted as violating the laws of the United States for making acon- 
tract and bringing that manin. He determines, for we place the 
duty upon him of determining, whether he will sustain the Ter- 
ritorial law or whether he will sustain the other law, 

Now, Mr. President, that is too great a temptation to put before 
any judge, and there is no necessity for it. To divide up a court 
into two separate jurisdictions, one of them Federal exclusively 
and the other local exclusively, is to divide the house against itself 
and to make the decisions of such a tribunal as that extremely un- 
worthy of confidence. We have resorted to that system hereto- 
fore, and Senators who have practiced under that system at the 
bar and elsewhere, I have no doubt, found it convenient, but I 
think it would be a very sore place in a country that is as far from 
our coast as is Hawaii if we had down there a judge who had full 
Federal jurisdiction and exercised it on the same bench where he 
exercised full Territorial jurisdiction. 

I do not know of any man in my acquaintance who I think is 
great enough to do that anyhow; I do not know of any man in 
my acquaintance who could sit on the supreme court bench of 
Alabama and do his duty on that bench, for instance. and at the 
same time hold a district court of the United States, if that were 
permissible, or a circuit court, and perform the duties of a circuit 
and district court of the United States. To take a man and give 
him a four-years’ term, to appoint him under political influences, 
with a tenure of office 1 entirely upon the will of the 
President, so that he trembles upon his seat at every decision he 
makes; then to give to that man plenary jurisdiction in all local 
matters, all matters arising under the laws of the Territory; and 
then to turn around and give to him plenary jurisdiction in all 
local matters that arise under the laws of the United States, and 
make him as broad and as powerful in the exercise of jurisdiction 
as a judge of thecircuit court and a judge of the Federal court, is a 
solecism, an absurdity; and no matter how well these gentlemen 
in the West, who have been practicing before those courts, tound 
it to work there, we ought not to be invited to accept any such 
situation now. 

This is the first time an opportunity has been distinctly pre- 
sented and the necessity has become urgent for having a distinct 
and separate Federal power of judiciary and judicial administra- 
tion in a Territory of the United States. Nobody pretends to deny 
that it will be necessary to have it. It will be necessary, if this 
court should be created under the eighty-eighth section of this 
bill, to have one of the very ablest judges we can secure to take a 
seat on the district or circuit bench to go down there and occupy 
that seat, and he will have his hands full. He wonld have the 
marine contracts, maritime jurisdiction, admiralty, and what not. 
The whole great breadth of that vast jurisdiction will go into his 
hands and he will need to be a very able and a very learned man 
if he performs his whole duty to the Government of the United 
States in that new situation. s r 

To take that vast sweep of jurisdiction, all of it, and confer it 
upon a judge who holds a political office for four years, liable to 
removal by the power that put him in, or by the man who is elected 
next time because he does not suit his politics, and to burden that 
man with his little four-years’ tenure with this vast jurisdiction, 
and then full jurisdiction, panay jurisdiction in regard to all 
local matters, it is not within reasonable expectation that you 
will find a man who is able to discharge the duties of the ofies 
with this vast incumbrance of jurisdiction piled upon him. 

It has been intimated here that this was the wish of the people 
of Hawaii. The intelligent men, the merchants, particularly the 
men connected with foreign commerce, the shipowners, and all 
of that class are interested in having a tribunal of that sort there. 
The geor body of the people of Hawaii do not ask for it at all, 
but they need it, and they ought to have it. ` : 

The judicial power of the United States ought to be just as 
prominent and just as certainly present in all of its majesty in 
the islands of Hawaii as the Executive power or the Congressional 
power. We send two of our departments there, clothed with all 
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the powers that the Constitution confers upon them, the executive 


and the legislative. But when we come to the judicial depart- 
ment we give it no show; we do no not allow it to exercise its 
proper constitutional functions and legitimate influence upon that 
country. 

The difficulty which has attended this subject for many, many 
years is fully illustrated in the difference which these statutes 
show, where Congress has conferred one jurisdiction upon the 
Territorial courts in a certain Territory, and turned around in the 
same or next the section, conferring a different jurisdiction upon 
a court of the same sort in a different Territory. There area 
great number of instances—I do not care to stop to enumerate 
them—but the instances that are cited in the Revised Statutes 
are enough to show anybody who will look the subject over that 
it is impossible to get any real system ont of it. 

All of these appointments have been made heretofore for the 
purpose of suiting the legislation of Congress to the peculiarities 
of the situation in the particular Territory. So one has one law 
and another has another law upon this subject. That has been 
because Congress has departed from the rule that ought to have 
been established in the outset, of establishing district courts in 
the Territories. Because it has not done so heretofore, but has 
conferred a cheap jurisdiction and a short jurisdiction as to the 
term of office upon the local courts, we are in the trouble we now 
find ourselves. The Hawaiian Commission sought advice, infor- 
mation, and instruction from the laws of the United States and 
looked through all the different Territorial acts and examined 
the laws relating to those courts carefully, to see if there was any 
one we could adopt. I want tovall attention to one particular 
ease, found in section 1912 of the Revised Statutes, which reads: 

The supreme and district courts of each Territory, and the ctive 
judges thereof, except for Idaho and Montana, may grant writs of habeas 
corpus in all cases in which the same are grantable by the judges of the 
United States in the District of Columbia. 

There was general legislation conferring upon all of these courts 
of the different Territories—that is, of every Territory of the 
United States—the power to grant writs of habeas corpus on 
the same terms that the district courts of the United States for 
the District of Columbia might grant them, with an exception 
as to Idaho and Montana. 

How are we to contend that there has been any regularity of 
legislation or any system adopted by the Congress of the United 
States in regard to the Territories, when we find in regard to this 
matter of granting writs of habeas corpus two of the Territories 
are not permitted to grant writs of habeas corpus in the same 
manner as they are granted by judges of the district courts of the 
United States? 

Our legislation on this subject has been entirely fragmentary 
and irregular, and I believe that in this bill thereis the first effort 
which has ever yet been made to give to the judicial department 
of a Territory and of the United States—both of them—their full 
and just authority. 

I do not see any reason, Mr. President, and certainly there is no 
objection to be found in the Constitution of the United States, 
why we should not take this course; and if there is no reason, if 
there is no objection, I think I have sufficiently shown, and the 
report of the committee has sufficiently shown, that the necessity 
for this court in the islands is supreme, urgent, and we ought to 
adoptit. Of course I have the greatest possible respect for the 
opinion of the Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] and all the 
other Senators who have opposed this view of the subject, and 
who have argued so laboriously here against its constitutionality; 
but I submit that I have not yet seen that any argument has been 
produced which shows that the Congress of the United States has 
not got the power to locate a district court of the United States 
in a Territory. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. MORGAN. There is another point about this which I de- 
sire to state, and then I will yield in one second, if the Senator 
will allow me to go on. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 7 

Mr. MORGAN, I want to call attention to this matter for a 
moment. ; 

There is a provision of this act by which the jurisdiction of the 
district court of the United States in a Territory may be extended 
over a county in Texas. That is a strange provision. Iwill admit 
that it is given in this statute. Congress seemed to have concluded 
that it had jurisdiction and contro! of matters, both in the State 
and outside, in respect to the organization of the Territorial courts, 
and they have conferred upan them more power than has eyer 
been conferred upon any other class of courts, . That is my objec- 
tion to the whole system. I want the power divided. I want the 
Government of the United States to have its judicial system in 
the Territories, as well as the local government, and not take the 
judicial powers from the Government of the United States and 
confer them, along with local jurisdiction, upon these courts. 

I think I am right about it; but Congress heretofore legis- 


lated in a most irregular manner, and sometimes in the most un- 
accountable manner, upon this subject of Territories. Thereisan 
excuse for it; and that is that every Territorial government that 
came in here had its representatives, and they had peculiarities 
which had to be overcome or provided for in some way. So, there 
are a great variety of judicial establishments, a great variety in 
organization and in jurisdiction and in powers conferred upon the 
judges in vacation. Some of these courts had the power to assign 
district judges to certain circuits, and all of that, in the different 
Territories. It was the building-up process, where we in Congress 
took things as we found them and attempted todo for them the best 
we could on the occasion, all the time having in view the propo- 
sition that we were establishing in these different Territories, ac- 
cording to the mandate of the Constitution, as I have ggg etre 
said in this debate, a republican form of government. That is 
the limit of our duties, that is the mandate that is upon us, and 
that is what I am trying to do, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, the provision in this bill for this 
court is unlike any other provision in any of the statutes of the 
United States. In all other cases we have conferred upon the leg- 
islative court, as it is called in the Territories, the power of a State 
court, and we have conferred also the power of a Federal court, 
and those courts have exercised those powers without any con- 
troversy whatever. The United States courts, as has been stated 
repeatedly, have exercised those powers of the State courts as to 
controversies between citizens, but not as to controversies that 
arise under the Constitution and laws of the United States. They 
do not have entirely the same power that the Federal court has 
in this respect, that there is no recognition of a citizen of one 
State having any rights in the courts of another State. There is 
no jurisdiction given because a plaintiff lives in one State and the 
defendant in another State; but these courts are given jurisdiction 
of all cases arising under the Federal Constitution. Therefore 
the jurisdiction is infinitely greater than of a circuit or a district 
court. 

I do not believe that the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] commits the absurdity of saying that 
this judge may sit in a Federal court in-California. He will not 
be invited there, and he can not get there otherwise. I am not 
going to waste any time on that. 

I intend to place the amendment in such form that the Senator 
can have no objection whatever toit. Iam going to modify the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut TMr. PLATT], which 
: accepted, after the word exercise,“ so that it will rea 

OWS: 

And said judge shall have and exercise in the Territory of Hawaii all the 

wers conferred by the.laws of the United States upon the judges of the 

istrict and circuit courts of the United States. 

I shall ask to have that inserted. 

I desire to say that I have lived and 133 law assiduously 
in a Territory and did nothing else for fifteen years. I knowthat 
these judgesin the Territories exercise all the rights of judges under 
the Constitution and laws of the United States. The Senator from 
Wyoming Mr. CLARK] who sits near me has had experience in 
the same way, and there are other Senators who know this to be 
so. There is not any trouble aboutit. I wanted to give to each 
of these circuit courts that jurisdiction, and then get rid of this 
court. In deterence, however, to the Hawaiian Commissioners, I 
waived that point; and I said, If you think you ought to have a 
court specially charged with the disposition of the cases which 
arise under the Constitution and laws of the United States, I will 
yield that;” and so 1 made this suggestion. 

Mr. President, if there is any advantage in having a district 
court in Hawaii, the people there will get it under this provision. 
We are denying nothing whatever to those people; and the com- 
plaint the Senator makes that we are not treating them fairly is 
not well founded, it seems to me. ? 

I do not want to have a political court over there any more than 
does the Senator from Alabama. I have seen the evils of that sys- 
tem. I was inclined to think that we would escape a political 
court if we followed the judgment of the commission in the first 
place, and let the governor appoint the judges of the circuit court; 

ut that was voted down by the Senate. 

I hope the Senator will accept my amendment and not feel that 
anybody here is attempting to do anything to interfere with the 
proper discharge of the business in Hawaii, or to offer anything 
that is intended to discredit the action of the commission because 
they may have recommended something else. 

I believe, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] said 
yesterday, that there is no power to establish this court as a 
national constitutional court. Iam not going to discuss that at 
this late hour. Iwas prepared to do so yesterday, but there was 
notime. I shall content myself with saying what I have said, 
and let the proposition be voted upon. I know very wellif this 
court is established as a Federal court—no, I do not. know that, 
but I am very confident of it—the court will be no court at all; 
and there is great doubt whether it will be established. In that 


as fol- 
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event I do not know where the jurisdiction will be, unless we 
confer it upon the circuit court, which the commission do not 
want done. It seems to me we have got, then, to accept this court. 

Mr. CULLOM. Will the Senator allow me to say a word? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes. 

Mr. CULLOM. There is a special reason why the commission 
did not desire it done, and that was because we found, on very 
careful inquiry, that the courts, as they now exist in Hawaii, have 
more work than they can perform. The supreme court of the 
Territory is behind and struggling to catch with its business; 
and those interested there feel that unless we have this additional 
court they will be very much embarrassed by the situation. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say that that was my reason for not 
insisting on striking it out. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
modified by the Senator from Colorado will now be read. 

The SECRETARY. On page 43, section 88, it is proposed to strike 
out all of the section down to and including the word court,“ in 
line 5, on page 44, and to insert in lieu thereof the following: 

That there shall be established in said Territory a district court to consist 
of one judge, who shall reside therein and be called the district judge. The 
President of the United States, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall appoint a district judge, a district attorney, and a marshal of 
the United States for the said d ct,and said judge, attorney, and marshal 
shall hold office for four.years unless sooner removed by President. Said 
court shall have, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction of district courts of 
the United States, jurisdiction of all cases cognizable in a circuit courtof the 
United States, and shall proceed therein in the same manner asa circuit 
nudge shall have and exercise in the Territory of Hawaii all 
the powers conferred by the laws of the United States upon the judges of 
district and circuit courts of the United States. Writs of error and appeals 
from said district court shall be had and allowed to the circuit court of 
appeals in the ninth judicial circuit in the same manner as writs of error and 
ra) ES are allowed from circuit courts to circuit courts of appeals as pro- 
vided by law, and the laws of the United States relating to juries and jury 
trials shall be applicable to said district court. 

Mr. CULLOM.. Before the vote is taken, I want to make asug- 
gestion which I hope will be agreed to. We have all expressed 
a desire to avoid making this a political court in any sense. I 
myself know, and so does every other man who has been in Ha- 
waii, that it is very important that we should have the very best 
ju there we can secure, and the question of the character and 
ability of the judge will be determined somewhat by the tenure, 
I should therefore like very much that by consent the word * four“ 
should be stricken out of the amendment where the term is fixed 
at four years, and make it six years.” I hope my friends will 
agree to that. I think it is important that the term should be for 
that length of time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
unanimous consent. 

Mr. CULLOM. I will make the motion, if a motion be in order. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois 
moves to amend the amendment offered by the Senator from Col- 
~~ [Mr. TELLER] by striking out and inserting what will be 
stated. 

The SECRETARY, In line 7, in the printed amendment, before 
my word “years,” it is proposed to strike out “four” and insert 
“oe 

Mr. TELLER. I will not object to that. 

Mr. CULLOM. I think, with that provision, we shall have a 
court the appointments to which would not be made for political 
reasons at any time by any President. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I am very much sed to that amend- 
ment. If we have good judges, * reappointed; and if 
we have bad ones, six years is too long a term. The matter is 
completely in the control of the President of the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator knows the judges can 
be removed. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No; they are never removed. 


The amendment as finally 


The Senator from Illinois asks 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But they can be. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. I have lived in a Territory a good while. 
Mr. CLARK of W ing. So have I. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. We had men who never saw a law book 
in their lives who came out to serve as chief justices of the Ter- 
ritory of Dakota; and we could not get them removed, We had 
a coffin maker once from Maine sent out as a judge, [Laughter. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that the increased term is limi 
to the district judge and does not apply to the Territorial judges. 

Mr. CULLOM. To the United States district judge. 

Mr. BACON. I understand. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CULLOM] to the 
amendment of the Senator from Colorado . TELLER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT 8 The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the tor from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] as it 
has been amended. 3 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, we have had four 
hours’ discussion on law and constitutional law. Inow offer an 
amendment based on equity and good conscience, an amendment 


that ought to be adopted, an amendment that I sincerely hope 
will be wa ene 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend section 101 by adding 
thereto the following: 


And the sum of $250,000 is hereby appropriated, out of any money in the 
Treasury not otherwise appropriated, to be paid Liliuokalanl, late Queen of 
the Hawaiian Islands, for all right claim, or interest she may have or claim 


to have in or to the said crown lands herein mentioned, the same to be paid 


by the Secretary of the Treasury upon the execution of p 
quishment by said Liliuokalani: And provided further, at said sum of 
$250,000 shall, tothat.amount, be a cha upon the revenues of said lands, and 
shall be repaid to the United States from the revenues of said lands in five 
equal annual payments. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do not care to dis- 
cuss this matter. It seems to me that section 101 is one of the 
most marvelous and stringent and outrageous pieces of legislation 
that was ever sought to be perpetrated by the American Con- 
gress. Ican not believe that the men who formulated this bill 
contemplated what section 101 does. Unless there is a desire on 
the part of the Senate for information I will make no remarks 
whatever upon the proposed amendment. If it shall fail I have 
one upon the desk of the clerks which I will urge instead, 

Mr. BACON. Let me ask the Senator from Wyoming aques- 
tion. What is the value of the Crown lands? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The value of these lands it is diffi- 
cult to estimate. Some of them are worth a thousand dollars an 
acre. At the time of the overthrow of the monarchy, I will say 
to the Senator from Georgia, the annual rental therefrom was 
$50,000, or about that, and since that time, by the ending of leases 
that were then in effect and the renewal of leases upon land by the 
present republic, it amounts to somewhere between one hundred 
and one hundred and fifty thonsand dollars per annum. Those 
lands were confiscated absolutely. 

Mr. TELLER. td whom? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. By the republic of Hawaii, at the 
overthrow of the monarchy, and were thrown into the general 
land system of the government. 

Mr. TELLER. May L ask the Senator a question? Was it rec- 
ognized that they were private property before that? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It was recognized that the revenues 
of the Crown lands all went to the Crown for the expenses of the 
reigning sovereign. 

Mr. TELLER. And he disposed of it as he saw fit? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. He disposed of that revenue as he 
RAN a It isan amendment which in good conscience and equity 
ought to pass. 

Mr. BATE. What has become of the 850, 000 of rentals per 


annum? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It has gone into the coffers of the 
present government of Hawaii and is there now; and this amend- 
ment proposes that out of the revenues of those Crown lands the 
ex-Queen, who by virtue of her right as reigning sovereign before 
the revolution was entitled to all the revennes from the land, 
shall be paid $250,000 in lieu of all claims upon the Crown lands, 
whatever they may be, now or hereafter. 

Mr. BATE. Does she consent to that? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I can not say to the Senator whether 
she consents or not. If she does not, it will be inoperative. 

Mr. BATE. This bill takes the land from her and puts it in 
the hands of the Hawaiian government? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Section 101 absolutely cuts off by 
simian action any claim shemight have before the world orin 
any cow 

Mr. BATE. There is no question that she had title to it before? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no question on earth that 
she had title to it before. 

Mr. CULLOM. She had no title. 

z 5 of Wyoming. I beg the Senator's pardon; she did 
ave title. 

Mr. BATE. I ask that the amendment may again be read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will again be 


stated. 

‘The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. BATE. Then I understand from this amendment that the 
money cemes out of the Lr of that land. It is not to be 
paid out of the Treasury of the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Treasury of the United States 
is to be reimbursed from the revenues of the lands which are now 
under lease. 

Mr. BATE. The Senator from Wyoming is a member of the 
Foreign Relations Committee, I believe? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes. 

Mr. BATE. I am unfamiliar with this matter, because I am 
not connected with the committee in any way, and I can a 
learn these facts as they are presented now in considering the bi 
Do I understand the Senator to say that the Crown lands undoubt- 
edly belonged to the Queen? 


r deeds of relin- 
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Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no question on earth abont | 
it; that is, under the monarchy. 

Mr. BATE, Then the recent government seized those lands? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. They took them all. 

Mr. BATE. They have also taken the rentals annually of those 
lands and appropriated them to themselves? 

Mr. C of Wyoming. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BATE. And this woman has got none of the rentals and 
none of the lands? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. She has none of the lands and none 
of the rentals. 

Mr, BATE. The United States Government proposes to take 
all those lands into its own possession and keep them as property 
belonging to the United States? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes; that is the proposition ex- 


actly. 
Mr. BATE. And offers to her $250,000 for them as a bonus, I 


su e. 
Me CLARK of Wyoming. Well—— 
Mr. BATE, As compensation, then. But she has not been 

consulted about that matter. - 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not that I know of, by the Govern- 


ment. If she is willing totake it, as the amendment PEOR that | 


ends all claims she has upon the Government of the United States 
or upon the Territory of Hawaii in re to this matter. 

Mr. BATE, It seems to me, upon that kind of a showing, it is 
not very creditable to this Government that it should be done. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is not creditable to the Govern- 
ment the way it is now. 

Mr. KY. Will the Senator from Wyoming allow me? Were 
these lands the personal property of the Queen? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. ey were not the personal 2 
erty of the Queen in the sense that she could alienate them. ey 
were the personal property of the Queen or the reigning sovereign 
in the sense that the revenues of these lands went to the reigning 
sovereign. 

Mr. KYLE. The annual income from these lands was set aside 
by the monarchy for the support of the Queen. Was not that all? 

Mr. C of Wyoming. Yes. 

Mr. . The same as it is in Great Britain? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes, sir; that is right. 

Mr. KYLE. But they were not her personal 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not in the sense 
any deed in fee simple. 

r. KYLE. She had no other right to them than any other 
woman who might have been upon the throne as queen. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. e Senator is right. 

Mr. KYLE. It was not her at all, as I understand. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. What is the income derived from these 


lands? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I cannot give theexact but 
i 7. 


the income at present is between one hun 
and fifty thousand dollars per annum. 
Pa PETTIGREW. What was it at the time the Queen was 
7 
CLARK of Wyoming. Fifty thousand dollars. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. She was deposed in 18937 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. She is still living? 

Mr. CLARK of W ing. Yes, sir. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me we can not afford to pass 
this bill without providing for the Queen, inasmuch as we de- 


at all? 
she could give 


throned the Queen. Nobody else did it. The United States did 
it. We landed our troops there. ; 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator is perfectly right. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Wetookher governmentaway. Noother 


forces did it than the forces of the United States. Then we made 
a treaty with the puppets we set up for title to that Fras I 
Therefore, it seems to me, it would be shameful to pass this bi 
without making some such provision. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield to the Senator from Arkansas’ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If I have the floor. 
ù T 5 pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 

as the floor. 

Mr. CLARKof Wyoming. Iyield tothe Senator from Arkansas. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One difficulty about this, it occurs 
to me, is that this provision in the bill seems to be a ition 
in the Queen of the ownership of these lands, Itis on that ground 
that we pro to make a one-sided trade, without her consent, 
and to give her $250,000. So if she does not take it, she can come 
back and say that we having recognized that she owns these lands, 


she is entitled to the million and a half or two millions and a half 
that they are worth. Now, if these lands belonged to the Queen, | 
that is one thing. If they belonged to the crown, it is another 


g. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I should like to ask the Senator to 


state the 
the Queen 
r. KYLE. There is a great difference. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There is no difference. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. One belongs to the office; the other 
belongs to the person. The office was organized by the govern- 
ment that existed there, and this was the means of supporting the 
office which those people had organized and contin until they 
chose to abolish it, and the property which they had set apart to 
maintain that office was not needed to maintain an office that did 
not exist. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Is he aware of the fact that the reigning sovereign of the country 
by the law of the land was entitled to name his or her successor? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, That made no difference. It did not 
give the person the ownership of property which belonged to the 
office. at cuts no figure whatever in it. The Queen of the 
Sandwich Islands is no more the owner of the Crown lands than 
the President of the United States is the owner of the Executive 
Mansion during his term. 

Mr. MORGAN. Or of the public lands. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, of the public lands of the United 
States. The public lands of the United States belong to the * 
ple, the body of the people, the whole people, Whatever they 
may be set aside for, they belong to the y of the people, the 
whole people. The sovereign of the United States would not be 
the owner if we had asovereign. The President is not the owner 
when we have a President. 

It seems to me the Senate ought to be cautious about taking a 
step of this kind. While Iam opposed generally to the whole of 
this rg pegs and believe it is amistake from the beginning, and 
agree fully with the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] 
about the action of our Government in overthrowing that gov- 
ernment, still I think we had better look a little carefully before 
we put our foot down in a case of this kind, 

r. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I do not care at this 
late hour to take any time on this question; but I believe that a 
great wrong has been done. 

Mr. JO of Arkansas. I believe that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. We all know that revolutions, if 
successful, are just; they are legal; and the successful power has 
the right to do what it pleases. It is not often that I agree with 
the Senator from South Dakota on political questions, but there 
is no man in this Chamber, if you get him out in a corner of the 
cloakroom, who will not acknowledge that the revolution in Ha- 
Wali was made possible only by the arms of the United States of 
America. Now, can we not afford to be at least equitable and 
justand honestin this matter? Wetcokthoseislands? They had 
to go somewhere. I do not regret that we took them. Iam very 
glad of it, because I think that of all the domain over which the 
American flag flies to-day the Sandwich Islands are the fairest and 
give promise of the most in the future. i 

But, Mr. President, there was a wrong perpetrated., It 
may not be news to any Senators, but at the time of the reyo- 
lution which displaced the monarchy and displaced the Queen 
there was not a thing that was not sequestered and confiscated— 
not only the Crown lands, to the revenue of which she was en- 
titled, but everything in her household from the blue china on the 
sideboard to the tin dipper in the kitchen. 

Mr. KYLE. Ihave no objection to setting apart something for 
the Queen. Thatis not my objection at all, but I take exactly the 
position occupied by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Jones], that 


difference, as he understands it, between belonging to 
and belonging to the crown. 


she has no t whatever to the Crown lands. 

Mr. of Wyoming. She has noright? 

Mr. KYLE. No. . 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I put it upon the ground of equity 
and good conscienge, that a great Government like this taking: 
possession of those islands can afford to be generous and just a 


s bill passes we get a hundred or a 
per annum from them. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. For the benefit of the people of 

the Hawaiian Islands, however. ‘ 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That is all right. It may be for 
the benefit of the people, but can the Senator from Connecticut 
eee Seok e ee something ought not to be 
done for the government that has been revolutionized? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If the Senator wishes a reply, I 
will say that I think whether we shall donate something to the 
— is one question. The question whether we should recog- 

her title to the lands and admit that we have been to blame 
about that revolution is an entirely different thing. I am not 
dis to do that. 

CLARK of Wyoming. My amendment does not meet the 
remarks of the Senator from Connecticut. It aes that 
weshall her$250,000 her relinquishment of all claims that 
she may have or claim to have upon those lands. That is all. 


I was not aware of the enormity of section 101 of the bill when 
it came out of the committee of which I have the honor to be a 
member; but it not only says that she shall not now have any 
right, but that she shall be forever debarred from all claim of 
right in any court or in any tribunal that may now exist or may 
hereafter be constituted, 1 have spoken longer than I cared to, 
and I should like to have a vote on the amendment, and upon that 
vote will depend whether or not I will call up another amendment 
T have submitted. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have never been able, so far 
as I am concerned, to satisfy myself entirely whether or not the 
late noen of the Hawaiian Islands had any interest after she was 
ove own which would give her a right to recover 1 
from the United States, but I supposed that if she had she woul 
not undertake to get it by a direct appropriation by Congress. I 

umed she would pursue her remedy, if she had one, in the 
courts of the United States, and the courts, if she had any title 
and interest in the Crown lands, so called, would render such a 
verdict as would be just to her. I still think that that is the right 
course end that it is not a good thing to come in here with an 
amendment proposing to appropriate $250,000 for her without 
knowing whether she is entitled to half that much or twice that 
much. Everybody knows that if we adopt the amendment it will 
not be two years before she will come for another installment, more 


or less. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If the Senator will read the amend- 
ment he will see that she could not. She is barred absolutely. 

Mr. CULLOM. It she is barred absolutely, she perhaps would 
not take the money unless she thought it was all she was entitled 
to or more, She had no title to those lands at all, but she had a 
sort of arrangement 1 5 which she got rentals, from year to year, 
under the old system that existed for years back. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Will the Senator from Illinois per- 
mit me to interrupt him; 

Mr. CULLOM. Certainly. 

Mr. JONESof Arkansas. Theprovision of this amendment is that 
this amount is to be paid to the late Queen * * for allright, 
claim, or interest she may have or claim to have in or to the said 
Crown lands herein mentioned;” and the Senator himself admitted 
that she had no personal right in the land—that it belonged tothe 
crown. His idea is to make this provision by way of compensa- 
tion for the wrong of the Government of the United Statesin over- 
throwing her and depriving her of this power; but the trouble, it 
occurs to me, is that we are recognizing the right of ownership in 
her personally to these lands which never did exist. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator from Arkansas is split- 
ting hairs there. 

Mr, CULLOM. I hardly understand the temper of the Senate 
or of anybody apparently on these questions. After we have gone 
on and recognized what took place there and after we have finally 
accepted the cession of the islands, Senators in this body turn 
around and begin to abuse the Government of the United States 
for everything it has ever done with reference to those islands, 
when all of us in this Chamber pretty nearly voted for the annex- 
ation of the Hawaiian islands, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I did not, I beg pardon. 
paired a, the joint resolution. 

Mr. BACON. I did not. 

Mr. CULLOMu. A great majority of the Senate did, as I re- 
member. - > 

Mr. BACON. Idid not. 

Mr. CULLOM. But whether they did or not, after it is finished, 
after we have accepted the islands, it seems to me there ought to 
be some time in our history when we will talk about something 
else and stop abusing the people or the Congress or the country 
for accepting the islands or the manner of their acceptance. There 
ought to be a statute of limitations, it seems to me, which would 
run to estop Senators and Representatives and other people from 
finding fault eternally with what the Government does after it 
has been done for years and years, especially when in the judg- 
ment of the people of the United States we did right. 

So far as lam concerned, I do not want to abuse the Queen. 
She was overthrown. She substantially abdicated, as a matter 
ot fact, voluntarily, by her own act. But I am not going to dis- 
cuss that. The question is now what we ought to do, whether 
anything, for her now that she has become a private citizen. I 
pest to know that she is here in this city now, or has been 
until recently. I do not know whether she is actually here now. 
But she has been consulting lawyers in the District of Columbia 
to know what her rights are. 

Now, we propose to appropriate $250,000 for her to live on. If 
the Senate wants to do it, it can do so; but in my judgment there 
ought to be a more intelligent way of determining whether she has 
any rights, and then what those rights amount to. 

Mr. TELLER. What section is this? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Section 101. 

Mr. TELLER, IshouldliketoasktheSenatoraquestion. Why 
did the committee see fit to put in section 101 and cut off any right 


I was 
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she might have? Why do they not let her go to the courts, if she 
has any chance? 

5 That was my idea; that she should go to the 
courts. 

Mr. TELLER. Strike out section 101. 

Mr. CULLOM. The Senator from Alabama [Mr. MORGAN] and 
one or two others explained that section the other day, and I 
should be glad to have the Senator from Alabama explain it again 
for the satisfaction of the Senate. Iconfess that I have alwa; 
felt that it was not right toinsert it, because it deprives her of the 
opportunity to do what I think she has a right to do, if she has 
any interest in the land, and that is to find out what it is through 
the courts of the oomi 

Mr. PETTIGREW. r. President, in January, 1893, there was 
a friendly government existing in the Hawaiian Islands, possess- 
ing treaty relations with the United States and maintaining itself, 
preserving order, life, and property. About that time 13 inen, 
some of whom were citizens of Hawaii, some of them citizens of the 
United States, and some subjects of Germany, met in an office in 
Honolulu and conspired together to overthrow the established 
friendly government. These revolutionists sent one of their num- 
ber to the United States minister and told him what their plans 
and purposes were and made an arrangement with him by which 
the marines of the United States on the war ship Boston in the 
harbor of Honolulu were to land and protect the conspirators and 
help to overthrow this friendly government. The marines did 
land. These men addressed a letter to our minister, asking him to 
land the marines and troops to protect life and property, and they 
fixed the hour at 5 o’clock in the afternoon, 

After they had made the nest for the landing of troops 
and he had arranged for their ding, these 13 men sent one 
of their number to our minister asking him to defer the landing 
until the next day. If there was danger to life and property, why 
did they want to defer the landing until the next day? There 
was no danger to life and property. Life and property were 
being protected, and peace and quiet and safety eslatadi: The 
troops were to be landed to enable the conspirators to overthrow 
a friendly government. 

The minister had already ordered the landing of the troops, and 
while their emissary was at the office of our minister the troops were 
put ashore from the vessel, a hundred and eighty of them, and they 
marched not to any point in the city where they could protect life 
and property, not to the American consul's office or the resident 
minister’s office, not to the heart of the business section of the 
city of Honolulu, but to Arion Hall. a little building 75 yards from 
the government building. Why did they march to that point? 
Simply because our minister had agreed that if these 13 con- 
spiratora would take possession of the government building and 

ere read their proclamation declaring the government over- 
thrown, he would recognize them. 

The next day these 13 men marched to the government build- 
ing in two squads, so as not to attract attention, marched on two 
different streets, and having come to the government building, 
wherethere was no armed force, no revolutionists, nobody but the 
janitor and the clerk inside, they oe to read their proclama- 
tion declaring the government of Queen Liliuokalani overthrown. 
The marines in the meantime had been drawn up in line with their 
Gatling gun within 75 yards of the scene. 

The Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] said the Queen abdi- 
cated; that she surrendered her government. What are the facts? 
Immediately upon reading this 1 without any armed 
force to protect them except the marines of the United States, 
they went to the American minister and secured a recognition of 
the government instituted by the 13 men, and sustained by nothin 
unless it was the marines of the United States. The marines 
assumed a threatening attitude. The committee also sent an emis- 
sary—Mr. Damon to the queen. Here is what she said. Here is 
her letter upon this subject: N 


I, Liliuokalani, by the of God and under the constitution of the Ha- 
waiian kingdom, Queen, do hereby solemnly protest against any and all acts 
done against myself and the constitutional government of the Hawaiian 
kingdom by certain persons claiming to have established a provisional goy- 
ernment of and for this kingdom. 

That I yield to the superior force of the United States of America, whose 
minister plenipotentiary, His Excellency John L. Stevens, has caused United 
States troops to be landed at Honolulu and declared that he would support 
the said provisional government. 

Now, to avoid any collision of armed forces and perhaps the loss of N 
do, under this protest and impelled by said force, yield my authority un 
such time as the Government of the United States shall, upon the facts being 
presented to it, undo the action of its representatives and reinstate me in the 
sathority which I as the constitutional sovereign of the Hawaiian 


nds. 
Done at Honolulu this 17th day of January, A. D. 1893. 
LILIUVOKALANT, R. 
Bate aha eee 
inister of Forei ‘airs, 
WM. H. CORN Wet, 
: Minister 8 Ta ee 
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Mr. President, we had landed 180 armed men with Gatling guns. 
Our minister had said that he would sustain this provisional gov- 
ernment of thirteen men backed by no force at all; and the Queen, 
the Senator from Illinois says, surrendered her government, 

Mr. LINDSAY. He says voluntarily.“ 

Mr. PETTIGREW. She says she surrendered it to the superior 
force of the United States until the United States could pass upon 
the question and settle the contention upon the basis of justice. 

Now what induced her to do this? These men, shrewd and ca- 
pable men, who owned the sugar plantations, had gone and per- 
suaded her that the United States would do what was right; that 
the United States would, when they understood the facts, restore 
her government, inasmuch as we had overthrown it by force of 
superior numbers, and persuaded the Queen not to fight the United 
States and thus sdve bloodshed. Years before this an English 
admiral had sailed into the bay of Honolulu and with his armed 
forces had overturned the king and dethroned him and taken 
charge of the government. The then king surrendered under a 
protest similar to this one formulated by Queen Lilinokalani and 
submitted the question to the English Government; and to the 
honor and credit of the English Government, they restored the 
king and repudiated the acts of their admiral. 

No wonder the Queen then believed that this great Republic, 
that had been in the habit of doing right, would be more certain 
to do what was right than the Kingdom of Great Britain. There- 
fore she submitted under this protest this question tous. These 
thirteen men, or a part of them, signed a statement declaring that 
Stevens did not recognize this provisional government until after 
the Queen had surrendered and turned over to them the arsenal, 
the government buildings, the guns, and arms. It turns out that 
their statement was absolutely false; that Mr. Stevens recognized 
this provisional government, although the Queen had at the time 
275 armed men under her command; that she also had two or three 
Maxim or Gatling guns; but that she simply surrendered provis- 
ionally until the question could be submitted to us. 

What did we do? We put up our flag over the buildings, and for 
sixty days the Stars and Stripes floated over the government head- 

uarters of Hawaii. During that time these 13 men armed their 

ollowers, gathered together a considerable force, hired able-bodied 
men, no matter of what nationality, passing through that port on 
their way to Australia or elsewhere, and gathered together a force 
of 400 armed men. In the meantime, with our flag floating over 
the transaction, they searched every house in the islands, confis- 
cated every gun that they could find, disarmed everybody, passed 
a law by which they made it a criminal offense to import a gun 
of any sort, and through these proceedings thoroughly consolidated 
their power. With 400 armed men, when our flag was taken 
down, they were able to maintain themselves against the inhabit- 
ants of that country. 

They ran along for a year, or two or three years, and finally these 
usurpers declared that they would adopt a constitution. They 
never had adopted any. There never had been any government 
except the self-constituted government of these 13 men, By 
tbe way, they had added to their number until there were 19 
of them. There were those, however, who had agreed to meet in 
the first instance, as the lurid Thurston, for example, the most 
eloquent fellow among them all, theman who wanted to aid other 
people to overturn the monarchy. He was notseen whenever there 
was any meeting through which he might be classed as a traitor. 
So they increased their number by voluntary acquisition until they 
had 19. The 19 men constituted the government, and they ran it 
along for over a year, for a year and a half, and then concluded 
they would adopt a constitution, and thus they organized the re- 

ublic of Hawaii. This is the way they adopted the constitution. 

ey said that the people of Hawaii might elect eighteen delegates 

to a constitutional convention to sit with the 19 self-constituted 

and self-elected and self-appointed men who had been running the 
government. 

So the people. those whom they would allow to vote, elected 
18 delegates, and the 18 delegates sat with the 19 men who had 
made themselves the government, and were not elected by any- 
body, . conspirators, and they formed a constitution; 
but after they had formed it they gave the aggregation a high- 
sounding title, the Republic of Hawaii, and declared for selene 
liberty and against slavery, and then proceeded to import slaves 
from Asia and Europe for their sugar plantations, This consti- 
tution was never submitted to a vote of the people and was not 
voted upon by the people of Hawaii; it was never voted upon by 
3 only the 19 men who constituted it and the 18 men who 
were allowed to be elected by some sort of popular suffrage, but 
it was simply promulgated, and that is the government which ex- 
isted in those islands up to the time we took possession, 

We refused to take possession for several years, and so matters 
ran on until the Spanish war broke out. Then we passed a joint 
resolution by which we annexed the Hawaiian Islands to the United 


States. We made a treaty, however, denied to that time with 
aforesaid 19 men, and that treaty provi 


ed that the islands should 


be annexed tothe United States. Wecould not ratify the treaty be- 
cause a two-thirds vote could not be obtained in this body to ratify 
it. After trying for weeks they finally succeeded in passing 
through both Houses a joint resolution of annexation. È do not 
know whether that was ever agreed to by the people of the islands 
ornot. Itmakesnodifference. It may have been agreed to by those 
19 men; it never was agreed to by the people of Hawaii; and if 
a vote had ever been taken of the legal and lawful voters of that 
country any resolution to annex the islands to the United States 
would have been defeated 5 to 1. 

Now, what was the purpose of all this? Not to advance the 
interests of the people of the United States. We had made a 
treaty in 1875 by which we agreed to admit sugar from those is- 
lands free of duty. We were charging 2 cents a pound upon-all 
the sugar that came from eyery other country in the world, and 2 
cents a pound was equivalent to $40 a ton bounty on sugar. It 
came in free from Hawaii and they could raise it with slave labor 
at $6 or $7 a month and board themselves. and it paid an enormous 
profit. So they came here and railroaded through this reciprocity 
treaty, as they called it, in 1875. The sugar interests flourished. 
New plantations were opened up. The remitted duties amounted 
to millions of dollars. 

In 1890 we passed a law admitting sugar into the United States 
free of duty from everywhere, and, therefore, they had to sell their 
sugar in this country or wherever they could in the markets of 
the world without the advantage of the duty which we had there- 
tofore imposed on sugar from every other country but their own. 
Their bonus was gone. But we had enacted a law by which we 
paid 2 cents a pound bounty on sugar, maple sugar, t sugar, 
and sugar from Louisiana. and therefore the sugar planters, who 
found their industry waning and their profits slipping away, con- 
cluded that they wanted to be annexed to the United States so as 
to get the bounty. If they were a part of the United States they 
would be entitled to the 2 cents a pound bounty; and this is the 
reason why the movement was set on foot to annex those islands 
to this country. This is the reason why those 13 men interested 
in the sugar industry, a part of them citizens of Hawaii, a part 
of them citizens of Englandand Germany, and one or two of them 
citizens of the United States, entered into the enterprise to over- 
turn a friendly government and annex the islands to this country. 

Shortly following the effort at annexation we reenacted a duty 
upon sugar, so that the advantage returned to them. Wehavere- 
mitted in duties to those people already the sum of over $80,000,000. 
Each year we remit in duties now more than $10,000,000, and that 
money comes out of the pockets of the people of the United States. 
Ten million dollars a year for the privilege of having the name of 
governing this rotten borough in the Pacific! It comes out of the 
people of the United States, because, although they raise 300,000 
tons of sugar, the amount which they raise is not sufficient to 
lower the price one particle in the United States, and therefore 
the duty which we remit, for we charge no duty upon their 
sugar, is added to the price of the sugar to the Hawaiian planter 
and comes out of the pockets of our people. In other words, if 
those islands were not a part of the Uni States, and if we col- 
lected duty upon the sugar which they ship to us, we would collect 
a duty of over $10,000,000 a year. 

Mr. CULLOM. Linquire of my friend if he is in favor of put- 
ting a duty on sugar now that they are a part of the United 
States. Also, while I am on my feet, if the Senator will allow 
me, I will ask him whether he does not know that under the reci- 
procity treaty sugar was coming in free a very long while before 
we got the islands? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I stated that we made an agreement in 
1875 by which sugar came in free from those islands, and that 
when in 1820 we made sugar free from everywhere they ceased to 
have an advantage, and therefore they wanted annexation in or- 
der to get the bounty of 2 cents a pound which we were paying 
upon the domestic sugar produced. 

I will briefly answer the Senator's question before I finish. Now, 
with regard to these islands, what have we acquired? Mr. Presi- 
dent, there are 3,085 people of American blood in the Hawaiian 
Islands. There are about 1,100 men who can vote. Of those 
3,085 people, 1,900 are males and 1,100 are females, showing almost 
2 to 1 of males over females among the population of Ainerican 
blood, showing the same thing that exists in every tropical country 
in the world where the European has gone. In other words, the 
European, the American, does not go to the Tropics to raise chil- 
dren, to have a family, and therefore the disproportion between 
the males and the females for every Anglo-Saxon settlement in 
the Tropics throughout the world is from 2 to 5 0 1. In Singa- 
pore there are probably 6,000 Europeans, English and Americans, 
and less than 1,000 of them are females. So it is in Hongkong; 
so it is in every tropical 8 the world; so it is 
in Hawaii, and so it will always be in Hawaii. 

What were we told? Why, that this was the paradise of the 
Pacific, that Americans would go there and raise families, and 
that we would soon build up an American State. Mr. President, 
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the moment we annexed those islands we were notified by every 
lodge of Odd Fellows and Masons and Knights of Pythias that it 
was no place for an American to stay unless he had enough money 
to take care of him as long as he wanted to remain there and 
to get away with when he tired of staying; that the labor market 
was overcrowded; that there was no place for American laborers 
or American toilers. But in the meantime they imported, after 
we annexed the islands, 37,000 contract laborers from Asia, 

Now, what have we annexed? We have annexed 3,085 people of 
American blood, many of them citizens of Hawaii, whose fathers 
went to that country to carry the blessings of a Christian religion, 
and whose sons had become the prosperous sugar planters of that 
country. We have annexed 5,000 or 6,000 Germans, English, 
Scandinavians, etc: Wedo not know whether they will become 
citizens of the United States or not. We have annexed about 
16,000 Portuguese, whose ancestors went to those islands as con- 
tract laborers from Madeira years ago, and we have annexed 
32.000 Kanakas and 8,000 mixed bloods, half Kanaka and half 
missionary and half Chinese 

Mr. GALLINGER, That makes three halves. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Three halves; and we have annexed Asi- 
atics by the thousand. We have annexed 37,000 contract laborers 
and 25,000 or 30,000 Asiatics who are not contract laborers, and 
now we try to flatter ourselves over the delusion that we are going 
to make a Territory in the center of the Pacific and ultimately 
admit it as a State into this Union. Is this the material out of 
which an American State is made, with less than 1,200 voters 
who are Americans, with a ulation of Asiatics whose males 
. and females are in the proportion of 10 to 1, for under their sys- 
tem of importing labor the contract provides that 1 woman only 
shall be brought for each 10 men. So where they bring in 10,000 
Asiatics they bring in 1,000 women. this brothel, then, in 
the Pacific ess the elements, and will it ever possess the ele- 
ments out of which you can construct an American State? It is 
all nonsense; it can not be done. We must hold them as a sub- 
ject colony. We must hold them as a of an empire. We 
must undertake to maintain under our two forms of govern- 
ment, 

For that reason, Mr. President, Iwould allow the Hawaiian people 
again, if they choose to do it, to set up a republic of their own and 
maintain it as best they can. They have no right to become a part 
of our system. I would impose duties against their products the 
same as we impose them against the rest of the world. Von can not 
maintain there, neither can yan. maintain in the Tropics anywhere 
throughout the world, the form of Government under which we 
live. I believe that every people throughout the world are capa- 
ble of a form of government best suited to them, and that they 
are capable of maintaining as good a form of government as they 
are entitled to; but I do not believe that every people wherever 
you may find them are capable of maintaining our form of Gov- 
ernment. 

Therefore I am opposed to this expansion. Iam o to 
the acquisition of those islands. I am opposed to any effort to 
impose a government upon an unwilling people who do not un- 
derstand and comprehend our institutions. Ido not believe our 
flag should go to any land where our Constitution can not go. It 
should go w men are capable of comprehending that Consti- 
tution and are able to maintain free institutions, where men live 
who love and adore the principles of the Declaration of Independ- 


ence. 

Therefore I am opposed to this bill. I am opposed to any effort 
that we may make to furnish a government for a people who can 
not live under our institutions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I hope the Senator will vote for the 
amendment. 

Mr. QUARLES. Mr. President, I understood when the Senator 
from South Dakota rose to discuss this question that he was in 
favor of this amendment, but his argument is very persuasive 
against it. If we have made such a wretched bargain in obtaining 
this so-called rotten borough, which for the various reasons men- 
tioned by the distinguished Senator will prove like ashes in our 
hands, why should we pay a bonus now of $250,000 on the trade? 

The argument of my learned friend proves too much. His argu- 
ment would be in favor not of paying this solace to a deposed 
gen but of putting the crown back on her head, placing the 

ed emblems of monarchy back in her hands; and he would 
have the Senate on this amendment consider that major question, 


Our distinguished friend has an assortment of skeletons which 
he brings periodically before this body. I thought we had seen 
them all and had become familiar with the grewsome gyrations of 


each one. But here is a bogy man from the Sandwich Islands, 
brought up now to harass the 1 of this body when it 
is simply considering at the end of this bill a question not ger- 
mane to the su tions of the distinguished Senator, but simply 
whether we from a supposed e pay as a consolation to 
ry deposed Queen, who has no sem ce of legal right, the sum 


* * ; 


It is stated here, Mr. President, that this amendment is proposed 
without the knowledge or consent of the Queen. On the other 
hand, it is stated that she has employed her attorneys and pro- 
poses to go into the courts and enforce her claim as a legal obli- 
gation. ow untimely, then, it would be for the Senate to pass 
such an amendment, which amounts to a tacit recognition of 
some legal right on her behalf. The attorneys who are waiting 
to begin that suit would be glad that such a recognition should be 
given to her claim by this body. 

Now, Mr. President, there are knocking at the doors of Con 
to-day hundreds of poor, old, maimed soldiers and sailors, askin 
us to increase their little bounty or pension, and I for one woul 
much prefer to take the $250,000, which isa gratuity at best, and 
give it to those poor old cripples rather than to place the Queen 
of the Sandwich Islands on our pension rolls. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I quite a with the proposition 
that there can be no possible legal claim by the Queen against the 
United States Government or against the Hawaiian government 
on account of these Crown lands. Whether in conscience right 
or wrong, the results of a revolution always affect legal rights. 
It is simply a question, as has been suggested by Senators who 
have already spoken upon the subject, whether under all the cir- 
cumstances under which the Queen was deprived not only of her 
erown, but of all her property of every sort and description any- 
thing is due in equity and good conscience to this deposed Queen. 
The circumstances I will not repeat, because I have no desire 
to fall under the criticism of having any disposition to speak dis- 
paragingly of any part taken by the United States Government in 
that matter. 

I think it would be a mistake to ađopt the language which isin 
the amendment, which calls for a relinquishment by the Queen of 
her right and the execution of deeds to such relinqaishment, be- 
cause that would be a recognition on the part of the Government 
of the United States of a claim which she might afterwards rely 
upon with some degree of confidence. I therefore pr to offer 
to the amendment submitted by the Senator from W oming an 
amendment, striking out certain words and inserting iene ich 
I will send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Georgia 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. After the words Hawaiian Islands,“ in line 
4 of the printed amendment, strike out all the section down to and 
including the word Liliuokalani,“ in line 8, and insert the words: 

In full settlement of any claim for interest, legal or equitable, she may 
now have or may have had in said Crown lands or the ‘ruct of the same, 
and in full settlement of any and every claim she now has or may have had 


t the United States and against the Hawaiian government on any ac- 
count whatsoever. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. That accomplishes the object I in- 
tended by my amendment, and, so far as I am concerned, I accept 
the modification. 

Mr. BACON. I understand the Senator from Wyoming accepts 
the amendment. I simply desire to say in response to the sug- 
gestion of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. QUARLES] that this 
money practically does not come out of the coffers of the Treas- 
ury of the United States. Itis to be practically out of the 
revenues of these lands. As stated by the Senator from Wyoming, 
these lands in 1893, at the time when the Queen was deposed, were 

roducing a revenue of $50,000 a year, and they are now produc- 
ing a revenue of over $100,000 a year. None of that fund can be 
devoted to the very landable and excellent purposes which the 
Senator from Wisconsin has suggested. In other words, under 
the law as it stands, what may arise from these lands will neces- 
sarily be devoted exclusively to the Hawaiian Islands, and this is 
Pang subtracting from. the general purposes now contemplated 
by the law for the benefit of the Hawaiian Islands and devoting 
that much of it to the compensation of the Queen. So that really 
the United States Government will not pay one cent of it. The 
fund, unless it is devoted in to this purpose, will all go to cer- 
tain purposes in the Hawaiian Islands. If if is devoted to this 
, no single dollar is subtracted from what will ultimately 
fe the property or the money of the United States, bnt it is simply 
subtracted from what will go to certain funds and certain pur- 
poses in the Hawaiian Islands, 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me? 
ae PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Georgia 
16. 
7 Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. I rise for the purpose of asking the Senator a 
question for information. I inquire if, at the time of the insur- 
rection, all property, personal as well as state property, was taken 
from the Queen? 

Mr. MORGAN. It was not. 

Mr. BACON. I will state to the Senator from West Virginia 
that I have very little personal familiarity with this matter, for I 


had no knowledge of it until it was pees to 8 bir. an a 
yoming . CLARK]. 


the Senate to-day by the Senator from 


1900. 
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But it was stated; possibly while the Senator from West Virginia 
Was not in the Chamber, that at the time of the deposition of the 
Queen every particle of her personal property, even to her tableware 
and kitcken furniture, was taken from her; that she was abso- 


lutely turned out without anything whatever. 
Mr. SCOTT. I am much obli to the Senator. 
Mr. MORGAN. That statement is not correct. ’ 


Mr. BACON. I am only saying that that is the statement of 
the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK]. I have no knowledge 
of the matter myself. I think the amendment puts the matter in 
an entirely different position before the Senate from what it would 
be otherwise. It does not recognize any legal claim, and nothing 
is said therein upon which any claim can be based in the future 
if we should fail to pass the amendment or if we should pass it. 
Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, it seems to me most 
unfortunate that this amendment has been proposed to this bill. 
I can not think the object that the Senator from Wyoming had 
in view was to raise again in the Senate the question of whether 
this Government has dealt unfairly with the Queen, We had that 
discussion years ago, and it is entirely out of place, as it seems to 
me, to revive it now. 8 

I do not think, from aparing ap that has been said, that there 
is any occasion now for this Government to appropriate $250,000 
for the Queen of the Sandwich Islands. I donot see upon what 

ound itis based, except upon the ground that we took away 

om her her lands. 

Mr. President, the revolution in the Sandwich Islands is an ac- 
complished fact, and was an accomplished fact years ago. The 

een had no interest in the lands, except that as Queen she de- 
rived a revenue from them for the support of the royal household. 
Under every principle of law and under oray principle of right 
when a government changes, the interest of the former monarch, 
the interest of the former government, in any of the lands passes 
to the new government. 

The right to these lands is in the Leg ie of Hawaii to-day, and 
not in the former Queen. If we pass this amendment, 8 
to take from the people of Hawaii that which rightfully belongs 
to them—$250,000 of the revenues to be derived from their lands 
m appropriate it to the uses of the Queen. That is all there is 
abont it. 

I think, Mr. President, that the United States ought to hesitate, 
and hesitate long, before it does such a thing. At least a proposi- 
tion of this sort ought to come before the Senate as an independ- 
ent proposition, be referred to a committee, reported upon, and 

i ; so that if anything of this character is to be done it 

should be done with our eyes open. 

This is not a donation. Even if it were put upon that ground, 
I see no reason why we should make it. There is a kind of sym- 
pathy in the breast of everyone and a kind of sentimentalism 
which, when there is any proposition to pay ne money to anyone, 
at first blush inclines Senators to favor it. But Isee no reason 
why the United States should donate $250,000 to the former Queen. 
Isee still less reason, if there be any, why we should take $250,000 
from the people of Hawaii and give it tothe Queen. Thatis an 
arbitrary proceeding that can not be justified for a moment. 

This amendment, as originally introduced and even as proposed 
to be amended by the Senator from Georgia 2 Bacon], counts 
upon some interest of the Queen, some right of hers, some prop- 
erty of hers, which has been taken away from her either by the 
people of Hawaiior by the United States. If we pass this amend- 
ment it can in no sense be said to be a donation to her which we, 
out of the goodness of our hearts, take from the Treasury of the 
United States and transfer to her pocket. It is a recognition of a 
right, and the arbitrary enforcement of that iy ren upon the people 
of Hawaii; and we should not enact any such legislation. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I thank the Senator 
from Connecticut . PLATT] most sincerely for his rebuke. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. There was no rebuke about it. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Butso longas I shall remain in the 
Senate I shall reserve the right to offer any and every amendment 
which I think is proper to any and every bill which comes before 
the Senate. I do not want to transgress the privileges of the Sen- 
ate; I do not want to transgress the rules of the Senate; but I do 
want to see justice done, and I think that is one of the things 
which the Senate of the United States sits for. 

The Senator from Connecticut says there is no legal right in the 
matter which is involved in the amendment which has heen pro- 
posed by myself and amended by the Senator from Georgia. I 
grant it, because in the politics of the world might means right, 
and the nation that is strong enough to throttle a smaller nation 
never has to answer in any court of justice for its action, and it 
may go unwhipped of justice” for all its ill deeds. But that 
does not alter the fact that a great nation can afford to be gener- 
ous and just and honest, 

There is no legal claim. The minute that the republic of Ha- 
waii in its might, aided—I repeat it again—by the Goverment of 
the United States, made a revolution and took over the Crown 


lands, that minute all legal right ceased. But the Senator from 
Connecticut, and every other Senator, knows that there is some- 
thing besides legal rights in this world. There is a moral obliga- 
tion that rests upon every government to treat its subjects and 
the subjects of other governments in a moral and in an equitable 


way. 
Notwithstanding what has been said by the Senator from Con- 
necticut, at the time of her overthrow the Queen of those islands 
had $50,000 annual | gan gears pepe profit—from the Crown 
lands of those islands. The republic took them over, and, as has 
been said, it not only took the Crown lands over, but it made 
such a confiscation as has never been made by a revolution, not 
even the French Revolution. It took every article of personal ap- 
parel; it took every article in the kitchen; it took ofon article in 
the palace; it took every article everywhere; arrested the deposed 
monarch upon the streets and kept her in close confinement in a 
government building for months and months, without allowing 
her to visit her home. Iam not specially interested in the indi- 
vidual. Iam simply interested in seeing that this Government 
does justice. Iam simply interested that we do at least equity. 
Mr. KYLE. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 
Mr. KYLE. I ask the Senator if the Queen was the only one 
dis of rights at the time of the overthrow of the mon- 


archy? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. She was, so far as Iknow. I do not 
know of any others. 

Mr. KYLE. Were there not a great many others? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. There may have been. 
oe KYLE. Then it might be right to include them all in the 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I do not think there were any 
others—there were no others. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wyo- 
ming yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is it not the truth that all this 
property which is said to have been confiscated was afterwards 
turned over to the cess by the government of Hawaii? 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. No; that is not true. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Iso understood. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Part of it was, but the most of it 
was sold at auction or in some other way, and went. into the cof- 
fers of the government. 

So it seems, Mr. President, not only an act of justice—as the 
Senator from Connecticut very well says, legally there is no 
claim—but oralig ana equitably, and under all the laws that 
ought to govern a of this kind, something ought to be done 
to correct what was done, at least with our connivance, if not 
with our concurrence. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment as modified 
will be stated. i 
The SECRETARY. It is proposed to add to section 101 the follow- 
ing: 

And the sum of 000 is here * 

Treasury not 3 ap rer ated to U anid K. Gus fall — late Q uon of 
the Hawaiian Islands. in full settlement of any claim for any interest, J. 
or er ae gery she may now have or may have had in said Crown lands or 


the same, and in full settlement of any and every claim she may 
against tates 


now have or may have the United and Be grr the Ha- 
waiian government on any account whatsoever: And provided further, That 
said sum of $250,000 to that amount, be a charge upon the revenues of 
said lands. and shall be repaid to the United States from the revenues of said 
lands in five equal annual payments, 

Mr. MORGAN, That proviso ought not to be in there. 

Mr. CULLOM. No. 

Mr. MORGAN. When those lands were taken over by the re- 
mblic they were leased and they were converted into the public 
omain, and are now subject to homestead entry. Under the 

laws of Hawaii persons are. now proceeding to take them up. It 
will leave the lien of the government upon them; and, of course, 
the government of Hawaii, instead of letting those lands go into 
private ownership, must keep them and lease them for a long 
time, indefinitely, according to this bill. . 

We have got to keep them and hold them in trust, in order that 
this woman shall get the advantage of the income from them, if 
the Government of the United States is to be reimbursed for pay- 
ing this $250,000, If we do anything for her benefit at all, it ought 
to be à benevolence, and it ought to be an act of — that 
there is some duty or some privilege resting upon us to reinstate 
her, so far as her private fortunes are concerned, for anything she 
might have lost by virtue of the abdication of her crown; for the 
ner of the business is that she did abdicate her crown, Mr. Presi- 

ent. 

That proviso ought not to go into this bill; it ought to be 
stricken out. I hope it will be withdrawn. It is not necessary at 
all that the Government of the United States should be reim- 
bursed this sum of money. It only takes the amount out of the 


in the 
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control of the Hawaiian government, so as to compel the lands 


Manch 1, 


terday, the amendments and the bill are now to be voted upon 


to be leased from this time forward forever. The land can not be 
devoted to homestead settlement at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyne I do not suppose the Senator un- 
derstands that any of the land that is now under lease is subject 
to homestead entry. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ido. As fast as the leases expire the land is 
subject to homestead entry, 

r. CLARK of Wyoming. But not so long as the land is under 


lease. 

E MORGAN. But many of the leases have expired or are 
expiring. 

r. C K of Wyoming. If the Senator will remember and 
look at his data, he will find that very few leases will expire during 
the term of five years mentioned in the amendment. 

Mr. MORGAN. My impression is that quite a number of the 
leases have expired, or are about isd Hay What is the use of 
having the Government of the United States set apart those lands 
as a fund to reimburse this $250,000 and take them out of the 
land system in Hawaii, entirely out of the public domain? We 
have dedicated those lands by the act of annexation to the use 
of the people of Hawaii, not to the use of Liliuokalani, nor to the 
use of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me just a moment? 

Mr. MORGAN. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Theproviso expressly limits this to a charge upon 
the revenues from those lands especially, and those which have 
been disposed of by settlement or otherwise can not be affected. 
The proviso can not affect any lands except those which remain 
under lease and from which revenues are derived. 

Mr. MORGAN. There is no use for it and no need forit. It 
is a sort of Indian gift—give it and take it back. If we are going 
to do the decent thing about it, if Senators insist that it is a decent 
act to do, then let us do it without reservation and without em- 
barrassing the land system of Hawaii in order to get the measure 
through the Senate. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator, by his leave, a question? 

Mr. MORGAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULLOM. Lask whether the Senator does not think that 
this whole subject of what should be paid to the Queen, if any- 
thing, should be the result of a special investigation, and that we 
should then act with all the light possible before us? 

Mr. MORGAN, It ought to be the subject of a separate bill. 
The committee have not had any opportunity of considering this 

uestion at all as a claim against Hawaii or the Government of 
the United States. It has not been presented either to the com- 
mission or to the committee. 

—— a 75 3 ie D = pooper and reported 
absolu cuts off any possibility of action in that regard, 

Mr. MORGAN. No; it does not do that. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. If section 101 does not do that, I 
should like to have the Senator from Alabama interpret it. 

Mr. MORGAN. I will interpret it in a moment. The Govern- 
ment of the United States took over the title of those lands in 
Hawaii and devoted the proceeds of the lands entirely to the peo- 
ple of Hawaii, acting merely as a conduit or trustee for the pur- 
pose of holding title for the benefit of those people. In doing that, 
the commission and the committee were afraid that the Govern- 
ment of the United States might have thrust upon it a liability or 
incumbrance claimed by Liliuokalani, and therefore cut it off so 
far as this Government is concerned, without tones ne right, 
whatever that might be. The only provision of the bill on the 
subject is that this Government does not assume, and will not 
assume, any claim of trust or obligation resting upon that public 
domain that we got from the Hawaiians; which was a just, proper, 
and necessary provision, and did not affect her at all. 

I know what has been said about this thing very frequently. 
Men have been here for a year or two years; have been here almost 
all the time. They came here before annexation took place with 
powers of attorney, coupled with an interest, to have this claim 
vumped up and paid. Suits have been threatened, but lawyers 
have not yet been found who had the temerity to bring the suits 
against the republic of Hawaii. This claim ought at least to have 
gone before the Committee on Foreign Relations on the part of 
the Senator who now offers it, who is a member of that commit- 
tee. That committee has never had an opportanity of 3 
upon this question, and the amendment ought to go by the board. 
I would vote against it, or I would move to lay it on the table, but 
for one reason. Iam willing that the Government of the United 
States shall exercise whatever of generosity it chooses to do 
toward Liliuokalani for the purpose of healing up the scars and 
wounds which have been inflicted by the annexation of Hawaii 
upon Senators on this floor. That is the object. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 4 o’clock has ar- 
rived; and, under the unanimous-consent agreement made yes- 


without debate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Ih call for the yeas and na { 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the ake demand the 
yeas and nays on the proposed amendment? 

Mr. MORGAN, I move to strike out the last clause of the 
amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 
pe: Morgan] moves to strike out the proviso; and on that mo- 

ion he calls for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CULLOM. The proviso to what? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proviso to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from soning 1a CLARK], 

Mr. CLAY. Is it the proviso to the amendment offered by my 
colleague, the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the proviso which was 
ee by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK] to his amend- 
ment. 

Mr. CLAY. I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to lay the entire amendment on 
the table, Mr. President. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. The question is on the motion 
of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], to lay the 
amendment and the proposed amendment to it on the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Ioffer as anew section the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. It is proposed to insert as a new section, to 
precede the last section of the bill, the following: 

Nothing contained in this act shall be construed, taken, or held to imply a 
pone or promise that the Territory of Hawaii will at any future time be 
admitted as a State, or attached to any State. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment which has just been read. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CHILTON. Mr. President, it seems to me that the amend- 
ment ought not to be adopted. I am not in favor of admitting 
Hawaii as a State—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Debate is not in order. 


Mr. CHILTON. It is not in order? 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not, under the agreement 
made yesterda 


Mr. CHILTON. Excuse me; I was not aware of that. 

Mr. MORGAN. If the amendment is not debatable, I make the 
point of order that it was not pending at 4 o'clock, 

Mr. CULLOM. It was pen s 

Mr. MORGAN. No, sir; it was not then offered in the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the peculiar wordin 
of the unanimous-consent agreement the Chair would hardly fed 
authorized to rule that the amendment could not be offered now. 

Mr. MORGAN. If it is offered now, it ought to be debated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. As the agreement appears in 
the Recorp it does not say and amendments then pending;” 
but it says “to-morrow at 4 o'clock the Senate will proceed to 
vote upon the amendments and the bill.“ 

Mr. MORGAN, That, of course, means pending amendments, 

Mr. CULLOM. And without debate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It does not say ‘‘on amend- 
oe pending,” which is the usual way in arrangements of 
that kind. 

Mr. MORGAN. Well, Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment submitted by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT]. 


Mr. CHILTON, Mr. STEWART, and others called for the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. PETTUS. . President, I move to amend the amendment 


by inserting, after the word“ will,” the words or will not;“ so 
as to read: 

Nothing contained in this act shall be construed, taken, or held to imply a 
pledge or promise that the Territory of Hawaii will or will not at any future 
time be admitted as a State, or attached to any State. 

Mr. HOAR, That is not in order, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama ie PETTUS] to the amendment 
of the Senator from Connecticut 17. „ PLATT], 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. t the amendment be stated 
from the desk, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I came 
in when the Chair was announcing his ruling. Did the Chair 
announce that he should hold that no new amendment is in order? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not. 

Mr. HOAR. What was the Chair’s ruling? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The agreement is in peculiar 
wording. It is not as usual in unanimous-consent agreements, 
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that ‘‘the vote shall be taken on the amendments then pending 
and on the bill,” but it is “on the amendments and the bill.” 

Mr. HOAR, Ifa vote is to be taken at 4 o'clock on the amend- 
ments and the bill, how can any time after 4 o’clock be occupied 
by offering new amendments? I might offer an amendment that 
would take a half an hour to read. 1 submit respectfully to the 
Chair that ‘‘the vote shall then be taken on the amendments and 
the bill” implies that nothing can be done but voting after 4 
o'clock; that no new motions can be made. 

Mr. STEWART. I would suggest to the Chair that if the 
amendment of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. PLarr] is in 
cent every other amendment would still be in order without 

imit. 

Mr. FORAKER. It seems to me not exactly right that we 
should have new propositions advanced now that have had no 
time to consider and no time to discuss. I understood when I was 
giving consent yesterday that when the hour of 4 o'clock was 
reached to-day, we would have been advised of all the proposed 
amendments and would have been given an opportunity to dis- 
cuss them. 

Mr. CULLOM, It was certainly meant that no amendment 
should be offered after 4 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair has not ruled that 
amendments are in order, but the inference from his putting the 
question on the amendment offered by the Senator from Connecti- 
cut [Mr. ee was that that was his understanding. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr, President, of course debate is 
not in order. I wish simply to say, by unanimous consent, that 
I have had that amendment before me for the last two days, try- 
ing to get an opportunity to offer it. I supposed certainly that 
the privilege existed after 4 o'clock of offering amendments and 
having votes upon them. I knew that the amendment could not 
be debated. I want to debate it, but I know that I can not under 
the agreement. I thought, however, I could have the privilegé of 
offering the amendment and then of having a vote upon it. 

Mr. HOAR. I Tey much desire to debate that amendment, 
and to debate it at length. It attacks the doctrine upon which 
I myself took the very grave responsibility of voting for the 
Hawaiian treaty. I do not want to be led into what seems to be 
a repudiation of that principle by an amendment offered which 
can be dealt with by the Senate without debate, and after we had 
agreed that the vote should be taken at 4 o'clock, I must enter 


my protest 8 it. 
r. CULLOM. I hope the Chair will rule. 


The PRESIDENT 1 — tempore. No point of order has yet been 
made that the amendment is not in order. 

Mr. MORGAN. I made the point of order, Mr. President, dis- 
tinctly that that amendment was not in order because it had been 
offered after 4 o’clock, 

Mr. CULLOM. That is correct. The Senator did. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is inclined to think 
the Senator is correct. 

Mr. MORGAN. Of course I did. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Chair will read the statement made by 
the Presiding Officer yesterday, I think it will dispose of this ques- 
tion. That statement reads as follows: 

And that to-morrow at 4 o'clock the Senate will proceed to vote upon the 
amendments and the bill, and that all debate shall then cease. 

Of course we can not vote precisely at 4 o'clock upon all these 
amendments and the bill, but the general understanding of the 
Senate has been to commence voting at the time fixed, and that 
all debate should then cease. 

Mr. CULLOM. No new amendments to be offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The pan made here is that 

this amendment was offered after 4 o'clock. 
- Mr. ALDRICH. All amendments” must be in the nature of 
things—the plural being used—any amendment of which notice 
had been given by any Senator; and that, I think, has been the 
universal custom of the Senate; otherwise it would be technically 
confined to one single amendment, and no Senator could offer any 
other. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to call the attention of the Chair, if Imay 
have leave, to the fact that under the rules of the Senate—I am 
not now speaking of appropriation bills, but on all other bills— 
any other measure whatever can be offered as a substitute or an 
amendment to a pending bill. It is known very well that one of 
the most important pieces of legislation we ever passed was offered 
as an amendment to a pension bill in the last hours of the session. 
Suppose the bill which is now the subject of a conference report 
the currency bill—was offered at this moment as an amendment 
to this measure. It would be clearlyin orderunderourrule. At 
the same time the Senate would be compelled to vote on it with- 
out debate. F 

8 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, Then, if I may be permitted, be- 
cause I do not wish hereafter to be accused of anything that would 
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look like interfering with the business of the Senate, I do not pro- 
se to give any further assent to the taking of a vote upon any 
ill in which I am interested at any time. 
Mr. HOAR. Without reserving the right at the time. i 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill is in the Senate and 
still open to amendment. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have an amendment upon the 
desk to strike out section 101, which I offered. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Wyoming 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 50 it is proposed tostrike out section 
101, as follows—— S 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. How is that amendment in order? 

. pro tempore. It was sent to the table and 
printed. Pitts 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But that does not make the amend- 
ment in order. It is offered after 4 o’clock. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is an amendment which has been 

nding. It is an amendment of which I gave notice and which 

sent to the desk long before 4 o'clock, 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. If we are to be technical, let us 
be technical about everything. 

Mr. MORGAN. It never has been offered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It has not been offered, and if I — 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It surely was offered. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. It could not be offered; because an 

eement was pending. That was the reason why I could not 
offer my amendment. I tried to get the attention of the Chair to 
offer it. If we are going to be technical aguinst one amendment, 
let us be technical against all. 

Mr. STEWART. I do not think that rule applies, because it has 
been the universal custom to regard all amendments of which 
notice has been given as pending within the meaning of the under- 
standing, They are not pending technically, but I refer to amend- 
ments of which notice has been given and which are on the table, 
No amendment has ever before been offered after the time agreed 
upon, and there is no precedent for it. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I make the point of order that this 
amendment was not offered before 4 o'clock. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair overrules the point 
of order. The question is on agreeing to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out section 101, in the 
following words: 


Sxc.101. That the portion of the public domain heretofore known as crown 
land is hereby declared to have been on the 12th day of August, 1898, and 
prior thereto, the property of the Hawaiian government, and + be free and 
clear from any trust of or concerning the same, and from all claim of any 
nature whatsoever upon the rents, issues, and profits thereof, and shall be 
5 Por bee and other uses as may be provided by the laws of the 

n . ? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wyoming. 

The amendment was rejected. ; 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Inow call up the amendment which I of- 
fered yesterday, to strike out all of section 18 down to and includ- 
ing the words United States,” in line 16, and insert what I have 
sent to the desk. I call the attention of the Senator from Illinois 
to the amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to strike out all of section 18 
on page 11 of the last print, down to and including the words - 
‘* United States,” in line 16, aud insert the following: 

That no person shall be deprived of the right to vote because of his failure 
or refusal to qualify and take the oath required by the genera of Hawaii, 
but all such persons possessing the qualifications required by this act shall, 
upon taking an oath to support the Constitution of the United States, be en- 
titled to vote at all elections hereafter held in the Territory of Hawaii. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on n 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is too late. 

Mr. PETTIGREW, The amendment relates to the question of 


suffrage. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Senator from South Da- 
kota demands the yeas and nays on the amendment. Is there a 
second? 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide reve- 
nues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes, 
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Mr. PENROSE. I do not intend to oppose the motion of the 
Senator from Ohio, but I should like to have it distinctly under- 


stood on his part, as I believe it is, and on the part of the Senate 
that it shall not interfere with the question which the Senate has 
already voted to take up. I refer to the Pennsylvania Senatorial 


case. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that if this bill is taken up and 
we proceed to its consideration it will be under the same rule that 
has obtained in the consideration of the Hawaiian bill, and that 
at any time, if a Senator is ready to speak on that subject, he can 
do so, and if it reaches a place where the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania wants to take a vote, he can do so. 

Mr. PENROSE. I desire to state that under those circum- 
stances I shall not op the motion. I also desire to state that 
I expect at an early day to ask for a vote upon the Pennsylvania 


case, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question ison agreeing to 
the motion of the Senator from Ohio, to proceed to the considera- 
tion of the bill suggested by him, known as the revenue bill for 
the island of Puerto Rico. 

The motion was agreed to. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twenty minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, (at 4 o’clock and 
45 minutes p, m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, 
March 2, 1900, at 12 o’clock meridian, 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March I, 1900, 
APPOINTMENT BY TRANSFER IN THE ARMY, 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Whipple, jr., First 
artillery arm to the infantry arm, February 
from February 1, 1900. : 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. 

Maj. Robert M. O'Reilly, surgeon, to be deputy s -general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 21, 1900, vice Koer- 
per, retired from active service. 

Capt. William J. Wakeman, assistantsurgeo 
the rank of major, February 21, 1900, vice O’Reilly, promoted. 

SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Thomas W. Wheeler, of New York, to be surveyor of customs 
for the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York, to suc- 
ceed G. Frank Bayles, whose term of office has expired by limita- 


Artillery, from the 
26, 1900, with rank 


Homer A. Plimpton, a fin? vot nag iy at Perris, in the county 
of Riverside and State ornia, in the place of Dora Austin, 
whose commission expires March 27, 

F. A. Root, to be postmaster at Miami, in the county of Dade 
and State of Florida, in the place of J. S. Warner, 


resigned. 
Francis Marion McDowell, to be postmaster at Winamac, inthe 


POSTMASTERS. 
1900. 


‘county of Pulaski and State of Indigns, in the place of W. E. 


Jackson, whose commission expired March 6, 1898. 

J. H. Smith, to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of Os- 
borne and State of Kansas, in the place of S. W. Carney, whose 
commission 3 March 10, 1900. 

Edward A. Ellis, 


to De serene at Newton Center, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of 


Edward A. Ellis, whose commission expires March 13, 1 (Re- | in 


appointed, 
. Pekan to be postmaster at town, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the of A, B. Comins, 


whose commission expires March 25, 1900. 

William F. Wiley, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts, in the place of T. H. Jack- 
man, whose commission expires March 27, 1900 

Eugene T. Slayton, to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan, in the place of Irving McArthur, 
whose commission expired February 24, 1900. 3 

Frank L. Redfield, to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county of 
Carlton and State of Minnesota, in the place of G. D. Muggah, 
whose commission expires March 3, 1900 


Charles A. Sawyer, to be tmasterat Jackson, in the county of | the 
5 — Schmuke, 


Cape Girardeau and State of Mi in the place of J. E. 
whose commission expires March 25, 1900, 


n, tobe surgeon with 


William C. Collins, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county of 
Cortland and State of New York, in the place of C. E. Wills, de- 


Gilbert Francis, to be 8 at Ellenville, in the county of 
Ulster and Stateof New York, in the place of L. R. Benedict, whose 
commission expires March 25, 1900. 

Charles T. Jackson, to be postmaster at Goshen, in the county 
of Orange and State of New York, in the place of Theodore Smith, 
whose commission expires March 30, 1900. 

Frederick T. Miles, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio, in the place of F. P. Dunlap, whose 
commission expires March 13, 1900. 

Byron G. Hahn, to be ae at Wilkesbarre, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of E. F. Bogert, 
removed, 

James H. Morrison, to be at Marienville (late Marion- 
ville), in the county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania, in the 
Pae of H. H. McClellan, whose commission expired January 15, 

George B. Jacobus, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey, in the place of Stephen Van 
Order, whose commission expired ber 19, 1899. 


WITHDRAWALS. , 
Executive nominations withdrawn March 1, 1900, 
5 A. C. Cooke, to be postmaster at Truckee, in the State of Cali- 
ornia. 

Wiliam N. Conn, to be postmaster at Winamac, in the State 
of Indiana. 

Henry C. Mead, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the State of 
New J ET 

James Nash, to be postmaster at Rankin Station, in the State 
of Pennsylvania. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate, March 1, 1900. 
CONSULS. 


George B. Anderson, of the District of Columbia, now consul 
8 France, to be consul of the United States at Prescott, 


ada. 
Grenville James, of New Vork, now consul at Prescott, Canada, 
to be consul of the United States at Grenoble, France. 


POSTMASTER. 


William M. McKim, to be postmaster at Oil City, in the coun’ 
of Venango and State of Pennsylvania. = y 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
THURSDAY, March 1, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to orđer by 
the Speaker, 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRY N. Covunen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS, 

By unanimous consent, on motion of Mr. SULLOWAx, leave was 
granted to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving 
copies, the papers in the case of John N. Bruce, Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress, no adverse report having been made thereon. 


C. E. MARR AND E. H. PIERCE, 


Mr. LANDIS. I ask unanimous consent for the t consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 1740) to authorize C. E. and E. H. 
Pierce to accept silver watches awarded to them by the govern- 
ment of the Dominion of Canada in recognition of their services 
rescuing British sailors. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That O. 1 and E. H. Pierce, pescano tho Cuck- 


0 Maine, fog-signal s and are hereby, au 
a ver welche awarded -t0 em, x 


thorized to accept each 

tively, by the government of the 

Dominion of Canada in recognition of ir services in the captain 
Fag! ete the schooner Aurora, of Harboursville, Nova Scotia, on January 


pee oe Is there objection to the present consideration 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to have the gentleman from 
Indiana make some explanation of this matter and state whether 
the bill has been reported by any committee, and if so, what com- 


mi 
Mr. LANDIS. The bill explains itself. It simply authorizes 
whose names are mentioned to mea 
the government of the Do on of Canada in 


voted to them 
recognition of displayed in rescuing certain people 
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who were wrecked on a stranded schooner. The bill is unani- 
gg tepane by the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Mr. BERT. I could not hear the reading of the bill. I 
should like to ask the gentleman if it is a bill that carries any ap- 
propriation from the ry of the United States? 

r. LANDIS. None whatever. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
facts in reference to the loss of the schooner. 

Mr. LANDIS. The schooner was wrecked. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. When and where? 

Mr. LANDIS. Off the coast of Nova Scotia. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Recently? 

Mr. GAINES. Were the contents of the schooner saved? 
[Langhter. 

Mr. LANDIS. I think that the gentlemen whose names are 
mentioned in the bill were relieved from all responsibility of as- 
sisting to unload the schooner. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understand that the watches which are 
to be presented to them are silver watches. 

Mr. LANDIS. Silver watches. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Not gold watches? 

Mr. LANDIS. Not gold watches. 

Mr. PAYNE. Unfortunately, the bill can not be amended in 


that ars aughter.] 

The 8 ak Eff. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Indiana that the engrossed copy of the bill is not here, and the 
Chair dislikes to have a bill passed which is not properly before 
the House. _The matter may be held in suspension until the en- 
grossed copy is received. 8 I 

Mr. RI DSON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman if he 
will not at that time give the House the benefit of a statement as 
to who these two persons are, so that we may know more about 
the matter. Are they citizens of the United States? 

Mr. LANDIS. They are citizens of the United States. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The bill does not say so, and we do not 
know where they reside or anything about it. I presume it is all 
right, but we ought to know something about who the parties are. 

. LANDIS. I will see that the engrossed copy is brought 
before the House, and shall then give an explanation which I am 
certain will be satisfactory to the distinguished gentleman from 
Tennessee. 

JACOB s. ENGLEMAN. 


Mr. QUARLES. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8188) to amend the act ap- 
proved March 3, 1899, for the allowance of certain claims for stores 
and supplies reported by the Court of Claims under the provisions 
of the act approved March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the 
Bowman Act, and for other purposes. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Virginia asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill which the Clerk 
will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Claims under the = 
Act, and fi t ed March 5 and 

man Act, and for other purposes, approv „ as au 
directs the Secretary of The Tr oe to pay to the legal representatives of 
Jacob S. Engleman, deceased, late of Augusta County, Va., $510 be re k 
In lieu thereof there shall be appropriated to Jacob S. Engleman, 
trator of John Engleman, dece: late of Augusta County, Va., $510. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear a statement. 
‘It was impossible to get an idea of what the bill was by the 


reading. ; 
fee OUARLES. I wish to offer an amendment which makes 
it plainer, 

PieSPEAKER, Before proceeding further, the gentleman from 
New Yorkasks the gentleman from Virginia to make a short state- 
ment. Unanimous consent has not yet been given. 

Mr. PAYNE. We could not hear the bill read. 

Mr. QUARLES. This is simply to correct an error in a law 
that was last session, which directed $510 to be paid to the 
e representatives of Jacob S. Engleman, when it should 

ve been $510 to Jacob S. Engleman, administrator of the estate 
of John S. Engleman, d It simply makes that correction. 

Mr. MCRAE, It does not change the amount? 

Mr. e It does not change the amount. 

Mr. PAYNE. Has the bill been reported from a committee? 

Mr. QUARLES, The bill has been reported favorably. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
Mr. QU. ES. I offer an amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “re in line 1, 
n —— tod 


2, and insert: 
And in lieu thereof there is approp: aco 


S. Engleman. adminis- 


We should like to be informed as to the 


trator of John Engleman, deceased, late of A: 
$510, and the peas directed to be paid him 
ury.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. 


County, Va., the sum of 
the Secretary of the Treas- 


ARID LANDS. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Mr. S „ask unanimous consent that 
there be read at the Clerk’s desk a memorial of governors of States 
which include arid lands, relative to certain legislation now pend- 
ing in this body. . 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unanimous 
consent to have read at the Clerk’s desk a memorial of certain 
governors. 

= PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think this should take the usual 
order. j 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. X 
ADDITIONAL EMPLOYEES IN HEATING AND VENTILATING DEPART- ` 

MENT. 

Mr. BULL. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following privileged 

report from the Committee on Accounts., 
e Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That the § er of the House is hereby authorized to appoint 

the following additional employees in the Heating gud ventilating department 

of the House wing ot Sado who shall be paid out of the contingent fund 

of the House d Poa A mae th Congress, until otherwise provided for, 
0 


as follows: One neer, at the rate of per annum; | fireman, 


SN RNS OF Soe pee KOTAS a 2 laborers, at the rate of $720 per annum 
each, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from 
Rhode Island if the present law does not require these firemen to 
eer ote by the Architect of the Capitol, with the approval of 

peaker 

Mr. BULL. No, sir; I think not. 

The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. BULL, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH AGAINST ROBBINS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call upas a matter of pri the 
contested-election case of Aldrich — Robbins, Wich i House 
resolution 145, and ask for the ri ng of the resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent, and 
I know the gentleman from Illinois will not object, before the 
motion is submitted that I may be permitted to make a statement 
of a minute or two. 


Mr, M . Certainly. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. . geome the views of the minority, 
which were prepared and filed along with the report of the major- 
ity of the committee, at the time that the case was argued . at 
the time it was decided, and during the time it was being consid- 


ered by the minority who prepared the report, my colleague u 
the committee, the gentleman from . Fox aed 
a member of the committee and has been so during the fifth 


Congress and now, was present. He was called home. Heisnow 
at home on account of the very serious and most likely fatal ill- 
ness of his wife. 

I received some days ago a letter from him stating the condition 
of his wife—that was after the case had been reported— 
he said. I hope the Robbins case can be postpo: 
turn.” I will not read the balance of the letter because it has 
reference solely to the condition of his wife. On yesterday after- 
noon, returning to my hotel, I found this telegram: ‘‘ Wife very 
low. Please have Robbins case postponed. A. F. Fox.” 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Georgia if the gentleman to whom he alludes wrote the 
minority repo 

Mr. BARTLETT. He did not; but answering the question of 
my friend from Massachusetts, who is a fair man and who desires 
to be courteous and extend all courtesy to others no matter where 
they come from, that Mr. Fox is an able lawyer, is a member of 
this committee, and it is the only committee in the House of which 
he is a member, and if the case is to be argued thoroughly, and if 
the House desires information as to the facts and the law of the 
case, I suggest to the gentleman from Massachusetts and to gen- 
tlemen on that side that, Mr. Fox being an able lawyer and being 
an old member of this House, he ought to be present and be per- 
mitted to argue the case if he wishes to. It is a privilege and a 
courtesy that ought to be extended te him asa minority member 
of the committee by the other members of the committee and the 
House. He not only concurred in the minority report, but he has 
taken the evidence, and has with him an abstract of it anda brief 
and everything of that kind, expecting to return, if he could, and 
argue the case; and it is only by the interposition of Divine Provi- 
dence in its affliction upon him and his family, the sickness of his 
wife, who is now hovering between life and death, and perhaps 


Sissippi. Notice has been given in the 
minority not on the committee have already prepared 


2452 CONGRESSIONAL 


whose life has now already departed, that his presence in the 
House is made im ble. 

Mr. MANN. Speaker, it would be very far from me to re- 
fuse to extend any courtesy to the gentleman from Georgia or the 
gentleman from Mississippi. The gentleman from Mississippi is 
a member of the minority committee and is detained at home by 
we eens seg 8 mito, and 155 ordinary Sore ane 
a decen zapos or eelings mi require us to postpone this 
case. Itis, however, true, Mr. S er, that he took but little or 
no part in the consideration of this case in committee, and after 
the case had been considered by the committee, at the request of 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Fox], the majority of the 


committee gave to the minority two or three weeks’ extra time in 


which to prepare the report, with the express understanding that 
no further postponement in this case should be granted on account 
of the absence of the gentleman from Mississippi, an understanding 
which was acquiesced in at the time oe gentleman from Mis- 

ouse that this case would 
be called up, and it is well known that certain gentlemen of the 
to argue 
this case on account of the absence of the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi, and therefore I can see no reason for the further postpone- 
ment of the resolution. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. Speaker, if my friend will t me to 
call his attention tothe agreement not to postpone, I will suggest 
to him that he ought in all fairness tostate that that agreement was 
made when it was thought that the case would be gotten up two 
days after the report was filed. That not having done, it 
gives tlie matter a new 3 and the gentleman knows that 
every time he has mentioned the matter to me I have distinctly 
stated to him that I would make no agreement about it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I do not pompam in any way of the 
attitude of the gentleman from ia. He has been very cour- 
teous and is a courteous gentleman at all times, but it is still true 
that the understanding on our pa was that this case should be 

roceeded with in the absence of the gentleman from Mississippi. 
call up the resolution, 

The SPEAKER. Let the resolution be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
th from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and 
not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is entitled 
to a seat therein. r 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia wish to 
have the minority resolution reported at the same time? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, Mr. Speaker; but I want to raise the 
question of consideration at the proper time. I do not desire to 
waive the question of consideration by having the minority reso- 
lution read. I desire to ask if reading the minority resolution 
will waive the question of consideration? 

The SPEAKER. It will not. Does the gentleman wish to 
have the minority resolution pending? 

Mr. BARTLETT, Ido. 

The SPEAKER. Let the minority resolution be read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was not elected a member of the House 
of Representatives from the Fourth Con, onal district of Alabama to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was duly elected a member of the House 


of resentatives for the Fifty-sixth Congress from the Fourth Congres- 
Aon deri of Alabama, and — entitled to the seat therein. 


The SPEAKER. The question is raised by the gentleman from 

Spee — Will the House consider the case of Aldrich against 
bins 

Mr. MANN. Has the Chair already ruled on the question of 
the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] as to whether he 
has the right to raise the a on of consideration? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has already ruled upon that ques- 
tion. All debate before that was purely preliminary, 

The question was taken; and the S. er announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN and several others. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, A division is demanded. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 137, nays 144, 
answered present“ 1, not voting 70; as follows: 


YEAS—137. 

Acheson, Bromwell, Clarke, N. H. Davidson, 
A Brosius, hrane, N. Y. Pere, 
Alexander, Brown, , Wis. Dick, 

Me. Burke, S. Dak. Cor: Dolliver, 
Baker, Burkett, Cousins, Dovener, 
Barham, Burleigh, Cromer, dy. 

t a, Crump, erson. 
Butle: Crumpacker, 

Boutell, Tl. Calderhead, Curtis, Fletcher, 
Bowersock, Cannon, Cushman, ordne * 
Brick, Capron, Davenport, S. A. Foss, * 
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Fowler. Howell, Minor. Spalding, 

A X Moody, Mass. Sprague, 

ble, Moody, Oreg. teele, 
Gardner, Mich. Jones, Wash. Hora, Stevens, Minn. 
Gardner, N.J. oy, Needham, Stewart, N. J. 
Gil n, O'Grady, Stewart, Wis. 
Gillet. N. Y. Kerr Olmst Sulloway, 

, Gillett, Mass. Ketcham, Otjen, Tawney. 
Graff, Knox, Overstreet, Tayler, Ohio 
Graham, ney, Parker, N. J, Thomas, Iowa. 
Greene, Mass. Landis, Payne, Thropp, 
Grosvenor, Linney, Pearre, Tongue, 
Grout, Littlefield, Phillips, Van Voorhis, 
Grow, Long, Pugh, Vreoland, 
Hamilton, Lovering, Ray. Wanger, 
Haugen, oF bac * er, Waters, 
Hedge, cCleary, Roberts, Watson, 
Hemenway, McPherson, Russell, Weaver, 
Henry, Conn. on, Shattuc, Weeks, 
Hepburn, Marsh, Showalter, White, 

ill, Mercer, Smith, III. Young, Pa. 
Hitt, Mesick. Smith. Samuel W. 
Hoffecker, Me Smith, Wm. Alden 
Hopkins, Miller, Southard, 
NAYS—14. 
Adamson, Davey, Little, Ruppert. 
sien Br Davis, Livingston, Ryan, N. Y. 
Allen, 5 De Armond, Llo; Ryan, Pa. 
Atwater, De Graffenreid, McAleer, Scudder, 
Bailey, Tex. De Vries, McClellan, Shackleford, 
Bankhead, Doaghert} Mebowely  Bheppard 
ougherty, Dow. 
Barber, ott, 7 McLain, Sibley, 
Bartlett, Finley, M. 8: 
Bell, Fitzgerald, Maddox, Slayden, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N.Y. Mann, Smi d 
Benton, Foster, May, n 
perty, Gaines, Meekison, Spight, 
ley, Gaston, Meyer, La. 
Brantley, Gilbert, Miers, Ind. Stephens, Tex. 
wince D Glynn, ondell, 
Brenner, Gordon Moo P, 
Brewer, Green, Pa. Muller, Sutherland, 
Brundidge, Griffith, Naphen, Talbert, 
Burke, Tex. riggs, eville, Taylor, Ala. 
Burleson, Henry, Miss. T 2 
Burnet Henry, Tex. Norton, S. C. Thayer. 
Caldwell, o Y, Thomas, N.C. 
A Jett, Pierce, Tenn. rner, 
Catchings, Johnston, nar Underwood, 
Jones, Va. el Vandiver, 
Clark, Mo. Kitchin, Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, Ky. 
yton, Kleberg, Va. iams, J. 
Cla; „N. V. Kluttz, Ri Williams, W. E. 
ran, Mo. mb, Ridgely, W. M 
r, Tex. Riordan, Wilson, Idaho 
Cowherd, Latimer, Rixey, ilson, 
Crawford, Lentz, Robb, Wilson, S. C. 
ngs, Lester, Robinson, Ind. Young, Va. 
C Levy, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor, 
Daly, N.J. A Rucker, Ziegler. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—1L 
Hull. 
NOT VOTING—70. 
A Driggs, Loud, 
Bailey, Kans. Driscoll, eee — 5 
ey, Epes, J 
ha Faris, aoe i Sparkman, 
re itzpatrick, udd, Try, 
Boutelle Me. Fleming, Newlan Stallings, 
Bro a Fox, Norton, on 0 N. T. 
vnlow, ayle, - er, wanson, 
66 
Cam all, Q pin, 
— . Harmer, Powers, Underhill, 
Cooney, Hawley, ce, achter, M 
X, y, ves, Wadsworth, 
Crowle Heatwole, Robbins, Warner, 
N e. Robertson, La. Weymouth, 
bort, 8. W. Litter” Sale 
Daven „S. W. uer, on, 
hnt er, Shelden, 


So the House refused to consider the election case. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will announce the pairs. 

Mr. HULL, I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from 
Virginia, Mr. Hay, voted on this question? 

The SPEAKER. He is not recorded. 

Mr. HULL. Then I desire to withdraw my vote, as I have a 
general pair with him and was not at liberty to vote in his absence. 

The SPEAKER, Without objection, the vote will he with- 


awn. 

Mr. MANN. Iask to change my vote from axe to “no.” 

The SPEAKER. The change can be made, e Clerk will 
again call the gentleman’s name. 

Mr. Maxx's name was again called; and he voted ‘‘no,” 

The following pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK, 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. HuLL with Mr. Hay, 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. Dnidds. 

Mr. DALzELL with Mr. Swanson, 

Mr. BAILEY of Kansas with Mr. SMITH of Kentucky. 
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Mr. Lase with Mr. SALMON. 

Mr. MoCaLL with Mr. EPES. 

Mr. BoREINxd with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

Mr. Greson with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

For one week: 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr. CROWLEY, 

After Friday next: € 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Miers of Indiana. 

Until Monday next: 

Mr. TOMPKINS with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

Until Wednesday next: 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. 

For this day: 

Mr. BrowNLow with Mr. NEWLANDs. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. Fox, 

Mr. RODENBERG with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Cox. 

Mr, LoUDENSLAGER with Mr. STALLINGS, 

Mr. HAwWIEX with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

On this vote: 

Mr. BinGHAM with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. BULL with Mr. COONEY. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. WACHTER with Mr. DENNY. 

Mr. MUDD with Mr. CAMPBELL., 

Mr. DoLLIVER with Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 

Mr. MANN. I move to reconsider the vote by which consider- 
ation of the election case was refused. 2 

Mr. BARTLETT. I raise the point of order that this vote can 
not be reconsidered. 

The SPEAKER. The point is well taken. The Chair directs 
the Clerk to call the committees for the business of the morning 
hour. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of com- 
mittees. 
The Committee on Elections No. 1 was called. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, if it be in order, I call up for present 
consideration the contested-election case of Aldrich vs, Robbins, 
rted from the Committee on Elections No. 1. 
. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order 
that that matter has just been settled by a direct vote of the House 
and that it 4s not in order again to be called up under the rule 


to-day. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would ask the gentleman from Illi- 
nois if this is by direction of his committee? 

Mr. MANN. It is not, Mr. Speaker. Ihave not been instructed 
to call it up under the call of committees. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order raised by the gentleman 
from Tennessee, the Chair thinks, is not well taken; but the gen- 
tleman in charge of the report of the Committee on Elections must 
be authorized by the committee to call it up under the call of com- 
mittees, otherwise it would not be in order. 

Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, | ask that the committee be 
passed over on this call without prejudice. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To that we object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made; and the Clerk will proceed 
with the call of the committees. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


The Committee on Elections No. 3 was called. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to give notice that the case 
of Wise vs. Young, from the Second district of Virginia, will be 
called Ee for a hearing on to’ next. 

The SPEAKER, TheChair will direct the attention of the gen- 
tleman from Michigan to the fact that-by unanimous consent 
Monday next has been set apart for business from the Committee 
of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PAYNE. He can call it up immediately after the District 
business is disposed of. 

Mr. WEEKS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will say on Tuesday. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the 
1 from Michigan not to make that motion at this time. 

feel now—I would state as one of the minority of the committee 
who prepared the report I feel now, and state to my friend from 
Michigan and the House, that I shall be physically unable to pre- 
sent the case to the House on next Tuesday. If my friend will 

15 880 it until I get better, I shall be perfectly willing to have 
t taken up at any time. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I feel constrained to press the case 
for a hearing at the time mentioned. I would like to accommo- 
date the gentleman from Texas by a further delay if I felt that I 
could do so properly; but I can not yield to his request consist- 
ently with the situation in which I find myself, and shall insist 


upon the notice that on Tuesday next the case will be called up 
fora oe d 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I will state to the gentleman that I ex- 
pected to make an address to the House in connection with the 
case, but fear I shall not be able to do so at the time he mentions. 
If I am able, I will be perfectly willing to make it as cheerfully on 
Tuesday week as on Tuesday two weeks. 

Mr. WEEKS. I must insist upon the notice, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will proceed with the call of the 
committees. . 

NAVIGATION LAWS, HAWAIIAN ISLANDS. 

Mr. JONES of Washington (when the Committee on Morchant 
Marine and Fisheries was called). Mr. Speaker, I am directed by 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries to report the 
bill (H. R. 5085) to extend the laws relating to commerce, naviga- 
tion, etc., over the Hawaiian Islands ceded to the United States, 
I call up that bill for immediate consideration. 

The bill was read at length. 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I would: ask if this bill is on tlie 
House Calendar? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to reserve the point of order, Mr. 
Speaker, thatitis not properly on the House Calendar, if it is there. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that the bill called up 
by the gentleman is on the Union Calendar. That can not be 
taken up in the morning hour. 

The Clerk will proceed with the call. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


The Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads was called. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I desire at this time to make an ar- 
rangement, if such an arrangement can be made, to set apart time 
for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 6071) to amend the postal 
laws 5 to second-class mail matter. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman state the nature of the bill? 

Mr. LOUD. It is stated in the title; to amend the postal laws 
relating to second-class mail matter. 

The House probably understands that under this call we have a 
right to take up this bill now, and the committee, I believe unani- 
mously, taking both sides politically, desired that a day might be 
set apart, some few days hence, in order that every member 
might have notice when it was coming up for consideration. 

would ask unanimous consent, therefore, that this bill be taken 
up immediately after the reading of the Journal on one week from 
next Tuesday. The day, I believe, is the 13th. 

Mr. MCRAE. It is a bill relating to second-class mail matter. 

Mr. LOUD. Les. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Is it not true that the Nicaraguan Canal 
bill was set for consideration on the 13th? 

. LOUD. No; objection was made. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the request of the gen- 
tleman that the bill, the title ak which he has stated, House bill 
6071, may be set for consideration and called up immediately after 
the reading of the Journal on Tuesday, the 13th instant. Is there 
objection? 

5 ni Mr. Speaker, I want to make a statement about 

Mr. MAHON. Iwill reserve my right to object. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman object? 

Mr. MAHON. I object, ess I can make a statement, 

The SPEAKER, That is not an objection. 

Mr. MAHON. Well, I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado 

Mr. BELL. I want to make a statement. 

Mr. LOUD. I hope there may be an opportunity to discuss 
this matter for a few minutes. 

Mr. MAHON. I object, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will not be denied his oppor- 
tunity to be heard. 

Mr. MAHON. I want to be heard or object, one or the other. 

Mr. BELL. I want to make a short statement; that is all. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado. This is all 
by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BELL. As I understand, growing out of the argument 
relative to this bill before, a commission was appointed to investi- 
gate certain things involved in the hearings. t commission, 
as I understand, has taken much evidence, and unquestionably the 
report of the 3 the evidence would be beneficial on the 
final disposition of this bill. Now, it seems to me that as we have 
appointed a commission, growing out of the discussion on this 
identical bill, and inasmuch as that commission has had hearings 
for almost a year, having been in session off and on since the last 


session, this bill should not be brought up until that commission 
Pe and we have an opportunity to see what they have found 
relative to this second-class mail maiter, 

Now, in the hearings before, the great point made by the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads was the cost of transporting 
the second-class mail matter. Some of us took the position, in 
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which we were borne out by three different Postmasters-General, 

that some ten or twelve million dollars a year could be saved by 

the Government owning its own mail carsand 8 the trans- 
other 


portation of its mails at the same price as goods or the 
goods of private individuals are carried. This bill drifted off on 

at at two different hearings before the House. The gentleman 
from Michigan part SAMUEL W. SMITH] introduced a resolution 
which brought forth a commission to inyestigate the questions 
raised and ussed in this bill. 

Now, I notice that the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Moopy], who took an active part in this controversy, is present, 
and I have learned from him that valuable evidence is being taken, 
expert statements are being taken, and, as I understand from him, 
they expect to report before long. It seems to me that if we are 
going to try to pass this bill before the report of that commission, 
then we have had the commission to no purpose and the evidence 
becomes merely a matter of history, and does not in any way give 
us the light which it was intended to give. I hope this bill will 
can 1 until that commission reports and its evidence is 

x A 
» The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. MAHON. I object. . 

The SPEAKER. Is there 8 further from the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads? 

Mr. LOUD. I still have the right, Mr. Speaker, to call up this 
bill; but I hoped that the House would patiently listen for a few 
moments. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has the right. 

Mr. LOUD, I want the House to understand that it is in def- 
erence to those who may have objections to this bill, in order that 
they may be given an ne to prepare themselves for an 
argument against it, that the committee have asked that the bill 
be set down for consideration on a future day. The committee 
are asking no favor. It is not a questionof someone gettingeven 
with the individual who makes this request, because the commit- 
tee have the right to call up this bill, and, until it is disposed of, 
to block all other legislation under this call. Now, the 8 
of the committee were unanimous in favor of the mode of proced- 
ure that I have here advocated, andI can not understand why any 

n on the floor of the House can object to setting a day in the 
tars for the consideration of this bill, when we have a right to 
consider it now, and I hope the gentleman from Pennsylvania 

r. MaHon]—although he has not been listening to what I have 
n stating—will consider the situation that confronts the House, 
and let us get at this matter by unanimous consent and set some 
day in the future. I 8 the day which I did suggest be- 
cause I thought it was far enough in advance to satisfy every- 


body. 
Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 


inquiry. 

the SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. If the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia should call up the bill now under this rule would it then 
be in order for the House on motion to postpone its further con- 
sideration until a day certain? a 

The SPEAKER. e Chair is of the opinion that can not be 
done. The way to get back to the consideration of this bill is 
when the committees are again called, and this bill, if it is in com- 
mittee, will be the continuing business in the Committee of the 
Whole under the morning hour call, just as the civil-service bill 
is now in Committee of the Whole for that purpose. 

Mr. DALZELL, If the gentleman from Pennsylvania can make 
his statement, I have no doubt an arrangement can be made that 
ma be et e a 2 

r. MAHON. I have no objection to that bill being considered 
next week, if the gentleman will except POAT, private claim day, 
from the days on which it shall be consid à 

Mr. LOUD, Iwill say, Mr. ker, that I introduced a rule 
from the committee setting aside three days. That will be the 
extreme limit of time, I understand, the minority will ask, and I 
set it at Tuesday, so that it would conclude on Thursday, I re- 
ferred the matter to my colleague [Mr. GRidds! to ascertain if 
that will not cover the time they would ask; and we will proba- 
bly not use all of the two days, 5 

r. HEPBURN. I hope the gentleman will consent to post- 
pone this matter to a week later. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts, Will the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia allow me to make a suggestion in the line of, that of the 
gentleman from Iowa? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from California yield; 
and if so, to whom? 

Mr. LOUD. I will yield to almost anybody. 

„ of Massachusetts. 1 beg 8 of the gentleman 
owa. 

Mr. LOUD. I could not hear what either gentleman said. 

Mr. K of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask a 
question for information, 


Mr. LOUD. I yield to the gentleman from Iowa, if he asked a 
question, as I presume he did. 

a CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask a question for infor- 
mation. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. LOUD. I stated that 1 would yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa, if he asked a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I simply want to ask the gentleman from 
California if he will not consent to postpone the time for the con- 
sideration of this bill one week later. have introduced a reso- 
lution authorizing the adoption of a rule by the Committee on 
Rules, and hope it will be reported, looking to the appropriation 
of that day for another matter. 
aoe BAILEY of Texas. May I ask the gentleman to state what 

at is? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I asked for a day to consider the Nicaragua 
Canal bill. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The gentleman has introduced a rule, 
and that has been referred to the Committee on Rules? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Ves, sir. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I hope it will be reported. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is recognized by 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr, LOUD. I would like to ask the gentleman from Iowa what 
he thinks his 888 are to get a rule from that committee? 

Mr. HEPBURN, I think from conversations I have had with 
gentlemen who have influence in that matter that a rule will be 
eee Egi parok. i 

r. LOUD. I would have no objection, Mr. Speaker, to mak- 
ing this a week later than that. That would be the 20th. 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from California now asks 
unanimous consent that House bill 6071 be set down for considera- 
tion a the approval of the Journal on March 20, Is there ob- 
jection 
£ Mr. MAHON. I object. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 6071, 
unprepared as we are to discuss this question. 

he SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
Tho Clerk read as follows: 


A, bith (H. R. 6071) to amend the postal laws relating to second-class mail 
matter. 


The Clerk proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I want to see if 
we can not clear up the misunderstanding which evidentty exists. 

The SPEAKER. Asa preliminary step the House again is re- 
quested to come to order. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. S er, my interest in 
this matter simply comes from the fact that I have done a good 
deal of work upon this and other questions upon post-office mat- 
ters. I understand the tleman from Pennsylvania objected, 
and properly and na y enough, because he believed the pro 
sition submitted by the gentleman from California might involve 
the loss of Friday for the consideration of claims that have been 
reported to the House. Now, I would ask the gentleman from 
California if he would not make his request in a form to begin on 
Tuesday. the 20th of March, the consideration of this bill, and that 
it should be so held that it should be finally soa ra of on the 
following Thursday afternoon, so that Friday be at the dis- 

of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I will state again 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. So that it will not include any 
part of Friday. 

Mr. LOUD. I thought I made the statement as clear and as 
distinct as it can be made; and that was that unanimous consent 
should be given that this measure come up on Tuesday and that 
no one would ask for its consideration extending beyond Thurs- 


day. 

Nr. MAHON, Fix the time, and I am satisfied. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam perfectly willing, Mr. Speaker, to ask that a 
vote shall be taken not later than Thursday. 

Mr. MAHON. That is all right. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent that the bill H. R. 6071 be set down for considera- 
tion on March 20, after the approval of the Journal, and to be dis- 
pone E not later than the Thursday following the taking up of 

0 


b 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr, Speaker, I want to ask a ques- 
tion, and I do not know whether to ask it of the Chair or the gen- 
tleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 
Mr. LOUD. The gentleman had better ask it through the 


85 T. 
Mir. CLARK of Missouri. Who is going to control the time 
paran bill if all the members of the committee aro in favor 
of the 
Mr. LOUD. Oh, I think we can arrange that, 


1900. 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. When it was up before I helped to 
kill it. Iam not sure now whether I am in favor of it or against 
it as it has been modified, but I think the fighting that is going to 
be done against it ought to be put into the hands of a man who 
wants it beaten. 

Mr. LOUD. I think that can be arranged. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri thatif there is no one on the committee to resist the bill, 
the first member claiming recognition to oppose the bill will be 
recognized for that purpose. It does not necessarily follow that 
he will control the time, because after he has had his hour and 
the other side an hour, some other gentlemen in opposition would 
be recognized. Is there objection to the request of the gentleman 
from California? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
isso ordered. The Chair will ask the gentleman from California 
Ra Loup] if there is anything further from the Committee on 

ost-Office and Post-Roads? 

Mr. LOUD. Nothing further. 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY. 


The Clerk proceeded with the call of committees, when the 
Committee on Pacific Railroads was called: 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask leave to call up House bill 
2864, to create a commission to make settlement and adjustment 
with the Sioux City and Pacific’ Railroad Company of its indebt- 
edness to the Government of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that this bill is on the 
Union Calendar. 

Mr. POWERS. The bill is on the Union Calendar, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of the opinion that it is errone- 
ously referred to that Calendar. Does it impose a burden of any 
character, directly or indirectly? It seems to be simply a bill to 
appoint a commission. 

Mr. POWERS. That is all. But to obviate an y kronoa; Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to take it up at this time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I should like to have the bill reported, 
Mr. Speaker. 

The Clerk read the bill as follows: 

Be it enact, et x 
the Interior, — th Soo eee 
thorized and empowered to make settlement and mt with the Sioux 
City and Pacific road Company of its indebtedness to the Government of 
the United States, and when such settlement is approved by the President it 
shall become operative, and the Attorney-General shall make the necessary 
acquittances to said railroad company. 

With the following amendment recommended by the committee: 

In the eighth line, after the word “States,” insert the words: Provided, 
That they deem the same for the best interests of the Government.” 

Mr. McRAE. Mr. Speaker, I want to ask what prevents the 
railroad company from paying the Government what it owes? 

Mr. POWERS, The railroad company is in the condition of a 

eat many people in this world—it is insolvent, or practically so. 
ft has been operated for some years by the Northwestern Railroad 
under a contract with that road, and which road owns a consid- 
erable majority of the common stock of the Sioux City and Pacific 
Railroad. The committee, in view of the fact that the Sioux City 
and Pacific Railroad on its own account had not the means to 
make payment of this indebtedness, at present at least, thought it 
the better course to submit the matter to the Secretary of the 
Treasury, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of. the Interior 
to make a settlement with the company upon such terms as this 
commission might deem fair to the Government; and they are 
actuated to present the matter in this form by reason of the fact 
that a similar commission made a very favorable settlement for 
the Government with the Union Pacific road, 

Mr. MCRAE. Has this road a land grant? 

Mr. POWERS. It has; but with the land grant the House is 
not at present concerned. The grant of land was a gift to the 
ae company, and therefore it has gone beyond the reach of 

ongress. 

Mr. MCRAE. The company does not own the land now? 

Mr. POWERS. The company owns some portion of it, and 
some portions of it have been sold. I am unable to state what 
proportion has been sold, but a large amount. I am informed by 

the gentleman from Iowa on my left that they own but little now. 

Mr. MCRAE. Have any legal proceedings been commenced 
against the company? 

Mr. POWERS. I can not advise the gentleman, for on that 

int I am not informed. I will yield. however, to the gentleman 

om Iowa [Mr. THomas] who introduced the bill. 

Mr. THOMAS of Iowa. At one time, Mr. Speaker, there was a 
= orn the company for the p of recovering the inter- 


hat suit was brought and taken, I believe, to the Supreme 
Court of the United States on appeal, and it was held that the 
suit was prematurely brought by reason of the fact that there was 
no provision in the mortgage under which action could be main- 
tained to recover the interest until the maturity of the principal 


of the mortgage. I will say further, adding to the remarks of the 


gentleman from Vermont ps Powers], that this is a line of 
road of about 101 miles in length, running from Sioux City, in a 
southeasterly course on the east side of Missouri River, to a 
small town called California Junction; thence at an acute angle 
west across the Missouri River to Fremont, Nebr. It is a line 
that can not be operated as an independent line, but merely forms 
a link in other railroads that are now owned by the Chicago and 
Northwestern Company. 5 

Mr. McRAE. In view of the unanimous report of the commit- 
tee and the statements of the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Pow- 
dart aod the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. THOMAS], I do not object 
to the present consideration of the bill. 
Moog IDGELY. I object to the consideration of this bill at this 

e. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that objection is made. 

ee POWERS. If there has been a wrong reference of the 
1 — 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas objects. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the reference of the 
bill to the Union Calendar be changed. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion, after examining the 
authorities, that the bill ought to be on the House Calendar, and 
will make the change of reference. He must state, however, that 
the bill can not be again called up on thesame day without unani- 
mous consent, as it is due to the House that the bill, when called 
up, should be on the printed Calendar, so that members shall be 
duly notified, shall have timely warning, that a bill is liable to be 
brought up on this call. 5 

Me Da ZELL, Is not this bill properly on the Union Cal- 
endar? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks not. 

Mr. DALZELL. It involves a charge on the Government, 

The SPEAKER. It does not imply one way or the other that 
there is or is not to be a charge on the Government. Non constat 
bei Government may receive doub!e what is contemplated in the 


ill. ‘ 

Mr. DALZELL. And may receive one-half. It authorizes the 
commission to make a settlement. 

The SPEAKER. The position which the gentleman is con- 
tending for involves an old question—the question as to what 
should be the ruling where the expenditure or burden on the Goy- 
ernment is contingent. The Chair finds there are two cases where 
the decision has been squarely in accord with what the Chair 
now holds. 

Mr. PAYNE, The bill makes provision for a commission, and 
that necessarily involves expense. 

The SPEAKER. The commission is to consist of officers of 
the Government who are receiving a regular salary; not a dollar 
is appropriated in the bill for them. The Chair must change the 
reference, but must deny the privilege of calling the bill up at 
this time. 

AMERICAN REGISTER FOR STEAMER WINDWARD. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. When the call of committees had reached 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries, the gentleman 
from Washington called up a bill which it appeared was not on 
the House Calendar, and the Chair ruled that the bill was not in 


pose p erly. At the same time the gentleman from Lonisi- 
ana . RANSDELL] had in his charge a small bill which i 
the House Calendar; but thinking that the ruling of the Chair 


excluded him, he failed to call up that bill. Inowask unanimous 
consent that we go back to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. : 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to recur to the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fish- 
eries. 

There was no objection. 

Ser 5 The gentleman from Ohio is recognized to call 
up a 8 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Task the Chair to recognize the gentleman 
from Louisiana p RANSDELL]. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Louisiana is recognized, 

Mr. RANSDELL, I call up on behalf of the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries the bill (H. R. 6767) to grant an 
American register to the steamer Windward, 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the gasy is hereby author- 
ized and directed to cause the foreign- t steamer Windward, owned by 
Civil Engineer Robert E. Peary, United States Navy, to be registered as a 
vessel of the United States, provided that she shall not engage in the coast- 
wise trade of this Republic. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the bill to be en- 
grossed and read a third tina, 
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Mr. CUMMINGS. I should like to hear the report or some ex- 
planation of the bill. 
Mr. RANSDELL. Mr. Speaker, this is a bill to grant an 


American register to the steamer Windward. This steamer was 
donated to the arctic explorer, Mr. Robert E. Peary, by Alfred C. 
Harmsworth, of London, England. It was given to Mr. Peary 
for purely scientific purposes, and was used by him in making 
his exploration to the arctic region. After returning it was 
found to be in very bad condition, needing repairs that will cost 
about $40,000. It is nowlying at Brigus, Newfoundland, where 
the Arctic Exploration Club propose to expend that much money, 
$40,000, in putting the vessel in first-class order, practically mak- 
ing it a new vessel, 
he sole and only purpose of this bill is that these gentlemen 

who are 3 their money to advance science may have the 
satisfaction of sailing to the arctic seas under the Stars and 
Stripes.” The vessel can never be used to come in conflict with 
our own ships; it is provided that it can never be used in the 
coastwise trade. The object of the bill, I repeat, is simply to 11205 
the patriotic owners of this vessel the gratification of sailing 
under the Stars and Stripes.” The bill has been unanimously 
reported by the Committee on Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
after careful discussion and investigation; and ag it can not con- 
flict in any way with our own ships, I believe it should pass. 

Mr. CUMMIN GS. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman's explanation 
is entirely satisfactory. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was ng Baa the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. RANSDELL, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the call of committees, 

The SPEAKER. This completes the call. 


REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Speaker, I am informed by the document 
room clerk that the bill (H. R. . to second-class mail 
matter, and the report, are both exhausted; and I ask that a re- 
print of the same may be ordered. 

The SPEAKER. This is the bill that was set down for the 
special order for March 20? 

Mr. LOUD. Les. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the 211 of the gen- 
tleman from California, to order a reprint of bill and report? 

There was no objection. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish again tocall up as a privileged 
matter the resolutions reported by the Committee on Elections 
No. 1—Honse resolution 145—in the contested-election case of 
Aldrich vs. Robbins. : 

The SPEAKER. The resolutions have already been read, and 
unless demand for their reading be made, they may be considered 
as having been read. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. I will state that the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT], representing the minority, is, I am informed, 
temporarily away from the Hall at lunch. I trust that some gen- 
Homan on the other side, sharing his views, will protect his in- 

rest. 

Mr. MCRAE. If the gentleman will withhold the motion, we 
will send for him. 

Mr. MANN. I just suggested that some gentleman should 
"zi the point of consideration, which undoubtedly he would 


raise, if present. : i 

The SPEAKER. What is the gentleman’s suggestion? 

Mr. MANN. I would suggest, in the absence of the gentleman 
from Georgia, that the question of consideration be considered as 
having been raised by him. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Of course, if the gentleman insists, we 
raise the question of consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The question of consideration is raised on the 
resolutions which have been already reported. The question is: 
Will the House now proceed to consider the resolutions? 

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced that the 
“ noes” seemed to have it. 

Mr. MANN demanded a diyision. 

The House divided, and there were—ayes 74, noes 90. 

Mr. MANN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Pending that, I move that the House do 


now adjourn. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that that 
is a dilatory motion. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Very well. 

The SPEAKER, The yeas and nays are ordered on the ques- 
tion of consideration, and the Clerk will call the roll. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 132, 
answered present“ 5, not voting 87; as follows: 


YEAS—128. 

Acheson, Davenport, S A. Jack. 
Ada Dick, Jenkins. Phillips, 
Allen, Me. Dovener, Jones, Wash. Powers, 
Ba > dy, Joy, gh, 
Baker, Emerson, Kahn, F, 
Barbam, sch, Ketcham, Reeder, 
Bartholdt, Fletcher, Knox, Roberta, 
Bingham, Fordney, Lacey, Russell, 
Bisho; Foss, Landis. Shattue, 
Bou III. Fowler, Pines. Smith, III. 
Bowersock, Gamble, Littletield, Smith, Samuel W. 
Brick, Gardner, Mich Long, Southard, 
Bromwell, Gardner, N Lorimer, Spalding, 

ill, Lovering, Sperry, 
Brown, Gillet, N. V. Lybran Steele, 
Burkett, illett, McPherson, Stevens, Minn. 
Burle Graff, ahon, Stewart, N. J. 
B Mann, Stewart, N. Y. 
Butler, Greene, Mass. Marsh, Stewart, Wis. 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Mesick, Tawney. 

‘apron, Grow, Miller, Tayler, Ohio 
Clarke, N. H. Hamilton, Minor, Thomas, Iowa 
Cochrane. N. Y, Haugen, Mondel! Thropp, 
Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Moody, Tongne, 
Corliss, Hemenway. Moody, Oreg. Van Voorhis, 
Cousins, Henry, Conn. Mor: Vreeland, 
Cromer, Hepburn, Waters, 
Crump, Hill, O'Grady, Watson, 
Crumpacker, Hitt, Otjen, Weaver, 
Curtis, Hoffecker, Overstreet, Weeks, 

man. Hopkins, Parker, N. J. White. 
Dahle, Wis. Howell, Payne, Young, Pa. 
NAYS—122. 

Adamson, Davey, Levy, Robinson, Nebr. 
Allen, Ky. Davis, Lewis, Rucker, 
Allen, Miss. De Armond, Little, Ruppert, 
Atwater De Gratfenreid, Liv ton. Ryan, N. X. 
Bailey, Tex. Vries, Lio Ryan, Pa. 
Ball, Dinsmore, McAleer, Scudder, 
Bankhead, Dougherty, McClel Shackleford, 
Barber, Elliott M Shafroth. 
Bartlett, Finley, McDowell, Sheppard, 
Bell, Fitzgerald, M Sibley, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N. V. McRae, 
Berry, Foster, Maddox, Slayden, 
Bradley, Gaines, Meekison, Snod 
Brantley, Gaston, Meyer, La. Spight, 
Breazeale, Gayle, Miers, Ind. k, 
Brenner, Gilbert, Moon, Stephens, Tex. 
Brewer, Glynn, Muller, tokes, 
Brundid; Gordon, Naphen, Sulzer, 
Burke, Tex. Griffith, Neville Talbert, 

urleson, riggs, Noonan, Taylor, Ala. 
Burnet Henry, Miss, Norton, Ohio ‘erry, 
Caldwell, Howard, Norton, S. O. yer, 

J Jett, Otey, Thomas, N. C 
Catchings, Johnston, Pierce, Tenn. er, 
Chanler, Jones, Va. unrl. Underwood, 
Cochran, Mo. Kitchin, sdell, andiver, 
Cooney, eberg, Ky. Williams, J. R. 
Cooper, Tex. Kluttz, Rhea, Va. S, 
8 b, Ri Wilson, Idaho 
Crawford, Ridgely, Wilson, 
Cummings, Latimer, Riordan, Young, Va. 
Cu Rixey, mor, 

Daly, N. J. Lester, Robb, Ziegler. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’’—5. 
ee Mo. Davenport, S. W. Metcalf, Olmsted. 
Dalzell, 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Alexander, Driseo! Loudenslager, Smith, Ky. A 
ey, Epes, a, McCall, Smith, HC. 
ey, Faris, McCleary, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Benton, Fitzpatrick, May, Sparkman, 
Boreing, Fleming, Mercer, 85 e. 
Boutelle, Me. Fox, Mor; 8 
Broussard, Freer, Mudd. Sulloway, 
Brownlow, Gibson, Newlands, Sutherland, 
Green, Pa. Packer, Pa. Swanson, 
Burke, S. Dak. Grout, Pearce, Mo. Tate. 
mpbell, Hall, Polk, ‘Tompkins, 
Cannon, Harmer, Prince, Underhill, 
Clayton, Ala. Hawley, Reeves, achter, 
Clayton, N. Y. Hay, Robbins. Wadsworth, 

Jonnell, Heatwole, - Robertson, La. Wanger, 
Cox, Henry, Tex. Robinson, Ind. Warner. 
Crowley, Hull, Rodenberg, Weymouth, 
Davidson, Kerr, mon, Wheeler, Ky. 
Dayton, Lane, Shelden, Williams, W. E. 
Denny. Lawrence, Sherman, Wilson, S. C. 
Dolliver, Littauer, Showalter, Wright. 
Driggs, ud, 


So the House refused to consider the case. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to inquire if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois, Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, is recorded as voting? 

The SPEAKER, He is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then, having a general pair with him, I de- 
sire to change my vote from ‘‘aye” to present.“ 

The SPEAKER. The Say r will be made accordingly. 

The Clerk announced the following additional pairs: 

aoe 

f: 


this session: 
M. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. WILsoN of South Carolina. 
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Until March 14: 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 

For this day: 

Mr. PEARCE of Missouri with Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. HENRY of Texas, 

On this vote: 

Mr. CANNON with Mr. May. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 

Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I should like to inquire 
if the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. DoLLIvER, voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I will withdraw my vote, then, be- 
cause he and I are paired, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s vote will be withdrawn, in 
the absence of objection. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a privileged motion. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Grow] states that he rises to a priviloged motion. X 

Mr. GROW. And previons to making the motion I desire to 
make a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. GROW. Have sixty minutes expired since the commence- 
ment of the morning hour? 

The SPEAKER. The morning hour did not consume sixty 
minutes. 

Mr. GROW. I understand that the morning hour commenced 
by the call of committees at five minutes past 1. 

The SPEAKER. The record was képt at the desk, and the time 
was short of an hour. There were several members wishing to 
take advantage of it, if sixty minutes had elapsed, but an hour 
was not consumed, 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
YOUNG of Pennsylvania, for three days, on account of important 
business. 

And then, on motion of Mr. Payne (at 2 o’clock and 28 minutes 
p. m.), the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
n were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the chairman of the Industrial Commission, 
trensmitting preliminary reports of the commission and a compi- 
lation of laws relating to industrial combinations—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Acting Solicitor of the 
Treasury submitting an estimate of appropriation for reimburs- 
ing the postal revenues—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Superintendent of the 
Coast and Geodetic Survey, submitting an estimate of appropria- 
tion for compensation of owner of the steamer J. R. Carroll—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Catherine A, Talburtt, administratrix of estate of George W. 
Talburtt, against the United States—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6634) to enlarge the powers of the Department of Agriculture, 
prohibit the transportation by interstate commerce of game killed 
in violation of local laws, and for other purposes, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 474); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8566) authorizing certain 
suits iu the Court of Claims, and for other purposes, reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 475); which 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8069) to 
amend an act approved July 22, 1892, entitled An act to provide 
for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia,” reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 476); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Alfairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8663) to provide a chap- 
lain for each regiment in the United States service, and for other 

urposes, 5 the same without amendment, accompanied 

y a report (No. 477); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LANDIS, from the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Sen- 
ate (S. 1740) to authorize C. E, Marr and E. H. Pierce to accept 
silver watches awarded to them by the government of the Domin- 
ion of Canada in recognition of their services in rescuing British 
sailors, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 473); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
8 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana (by request): A bill (H. R. 9053) to 
pronige for the removal of overhead telegraph and telephone wires 

n the city of Washington, for the construction of conduits in the 
District of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 9054) Pang an appropri- 
ation for the reconstruction of building No. 7 in the navy-yard, 
New York, destroyed by fire February 11, 1900, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 9055) to remedy certain evils 
i ay administration—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. LEVY: A bill (H. R. 9056) to protect the city of Wash- 
ington inst freshets, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 
By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 9057) to allow fourth-class 
ostmasters a salary of $100 per annum and $10 per month for rent, 
ight, and fuel in addition to the fees and compensation which they 
are now allowed by law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 9058) to provide for the reim- 
bursement to the governors of the several States for payment of 
certain pay and expenses of the Naval Militia—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. JOY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 190) authorizin 
Secretary of War to present a medal of honor to Capt. George 
Jackson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 192) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to invite the Govern- 
ment of Great Britain to join in the formation of an international 
commission to examine and 5 upon the diversion of the 
waters that are the boundaries of the two countries to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res, 198) express- 
ing sympathy with the Boers—to the Committee on Foreign 

‘airs, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
= following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9059) to correct the military 
record of Erwin Hays—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9060) granting a pension to Mary A. Hicks— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9061) granting a pension to 
Mary F. Breedlove—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 9062) for the relief of the 
estate of James M. Barker, deceased, late of Crocketts Bluff, Ar- 
kansas County. Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9068) for the re- 
lief of Frank Lincoln—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9064) to correct the military record of Horace 
B. Kenniston—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9065) for the relief of the 
estate of Jane N. Gibson, deceased, lateof Warren County, Miss.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 9066) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph N. Loving—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9067) granting a pension to David W. Small 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COWHERD: A bill (H. R. 9068) for the relief of the 
heirs of Alexander Bradshaw—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 9089) appropriating $300 to 
John Schlipf—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: A bill (H. R. 9070) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel H. Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 
By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 9071) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mary J. Gillam—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 9072) granting a pen- 
sion to William F. Browning—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 9078) to increase the 
poaa of William B. Smith, late private, ete 8 F, Thirteenth 
ndiana Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 5 

By Mr. PO A bill (H. R. 9074) to remove the charge of 
desertion standing against the name of George A. Creller, late of 
Company D, Seventh New York Heavy Artillery—to the Commit- 
tee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 9075) to pension Charles Dal- 
rymple—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill E R. 9076) for the relief of William 
H. Harrison, late pilot under Admiral D. G. Farragut, com- 
manding the West Gulf Blockading Squadron during the civil 
war to the Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 9079) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of William A. Knudson—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 191) for the 
relief of Mrs. Baker and family—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. } 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A resolution (H. Res. 165) relative to 
the payment to Don C, Walters a difference due in salary—to the 
Committee on Accounts, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 2 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By Mr. ACHESON: Statement to accompany House bill to cor- 
rect the military record of Erwin Hays—to the Committee on Mili- 
Affairs. 


Also, resolutions of the Importers and Grocers’ Exchange of 
Philadelphia, with reference to the bill for the encouragement of 
the American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Mer- 
chant Marine and Fisheries, 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Daughters of the Reyolu- 
tion of Buffalo, N. X., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
6879, relating to the employment of graduate women nurses in the 
hospital service of the United States Army—to the Committee on 


ilitary Affairs. 
B Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of Central City Lodge, No. 8, 
of Macon, Ga., International Association of Machinists, for pro- 


vision to grant certain employees of the Government the usual 
leave of absence with pay—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of Col. H. E. Macarey and Capt. Fred 
J. ite, of Denver, Colo., favoring the Stark bill to improve the 
armament of the militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, petition of A. E. Baker, D. D. S., of Idaho Springs, Colo., 
in favor of the passage of House bill No. 7017, amending the law 
relating to certain patents—to the Committee on Patents. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
Canon City, Colo., for prohibition in Hawaiian Islands—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 3 

Also, petition of Dr. E. J. Reinhardt, of Denver, Colo., relating 
to the stamp tax on medicines, eto. to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petitions of Patrick & Airgood, of Roswell; J. Cogan, of 
Nathrop, and er & ONeill, of La Junta, Colo., favorin 
the passage of the Grout anti-oleomargarine bill—to the Com- 
mittee on iculture. 

Also, peti of Felix Cain, of Springfield; J. H. Kincaid and 
J. B. Petrie, of La Veta; E. A. Peterson and others, of Wallet; 
Dana & Shaw, George Neally, and A, Walters, of Burlington; 


W. H. Dawson, of Lamar; W. H. Ross, of Craig; T. T. Widman, 


r 


of Monte Vista, and J. N. Lamb, of Bethune, Colo., and Fred Harri- 
son, of Farmington, N. Mex., asking that the Government con- 
tinue the manufacture and distribution of blackleg vaccine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

4 Mr. BURTON: Petition of militia organizations of Cleve- 
land, Ohio, in favor of House bill No. 7936, making an increase in 
the appropriation for arming and equipping the militia of the 
States and Territories—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of A. M. Boyd & Co. and other 
citizens of Petersburg, III., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 
1439, to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. COCHRANE of New York: Petitions of C. M. Bray, of 
Kinderhook, N. Y.,and Solomon Sharp and others, of Stuyvesant 
Falls, N. Y., for a law subjecting f and dairy products to the 
laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petitions of C. Ruland, J. F. Sayer, J. W. 
Clouse, and others, of Moscow, Pa., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 3717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the Committee 
on Agriculture. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of M. G. Jeffers and 
others, of Janesville, Wis., asking for relief for Horace B. Kennis- 
ton, that he may be received at the Soldiers’ Home—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COWHERD: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
relief of Alexander Bradshaw—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of the Min- 
nesota National Park and Forest Reserve Association and others, 
urging the establishment of a national park in northern Minne- 
sota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of the Walker Rentels Drug Company, for the re- 

al of the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on 

ays and Means. 

Also, 55 of John F. Dwyer, W. L. Terhune, and the New 
England College of Lan ages, of Boston, Mass., in opposition to 
the passage of House bi o. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of Post No, 46, 
Grand Army of the Republic, t of Massachusetts, in 
support of the House till No, 4742, to provide for the detail of 
active and retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in mili- 
tary education in public schools—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Omaha (Nebr.) Woman’s 
Club, indorsing House bill No. 6879, for the employment of women 
nurses in military hospitals of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

Also, resolution of the Omaha (Nebr.) Central Labor Union, 
against the alienation of public lands by the United States to any 
but actual settlers, and in favor of Government building of 
reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

2 METCALF: Resolution of San Francisco Lodge, No. 
68, International Association of Machinists, for the construction 
of gunboats and cruisers in the several navy-yards of the Govern- 
ment—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. MIERS of Indiana: e to accom 
granting a pension to William F. 

Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petitions of the American W hist Player Com- 
pany and of A. W. Hunt, of Boston, Mass., in 3 to the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 6071, relating to secon mail matter— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RANSDELL: Papers relating to the claim of Aaron 
zister, of the State of Louisiana—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of J. A. Stutz and other 
physicians of the State of Indiana, favoring the passage of a bill 
for the purchase or location of a site for a monument to Dr. Daniel 
Hahnemann—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of Hon. Charles S. Thomas, of 
Colorado, and others, with reference to arid and public lands—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of William H. Harrison, late pilot under Rear-Admiral D. G. 
Farragut in the civil war—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEELE: Petition of Z. R. Saunders, for increase of 
pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of South Platte Congrega- 
tional Church, Hall County, Nebr., for the pa: e of a bill en- 
acting a Sunday law; also a bill to limit absolute divorce—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. sf 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Petition of C. E. Miller and other citi- 
zens of M m County, Ohio, for an appropriation for the im- 

uskingum 


ny House bill 
rowning—to the Committee on 


vement of the North River—tothe Committee on 
ivers and Harbors, 


1900. 


By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Paper relating to section 61 
of the revenue act of 1894, as to the tax on the use of alcohol in 
the arts or in any medicinal or other like compound—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER; Affidavit to accompany House bill to re- 
move the charge of desertion now standing against William A. 
Knudson—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 2, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 2 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. _ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, stating, in response to a reso- 
lution of the 20th ultimo, relative to the report made by H. L. 
Marinden, the officer of the Coast and Geodetic Survey detailed 
by him to make survey of the outer bar of Brunswick, Ga., filed 
in the War Department December 4, 1899, together with the re- 
port supplemental thereto, that the reports called for were trans- 
mitted to the Auditor for the War Department on December 22, 
1899; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 


PROTEST AGAINST RECIPROCITY TREATIES. 


Mr, PERKINS. Mr, President, I present a protest from the 
entire delegation in Congress from California — the adoption 
or ratification by the Senate of the so-called Jamaica ropra 
treaty and the ch treaty. I also present a memorial, wi 
about 15,000 names, from 35 different horticultural, viticultural, 

icultural, and citrous organizations or associations in Califor- 
oo protestin inst the ratification of the so-called Jamaica 
treaty. I will ask that the names of the 35 associations be noted 
in the RECORD and that the accompanying memorial be referred 
to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire of the Chair whether the 
protest of a delegation in Congress can be received by the Senate 
asa petition. It is certainly a very unusual method of proceed- 
ing. Protests against legislation, even made by Senators alone, 
are only received on leave. We never have established in our leg- 
islative practice the habit of allowing protests to be entered upon 
the files or upon the Journals of either House of Congress without 
ee leave, and special leave has been several times in our leg - 

tive history refused. 

I do not want to make a mountain out of a molehill, but I sug- 
gest to the Senator whether the particular oe he speaks of 
had not better be presented not as a petition, but be presented by 
him some time in his remarks on the subject, or in some other 


mode. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, it seems to me that the right 
of petition and remonstrance should at all times be considered 
sacred and asa privileged question. In the ratification of a treaty 
by the Senate the members of the other House have no oppor- 
tunity of being heard except by a petition or memorial to this 
body. I know it has been the precedent established heretofore 
that such petitions have been presented, and no protest or remon- 
8 to my knowledge has ever been made against their pres- 
entation. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me one moment, if it 
is a remonstrance against the pending treaty, I raise the point that 
it should be presented in executive session. 

Mr. PERKINS. The point would be well taken had not the 
seal of ey been removed from the treaty. It has been printed 
for the use of the public and disseminated throughout the coun- 
try by the press. This is a question of great moment and interest 
to the people of the State whom I have the honor in Ped to rep- 
resent upon this floor, and I am sure that my friend from Massa- 
chusetts, upon reflection, will say that this is the proper avenue, 
the proper method and manner, by which the people may speak 
through their representatives to this body which represents them. 

Mr. HOAR. President, the fact that the injunction of 


secrecy has been removed does not make a legislative session, 


where treaties are not pending, the proper place for presenting a 
petition on that subject. I respectfully submit that the petition 
should be presented in executive session, whether the seal of 
secrecy has been removed from the treaty or not. I also shall 
raise at the proper time, when it is presented, the question that a 
protest 17 ə united delegation of a State can not be entered 
upon the files or Journal of the Senate as a petition. 

e PRESIDENT tempore. TheChair holds that, notwith- 
standing the treaties have been printed as a public document, the 
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proper place to present such petitions or memorials is in executive 
session. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Lodge 
No. 406, International Association of Machinists, of New York City, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of 
machinists working in the Government Printing Office at Wash- 
ington, D. C.; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

e also hue a memorial of the Sporting Goods Gazette, of 
Syracuse, N. Y., and a memorial of the Scientific American, of 
ew York City, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the joint committee on customs 
of the Merchants’ Association of New York, praying for an in- 
crease in the salaries of the examiners in the public stores at the 

ort of New York; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance. ¢ 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 5, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating 
on the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 5, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Rochester, N. Y., praying that all the 
public lands be held for the benefit of the whole people, eto.; 
which was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of 101 citizens of Brushton, N. V., 
and a petition of 57 citizens of Moira, N. V., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation to regulate the sale and manufacture of 
oleomargarine; which were referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the California Club, of San 
Francisco, Cal., praying for the purchase of the Calaveras Grove 
of Sequoias, Cal., for the 8 of a national park; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

Mr. NELSON presented the petition of Eva W. Johnson and 
5 citizens of Minneapolis, Minn., and the petition of 
Mrs. Robert Jamison and sundry other citizens of Minneapolis, 
Minn., praying for the establishment of a national park in that 
State; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of the Retail Grocers’ Pro- 
tective Association, of Wheeling, W. Va., remonstrating agains 
the passage of the so-called parcels post bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of Willis McDuffee, 
of Rochester, N. V., eee ainst the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post Roads. 

Mr. TURNER presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash., praying that the survivors of the Indian wars 
from 1817 to 1856, inclusive, be granted pensions; which was 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, LINDSAY presented a petition of sundry citizens of Louis- 
ville, Ky., praying for a reduction of the tax upon spirits; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Frankford, Ky., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the clasaifloation of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorials of John B. Hurst, of Harlan; 
O. W. Miller, of Lexington; Clarence E. Woods, of Richmond; 
E.S. Albright, of Mount Vernon, and G. T. Friel, of Catlettsburg, 
all in the State of Kentucky, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FOSTER. Ipresenta petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Seattle, Wash., relative to the appointment of a sufficient num- 
ber of judges for the Territory of Alaska, and that the people of 
that Territory be allowed representation in Congress. I ask that 
the petition be i in the RECORD, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Territories. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
. on Territories, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as 

ollows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives in Congress assembled: 
It is hereby represented to your honorable body by the Seattle Chamber 


of Commerce that it has been an ordinary lifetime y-three years—since 
the great district or Territory of Alaska was the United States 
from Russia. As a very small price was asked for the country, it was sup- 


posed by many le tit was not worth much. Though the idea was a 
mistaken one, these oe have never been able to get it out of their heads. 
They have believed that it was an uninhabitable w: of ice and rock, the 
débris of the earth, the worthless rubbish left over after completion of the 
pa work of creation. It wasnot worth while to make a Territory of it, as 
F — ery Da va on oa aaa —.— 
vo it a s —— act, Spolica ion 

Bi fhs land Tawa and other advan as had — given to the tories 
as in Alaska there could be no people to govern—not enough to hold 
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= offices, perhaps—and it would be farcical to put it on an equality with 


em. 
So a district was created and it was put in the hands of the military. 
These gentlemen ruled the country for a few years. By that time it was 
found t money could be made the Government in farming out the 
slaughter of fur seals. Later it was vered that there were very valu- 
able other fisheries—the salmon, herring, halibut, cod, saying nothing of the 
whale. Gold also was discovered, and with it silver, lead, copper, brims' 
petroleum, and other minerals. Ithas been found that there isa vast acreage 
of valuable ber; that there are agricultural bilities equal to those of 
similar latitudes in northern Europe; that the climate of much of it is quite 
temperate, as mild, in fact, as that of many of the States of the Union, and 
that Boonie can live there contentedly, happily, and prosperously. 
e by little the Government been expanded. Collectors of many 


Li 
. kinds of taxes have been added to the official machinery and the local popu- 


` 


lation. There are not only the ordinary taxes of the Union, as customs and 
internal revenue, but there are al taxes or licenses of all kinds, rangi 

0 pee annum to . inflicted upon the professional men, ts, 
merchants, banks, hotels, fisheries, waterworks, tramways, 


steamboats, ligh t plants, ete., and which in the aggregate yield a large sum, 


and which as Federal taxes are utterly unknown elsewhere in the nation. 
Itis hardly possible 30 turn aroundin without the im tion of a 
and if the tax is not promptly paid the delinquents are lly indi 


therefor. 2 

Notwithstanding the adverse conditions there imposed upon the ple by 
the Government, together with its neglect of them and its r to treat 
them as well as other people have been treated on the frontiers, the inhabit- 
ants have gained in number steadily for twenty years pe until now they 
exceed the numbers by several Territories when admitted to the 
Union as States, and they have a trade with other parts of the world that 
will be worth in 1900 not less than $20,000,000. hen Washington was made 
a Territory in 1853, with 3,965 inhabitants, it was given a complete gorn 
ment, with Congressional resentation, legislature, and threo istrict 
jud: Alaska, with twenty es as many people in 1900, has no legislature, 
no gressmen, and only one judge to cover its 600,000 miles of territory. 

It is a great wrong to treat these prope so. They should have laws of 
theirown, at least four jud; to administer them, and a Delegate of their 
own choosing at the national capital to speak for them in the Executive De- 

tments and Congress. Tay have long seen the necessity for — eased 

ye tried repeatedly to obtain this latter boon. Failing in it, they have 
been compelled to send on at their own expense citizens to speak for them 
and represent them, which citizens were aware at a disadvantage and re- 
ceived with more or jess disfavor. The Alaska obby is an outgrowth of this 
condition, and a one at that, which would be done away with were 
the le offi y represented as the people of other parts of the Union are. 

This chamber, being thoroughly conversant with the situation in Alaska, 
mtly recommends and prays for legislation by Congress of the character 
indicated herein, and 2 such as will secure to the people a suffi- 
cient number of judges and places for holding court and a member of Con- 
gress to be chosen by themselves. 

(SEAL. ] THE SEATTLE CHAMBER OF COMMERCE, 
By J. W. CLISE, Vice-President. 

By THOS. W. PROSCH, Secretary. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented memorials of Local Union No. 204, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of New Albany; of Local 
Union No. 215, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of sport; 
of Local Union No. 62, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of 
Richmond, and of Local Union No. 308, Cigar Makers’ Interna- 
tional Union, of Muncie, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating 

nst the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; 
which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented the memorial of T. M. Morgan, of Colfax, 
Ind., remonstrating against the passage of the 5 
= bill; which was referred to the Committeeon Post-Offices and 

‘ost-Roads. 


He also presented a petition of the Central Trades Council of 
Marion, Ind., praying that all the remaining public lands be held 
for the benefit of the whole people, and that no grants be made 
except to actual settlers; which was referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands, 

He also 5 a petition of Hopewell Grange, No. 686, Pa- 
trons of Husbandry, of Wagoner, Ind., praying for the adoption 
of certain amendments to the interstate-ccommerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He aiso presented a petition of Local Union No. 927, United 
Mine Workers, of Ehrmandale, Ind., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to protect free labor from prison competition, and 
also to limit the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics 
upon the public works of the United States; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. 8 a petition of sundry citizens of Adelia, 
Nebr., praying for a continuance of the free distribution by the 
Department of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BURROWS presented sundry papers to accompany the bill 
(S. 3215) granting an increase of pension to Andrew F. Dinsmore; 
which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

SISSETON AND WAHPETON INDIANS. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. I ask to have a paper printed and referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. It relates to an amendment 
now pending before that committee relative to the claim of the 
Sisseton and Wahpeton Indians for annuities, I move that it be 
printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORT OF A COMMITTEE. 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on Finance, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 2559) authorizing the Commis- 
sioner of Internal Revenue to redeem or make allowance for inter- 
nal-reyenue stamps, reported it with an amendment. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


_ Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3422) to adjust and equal- 

ize the rank and pay of certain officers of the Navy; which was 

3 by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 

Mr. TURNER introduced a bill (S. 3423) to confirm a certain 
private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Private 
Land Claims. 

Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3424) for the regulation 
of scientific experiments upon human beings in the District of 
Coiumbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 8425) to incorporate the 
Columbia Telephone Company: which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3426) to regulate the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors in the District of Columbia; which was read twice 
by a title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3427) to authorize the Light-House 
Board to make contracts for certain lights on the Great Lakes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. ; 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 3428) for the relief of the 
legal representatives of Armstead Blackwell, deceased; which 
1 read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3429) to provide for 
the disposal of the Fort Buford abandoned military reservation, 
in the States of North Dakota and Montana; which was read 
twice by its title. and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

_Mr. HAWLEY introduced a bill (S. 3430) to increase the effi- 
ciency of the Subsistence Department of the United States Army; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with.the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 8431) authorizing the Santa 
Fe Pacific Railroad Company to sell or lease its railroad, prop- 
erty, and franchises; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. KENNEY submitted an amendment concerning the estab- 
lishment of a veterinary corps in the United States Army, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Army appropriation bill; which was 
eee to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
printed, 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment proposing to appro: 
priate $1,200 each for clerks to the consulates at Osaka and Hiogo, 
intended to be proposed by him to the diplomatic and 8 
appropriation bill; which was ordered to be printed. 


REPORT OF GEOLOGICAL SURVEY IN MONTANA, 


Mr. CLARK of Montana submitted the following concurrent 
resolution; which was referred to the Committee on Printing: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House vey, sa ped a e That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office 1,500 copies, in addition to those 
heretofore authorized by law, of a paper in Part III of the Twentieth Annual 
Report of the Geological Survey, entitled Geol of the Little Belt Moun- 
tains, Montana, with notes on he mineral deposita the Neihart, Barker, 
Yogo, and other districts,” by. Walter Harvey 


PUBLIC SCHOOLS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. STEWART submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and to: 


Resolved, That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they 
= ers directed to report to the Senate at their earliest convenience the 

ollowing: 

The whole number of pupils enrolled and the average daily attendance of 
pupils in the publicschoolsof the District of Columbia, and the total expendi- 
tures on account of the same for each of the fiscal years from the year ending 
June 30, 1885, to the year ending June 30, 1899, inclusive, and the percen 
of increase or decrease in each of the items for each year of the period nam 

Also. the total number of school readers of each grade in the Powell's Nor- 
mal Series and also in the Franklin Series, and the cost of each, and the total 
amount expended for Powell's Normal Readers and the total amount ex- 
pended for n Readers since the introduction of free text-books into 
the public schools of the District of Columbia. 


LIQUOR TRAFFIC IN MANILA. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. I offer a resolution, and ask for its present 
consideration. 
The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the President be, and he is hereby, requested, if not incom- 
patible with the public interests, to send to the Senate a statement of the 
number of saloons that have been established in Manila, Philippine Islands, 
since the occupation of that city by the United States forces, who conducts 
these saloons, who are their patrons, and what kind of liquors are sold, and 
the quantity of such liquors. The President is also 8 to inform the 
Senate of the number, if any, of saloons run on the erican or Eng 
plan in Manila before we occupied that place. 

The President is also requested to inform the Senate whether it is not 
within his power, as Commander in Chief of our military forces, to suppress 
all Saloona bi Manila and prohibit and prevent the sale of liquors to our sal- 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? The Chair hears none. The 
pekan is on agreeing to the resolution. [Putting the question.] 

e resolution is agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the resolution be read again. I was en- 
gaged in conversation, unavoidably and necessarily, when it was 
read. I should like to hear it read again. 

rig PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be again 
rea 

The Secretary again read the resolution, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

ADULTERATED FOODS. 

Mr. MASON. I submit a resolution, and desire to ask for in- 
formation as to Whether it must be referred to the Committee on 
Printing. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That 5,000 copies of the testimony taken before the Committee 
on Manufactures of the Senate relative to adulterated foods, ther with 
the report of the committee submitted thereon, be printed for distribution 
under the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. HAWLEY. Should it not be referred to the Committee on 
Printing? 

Mr. ALLISON. The testimony should be ordered printed, and 
the order to print 5,000 extra copies or any number of extra copies, 
it seems to me, should be referred to the Committee on Printing. 
I think the testimony has not yet been ordered printed. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been ordered to be 
printed. This order is for 5,000 copies of the testimony. 

Mr. CULLOM. It ought to go to the Committee on Printing. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The resolution will be referred 
to the Committee on Printing. 

TRAVEL PAY AND COMMUTATION OF SOLDIERS, 

Mr. TURNER. I submit a resolution and ask for its imme- 
diate consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to send to the Senate a 
statement of the amount of money expended up to this time in the payment 
of travel pay and commutation of subsistence to officers and soldiers return- 
ing from the Philippine Islands to the United States, which statement shall 
show the amount paid for actual travel and subsistence and the names of the 
8 thereof, and the amount, if any, paid as bounty or reward for 
reenlistments in the Philippine Islands. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. - 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that a statement giving the 
names of each and the account in full would make a large docu- 
ment. Would it not satisfy the Senator to provide for the infor- 
mation b el tes and regiments? 

Mr. TURNER. It embraces only the names of those who have 
actually returned, and Iam informed that they are very few in 
number. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

ANNA WHITNEY TARBELL, 


Mr. GALLINGER, The bill (S. 2142) for the relief of Anna 
Whitney Tarbell was by inadvertence referred to the Committee 
on Claims. It is a pension bill, and as the beneficiary is pressing 
for its consideration, in the absence of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Claims I ask that that committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the bill, and that it be referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 

VOLUNTEER ORGANIZATIONS IN THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. COCKRELL. On the 15th of February the senior Senator 
from Vermont [Mr. Procror], not now present, reported ad- 
versely from the Committee on Military Affairs the bill (S. 2199) 
for the relief of volunteer officers and soldiers who served in the 
Philippine Islands beyond the od of their enlistment, and 
recommended thatit be indefinitely postponed. He was not aware 
of the fact that the senior Senator from Washington [Mr. TUR- 
late who introduced the bill, desires to be heard upon it, and 
the bill was indefinitely postponed. I ask unanimous consent that 
the action indefinitely postponing the bill may be reconsidered, 
and that the bill and the report be placed upon the Calendar. 

The PRESIDENT pro 1 Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and 
it is so ordered, 

MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD, 

Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, in view of the pressure of 
important public business, I withdraw the notice I ha ven for 
this day and give notice anew that on Saturday, March 10, as soon 
after the routine morning business as may be convenient, I will 


submit resolutions on the death of the late Monroe L. Hayward, 
Senator-elect from the State of Nebraska, 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the ist instant approved and signed the act (S. 2925) to author- 
ize Frank Hitch toconstruct and maintain a bridge across Fishing 
Creek within the boundary lines of Edgecombe County, N. C, 


LEASING OF PUBLIC GRAZING LANDS, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ator who is about to address the Senate, I desire to present and ask 
to have printed in the RECORD a communication signed by the 
governors of Colorado, South Dakota, Wyoming, Nebraska, Mon- 
tana, and Arizona. It recites that— i 

At a conference held by the undersigned in the city of Washington on the 
22d day of bee A. D. 1900, to consider the merits of pending measures 
for the leasing and reclamation of the arid lands of the West by the Land 
iy ache tour of the General Government, it was unanimous! 

esolved, That in view of the great importance of the subject, especiall 
in the effect of such legislation upon the poopie of the arid-land States an 
Territories, a conference of the governors of said States and Territories be 
called at Salt Lake City, Utah, for the 18th day of April, A. D. 1900, to dis- 
cuss, consider, and — 5 report to the Con, of the United States 
a plan or method for the satisfactory solution of the problem of the disposi- 
tion or management of the arid public domain, in the general interest and 
for the general welfare of the people of said States and Territories. 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be delivered to the Senate and 
the House of Representatives of the United States in Congress assembled, 
which are ectfully requested to suspend action in the premises until the 
holding and ournment of said conference. 

The communication ae to a bill introduced by 
the Senator from Washington [Mr. Fosrzn] entitled “A bill to 
provide for leasing the public grazing lands and to produce rey- 
enue for agricultural development.” This bill has excited wide- 
spread attention throughout the entire Western country whereso- 
ever public lands are located. Its p seems to be to lease 
the public lands in large tracts to large stock owners for a given 
rate of rental and for terms of years. s 

For the benefit of persons who haye become so profoundly 
stirred by this — 55 tion before the Senate, it is but fair to say 
that it is improbable that Congress will at this late date consent 
to begin the leasing of public lands in large areas to corporations 
and large stock owners, thus retarding legitimate settlement of 
the public domain and giving that domain for trifling rental to 
a few individuals who may desire to monopolize it. I do not 
think that any apprehension need be felt in any quarter with 
reference to the possibility of passing such a bill through the 
Senate or through either branch of Congress. 

The public domain of the United States, Mr. President, has been 
held in trust by the Government for the people of the country, 
and the actual settlers have always been preferred. It has been 
the policy of the Government to establish homes, to build up com- 
munities, to establish States, and to bring out well-ordered society 
where waste places exist. To turn what remains of the public do- 
main into cattle ranches under barbed-wire fences, with a monop- 
oly of land and water in the hands of a few individuals in the 
respective States, is not seriously entertained as a proposition any- 
where. I do not anticipate that any committee of this body con- 
templates reporting favorably upon such a measure. 

This much I say to the end that well-meaning persons who desire 
to settle upon the public domain may have their apprehensions 
quieted with reference to any possibility of legislation on the part 
of 1 the lines of the bill referred to. 

Mr. STEWART. May I inquire of the Senator if there is any 
such bill pending? 

Mr. CARTER. Senate bill 1947, entitled A bill to provide for 
leasing the public grazing lands and to produce revenue for agri- 
cultural development,” has been referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. To the members of that committee I 

ive notice that before that bill is acted upon in committee it is 
the desire of Senators from the public-land States to be heard. 
I do not believe that any hearing will be necessary. The statin 
of the proposition itself, which is an innovation upon the well- 
settled policy of this Government established and carried out fora 
century, is sufficient to cause the bill to find eternal sleep either in 
indefinite eee ee or in the files of the committee. 

Mr. STEWART. I hope the bill will be indefinitely postponed 
early, so as to settle all questions regarding it. I hope whoever 
has charge of it will report it back and have it indefinitely post- 
poned, because I have already received two or three letters of 
apprehension in regard to it. 

r. TELLER. I do not know in what shape this matter is be- 
fore the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. I will state to the Senator from Colorado that 
I presented a communication. 

Mr. TELLER. A petition? 

Mr. CARTER, A communication signed by the governors of a 
number of States, which announced that a meeting would be held 
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in Salt Lake City in April for the purpose of i this leas- 
ing proposition. The governors of five or six States signed the 
communication, and they requested that it be presented to the re- 
spective Houses of In obedience to that request, at the 
suggestion of one of the governors, I presented the communica- 
tion, and have i r proper to supplement that act by the few 
remarks I have made, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want the indulgence of the 
Senate just a moment to say that I have had a great many com- 
munications from my constituents on this subject. Toallof them 
I have replied that there was no possibility of such a bill bein 
enacted; that it had not been the policy of the Government, an 
I did not believe the policy was to be changed. So far as I am 
concerned, I am quite willing to join the Senator from Montana 
in the effort to prevent the passage of such a bill. I should regard 
it.as a very serious.change of the public policy of the Government 
concerning public lands. 

The P IDENT pro tempore, The communication will be 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 


PUERTO RICAN REVENUES. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read: 


To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Since the evacuation of Puerto Rico by the Spanish forces on the 18th day 
of October, 1898, the United States has collected on products coming from 
that island to the ports of the United States the duties fixed by the ley 
Act, and Sans to $2,005,455.88, and will continue to collect under said law 

1 otherwise direct. a 


until Congress Although I had the power, and 
ing in mind the best interests of the people of the island used it, to modify 
duties on goods and products entering into Puerto Rico, I did not have the 


necessity for immediate revenues in Puerto Rico 

for cond the government there and for the extension of public educa- 
Hones me i ———— ag d for the — — santas te cÈ — 

of Re ves, and for ma! in em- 

bodied in le to inte past as well ab to the 


immedia‘ ture, sums 
hereafter eollected under existing law shall, without wai for the enact- 


ment of the eral legislation now pending, be appropriated for the use and 
benefit of the ial island. 


< WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2. 1900. ` 

Mr. FORAKER. Without waiving any right as to the juris- 
diction of rA committee, in view of the fact that the 
bill to provide a civil government for Puerto Rico is now under 
consideration, I request that the message be referred to the Com- 
mittee on A pe 

The P. T pro tempore. The message will be printed 
and referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 6767) to grant an American register to the steamer 
Windward; 

A bill (H. R. 8188) to amend an act approved March 3, 1899, for 
the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies 

the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved 


h 8, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for 
other ; and 
A R. 9080) appropriating, for the benefit and govern- 


ment of Puerto Rico, revenues ected on importations there- 
from since its evacuation by in, and revenues hereafter col- 
lected on such importations under existing law. 

CONDEMNED CANNON, 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that a letter addressed to me by the 
Secretary of War, inclosing two lists showing the obsolete and 
condemned cannon at the various arsenals and fortifications which 
= 3 755 donation greg avid act lai May 22, 1896, or = 

sposition ongress, an statements accompanying it, 
printed asa document. It is a matter frequently called for. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 6767) to t an American ister to the 
steamer Windward was twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Commerce. 

The bill (H. R. 8188) to amend the act approved March 8, 1899, 
for the allowance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported 
by the Court of Claims under the provisions of the act approved 
March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and for 
other purposes, was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

ttee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 9080) appropriating, for the benefit and govern- 
mentof Puerto Rico, reyenues collected on importations therefrom 
since its evacuation by Spain, and revenues hereafter collected on 
such importations existing law, was read twice by its title. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The message of the President 
on the same matter nane barp referred to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, the bill will be referred to that committee, 

SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 

Sry PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness 

Mr. RAWLINS, Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of House bill 6493. 

Mr. PENROSE. I rise to ask the Chair to submit to the Senate 
the resolution reported from the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections relative to the seating of Hon. M. S. Quay. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Withont objection, the Chair 
lays before the Senate the following resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat 
In this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I have stated my opinion in debate 
and in printed reports on this question a good many times during 
the last twenty years; I do not wish to go over those arguments 
now. I wish merely to state very briefly and compactly, if I can, 
one or two propositions which may not in the first instance seem 
directly applicable to the main argument; and yet it will be found 
by anybody who reads the debates or reports or who talks with 
Senators in private that these propositions or their opposite seem 
to be constantly in the heads of Senators who are cting upon 
this question. 

In the beginning, I desire to ask the Senate to consider for a mo- 
pees Se: 5 of — — the Convention that Samet the 

Jonstitution and the people who accepted it in regard to t ues- 
tion, with a view of gaah at what they desired to nee 
would have done, if they could, by a — expression. 

They were constructing a Government in a Convention in which 
eleven States only were taking part. They were 3 for a 
Senate to consist of twenty-two men, in which they were to de- 
posit half the legislative power of that Government, a share in the 
executive power, and a great judicial power affecting the interests 
and rights of the whole country. They that body, in the 
main, as everybody who is familiar with the history of that time 
well knows, to be a nonpartisan body. It was con to eti- 
quette for many years after the Senate was organized to allude to 
party considerations in debate in this Chamber. The Senate was 
expected to be a sort of political supreme court, composed of men 
in whose judgment, by reason of their age, their character, their 
experience in public affairs, the whole country would have confi- 
dence; and, as I have said, they expected in the beginning that 
there would be but twenty-two of them. Rhode Island and North 
Carolina came in afterwards, 

I allude to this consideration to show how completely the idea 
that the whole country was interested in having the Senate full 
and how little the idea that it was a concern of a particular State 
alone whether there was a vacancy was in the mind of that Con- 
vention and of the people. 

They p ed to make a rule, a mechanism by which this great 
assembly should be made up and should be kept full, and they did 
it by enacting that the State legislatures should appoint Senators; 
and pp ar on to say “vacancies may be filled by the execu- 
tive.” tis the phrase they used. 

When they had said that, which beyond all question was an en- 
actment that whenever under any circumstances there was no 
Senator appointed by a legislature here, the chair should be filled 
by the governor, they had previously doubted whether the gov- 
ernor should not have the entire power. He represented the whole 
people of the State. 

e represented the dignity and the authority of the State in 
those days; he appointed every judicial officer and almost all of the 
high officers of the State—the sheriffs, district attorneys, judges. 
That is the arrangement they made, and that was passed by the 
Convention and pelt in that form from the committee on de- 
tail. Then Mr. Ellsworth, than whom there was no greater con- 
stitutional lawyer and statesman on the faceof the earth anywhere, 
made 3 remark reported by Mr. Madison. Mr. Randolph 
first said: 

It is necessary in order to prevent inconvenient chasms in the Senate. 

He was speaking of the provision that vacancies may be filled 
by the executive. Then Mr. Ellsworth says: 

As Share will be but two members from a State, vacancies may be of great 


Everything said on that subject, so far as reported, being to call 
the attention of the assembly to the importance of as pr $ e Sen- 
ate without a vacancy. That being the condition o rs, Mr, 

who was also the reporter of the debate as well as a par- 

tin it, rose in his place and said. But there is a question 

in d whether a man holding a legislative office ay ronan 
or decline, and for that reason I suggest a change in the p. - 
ogy.” He then moved to strike out the words after “vacancies” 
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and insert the words happening, by refusal to accept, resignation, 
or otherwise, may be filled by the governor.” 

Mr. President, I hold it very unlikely that any body of men 
wonld make that great change which made it possible that there 
might be long vacancies continued—and vacancies are now con- 
tinuing in this body week after week, month after month, and 
year after year—when nobody said anything about it, when the 
mover of the amendment did not disclose any such important 
purpose, and only mentioned a much less important and more in- 
significant pu ; ‘ 

he honorable Senator from Tennessee says that this language 
is not to be taken in any artificial or constrained or technical 
sense, but it is to be taken in a popular sense. To that I agree; 
but I would prefer to say that it should be taken in the sense in 
which the Conyention used it, and in which the people who voted, 
or the assemblies who represented the people in accepting it, took 
it when they accepted it. s 3 

Let us see if we can not settle that. They used precisely the 
same words in regard to vacancies in two other cases, first, in re- 
gard to possible vacancies in the House of Representatives, and, 
second, in regard to possible vacancies in the executive offices 
where the President appoints, and precisely those same words,“ if 
vacancies happen,” have been from that day to this held to include 
not only vacancies coming by chance or in any particular way, 
but every possible vacancy arising under any circumstances at any 
time or under any conditions. 

So, in order to limit this language as it is attempted to limit it 
here, you have got to say, first, that a Convention that meant to 
do exactly what is claimed here by those in favor of the seating 
of Mr. Quay, five minutes before, without any question, all of 
them having so voted and whose committee had so reported, 
adopted langnage having a totally different meaning without any 
suggestion of a change of mind in this very im particular; 
7 i next, that having Tes r this language to express in this 

ticular clause a totally different meaning, they used the same 
guage in two other clauses in the same Constitution to express 
the purpose they at first entertained. 

Mr. President, I stated just now that I thought there wus one 
consideration which, in the first instance, did not seem to be so 
very important, but which seemed to be in the minds of Senators 
who debated this question on the floor or who discussed this ques- 
tion in their private consultations, or who may do so; and that 
is, that if a State legislature meet and fail to make an election of 
a Senator, the State has neglected to perform a duty; that the 
State isin fault. Lon find that phrase all through the speeches 
on the other side of this question, that the governor can not ap- 
point if the State legislature has neglected its duty. The honor- 
able Senator from Tennessee, in his very interesting and able ad- 
dress the other day, said that if the State legislature neglected to 
elect, did not elect a Senator, its members had violated their 
oaths. Let us see if this proposition will bear the light, I main- 
tain the contrary. Isubmit to the considerate judgment of Sena- 
tors that not only it is no negligence, that it is no violation of an 
oath, but under many circumstances which are conceivable—and 
not only conceivable, but many conditions which frequently 
exist—the members of a State legislature would violate their oaths 
and depart from their duty if they made an election. 

In the beginning it was expected that two houses, two separate 
political persons, two corporate bodies must separately choose the 
same man, and now there must be a majority of all the members 
of the joint body to choose a Senator voting for the same man. 
There are many cases familiar to all of us where these two bodies 
can not agree, or where there are three parties in the joint con- 
vention who can not agree, when the difference between them 
goes down not merely to the deepest interest of the Republic, but 
to the very root of the moral lawitself. Take the case of one of our 
recent conditions, take the case in a Southern State of two legis- 
latures, one believing, and its members believing with all their 
might and main, that the late election law proposed was tyrannic, 
Was unrepublican, was a violation not only of the Constitution, 
but of every sound 1 of legislation and of the principles 
of public liberty, and the other y believing with equal sincer- 
ity that the failure by national authority to secure the purity of 
elections in regard to eee in the other house was a 
cree public crime. Could they conscientiously agree on a Sen- 
ator 

Suppose Aaron Burr were the candidate of one party and Thomas 
Jefferson of the other, or suppose Aaron Burr and Thomas Jeffer- 
son and some Federalist had been the three candidates, and a 
joint convention was to choose upon joint ballot. Is it neglect, 
is it breach of the oath, is it a violation of constitutional duty, 
when any one of those representing those three opinions finds it 
impossible for him to agree with the men representing either of 
the others? 

Why, Mr. President, the framers of the Constitution meant to 
provide for just that case in other respects, did they not? Twice 
in our history has there been a failure of the electoral majority, 


of the persons chosen to the electoral colleges to agree, and will 
my honorable friend from Tennessee, or any other honorable 
friend, claim that the men who voted for Aaron Burr during those 
long ballotings, or the men who voted for Thomas Jefferson, or, 
in à later year, the men who voted for John Quincy Adams and 
for Andrew Jackson, or for Henry Clay, or for William H. Craw- 
ford were violating their oaths and that, to be consistent in our 
logic, the American people ought to be punished by not 8 a 
President for four years? Do the electors violate their oaths when 
they fail to choose a President? Does the House violate an oath 
when it fails to make a choice? The framers of the Constitution 
provided for the very case of a failure in bodies, which must act 
by majorities only, to get majorities for any particular candidate; 
and in the case of President they went further, and provided also 
in the case of a failure of the House of Representatives to elect. 
Two successive cases of failure to electa President were provided 
for in the Constitution. 

Can anybody believe who reflects on it impartially that the 
framers of the Constitution did not intend to make a similar pro- 
vision that should cover every case and should cover the whole 
time in regard to the great office of Senator? Why, Mr. President, 
they knew as well as you know how important a single vote may 
be. A single vote within the last twelve or thirteen months would 
have changes the whole policy of our Government with reference 
to imperialism. A single vote saved Andrew Johnson from im- 
peachment. <A single vote passed,the bill taking newspapers out 
of the mail, a vote which tended so much to bring on the political 
destruction of Martin Van Buren and the overthrow of a dynasty. 
Twice in my own Commonwealth a single vote has elected the 
chief magistrate. Now, is it to be supposed that they would have 
for a moment 5 the idea that the great State of Penn- 
Sylvania, which now a people of more than donble the entire 

ulation who accepted this Constitution, should be shorn of 

f its strength and that the people of the United States should 
be without the presence here of a gentleman to utter the voice and 
represent the will of 3,500,000 people? 

. President, the question before us is just that question. Did 
the men who framed this Constitution intend, would they have 
thought for a moment, that these great political corporations for 
great spaces of time on t questions should be without their 

wful representation and their lawful voice here? 

It may be said that the executive, after all, if. the legislature 
fails to agree, may appoint somebody whom the people as repre- 
sented by a majority of the bef yee would not approve. t 
that is our universal policy. hla can not get a majority, you 
do not leave the people interested unrepresented; you take a plu- 
tality, do you not? And in every instance now throughout the 
entire country, I believe, a plurality of voices elects the Representa- 
tives in the other House, and nowhere is a majority required. 

Mr. President, when you couple with these considerations the 
fact that the language the framers of the Constitution used means 
in the same instrument in two other places that there shall be no 
vacancy and the office shall be kept full, that they did not utter, 
they did not make any suggestion of changing their mind in this 
particular, that the unanimously ted language which 
said vacancies 1 be filled”—when you couple with that the 
constitutional declaration of the importance of this matter, as 
shown in the enactment that no State shall be deprived of its 
equal voice in the Senate without its own consent, justice of 
my contention will ee 8 41 

e American people may, by constitu’ andina 
lawful way, make any changes whatever in their Constitution 
but one. ey may establish a limited monarchy; they may do 
away with every safeguard of life, liberty, and property; they 
may amalgamate this country with races or States; but one thing 
they can not do, unless forty-five States shall agree, and that is 
leave a State with but half a voicein the Senate. 

These things, Mr. President, seem to me to be the ber, Poe 
tions that belong to this topic. They are such consi ions as, 
it seems to me, would be in the minds of the statesmen of that 
Convention and of that generation. If you had come in in the 
light of these things and somebody had got up and said, There 
will be a State by and by whose legislature meets but once in four 
years; there will be a great many States by and by whose legisla- 
tures meet but once in two years; now, if it aa je that a week 
or ten days or a fortnight before one of those legislatures adjourns 
a Senator dies, or if it happens that one of those legislatures tries 
to elect a Senator and can not do it, because there are three opin- 
ions, each conscientiously held,” do you mean, gentlemen, that 
for two years, or for four years, or for one year, or for half a year, 
that that State shall be unrepresented? 

It may 72 8 in regard to two Senators from the same State. 
Frequently in our history there has been such a condition of things 
that two RERA were to be voted for at once or were to be ap- 
pointed at once. It happened once in my own State, and it ha 


pened in the case of Mississippi not long ago. Do you mean 
such a case the governor 3 appoint? “Why, no,” the answer 
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would have been. we no more mean that that thing should 
happen, and that the whole country should be without the voice of 
that Senator, than we mean that the executive offices should be 
vacant under like circumstances, or that seats in the House of 
Representatives should be vacant under like circumstances; and 
you will observe that we have said in regard to the Senate just 
what we have said in regard to them.” 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CuLtom in the chair). 
the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the Senator from Michi- 


* 
* HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. In the case which the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts supposes, where a Senator should die just before the leg- 
islature adjourned without filling the vacancy, would it follow 
therefrom that the office should remain vacant for two years, or 
would it not be within the power of the governor in that case to 
convene the legislature at once and fill the vacancy? 

Mr. HOAR. Of course the seat would be vacant until the goy- 
ernor convened the legislature. 

Mr. BURROWS. But he could convene the legislature, I un- 
derstand. 

Mr. HOAR. Yes. 

Mr. BURROWS. 
would exist. 

Mr. HOAR. It would follow unless the governor convened 
the legislature, which he is not obliged to do. 

Mr. CARTER. And that the legislature agreed. 

Mr. HOAR. And that they agreed. All that is true; but all 
these matters, Mr. President, I confidently submit, are refine- 
ments—I had almost said little refinements. But they have im- 
pressed themselves upon so many admirable intelligences, includ- 
ing that of my friend from Michigan [Mr. Burrows], that it 
would be a great impropriety for me to make that remark, and I 
do not makeit. But they are refinements, 

Our honorable friends who are on the other side admit that our 
fathers have gone to the extreme of construction in order to keep 
the Senate when the Constitution says the governor may ap- 
point until the next session of the legislature. We say that was 

ired with meaning by the great necessity of keeping the Sen- 
ate full, and therefore, in fact, the governor shall appoint until 
the next legislature adjourns, though it sit for a year, unless in 
the meantime the legislature itself has agreed—ten times—taking 
your narrow, limited, and artificial construction of the word 
happen — ten times as great a pressure of construction and con- 
straint upon the language as is required to adopt the meaning 
which we give to it. 

Mr. President, I wish to call the attention of the Senate to one 
judicial construction which I think has not been lately cited in 
the debate, and that is in the State of Pennsylvania, _The consti- 
tutien of Pennsylvania provides that the governor may fill any 
vacancy which may happen” in any judicial or elective office. 
It was held in Walsh vs. Commonwealth (89 Pa. St. Rep., 419), just 
as it has been held in our dealing with executive officers, that 
where the legislature created a new county the governor was au- 
thorized to Lo all the officers of that new county without 
their being elective offices ordinarily until an election could be 
held, on the ground that that was a vacancy happening within 
the meaning of the constitution of the State. 

Mr. President, my friend the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TUR- 
LEY] says—and it struck me that the argument he made was more 
against than in favor of his proposition—that if the framers of the 
Constitution meant what it is claimed they meant, how easy it 
would have been to have said ‘‘appoint a Senator till the legis- 
lature fill the office.” The fact that they did not say so, where 
they could have said it so easily, seems to him a strong argument 
that they did not meanit. But what they did say has been con- 
strued to mean exactly that thi They said uppoint till the 
next session of the legislature, and the Senate says, as they also 
said so emphatically, that the Senate should be always full; that 
it means till the next adjournment of the legislature, which they 
did not cd N 

I should like to ask this question, which I have never heard an- 
swered: What difference in principle is there between the case of 
a vacancy that begins at one time and the case of a vacancy that 
begins at another; between the case of a vacancy happening ac- 
cording to your construction of the word happen“ and the case 
of a vacancy happening according to my construction of the word 
“happen?” Is there any reason that can be conceived of on earth 
or in heaven which would induce any intelligent body framing a 
constitution to say that if the legislature has not met the gover- 
nor may appoint, and if it has met the governor shall not appoint, 
unless what I have just spoken of now can be accounted a crime, 
perjury, negligence on the part of the legislature who can not 
agree? 


Then, it would not follow that a vacancy 


Now, one of these things which our ancestors feared was a 
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failure on the part of the State to take interest enough in this 
General Government to keep the seats in the Senate and in the 
House full. You will find that fear constantly in the early dis- 
cussions on the Constitution, even down to Mr. Webster's time. 
Mr. Webster, as late as 1825 or 1830, spoke of the danger that the 
States mig! t not perform their constitutional duty of keeping the 
Senate full, and he said, in a passage cited both in the majority 
and minority reports on this question, that such a negligence would 
be fatal or destructive to any other country but ours. And then 
he adds, the Constitution, to secure us against this evil, lays hold 
of the individual conscience. But the individual conscience of 
the legislature is not sufficient for that purpose, and you are not 
safe any the more for the individual conscience of the legislature 
if they can not agree in regard to the character or the principles 
or the policy of the man upon whom they must unite. No oath 
can make a jury agree. No oath ot office can create a majority 
among men conscientiously differing in opinion. But behind the 
legislature and behind the individual consciences of senators or 
representatives of the State, whose individual consciences may 
not let them agree, you have one place where the individual con- 
science is to be laid hold of, where it is sure to create individual 
action, and that is the conscience and the action of the executive, 

Mr. TURLEY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Tennessee? £ 

Mr. HOAR. In one moment. He has to agree with nobody; 
he has to reconcile no difference of opinion, and he has the power 
and the right and the sworn duty to fill this office if the legisla- 
ture can not fill it; and in that way and in that way alone is the 
security of the whole Republic assured. Now I will listen to the 
Senator from Tennessee. 

Mr. TURLEY. I ask the Senator from Massachusetts why, if 
it was considered so ezsential and so important that the Senate 
should always be full, andif the final way to fill it was to put this 
duty-upon the conscience of the governor, did not the Constitution 
pay that the governor shall“ fill these vacancies instead of that 

e ‘* may?” 

Mr. HOAR. That question was debated in the Constitutional 
Convention. 

Mr. TURLEY. Iremember that. 

Mr. HOAR. And the answer to it was that the vacancy might 
occur within two days—— 

Mr. TURLEY. Let me put this case 

Mr. HOAR. I have not answered the other question. 

Mr. TURLEY. Well. 

Mr. HOAR. The vacancy may occur, as is said in the book 
which I have before me here ; 

Mr. TURLEY. I remember that. 

Mr. HOAR. Isupposed the Senator asked the question for the 
information of the Senate, and not only for his own. 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes, sir; thatis correct. 

Mr. HOAR. So I wish to answer in the hearing of the Senate. 
Mr. Ellsworth said, when the legislative meeting happened to be 
near, the power will not be exerted; that is, it left to the gov- 
ernor just what the governor of Pennsylvania did in this case and 
which has been wey. much commented on, in regard to his duty 
of summoning the legislature together. Suppose that a vacancy 
takes place within a week of the meeting of a legislature or 
within a week of the final adjournment of Congress, and there 
might not be another session for eight months. All that the gov- 
ernor of Washington or Montana or California in such case would 
do would be to appoint a man to travel here, get his mileage of 
four or five thousand dollarsand his salary, take the oath, and vote 
on the question of final adjournment. ow, such a case is quite 
conceivable, and accordingly, as Chief Justice Ellsworth says, 
* not make that absolutely imperative in all cases. 

. TURLEY. But these cases would occur so often, and I 
suggest them to the Senator. Suppose a vacancy occurs within a 
week before the meeting of the legislature or within a few days 
before the meeting of the legislature. Yet that legislature may 
meet and may remain in on months, and under many consti- 
tutions it may remain in session indefinitely, and during the time 
the legislature is in session and is balloting for a Senator most im- 
portant questions may come apin the Senate for disposition. 

Mr. HOAR. That is true. at is a fair 

Mr. TURLEY. One other question. 

Mr. HOAR. Let me answer that question. The Senator has 
no objection to my answering it? 

Mr. TURLEY. None in the world. 

Mr. HOAR. I think that is a very fair and pregnant question. 
It is a question which deserves an answer and serious considera- 
tion, and the answer to it, it seems to me, is this: Every human 
mechanism must have some imperfection init, and you could not 
preserve the power of the governar at all without there being some 
space of time which could not be covered by the arrangement. 
But the Senator will remember that this Constitution was framed 
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when the sessions of legislatures and of Parliament were so brief 
that the whole session of the legislatures and of Parliament was in 
legal construction considered to be but a single day. 

In England, down to a very recent period—indeed, I donot know 
but now—an act of Parliament takes effect on the first day of the 
session and not the last. Soif a man may do an act on the 4th 
day of March, according to the strictness of old English law he 
could be punished under a statute which made it a crime for the 
first time on the 10th of March, because the legal presumption was 
that the session was but a Binge day. Of course the pardoning 
power or the courts would take care of it, but I am speaking of 
the strictness of the law. So our Constitution was undoubtedly 
framed by men who were accustomed to brief legislative sessions 
and to the presumption that the legislative session was to be con- 
sidered but a day in point of time. 

Mr. TURLEY. ow, may Linterrupt the Senator once more, 
and I will not interrupt him again? ; 

Mr. HOAR, Certainly. I am delighted to have the Senator 
interrupt me, because I think the Senators are trying to get all the 
light they can on this question; and if I am wrong, I shall be as 
glad to be set right as anybody else. z 

Mr. TURLEY. If we go back to the proposition that the legis- 
latures met so 8 when the Constitution was framed 

Mr. HOAR. I did not say they met frequently, I say they 
held brief sessions. 

Mr. TURLEY, Well, held brief sessions. They met frequently, 


too. 

Mr. HOAR, I did not say that, at any rate. 

Mr. TURLEY. If they held brief sessions at that time, I sug- 
got this idea, which I presented before: If it was so important to 

eep the Senate full, even under the brief sessions then held and 
the meetings oncea year, because I gather from the constitutional 
debate that the legislatures then did meet as often as once a year 
and some of them oftener, still here was a period of almost twelve 
months during which Congress might be in session, and it was 
not made the duty of the governor absolutely to make the appoint- 
ment, but it was left in his discretion 3 and we might 
with good reason infer from that that if the legislature itself, 
which was made the primary choosing power or the power to select 
the Senator, thought it was a case where one should not be se- 
lected, then the same sentiment ht control the governor. In 
other words, the Constitution nowhere in it forces the governor 
or makes it the sworn duty of the governor to make the appoint- 
ment. It is left entirely to his discretion. 

Mr. HOAR. The beauty of the jury trial and of the grand 
jury is that there is no propa responsibility. A man is not 
afraid to do a thing that he thinks right because he has a dozen 
men to stand by. acts as one of a body. But where you want 
personal responsibility, the beauty of our executive arrangement 
is that we have it, and we have one man. Could any governor 
face his constituents, sworn to popport thə Constitution of the 
United States, who did not exercise that prerogative of appointing 
a Senator and having his State represented unless there was such 
good reason as that I have described, that it would be practically 
without any use? 

Now, I should like to come back on my honorable friend with 
a question, if I may. Is not this thing I have been saying true? 
Did they not regard it as important to keep the Senate full? Was 
not Mr. Webster right in that noble passage which we have both 

uoted? Did they not say that the whole power of the Sk asad 
States, the whole power of the 80,000,000 people united, could not 
take away from the little State of Nevada, with its 150,000 people, 
its constitutional right and its constitutional duty to have two 
Senators here all the time, so far as the power of human contriy- 
ance can accomplish that result? Is not that the law? Therefore, 
were not they desirous to keep the Senate full, and did they not 
mean that if a body, which could not always do it, tried their best 
and failed, the man who always could do it and to whom they 
had thought of giving the entire power and who was responsible 
individually to his people, should do it and keep the Senate full 
as much as possible? 

Remember, as I said just now, that they so regarded the impor- 
tance of keeping these two bodies here, and we have ever since, 
that even where a majority of the electors failed to elect they say 
it is better to have the man who represents the minority than not 
to have any representative at all. So they elect now universally 
bya plurality, and we shall have to come to that rule, in my judg- 
ment, some time in regard to the election of Senatorsof the United 
States. That will relieve us from much of our difficulty. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me to ask him a question? 

Mr. HOAR. rtainly, 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator very truly inquires, Did they 
not intend to keep the Senate always full? May Í ask the Senator 
if they did not intend that it should be done by constitutional 
methods? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
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Mr. BURROWS. And in no other way? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. And so the controversy at last resolves itself 
into one of the power under the Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Of course in one sense, but notquite. Weare de- 
termining what they expected to accomplish by the constitutional 
method. We are are seeking their rule of interpretation. We 
are looking to see whether they intended to have this clause they 
made interpreted in a way that wonld keep the Senate full, that 
being the usual and ordinary construction of the language they 
used, or whether they intended to have it so interpreted that it 
would not keep the Senate full. 

Mr. President, I submit again they regarded the governor as a 
fit depositary of this power. They had thought of giving it to him 
exclusively. They concluded not to do that, and they said, We 
will give it to him when the legislature can not exercise it and 
until they do exercise it; but we want the Senators there.“ 

Mr. President, I have talked a great deal longer than I intended 
to, but I wish to say one word about the precedents, and I frankly 
admit that there are precedents the other way. There are one or 
two early precedents and one or two late precedents in which it 
has been held in accordance with the contention of my honorable 
friend the Senator from Tennessee—the Kensey Johns and the 
Corbett case and two or three other cases which are all in our 
memory. That is true. 

Mr. TURLEY. May I ask the Senator a question? Is there a 
contested case since the Lanman case in 1825 down to this time— 
I do not even remember an uncontested case—where a Senator has 
been seated upon the appo niment of a governor in a case where 
the legislature has had the opportunity to fill the vacancy either 
before or after it occurred? 

Mr. HOAR. Thatis just the question I am coming to. The 
Senator has stated it very clearly, and it saves the necessity of my 
stating it before I proceed to answer it. 

It is true, as I was proceeding to say, that there are two or three 
cases of that kind, and it is further true that there is no case 
where the Senate upon debate has upheld the power of appoint- 
ment on the part of the governor under precisely these circum- 
stances; but it is also true that all the arguments against the 
power of the governor to act under these circumstancesare equally 
arguments against a long and unbroken series of Senatorial prece- 
dents. If it be true that the word happen,“ as my friend argued 
here for so long a time the other day, and my other friends argue, 
or as they say in their report, means to “occur fortuitously;” if 
it be true that the framers did not intend to provide for the case 
of the beginning of a term or for any case except a case of the 
kind enumerated, by accident, resignation, or death, or other like 
cases, as all the Senators on the other side argue, then the entire 
series of precedents, between twenty and thirty, is swept away. 

No case is precisely similar to this. Ido not know what the 
color of Mr. Quay’s eyes are; whether they are blue or black. I 
am quite sure there is no green in them, if I recollect. But it is 
also true that there has never been a case in which the Senate has 
held that a blue-eyed governor might make an appointment under 
these circumstances or that a blue-eyed governor might appoint a 
black-eyed Senator. There isno more distinction in principle be- 
tween the cases settled by the precedents in favorof the executive 
power and thiscase than between the case of a blue-eyed appointee 
and a black-eyed appointee. All the arguments, the reasons, the 
constitutional principles, the history, the decisions in like cases 
in regard to the use of the same language in other parts of the 
Constitution, the decisions of like cases where they have arisen in 
the States, appl just as much to this case, where the legislature 
has met and a 8 without electing, as they apply to the 
case where the beginning of the term has arrived without an 
election, or to any other case where the vacancy might have been 
foreseen, 

If this word happen“ mean what it does elsewhere in the Con- 
stitution, if it mean occur, come to pass, if it mean just what they 
meant by the phrase they used before Madison’s amendment—va- 
cancies existing may be filled—ifit mean just what it would mean 
if you say if the 4th of July happen on Sunday, then you have 
settled the question, and the two or three cases which I have men- 
tioned were mistakes, 

If, on the other hand, it does not mean that, but mean what my 
friends on the other side say in their arguments, then there are 
twenty or thirty decisions of the United States Senate that are all 
wrong, and you can not seat the New Hampshire Senator at the 
beginning of his term if there has been no legislature to elect 
under the statute; and you can not seat if the man die the day be- 
fore the legislature meet and do not meet again fora year. The 
one simple thing that we have to settle is what the Constitution 
means. Did it mean if there be a vacancy of any kind, or did it 
mean if there be a vacancy occurring by chance? When you set- 
tle that one question, one result or the other follows. 

Mr. President, there is one thing to be said, and it may as well 
be said out loud as said by every tor to himself, in regard to 
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this matter of precedents in election cases, and that is they are 
of the least value of any precedents established by judicial or by 
quasi-judicial tribunals. In the first place, perhaps six Senators, 
perhaps ten, will utter their voices in debate. Who knows on 
what ground the other eighty-four or eighty Senators who vote 
are proceeding? There is no record, as in the case of a judicial 
tribunal, of the reasons and grounds of the judges; and, also, it is 
notorious both in our own history and the history of England, that 
political feeling and personal feeling largely enter into these 
cases. There was nothing more proverbial for the want of justice 
than the English election cases down to the time when they 
changed the law. 

They were obliged to take from Parliament this great preroga- 

tive of judging of the qualifications and election of its own mem- 

bers and commit it to the courts about twenty-five years ago in 
England, and the history of our own election cases, I think, in the 
States and in this Capitol is a like history, as sein? taped knows. 
The Senate has not been free fromit. Does anybody doubt, who 
sat here, that in the three cases of Mantle, Beckwith, and Allen 
those gentlemen would have been seated almost without a qua 
tion on the authority of the cases of Blair and Bell had it not been 
that three silver men were desiring to take their seats when we 
were then coming to the great struggle for the repeal of the Sher- 
man law? 

Now, Mr. President, if I state anything that is not true here in 
this matter, there are twenty gentlemen seated in these seats who 
know it as well as I do. I believe that this question never will be 
settled by any vote or by any majority until it is settled in favor 
of the right of the people of the State. the right of the State, the 
right of the Senate, the right of the whole people of the country 
that in these great transactions which we are engaged, never 

eater, never so great and momentous as they are to-day, every 
State shall have its quota and every seat shall be filled. 

Mr. TURLEY. I wish to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 
a question, because I have the greatest respect for him, and I un- 
derstand his last remarks to mean that up to this time, at least in 
a great many of these cases, the Senate has been governed and 
controlled by political and personal questions. 

Mr. HOAR. I say the votes in the Senate have been governed. 

Mr. TURLEY. The votes in the Senate? 

Mr. HOAR. Yes; I say so. 

Mr. TURLEY. That means the Senate itself, because the votes 


control the Senate. 
Mr. HOAR., Very well. 
Mr. TURLEY. The Senator says that the Senate has been con- 


trolled, through the votes expressed by it, by political and personal 
considerations upon a question which depends entirely upon a 
construction of the Constitution. If that has been so in the past, 
what have we to hope for in the future? What can we look for- 
ward to in the future? What I mean to say, more especially, is 
that no matter how those votes may have been controlled, no 
matter how they may have been brought about, yet, as a matter 
of fact, for seventy-five years they have resulted in one fixed, estab- 
lished principle. Ido not mean that all the arguments in each 
case can be reconciled. I do not mean that, because that 

Mr. HOAR. But will the Senator deny that his whole argu- 
ment overthrows not only the claim of Corbett and Mantle and 
so on, who were not seated, but it overthrows equally the claim 
of Pasco and of Bell, Blair, and Marston? If there ever was in 
the history of the Senate a nonpartisan result it was in those New 
Hampshire cases, great men, Mr. Edmunds, then Senator from 
Vermont, arguing to receive the Senators, and Mr. Conkling, a 
man of great intinence and strength, arguing on the other side; 
Mr. Thurman on one side, Mr. Bayard, I think, on the other; I 
am not quite sure about that. But it was absolutely nonpartisan. 
Nobody cared, for any personal or public or political reason, 
whether Mr. Blair or Mr. Bell or Mr, Marston took their seats a 
few weeks earlier or not. 

Now, I do not agree with the Senator that this thing never has 
been done. The Senator will not himself deny that unless he is 
right in an argument which overthrows the old cases he can not 
support his present contention, and I agree that unless I am right 
in my argument this case and all the old cases are swept away. 

I wish to add one further remark which I forgot before, rather 
in connection with what has been said, showing the character of 
these proceedings. I have been getting for the last five or six 
weeks in every mail, probably for a longer period than that, hosts 
of letters (I suppose they come to other members of the Senate) 
asking the Senate to decide this question of pure constitutional 
law in the light of the opinion of the writer in regard to the char- 
acter of the gentleman whom the governor of Pennsylvania has 


8 

e spirit which is abroad among these worthy men in the State 
of Pennsylvania and elsewhere is the spirit of the Dreyfus trial; 
nothing else. The one contribution greater than any other of 
England and of the United States to jurisprudence and to civiliza- 
tion is in establishing the doctrine and practice of deciding upon 


the rights of individuals and of communities according to a law 
established by another authority than that of the tribunal which 
determines it and the fact proved according to the rules established 
for the judicial proceedings. That we do in this country; that 
our kinsmen do in England. It is done nowhere else in a large 
degree on the face of the earth. In France the who'e of France 
said. We believe this man to be guilty, and therefore, although 
upon the evidence alone his innocence be as clear as the noonday, 
we demand that you shall condemn him;” and they condemned 
him amid the execrations of all mankind. 

Now, here. if this Constitution, written a hundred and thirteen 
years ago, means one thing, that meaning is to stand for every 
case and for all time. If it means another thing, that meaning is 
to stand for every case and for all time, and the question of indi- 
vidual desire, of individual character, of individual history, and 
conduct has no place. And Iam glad to know that into the de- 
liberations of this Chamber on this occasion that vile and fatal 
spirit has not been able to get an eminence. 

Mr. TURLEY. Now, Mr. President, just briefly in response 
to the question the Senator from Massachusetts has put to me. 
Itis true that my individual views and the individual views of 
several members of the majority of the committee, probably of all 
of them, are that as an original question the governor has no 
power to fill a vacancy at the beginning of the term. But in going 
over these precedents we did attempt to show, and I think we suc- 
cessfully demonstrated, that for seventy-five years the precedents 
have established the principle that the governor can not appoint 
e the legislature has had au opportunity to choose and 
select. 

This principle reconciles the New Hampshire and the Florida 
cases with all the other cases since the Lanman case. I under- 
stand that those cases, especially in the arguments of ex-Senator 
Edmunds, were placed upon the ground that under the peculiar 
circumstances existing there, the fact that the legislature, which 
under the act of 1866 alone had the right to fill those vacancies, 
could not meet until after the vacancies oceurred, justified the 
governor in making the appointment, the principle being that the 
legislature never having had an opportunity to fill the vacancy, 
then the governor could do it. 

So we conclude the majority, by announcing the principle that 
these cases for seventy-five years have established this construc- 
tion of the Constitution, that wherever the legislature has had 
the opportunity to elect, then the governor can not appoint. We 
do not conclude the report by laying down the pruposition broadly 
that the governor can not fill a term at its commencement, but 
we do conclude the report by showing that the Senate, the only 
body which can fix the construction of this clause of the Consti- 
tution, has for seventy-five years fixed a construction upon it 
which lays down the 3 e that the governor can not appoint- 
where the legislature has had the opportunity to fill the vacancy 
and has failed to fill it. Our argument reconciles these cases and 
makes a principle which applies to all the cases for a period of 
seventy-five years. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ten- 
nessee yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes, sir; I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. McCOMAS. Not to divert the Senator, I wish to remind 
him of the case in 1809 of Samuel Smith, holding his seat as a Sen- 
ator and his term expiring on the 4th of March, and then being 
appointed to fill the vacancy until the legislature should fill it by 
election. In that case the Senator's report shows what is the 
record, that there was a controversy and a contention. But in 
that early day, when a Senator had ended his term and had been 
appointed pending an election, no one in the controversy even 
made a contest about the right of the appointment to the vacancy 
. because of the expiration of the prior term of the 

nator. 

Now, the second observation which I will ask the Senators at- 
tention to is this: Is it not in his own argument evident to his 
own mind, and he is very clear, that the reason of the rule in the 
decisions in the Blair, Bell, and Marston cases was not that the pro- 
vision in the New Hampshire constitution could change the in- 
terpretation of the Constitution of the Union States, but that 
the Senate in the three most unprejudiced decisions it has given 
labored to keep the Senate full, and gave the construction that the 
Senate must be kept full, for which the Senator from Massachu- 
setts has made such a strong argument? I ask the Senatorif that 
principle is not at the basis of the decision in the three New Hamp- 
shire cases? 

Mr. TURLEY. Undoubtedly it is; and I will answer the Sen- 
ator’s proposition first. Undoubtedly the Smith case was a case 
of the expiration of a term by regular efflux of time, and where 
the legislature had failed to fill the term. I believe they refused 
to fill it from some construction they placed upon some statute in 
Maryland. Undoubtedly from 1801,in the Uriah Tracy case, down 
to 1825, in the Lanman case, that rule was adopted; and I suppose 
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it is true that in the Blair cases the Senate was moved by the prin- 
ciple and idea of keeping the Senate full, and they carried that 
idea as far as they could under the paramount intention contained 
in the Constitution that these vacancies should be filled by the 
legislature just as soon as the legislature had the opportunity. 

Nir. HOAR. What does the Senator say to the Sevier case? 

Mr. TURLEY. I will answer that. That case was put on the 
very same ground. I noticed that in my argument the other day. 
There was a case where the Arkansas Senator. Mr. Sevier. chose 
the short term. He was elected in the fall of 1836, I think, and 
when he came here and drew by lot he was assigned to a term 
which expired on the 4th of March, 1837. Owing to the difficulty 
of communication at that time the news did not reach the State 
which he represented until after the legislature had adjourned. 
It was exactly in principle the case of the New Hampshire cases, 

Mr. HOAR. Now, may I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. TURLEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Lask him if he does not think that is a pretty nar- 
row constitutional provision when he levels it down? The Sen- 
ator now does not contend that the governor can not fill whenever 
the legislature was in session after the vacancy: he says the con- 
stitutional principle is that if the Sg regres has heard of the va- 
cancy the governor can not fill, but if the legislature has not heard 
of it, he can. 

Mr. TURLEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. HOAR. Is.not that what the Senator comes to? 

Mr. TURLEY. No, no; I do not say anything of the kind, Mr. 
President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Tennessee 
will suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. i 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


urposes. 
x The PRESIDENT e tempore. Without any objection, the un- 
finished business will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I shall object— 

Mr. FORAKER. Let it be laid aside until the Senator who has 
the floor concludes. 

Mr. HOAR. I do not wish to admit that under the rules of the 
Senate any unfinished business takes precedence of a pending 
election case upon credentials. I do not wish to raise that ques- 
tion by debate now and appeal, if the Chair should think one way 
and some Senator should think the other. I want to avoid the 

uestion because there is practically no difference of opinion. 

owever, I desire to say that I should raise this parliamentary 
question but for the fact that it is not desired to proceed with the 
election case after the Senator from Tennessee has concluded. 

Mr. TURLEY. I will simply respond to the inquiries put to 
me on the opposite side and yield the floor. I do not intend to 
make any further speech on this question. The Senator from 
Massachusetts says my position is thatif the legislature has heard 
of the vacancy then the governor can not fill it; if it has not heard 
of it, the governor can fillit. Now, that is not the proposition at 

The proposition is, that if the legislature has had a legal 
constitutional opportunity to fill it, then the governor can not 
fill it. ; 

Mr. HOAR. Was not the difficulty in the Arkansas case only 
that the legislature had not heard of it? 

Mr. TURLEY. According to the report in Taft’s Cases, the 
news got to Arkansas after the legislature had adjourned. 

Mr. HOAR. But to-day, the telegraph being in operation, if 
the news had got to the legislature, will the Senator say that the 
governor coala not appoint him in Arkansas under precisely the 
same facts in all other respects? So does it not after all come 
down, I submit to the Senator with at deference, not to the 
question whether the 8 occurred when the legislature was 
in session, but whether they had heard of it? 

Mr. TURLEY. I think not, because at the present day, if the 
legislature wasin session and news reached the State of Arkansas, 
or any other State, in time, reached there in a legal way, in a con- 
stitutional way, if I may use that term, so that the legislature 
could fill the vacancy, then the principle would apply. But the 
case I put, when it is examined in Taft’s Election Cases and in 
the record itself, is put on the principle that the legislature had 
adjourned and never had the opportunity to fill it; and that is 
the broad distinction. 

Now, I want to put one other case, and then Iam going to yield 
the floor to the other side. It is illustrated to me by what has 
occurred in the State of Kentucky recently. We have had a case, 
as far as we got the information by the ne pers, where the 
ee of a State has declared martial law and dispersed a legis- 

ture, summoned his troops. prevented the legissature from meet- 
ing to perform its duty. That did not happen to occur just 
exactly in time in this case, but it came very near doing it. The 
legislature of Kentucky, just previous to this happening, had 
chosen a Senator. But suppose this had occurred before the time 


for the choosing of a Senator, and a governor, for reasons which 
he deemed satisfactory, whether justifiable or not, summoned his 
rome and dispersed the legislature. The time for the meeting of 
the legislature passes, and then he appoints a Senator and sends 
him here. Would such an appointee be received and admitted on 
this floor? 

Mr. MCCOMAS. Mr. President, I simply ask the Senate to make 
some brief answer in a moment totbesuggestion of the Senator from 
Tennessee in respect to the Sevier case und the hypothetical case 
that happily has not occurred in Kentucky. In the latter case 
you would have the old question of a disputed right in the execu- 
tive as to what was the government that did it, and it is apart 
from any aid in this inquiry. But in the case of Mr. Sevier the 
State was admitted into the Union in 1836. In October of that 
year two Senators were elected, and by lot in the classification 
one ended his term on the 4th of March. In January the governor 
of the State, hearing of that unlooked-for matter, appointed the 
man who had been elected. The opinion which is cited by the 
Senator from Tennessee in his report puts it upon the ground 
that the case of the vacancy is fairly within the provision of the 
Constitution contained in the third section of the first article. I 
put it to the Senator that the controlling consideration in reaching 
that conclusion would be that that provision was intended to keep 
the Senate full; that, although Arkansas had no tidings in time to 
elect by the legislature, the governor had the right to appoint, 
and that the seating of Sevier was in the spirit and within the 
purpose of that provision of the Constitution. 

I do not intend to take part to any degree in this argument, but 
when the Senator says that in this body there has been no case 
like the present where a legislature intervening a governor there- 
after filled the vacancy, he will admit that there is no case among 
all those cited or in the record of elections in the Senate wherein 
this case has been decided according to hiscontention. It is new, 
entirely new, in this body. There is no precedent in this body 
where the vacancy has been filled after the session of a legislature. 
It is met now for the first time. I submit to the Senator that the 
case he has there cited, along with the cases, most unbiased, in 
New Hampshire, show that the Senate, when there was an exigency, 
where a vacancy occurred either by a defect in the State's organic 
law, as in the State of New Hampshire, or by a defect of trans- 
mission of intelligence, as in the State of Arkansas, the Senate 
kept the rudder true to the purpose and the plan of this section 
of the Constitution, to wit, to keep seats full. When the legisla- 
ture elected, the seat would be full; and when it did not. where 
the vacancy existed, the appointment of the governor would make 
it full, as the express language of that section asserts. 

Mr. TURLEY. Now, Mr. President, one word more and I am 
done, If the Senator will examine the report of Mr. Grundy in 
the Sevier case from Arkansas : 

Mr. McCOMAS. I have it, Senator. 

Mr. TURLEY. It is put on this ground. I do not think I can 
be mistaken about that. It seems that many Senators, at that 
time at least, adhered to the original doctrine, which I understand 
is the doctrine of the Johns case, that a governor can not appoint 
to fill a vacancy at the beginning of aterm. Mr. Grundy cites 
the Lanman case as having established that principle. and hesays 
the Sevier case, on account of the fact that the news did not reach 
Arkansas in time to enable the legislature to fill the vacancy, fell 
within the spirit of that clause of the Constitution which says, 
“vacancies happening by resignation or otherwise;” in other 
words, giving the interpretation to the Constitution which we 
contend was the interpretation originally placed upon it or in- 
tended to be placed upon it by the framers of the Constitution 


itself. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, the facts in the case of Mr. Quay, 
about which, I believe, there is no dispute, are, substantially, that 
his term of office of United States Senator from the State of Pennsyl- 
vania expired March 3, 1899, during the session of the roe 
which convened on the first Tuesday in January, 1899, and lasted un- 
til the 20th of April following, on which day it adjourned without 
electing a Senator. There being a vacancy in the office of Senator 
from the State of Pennsylvania, and a recess of the legislature, 
the governor of the State, on the 2ist of April, under Article I, 
section 3, of the Constitution, appointed Mr. Quay to fill the va- 
cancy until the next meeting of the legislature. 

The question presented to the Senate is one purely of law—a 
proper construction of the Constitution—and no other element or 
factor should enter into its determination. Mr. Quay's merits or 
demerits or his personality has nothing to do with the case or in 
reaching a conclusion. 

Section 3, Article I, of the Constitution is as follows: 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years. And if 
vacancies happen by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of the legis- 
lature of any State, the executive thereof may make tem op ber int- 
ments until the next meeting of the legislature, which I then i such 
vacancies, 


It was clearly the intention of the makers of the Constitution 
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that each State should be constantly represented in the Senate by 
two Senators. The language of the Constitution authorizes this 
construction. It provides, in the first instance, that the State 
legislatures shall choose Senators; but if a vacancy happens by 
resignation or otherwise during the recess of the legislature the 
governor of the State may make a temporary appointment to fill 
such vacancy. This clearly indicates that the Constitution in- 
tended a State should awaa have full representation in the Sen- 
ate, and to insure this at all times the governor is empowered to 
fill vacancies that happen during the recess of the legislature. 
Senator Edmunds, discussing in the Senate the case of Charles 


H. Bell, appointed Senator by the governor of New Hampshire in 
1879, used this language: 

The Constitution is looking to have each State represented in this body all 
s the Constitution provides and looks to do it; 


the time, and by some method 
and therefore when it uses the word “otherwise” it uses a comprehensive 
term, so that, in whatever way a State ceases to have opportunity to express 
its full voice in the council of States, it shall be filled up temporarily by the 
governor until the legislature, the chief and sovereign power in the State, 
next meeting, can have an opportunity to fill it. 

It is true that the vacancy happened during the session of the 
legislature; but it is also true that the legislature failed during 
the entire session to elect a Senator and adjourned, and thata 
vacancy happened during the recess that followed the adjourn- 
ment. It is with this vacancy that happened during the recess 
of the legislature that the governor filled by appointing Mr. Quay 
the Senate must deal. The moment the legislature adjourned 
without electing a Senator there was a vacancy, which pi gree 
during the recess of the legislature, and the discretion to fill it by 
appointment under the Constitution vested in the governor. 

t was clearly the right and duty of the legislature during the 
session to fill this vacancy, but it came about that the legislature 
failed or refused to do so, and adjourned, wherenpon the governor 
filled the yacancy during the recess of the legislature. The va- 
cancy not only happened during the session, but continued through- 
out the entire session of the legislature and after its adjournment, 
Whether it was a new vacancy that happened during the recess 
or a continuance of the same vacancy is not important. The 
material question under the Constitution is, Was there a vacancy, 
and was there a recess of the legislature at the time of the ap- 
pointment of Mr. Quay? 

If so, the case comes under the provisions of the Constitution, 
because the words are if vacancies happen by resignation or 
otherwise during the recess of the legislature.” e word “ other- 
wise” embraces every possible way a vacancy could happen except 
by resignation. Now, this vacancy happened otherwise than 
resignation;” it happened by reason of the legislature’s inability 
or refusal to elect a tor; and this being the case, the power of 
the governor to appoint attached at once, and he performed his 
duty under the Constitution by filling the vacancy. 

I take it that this appointment would last only until the next 
meeting of the legislature. But suppose at the next meeting of 
the legislature it should still refuse to elect a Senator and adjourn 
without doing so. Then I hold, under the language of the Con- 
stitution, there would be a vacancy during the recess of the leg- 
islature which the governor could fill by appointment. The 
legislature, under the Constitution, has the right to elect a Senator, 
and the governor has an equal right to appoint a Senator if the 
legislature fails to elect, and this failure continues until after the 

journment, because in this event a vacancy happens or there is 
a vacancy during the recess, not by resignation, but ‘‘ otherwise;” 
and this fact authorizes the governor to appoint. 

The provision in the Constitution that im certain contingencies 
the governors of States may 01 Senators is a wise one, be- 
cause it insures at all times a full representation of States in the 
Senate. If ten or twenty States in the Union should fail on ac- 
count of war, invasion, or for any cause to elect Senators whose 
term had expired during the session of the legislature, and the 
right to appoint by the governor in such an event be denied, it 
might prove disastrous and dangerous, because there would be 
from twenty to forty seats vacant, leaving perhaps not a quorum 
of the Senate. The policy of the Government on the gravest and 
most important questions might be changed by the legislatures 
failing to elect Senators if the right to appoint by the governor 
is denied; the ratification of an important treaty might fail; an 
important revenue bill necessary to carry on the 
might fail. 

It is claimed that the governor should have convened the legis- 
lature in session again immediately to elect a United States Sen- 


vernment 


ator. It is not important, in the decision of this question by the | th 


Senate, whether the governor did his duty or not, or exercised his 
discretion soundly and wisely, in not calling the legislature to- 
ther, or whether he violated the constitution of his State. All 
Senate can deal with is the fact that there was a recess of the 
legislature and a vacancy in the office of Senator, and the gov- 
ernor made the appointment to fill the 8 The question of 
the phi of the governor under the constitution of the State of 
Pennsylvania is one to be settled by the people of Pennsylvania 
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ang me legislature of Pennsylvania, not by the United States 
nate, 

If the doctrine is adhered to that in case the legislature fails to 
elect a Senator during its session, the governor can not appoint 
because the legislature had an opportunity to elect and failed, then 
a legislature can by refusing to elect a Senator defeat for six 
years, or a full Senatorial term, full representation of a State in 
the Senate. If this be the case, what omes of the plain lan- 
guage of the Constitution, ‘‘ that the Governor may e tem 
rary appointments until the next meeting of the legislature?” This 
pene clearly defeat the plain meaning and intent of the Consti- 

ution, 

In dealing with the words The President shall have power to 
fill up all vacancies which may happen during the recess of the 
Senate,” which occur in another place in the Constitution, we have 
the decision and constant practice of the Senate to guide usin 
helping to construe the language in section 3, ‘Article 1 of the 
Coustitution, and determine the case now before the Senate. 

Clause 3, section 2, Article II of the Constitution, provides: 

The President shall have power to fill up all vacancies that may happen 
during the 0 S il i 
2 zing sh 3 ae —— by granting commissions which shall expire 

According to the majority report of the committee it is admitted 
that various Attorneys-General have held under this provision 
that where an office became vacant during a session of the Sen- 
ate, and the Senate adjourned before it had been filled, the power 
of the President to appoint still continued. Following the deci- 
sions of the Attorneys-General, this has been the unvarying prac- 
tice of the Executive, concurred in by the Senate and the 
departments of the Government. 

We all know that if the Senate fails or refuses to confirm a nomi- 
nation made by the President, that immediately upon the adjourn- 
ment of the Senate the President can make the same nomination 
during the recess until the next meeting of the Senate, and that 
this appointment holds good, and the power and authority of the 
officer so appointed and holding a commission to discharge the 
duties of the office is not questioned by anyone. 

If the President of the United States can appoint an officer un- 
der the Constitution, upon failure of the Senate to confirm, during 
the recess of the Senate, why should not the governor of a State 
appoint during the recess of the legislature a Senator to fill the 
severe fies that may occur by reason of the legislature failing to 
elect 

The majority report states that the precedents are all one way. 
Ido not attach controlling importance to precedents in such a 
case as this in a political body. The fact is, however, that the 
precedents of the Senate are not uniform on the subject of the 
executive appointments made to fill vacancies at the beginning 
of a full term. The Senate has admitted fourteen appointments 
to fill vacancies in the Senate made by governors of States and 
rejected only six. 

If State legislatures could be made to understand when they 
fail to elect a United States Senator and the governor performs 
his duty by filling the vacancy, as provided under the Constitu- 
tion, that the Senate will admit the person so appointed to a seat 
in the Senate, this would go far toward compelling the State leg- 
islatures to elect Senators and prevent failures of election, and 
tend to put an end to legislative contests about the election of Sen- 
ators that are now so common. 

I do not agree with the Senator from Tennessee, who signed the 
majority report, when he says: 

Far better would it be for the safety of the Republic to establish the doc- 
trine firmly and forever that if the L ture of a State willfully and delib- 
erately f: to perform the duty of electing a Senator the State should go 
unrepresen < 

The Senator calls on the Senate to establish the doctrine that if 
a legislature does not elect a Senator the State should go unrepre- 
sented. This language is in direct opposition to the letter and 
spirit of the Constitution, 

The Senator is advising and urging the Senate to set up a rule 
to the effect that if a legislature Will fully and deliberately fails 
to perform its duty that portion of the Constitution providing 
for the filling of a vacancy by the governor shall be set aside by 
Senators who have taken an oath to support the Constitution. 
This is 11 1 15 talk coming from a Senator and eminent lawyer. 
Let me tell the Senator that no emergency can or should ever 
arise that would authorize the Senate to establish a doctrine firmly 
and forever against the provisions of the Constitution. But in 
e case now pending before the Senate no reason presents itself 
why the Senate should not go forward in the discharge of its 
duty and obey the plain of the Constitution by seating 
Mr. Quay, who was appointed to fill a vacancy in the Senate that 
eee Seite a recess of the legislature. 

To my mind the lan of the Constitution is plain and should 
occasion no doubt. this same language was employed in the 
ordinary business transactions of life, as a rule of action outside 
of any political body, in my judgement there would never be the 
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least doubt about its meaning. It would receive the natural and 
plain construction its reading authorizes. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues for the 
relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask for the reading of the 
bill with the amendment which has been proposed by the Senate 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill and the proposed amendment, 

The Seeretary proceeded to read the amendment reported by 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like very much if the 
House bill to which what the Secretary is reading is proposed as a 
substitute may be read, in order that we may compare the two. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the amendment proposed by the 
committee may be treated as the original text, so as to avoid 
second-degree amendments, 

Mr, BACON. Yes. 


Mr. BACON. I have no object, except that I desire to be able 
to consider the substitute proposed by the committee intelligently, 
and I can not do that without knowing what the original propo- 
sition is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
bill as it came from the House of Representatives and then the 
pro substitute, F 
e Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Whereas the poopie of Puerto Rico haye been deprived of markets for a 

portion of their products, and have lost p rty and crops by severe 
and nn storms, whereby they are impoverished and are unable to pay 
internal-revenue and direct taxes; and 


Whereas tempor: revenue is necessary for their schools, their roads, and 
their internal baprovemente, and the administration of their government: 


Now, therefore, 
Be it enacted, etc.. That the provisions of this act shall apply Path Lard —— 
e n 


Puerto Rico and to the acen nds and waters of 


was ceded to the United States by the Government of § by treaty con- 
eluded April 11, 1899; an name Puerto Rico, as used act, shall be 
ape to nents not only the island of that name, but all the adjacent islands 
as afo 


SEC. 3. That on and after the o of this act all merchandise coming 
into the United States from Puerto and coming into Puerto Rico from 
the United States shall be entered at the several ports of entry upon pay- 
ment of 15 per cent of the duties which are required to be levied, collector: 
and paid see like articles of merchandise imported from foreign countries; 
and in addition thereto upon articles of merchandise of Puerto Rican manu- 
facture coming into the United States and withdrawn for consumption or 
sale upon payment of a tax equal to the internal-reyenue tax im: in 
the Uni States upon the like articles of merchandise of dom manu- 
facture; such tax to be paid by internal-revenue stamp or stamps to be pur- 
chased and provided by the C. oner of Internal Revenne and to be 
prora from the collector of internal revenue at or most convenient to 

he port of entry of said merchandise in the United States, and to be affixed 


adaiti to th eevee vided t of atax equal in rate and 
ion e duty above pro u ent of a rate an 
amount to the ites) Sevens tax — t 


articles of Puerto Rican manufacture. 


Treasury, but shall be held as a separate fund, and shall be pes at the dis- 
poal of the President to be used for the government and benefit of Puerto 


f 

co until otberwise provided by law. 

Sec. 5. This hall be taken and held to be provisional in its purposes 
and intended to meet a t need for revenue for the taland of 


Puerto Rico, and shall not continue in force after the lst day of March, 1902. 
The amendment reported by the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Puerto Rico was to strike out the preamble and all after the 
enacting clause of the bill and insert: 
GENERAL PROVISIONS. 


That the provisions hereof shall apply to and include not only the island 
of Porto Rico, but also all the adjacent islands and the waters thereof east 
of the seventy-fourth meridian of longitude west of Greenwich that were 
ceded to the United States by the treaty of peace concluded between the 
United States and Spain on the lith day of April, 1899, and the name Porto 
Rico as used herein U be held to include the same. 


sw 
to L g . their 
allegiance to zua owa of Spain on or before the llith day of April, 8 


States und entered into on the 11th da 72 175 1898; and they, 
with such o ted S in Po 


tute a body politic under the name of The 


with governmental powers as hereinafter conferred, and with power to sue 
and be sued in the courts of the United States in all cases in which such 
courts have 9 where one of the parties is a State or Territory of 
the United States. 


consistent or in 
conflict with the laws of the United States not locally inapplicable, or the 
provisions hereof, until altered, amended, or repealed the legislative 
authority hereinafter provided for Porto Rico or by act of Con; of the 
United States: Provided, That so much of the law which was in Soros at the 
time of cession, April 11, 1899, forbidding the marriage of gon ministers, 
or followers of any faith because of vows they may have en, being para- 
graph 4, article . chapter 3, civil code, and which was continued the 
order of the secretary of justice of Porto Rico, dated 17, 1899, and 
perenne by Maj. Gen. Guy V. Henry, United States Volunteers, is 
ereb; ssp and annulled, and all persons lawfully married in Porto 
Rico shall ve ali the rights and remedies conferred by law upon parties to 
either civil or religious And provided further, Tha paragra hl, 
article 105, section 4, divorce, civil code, and ph 2, section 10, b> § the 
order of the minister of justice of Porto Rico, dated March 17, 1899, and 
promulgated by Maj. Gen. Guy V. Henry, United States Volunteers, be, and 
the same hereby are, so amended as to read: “Adultery on the part of either 
the husband or the wife.“ 


ants of Porto Rico on the llth day of A a e, and which continued to be 
so owned up to the date of such 8 and the coasting trade be- 
tween Porto Rico and any other 1 of the United States shall be - 
lated in accordance with the provisions of law applicable to such trade: bec 
tween any two great coasting districts. 

Sec. 6. That quarantine stations shall be established at such places in 
Porto Rico as the Supervising Surgeon-General of me. Marine-Hospital 


Sec. 7. That for the 
culation in Porto Rico and substituting therefor the coins of the United 
States, the Secre! of the 
entation in Porto 


States; and whatever sum may be required to carry out the 8 
on there * 


ions and employ such 
— to accom e purposes hereof: Provi however, 
owing on the date when this act shall take effect shall be Walen s in the coins 


and phs of an act entitled “An 3 revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and to encourge the industries of the United States.“ approved Jul: 
24, 1807, and until March 1, but not thereafter, there collec: 
upon ali articles imported into Porto Rico from the United States 15 per 
cent of said rates, in the „357 Salt te ee eee a t as — 
an 


schedules and hs were 
all the other ova 1 


his office at San Juan, which is hereby made a port of entry, and be paid 
an annual oi There shall be such subports of entry as the Sec- 
2 of the y may di „and such ms offi be 
pro’ 


ed therefor as may be necessary to perform such duties as may be 
8 by law. and they shall be paid such eee as the 2 


and prescribe compensation for all n officers and nts to carry out 
the provisions hereof: h A That all collections made under 
8 and 9 hereof shall be paid into the of Porto Rico, to 


ex 
of bein 

Seo. 10. passage of this act until March 1, 1902, all 
articles coming to the United States from Porto Rico shall be admitted into 
the ports of the United States on payment of 15 por cent of the rates of duty 
mentioned and ag top in the schedules and paragraphs of said act of 
July 24, 1897, all laws and parts of laws to the contrary notwithstanding, but 
after March 1, 1902, all such articles shall be admitted into the ports of the 
United States free of duty: Provided, That all duties collected on such arti- 
cles shi from Porto Rico into the United States under the provisions of 
this on shall be held in the Treasury of the United States as a separate 
fund, to be used under the direction of the President of the United States 
for the government and benefit of Porto Rico. 

Sec. II. That all expenses that may be incurred on account of the govern- 
ment of Porto Rico for salaries of officials and the conduct of their offices and 
departments, and all expenses and obligations contracted for the internal 
improvement or development of the not, however, including defenses, 
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barracks. har t-houses, bu and other works undertaken by the 
United States, ig paid by N of Porto Rico out of the reye- 
nues in his custody. 


Sec. 12. That the statutory laws of the United States not locally inapplica- 
ble, except as hereinbefore or hereinafter otherwise provided, shall have the 
same force and effect in Porto Rioo as in the United States. 

Seo. 13. That the legislative authority hereinafter provided shall have 
power by aoe enactment to amend, alter, modify, or repeal any law or ordi- 
nance, civil or criminal, continued in force by this act, as it may from time 


to time see fit. 
Sec. 14. That all judicial sball run in the name of “ United States 
of America, ss: the dent of the United States,“ and all criminal or penal 


tions in the local courts shall be conducted in the name and by the 
shall, before ente 


le of Porto Rico;“ and all officials authorized by this 

g upon the duties of their respective offices, take an 

oath to support the Constitution of the United States and the laws of Porto 
THE GOVERNOR. 

Sec. 15. That the official title of the chief executive officer shall be “the 
governor of Porto Rico.” He shall be a eg eg bre President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate; he shall hold his office for a 
term of four years and until his successor is chosen and qualified. 
sooner removed by the President; he shall reside in Porto Rico during his 
official incumbency, and shall maintain his office at the seat of government; 
he may grant ons and reprieves, and remit fines and forfeitures for of- 
fenses the laws of Porto Rico, and respites for offenses against the 
laws of the United States, until the decision of the President can be ascer- 
tained; he shall commission all officers that he may be authorized to appoint, 
and shall partici in and may veto any | ation enacted, as hereinafter 

vided; he be the commander in chief of the HHA na shall at all 
— faithfully execute the laws, and he shall in that behalf have all the pow- 
ers of governors of the Territories of the United States that are not locally 
inapplicable; and he shall annually, and at such other times as he may be re- 
goreg make official report of the ons of the government in Porto 
ico, through the Secretary of State, tothe President of the United States: 
Provided, That the dent may, in his discretion, delegate and n to 
him such executive duties and functions as may in pursuance with law be so 
delegated and assigned. 
THE EXECUTIVE COUNCIL. 

Sec. 16. That there shall be ey my by the President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, for the period of four years, unless sooner 
removed by the President, a secre „an attorney-general, a treasurer, an 
auditor, a commissioner of the interior, and a commissioner of educatio: 
each of whom shall reside in Porto Rico during his official incumbency an 
have the powers and duties hereinafter provided for them, tively, and 
who, together with the governor and five other persons of repute, to be 
also appointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the 
Senate, shall constitute an executive council, at least five of whom be 
native inhabitants of Porto Rico, and, in addition to the legislative duties 


unless 


hereinafter im upon them as a y, shall exercise such powers and 
perform such duties as are hereinafter provided for them, res sie x Sng 
or the 


ho shall have power to employ all nece: deputies and 
roper Sischarge of their duties as such officials . as such executive coun- 


Sec. 17. That the secretary shall record and preserve minutes of the pro- 
ceedings of the executive council and the laws enacted by the legislative 
assembly and all acts and proceedings of the governor, and shal! promulgate 
all ö daea eda and orders of the governor and all laws enacted by the 
1 ative assembly. He shall, within sixty days after the end of each session 


the ative assembly, transmit to the President, the President of the 
Senate, the Speaker of the House of e $e re ay and the Secretary of 
State of the United States one copy each of the laws and journals of such 


session. 
Sxc. 18. That in case of the death, removal, resignation, or disability of the 
zapory a ce from Puerto Rico, the ee shall 
exe! all the porera and perform all the duties of the governor during 
such vacancy, disability, or absence. . 

SEO. 10. t the attorney-general shall have all the powers and rene 
all the duties provided by law for an 555 of a Territory of the 
United States in so far as the same are not J. y inapplicable, and he shall 
perform such other duties as may be prescribed by law, and make such re- 

rts, through the governor, to the Attorney-General of the United States as 


e ma re, 

Seo 20. That the treasurer shall give bond, approved as to form by the 
attorney-general of Puerto Rico, in such sum as the executive council may 
require, not less, however, than the sum of $100,000, with surety approved by 
the governor, and he shall ect and be the custodian of the ponje funds, 
and burse the same as req by law, on warrants signed by the 
auditor and countersigned by the governor, and perform such other 
duties as may be prescri by law, and make, through the governor, such 
eee to the Secretary of the Treasury of the Uni States as he may re- 


T SEO: 21. That the auditor shall keep full and accurate accounts, showing 

all receipts and disbursements, and 3 such other duties as may be pre- 

scribed by law, and make, through the governor, such reports to the Secre- 
of the Treasury of the United States as he may req 

EC. 22, That the commissioner of the interior shall superintend all works 

of a public nature, and shall have charge of all public b dings, grounds, and 

lands, except those belonging to the United States, and execute such 


form such other duties as may be prescribed by law, and make such reports 
— the Perec to the tary of the Interior of the United States as 
e ma 

So 23. That the commissioner of education shall superintend public in- 
struction throughout Porto Rico, and all disbursements on account thereof 
must be approved by him; and he shall perform such other duties as may be 
savmeribed ty law, and make such reports through the governor as may be 
hy oe Mg e Commissioner of Education of the United States. 

EC. 24. That the other five members of the executive council, to be ap- 
pointed as hereinbefore provided, shall attend all meetings of the executive 
council and participate in all business of every character that may be trans- 
acted by it; and they shall receive as eee for their services such 
annual salaries as may be provided by the legislative assembly. 

HOUSE OF DELEGATES. 
SEC, 25. That all local! tive powers hereby granted shall be vested in 
a legislative assembly which shall consist of two houses; one the executive 
council, as hereinbefore constituted, and the other a house of delegates, to 
consist of thirty-five members elected biennially by the qualified voters as 
hereinafter eee and the two houses thus constituted shall be desig- 

nated * The tive assembly of Porto Rico.” = 

Sec, 26. That for the purposes of such elections Porto Rico shall be divided 
by the executive council into seven districts, composed of contiguous terri- 
and as nearly equal as may be 5 and each district shall be 

to five members of the house elegates. 


have power to appointall necessary officials and assistants, includin, 


ELECTION OF DELEGATES. 
Sec. 27. That the first election for delegates shall be held on such date and 


as the executive council ma: 
p be; and at such elections the voters of each! tive district sha 
choose five delegates to represent them in the house of delegates from the date 
of their election and qualification until two N trom and after the Ist day of 
January next N of all which thirty bare al notice shall be given by pub- 
lication in the Official Gazette, or by prin notices distributed and posted 
throughout the district, or by both, as the executive council may prescribe. 
At such elections all citizens of Porto Rico shall be allowed to vote who pos- 
sess the qualifications of voters under the laws and military orders in force 
on the Ist day of March, 1000, subject ta such additional qualifications and 
such regulations and restriction as to Pn, hear eng as may be prescribed by 
the executive council. The house of delegates so chosen shall convene at 
the capital and yal sap by the election of a er, a clerk, a se: tat- 
arms, and such other officers and assistants as it may 2 277 at such time as 
may be designated by the executive council; but it shall not continue in ses- 
sion longer than sixty days in any one year, unless called * vernor to 
meet in extraordi session. The enacting clause of the laws shall be, “Be 
it enacted by the legislative assembly of Porto Rico:“ and each member of 
the house of delegates shall be paid for his services at the rate of $5 per day 
for each day’s attendance while the house is in session, and mileage at the 
rate of 10 cents per mile for each mile necessarily traveled each way to and 
from each session of the legislative assem ne 
All future elections of delegates shall governed by the provisions 
hereof, so far as they are applicable, until the legislative assembly shall oth- 
erwise provide. 
Sc. 28. That the house of delegates shall be the sole judge of the election: 
zorura and . Ns its ee phe and shall rit ae nf athe all 
e powers with respect to the conduct o! roceedings usu: apper- 
tain to parliamentary legislative bodies, No Paraon shall be eligible Seen 
bership in the house of delegates who is not 25 years of age and able to read 
and write either the Spanish or the English language, or who is not ee 
iy his own right of taxable property, real or personal, situated in Puerto 
ico. 


Sec. 29. That all bills may originate in either house, but no bill shall be- 
come a law unless it be in each house bya 5 vote of all the mem- 
bers belonging to such house and be approved by the governor within ten 
days thereafter. If, when a bill that has been Famed is presented to the 
governor for signature, he approve the same, he shall it, or if not he 
shall return it, with his objectis, to that house in which it ori ted, 
which house shall enter his objections at large on its jou: and 
reconsider the bill. If, after such reconsideration, two- of t house 
shall agree to pass the bill, it shall be sent, together with the objections, to 
the other house, by which it shall likewise be considered, and if approved by 
two-thirds of that house it shall become a law. But in all much canes the 
votes of both houses shall be determined by yess and nays, and the names 
of the persons voting for and against the bill shall be entered apon the jour- 
nal of each house, respectively. If any bill shall not be returned by the gov- 
ernor within ten days (Sundays excepted) after it shall have been presented 
to the same be a Jaw in like manner as if he had signed it, unless 
the legislative assembly by adjournment prevent its return, in which case it 
shall not be a law: Provided, however, That all laws enacted by the! lative 
assembly shall be reported to the Co of the United States, which hereby 
reserves the power and authority, if deemed advisable, to annul the same. 

Src. 40. That the legislative 5 herein provided shall extend to all 
matters of a legislative character not locally 1 including power 
to create, consolidate, and reorganize the municipalities, so far as may be 
necessary, and to provide and oie laws and ordinances therefor; and also 
the power to alter, amend, modify, and re any and all laws and ordi- 
nances of every character now in force in Porto Rico, or any municipalit 
or district thereof, not inconsistent with the provisions hereof: Provided, 
however, That all grants of franchises, rights, and — or concessions 
of a public or quasi pat. nature shall made by the executive council, 
with the approval of the governor, subject also to the approval of the Presi- 
dent of the United States, who shall report the same to gress. 


THE JUDICIARY. 


Sec. 31. That the judicial power shall be vested in the courts and tribunals 
of Porto Rico as Mirona established and now in operation, including munici- 
p courts, under and by virtue of General Orders, No. 118, as promulgated 

y B ier-General Davis, United States Volunteers, August 16, 1890, and 
includ: also the police courts established by General Orders, No. 195, pro- 
mulgated November 29, 1899, by Brigadier-General Davis, United States Vol- 
unteers, and the Jaws and ordinances of Porto Rico and the munic: ties 
thereof in force, so far as the same are not in conflict herewith, all which 
courts and tribunals are hereby continued. The jurisdiction of said courts 
and the form of procedure in them, and the various officials and attachés 
thereof, respectively, shall be the same as defined and 3 in and by 
said laws and ordinances, and said General Orders, Nos. 118 and 195, until 
otherwise provided law: Provided, however, That the chief justice and 
associate justices of the supreme court and marshal thereof 1 be ap- 
pointed by the President, by and with the advice and consent of the Senate, 
and the judges of the d ct courts shall be appointed by the governor, by 
and with the advice and consent of the executive council, and all other offi- 
cials and attachés of all the other courts shall be chosen as may be directed 
by the legislative assembly, which shall have authority to legislate from 

me to time as it may see fit with respect to said courts, and any others they 
may deem it advisable to establish, their organization, the number of judges 
and officials and attachés for each, their jurisdiction, their procedure, and all 
other matters affecting them. 

Sxo. 32. That Porto Rico shall constitute a judicial district to be called 
“the district of Porto Rico, which shall be attached to, and be a part of, the 
second judicial circuit of the United States. The President, by and with the 
advice and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a district judge, a district 
attorney, and a marshal for said district, each for a term of four years, unless 
sooner remoyed by the President. The district court for said district shen 
a cler) 
an interpreter, and such commissioners as may be necessary, who shall haye 
like power and duties as are exercised and 8 by commissioners of 
the circuit courts of the United States, and shall have. in addition to the 
ordinary jurisdiction of district courts of the United States, jurisdiction of 
all cases cognizant in the circuit courts of the United States, and shall pro- 
ceed therein in the same manner as a circuit court. The laws of the United 
States relating to appeals, writs of errur and certiorari, removal of causes, 
and other matters and proceedings as between the courts of the United 
States and the courts of the several States shall govern in such matters and 

ings as between the courts of the United States and the courts of 

orto Rico. Regular terms of said court shall be held at San Juan, com- 
mencing on the second Monday in April and October of each year, and also at 
Ponce on the second Monday pac oer Sh each year, and special terms may 
be held at such other times and places in the district assaid judge may deem 
expedient. All pleadings and p in said court shall be conducted in 


under such ‘ulations as to ballots and voi 
rescri 


the English language. 


The United States district court hereby established shall be the successor 
ted by Brigadier-General — — Voluntee d 
er-Gene olun an 
z 1 of al 


romu 

Shall e possession of all records of that court, and take j 1 
cases and proceedings pending therein, and said United States provisional 
court is hereby discon . 


ued. 
Sec. 33. That writs of error and appeals from the final decisions of the 
supreme court of Porto Rico shall be allowed and may be taken to the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in the same manner and under the same 
regulations and in the same cases as from the supreme courts of the Terri- 
tories of the United States; and such writs of error and ap 


be al- 
lowed in all cases where the Constitution of the United Sta or a hen 
thereof, or an act of Congress is brought in question and the right claim 


thereunder is denied; and the supreme and district courts of Porto Rico 
and the art aes Nea judges thereof may grant writs of habeas corpus in all 
cases in which the same are table by the judges of the United States in 


the District of Columbia. such proceedings in the Supreme Court of the 
United States shall be conducted in the English rr emg 

Sec. 34. That the aalaries of all officials of Porto Rico not ap ted by the 
President, including deputies, assistants, and other help, such, and 


ico, as the executive council shall 


be so paid out of the revenues of Porto 
i 7 however, That the salary of no officer 


from time to time determine: Provide 
shall be either increased or diminished during his term of office. The salaries 
of all officers and all expenses of the offices of the various officials of Porto 
Rico, appointed as herein provided by the President, including deputies, as- 
sistants, and other help, shall also be paid out of the revenues of Porto Rico 
on the warrant of the auditor, countersigned by the governor. 

The annual salaries of the officials appointed by the President, and so to be 
paid, shall be as as follows: 

The governor, $8,000; in addition thereto he shall be entitled to the occu- 
pancy of the buildings heretofore used by the chief executive of Porto Rico, 
with the furniture and effects therein, free of rental. 

The secretary, $4,000. 

The attorney-general, $4,000. 

The treasurer, $5,000, 

The auditor, $1,000. 

The commissioner of the interior, $4,000. 

The commissioner of education, $3,000. 

The chief justice of the supreme court, $5,000. 

The associate justices of the supreme court (each), $4,500. 

The of the supreme court, $3,000. 

The United States district judge, 35,000. 

The United States district attorney, $4,000. 

The United States district marshal, $3,500. 

Sec. 35. That the provisions of the oregoing section shall not apply to the 
municipal officials. Their salaries and the compensation of their deputies, 
assistants, and other help, as well asall other expenses incurred by the munic- 
ipalities, be paid out of the municipal revenues in such manner as the 
legislative assembly shall provide. 

Sec. 36. That no export duties shall be levied or collected on exports from 
Porto Rico; but taxes and assessments on property, and license fees for 
franchises, privil and concessions may be im for the purposes of 
the insular and mun 1 governments, respectively, as may be provided 
and defined by act of the legislative assembly; and where necessary to an- 
ticipate taxes and revenues, bonds and other obligations may be issued by 
Porto Rico or any municipal government the as may be provided b 
law to provide for expenditures authorized by law, and to protect the public 
credit, and to reimburse the United States for an 2 which have been 
or may be e nded outof the emergency fund of the War De ent for 
the relief of the industrial conditions of Porto Rico caused by the hurricane 
of August 8, 1899: Provided, however, That no public indebtedness of Porto 
Rico or of any municipality thereof shall be authorized or allowed in excess 
of 10 per cent of the aggregate tax valuation of its property. 

Sec. 37. That the qualified voters of Porto Rico on the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday of November, A. D. 1900, and every two years there- 
after, choose one Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, who shall be entitled to a seat, but not to a vote, in that body, on the 
certificate of election of the governor of Porto Rico, who shall have the same 
rights provided by law for a Territorial Delegate, and the same compensa- 
tion payable as now provided by law for a Territorial Delegate; Provided, 
That no person shall ble to such election whois not a bona fide inhabi- 
a eh EE 
an e En n and who is not 0 property 
in his own right Situated Porto Rico. 

Sec. 38. That a commission, to consist of three members. at least one of whom 
shall be anativecitizen of Porto Rito, shall be appointed by the President, by 
and with the advice and consent of the Senate, to compile and revise the laws 
of Porto Rico; also the various codes of procedure and systems of municipal 
government now in force, and to frame and report such legislation as may be 
necessary to make a simple, harmonious, and economical government, estab- 
lish justice and secure its mpt and efficient administration, ina te a 

meral system of education and public instruction, provide buildings and 
fonds therefor, equalize and simplify taxation and all the methods of . 
revenue, and mako all other provisions that may be ee vo secure an 
extend the benefitsof a republican form of government to all the inhabitants 
of Porto Rico; and all the expenses of such commissioners, including all 
necessary clerks and other assistants that they may employ, and a salary to 
each member of the co on, at the rate of $5,000 per annum, be 
allowed and paid out of the treasury of Porto Rico asa part of the expenses 
of the government of Porto Rico. And said co on shall make full and 
final report of all its proceedings and recommendations to the Congress on or 


before one year after the of this act. 
SEC. 39. t this act take effect and be in force from and after the 
Ist day of April, 1900. s 


Mr. TELLER. I wish to ask the Senator who has this bill in 
charge whether the laws of Puerto Rico will be submitted in such 
form that Senators may have an opportunity to see what we are 
repealing? 

Mr. FORAKER. We havein our committee room a number of 
copies of the laws of Puerto Rico that were translated from the 
Spanish text by the War Department. I have not enough copies 
to supply each Senator with one, but I will take pleasure in giving 
any Senator the use of the copy I have for my own use, and such 
other copies as I can secure. 

Mr. TELLER. I should like to say that this is a pretty im- 
portant bill, and the Senator had better have enough copies of 
those laws printed to supply the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hesitated to do that, because there are two 
large volumes. Let me show the Senator one volume 1 have here 
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exhibiting]. There is another volume of the same size as this. 
t would be a very expensive matter to have this printed. It is 
possible I could get enough copies from the War Department to 
ie (48 each Senator with one. 

. TELLER. I think every Senator who is going to consider 
this bill—I judge from the opeens attendance very few intend 
to—should have a copy of these laws to use in connection with 
the consideration of the bill. 

Mr. President, I do not design to debate this bill now except to 
say that it strikes me that it is a very remarkable bill. The pro- 
ceeding would be very remarkable if, as it now stands, it should 
be enacted into law. It seems to me that the committee which 
drafted this bill and presented it have gone to work with a good 
deal of industry and care to be sure to make this island a part of 
the United States. They have putin all the clauses which it seems 
to me they could pet in to leave no question but that it is a part, 
as Judge Marshall said, of the great empire of the United States. 
They make these people citizens of the United States. They make 
a United States court there, and 9 that writs shall run 
in the name of the United States. ey make the ports of that 
island the ports of the United States and in every way they seem 
to have been inclined and determined to make it a part of the 
United States. Yet we have the very remarkable condition that 
when we export anything to that country we must pay duty on it 
and when they export anything to this country they must pay 
duty on it. It does not make any difference, so far as the princi- 
ple is concerned, what becomes of the money. Neither does it 
make any difference that the act is limited to two years, because 
if we have a right to enact it for two years, we can reenact it. 

Iam not going to pass upon the question as to what the power 
is. I am one of those who believe that Congress has very large 
and extensive powers in dealing with these new ions. I 
have so held from the beginning. Iam not disposed to change my 
mind. I havea very decided opinion as to what'ought to be the 
policy with reference to these new dominions, The Senator from 
Connecticut [Mr. PLATT] yesterday attempted to submit an 
amendment, which was ruled out on a point of order as to time, 
declaring that so far as the Hawaiian Islands are concerned they 
should not be made a State or attached toa State. I should not 
be willing to vote for a provision of that kind, and I do not say 
that because I think it would bind subsequent Congresses, either 
as applied to those islands or as applying to this particular sub- 
ject, Puerto Rico. Iam not alarmed by the talk of a province, 
nor am I in any way disturbed when people talk about a colony. 
I see no reason myself why the United States may not have a 
colony. I see no reason WATS may not have a province. I see 
no reason why we may not have what people say a republic can 
not have, and that is a subject. 

I will agree that a Republic like ours is bound to extend to its 
province or its colony, whatever it may be, the great principles 
that underlie free goverment and to maintain there a free govern- 
ment and to maintain liberty. I do not understand that it would 
be inconsistent with our declarations for us to maintain sovereignty 
over those islands and to give them absolute local self-government 
and to make it appear in every way that they are not to be treated 
as a part and parcel of the United States, as we treat the Terri- 
tories of Arizona and New Mexico. I find no difficulty there, but 
I think we have reached a point where the United States must 
decide what its policy is to be. I think the party in power have 
now reached a point where they have to take a position. They 
have either to Ey that these new possessions are to be a part and 

rcel of the United States and all the people citizens of the 

nited States (and if they are citizens, then they will be subjects, 
for we are all subjects as well as citizens, from the States) or 
that they are not. In dealing with this question here, which I 
think is a very good opportunity for us, I want the party in power 
to put themselves on record. I want to know where they stand. 
or myself, I do not care. I know these people are ready for 
self-government. There is no question about that. Spain had 
ractically declared she would ge them self-government. They 
d been exercising some of the powers of freemen under even 
Spanish authority. They had the right to vote for representa- 
tives in the Cortes, and they have exercised that power. Spain 
had just given them, when we invaded the island, a new consti- 
tution or a new permit to proceed in a way so that they would 
become practically self-controlling and independent, not of Spain’s 
national sovereignty, but of any control] that had been exercised 
before. I would not myself be alarmed if instead of sayin, 
Puerto Rico” youshould say the province of Puerto Rico, an 
then if our legislation should proceed upon the theory that those 
people are not citizens of the United States. I would not want 
to proceed upon the theory that they might never be citizens, but 
that they are not citizens of the United States and not entitled to 
all the rights that I claimed and the citizens of my State claimed 
before we became a State. 

Iam going to submit an amendment to this bill. It is abso- 

lutely inconsistent with the bill, for the bill does not proceed upon 
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the theory that these e are to be self-governing. Iam not 
going to vote for any bill that does not give to those ple the 
control of their local affairs. If we can not do that, if they are 
not in that condition, I do not want them at all. I do not know 
about the Philippines. Iam not going to talk about that subject, 
because it presents another question. These poopie here, I repeat, 
are qualified forself-government. We have a province—we 
called it a Territory, but Ido not think there is any difference 
whether you call it a province or a Territory—New ico, with 
a population not dissimilar to these people. We have held them 
for fifty years under a pledge that we made with the Government 
which ceded to us the sovereignty of that country that theyshould 
be admitted into the Union. 

We have kept those people out on the theory that they are not 
fit to come in, and acting upon that we can keep these people out 
for the next fifty years if we want to, or the next hun years, 
as the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] says to me, or we can 
let them in at any time. But we have extended to New Mexico 
practical self-government. It is true we have appointed the gov- 
ernor and the judges. We have allowed them to elect all their 
municipal officers. We have allowed them to elect their county 
officers and their city officers, and in the Territory in which I lived 
we elected some officers whom we would now call State officers or 
who might have been called Territorial officers, the auditor, ete. 

Mr. President, I did not get up to discuss this question. I want 
to say to the Senator from Ohio that he has as many difficult ques- 
tions in this measure as he could get in, and that he can not hope, 
unless he presses it very sharply, to get it settled in this body for 
some time. I believe we might have had a few lines that would 
have done all that was necessary. In fact, I am not certain that 
we needed to do parting at present. I know it is said that those 

ple are suffering, but I understand the President of the United 
Rates has ample power to deal with this subject, although I think 
it ob as soon as we can, to take it out of the hands of the Ex- 
ecutive. 

Mr. President, I send to the desk what I intend to offer at the 

oper time. I donot maintain that it is consistent with this bill. 

t is absolutely inconsistent now. This bill does not recognize the 
right of self-government in Puerto Rico, which I believe the 
American people will insist that we shall yield to those le at 
least. Whatever may be the question about the Asiatic posses- 
sions, there is none but that we can extend to these people the 
ht to take care of themselves. They can take care of them- 
selves. I send to the desk and ask to have read what I intend to 
offer at the proper time as an additional section, and if it shall be 

ted it will settle what the policy is to be. 


e PRESIDENT pro tempore. the Senator from Colo- 
rado desire to have it read? 
Mr. TELLER. In a moment. I should hardly be frank if I did 


Ay y 
not say that I do not suppose it will be adopted. But I insist that 
8 on that line must be adopted or ought to be adopted; 
and if not, we ought to know from the party in power exactly what 
they pro to do. We have been waiting since the close of the 
war, e were told that as soon as the treaty was ratified there 
would be a policy laid down. I will admit that as to the Asiatic 
islands there could have been no policy on account of the war, but 
as to this island we can now have a policy determined. Shall we 
make it a part of the United States? If so, are we not bound to 
extend to them all the rights and privileges of the people of the 
United States? Are we going to have a section of country where 
there are citizens, where they take the oath to obey the Constitu- 
tion every time they hold office, and yet treat them as foreigners? 
That is an inconsistency which the American people will never 
tolerate. We are brought squarely to the issue, What are we 
going to do with these people? What kind of government are we 

ing to give them? Ladmit that the influence it may have upon 

ture le tion touching the Asiatic islands may be very im- 

rtant, although I do not think we would be absolutely bound 

what we do to do the same thing as to them, because the con- 
tions may be different. 

Mr. President, I ask that the amendment may be read, and then 
I will ask that it be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Before the Senator from Colorado 
takes his seat, if the reading can be postponed I should like to ask 
him a question. 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to ask a question 
which, either at this time or some other time, I should like the 
Senator or some other Senator to answer. What difference does 
it make what we call the government which we provide for 
Puerto Rico? Suppose we call it a Territorial government, or 
suppose we call it a provincial government or a colonial govern- 
2 If the features of it are the same, what difference does it 
make? 


Mr. TELLER. That is what I meant to be understood as say- 
ing. It does not make any difference. I would not be frightened 
if you called it a province. I would not be frightened if you called 


it a colony. I do not care what you call it. It does not make 
any difference. The question is as to what kind of laws they have; 
what are our relations with reference to the legislation? Are we 
to legislate solely and entirely for them, or are they to do some 
part of the legislating themselves? I believe it is consistent to 
give them free government and maintain our sovereignty, which 
I propose we shall maintain, over those islands. I do not propose 
to give it up. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to hear the amend- 
ment read. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will refrain until the amendment is read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Colorado will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is to proposed to insert as an additional sec- 
tion the following: 

It is hereby declared that it is the intention by this act to establish a tem- 
porary government in Porto Rico for the purpose of the people 
thereof to establish a permanent government, republican in form, in which 
there shall beaccorded tothe people the right of self-government; and to 
that end they are authorized to adopt a constitution consistent with the 
principles of a free government, and that recognize the sovereignty of 
the United States over Porto Rico and the inhabitants thereof as r d 
by treaty between Spain and the United States. The legislative assembly 
provided for in this act shall, at its first or second session, provide for a con- 
stitutional convention to prepare and submit to the peoe or their approval 

e prin 


or disapproval a constitution in accordance with t ciples herein de- 
clared, and the constitutional convention shall provide the necessary rules 


and regulations to submit the constitution to the people, and if it be ap- 
pay by them to submit the same to the President of the United States for 

is approval. The inhabitants of Porto Rico are hereby declared to be citi- 
zens thereof, and their rights as citizens shall not be denied or abridged ex- 
cept by conviction in a court of justice. 

Whenever the people of Porto Rico shall submit to the President of the 
United States a constitution, republican in form and consistent with the pro- 
visions hereof, he shall approve of the same, and such constitution shall there- 
after be the constitution of Porto Rico. 

The adoption by the people and the a val by the President of the United 
States of such constitution shall secure to the people of Porto Rico the bene- 
fits of all those provisions of the Constitution of the United States for t 
protection and maintenance of civil and religious liberty and the protection 
of the person and 3 rights of the le. 

The adoption of the constitution by the inhabitants of Porto Rico and the 
8 thereof by the President of the United States, as herein provided, 
shall not make the inhabitants citizens of the United States, nor shall it 
create any obligation on the United States to admit Porto Ricoas a State; 
nor shall the establishment and maintenance of a government under such 
constitution interfere with the sovereignty of the United States over Porto 
Rico and the inhabitants thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill to explain the judiciary provision. I can not understand 


it. Ihave read it over. I can not see how it fits in with our 
form of | ena It is something entirely new. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know what the Senator’s difficulty 
is. He does not indicate it, except only generally, by saying that 
he is unable to understand how the provision is consistent. To 
what particular clause does the Senator refer? 

Mr. STEWART. You make it a judicial district and attach it 
to a circuit, and then you must necessarily provide for gettin, 
cases up, as you get them up from States, bringing up Federal 
questions by all the elaborate system in the Territories. You 
abandon the ordinary system of bringing cases directly up from 
the Territorial courts, and you have a very complicated system 
here, which I think is entirely inconsistent with the Territorial 
condition. I know that the United States courts are not applica- 
ble to the Territorial condition. Territorial courts rely entirel 
upon legislation; they are legislative courts. In mixing that with 
a constitutional court and dividing up the jurisdiction, 88 com- 
plicate the matter, it seems to me, in a way which is altogether 
unnecessary., 

We have a system of Territorial courts which has been adopted 
from the beginning, and I see no necessity for introducing here 
this novelty, which will lead to great confusion. Itwill take years 
before you can get it settled by judicial decisions. In the mean- 
time it will cost a vast amount, if it ever can be worked into a 
tem. The Territory, or whatever it may be called, of Puerto Rico 
is not a State. The United States courts do not apply to it. It 
should be regulated by the Territorial courts, the same as any 
other Territory, and cases should be brought up in the same nat- 
ural way. If there is any reason why an exception should be made 
and a new system adopted for this Territory, I should like to have 
it explained, 

Mr. FORAKER. I think I understand now, after this explana- 
tion, what is the difficulty with the Senator from Nevada, but I 
do not understand, in view of his own statement, that there should 
be any difficulty about it. The committee in bringing in the bill 
in the shape it is with respect to the judiciary intended to make 
a departure from what has heretofore been the legislation with 
8 to the judiciary of the Territories. 

r. STEWART. You intended to do it? 

Mr. FORAKER, Yes, we intended to doit, for reasons which 

I shall state. 
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We were aware that in all our Territorial legislation with respect 
to the judiciary we have conferred only in a single instance a 
mixed jurisdiction upon the Territorial or legislative courts; that 
is to say, one side has been made the local and the other has been 
the Federal or United States side of the court. That has worked 
very well in all our Territories here on the continent, but now we 
have gotten out into the sea and we have come here to legislate for 
another race, who speak a different language and who have been 
accustomed to a different system of laws and jurisprudence, so 
that the conditions are widely different from any about which we 
have legislated heretofore. 

Mr. STEWART. I will inquire if Washington and Oregon were 
not out in the sea as much as these islands, so far as having courts 
is concerned? 

Mr. FORAKER, If the Senator would allow me to conclude, 
I would be better satisfied. 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly; go on, 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator may point ont some similarity 
between Washington and other Territories and this particular 
Territory, but I think it is unnecessary for me to argue to show 
that there is a wide, positive, radical difference between Puerto 
Rico, its people and institutions, and what we have found in any 
other Territory that we have ever heretofore legislated abont. 
We found to some extent that the same was true as to Hawaii, 
and we did in regard to Hawaii just what we have done here with 
respect to the judiciary. We provided local Territorial or legisla- 
tive courts, and we provided a United States court, a district 
court, with district and circuit court jurisdiction, the same juris- 
diction that district and circuit courts of the United States have. 
We made it a United States court pure and simple and gave it no 
local jurisdiction whatever. 

Mr. STEWART. Does not a United States court have local 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. FORAKER, One of the controlling reasons for that was 
because of the fact that the island is out in the sea and such a 
court must have an important admiralty jurisdiction. 

Mr. STEWART. I would inquire of the Senator whether the 
locality or the question determines the United States court juris- 
diction? Which is it, locality or question? 

Mr. FORAKER, Well, Mr. President, it is for Congress to de- 
termine in each case what it may see fit todo. Congress can in 
each case provide as it may like. It has been competent for Con- 
gress in every instance to do just what we are now doing. It is 
only yee the question of policy that Congress determines. 

Mr. STEWART. Can Congress determine the jurisdiction of 
United States courts without limit? Can it give jurisdiction in a 
State toa United States court? Is not the line drawn between the 
two by the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. The United States circuit and district courts 
within the States are what are called constitutional courts, and 
what you can do with respect to those courts is entirely different 
from what you can do in respect to courts located in a Territory. 
We can give to a Territorial court any jurisdiction we deem ad- 
visable, and we can call the court what we like. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to know the importance of 
drawing in the Territories the line between Federal questions and 
State questions as they are understood in the administration of 
the courts of the United States and of the States. What is the 
importance of drawing that artificial distinction in the Territories; 
a distinction which e gence It is occupying the wits of all 
the lawyers in the United States now to keep that line up. Will 
it be easier for people unacquainted with our institutions to de- 
termine those questions than it would be to go straight forward 
with the whole legislative jurisdiction without the necessity of 
55 of these distinctions? I think when the lawyers of 
Puerto Rico are compelled to study the jurisdiction of our courts 
here, the Federal courts and State courts, and to draw the line in 
administering their laws, they will find themselves bewildered. 
The matter will be so poet ear they will find so many uncer- 
tainties, that they will wish they were farther out in the sea than 
they are now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I rose simply to make an ex- 
planation to the Senator from Nevada in answer to his question 
as to the character of this provision. I was not thinking at this 
time of entering into any argument as to the wisdom of it. I 
supposed that later on we would haye a full discussion upon all 
those points. 

Mr. STEWART. Of course; and we will discuss them now. 

Mr. FORAKER. In answer to the Senator’s question, I want 
to possess him of the fact that we intentionally created a United 
States court here. It isa Territorial court, of course, as that term 
is used in the books; but the jurisdiction is such that we properly 
call it a United States court. 

Mr. STEWART. I am sorry the Senator is proposing that 
puzzle, to wit, the line of division between State and Federal 
courts to a Territory in the first instance. I am sorry heis intro- 


ducing that contention in the first lesson in our institutions to | viele 


the Puerto Ricans. It will bea pretty hard lesson for them if they 
ever learn it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to assuage the grief of the Senator so 
far as I can, by informing him that in making this provision we 
are but continuing what is already in existence and in operation 
there. The testimony submitted to the committee is to the effect 
that the United States provisional court, as it is called—and we 

ive to this court the jurisdiction of that court—is the most popu- 

r court in the whole island, and practically the only court in the 
whole island that has given any real satisfaction to the people of 
the island; to natives as well as foreigners. We are not making 
any innovation so far as Puerto Rico is concerned. But, if Ima 
say another word, in answer to the Senator, we went over this 
whole matter with respect to Hawaii, and we concluded as a re- 
sult of it that it was a wise thing for Congress to establish in 
Hawaii a United States court with district and circuit court juris- 
diction. The reasons for such a court in Puerto Rico are the same, 
only stronger. 

Now, I Want to tell the Senator that Hawaii is not the only prec- 
edent for such a court. In Louisiana, as the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Davis] has just reminded me, in the first instance 
where we legislated creating a Territorial government, we estab- 
lished not only Territorial courts as we are doing here, with 
Territorial legislation, if I may use that term properly, and also 
established a United States district court with the same jurisdic- _ 
tion provided for the district court of Kentucky in the judiciary 
act of 1789. So we had a United States court there with a United 
States jurisdiction pure and simple. I mention that only to show 
to the Senator that it is not without precedent, and I hope he will 
agree before we get through that it is not without sufficient rea- 
son that we should do this. 

Mr. STEWART. Ishall listen very attentively for the reason. 
I do not expect to get it, but I will listen for it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, the reason may not be satisfactory to 
the Senator, but I have already indicated it when I have said to 
him that those who are now representing us in the government of 
Puerto Rico have found it necessary in the administration of jus- 
tice there to establish a United States court and distinguish it from 
the local courts and give toit a United States jurisdiction pure and 
simple; and, as I have said, that is the most popular court, accord- 
ing to the testimony given to us, they have in the island. Cer- 
tainly no harm can come to anybody from its establishment; and 
when we consider the location of the island, while that does not 
necessarily have anything to do with the jurisdiction or the name 
of the court, or whether it shall have a local or a mixed jurisdic- 
tion, as well as the United States jurisdiction, yet that is proper 
to be taken into consideration, and it has weighed very greatly 
with the committee in reaching the conclusion that is presented 
by the provision of the bill in that respect. 

Mr. President, I did not intend to enter into any discussion of 
the merits of this measure at this time. I understood there were 
two or three Senators who desired to speak on various subjects, 
and I expected after the bill had been read to let it be laid aside 
55 in order that those Senators could be accommodated. 
and I will do that yet. But a word before I yield the floor, if I 
should be asked to yield, in answer to the Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER]. 

He started out by saying that this was a most remarkable bill. 
I think all Senators must have concluded before he got through 
with his remarks that there was nothing remarkable about it ex- 
cept only that its provisions are of such a character as to recognize 
that Puerto Rico belongs to the United States of America. The 
Senator speaks of the ee found in the bill making the in- 
habitants of that island citizens of the United States. 

We considered very carefully what status in a political sense we 
would give to the people of those islands, and we reported that 
provision not thoughtlessly, but after we had heard every argu- 
ment that could be presented in the committee, or that was pre- 
sented, at any rate, to the contrary. We concluded, as the com- 
mittee say in the report they filed in support of Senate bill 2264, 
that the inhabitants of that island must be either citizens or sub+ 
jects or aliens. We did not want to treat our own as aliens 
and we do not propose to have any subjects. Therefore wii 
adopted the term “‘ citizens.” In adopting the term citizens” we 
did not understand, however, that we were giving to those people 
any rights that the American people do not want them to have. 
“Citizens” is a word that indicates, according to Story’s work on 
the Constitution of the United States, allegiance on the one hand 
and protection on the other. Of course, citizenship carries with 
it certain rights; but note what they are. I read from section 
1934 of Story’s work on the Constitution: 


These things are beyond question among the privileges and immunities of 
citizens of the States: To be protected in life and liberty by the law; to ac- 
quire, and enjoy property; to contract and be contracted with under 
general laws; to be exempt from inequality in the burdens of government; 
to establish family relations under the re tions of law; to choose frou 
those which are lawful the occupation of life; to institute and maintain ac- 
tions of every kind in the courts; and to make defense against unlawful 

olence. 
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Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Ohio pardon an inquiry? 


Mr. FORAKER. nly) : 

Mr. BACON. I underst the Senator to define citizen to be 
Sao wo owed allegiance and who was entitled to protection, Am 

correct? 

Mr. FORAKER. I was giving in my remarks what Story said 
in his definition, and I was just turning to read it, if the Senator 
will allow me. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I was simply going 
to ask if that definition would not apply to a subject as well 
as a citizen. In other words, he owes allegiance and is entitled to 
protection. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, I suppose it would. That shows the 
unimportance of the term. In other words, Mr. President, this 
word is used in a political sense in this connection and in none 
other. Now, hear what Justice Story says about it. He says: 

The word “citizen” is employed in the law in different senses and different 
circumstances, As generally employed, however, it may be said to be a per- 
son owing allegiance to the government, and entitled to protection from it. 

doubtless, is the meaning of the word here used. It therefore includes 
fe as well as males, minors as well as adults, those who do not as weil 
as those who do possess the privilege of elective franchise. This clause con- 
sequently confers the right to vote or to participate in the government upon 
no one. 

In other words, the word citizen implies nothing more, when 
used in its political sense, than that the person who is the citizen 
owes allegiance to the government under which he belongs as a 
citizen, and that government owes him protectionin return. Now, 
I understand the people of Puerto Rico do owe us allegiance and 
that we owe them protection; therefore they should of right be 
declared citizens, 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator to kindly state the page. 

Mr. FORAKER, Yes; it is cited. Iam reading from the report 
made by the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico on 
Senate bill 2264. It is section 1932 of Story on Constitutional Law 
that I was reading from, and the other section I read from a mo- 
ment ago was section 1934. 

But, Mr. President, we are not without precedent as to this as 
well as the other matter that the Senator from Nevada called at- 
tention to, the judiciary. When we acquired Louisiana we did 
not extend the Constitution of the United States to Louisiana, but 
withheld it, and gave to that Territory, as the first Territorial 

vernment weeyer created, a most autocratic government, almost, 

f not quite, a one-man government pureandsimple, The treaty, 
however, provided that the inhabitants should be incorporated 
into the Union in due time, but they were treated as citizens from 
the beginning. The same was true as to New Mexico, and true 
as to all other Territories that we have acquired. We have treated 
the inhabitants as citizens from the time of acquisition, without 
regard to whether the Constitution had yet been extended to them 


or not. 
I sup some Senators will contend that the Constitution 
extended to newly uired territory the moment that it was 


acquired, but others of us have a different view. We contend 
that there is no such thing as the extension of the Constitution. 
You can not extend an instrument, but you can legislate, and that 
is what we mean by extending it so as to provide that the Consti- 
tution shall have force and effect in newly acquired territory. In 
other words, by an act of Congress you make the Constitution one 
of the rules of action, the same as any statute would do. 

Mr. ALLEN. Will the Senator from Ohio permit a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Can you extend the Constitution in its entirety 
or extend yey of it? 

Mr. FORAKER. You can extend any provision of it by mak- 

it a part of a legislative act. 
r. ALLEN. ithout extending the other parts? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly you can. Congress can provide in 
a bill that we pass that this, that, or the other provision of the 
Constitution shall have effect by putting it in the statute. That 
was done in the case of Missouri, and in other cases. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator say that we can take an isolated 

rovision in the Constitution and extend it over this territory and 
eave the balance of the Constitution where it is? 

Mr. FORAKER. hat I say is that the law in this newly ac- 
quired territory will be whatever the statute of Congress sees fit 
to make it; and the statute may say that this, that, or the other pro- 
vision which you find in the Constitution shall be a provision of 
the statute. 

Mr. ALLEN. Would the Bill of Rights extend to this newly 
acquired territory unless it was done by statute? 

Mr. FOR . No; it is my opinion that it will not. 


Mr. ALLEN. The Senator spoke of Louisiana a moment ago. 
Was not the rate of taxation the same in the Territory of Louisi- 
ana as in the United States before it came into the Union? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir; it was not. They had a rate of im- 
pot duties for eight years in the Territory of Louisiana different 

m that which obtained elsewhere in the United States. 


Mr. ALLEN. An excessive rate, a rate other than that im- 


posed upon the people generally? iis 

Mr. FORAKER, No; I do not remember whether it was larger 
or not. I know it was different. 

„ALLEN. Does not the Senator understand that such taxes 
have been held unconstitutional in at least half a dozen instances? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir. I know it has not been held uncon- 
stitutional in any instance. 

Mr. ALLEN. Was it not so held in the Dred Scott case and in 
the Loughborough case? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Dred Scott case did not deal with the sub- 
ject of taxation. 

Mr. ALLEN. But was it not so held in both cases? 

Mr. FORAKER. In the case of Loughborough vs. Blake there 
is certain language employed in the opinion of Chief Justice Mar- 
shall apparently open to that construction; but I do not think the 
onare intended to hold any such thing, and if it did it was only 
obiter. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the Dred Scott case the court held that the 
rate of taxation had to be uniform throughout the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. In the Dred Scott case nobody agreed or had 
occasion to agree to any such thing, so far as I can recall. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know whether they agreed to it or not, 
but they say so. 

Mr. TELLER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. . 

Mr. TELLER. Iam somewhat at a loss to understand why 
the Senator thought it was necessary to read the definition of the 
word ‘‘citizen.” I should sup most of us knew what that 
meant. Does the Senator understand that I was denying the 
power to make those people citizens? 

Mr. FORAKER, No; I did not. I thought the Senator was 
contending that because we made them citizens we necessarily 
rises Puerto Rico an integral part of the territory of the United 

es, 

Mr. TELLER. I mentioned that as one of several things. 

Mr. FORAKER, Yes, And I was going on to mention the 


others, 

Mr. TELLER. Idid not mention all the others. What I meant 
to say was that it seemed to me if we made those people citizens 
and made that country a part of the United States, which the 
committee seem ex industria bound to do, we must treat them as 
citizens. I understand it to be one of the fundamental principles 
of a republic that iss citizen must have like treatment under 
like circumstances, You can not extend to every citizen, of 
course, the same treatment, but you can not pick out individuals 
or pick out one section of our common country and say that they 
shall have one kind of rights and privileges and another another. 
You must extend them over all alike, t is what I was calling 
attention to. I admit we have the right to make those people 
citizens. In the case of Louisiana the inhabitants were made cit- 
izens by treaty. 

Mr. ORARER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. There was not any question but what they 
were made citizens. The inhabitants in New Mexico were made 
citizens by the treaty of Guadalupe-Hidalgo, but these were not. 
The treaty said the political status of these people should be de- 
termined by Congress. Undoubtedly Congress has the right to 
make them citizens; and if this bill passes they will become citi- 
zens, if it be not inconsistent with the provisions of the bill. I 
do not complain of their being made citizens. I complain that 
while being about to make them citizens, we propose to treat 
them as foreigners. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam glad to hear the Senator say he does not 
object to our making them citizens by express provision in the 
bill, and I am glad also to have the Senator saree with the defini- 
tion I have read. There are a great many definitions of the term 
“citizen.” I would not have been surprised if some Senator was 
not acquainted with all the definitions, for there are a great number 
of definitions. I selected this one as being the clearest, the most 
concise, and I think the most nearly correct of any I happened to 
find in the books. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not mean to say that I knew all the defini- 
tions of “citizenship.” I know how difficult it is to define that 
term, and I know how much ingenuity the writers have exhibited 
in trying to define it, and all that; but I did not intend to raise 
any question about the citizenship of those people which is pro- 

to be created. I do not say I want them created citizens of 
the United States, for that will depend upon what we determine 
we are going to do with them. If we are not going to treat them 
as citizens, I do not want them made citizens. If we are going to 
treat them as citizens, that is another question. 

Mr. FORAKER. If not sooner, the Senator will recall when he 
reads the report of his remarks in the RECORD that he pointed out 
the fact that we were making those 8 eitizens as one of the 
reasons—at least, I so understood —why we appeared to be 
striving to treat Puerto Rico as though it was a part of the United 
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States. We do want to treat it as a part of the United States and 
to make its inhabitants citizens. e bill is simply in line with 
that intention. 

Mr. President, it does not follow, in view of the definition Ihave 

iven of the word “citizen,” which is accepted here, and must be, 
cause it is based on authority, that we are restrained from leg- 
islating for the people of Puerto Rico as we may see fit to legis- 
late with respect to them, for as yet they are within the power of 
the Congress to deal with as the Congress may see fit. 

Mr. TELLER rose. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. That is true,not only under the Constitu- 
tion—if the Senator from Colorado will bear with me a moment— 
but it is true especially in this case, because of the provision of 
the treaty by which they were ceded to the United States, for in 
the treaty Congress is given what has never been given in any 
other treaty of cession, that is, authority to determine the civil 
and political status of the inhabitants of those islands. They 
came to us under that provision and with that stipulation between 
the United States and the Kingdom of Spain; and that invests 
Con with plenary power to do in this matter as Congress may 
see fit. We may make them citizens, or we may deny to them citi- 
zenship, and we may so legislate as we may see fit with respect to 
taxes or with respect to anything else that determines the rights 
or duties of the inhabitants of that island for all that affects their 
civil and political status. 

Now I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not intend to raise the question of our 
power there. As I have stated, I have very positive views on this 


question. I think we have plenary power. That is not the ques- 
tion that I was gg but it was as to the propriety and the 
uity of the policy. That is the point I wanted to raise. 
r. FORAKER. Iwill come to that presently. 


Mr. TELLER. I do not want to discuss that to-day. I apy 
wanted to pave the way for my amendment. I think, in accord- 
ance with justice, if we are not to make those people citizens of 
the Uni States and entitled to the 8 of citizenship, 
under my amendment, if it be adopted, we could tax them. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then, Mr. President, it all comes to this, if 
T understand the Senator, that his sole objection to this bill, and 
that which makes it remarkable, to use his own language, is that 
it deals inequitably with the inhabitants of Puerto Rico. 

Mr. TELLER. Will the Senator allow me just to make a 
statement there? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. . 

Mr. TELLER. There are two methods by which we can deal 
with those people. I am now speaking of our new possessions. 
I do not speak of Hawaii, because Hawaii stands on very different 
ground. We annexed Hawaii by 3 with the people of 
that country; and, of course, when t ~4 came in, they came in 
under that. But take Puerto Rico. o can either make that 
island a part of the United States or we can keep it ont of the 
United States. We can sotreat the people there that Puerto Rico 
shall become a part of the great empire, as Marshall called it, or 
we may keep them out. That is my theory. I want the Senator 
who has this bill in charge to get his bill in form so that it will 
be one thing or the other. I am ready to have one or the other, 
whichever I think will be best for the people of the United States. 
The power, I think, is ample to maké Puerto Rico a part of the 
United States, to make it a State of the Union, if you want to do 
so, or to keep it out and to deny to the people there the right of 
citizenship, 5 see fit. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I can say to the Senator at 
once that it was not the idea of the committee who framed this 
bill to keep Puerto Rico out of the United States. We under- 
stood that the effect of the treaty was to put the United States 
into possession of Puerto Rico. We do not understand it was 
intended or expected to make them a State, or to do that which 
entitled them to be called even a Territory. We understand that 
what has been done makes them a dependency or a possession of 
the United States, and that we have a right to le te with re- 
spect to them as we may see fit, first, because of the power given 
to Congress by the Constitution in regard thereto, and, in the sec- 
ond place, by virtue of the stipulation contained in the treaty to 
which 1 have already made reference. 

As to whether we are proposing to deal inequitably with those 
people, to what provision of this bill can the Senator refer in that 
connection except only the one which imposes a duty of 15 per 
cent of the regular tariff rates upon importations into Puerto Rico 
from the United States or into the United States from Puerto 
Rico? I do not know of anything else, unless it is that we have 
not given them complete local self-government, authorizing them 
to elect their governor, their judges, and all their other officials. 
In all this there is nothing inequitable, but, on the contrary, what 
this bill provides for Puerto Rico is more generous than has ever 
been provided for any Territory of the United States. For while 
it is true that we have provided a duty of 15 per cent of the pres- 
ent general tariff rates of duty upon products imported into this 


country from that island and from this country into that island, 
yet, Mr. President, it is also true that we have by the provisions 
of this bill given every dollar so collected to the people of Puerto 
Rico for the support of their own government, 

Not only that, Mr. President, but, unlike any other Territorial 
legislation, we have extended the internal-revenue laws to Puerto 
Rico, requiring them to pay only the same internal-revenue taxes 
that are paid elsewhere in the United States, and we propose to give 
every dollar of that money so collected to the insular treasury of 
Puerto Rico. We take not one dollar from that people. In no 
other Territory since the beginning of the Government have we 
ever returned to the people of the Territory one dollar of the public 
revenues so collected. > 

Now, Mr. President, let me state why we impose this duty and 
return the money arising therefrom. There are two reasons. 

In the first place, we impose this duty because it is needed for 
revenue. That island, so far as its industries are concerned, is 
8 all its industrial conditions are paralyzed, and have 

een ever since we took possession in October, 1898, but particu- 
larly since the hurricane in August last. If we were to authorize 
them now, as the Senator pro by his amendment, to organize 
a government of their own, they would have no adequate system 
of taxation whereby they could support even the officials and pay 
their salaries, saying nothing about maintaining courts, main- 
taining jails, taking care of almshouses, establishing a system of 
education, and saying nothing about highways and other im- 
3 They not only need civil government, but they must 

ave revenue. They can not get it by direct taxation. If we 
were to apply now a system of direct taxation upon property, it 
yon be a year at any rate before any returns could be real 

rom it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I should like to ask the Senator a question, 
with his permission, for the pipon of information. 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iinquire if authority is proposed to be given 
by this bill to a local legislature to levy taxes for the support of 
the local government? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; itis. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then, do I understand the Senator to say that, 
after that authority is vested, it may be exercised by the local 
government, as it is proposed by this bill, permanently to impose 
taxes by an act of Congress upon those people for the support of 
their local government? 

Mr. FORAKER. No. The provision as to internal-revenue 
taxation is permanent, but as to tariff duties the provision expires 
on the ist day of March, 1902. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then I would ask the Senator—for he has 
looked into this matter carefully, I have no doubt—if this is not 
the first time in the history of the country in which Congress in 
legislating for the Territories has undertaken to ipare & tax 
upon the property or the people of such a Territory for the support 
of their local government without their consent? 

Mr. FORAKER, No, Mr. President; Congress has, either di- 
rectly by its own legislation or indirectly through local agencies 
which it set up, provided for such taxation in every instance, 
without an sae from the beginning of the Government. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If Iunderstand the rule of taxation correctly, 
it has always been this: That property and persons in the Terri- 
tories have been subject uniformly to taxes, duties, and imposts 
in like manner with all other property and people of the United 
States, but in respect of the collection of revenue to be devoted to 
local purposes, that has always been left to the local legislature, 
it is true under authority conferred by Congress, 

Mr. FORAKER. That is precisely what we are proposing to 
do here. There is no difference at all. We have followed in that 
regard, I will say to the Senator, the usual legislation as to the 
Territories. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If that be true, I ask the Senator if this dis- 
criminating duty of 15 per cent on imports from Puerto Rico, 
to be devoted to the benefit entirely of the people of Puerto Rico, 
is not an apology for the violation of the Constitution, at least as 
interpreted in the decision of the Supreme Court of the United 
States to which the Senator has referred? 

Mr. FORAKER. Iclaim that the Supreme Court of the United 
States has never given any such interpretation of the Constitution. 
Later on we will argue that. At least, no such decision has ever 
been announced, as I understand the decisions. I understand, 
when I say that, that there are Senators who differ from me. 
There are those who point to Loughborough vs, Blake, and who 
say that decision settles it once for all; but I think I can point to 
at least two decisions subsequently, by Chief Justice Marshall 
himself, which are inconsistent with any such construction of 
Loughborough vs. Blake. - 

The truth is that that caseinvolved nothing more than a simple 
| eel of taxation applicable to the District of Columbia, and 

ere was no necessity for the Chief Justice to say what is relied 
upon here as being an authority for what is contended for in that 
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particular. But, Mr. President, of that we will speak later. 
Senators will understand that I am not now taking this bill up 
for regular argument. Iam only answering some of the objec- 
tions which have been made, particularly those made by the Sen- 
ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER]. 

I want to answer the charge of the Senator that this bill has 

rovisions that amount to inequity in the treatment of the Puerto 

icans. I have already called attention to the fact that the tax 
which we impose is one which is given back to them, so that they 
are simply being taxed for their and not for our benefit, Wedo 
not take a dollar. of it; we give it all to them, and we have given 
them millions besides. We have been giving to them ever since 
we took possession of the island. We propose this tariff, in the 
first place, because of the necessity of haying revenue, and for 
this further reason which I now want to speak about. 

Mr. STEWART. When the Senator gets through I should like 
to say a word. 

Mr. FORAKER, I am just going to take up another point, 
and I would rather the Senator would wait until I get through. 

Mr. STEWART. There will not be time to-night, but I shall 
take some other time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall be through presently. 

Mr. STEWART. Ihave some objections to your bill, which 1 
want to suggest to you for your consideration. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say to Senators that this legislation 
not only meets the requirements of a very necessitous situation 
as to revenue, but raises a most important question, which never 
will be settled until the Supreme Court settles it. Party lines 
have been so drawn in respect to the power of Con to legis- 
late for these territorial uisitions that there will never be an 

eement except under judicial decision. Senators who believe 
that the Constitution extends ex propro vigore to newly E 
territory and Senators who repudiate that doctrine are not likely 
to get into accord in a political discussion nor in any discussion 
that would arise upon p legislation, And so I say it will 
never be settled what are the powers of Congress to legislate with 
respect to Territories until the supreme tribunal of the land set- 
tles that question. 

In my own mind—I do not know how it is with other Senators 
the fact that this bill raises that question is more important than 
any revenue that it provides for. Why is itsoimportant? Not 
on account of Puerto Rico, for, as we have said in our report, No. 
249, there is nothing to be imported from Puerto Rico that will 
come prejudicially, or at least seriously prejudicially, into com- 
petition with our products in this country. It is a revenue duty 
singly and solely, and not in any sense protective. 

Mr President, beyond Puerto Rico come the Philippines. Soon 
we shall be called upon to legislate with respect to those islands, 
I do not know what the future has in store, 

Mr. RAWLINS rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will bear with me for just a 
moment, I wish to say that with respect to the Philippines it has 
been suggested, and it has been contended for by many, that we 
should have an door“ policy. If that policy should be 
finally adopted, and all the nations of the world be allowed to go 
with their ships and their merchandise into the ports of the Phil- 
ippines on the same terms we go there with our ships and our 
merchandise, there will be an overthrow at once of our entire pro- 
tective policy and system unless we have the power to protect 
ourselves against the results, against the injory that would come 
to usfrom those islands by reason of all the world being permitted 
to go into the Philippines, and from there to come here or any- 
where in the United States without payment of duties. The 
claims of those in a, gan to this proposition lead to this, 

Mr. RAWLINS. r. President 

Mr. FORARER. I trust the Senator will wait a moment. 

I say this provision in this bill will give rise to the question of 
our power as to all these matters. It is true, as the Senator from 
Colorado has said, that there are many and serious questions raised 
by this measure. We are not unmindful of that. The bill was 
drawn not only to meet the necessities of that situation, but also, 
n. ily, as an incident, to meet the question as to the policy 
which must be pursued by this country. We are all alike in com- 
mon interest, and the question must be settled now and should be 
in the case of Puerto Rico, which is the first legislation of the kind 
that Congress is called upon to enact. 

Now I will yield to the Senator from Utah. 

Mr.RAWLINS. Mr. President, if I understand the last remark 
of the Senator, it is that the main purpose of this 8 
duty of 15 per cent, proposed to be imposed upon articles impo 
from Puerto Rico, is to raise the question, to test the question 

Mr. FORAKER, If the Senator will allow me, I did not say 
that that was the main purpose. I said in my own mind—I do 
not know how it is with other Senators—it was quite as impor- 
tant as, if not more so than, the others. 

Mr. WLINS. That was one of the purposes? 

Mr. FORAKER, Not the purpose; it is an incident of the pur- 
pose. 


Mr. RAWLINS. One of the purposes is to test the question of 
whether Congress has the power to levy discriminating duties on 
articles imported from or exported to any of the inhabitants of the 
United States outside of the borders of the States. It is, if possible, 
to present a case in which the court may decide that Con has 
such plenary power as that it may legislate at will, and without 
being subject to any of the limitations of the Constitution in re- 
spect to all the inhabitants and citizens of the United States ont- 
side the borders of the States themselves, which would include 
the Philippines, Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Alaska, and the Territories 
within our borders. Is that correct? 

Mr. FORAKER. No, sir; itis not correct. It is correct with 
certain limitations. What the Senator is repeating as what I 
said, although he doubtless thinks he is correct, is different in ef- 
fect. What 1 said was that there was a necessity for revenue; 
that was the purpose of the bill; but another incidental result 
would be arrived at, and that was the making of this question, 
that, in view of what I alluded to, I thought was as important as 
the revenue, and more so; but we would not have legislated to 
. nage the question of power, if there had not been a neces- 
sity for it. 

1 want to say further that I did not say that this question, 
when once determined, would have the same application to all 
territory outside of the Union of the States, for as to some ter- 
ritory outside of the Union of States the Constitution has been 
made the rule of action, while it has not been as to other territory. 
The Constitution has not been extended to Puerto Rico. It has 
been extended to Hawaii. It has not been extended to the Phil- 
2 — 7 Islands. I mean, of course, by legislative act. You may 

ink it has been extended there ex proprio vigore; I donot know 
what the Senator's views are on that point. But it has not been 
extended by legislative act to Alaska; and there would be a differ- 
ent rule of action, as I understand it, in Territories to which it 
has not been extended from the rule of action in Territories to 
which it has been extended. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will permit me, in order that 
I may understand the position of the committee—as I understand 
he speaks for the committee—if I understood him correctly, he 
said the power of Congress to legislate for Puerto Rico, to pass 
this bill, is conferred by the Constitution. Is that right? 

Mr. FORAKER. Les, sir; and also by the treaty. There are 
two sources of power. : 

Mr. RAWLINS. But Congress has not yet acted and extended 
the Constitution to Puerto Rico. That is true, I suppose? 

Mr. FORAKER. We understand that Congress has not, and 
we understand, also, that this bill has not. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The point that I was seeking to arrive at on 
this question, or the question I once to propound to the Sena- 
tor, was this: That if Congress is now legislating for Puerto Rico 
by virtue of the authority conferred in the Constitution, to that 
extent does not the Constitution now apply to Puerto Rico? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not so understand it. I understand thig 
to be the case, Mr. President —— 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will permit me 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Not quite. If we are legislating in 
to Puerto Rico, or propose to legislate by virtue of the Constitu- 
tion, then, it seems to me, it must be because to the extent that 
we extend the Constitution the Constitution confers power, is 
2 and extends the arm of Congress to that island. If 
that be true, does it not necessarily follow that Congress legislates 
under all the limitations upon its power of legislation, includin 
the right of veto of the President, in respect to these islands, whic: 
is derived also from the Constitution? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido not understand that because we legis- 
late under the Constitution, by virtue of that clause which 
authorizes Congress to make all needful rules and regulations for 
territory belonging to the United States, that we thereby, in tak- 
ing action, extend the Constitution to all these Territories; but I 
do understand—and I may differ from some Senators who other- 
wise are in accord with me in that respect—that under the posi- 
tive prohibitions of the Constitution upon legislation of a certain 
character, we, sitting here as Senators, are subject to those pro- 
hibitions. What I mean by that is this: The first provision in 
tite Bill of Rights is: 

x 
prohibiting the free exercise thereat; or abridging freedom of speech, oF of 
the ; or the right of the people peaceably to assemble, and to petition 
the Government for a redress of grievances. 

There is a plain and positive prohibition in the Constitution 
upon Congress to act with respect to certain kinds of legislation, 
Congress shall pass no such laws. I do not understand that the 
Constitution is in Puerto Rico. But I do understand that it is 
here in the Senate Chamber, and that we all here are acting under 
our oath to support the Constitution and to observe its provisions 
and requirements. 

Mr. RAWLINS rose, 

RAKER, 


Mr. FO Therefore, if the Senator will allow me, when 
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the Constitution says no law shall be passed by Congress of a spe- 
cific character, I understand that to be a general universal nega- 
tion, without respect to the territory or people for whom the legis- 
lation is to be provided. Imay be in error about that, but I state 
my own convictions, 

. RAWLINS. Do I correctly understand the Senator that 
the power of Congress to legislate for Puerto Rico is derived from 
that clause in the Constitution which gives Congress the power 
to make rules and regulations respecting the Territories? 

Mr. FORAKER. In so far as the Constitution confers the 

ower, yes. I understand, however, that Congress as a political 
y, representing the political power of the Government, would 
have the inherent power to pass laws on certain subjects without 
regard to any provision of the Constitution, not inconsistent with 
it, of course. 

Mr. RAWLINS. In that provision no mention is made of the 
President or his right of veto. It simply says, Congress shall 
have power.” Does the Senator think we can legislate in respect 
to any of these outlying possessions without the concurrence of 
the President? 

Mz. FORAKER. Certainlynot. All bills must go to the Presi- 
dent for his signature, his approval. 

Mr. RA S. That is by virtue of the Constitution, is it 
not? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, that is an express provision of the 
Constitution. ; 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then, if that be true, we find, it seems to me, 
that Congress in every step it takes with t to any of these 
possessions must find its authority in the Constitution, and must 
act in taking each step in accordance with the methods which 
that instrument prescribes, and with all the limitations which it 
has fixed. If that be so, I can not conceive that there is any serious 
difference between Senators in this body as to the character of the 

wer the Congress exercises in respect of the Territories. It acts 

y virtue of the Constitution and within the limitations of the 
Constitution and by the methods which the Constitution prescribes. 
Then it seems to me necessarily to follow that our footing there 
is 3 Constitution gives us, and no more. 

FO Well, Mr. President, that Congress has full 
power to legislate with respect to the Territories is in so 
many decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States that it 
seems to me there is no longer any question about it. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Ifthe Senator will permit me, those decisions 
asserting this paiay power all speak with reference to the fran- 
chise, of igs ana olding office, do they not? 

Mr. FOR. R. No; Ido not so understand them. Mr. Presi- 
dent, we are all familiar with the fact that the legislation with 
respect to the Louisiana Territory was upheld by the courts, and 
that that legislation was followed and upheld in the Florida case, 
and it was followed again only a year and a half ago in the case of 
Hawaii. That legislation authorized the President of the United 
States to act for the time being, or until Congress could act, 
through certain poroms who should exercise all civil and judicial 
authority in the Territory. There is no question about Congress 
having the power to do that, and doing it constitutionally, and 
doing it apparently without regard to any limitations of the Con- 
stitution. It was certainly so in the Louisiana case, for there 
Congress expressly continued in full force and effect laws that 
were inconsistent with the provisions of the Constitution. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If the Senator will permit me, as I understand 
it, in each of those cases where the cession was made by treaty 
the treaty itself expressly guaranteed or expressly required the 
freedom of religion in conformity with the Constitution, did it 
not? 

Mr. FORAKER. I believe so. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Then, if I understand that legislation of Con- 
gress in regard to the extension or continuance of laws in force 
in those ceded districts, they were so modified as to conform both 
to the treaty and the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. They were not modified until long after the 
government had pona into operation. There may be some laws 
in Puerto Rico which would have to be modified to haye them 
conform to the requirements of the Constitution. 

I want to say again that I understood Senators wanteđ to speak 
this afternoon. If they do, I will yield. I do not want to take up 
this bill for full argument at this time. I had no idea of taking 
up so much time. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from Ohio is suggesting what posi- 
tion he will take, without going into any elaborate argument, 
which, of course, we appreciate, and as the Senator has stated his 
position with reference to the Bill of Rights, or, rather, one article 
of it, to the effect that he considers that any part of the territory 
subject to the jurisdiction of the United States would necessarily 
have the benefit of Article I, because that is a prohibition on the 
powers of Congress, which prohibitiqu would operate as to the 
exercise of that power in any Territory—I understand that to be 
the Senator’s position—— 
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Mr. FORAKER. That is my individual opinion. I do not 
think all my colleagues agree with me about that. 

Mr. BACON, I want to ask, as the Senator is kindly suggest- 
ing to us the line upon which he will make his su uent argu- 
ment, whether he considers Article V in the Bill of Rights as one 
3 to the inhabitants of what is now spoken of as outlying 
territory? 

_ Mr. FORAKER. Is that the article which provides for trial by 


jury? 

Mr. BACON. Yes. 

Mr. FORAKER, I do not think it does. It is in the nature of 
an affirmative proposition, and there is no reason why it would 
apply here. 

. BACON. It is a negative one. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say to the Senator generally that 
when youcome to look through the limitations and restraints you 
will find some of them that it is very difficult to draw the line 
between. 

Mr. BACON. Isimply desire to know now, that we may antic- 
ipate what would be the Senator's line of answer. 

Mr. FORAKER. If no Senator wants to speak, I wish to make 
a brief a reg 

Mr. STEWART. I wish tos 

Mr. FORAKER. On this bill? ; 

Mr. STEWART. Yes; right now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I wish to make a brief explanation as to the 
bill, and then I will not speak again except only as the exigencies 
of the consideration of the measure may call upon me to do so, 

Mr. STEWART. Go ahead. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will then make a brief explanation of the 


It will be observed, Mr. President, when you come to examine 
the House bill, that it did not undertake to provide a civil govern- 
ment. It was purely a revenue measure. The necessities which 
led to this legislation being proposed are found stated in the 
whereases which precede the measure, referring to the distressing 
conditions that are existing in Puerto Rico and the necessity for 
giving those people legislation with respect to their trade relations 
with the United States and with the rest of the world, 

The bill as itcame to us from the House simply provided, there- 
fore, that the same tariff dutyshould be opa upon all importations 
into Puerto Rico from countries other than the United States that 
are paid on importations into our ports from other countries, and 
that as between Puerto Rico and the United States there shoul 
be a duty of 15 per cent of the full rate prescribed in our tariff 
laws, but that in the case of products manufactured in Puerto 
Rico being imported intothe United States that would bear internal- 
revenue taxation if they were located elsewhere in the United 
States, that much tax should be added. 

The bill further provides that the revenue so derived shall be 
paid into the insular treasury of Puerto Rico, except only those 
revenues collected in the United States under the bill, which shall 
be set apart in the Treasury, subject to the order of the President, 
to be expended for the benefit of the government of Puerto Rico. 
The bill further provides that this arrangement shall expire on the 
ist day of March, 1902; in other words, that is a revenue measure 
pure and simple. 

The measure that has been substituted by this amendment pro- 
vides for a civil government for the island of Puerto Rico, and in 
addition to o providing for a civil government in the ordinary sense 
of the word it provides for a good many other things that it 
seemed necessary to provide for to give those people satisfacto 
conditions. For instance, they have in circulation in the islan 
the Puerto Rican coins, and our coins are now getting into circu- 
lation there. In co: uence, the business of the money changers 
is a very profitable one to the money changers and a very burden- 
some one to the people of Puerto Rico. We have provided in this 
bill for the substitution of American coins for Puerto Rican coins, 
We have also provided in this bill for a continuance in force of 
such laws and ordinances now in force in the island, subject to 
the modifications of them that have been made by military orders 
now in force, until the local legislature provided for by the bill 
or the Congress legislates upon the subject. 

The Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] called upon me a 
while ago to know whether or not the laws of Puerto Rico, which 
are referred to in this connection in the bill, are anywhere in 
print. I want here to repeat what I said to him then, that a 
translation of the laws in force in Puerto Rico has been made by 
the War Department, and each member of our committee was 
furnished with a copy. I did not think to have aS prod for the 
2 of the Senate as à document, though perhaps that ought to be 

One. 


It may be that the War Department has a sufficient number of 
copies printed to enable me to get one from the Department for 
each Senator, and I will endeavor to do so; and if I can not geta 
copy for each Senator, I will ask the Senate to print these laws as 
a document, so that each Senator may have the benefit of it. We 
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have provided, however, for the continuance of these laws in 


force because of the necessities of the situation, not because we 
are satisfied with each and every law that is there now, but be- 
cause we thought it would be a wise thing to continue in force for 
the time being, until the matter could be more fully and satisfac- 
torily investigated and reported upon, that with which the people 
are already familiar. 

We provide in one of the last sections of the bill for the appoint- 
ment by the President of a commission, to consist of three mem- 
bers, whose duty it shall be to make a thorough investigation and 
compilation and revision of the laws of Puerto Rico and within 
twelve months after this proposed law goes into effect to report 
to Congress a more permanent form of government than that 
which we have undertaken to provide in this bill. In other 
words, Mr. President, as you will infer from that statement, it 
was the purpose of the committee, after looking into this matter 
and seeing with how many difficulties it was attended, to provide 
simply a ee civil government as a substitute for the mili- 
tary government that is now in force there. 

In continning in force the laws that are in force there we are 
but following the precedents of the world, I think I may say, 
almost without an exception. In fact, ever since Nebuchadnezzar 
conquered the Jews a conquered people have been allowed, as a 
rule, to continue in the enjoyment of their local laws and local 
usages, subject only to such limitations as might grow out of their 
being wholly inconsistent with the lawsof the conquering power. 
Here we have the common-law system of j rudence. There 
everything is based on civil law. They have the civil-law codes 
of procedure, radically different from ours, and for us to under- 
take to substitute our institutions, and our courts, and our laws, 
and our codes of procedure with the stroke of a pen would be for 
us to undertake to do a most impracticable and unwise thing. It 
could not possibly operate successfully, N 

But as we 3 we become better acquainted with them. 
We learn the difference between their institutions and ours. We 
learn the good features of theirs also, as well as the bad. We learn 
how to legislate so as to accommodate their institutions to our 
ideas. Under the military occupation that has been continued 
there now for a year and a half much has been done in this re- 
gard. The most obnoxious laws have been repealed or have been 
modified until a system of laws and procedure has been arrived 
at that reasonably, I think I may say, conforms to our ideas as to 
efficiency and the requirements of the civilization that we repre- 
sent and want to see supported in that island. That is one pro- 
vision of the bill. 

Now, as to the courts, the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] 
asked me a moment ago about them. We have continued the 
courts that they are already familiar with. You will understand 
that we are continuing these only until the commission provided 
for can make a thorough investigation and report to Congress 
upon which we can act intelligently. I do not know how it is 
with other Senators, but judging from my own experience I think 
I can safely say that it is an impossibility for Senators, occupied 
as we are compelled to be occupied here in Washington, to make 
that character of investigation of the whole system of laws of that 
country necessary to legislate intelligently, especially when we 
have no opportunity to visit and no opportunity to devote our- 
selves to the work as a commission can. 

Therefore we thought with respect to the courts that the wisest 
thing we could do would be to continue what they already have, 
that with which they are familiar, until this commission could 
make a report after a thorough investigation, when they can fully 
advise us and we can act more intelligently. Certainly no harm 
can be done by continuing for a year, or two or three years, what- 
ever length of time the temporary government we are now pro- 
viding for may stand, what they have been living under for gen- 
erations. Those are the only special features of the bill as to 
which it occurs to me that it is necessary for me to speak at this 
time. 

We have undertaken, speaking of the other provisions of the 
bill now, not to give those people a complete local self-government, 
but a government republican in form, and to confer upon them 
the right to as ack participation in that government as we 
thought, in view of the testimony submitted to us, it was safe to 
give tothem. In this behalf we have provided for an executive 
and a judicial and a legislative department, the executive to be 
called the governor of the island and to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, by and with the advice and consentof the Senate. We have 
3 for a system of Territorial courts, to which attention 

been already called, consisting of district courts and the su- 
preme court of the island. 

The judges of the supreme court are to be appointed by the Presi- 
dent, and the judges of the district courts, 7 in number, are to 
be appointed by the governor of the island, by and with the advice 
and consent of the executive council. The legislative department 
is to consist of two houses, one appointed and the other elected. 
The upper house is called the executive council. It consists of the 


governor add 11 members, 6 of whom are burean officers or heads 
of departments—the attorney-general, the auditor, the treasurer, 
the secretary, the commissioner of education, the commissioner of 
the interior, and 5 other persons to be appointed from native in- 
habitants of the islands. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The governor and six bureau officers, mak- 
ing seven, and then five others. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; twelve all together. The governor and 
six bureau officers and five natives of the island, who have no 
offices and no duties to perform except only to act as members of 
the executive council in a legislative capacity. The others con- 
duct their departments in the way provided in the bill, and the 
powers conferred and duties imposed upon them are of the ordi- 
nary kind indicated by their respective titles. I think I need not 
go into that any more fully. 

We had some ditference of opinion as to the extent to which we 
could allow the people of Puerto Rico to participate in this Gov- 
ernment. There were some who thought they ought to have no 
participation at all. I remember a Mr. Curtis, who went to the 
island by appointment of the Presidentas one of the Insular Com- 
mission, and who came before our committee, testified that he 
thought, as a result of his seeing the people and investigating con- 
ditions down there, that we ought practically to govern the island 
by the President alone; that the officerin charge, whatever he might 
be called, should report to the President the kind of legislation we 
ought to have, and the President should simply promulgate it by 
proclamation. 

That did not meet with the views of anybody on the committee. 
I mention it only as showing an extreme view. We all felt that , 
there ought to be a government there republican in form, repub- 
licen as to its distribution of powers, republican in accordance 
with the ideas that we have as toa republican form of govern- 
ment; but we all thought the governor of this possession ought to 
be appointed by the President, as the governors of the Territories 
are, at least for the time being. 

We also thought that the bureau officers ought to be appointed 
by the President, and we thought so for this reason: Tho testi- 
mony produced before our committee shows that there are about 
a million ple, in round numbers, inhabiting that island; that 
of the million inhabitants of the island not more than 10 per cent 
according to some witnesses, 15 per cent according to others, and 
by one witness, I F as many as 20 per cent could 
either read or Write or had any property. 

The truth is that the number who can either read or write or 
who own some property is probably about 15 per cent of the whole. 
We found from this same testimony that while they are a docile 
people, a generous-hearted people, a people full of kindliness of 

isposition toward the United States, a people who are gratified 
to have been brought under our sovereignty and jurisdiction, and 
a people who are anxious to conform to our ideas of political insti- 
tutions, they are yet, nevertheless, a ple who have not been 
prepared by any kind of e ience for participating in govern- 
ment. They have very crude ideas, certainly not very accurate, 
so far as the testimony developed, outside of a limited few who 
are educated, with respect to a popular government or with re- 
spect to the duties of citizenship, or with respect to the institu- 
tions according to which we govern ourselyes and according to 
which we hope in time to see them governed. 

In view of all this, we came to the conclusion that not only the 
governor, but also the bureau officers, should be appointed. They 
will have the mostimportant duties to perform. The auditor, the 
treasurer, the commissioner of education, the commissioner of 
the interior, the attorney-general, and the secretary, have all to 
join in the work of organizing and putting into successful opera- 
tion a government with all of the great departments of which 
they are to be the heads. They ought to be men carefully selected. 
We were afraid to intrust their selection to a people who, so far 
as the testimony produced before us advised us, outside of the lim- 
ited few who have aneducation and whom I except always, had no 
just comprehension of the duties to be performed and their re- 
sponsible and important character. 

We felt it was safer and better to intrust the President with the 
selection of these men. He can select men, certainly when he 
has the advice and consent of the Senate, who will be competent 
to successfully discharge the duties. We have given by appoint- 
ment, however, a representation to the natives upon this executive 
council of five members. The President is not restrained in ap- 

ointing these five members from making them bureau officers. 

e can appoint as attorney-general of the island of Puerto Rico 
one of the natives, if he wants to. Out of the twelve, whether 
they are made bureau officers or simply members of the board, he 
can appoint five from the natives and can take all from the island 
if he sees fit, and I am sure the President will be glad to give to 


the people of Puerto Rico as full representation in the administra- 
san of their government as they may be shown to be capable of 
aving. 
But, Mr, President, while we were moved by considerations of 
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that character to provide for the appointment of the executive 
council by the President—all its members—we considered that it 
would be a wise thing to create a lower house and make it elective, 
and so we have provided for a lower house to consist of 35 mem- 
bers, 5 members from each of the 7 districts into which the island 
is divided. They are to be elected by the qualified electors of the 
island and are to be a part of the legislative assembly, just the 
same as the lower house in our legislative assemblies is a part. 

There was a good deal of opposition, as I have already indicated, 
to the conferring of this right in connection with the government 
which we are establishing, but we found, after looking up the his- 
tory of that people, that they have been voting more or less for 
quite a number of years. It is true, as the Senator from Colorado 
said a moment ago, that Spain, just before the war, did grant an 
autonomistic form of government under which they were allowed 
much greater rights and privileges, or were to be allowed, than 
they had ever before enjoyed; but that government can not be 
said to have gone into effect—that is, not so far as the elections are 
concerned. 

I believe there was one election held before the war broke out. 
but there was no extended experience with it. But we found they 
have had some experience in the matter of voting, and we thought 
we could safely intrust to them the exercise of the suffrage to the 
extent I have indicated. We felt that it would be a good means 
of educating them in the matter of government, that it would 
interest them in the government; give them a participation in it; 
give them the right to hold elections, toconductthem; we thought 
that would lead them to be interested in the matters that con- 
cerned their own affairs. 

In addition to that we have provided that they shall have rep- 
resentation here in Con by one Delegate. That is the repre- 
sentation ordinarily allowed, or allowed. I believe, in every in- 
stance, to each of our Territories. We have just allowed it in the 
case of Hawaii, where they have, all told, only about a hundred 
and twenty-five thousand people, perhaps, while there are a mil- 
lion in Puerto Rico, and the people of Puerto Rico have heretofore, 
under the Spanish Government, been allowed representation in 
the Spanish Cortes to the extent of 4 senators and 12 deputies. 
It seemed to us that to allow them representation by one Delegate 
was not at all unreasonable, and I have been rather surprised to 
hear that there should be any objection on the part of any Senator 
to that provision of the bill. 

Mr. President, I have now gone over the bill so far as I think 
it is necessary to offer any explanatory remarks, and by reason of 
the debate that precipitated these remarks, in which the general 
eee were touched upon, I have said all I care to in opening. 

erefore I now yield with the understanding that I shall, at the 
next opportunity for taking up the bill, ask the Senate to proceed 
with its consideration without further remarks from me, except 
as I may find occasion to answer those who may speak in opposi- 
tion. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit several amendments to the pend- 
ing bill, which I ask to have printed. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendments will be 
printed and lie on the table. 

Mr.STEWART. Mr. President, I wish to offer an amendment. 
On page 10, section 10, I move to strike out all of line 6 down to 
the word ‘‘all;” and in line 8, after the words United States,” I 
move to strike out all of lines 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, and 14 down to the 
word ‘‘free;” so that it shall read: 

Sec. 10. That on and after the passage of this act all articles coming into 
the United States from Puerto Rico shall be admitted into the ports of the 
United States free of duty. 

And further, in the same section, I propose to amend the sec- 
tion by striking out, in line 16, the words under the provisions 
of this section“ and inserting ‘‘ before the passage of this act;” so 
that the proviso will read: 

Provided, That all duties collected on such articles 
Rico into the United States before the of this act be held in the 
Treasury of the United States as a separate d, to be used under the direc- 
sone a 3 of the United States for the government and benefit of 

The amount of money to be derived from such a tariff is not the 
question, Itis the vexation. If you are going to give them free 
trade in two years, why not give itnow? There is nothing to be 
gained by that provision. You can create a good deal of good 
feeling. if you will, and here you will create a good deal of bad 
feeling if you do this. Do you purpose to provoke them and make 
them your enemies? There is no principle involved init. You 
are going to have free trade in two years. It is simply a petty 
spite, and I do not see any other point in it. 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the only way that presents itself for 
raising revenues for that government. 

Mr. STEWART. They have revenues of their own. You do 
not want to tax them differently from what we tax ourselves. 
Take the internal-revenue tax, for instance. The little pittance 
that you will get in the next two years is not enough to make up 
for the irritation there is in it. You will find that it will not pay 


ipped from Puerto 


to make that distinction, because very few people will believe that 
we have any right ina One of the United States to levy a duty 


nited States to the United States. 
I donot understand that our internal-revenue 
laws are to be applied to them under this bill. 

Mr. STEW. Yes, it is in this bill. It puts them in force 
there, and that is sufficient. You can provide in this bill for 
raising revenue from those people as we raise it in our Territories, 
Take the Territories. You provide in bills what tax shall be levied 
in the Territories to carry them on. You can go right on and tax 
them any way you please. You have got a clear power to impose 
taxes on this organization and tax them as any other Territory. 
We tax the Territories. We provide that they shall raise taxes 
for certain purposes, and then leave it to the legislative assembly, 
as far as we can. You can provide for any kind of a tax for the 
people, but there is no sense in raising the question of a tariff in 
this way and creating dissatisfaction. 

Mr. LEN. May I ask the Senator from Nevada a question? 

Mr. STEWART. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does not this bill provide a most excellent means 
of topes lee responsibility for this discriminating tax to the 
Supreme Court of the United States rather than to the Republican 


party? 

Mr. FORAKER. I can not hear what the Senator says. I 
would like to hear the question. 

Mr. STEWART. I want to answer that question. 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well. 

Mr. STEWART. Ido not think that anybody will crave the 
notoriety. We should be embarrassed if we make a discriminat- 
ing tax. 

. ALLEN. I should like to hear the Senator. 

Mr. STEWART. We should not make a discriminating tax. 
I should not think they would want the responsibility themselves 
or would want to put it on anybody else. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me, this is a nominal 
observance of the Republican platform on the tariff. 

Mr. STEWART. No. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now, if they can pass this act with this discrim- 
inating tariff, which is called a protective tariff, that question can 
eventually be made a judicial question and go before the Supreme 
Court of the United States, which will decide in the course of 
two or three years, after the election is over, and hold it to be 
unconstitutional, which will make free trade, will it not? There- 
fore, it relieves the Republican party in the present campaign of 
any responsibility for this discrimination. 

Mr. STEWART. The . has nothing in its 
platform that intimates even that it will levy a duty upon United 
States goods. They are foreign goods imported into the United 
States that are to be taxed. There is nothing in the platform to 
sanction this provision. It is against every platform that has 
been promulgated by any party in regard to the tariff. They all 
propose a duty on imported goods from foreign countries. 

Mr. ALLEN. But the Senator will remember that the Presi- 
dent recommended free trade with this island. 

Mr. STEWART. The President was exactly in line with the 
platform, and what he said is entitled to the highest commenda- 
tion. He recommended absolute free trade, and the Sec of 
War stated the conditions and the reasons in most forcible lan- 
guage 1 should be given. : 

. ALLEN. This bill does not recognize free trade. 

Mr. STEWART. The President did not recommend free trade 
in the sense of free trade with foreign countries, but he recog- 
nized that island as a part of the United States, as a part of our 
country, and recommended that their products should come free 
into our ports. He recommended that, and for that I commend 
him. I think it was wise, and I think it is very unwise to go 
against his recommendation in his annual message. 

Mr. ALLEN, Does the Senator understand that this bill meets 
the ag ca of the President? 

Mr, STEWART. I know nothing about it. I think not, be- 
cause the President having recommended it so plainly and so 
justly, and having made a recommendation so frank and honest, 
I do not believe he would take it back. If his annual message had 
been adhered to, it would have been a great deal better for the 
country and for all concerned. 

Now, as to the President's policy in regard to these Territories: 
he is trying, if he is not overriden, to extend to them the prin- 
ciples of free government. That is evident from his message. It 
is evident from all his public sayings that he is trying to extend 
to them the principles of free government. In the case of the 
first Territory that is ripe for action he recommends the exten- 
sion of our revenue laws to them and giving them a chance to 
live, and I commend him for it. But if this question is precipi- 
tated upon the country, I do not care what the Supreme Court 
decides, the country will be opposed to the levying of duties upon 
the products of our own country. You can not explain it. Ido 
not care what 


upon imports from the 
Mr. LISON. 


purpose you say you do it for or what excuses you 
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may make for it, it will never be understood by the country. It 
will prejudice those people. Iam opposed to it more especially 
because I want to keep those islands. I think the acquisition of 
those islands is a great boon to the American people at this time. 
I believe we need them, and need them badly. 

Mr. ALLEN. What for? 

Mr. STEWART. They can produre the tropical products 
cheaper than they can be produced in any other part of the world. 
If we had them to supplement what we have got, we would then 
be independent of all the world. From two to three hundred 
million dollars are paid annually for the products which we could 
obtain from those islands. 

I have heard it said here that it would throw people out of em- 
ployment because it would make sugar so cheap; that they can 
produce sugar for less than half what it can be produced for in 
the United States. If that be true, that is one reason why we 
should have them. Iam a protectionist, and have voted for the 
highest protective tariff and ar. in favor of it; but I am not 
in favor of a protective tariff sufficiently high to enable the people 
of Alaska to produce pine app! esand bananas on the Yukon in hot- 
houses. I am not in favor of that. I would rather get some pine- 
spis country and raise pineapples there. These islands will make 
us independent of all the world, and we can produce with them all 
wecanconsume. I think their acquisition is just what the United 
States needs. 

Great Britain is so situated that she can supply herself from her 
own ions, 3 from long distances. Here we have 
these islands, Cuba and Puerto Rico, at our door; and if they were 
ours we need not buy any tobacco from abroad, we need not buy 
any sugar from abroad, and we could produce and sell sugar as 
one of our exports. 

If you ask what good that will do us, I say it will furnish a 
market. Everything made of iron—tools, rai verything 
that goes into the household or into manufacture of any descrip- 
tion will be made here, and they will buy those things from 
this country if they have free trade with us. Everything will go 
there as naturally as water flows down hill. Then there are thou- 
sands of other things besides. There is agricultural machinery of 


every description that they will need. 
Mr, TELLER. Do zyon propose to have a tariff on all those? 
Mr. STEWART. e propose to follow the recommendation of 


the President, and treat them as a part of our country. If we can 

not treat them asa part of our country, as strongly as I am in favor 
of having them, before I would make a discrimination, before I 

would say that the flag shall go where the principles of the Con- 
stitution will not follow, I would let them go. Ido not want any 

3 where the principles of the Constitution will not fol- 
ow. 

I do not propose to argue the technical question as to whether 
the Constitution without legislation goes there or what power we 
have to legislate. I do not propose to do that, but I base my con- 
tention on broader grounds. I say that we can not as republicans 
in the high sense, we can not as advocates of republican princi- 
ples, of the principles of liberty, discriminate against any section 
of our country. 

If we can do it in the least we can do itin the greatest; and 
when it is said that we can have a different kind of government 
in different sections of the country our Constitution and our prin- 
ciples of liberty are gone. Our principles of liberty and free 

overnment are broad enough to extend to all the countries where 
the flag floats. If they are not, then bring back the flag. Send 
the flag nowhere where the principles of free institutions, which 
have made this country so great, can not go. Lam opposed to 
having an acre of territory anywhere without the principles of 
freedom, limited, of course, by proper legislation, as we have done 
in the Territories, where we can have liberty regulated by law as 
we understand it, as is well understood, where Americans can 
establish free government and free institutions wherever they are. 
pd An organize at once in Puerto Rico. Isaw them organize 
in ifornia when the times seemed to be turbulent. They 
brought order out of chaos. Wherever our institutions go they 
take with them the principles of the Constitution; they take with 
them our birthright. To say that the institutions which are our 
birthright shall not go with the flag wherever it goes is against 
every sentiment of American freedom, and I am op toit. I 
think it is getting down too low to talk about whether or not we 
can do wrong under the Constitution—whether we can make dis- 
criminating laws. If we go to quibbling about the power under 
the Constitution to be un-American, about the power under the 
Constitution to have a part of the country governed by a despot- 
ism, we have not the power to do it under the principles of the 
Declaration of Independence or the spirit of liberty which per- 


vades our institutions. We can not violate those principles and | If it 
continue to peper: 

In ong with those Territories I am in favor of letting them 
understand now that we go to them as friends in order to extend 
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to them the principles of civil liberty and to benefit them. Let 
them know in the 5 how we are treating Puerto Rico; 
let them know by the object lesson of Puerto Rico that we will 
not rob them; let them know the intentions of this Government 
by the example we now set. 

You say you have got the power to levy a tariff upon goods 
coming from a part of our own territory. Let that principle be 
established, and confidence in this Government will be lost; the 
Philippines will have no confidence in us; Cuba will have no con- 
fidence in us; and will not want to come tous, Such an assertion 
isaclaim that you have power under your Constitution to tax 
them differently from the way in which qon tax yourselves; that 
you can make them subject colonies; t you can establish a 
despotism. I deny that you have such power. I deny that there 
is any power in the principles of our Government which are em- 
bodied in the Constitution to have a 1 differently 
from all other portions of our country. ey must all have the 
same rights. That is why I am opposed to the proposed tariff 
duty; and I shall make some further remarks upon it hereafter. 

I did not intend to say so much now, but I am so earnestly op- 
posed to what is proposed for fear that we shall lose the benefit 
of the grand achievements of the nineteenth cen , which, if it 
is properly dealt with, would add immeasurably to the prosperity, 
the Tonan and the resources of this country, and make us inde- 
p ent of the world if we properly realize what is before us, 

ə people of this generation have the right to new fields of enter- 
prises just as those in the past generation had and they will have 
if the principles of the Constitution are carried out. You will find 
the Pacific n teeming with our commerce and with the influ- 
ence of our institutions spreading in the Orient, you will find the 
West India islands converted into beehives of industry; all that 
we need to consume in this country will be produced in our own 
country, and we shall have markets that more than compen- 
sate for anything we may lose. 

For every one day’s labor lost by the sugar interest and tobacco 
interest ten times as much will gained by the products and 
manufactures that we must sendtothosepeople. Then there will 
be another boon to the great mass of poopie who are consumin 
those products in this country. It is said that sugar can be rais 
for half the sum for which it can be produced here. If sugar can 
be produced for one-half what it can now be produced, have not 
the millions of people in the United States who consume sugar 
the right to have the benefit of it? Icontend they have. I hope 
nothing will be done to lose our new possessions tous. I think 
these discriminating duties are dangerous and pernicious, and I 
hope they will not be persisted in. 

t is said that Parliament has unlimited power, with one excep- 
tion: It can not make a man a woman or a woman a man, This 
bill declares: 


The United States district court 


Mr. NELSON. On what page? 
Mr. STEWART. Page 22, line 13— 


ae United States district court hereby established shall be the succes- 
sor, ete, 


In other places it establishes the United States district court 
distinctly from a Territorial court. -I undertake to say that a 
United States district court can not be established there with the 
attributes which that court possesses. First, it has special juris- 
diction. The salary of the United States district judge can not 
be diminished during his term of office, and his office is for life 
unless the court is abolished. Those qualities can not be con- 
ferred upon a Territorial court. 

Now, this matter was very thoroughly and elaborately discussed 
in the case of McAllister against the United States, and I will read 
a few sentences from different portions, The decision covers 
many pages and the case is discussed fully. In the Territory of 
Alaske they call their courts by all sorts of names—United States 
courts, and all that kind of thing. They mix it up 3 badly, 
but not quite so badly as it is mixed here. The judge supposed 
that he was a United States district judge, and when they removed 
him he wanted his salary. He entered proceedings to compel the 

yment of his salary. He thought he could hold it for life or dur- 

ng good behavior. The court, after stating what these various 
laws are and the legislation that has been had for Alaska, said: 

In view of these and other provisions of that act, it is clear that the district 

vented wi 


court for Alaska was in district court and a cir- 
cuit court of the United States, as well as 


in of m, so far as they were applicable and were not 
inconsistent with the act and the Consti on and laws of the Uni tes. 
But „th: tablished for Alaska. one of the “courts of the 
United States” within the meaning of section 1768 of the Revised Statutes? 
5 be. — ane t — 3 by Saas 33 to 3 
u McAllister, an claim to salary, up to,a paces eat m by 
the Senate of the nomination of Dawson, is well lea 


Then the court goes on to review at great length all the cases 
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on this subject that had preceded it, and quotes from 1 Peters, 
where Judge Marshall decided that these courts were not United 
States courts; and quotes the language of Justice Nelson in tke 
case of Benner vs. Porter (9 Howard, 235, 242, 243). The court 
says— 

That the distinction between the Federal and State jurisdictions, under 
the Constitution of the United States, has no foundation in these Territorial 
goronments; that “they are legislative governments and their courts legis- 


tiye courts, Congress, in the exercise of vy’ 3 in the o ization and 
e 


government of the Territories, combining powersof both the Federal 


and State authorities.” 


Again, after citing the judicial clause of the Constitution (Arti- 
cle III, section 1), the court said: 

Congress must not only ordain and establish inferior courts within a State 
and prescribe their jurisdiction, but the judgesappointed toadminister them 
must ess the constitutional tenure of office before they can become in- 
vested with any portion of the judicial power of the Union. There is no 
exception to this rule in the Constitution. The Territorial courts therefore 
were not courts in which the judicial power conferred by the Constitution 
on the Federal Government could be deposited. They were incapable of 
d ving it, as the tenure of the incumbents was but for four years. (1 Pet., 


The court goes right on quoting one after another in similar lan- 
age, showing that they are not in any sense courts of the United 
tates. 

Now, this bill creates great confusion. Is it necessary to con- 
fuse the people of a newly acquired territory with these conun- 
drums? One of the troublesome thingsin the administration of 
justice in the United Statesis to draw the line between Federal 
and State jurisdiction. The books arefullof decisions on that 
point. We need not inflict upon a newly acquired territory this 
puzzle which the lawyers meet in almost every case. There are 
more cases lost, there is more trouble caused, more expense in- 
curred, in following up that jurisdiction than any other; and why 
should we attempt to inflict the territory with it when there is no 
necessity for it? The States were jealous, and in framing the Con- 
stitution they gave the United States court only a certain jurisdic- 
tion. Congress, it is true, had power toconfer certain other juris- 
diction within the limits prescribed by the Constitution and to 
draw that line. More than half of the libraries of the United 
States are filled with the drawing of that line that does not 
one the Territories. Now, this bil) goes on to provide in sec- 
tion 32: 

That Puerto Rico shall constitute a judicial district to be called the dis- 
trict of Puerto Rico,” which shall be attached to and be a part of the second 
judicial circuit of the United States. The President, by and with the advice 
and consent of the Senate, shall appoint a district judge, a district attorney, 
and a marshal for said district, each for a term of four years unless sooner 
removed by the President. 

The fact that itis for four years shows that he is not to bea 
district judge, because his tenure is fixed by the Constitution, 

The district court for said district shall have power to appoint all neces- 
sary officials and assistants, including a clerk, an interpreter, and such com- 
missioners as may be shall have like power and duties as are 
exercised and performed by commissioners of the circuit courts of the United 
States, and shall have, in addition to the ordinary jurisdiction of district 
courts of the United States, jurisdiction of all cases cognizant in the circuit 
courts of the United States— 

Giving them a district court and a circuit court of the United 
States which is an appellate court— 


and shall proceed therein in the same manner as a circuit court. 


If this does not puzzle them when they get down to it, I should 
į like to know what would phzzle them. 
The laws of the United States relating to appeals, writs of error and 
( certiorari, removal of causes, and other matters and proceedi: as between 
the courts of the United States and the courts of the several States shall 
$ rn in such matters a gs as between the courts of the United 
States and the courts of Puerto Rico, 
{ An alien sued in a State court has the privilege of transferring 
+ the suit to the Federal court, and here you have that transfer from 
one Territorial court to another. If a Federal question is raised, 
you can transfer it to the United States court; and if thesupreme 
court of the State decides a case involving a Federal question, you 
have a writ of error to the United States Supreme and so 
on. Now, to complicate the proceeding, when it is ali one court 
with this machinery, seems to me to be the wildest legislation 
that could be invented. 

My objection to this bill generally is that there is too much 
originality in it. It shows too much contempt for proceedings 
that have been had in Territories for almost a 5 years. It 
does not follow, necessarily, that everything new is good. There 

are good things that are new. Some of the old things in this 
country do very well, and the proceedings under it are very well. 
The orderly government of Territories is very well and it is very 
simple, but this complicated transferring of courts from one Ter- 
ritorial court to another on a Federal question between residents 
and nonresidents gives a peculiar jurisdiction, compelling those 
people to study that out when we have not mastered it here. 
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The conflict between different jurisdictions does not exist in the 
Territorial courts because Congress has power to create courts 
possessing all the jurisdiction that an act of Parliament can con- 
fer upon an English court. 

The reason why the practice of law is so much more simple in 
England than here is because they have one court with general 
jurisdiction. It is true they have law and equity separate, but 
they have just one source of jurisdiction. There is not a conflict 
between two forms of government. The conflict between the 
two forms of government here makes our judiciary very compli- 
cated. It is a necessary complication. Wesubmit to it because it 
is necessary in our form of government, in order that the States 
may remain sovereign. But to apply it to a Territory just for fun, 
to give expense and trouble and confuse them seems to me is work 
re ought not to be engaged in. Then the bill goes on to state 
that— 


Regular terms of said court shall be held in San Juan. 


Then another thing is done here in the next clause, in the thir- 
teenth line, as follows: 

Tho United States district court hereby established shall be the successor 
to the United States provisional court established by General Orders, No. 83, 
promulgated by Brigadier-General Davis, United States Volunteers, and s] 
take possession of all records of that court, and take jurisdiction of all cases 
and proceedings pending therein, and said United States provisional court is 
hereby discontinued. 

Now, I think it very doubtful if it is going to be a United States 
court with limited jurisdiction. 1 do not know whether it would 
be consistent with those orders, I supp they have been run- 
ning the military under a system, and here you are going to trans- 
fer it all to this court, to which you givespecial jurisdiction. You 
give it the same jurisdiction with circuit courts of the United 
States, and now you turn all these other parts over and you go 
right back on what you have been doing and create more confu- 
sion, because some of those orders were matters that pertained to 
State court matters. The great mass of matters to be dealt with 
would be State jurisdiction if in the United States; but you turn 
those over to the circuit or district court, the Federal court juris- 
diction, and make that a necessity. The bill keeps right on mak- 
ing every time it starts a clause for a new confusion. 


SEC. 33. That writs of error and appeals from the final decisions of the 
supreme court of Puerto Rico shall allowed and may be taken to the 
Supreme Court of the United States in the same manner and under the same 
regulations and in the same cases as from the supreme courts of the Terri- 
tories of the United States. 

Now, there you come into another conflict. If you take it in 
the same manner and under the same circumstances that you 
take them from the Territorial courts to the United States Supreme 
Court, it means that everything can Four. If it involves sufficient 
value, it gives jurisdiction and can be taken up. 

I do not know why we may not have a system that has gone on 
for a hundred years of allowing appeals and writs of error to the 
Supreme Court of the United States from thesupreme court of the 
Territory, and why we should not proceedin the usual way. That 
would avoid any amount of controversy. 

Now, my objection to this bill is that there are many other 
original things in it. If these new things were good things and 
would stand the test of reasoning I would not complain of them, 
but I do object to new things just because they are new when we 
can see that they are very bad. I prefer the beaten track in judi- 
cial proceedings in this country if we can find it. 

There are many other things in this bill to which I shall at a 
future time call the attention of the Senator having it in charge. 
Tnasmuch as he is full of the subject and will give us light on all 
subjects, I shall feel at liberty to call upon him when I get into 
further trouble over his pet bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Nevada 
offer an amendment? 

Mr. STEWART. Ido. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment of 
the Senator from Nevada will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 10, section 10, after the word act,“ 
at the end of line 5, it is proposed to strike out ‘tuntil March 1, 
1902;“ after the word admitted,“ at the end of line 7, it is pro- 
posed to strike out: 

Into the ports of the United States on payment of 15 per cent of the rates 
of duty mentioned and p ibed in the schedules and paragraphs of said 
act of July 24, 1897, all laws and parts of laws to the contrary notwithstand- 
ing, but after March 1, 1902, all such articles shall be admitted into the ports 
of the United States. 

And in line 16, after the words “ United States,” to strike out 
tunder the provisions of this section” and insert before the pas- 
sage of this act.” 

r. TELLER. I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and (at 5 o'clock and 12 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, March 3, 
1900, at 12 o’clock meridian. : 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 2, 1900. 


5 sabe House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
er. s 
88 by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. : 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, cor- 
rected, and approved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


A message in writing from the President of the United States 
was communicated to the House of Representatives, by Mr. PRU- 
DEN, one of his secretaries, who also informed the House of Repre- 
sentatives that the President had approved and signed bills of the 
following titles: 

On February 28, 1900: 

H. R, 7660. An act granting additional right of way to the Alle- 

heny Valley Railway Company throug e arsenal grounds at 
Pitts urg, Pa. 

On March 1, 1900: : 

H. R. 4473. An act to authorize the Natchitoches Railway and 
Construction 8 to build and maintain a railway and traffic 
bridge across Red River at Grand Ecore, in the parish of Natchi- 
toches, State of Louisiana; 

H. R. 4698. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
Fitnam; and 

H. R. 5487, An act authorizing the construction by the Tex- 
arkana, Shreveport and Natchez Railway Company of a bridge 
across Twelve-mile Bayou, near Shreveport, La. 

On March 2, 1900: 

H. R. 4006. An act to authorize the Union Railroad Company 
to construct and maintain a bridge across the Monongahela River. 


PUERTO RICO, 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

Since the evacuation of Puerto Rico by the Spanish forces on the 18th day 
of October, 1898, the United States has collected on products coming from 
that island to the ports of the United States the duties fixed by the Dingley 
Act and amounting to $2,005,455.88, and will continue to collect under said law 
until Congress shall otherwise direct. Although I had the power, and having 
in mind the best interestsof the ty of the island used it, to modify duties 
on goods and products entering into Puerto Rico, I did not have the power to 
remit or modify duties on Puerto Rican products coming into the ports of the 
United States. In view of the pressing necessity for immediate revenue in 
Puerto Rico for conducting the government there and for the extension of pub. 
lic education, and in view also of the provisional legislation just inaugurated 
by the House of Representatives, and for the pornoo of making the principle 
embodied in that legislation applicable to the immediate past as well as to 
the immediate future, I recommend that the aboye sum so collected and the 
sums hereafter collected under existing law shall, without waiting for the 
enactment of the general ee now pending, be appropria for the 


use and benefit of the 
WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 2, 1900. 


At the conclusion of the reading of the message there was pro- 
l applause on the Republican side, 

. RICHARDSON. . Speaker, I hope this recommendation 
of the President will meet with favor at the hands of gentlemen 
on the other side, inasmuch as they did not respect the other rec- 
ommendation of the President. [Applause on the Democratic 


side.] 

Mr. CANNON. Now, I will see if it meets with favor at the 
Ade of gentlemen on that side. [Applause on the Republican 
side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Les; and we will see if it meets with 
favor at your hands. 

Mr. CANNON. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the following bill. [Applause on the Republican 


side. 
Ma RICHARDSON. You had better doit immediately or you 
will change your minds before to-morrow. [Applause on the 


Democratic side, 
The SP. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Gamon] 


asks unanimous consent for the immediate consideration of a bil 
which the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 9080) appropriating for the benefit and government of Puerto 
Rico, revenues collected on importations therefrom since its eyacuation by 
ppa and revenues hereafter collected on such importations under exist- 

ng law. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of $2,095,455.88, bein; 


the amount of cus- 
toms revenue received on importations by the Uni 


ted States from Puerto 
Rico since the evacuation of Puerto Rico by the Spanish forces on the 18th of 
October, 1:98, to the Ist of January, 1900, together with any further customs 
revenue collected on importations from Puerto Rico since the Ist of January, 
1900, or that shall he: ter be collected under existing law shall be placed at 
the d of the President, to be used for the government and benefit of 
Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by law; and the revenues herein re- 
ferred So, — 2 1 an to be 2 8 law, are 4 
a p ‘or the purposes herein specified out of any moneys 

. not otherwise appropriated. 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask the gentle- 
man if there is to be any debate on the matter? 

Mr. CANNON. The matter is explicitly stated in the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad for storm-swept starving 
Puerto Rico that the bill should pass by unanimous consent with- 
out debate; still, if the gentleman wants a little debate, I trust 
that there will not be great debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We do not expect any long debate. 

Mr. CANNON. I would be glad if we could pass it promptly. 
What suggestion has the gentleman to make? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. e only want a few minutes’ debate 
twenty minutes on a side, 
oa CANNON. Ten minutes on that side and ten minutes on 

s 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We want twenty minutes on this side. 

Mr. CANNON. Very, well. Say twenty minutes on a side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not think you can keep in one mind 
longer than forty minutes; and if it helps you out of a hole we are 
willing that it do so. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. Under the arrangement just made, there will 
be twenty minutes’ debate on a side, twenty minutes to be con- 
trolled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] and twenty 
minutes to be controlled by the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
1 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker — 

Mr. BALL. Will the gentleman from Illinois have the bill 
read again, not to come out of the time of either side? 

Mr. CANNON. I would be very glad. 

TheSPEAKER. Without objection, the bill will be read again, 
not to come out of the time of either side. 

The bill was again read. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, on the suggestion of anum- 
ber of gentlemen, I ask unanimous consent that the message may 
be again read. I think quite many around me, and I know I am 
one, were not aware of the message of the President at the time, 

Mr, CANNON. I have no objection, so far as I am concerned. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not hear what the gentleman said. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent that the message of the President be again read. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The message was again read. 

Fy on the Republican side. 

r. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, in that short message is a state- 
ment of all the facts necessary to be stated to R iit the appro- 
riation which is pro to be made. The bill, which I have the 
onor to propose and which is now under consideration, appro- 
priates all the revenues upon all the imports from Puerto Rico 
since the Spanish evacuation to the Ist of January, 1900—$2,000,- 
000 and over. It further fea ear a sum not yet ascertained, 
collected on such imports from the Ist of January to the time the 
bill is enacted. It further devotes all the revenues hereafter, un- 
der existing laws, to be collected on imports from Puerto Rico 
until the law is changed. Whether it be much or little, it is two 
millions to the Ist of January; and if this law is enacted, when 
the American Tobacco Company trust, that owns 3,000,000 pounds 
of Puerto Rican tobacco in warehouses, at 35 cents a pound, 
amounting to over a million dollars under the law as it now 
stands, when that comes in under tlie existing law this bill will 
ag ag every dollar of it for the benefit of Puerto Rico. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] 

When the 15,000 tons of sugar now held in warehonses in Puerto 
Rico belonging to the American Sugar trust, the duty on which 
when it comes to our markets will be $1.60 per hundred pounds, 
or $35 a ton, whatever may be the legislation at the hands of this 
Congress removing or decreasing the duties, it comes; when it 
comes, whether the duties are removed or not, it will jump up in 
price exactly by the amount of the duty that the other 1,400,000 
pounds of sugar that we import from other countries pay, and 
every dollar of the money—$35 a ton—paid by the American Sugar 
trust under this bill will be taken and devoted for the benefit of 
Puerto Rico. That is the whole question. Storm swept and 
starving! You have been shedding crocodile tears on that side, 
and here is the measure for the relief. Come up and vote for it 
and make it unanimous. [Appian on the Republican side.] 

Mr. McRAE. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a ques- 


tion? 

Mr. CANNON. I have only twenty minutes. I will now re- 
serve the remainder of my time and wait the pleasure of the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. Will the gentleman from 
Illinois allow me to ask him a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Ask the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICH- 
ARDSON]. Iam for the bill. 
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Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the condition in which 
we find ourselves well illustrates the wisdom of the rule which 
requires every bill to be introduced and referred, so that it can be 
fairly examined. I ney now that if I had known that this bill 
Į laced absolutely at the disposal of the President not only the 
more than $2,000,000 which have been collected from imports com- 
ing from Puerto Rico, but went further and placed at his absolute 
disposal the indefinite sum that may hereafter be collected, I 
would have taken the responsibility of objecting. [Applause on 
the Democratic side.] Because, sir, I will never agree to turn 
over the Treasury of the United States to any one man, whether 
he be the President of the United States or the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations, 65 on the Democratic 
side.] Undoubtedly it is true that if these people are to be sub- 
jected to a tax, you ought to make some kind ofan atonement and 
return it to them. But the money collected from them, when 
returned to them, ought to be returned in pursuance of the will of 
Congress and not in pursuance of the unrestricted discretion of 
the President. 

The power of appropriation is a legislative and not an executive 
function. The right to say how money once in the ry of 
the United States shall be expended is a power that Congress 
ought never to abdicate, and for my part I will never consent to 
its abdication. This 2 been in the Treasury for many 
months, and Congress has n in session for three months, yet, 
sir, you have not introduced a bill providing for the return of it. 
The gentleman now rises and declares that Puerto Rico is storm 
swept and starving, as if that catastrophe happened yesterday. 
The storm swept over that 2 island last summer, but the 
gentleman from IIlinois seems suddenly to have become advised 
about its deplorable condition, and is not willing to give the House 
twenty-four hours to consider a bill that appropriates more than 
$2,000,000 for the present and an indefinite amount in the future. 

Mr. Speaker, Puerto Rico is the one thing we demanded of Spain 
as an indemnity for the expenses of the war, and it is an interest- 
ing satire upon the wisdom of those powers that we are so early 

led upon to take care of the indemnity which we took to pa 
the expenses of the war. [Laughter on the Democratic si ay 
That which was going to pay us back for the millions of treasure 
we spent in the war with Spain, now storm swept and starving, 
demands that we give to it. 

But. sir, it is not my purpose to go into that question. I simply 
took the floor for the purpose of saying that while I am more than 
willing, indeed, Iam anxious, that the people of Puerto Rico shall 
have the benefit of the money unjustly, and, as 1 believe, unlaw- 
fully, collected from them, I will never consent to the passage of 
such an unprecedented measure as this. Nothing could better 
emphasize the dangerous tendency of your new ay than the 
fact that you are compelled to commit to the Presi ent of the 
United States the power to spend $2,000,000 to-day, and as much 
more as he may hereafter collect as he pleases, and without requir- 
ing him to account to Congress for the manner in which it has 
been gate 28 on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I now yield three minutes to the gentle- 
man from Kentucky [Mr. BERRY]. 

Mr. BERRY. Mr. aker, no one sympathizes more with the 
distressed condition of Puerto Rico than do the people of my own 
State, and we desire, if the ag majority wants to do so, 
to give a direct appropriation from the Treasury of the United 
States. There isa good deal of doubt whether this money is really 
due the United States. There has lately been brought in the cir- 
cuit court of the United States an action for the purpose of re- 
covering the duties collected by the United States on goods com- 
ing from the island of Puerto Rico. Although I do not profess to 
be one of the profound constitutional lawyers, I believe the action 
is founded upon sound legal grounds. 

And standing upon that position, my idea as to the proper 
method of relief for the island of Puerto Rico was a direct appro- 
priation from the Treasury to be gars in the hands of the gov- 
ernment of Puerto Rico under the supervision, possibly, of the 
President of the United States. Now, sup the courts should 
decide that on the signing of the tie Ae peace with Spain at 
Paris, Puerto Rico became a part of the United States and subject 
to its laws, and that therefore persons who had paid duties on 
goods coming from Puerto Rico were entitled to recover the money 
paid in that way, then this $2,090,000 now covered into the Treas- 
ury has been wrongfully collected, and the Government will have 
to pay it back to the persons who were illegally compelled to pay it. 

ut I would like to suggest to gentlemen on the other side that 
they have not shown the greatest amount of sympathy toward 
Puerto Rico, because, under the regulations they have adopted 
with reference to the coastwise e, these people will be com- 
pelled to carry their goods in American vessels instead of 5 


steamers and steamers of other countries, and thus will be obli 
to pay nearly double the rates which they have heretofore pai 


These gentlemen who undertake to manifest such remarkable 
sympathy for the Puerto Ricans assume to have found out just 
how many pinnis of tobacco and sugar are down in that country 
in the warehouses. I do not know whether their estimates are 
correct or not, Ihave seen no evidence in support of them; but 
I have no doubt that a good many of the citizens of Puerto Rico 
still hold the sugar which they produced last year, as this is about 
the time when they would be reducing it; so that this measure 
would affect the whole sugar crop of the island for the benefit of 
the people generally. Gentlemen have talked here as though the 
island of Puerto Rico, with an area of only one-tenth of the State 
of Kentucky, is going to control the whole commerce of this coun- 
try, with an area of three million and a half square miles. It is 
absolutely ridiculous to make such an assumption with regard to 
a little piece of land down there under the Tropics. Let us be 
broad and liberal in dealing with this question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield three minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. MCRAE]. 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, the presentation of this bill is a 
confession by the majority of this House that they have outraged 
the rights of the Puerto Ricans by collecting tariff taxes on their 
articles of commerce brought to our shores; that they have col- 
lected under the Dingley law $2,095,445 unlawfully and unjustly, 
This action has so outraged the sense of justice of the American 
people that they now come and say that they are willing to return 
this money so collected if the Congress of the United States will 
allow the Administration to continue to enforce the Dingley law 


against those helpless people. They ask us by the passage of this 
bill to admit the right of the Administration to apply the Dingley 
law indefinitely, y, sir, when that is done there is not a trust 


in this country interested in excluding Puerto Rican products 
that would not be willing to see the bill which passed the other 
day for the collection of 15 per cent of the Dingley tariff duty on 
articles passing between these two countries defeated, use 
this bill will allow all of that duty. 

Mr. Speaker, when the proves time comes, if permitted, I will 
move to amend this bill by striking out all of that portion of it 
except that which provides for returning to the people of Puerto 
Rico this money which has been so unjustly and unconstitution- 
ally taken from them. We are in favor of that. If this bill be 

, we have no assurance that, even if Congress should give 
those people local self-government, the President would not con- 
tinue to expend this money and the money hereafter collected. 
There is no limitation upon the President and no direction as to 
how he shall use it. It is wrong to take the money by enforced 
taxation and turn it over to anyone to be used as he may see fit. 

It is an outrage upon these people. The President of the United 
States has extended the navigation laws of this vir Fo Puerto 
Rico because thatisland isa part of the United States. hy, then, 
if that island is a part of the United States, are they not entitled 
to have free trade with the United States, as have the other Ter- 
ritories—Arizona, the Indian Territory, Oklahoma, New Mexico, 
and the District of Columbia, or any other parts of the Union? 
The majority can not defend the action they have taken by an- 
nexing this and other islands—taken against the protest of many 
of us on this side—and at the same time refuse to extend to the 
people thereof all of the rights they demand and t for them- 
selves. It is the duty of Congress to fix the status of that country 
and discontinue the collection of imposts under the operation of 
the Dingley law. [Applause on the Democratic side. 

Mr. RIC. DSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield three utes to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL]. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, it is almost as confusing to find this 
bill here this morning, after what has occurred, as it was for the 
8 from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] to follow the gentleman 

m Maine [Mr. LITTLEFIELD] “tangled up in the labyrinths of 
the Constitution.” The factis, that this bill comes as an apology 
for former wrongs committed. I will guarantee that you may 
go back over the history of this country from its foundation, and 
such another chapter of inconsistencies, of changes of position, of 
shifting of scenes, can not be developed anywhere. 

I would like, Mr. Chairman, for the tleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Cannon] to explain to us how it is that he is so anxious that 
the trust of which he speaks shall not get additional benefit from 
the proposition that he now favors. The presidents of two of the 
greatest trusts in the country have been here advocating his 

licy. The heads, as I understand, of two of these trusts have 

m before the committee and insisted that that committee should 
frame and pass the bills to do just what is pro here, 

Now, it seems that the gentleman has found some other trust 
that is going to get some benefit from this, and that trusts are so 
thick t when you miss one you fall into the hands of another. 
I thought our friends claimed that there were no real trusts. I 
would like now for our friends on the other ode explain how it 
is that Hawaii, 2,080 miles from our doors, pr uang ee or four 
times, yes, five times, the products of sugar, etc., of Puerto Rico, 
and owned by the great Spreckels and these other sugar magnates, 
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and three-fourths of the inhabitants and all of the laborers, Chi- 
nese, Japanese, and South Sea Islanders, can come into these mar- 
kets of the United States free of all duties? Why is it that this 
little island of Puerto Rico, not bigger than my county, and three- 
fourths of the inhabitants and laborers Caucasians, must pay a 
revenue to get in to bring their products into the markets of their 
own country? [Applause.] 

Now, I want to tell you what the effect of this legislation will 
be. The American syndicates, like those that have bought up 
Hawaii, and bought their entry through political influence into 
the American market free, and are such a controlling influence 
here, will soon have Puerto Rico in the same condition. Youhave 
the people in Puerto Rico impoverished and will hold them down, 
whether intentionally or not, by this policy and keep down the 
value of their lands until they are bought up by the American 

culators, who will, when they own these rich sugar lands of the 
island, 1 influence their sugar in free of all duty. [Ap- 
lause, 
aee the hammer . 
. RICHARDSON. Chairman, I would like to ask how 
much time is remaining on this side? 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman has six and one-half minutes 
ae 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the gentleman from Illinois will 
use some of his time now. 
Mr. CANNON. May I ask, Mr. Speaker, how much time re- 
mains on this side? 
The SPEAKER. Fifteen minutes. 
Mr. CANNON. Lyield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, before the gentleman 
from Ohio begins, I would like to see if the gentleman from Illi- 
nois would not agree to an amendment that limits the appropria- 
tion to the amount now in the Treasury and specify the uses to 
which it shall be applied. That will afford, of course, instant 
relief of these poopie: 
Mr.CANNON. Oh, well, I hope the gentleman from Texas will 


not take up my time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I am not the time of the gen- 
tleman, but will suggest that additional time be allowed him. 

The SPEAKER. the gentleman from Illinois yield? 

Mr. CANNON. Ican not yield, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I would ask that five 
minutes additional time be granted to the gentleman from IIli- 
nois for the purpose of enabling him toanswer this suggestion. If 
this bill can be put in proper shape, I apprehend that there would 
be no difficulty whatever about its passage. 

Mr. CANNON. I think when I come to conclude, in the five 
minutes which I hope to have, I can answer the gentleman as to 
the point he raises. 

ah ter to the gentleman from Ohio. 

r. GROSVENOR. Mr. S er, it is a source of great grati- 
fication to me, and I am sure it will be to the whole country, that 
the agony and ir that on yesterday seemed torest upon Puerto 
Rico is shifted at last, and now rests u the east side of the 
House of Representatives. [Applause and laughter on the Repub- 
lican side]. 

I could not understand, Mr. Speaker, during the whole of the 
debate upon the Puerto Rican question, that our friends on the 
other side were just exactly absolutely and entirely frank, ingen- 
uous, and speaking from their hearts when they mentioned the 
sad and depressed condition of Puerto Rico and the sufferings of 
its people. I thought, and I saw fit to say so during the course of 
the discussion, that they were decidedly more agitated about a 
political question that was to arise in the coming campaign than 
about the storm-swept and ‘‘sunny-hearted *”—I believe was the 
. of the gentleman from Massachusetts people of Puerto 

ico. 

They were not willing that the people there should trust to the 
Administration party in this country to come to their aid and re- 
lief. It was the burden of their remarks that we were using the 
taxing powers of the United States Government to take money 
from are pore of Puerto Rico and put itinto the Treasury of 
the United States, to the great detriment and hurt of these people; 
and to-day a large number of the people understand the subject to 
be just thatand nothing else. It has been almost impossible to 
get the people to understand that our bill of Wednesday proposes 
to give all the collections made and to be made after the passage o 
that bill to those Puerto Rican people. But yet such was the fact. 
This bill is a corollary of that. We now go back and take all the 
money collected since the conclusion of peace and give it all to 
the Puerto Rico people. Thus we cover the whole ground and in 
this z we relieve the people of that island and at the same time 
establish our view of the effect of the Constitution in all the affairs 


of the islands. 
Now, we want to testify to the people of the country that we 
are the best guardians possible for the storm-stricken people of 


f | New York [Mr. SULZER]. 


that island. Iwill say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
that we take this money and use it precisely as we took the 
$50,000,000 and gave it to the President in-an emergency when 
the Spanish war was beginning. We take it upon exactly the 
same principle that en was put into the hands of the War 
Department and some $3,000,000 or more given to the starving peo- 
ple of Cuba. We take it upon the same principle that we took the 
money that has been expen for Puerto Rico already—more than 
$700,000. We take it upon exactly the same legal principle that 
we took the money and gave it to the flood sufferers of the Missis- 
sippi Vafiey. 

re is nothing new in the principle; and this message of the 
President, heartily indorsing the action of Congress—let me re- 
peat that, this message of the President, thus cordially indorsing 
the action of the House of Representatives—comes to us with the 
benediction of the Administration, and lifts off from our shoulders 
the burden which has been sought to be put upon us by some gen- 
tlemen who have been so anxious that the President of the United 
States should repudiate the action of the House of Representatives. 
It shows how earnestly the Administration, both in the legislative 
department and in the administrative department of the Govern- 
ment, is t 1 ey benefit and care for the popie of that island, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. hy did you not adopt 
the President’s recommendation, then? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Ih that question seven hundred and 
fifty-five times in the recent debate. (Laughter, ] 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. It has not been an- 
swered yet. 

5 If we had, we should have had to tax them 
irectly. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We are co to a point where I think 
the gentleman from Massachusetts has been so anxious we should 
stand, in absolute accord with the President of the United States. 
Now, my friends, let me give you a little advice. Let us have 
a yea-and-nay vote. Let all of us vote to sustain the President of 
the United States. You have been trying for the last ten days to 
show that we were not anxious to do it in some respects, and we 
are very anxious this morning to indorse our Administration. 
How do you feel on the subject? [Laughter and applause on the 
Republican side.] We will give you an opportunity to show 
whether you are or not. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. If the gentleman from Ohio will offer 
an amendment which limits the measure to a specific purpose to 
which the President may apply it, we will support it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I can not act in 9 to the Presi- 
dent. Gai laughter and applause on the Republican side. | 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 


ired. 
Tez. GANNON. Mr. Speaker, I trast’ gentlemen on tho-other 
siđe will occupy some of their time. 

Mr. RIC DSON. You have more time than we have. 

Mr. CANNON, I want to get on with the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You have ten minutes. Use five minutes 
of your time. You have got twice as much as we have. 

Mr. CANNON. Ihave nobody appealing to me for time. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. If nobody wants to address the House, the 
Chair will put the question on the engrossment of the bill. 

Mr. RICHAR N. I yield one minute to the gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, I think the gentleman from Ohio, 
instead of trying to support the President, is trying to reinstate 
himself before the country. That is what occurs to me. This 
action here, it seems to me, is about the cheapest political work that I 
have ever known in my life. [Laughter on the Republican side. ] 
You gentlemen have simply raised the dickens in the country by 
the passage of the bill the other day, and now you want to pour 
a little oil upon the troubled waters. That is the object and in- 
tention of the bill now. The President has really come to your 
rescue. If you were to be left alone, and to drift along upon the 
line on which you were started, certainly you were gone. The 
President has come to your rescue by this measure, and it is being 
apg hese by you to get yourselves out of a hole. [Applause on 
the Democratic Tai 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield one minuteto the gentleman from 

145 [Derisive applause on the Republican 
side. 


Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, the President is a good politician. 
Mr.SHATTUC. Youbet! [Applause on the Republican side, 
Mr. SULZER. He has heard from the country laughter an 
applause on the Democratic side], and he is trying to clear him- 
self and to square and clear you with the people of the nation. 
This billisa sop to the Puerto Ricans and an attempt to get the 
Republican party out of a hole. 
e protested, in the name of justice, in the name of common 
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sense, in the name of humanity, and in the name of the t 
heart of the Republic, against the outrageous, the un-American, 
the iniquitous, and the unconstitutional Puerto Rican Republican 
tariff job. You have heard the mighty protest against the rob- 
bery. You now go before the country with the humiliating con- 
fession that yoo Puerto Rican tariff bill is Aeren wrong in 
principie, and you come in here to-day with this to return 
part ol the stolen goods like a conscience-stricken thief. [Applause 
on tke Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time have weleft on this side? 

The SPEAKER. Four and a half minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman from IIlinois use a 
part of his time? 

Mr. CANNON. I want to close debate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Lou have ten minutes. 

Ser CANNON. Ihave no application for time, and I want to 
close. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. Speaker, Lask unanimous con- 
sent that debate be continued for one hour. There are quite a 
number of gentlemen who wish to be heard. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- 
mous consent that debate be extended one hour. Is there objec- 
tion? 

Mr. MORRIS. I object. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Who objects, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota. 

Mr. GAINES. The whole 8 side objects. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask the gentleman, then, to give me 
five minutes of his time, as he says he does not want more than 
five minutes. ; 

Mr. CANNON. You have had nearly twenty minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You say you do not want but five min- 


utes. 

Mr. CANNON. I rather think—— 

Mr. SULZER. We recognize what you are doing 

Mr. CANNON. . is leading? . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ell, I hope the gentleman will give us 
`- five minutes, if he does not want to use the whole of his time. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I want my time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, I ask that the debate be extended 
for thirty minutes. ; 

Mr. CANNON. We wantto get on with the election case, 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

Mr. SULZER. That was not an objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee has the floor. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the few minutes remaining I wish to 
say, and I do say, that in all my experience as a member of this 
House, part of the time in the minority and t of the time in 
the majority, I have never seen and do not believe that any gen- 
tleman on this floor has ever seen so unfair an advantage taken or 
attempted to be taken by any party in power in the Congress of 
the United States. [Loud applause on the Democraticside.| Gen- 
tlemen come here with their bill prepared in secret. They come 
after a night's deliberation with the Chief Magistrate of the coun- 
try, as evidenced by the message just read, keeping in confidence 
what they have from us and from the country, in order that they 
may 18 this measure suddenly upon the House of Representa- 
tives, hoping thereby to obtain some temporary and cheap John 
advantage. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

It is unworthy of the great party which controls the country 
and which has dominated ag! pontes of this House for some years. 
Here is the gentleman from Illinois bringing in a bill appropriat- 
ing over $2,000,000 of money and turning it over to the President 
of his party to be expended in this unusual manner. It is done to 
get himself and his party out of the mean and miserable political 

ave which they dug for themselves by passing this Puerto Rican 

ill, and this isan effort to obtain a temporary partisan advantage. 
[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR rose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Illinois hoped that 
somebody on this side would object to its consideration. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Tennessee yield to 
the gentleman from Ohio? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Icannotyield. Ihave only five minutes. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. ‘The gentleman came here and hoped and 
prayed that somebody on this side would object to this cheap 
policy he is practicing and to the consideration of the bill. The 

ntleman knows that I am telling the truth. He hoped from the 

ottom of his soul that some one on this side would object to its 
present consideration. Why? Not that it would prevent the ap- 
propriation hereafter, not that he could not call it up at any time 
and have it considered, but he wanted to get an advantage and 
recoup something of the losses they had sustained in the last ten 
days in their legislation and treatment of this island of Puerto 
Rico. [Derisive laughter on the Republican side.] 


It is too cheap; itis unworthy of you. The country is watching 
and can not be fooled. The country knows what you have done, 
and doubtless you have read the newspapers this morning through- 
out the Uni States. It took me two hours to read in my mail 
last night and this morning what the Republican papers of the 
United States say in their blistering ef you as misrepresentatives 
of the American people in your effort to inaugurate your new 
policy. [Applause on the Democratic side.] You hope that this 
will relieve you, but you are very much mistaken. You can not 
fool the American people, and when the ides of November come, 
notwithstanding this fresh outrage in legislation, because of the 
injustice you have recently done the people of Puerto Rico and 
the gross infraction of the Constitution of the United States, which 
ya hope to plaster up by this little bill, when the ides of Novem- 

r come there will come a whirlwind more terrific than the one 
which swept over the island of Puerto Rico, and you will be 
swept from place and power, let us hope, forever. [Loud and 
long appiaune on the Democratic side. 

. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I hold in my hand a little collo- 
uy that is not yet an hour old. At the close of the reading of 
the message there was prolonged applause on the Republican side, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I hope this recommendation of the Presi- 
dent will meet with favor at the hands of gentlemen on the other side, inas- 
much as they did not respect the other recommendation of the President. 
n on the ocratic side. 

. CANNON. Now, I will see if it meets with favor at the hands of gen- 
tlemen on that side. [Applause on the Republican side.] 2 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; and we will see if it meets with favor at your hands. 

Mr. Cannon. I ask unanimous consent for the immediate consideration 
of the following bill. yap use on the Republican side.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You better do it immediately or you will change 
your minds before to-morrow. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


Then follows the asking of unanimous consent, after I had given 
notice that I would ask. I was urged todo it soon for fearI 
would change my opinion, and on the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Tennessee . RICHARDSON] twenty minutes on aside, all 
= Kesak for, for debate was granted, and now we are having the 

ebate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. You asked for ten minutes and I asked 
for twenty. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman from Texas is alarmed and 
said, If I had known” so and so, I would have objected.” The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. SULZER], who, I think, is the 
true leader of his pan spoke y [laughter on the Re- 
publican side], and says it is a cheap John trick;” and the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] says “it is a most 
shameful political advantage“ 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And so it is. 

Mr. CANNON (continuing). To relieve the Republican 
party.” I will not bandy words with him. Vote with us and 
pass it and it will relieve the Puerto Ricans; and that is the ma- 
terial thing. [Applause on the Republican side. 

Now, then, the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] says he 
wants this bill modified; he is afraid of the President's controlling 
and using this money. Why, we are under military government 
in Puerto Rico and have been ever since the Spaniards moved out, 
and will be until legislation is enacted by Congress making a civil 
establishment. There is no other way to disburse the money for 
the benefit of Puerto Rico except through the government they 
have, and this government is under the President, the same as in 
the Philippines, the same as we have had in all our possessions in 
all time, until Congress has legislated. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to in- 
terrupt him? 

Mr. CANNON, I will for a single question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Illinois yield to the 
gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. CANNON. 8 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The gentleman does not fairly state 
it, because under this bill, and under the construction of the Con- 
stitution recently announced, the President can go down there 
and establish a state religion—do anything he chooses in that 
island. If you will amend the bill so that the money shall be 
used for the relief of these people, I will vote for it. I wanta 
particular proposition, a partic object, so that the President 
will be restrained from going further. 

Mr. CANNON. The gentleman has failed to read the bill, I 
apprehend. It says ‘‘to be used for the government and benefit 
of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by law; and the reve- 
nues herein referred to, already collected and to be collected un- 
der existing law”—that is, in the future—‘‘are hereby appropri- 
ated for the purposes herein specified,” etc. Just the revenues 
that have been already collected, or may be collected as long as 
the existing law stands, are to go for the benefit of Puerto Rico, 
to be placed in the hands of the President and expended by him 
because he is the only governing power in Puerto Rico. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mission ippi. Why not direct the method of 
this expenditure? 

Mr. CANNON. We do direct it here, 


2486 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Manch 2, 


Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. But allow me to say 
Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend will not interrupt me fur- 


ther. I have but a minute or two remaining. 

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] is afraid that church 
buildings will be erected with this money or thatit may be in some 
Way misappropriated. The gentleman belongs to that school of 
statesmen who believe that nothing can be done unless there is an 
express law directing every footstep. Thank God, in all time past 
the United States has not had, has not now, and I believe in the 
future it will never have, a President that will not administer 
justice and equity under our traditions, as he is answerable to an 


onest and intelligent public sentiment. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] We have that kind of a President. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion—— 


Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. CANNON. I can not. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Just a minute 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. Van- 
DIVER] is out of order. 

Mr. CANNON. In conclusion, let me say that I am not mak- 
ing any anxious inquiry as to the political result of our legislation. 
You gentlemen over there are afraid of political results. Well 
you may be. You have prophesied and prophesied and bluffed 
and bluffed for over a generation; but you never had results except 
twice; and now you curse and damn results you had. [Laughter.] 
I do not desire to indulge in political discussion. This is a plain, 
humane, businessproposition that the money which has come into 
our Treasury under your law and mine from these importations, 
together with the money that may hereafter come into the Treas- 
ury under the existing laws on this subject, shall, until Congress 
directs otherwise, go for the benefit of the government and the 
people of the island of Puerto Rico. And on this side we are goin; 
to vote for it. I hope that the vote may be taken by yeas an 
nays. Lask for the 8 question. 

r. WILLIAMS of Mississippi, Mr. DE ARMOND, and others ad- 
dressed the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is demanded. 

Mr. MCRAE. I ask the gentleman from Illinois to yield for an 
amendment. 

Mr. CANNON. Regular order. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The 8 question has been called for aud 
the regular order demanded. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
Is it in order for gentlemen who have not heard the reading of 
this bill to ask unanimous consent that the bill may be read before 


the House? 

The SPEAKER. The bill has been read twice already. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Well, I ask unanimous consent 
for the reading of the bill. 

Several members objected. 


The SPEAKER. The bill has been read twice, and the request 
for another 8 been objected to. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Have I not a right to ask unani- 
mous consent 

The SPEAKER, It has been objected to. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. did not hear any objection. 
I understood my colleague [Mr. Cannon] to assent to the re- 

uest. 
x Mr. CANNON. I do not object. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understood that objection was 
made upon the statement of the Chair that the bill had already 
been read twice. The Chair will again submit the request. Is 
there objection to the bill being again read? The Chair hears 
none. 

The bill was again read, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did the gentleman from Illinois demand 
the previous question? 

e SPEAKER. He has done so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then I ask whether, if the previous ques- 
tion be voted down, it will not be in order for us to offer amend- 
ments to this bill? 

The SPEAKER. Ifthe previous question should be voted down, 
the bill will be in the control of the House for amendment, or what- 
ever other disposition the House may choose. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope the demand for the previous ques- 
tion will be voted down. 
2 CANNON. I hope not. I trust we shall pass the bill as it 

nds, 
R The question having been taken on ordering the previous ques- 
on, 

The SPEAKER. The ayes appear to have it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I call for a division. 

The question being again taken, there were—ayes 143, noes 119. 


Mr. RICHARDSON. I ask for tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. I hope my friend will not insist on that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, [ask for tellers. 

Mr. CANNON. Then we may as well have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is the question on the second reading of 
the bill or on ordering it to a third reading? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has stated that the question is on 
ordering the previous question. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 130, 
answered“ present ” 4, not voting 66; as follows: 


YEAS—182. 
Acheson, Davidson, Joy, rre, 
Adams, Dayton, abn, Phillips, 
Alexander, Dick, Kerr, Powers, 
Allen, Me. Dovener, Ketcham, Prince, 
Babcock, Driscoll, Knox, Pugh, 
Bailey, Kans. Eddy, poe Ray, 
Baker, Emerson, Landis, Reeder, 
Bar h, Lawrence, Roberts, 
Barney, Fletcher, Lonag, Rodenberg, 
Bartholdt, Fordney, Littlefield, Russell, 
ho Foss, Long, Shattuc, 
Boutell, III. Freer. Lorimer, Showalter, 
Bowersock, Gamble, Loud, Sibley, 
Brick, Gardner, Mich. Loudenslager, Smith, III. 
Bromwell, Gardner, N. J. Lovering, Smith, H. C. 
Brosius, Gill, Lybrand, Smith, Samuel W. 
Bro Gillet, N. V. eCleary, Southard, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mass. McPherson, Spalding, 
5 ey e 
urle am, ann, prague, 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Marsh, Steele, 
Butler, Grosvenor, Mercer, Stevens, Minn. 
Calderhead, Grout, Mesick, Stewart, N. Y. 
Cannón, Grow, Miller, wart, 
Capron, Hamilton, Minor, Sulloway, 
Clarke, N. H. Haugen, Monde Tawney, 
Cochrane. N. Y. Hawley, Moody, Tayler, Ohio 
Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Moody, Oreg. Thomas, Iowa 
Corliss, Henry, Conn. Morgan, Thropp, 
Cousins, Hepburn, Morris, Tongue, 
Cromer, Hill, Mudd, Vreeland, 
Crump, Hitt, Need 4 Wachter, 
Crumpacker, Hoffecker, O'Grady, Wanger, 
Curtis, Hopkins, Otjen, Waters, 
Cushman, Howell, Overstreet, Watson, 
Dahle, Wis. Jack, arker, N. J. Weaver, 
Dalzell, enkins. Payne, eeks, 
Davenport, S. A. Jones, W. Pearce, Mo. te. 
NAYS—i30. 
Ad Cusack Lester, Robinson, Ind 
Allen. Ky. Daly, N.J. Levy, Robinson, Nebr. 
Atwater. Davey, Lewis, ucker, 
Bailey, Tex. Davis, Little, Ruppert, 
Ball, De Armond, 11 yan, N 
Bankhead, De Graffenreid, oyd, Ryan, Pa. 
Barber, ries, McClellan. Scudder, 
Bell, Dinsmore, McCulloch, Shackleford, 
Bellamy, Dougherty, McDowell, afroth. 
Benton, Elliott, McLain, Sheppard, 
Berry, Finley, McRae, 
Bradley, Fitzgerald, Mass Maddox, Slayden, 
Brantley, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Meekison, Snodgrass, 
Breazeale, Gaines, Meyer, La tark, 
Brenner, Gaston, Moon, 8 Tex. 
Brewer, Gayle, Muller, tokes, 
Brundid, Gilbert, Naphen, Sulzer, 
Burke, Tex Glynn, Neville, Sutherland, 
urleson, Green. Noonan, Talbert, ` 
Burne Griffith, Norton, Ohio Terry, 
Caldwell, riggs, orton, S. Thayer, 
pbell, Henry, Miss. Otey, Thomas, N. C. 
K. Henry, Tex. Pierce, Tenn. Turner, 
Catchings, coward, uarl Underwood, 
Chanler, ett, nsde Vandiver, 
Clayton, Ala. Johnston, Rhea, Ky. Williams, J. R. 
Clayton, N. V. Jones, Va. Rhea, Va. Williams, Miss. 
an, Mo. Kitchin, Richardson, Wilson, Idaho. 
Cooney, Kleberg, Ridgely, Wilson, N. V. 
Cooper. Tex. Lamb. Rio; Zenor, 
Cowherd, Lanham, Rixey, Ziegler. 
Crawford. Latimer, bb, 
Cummings, Lentz, Robbins, 
ANSWERED "PRESENT 4. 
Bartlett, Hay, Miers, Ind. Wheeler, Ky 
NOT VOTING—66. 
Allen, Miss. Fitzpatrick, May, Stewart, N. J. 
Bingham, Fleming, Metcalf, Swanson, 
Boreing, Foster, Newlands, Tate, 
Boutelſe. Me. Fowler, Ounsted. Taylor, Ala. 
Broussard. ‘ox, Packer, Pa. Tompkins, 
wnlow, Gibson, olk, Underhill, 

FE Gordon, veg, Van Voorhis, 
Clark, Mo. Hall, Robertson, La. Wadsworth, 
Connell, Harmer, Salmon, Warner, 

Cox. Heatwole Shelden. Weymonth, 
Crowley, Hemenway, Sherman, Williams, W E. 
Davenport, S. W. Hull. Small. Wilson, S. C. 
nny, Kluttz, Smith, ET Wright, 
Dolliver. Lane, Smith, Wm. Alden Young, Pa. 
Driggs, Littauer, Sparkman, Young, Va. 
Epes, McAleer, Spight, 
Faris. McCall, Stallings, 


So the previous question was ordered. 
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The following pairs were announced: 
For this session: 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. Wa. ALDEN Surrn with Mr. Wrtson of South Carolina. 
Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK., 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Hay. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Faris with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

. OLMSTED with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 

. RODENBERG with Mr. SMALL, 

. SHERMAN with Mr. Driaas. 

. LITTAUER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

. FOWLER with Mr. BARTLETT. 

. VAN VOORHIS with Mr. GORDON. 

. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER, 

. GIBSON with Mr. TATE. 

BAILEY of Kansas with Mr. Sairx of Kentucky. 
. LANE with Mr, SALMON. 

. MCCALL with Mr. EPES. 

. BOREING with Mr. FITZPATRICK, 

. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

. HEATWOLE with Mr. CROWLEY. 

. HAWLEY with Mr. Cooper of Texas, 

. HEMENWAY with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 

. TOMPKINS with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

. CONNELL with Mr, STANLEY W. DAVENPORT, 

For this day: : 

Mr. YounG of Pennsylvania with Mr. SPIGHT. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. But with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. DOLLIVER with Mr, CLARK of Missouri. 

Mr. BINxdhau with Mr. KLurrz. 

Mr. BRowWwNLOw with Mr. May, 

Mr. SHELDEN with Mr. Cox. 

For this vote: 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. FOSTER., 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. Eres. If he were present, I should vote “aye” 
on this motion. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. S. er, I voted in the 
negative, but find that I am paired with the gentleman from Cal- 
ifornia, Mr. METCALF. I therefore withdraw my vote. 

Iwish further to state that my colleague, Mr. SMITH, is detained 
at home by reason of important business; butif present, he would 
vote no! on the pending motion. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I would ask if the gentleman from 
Indiana, Mr. HEMENWAY, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that he has not. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I am paired with the gentleman from 
Indiana, and withdraw my vote in the negative. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman from 
Towa, Mr. HULL, and withdraw my vote. If he were present, I 
should vote no“ on this motion. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, 
Mr. KLurrz, is absent on account of serious illness in his family. 
If present, he would vote no.“ 

Mr. GORDON. Mr. Speaker, I would ask if the gentleman 
from Ohio, Mr. VAN Vooruis, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman is 
not recorded. 

Mr. GORDON. Then I withdraw my vote, as Iam paired with 


him. : 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would ask if the gentleman from Ohio, Mr. 
Norton, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that he has. 

Mr. LAWRENCE. Mr. Speaker, the Clerk read my name as 
being paired with the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. FLEMING. I 
have no general pair with him, and have voted in the affirmative 
on this question. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I heard a pair read between 
myself and the gentleman from New Jersey, Mr. FowLer. We 
were paired during his absence last week, as well as the preceding 
week, He was here all day yesterday, and did not ask me to con- 
tinue the pair with him, and it is not by any authority of mine 
that a pair has been inserted. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman from Georgia will permit 
me, it was Mr, FOWLER’s understanding that he is paired with 
the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Did the gentleman from New Jersey so state 
to the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. TAWNEY. He did on yesterday. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And is absent this morning with the under- 
standing that the pair is to continue? 

Mr, TAWNEY. That is my understanding from himself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Minnesota will state 


5 


that Mr. FOWLER is absent because of the understanding that he 


is paired with me, I withdraw my vote. Does the gentleman make 
that statement? 
Mr. TAWNEY. He stated to me that he was paired with the 
tleman from Georgia, Mr. BARTLETT. 


Sr. BARTLETT. Then I withdraw my vote, which wasa vote 
against the calling of the previous question. i 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, my coll e, Mr. Cox, is 
~~ on account of illness, and I ask indefinite leave of absence 
for him. 

The SPEAKER. As soon as this vote is disposed of. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is ordered, and the 
question is on the engrossment and third reading of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary 9 
I believe that either at this stage or at the next stage of the consid- 
eration of the bill a motion to recommit is in order. 

TheSPEAKER. That is in order at the next stage. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I think it is in order at either stage, 
but I will offer it then. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I now move to commit 
the bill. I will read my motion, because I doubt if the Clerk can 
read my handwriting. I move that the bill be committed to the 
Committee on Appropriations, with instructions to report it back 
with amendments limiting the appropriation to the amount now 
in the Treasury derived from collections upon articles imported 
from Puerto Rico, and specifying the purposes for which the 
President may use the money. 

Mr. CANNON. I will reserve the point of order. The gentle- 
man moves to recommit the bill to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, This bill was not reported by the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. If the gentleman will allow me, it does 
not say that the bill be ‘‘recommitted,” but that it be com- 
mitted.” As a matter of fact, however, under the rules the mo- 
tion to commit and the motion to recommit are identical. 

The SPEAKER. The language of the motion is be commit- 
ted.” The Chair must overrule the point of order by the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Cannon]. The question is on the motion 
to commit the bill to the Committee on Appropriations with the 
instructions read by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY]. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
appeared to have it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas demanded a division. 

The House proceeded to divide. 

Pending the division, 

Mr. C. ON said: Mr. Speaker, this is evidently for delay, 
and I demand the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 131, nays 150, 
answered present“ 4, not voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—131. 
Adamson, Lewi Rucker, 
Allen, Ky. Daly. N. J. Little, Ruppert, 
Allen, Miss. Davey, fayingston, Ryan, 
Atwater, De Armond, L 5 3 7 Ryan. 
Bailey, Tex. De Graffenreid, McClellan, Scudder, 
Ball, nny, McCulloch, Shackleford, 
Bankhead, ore, McDowell, ro 
Barber, Dougherty, Lain, Sheppard, 
Bartlett, Elliott, cRae, 
Bell, Finley, Maddox, Slayden, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N. T. Meekison, Snodg 
Benton, Gaines, Meyer, La. Spight, 
Ba Gaston, oon, tark, 
ey, Gayle, Muller, e oskan Tex. 
Brantley, Glynn, Naphen, Stokes, 
B 8, Green, Neville, Sulzer, 
Brenner, Griffith, Noonan. Sutherland, 
wer Griggs, Norton, Ohio wanson, 
Brundidge. Hay, Norton, ‘Talbert, 
Burke, Tex. Henry, Miss. Otey, Taylor, Ala. 
urleson, Henry, Tex. Pierce, Tenn. Terry, 
Burnett ward, uarl Thayer, 
Caldwell, Jett, nsdell, Thomas, 
Carmack, Johnston. Rhea, Ky Turner, 
Catchings, Jones, Va. Rhea, Va. Underwood, 
Chanler, Kitchin, Richardson, Vandiver, ` 
Clayton, Ala. Kleberg, idgely, Williams, J. R 
Clayton, N. Y. Lamb, Riordan, Wil a 
ran, Mo. Lanham, Rixey, Wilson, Idaho 
Cooney, Latimer; Robb, Wilson, 
Cowherd, Lentz, Robbins, Zenor, 
Crawford. Lester, Robinson, Ind. Ziegler. 
Cummings, Levy, Robinson, Nebr. 
NAYS—150. 
Acheson, Bartholdt, Burkett, Cooper, Wis. 
Adams, Bishop, Burleigh, Cor 
Alexander, Boutell, III. urton, Co 
Allen, Me. Bowersock, Butler. Cromer, 
Babcock, Brick, Calderhead, Crump, 
Bailey, Kans. Bromwell, on, Crumpacker, 
Baker, Brosius, Capron, Curtis, 
Brown, Clarke, N. H. Cushman, 
Barney, Burke, 8. Dak. Cochrane, N. L. Dahle, Wis. 


= 


ANSWERED “PRESENT”—4 
Cooper, Tex. De Vries, Gordon, Miers, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—67. 
Bingham, Fitzgerald,Mass. McAleer, Sparkman, 
Boreing, Fitzpatrick, McCall, 
Boutelle, Me. Fleming, May, Ste N. J. 
Bro Foster, Metcak, 
Brownlow, Fowler, ler, Tompkins, 
Campbell, Gibson, Oimated,” Van Voorhis, 
an Voor 
Clark, Mo. Gilbert, Packer, Pa. W 
Connell, Hall, olk, Warner, 
Cox, Harmer, es, Weymou 
Crowley, Hawley. Robertson, La. Wheeler, — 
Daven S. W. Heatwo almon, Will 
Davis, Hemenway, Shelden, Wilson, S. C. 
Dolliver, Kluttz, herman, . 
Driggs, Lan l, Young, 
Epes, Littauer, Smith, Ky. Young, Va. 
Faris, Loud, Smith, Wm. Alden 


So the motion to commit to the Committee on Appropriations 


was lost. 
The following additional pairs were announced: 
Mr. METCALF with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky, for this session. 
On this vote: 
Mr. Loup with Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr, DE VRIES. 
Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. S 
colleague, Mr. HAWLEY, has v ? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not vote. 
5 A Nd „ I desire to withdraw my vote. 

am my co 0. 

Mr. GORDON, Ar, 8 I am paired with my colleague, 
Mr. Van Voornis. I withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER p ed to put the question. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, there seems to be a general desire 
by gentlemen sitting about me to have the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered, 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 162, nays 108, 
answered present“ 4, not voting 78; as follows: 


er, I desire to inquire if my 


YEAS—162. 
Acheson, Co Grosvenor, McPherson, 
Cromer, Grout, Mahon, 
Alexander, Crump, Grow, Mann. 
Allen, Me. Crumpacker, Hamilton, Marsh, 
Cummings, Haugen, Meekison, 
Bailey, Kans. Curtis, Hedge, Mercer, 
Baker, Cushman, Henry, Conn. Mesick, 
Barham, Dahle, Wis. Hepburn, Miller, 
rney, II. ill, or. 
Bartholdt, Davey, Hitt, Mondell, 
5 pay „ 
i ayton, opkins, oody, Oreg. 
Boutell, III. Vries, Howell, Morgan, 
wersock, ck, ull, Morris, 
Brick, Dovener, Jack, Needham, 
Bromwell, Driscoll, Jenkins, O'Grady. 
Brosius, Eddy, Jones, Wash. Otjen, 
rown, Emerson, ox. Overstreet. 
Bpis. S Dak. oe h, a, 2 n. Parker, N. J. 
urke: zgerald, Mass Knox, ayne, 
Burleigh, Fletcher, ey; Pearce, Mo. 
Burton, Fordney, Landis, Pearre, 
Butler, Foss, Lawrence, Phillips, 
Calderhead, Freer. omi Powers, 
on, Gamble, Littletield, nee, 

p Gardner, Mich. Livingston, Pugh, 
Chanler, Gardner, N. J. ng, Ray. 
care ae Gilt t, N. X. TLoudensiager, Ridgely 

ran, Mo. e ude 5 1d Š 
ə’ N.Y. Gillett, Lovering, Ro ris, 
8 raff, Rodenberg, 
Cor! Graham, Me A 


Moon, 
Neville, 
1 oonan, 
dw o N 8. G. 
Jett, . 
Catchings, ohnston, Taylor, Ala 
Clayton, Ala. 70, ve gak 8 
Clayton, N. X. Ki Thomas, N. C. 
Cooney, Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. 
Cowherd. Lamb, Rhea, Va. 
Crawford, Richardson, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT V4. 
Bartlett, Gordon, Miers, Ind. Williams, W. E. 
NOT . 
Benton. tzpa eer, 8 
Bingham, Fleming, M : Frome 9 N. J. 
Boreia oster, May, Swanson, 
. — ot gi Fowler, ra 44 e ins; 
roussa: Ox. u om 
Brownlow, Gibson, Muller, s P; 
Bull, Gilbert, ew Underhill, 
Campbell, Greene, Mass. Olmsted, Vandiver, 
Clark. Mo. Hall, Packer, Pa. Van Voorhis, 
Connell, Harmer, Wadsworth, 
Cooper, Tex. Hawley, ves. Warner, 

x, Heatwole, Robertson, La. Weymouth, 
Crowley, 1 Wheeler, xi: 
Davenport, S. A. Henry, Shelden, Williams, Miss. 
Davenport, Kerr, Sherman. Wright 
Dolliver, Ketcham, Young, Pa. 
Dougherty, Kluttz, pate Ey. Young, Va. 

Lane, Smith. Wm. Alden Ziegler. 
Epes, Littauer, Spar 
Faris, ud, Spight, 
So the bill was 


passed. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Kronau with Mr. MULLER. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. BENTON, 

Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitH with Mr. May. 

Mr. BROWNLOW with Mr. NRWLANDS. 

Mr. COONEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that on the first 
roll call I was absent from the House. During the call of the roll 
the second time I was present in the House and listening for the 
Clerk to call my name. I failed to hear it, and desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Call the gentleman. 

The name of Mr. Coonry was called, and he voted as above re- 


corded. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I should like to 
inquire if the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. OLMSTED, voted? 

he SPE R. He has not. 

Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. I am paired with the gentle- 
man, and withdraw my vote, 

Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from Virginia, Mr. EPES., If he were present, I would vote yea.“ 

Mr. COOPER of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with my 
colleague, Mr. HAWLEY. If he were present, I would vote ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I voted “nay.” I desire to 
change my vote from Sy to ot feed 

The SPEAKER, Call the gentleman from Alabama. 

The name of Mr. UNDERWOOD was called and he voted “yea,” 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if the gentle- 
man from New Jersey, Mr. FOWLER, has voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has not, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. S er, I voted “nay.” Understanding 
that the gentleman from New Jersey is not present because of the 
impression that I was paired with him during his absence, | will 
not allow him to be absent under a misapprehension, and will 
withdraw my vote. 

Mr. MCALEER. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
a New Jersey, Mr. STEWART. If he were present, I would 
vo „ea.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


1900.] CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


2489 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. S , I move to reconsider the vote by 
oe bill was , and also move to lay that motion on 
e e. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed, and also moves that 
the latter motion be laid on the table. Without objection—— 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I object; and on that motion I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Alabama demands the yeas 
and nays on the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 110, 
answered present“ 2, not voting 88; as follows: 


YEAS— 
Ach Davey, Jones, Wash. Pugh, 
Alexander, Davidson, Joy, Ray. 
Allen, Me. De Vries, Kahn, a 
ick, Kerr, Roberts, 
Bailey, Kans. Dolliver, Knox, Rodenberg, 
er, Dovener, Lacey, Russell, 
Driscoll, Landis, 
ey, Eddy. Lawrence, ttuc, 
Barthoidt, Emerson, Linney, Showalter, 
Bishi Esch, Long, Sibley, 
Boutell, III. Fitzgerald, Mass. Lorkuner, Smith, III. 
Bowersock, Fletcher, Loudenslager, Smith, H. C. 
. n. Foraney, Een x — Se uel W. 
romwe u 
Brosius, Freer. McPherson, Spalding, 
rown, Gamble, 85 A 
Burke, S. Dak. Gardner, Mich. 7 8 e, 
Burkett, Gardner, N. J. Marsh, Steele, 
Burleigh, ill, Mercer, Stevens, Minn. 
Burton, Gillet, N. ¥. Miller, Stewart, N. Y. 
Butler, Gillett, Mass. Minor, Stewart, Wis. 
Calderh ——— So 5 
n, yy ulzer, 
Capron, 898 Moody. Tawney, 
Clarke, N. H. Grosvenor, Morgs Tayler, Ohio 
e, . Grout, Mo T wa 
r, Wis. TOW, Mudd, Thropp, 
Needh Tongue, 
Haugen, O'Grady, Vreeland, 
Cromer, Hedge, Otjen, Wachter, 
Crump, Henry,Conn. Ove anger, 
Crumpacker, Hepburn, Parker, N. J. Waters, 
Cummings, Payne, Watson, 
rtis, tt, Pearce, Mo. Weaver, 
Cushman Hoffecker, Pearre, Weeks, 
Dahle, Wis. Howell, Phillips, te, 
II. Jack, Powers, Wilson, Idaho 
Davenport, S. A. Jenkins, ce, Wilson, S. C. 
NAYS—110. 
Adamson, Crawford, Lester, Robb, 
Allen, — Levy, Robinson, Ind. 
Allen, Davis, Lewis, Robinson, Nebr. 
PS by = Flee “ro no Boen, 
ey, Tex. raffenreid, ton, uppe: 
Ball i ore, Lloyd Ryan, N. T. 
Bankhead, Dougherty, McCle i Ry: 
Barber, Elliott, McCulloch, Scudder, 
Bella Fitzgerald, N.Y. eka —.— 
my, 
Benton, Gaston, McRae, 8 
a pendant 22 Blaye en, 
rantley, un eekison, modgrass, 
8 Gres: Pa. Meyer, La. Stark, 
Brenner, Griffith, ‘oon, 58 Tex. 
Brewer. Griggs, Naphen, to — 
Brundidge, Henry, Miss. eville, Sutherland, 
Burke, Tex. Henry, Tex. Noonan, Talbert, 
Burleson, Ho 5 Norton, Ohio Taylor, Ala. 
Burnett. Jett, Norton, S. C. Fry, 
Caldwell. Jo * Otey, Thomas, N. C. 
Jones, Va. Pierce, Tenn. Underwood, 
Catchings, Kitch’ 1 Vandiver, 
Chanler, Kleberg, ieli, Williams, J. 
Clayton, Ala. b, Rhea, Ky. 
Clayton, N. Y. Lanham, ichardson, Zenor. 
Cooney, Latimer, Ridgely, 
Cowherd, tz, xey, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—2 
Gordon, Miers, Ind. 
NOT VOTING—83. 
Bartlett, Fitzpatrick, Meate 5 hats eg 
le pa leer, par 
Berry. Fleming, McCall, Spight. 
Bing 5 Foster, McCleary, S gs, 
Boreing, Fowler, May, Stewart, N. J. 
Bontelle, Me. ox, Mesick. Swanson, 
Broussa: Gaines, Metcalf, Tate, 
Brownlow, Gibson, Muller, Thayer, 
Bull, Gilbert, Newlands, Tompkins, 
. Hall, Q Turner, 
Clark, Mo. Harmer, Packer, Underhill, 
0. Hawley, Polk, Van Voorhis, 
Connell, Hay, Reeves, Wadswo 
Cooper, Tex. Heatwole, Rhea, Va. ‘Warner, 
Cox, Hemenway, Riordan, Weymouth, 
8 Ho Robbins. Wheeler, Ky 
Daly, N. J. H Robertson, La. i 
Davenport, S. W. Ketc on, Wilson, N. Y. 
Dayton, uttz, Shelden, right, 
> herman, Young, Pa. 
Driggs, Littauer, Small, Young, Va. 
Epes, Littlefield, Smith, Ky. Ziegler. 


So the motion to reconsider and lay that motion on the table was 
agreed to. 


The following additional pairs were announced: 

Mr. ApAms with Mr. RIORDAN, on this vote. 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Hay, for the session. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I was in the Hall and listenin 
for my name, but I did not hear it called. I wish to be record 
in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening for 
his name? 

Mr. MONDELL. I was. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s name will be called. 

The Clerk called Mr. MONDELL’s name, and he answered yea,” 
as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was then announced, as above recorded. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills of the following titles; 
in which the concurrence of the House was requested: 

S. 8360. An act to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Missouri River; and 

S. 222. An act to provide a government for the Territory of Ha- 
waii. 

The message also announced that the Senate had di 
to the amendment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 
2354) enlarging the lide of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railroad Company, asked a conference with the House on the 
bill and amendment, and had appointed as the conferees on the 
part of the Senate, Mr. THURSTON, Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, 
and Mr. Jones of Arkansas. 


ELECTION CASE OF ALDRICH AGAINST ROBBINS. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I ask the House to take up the privi- 
leged report, House resolution 145, reported by the Committee on 
Elections No. 1, of Aldrich against Robbins. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was not elected a member of the æ 
sixth Con; from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and 
not entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 
Congress from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is entitled 
to a seat therein. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr.Speaker, I desire to have the resolutions 
offered by the minority read, and I wish to ask the Chair if read- 
ing the resolutions will prejudice my raising the question of con- 
sideration? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia raise the 
question of consideration? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to have the resolutions offered by 
the minority read, and to raise the question of consideration at 
the proper time. 

The SPEAKER. Let the resolutions of the minority be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was not elected a member of the House 
of Representatives from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was duly elected a member of the 
House of 5 for the Fifty-sixth Congress from the Fourth Con- 
gressional d ict of Alabama, and is entitled to the seat therein. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I raise the question of 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Geo: 
tion of consideration. The question is, Will 
the election case of Aldrich against Robbins? 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr, MANN. Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas and nays, 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 136, nays 129, 
answered“ present” 4, not voting 83; as follows: 


ia raises the ques- 
e House consider 


YEAS—136, 

Acheson, Cooper, Wis. Gill, Lacey, 
Alexander, Cor Gillet, N. Y. Tandi. 
Allen, Me. Cousins, Gillett, Mass. ry 
Babcock. Crump, Graff, Littlefield, 
Bailey, Kans. Crumpacker, G ong, 
Baker, Greene, Mass. Lorimer. 
Bar Cushman, Grosvenor, denslager, 
Barney, Dahle, Wis. Grout, Loveri 
Bartholdt, Dalzell, Grow, . 
Bishop, Davenport, S A. Hamilton, McCleary, 
Bowersock, Davidson, Haugen, McPherson, 
Brick, Dayton, Mahon, 
Bromwell, Dick, Henry, Conn. Mann, 

wr, Dovener, Hepburn, A 
Burke, & Dak. Dri Mercer, 

kett, Y: tt, Miiler, 
Bona; — Hoffecker, Kon 

urton, teher, opkins, oni 

Butler. Fordney, Howell, 38 
Calderhead, Foss, ack. Moody, Oreg. 
Cannon, J Morgan, 
Ca Gamble, Jones, Wash. Morris, 
Clarke, N. K * 4 Joy, so 


— 


w 


Smith, H. C. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Southard, 
Spalding, 


De Armond, 
pe Graffenreid, 


Dougherty, 
Elliott, 
Finley, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. 
Sulzer, 
Sutherland, 
Swanson, 
Talbert, 
Brundidgo. 
parko, Tex. 


Vandiver, 
Williams, J. R. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Idaho 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Young, Va 
Zenor. 


Henry. Tex. 
Howard, 
Jett, 
Johnston, 
Jones, Va. 
Kitchin, 
Kleberg, 


Rhea, Ky. 
Richardson, 
Ridgely, 
Rixey, 
Robb, 
mb, Robinson, Ind. 
Lanham, Robinson, Nebr. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT’—4 
De Vries, 


NOT VOTING—& 
Ky. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
kma 


lings, 
Stewart, N. J. 
Tate. 


ay, 
Heatwole, 
Hemenway, 
Hull, 


Crowley, K 
Davenport, S. W. 
Dolliver, K 
Driggs, 

(regen 


F itzpatr ick, 
Fleming, 


So the House decided to consider the election case. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until Monday: 

Mr. Kann with Mr. RUPPERT. 

For to-day: t7 

Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois with Mr. RHEA of Virginia. 

On this vote: 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. ZIEGLER. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr. FLEMING. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. TURNER. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I have inadvertently voted on 
this question, forgetting that I was paired with my colleague from 
Pennsylvania, Mr. ZIEGLER, I desire to withdraw my vote and 
answer present.“ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the gentleman's vote will 
be withdrawn and he will be marked present.” 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I wish to state that I have voted on this 

uestion because the pair that has existed between the gentleman 
om New Jersey, Mr. FOWLER, and myself expressly exempted 
from its provisions this case. 5 ; 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Georgia dezire his 
vote to remain? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 

The SPEAKER. Notwithstanding his pair with the gentleman 
from New Jersey? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Iam not paired with the gentleman from 
New Jersey upon this case, I call upon the gentleman from Min- 
nesota | Mr. TAWNEY] to state that that is the understanding of 
Mr. FOWLER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. It is my understanding that Mr. FOWLER was 
not paired in this case with the gentleman from Georgia. 


Mr. RHEA of Virginia, I wish to inquire whether the gentle- 
man from Illinois Mir, BOUTELL] has voted? j 

The SPEAKER. He has answered present.” 

Mr. RHEA of Virginia. I had a pair with him; and I desire to 
withdraw my vote. 

The result of the vote was announced as above stated. 


CONSULAR REPORTS ON FOREIGN COMMERCE, ETC. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States, which was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I transmit herewith a communication from the Secretary of State, accom- 

nying the Commercial Relations of the United States for the year 1899, be- 

g tho annual and other reports of a comprehensive character from the con- 
su officers, together with similar reports from some of the diplomatic 
officers, setting forth the industries and commerce of foreign countries, with 
Dare r reference to the introduction or increased sale of American prod- 
u 


It is gratifying to be able to state that these reports show a marked in- 
crease in the practical utility to our exporters and manufacturers of the 
services of our official representatives, both diplomatic and consular, fu pro- 
moting trade, and present a mass of evidence as to the steady growth in 
8 in foreign markets of our manufactured pocan; as well as of our 

ood supplies, our raw materials, and the products of our mines. In view of 
these facts, I approve the recommendation of the Secretary of State that 
Congress authorize the printing of the usual edition of 10,000 copies of the 
general summary, entitled“ Review of the World's Commerce,” and of 5,000 
copies of “Commercial Relations“ (including this summary), to enable the 
Department of State to meet the demands for such information. 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, 
Washington, March 1, 1900. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 3360. An act to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Missouri—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, 

S. 222. An act to provide a government for the Territory of Ha- 
waii—to the Committee on the Territories.“ 

REFERENCE OF MESSAGE. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair desires to state that the message of 
the President of the United States which was read this morning 
has been referred by the Chair to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and ordered to be printed. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, : 


Mr. WATSON, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of ab- 
sence for ten days, on account of important business. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. BABCOCK, by unanimous consent, obtained leave to with- 
draw from the files of the House, without leaving copies, papers 
in the case of Alex. B. Turk, Fifty-fifth Congress. No adverse 
report. 

= ELECTION CONTEST—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] is 
recognized to proceed with the election case. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman permit me to ask that 
some agreement may be reached with reference to the time to be 
occupied in debate? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We did have some kind of an understand- 


In — 

Fr. MANN. There was an agreement in the committee be- 
tween the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] and myself 
that we should proceed to vote on this question at 4 o'clock to-day; 
but I apprehend the gentleman from Georgia does not wish to 
have that agreement remain in force. My understanding is that 
next Monday is set apart by standing order for business from the 
District of Columbia Committee, and it is also suspension day. 
For that reason I would not myself wish to have this matter come 
up in the House on Monday. Butif the gentleman will agree to 
proceed with the debate now and take a vote at some time early 
on Tuesday afternoon, I will ask unanimous consent for that ar- 
rangement. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In addition to the agreement with respect to 
the time at which the vote should be taken, it was contemplated 
that we were to have four hours’ debate on each side. Iwill state 
to the gentleman that if that agreement can be carried out, we 
will agree to take a yote on Tuesday at the end of eight hours’ de- 
bate, or at any other time after eight hours’ debate. If the gen- 
tleman will assent to that agreement, nothing will be done on our 
side to arrest the debate or to delay reaching a conclusion in the 


case. 
Mr. MANN. It is very desirable, Mr. Speaker, that in a case 
of this character there should be some definite time fixed when 
the vote shall be taken 
Mr. BARTLETT, I fully agree with the gentleman. 
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Mr. MANN (continuing). And if the gentleman from Georgia 
will agree to a suggestion that the vote be taken at 2 o'clock or at 
half past 2 on Tuesday, and the time between now and then, ex- 
cepting Monday, be equally divided between the two sides of the 
House, I think there will be no difficulty in arriving at a conclu- 


sion. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is to say, that the debate shall proceed 
this afternoon and to-morrow and again on Tuesday up to—what 
hour does the gentleman indicate? 

Nr. MANN. Two o'clock. It is true that that would not give 
quite four hours for each side, but it will come very near it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Say 3 o'clock. I think there will be no ob- 
jection. 

3 Mr. MANN. I think 2 would give ample time. 
been delayed, as the gentleman knows. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Three o'clock would give the time that was 
originally contemplated for debate. That would give to each side 
5 the House four hours, and the vote to be taken at 3 o’clock on 

uesday. 

Mn MANN. Of course the gentleman is aware of the fact that 
it is not the fault of the House that we have not had the last two 
days for the discussion of this election case, and it seems to me 
that he ought to be willing to waive a little of the time that has 
been taken by him and frittered away, asit were, in the House, and 
so give the House the benefit of that time for other business, I 
suggest, therefore, that the vote be taken at 2 o’clock on Tuesday. 

r. BARTLETT. The gentleman is aware of the fact, cer- 
tainly, that there has been only one roll call on this question to- 
day, the other demands for the yeas and nays having come from 
the other side of the House on various motions in connection with 
the bill pending this morning. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Georgia is well aware that 
while it is true there was but one direct roll callon this case, there 
have been four others this afternoon, which delayed the consider- 
ation of the case until this hour. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is entirely mistaken, I think, 
The roll call would have been demanded in any event; and, with 
the exception of one, they were demanded by gentlemen on the 
other side of the House on the passage of the bill, on the motion 
to commit, and on the previous question. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman can go before the country 
on that proposition if he wants to—that is to say, that he wanted 
to defeat the passage of that bill and not dela 6 election case. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am willing to take the responsibility of 
going before the country on that proposition. 

Mr. MANN. I ask unanimous consent, Mr. 
hour at which a vote shall be taken may be fix 
Tuesday next. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I beg the gentleman from Illinois to put it 
at8o’clock. It will be quite a personal accommodation to me. 

Mr. MANN. Iwill split the difference with the gentleman and 
make it half past 2 o’clock. [Laughter.] 

The SP. ER. The Chair will submit the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that general debate on this election case be continued to-day, to- 
morrow, and on Tuesday until half past 2 o'clock, 

Mr. MANN. Excepting Monday. 

The SPEAKER. cepting Monday, when a vote will be taken 
on the resolution. 

Mr. MANN. And at that time the previous question shall be 
considered as in force upon the original resolution and the substi- 
tute of the minority. 

The SPEAKER. With that understanding, is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr.MANN. Mr. A spree there was not included in the request, 
as submitted by the Chair, a proposition that the time allotted for 
the debate should be equally divided between the two sides, one 
half to be controlled by myself and the other by the gentleman 
from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. I make that request. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, itis not to be woridered at that during 
the last day anda half or two days gentlemen on the other side of the 
House have been endeavoring to prevent the consideration of this 
election case. For a number of days during every day and fora 
number of weeks and months during every week and every month 
we have heard much on the floor and elsewhere from gentlemen 
on the other side of the House in reference to!“ self-government,” 
in reference to the Declaration of Independence,” in reference 
to the “rights of man,” in reference to ‘‘ self-government” in 
our foreign ons. It is very awkward for these gentle- 
men, after proceeding on this kind of a discussion concerning the 
rights of the people in Puerto Rico to self-government and con- 
cerning the rights of the Malays in the Philippine Islands to self- 
government, to bring the argument home that the theory of 
self-government should apply here and to fit their theory of self- 


This case has 


Speaker, that the 
5 at 2 O clock on 
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n to the practice of self-government as we find it in 
is case. > 

It is very awkward for them to turn from this beautiful theor- 
izing process concerning the rights of man, concerning the rights 
of people to govern themselves, concerning the rights of these 
men who do not belong to the Anglo-Saxon race, to govern them- 
selves—it is very awkward for the other side of the House to pro- 
ceed to the discussion of a question which shows their own prac- 
tice with reference to self-government at home. 

With long speeches and many words they dwell upon the right 
to self-government in the Philippines, but they deal in an entirely 
different way when it comes to the right of self-government in 
this country. They have been very willing to say that the people 
of the island of Negros, the Negritos, might govern themselves 
without our assistance, but they are not willing to let the negroes 
of this country have anything to do with self-government where 
they can prevent it. 

And in this case I think it will be clearly shown, first, that the 
gentleman who now holds the seat in this House and the people 
who stood behind him in his district were not only not willing to 
give to the negroes any part in their own self-government, but 
that by fraud they proposed to exclude them not merely from 
self-government, but proposed fraudulently to use their names 
and pretended ballots in order to establish and perpetuate the 
„white government” which we hear so much about. 

Upon the line of the right of both of the two races to self-gov- 
ernment, | take the liberty of calling the attention of the House to 
a circular letter which was issued, printed, and distributed by 
the campaign committee having charga of the campaign of the 
contestee or sitting member in this House. But before doing 
that perhaps I ought to call the attention of the House to the con- 
sideration of the district itself. 

This contest comes from the Fourth Congressional district of 
Alabama. In that district are six counties. In five of those 
counties the white population isin the majority. In one county 
the colored population is in a majority, and I call your atten- 
tion to the figures in reference to the population, as taken from the 
census of 1890. 

In the county of Cleburne the white voting population was 
2,418, the colored voting population 157. In that county, where 
the white voting population in 1890 was 2,418 and the colored 
voting population only 157, where these gentlemen on the other 
side were so anxious to preserve white supremacy and issued the 
circular which I shall shortly read to you—in that county, where 
there were 2,418 white voters as against 157 colored voters, Mr. 
Aldrich, the contestant in this case, received 831 votes as against 
687 for the contestee, Mr. Robbins. 

In the county of Calhoun the white voting ulation was 5,766, 
the colored voting population 2,445, and in that county Mr. Rob- 
bins received a majority of a little over 200. 

In the county of Talladega the white voting population was 
8,357, the colored voting population 2,804, and Mr. Aldrich, the 
contestant, carried that county by over 500 majority. 

In the county of 3 the white voting population was 3,147, 
the colored 1,789, and Mr. Aldrich carried the county by nearly 
300 majority. 

In the county of Chilton, where the white voting 
was 2,317 and the colored voting population 635, Mr. 
ried the county by 546 as against 434 for the contestee. 

In the two counties in this district where there is scarcely any 
colored population, where the population is almost entirely white, 
the county of Cleburne and the county of Chilton, there being few 
colored voters in either county, in those two counties it was Mr. 
Aldrich, the contestant, who received the majorities. 

And yet we are constantly told in these election cases, and we 
undoubtedly will be told in this one, that these gentlemen are 
fighting for their homes as against negro rule, that these gentle- 
men are voting for white supremacy as against colored supremacy. 

The fact is that of the five white counties in this Congressional 
district, the contestant, Mr. Aldrich, carried all but one, and that 
he only lost by 200 majority. 

Where, then, did the contestee get his majority on the returns? 

In the county of Dallas, a county which was added to this dis- 
trict by a gerrymander, a county which lies at the extreme south- 
ern end of the district and is barely connected with it by an 
isthmus, answering to the Isthmus of Panama; in this county of 
Dallas—where the white voting population was 2,146, and the 
colored voting population in 1890 was 8,531 or four times as many 
colored voters as white—it is in this county that the contestee, 
who stands, as it were, in his mind, for white supremacy, it is in 
Dallas County, where there are four colored voters to one white, 
that the contestee seeks to get his majority. But,so far from 
being in the attitude of standing for white supremacy, he has 
been endeavoring, and his organization and his party have been 
endeavoring, to overthrow white supremacy there and to inaugu- 
rate a system of fraudulent colored supremacy. 
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I call your attention to the skillful way in which they endeav- 


ored to excite race prejudice. I will endeavor to show to this 
House that in this county at least there was not a single ground 
for it, but that it was a deliberate scheme there prior to the time 
of the election, and it was the intention not merely to disfranchise 
the colored vote, but the intention was that when the colored vote 
was deposited in the ballot box it should be counted for the other 
man, and where the colored vote was not deposited in the ballot box 
at all they would still use the names of the colored voters in order 
to put in fraudulent votes to count for the contestee. Before 
doing this they issued a circular for the purpose of calling atten- 
tion to the fact that they were endeavoring to uphold white 
- supremacy, with the clear intention on their part to try to elect 
their man by fraudulent methods. 

In this county they first issued a circular declaring that they 
were upholding white supremacy, while their intention was to use 
fraudulent votes to defeat white supremacy at the very time when, 
with 5 pretensions, they were claiming themselves to be 
the pr: ts of white supremacy. Icallyourattention toa circular 
issued by the campaign committee of the contestee shortly prior to 
the election. This circular was issued and distributed in the latter 
part of October, 1898. It is marked, An address to the white peo- 
ple of Dallas County.” It is dated at Selma, Ala., October 22, 1898: 


To the white people of Dallas County: 

The political conditions now existing in the Fourth Congressional district 
of Alabama, and ticularly in Dallas County, demand your most serious 
and immediate attention. You are menaced by a danger which, if not 
averted, will prove more than pestilence in its consequences. 


Let it be remembered, gentlemen, that the only office for which 

anybody was to be voted for at this election was the office of Con- 

No local officer was to be voted for. The only candi- 

Sates before the people were Mr. Robbins and Mr. Aldrich, for the 
one office, This circular proceeds: 

Little more than twenty years ago this county was redeemed from the 
clutches of ignorant and vicious negroes, led by carpetbaggers and, most 
despicable of all, a few white-skinned native renegades and traitors, who had 
taken complete of every branch of our local government and inaugu- 
rated a reign of misrule and robbery. The deliverance was accomplished, 
in face of what seemed to be insurmountable dangers and difficulties, under 
the intrepid leadership of a mere handful of your fellow-citizens—as noble 
a band of patriots as ever led a forlorn hope on the field of battle. 


Accomplished, I might say, in accordance with the words of a 
distinguished Senator, who is reported to have said that they did 
it with shotguns when necessary and by stuffing the ballot box 
when shotguns would not answer. The circular proceeded: 


For more than twenty years you have enjoyed the blessings of good gov- 
ernment, but only as the reward of constant vigilance, for the enemy hasal- 
ways been alert and ready to strike at the first sign of weakness. But your 
sentinels can only stand guard and warn you of approaching danger; they 
can not fight the battles alone; they can not hold their ground unless the 
F e the gun is flred. 

We, as the campaign committee of Dallas County, give you that warning 
now. We tell you that the cause of white supremacy is at this moment most 
seriously menaced and that the further continuance . on 
the g of the solid Democratic voto at the approaching Congressional 


The question of what man shall fill the seat in Congress from this district, 
saport a it is, is dwar ee 3 i 1 opnaa W 25 we 898 the sopal 
g er of an organize y of ne corrupt w men an 
the most vicious of their own race, in taking charge of our local affairs. 
This they will most surely do if you s mae A long-continued sense of secur- 
ity tends to make men careless in the face of danger; but this is no sensa- 
tional or false alarm. The enemies of law and order and ee government 
are even now actively at workin your very midst, witha bold-face effrontery 
that has not been witnessed since the dark cars of the early seventies; corrupt 
and venal white men are attempting by the use of money and every art 
known to devilish ingenuity to stir up and array the negroes for an assault 


on all that represents decency and good government in this community. 
8 have been o to de bauch and corrupt some of your best 
Ow: 


ns. 
White people of Dallas County, will you submit to these things? If not. 
then such of you as are apathetic or indifferent, wake up! Look the situa- 


tion in the face and act. 
The white man who willfully or napig fails to cast his vote, under the 
will be ty of acrime against society. 


conditions that now surround — g 

Will you let some 525 misunderstanding, some trivial wrong, real or fan- 
cied, or some unkind feeling toward this or that neighbor, deter you from 

a blow nst the common enemy? Will you stand still with folded 
hands and deliberately invite the horrible fate that has already overtaken 
the paoms of a portion of North Carolina as the direct result of their indiffer- 
ence and dissension? Wedo not believe you will; but we appeal to you in 
the name of law and order and 88 and, above in the 
name of the noble womanhood of country, to arouse yourselves and heed 
the terrible object lesson that North Carolina presents to you. 

On the Sth day of November you must vote for a member of Congress 
from thisdistrict. Hon. Gaston A. Robbins is the nominee of the Democratic 
party, and as such he is the standard bearer and representative of the white 
peop. e and all that stands for good government in this district, and espe- 

obey Dallas County, as he is the standard bearer of white supremacy and 
all tis decent and respectable. 

William F. Aldrich, the Republican and negro candidate, represents all 
against which the great battle of 1874 was fought and won in County, 
and against which we have struggled ever since the domination of ignorant 

and unscrupulous and corrupt white men. 

e have no doubt as to how the people of this county will cast their vote. 
but you must vote if you value good government at home. We do not seek 
to unnecessarily alarm you, but we tell you that in our solemn jud, 
this election depends the future welfare of this county. If every white man 
will do his duty and go to the polls and cast his ballot, all will be well. 


TA 


A 


We tell you the facts and give you the warning, as it is our duty to do so. 
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Sa to this remarkable circular, signed to this false, abso- 
lutely false, and misleading circular, which was designed to claim 
that the great question of white su was at issue, with the 
intention to use the colored vote soas to defraud whitesupremacy— 
signed, I say, to this remarkable circular was the name of W. W. 
Burns, the chairman of the Democratic campaign committee of 
the county of Dallas. In conjunction with his name were a score 
of other names, including Mr. J. H. Lumpkin, the sheriff of the 
county, who was one of the board whose duty it was to appoint 
the election officials, a position which called at least for ordinary 
fairness and nonpartisanship. 

Signed to this circular was also the name of Mr. R. D. Walker, 
who had already been selected as one of the judges of election of 
the city of Selma. Signed to it, also, was the name of J. B. Ellis, 
who had already been selected as one of the judges and inspectors 
of elections for the Orrville precinct in the county; and signed to 
this circular was also the name of S. F. Huston, who was also 
selected as an election judge and inspector for Valley Creek. It 
is a significant fact that these gentlemen who were appointed 
election officials signed this circular stating that the universe 
practically depended upon the success of . Robbins, and evi- 
dently they had no intention of giving to the contestant in this 
case afairshowatthepolls. It was a deliberate intention from the 
start to give him no representation at some of the polls in the 
one and then through fraud to deprive him of the vote in that 
county. 

I wish to say to the House that I do not believe the majority of 
the Committee on Elections No. 1 presented this report to the 
House in any feeling of partisanship. That committee in the 
last Congress had pending before it seven election cases. The 
gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], the Democratic 
whip on the other side of the House, was one of the contestees; 
but this committee in the last Congress, composed practically of 
the same membership as at present, when the contest against Mr. 
UNDERWOOD came before that committee with a fair showing on 
the part of the contestant, the Committee on Elections No. 1, 
without any feeling of partisanship, examined the case as judges 
would examine the case and reported in favor of the sitting 
Democratic member. When the contested-election case from 
Alabama against the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. BREWER] 
came before the committee, that committee, without partisanship, 
examined the case fairly, honestly, and in the face of the most 
persistent arguments by the contestants reported in favor of the 
sitting Democratic member. The same thing was done in the 
8 of the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. RHEA] in the last 

n, 

In the present Con , at the very time the Aldrich-Robbins 
case was being considered by the committee, there was also before 
the committee the case of Evans against Turner, from Kentucky. 
If there had been any personal or political feeling on the part of 
the members of the committee it would have cropped out more 
quickly in the case of Evans against Turner than in any other 
case, probably, brought before the committee. Although the con- 
testant in that case, Mr. Evans, had been appointed a member of 
the Federal judiciary, all the political strength and power on the 
Republican side from Kentucky was sent before the committee 
for the purpose of making elaborate arguments against the hold- 
ing of the seat by the contestee, Mr. TURNER. 

But the committee, in a spirit of nonpartisanship, in a spirit not 
biased by political proclivities, decided that case, notwithstanding 
the political excitement in Kentucky at the time, notwithstanding 
the infamous election law in that State, notwithstanding all the 
political influence that was brought to bear, the committee, in a 

irit of judicial fairness, decided that case in favor of the sitting 
8 member. And it was in no partisan spirit that the 
present case was reported to the House, as it has been. 

During my short period of service in this House I have seen a 

t many contests decided in favor of Democratic members by 
1338 members of the committee, but I have yet to see a case 
where a Democratic member of the Election Committee during 
my experience has ever favored a Republican contestant, unless 
the contest was between two Republicans. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Does the gentleman mean that there have been 
no Democrats that have not opposed the reports of a committee 
when the committee was Democratic? 

Mr. MANN, I said during my experience in the House. . 
Mr. SIBLEY. I want to interject this remark: I believe you 
are right when you state that when the committee is Democratie, 
universally the committee reports for a Democrat, and I believe it 
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is just as true when it is ublican, the majority reports unani- 
my Pa S rt the Republican. I believe that is this case. 

Mr. ANN Well, I have just narrated four hotly contested 
cases which came before this same committee, and in each case 
the contestant was a Republican and the contestee a Democrat, 
and the committee in each case voted to seat the sitting Democrat. 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania has been on the other side of 
the House so long that he has not weaned himself away from the 
narrowness of that side of the House. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the House to one of 
the provisions of the election law of Alabama. It is provided in 
the election law of that State that the judges of election, who are 
there called inspectors, shall be appointed by a board called a 
county board, consisting of the sheriff, the county judge, and the 
clerk of the circuit court. These three gentlemen name all the 
inspectors of the election. The law says that they shall name 
three i 
of o ng political parties, if practicable, and they shall also 
oun eae S Farai officer for each precinct; and it shall be the 
duty of the sheriff to Rony such inspectors and returning officers 
of their appointment within ten days after such appointment. 

With the law standing in this shape, the question came up in 
this county as to the appointment of election inspectors, and I 
wish to call the attention of the House to the situation of affairs 
in this county as disclosed by history before this House. This is 
the second contested-election case between the same two parties, 
Mr. Aldrich and Mr. Robbins. It is the third contested-election 
case in which Mr. Aldrich has appeared before the bar of this 
House seeking admission on a contest. In the first election case, 
which was in the Fifty-fourth Con Dallas County had given 
to Robbins 5,462 votes and to Aldrich 72 votes. The Committee 
on Elections in that Congress threw out nearly all the votes in 
Dallas County. The Democratic members of the committee, al- 
though not reporting in favor of Mr. Aldrich, admitted in their 
report that nearly of the returns of election officials in the 
county were discredited and unworthy of belief. They stamped 
their seal of disapproval on the manifest fraud committed in 
Dallas County by the election officials at that time. In that con- 
test the minority or Democratic members of the committee—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman pardon an in tion 
right here? Is it not a fact that the members of the majority 
themselves were not able to agree upon any report; that there 
were three rts—one by two members of the committee, Judge 
Daniels and Mr. Cook; one by four members of the committee, 
whose names it is not necessary for me to give, and one by a mi- 
nority of three; in other words, with nine members, were there 
not different reports in that case? 

Mr. MANN. And all agreed that the returns of the election 
officers of the county were unworthy of belief and ought to be 
discredited. And they were discredited. 

The of the minority at that time, signed by the genial 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT], who is now the leading 
member on the minority side, makes this statement: 


We come now to consider the vote in Dallas County. We are convinced 
erfield, Mar 


Union, Elm 
Bluff. Carlowville, Boykins, Mitchells, and Selma, or city beat, the official 
returns are unre N there: 
mittee that the result in these beats must be arrived at from evidence. 


Ido not call attention to this matter for the purpose of preju- 
dicing the House against Mr. Robbins or in favor of Mr. Aldrich, 
but solely for the purpose of showing the condition of affairs at 
the time the inspectors of election were appointed in 1898. 

In that original contest it was conclusively shown, as is evi- 
denced by this report of the minority members, that the inspect- 
ors of election, where men had remained away from the and 
not voted at all, had had their names put upon the poll list and 
had either put fraudulent ballots in the box for the sake of hel 
ing the election of the contestee, Mr. Robbins, or else had merely 
counted the votes and certified as to the returns; and at some 
places, where not 25 votes had been cast, 400 were returned for 
the contestee. 

The same thing was true of the election of 1896. In that case 
there arose a contest between Mr. Aldrich and Mr. Plowman, and 
in that election the official returns of Dallas County gave to Mr. 
Plowman 4,289 votes and to Mr. Aldrich 1,200. The Committee 
on Elections No. 1 reported and pointed out specifically the frauds 
committed by the inspectors of elections at that time and reduced 
Mr. Plowman’s votes from 4,289 to 809. 

So that when the time came around to appoint inspectors of the 
election in 1898, Mr. Aldrich was confronted with two preceding 
Congressional elections in which he had had no representation at 
the polls, in which he had been given not a single inspector or 

udge of elections in this county (although the law provided that 
th parties should be represented), and when in both cases the 
inspectors appointed had swindled him out of the election. 


In 1898, therefore, he presented to the county board, whose duty 


tors for each precinct, two of whom shall be members | gre: 


it was to appoint the election officials, a zogut for the appoint- 


ment of one person as inspector at each of the election precincts 
to represent his interests. This is his request: 


To the probate judge, sheriff, and circuit clerk of Dallas County: 


GENTLEMEN: Wo, the be arin Pai acting in our official capacity, kereb; 
oe 5 tizen nanoa 3 in cach precinct of Dal- 
County as an inspec represen © Republican an e's Party 
at the . — to be held on the 8th of November, 1898, for a member of the 
ae Congress of the United States from the Fourth Congressional 
Dated at Selma this 30th day of September, 1808. 


Then follows for each precinct in the county, 31 in number, the 
name of a person whom the signers request to be appointed as an 
inspector, This request is signed by the chairman of the People's 
Party of Dallas County, the chairman of the Republican party of 
Dallas County, the chairman of the Aldrich campaign committee, 
and by Mr. Aldrich himself, the Republican candidate for Con- 


88. 
In all fairness and decency, would anybody who intended to 
have an honest election have refused to give to Mr. Aldrich one 
man out of four at the polls on election day? There were three 
inspectors of election and one returning officer who helped to 
count the ballots. Mr. Aldrich asked for one-fourth of the elec- 
tion officials. The law r pe ey that both parties should be rep- 
resented at the polls. He asked for the appointment of reputable 
men, oa who could read and write, men who were active and 
citizens. 

It his request had been granted, he would have no standing be- 
fore this House as a contestant. If he had instituted a contest 
when such request had been granted, no one in this House would 
have paid much attention to it. The request was granted as to 
some precincts. At twenty precincts the i tors nominated 
by Mr. Aldrich were appointed; at eleven of the precincts his re- 
quest was utterly disregarded. But he could not find out at what 
precincts the inspectors nominated by him had been appointed. 
The appointing officers gave no notice. The chairman of the 
committee representing Mr. Aldrich sent to the county judge a 
registered letter asking to be furnished with the names of the in- 
spectors who had been appointed and offering to pay for a certified 
copy thereof. The only reply he received was a postal card such 
as is usually returned to the person sending a istered letter, 
Mr. Aldrich’s request was absolutely disregarded. He did not 
know and could not ascertain whether he was to be represented 
in any of the precincts at all, or, if so, in what precincts. 

And so, Mr. S er, remembering the experience of 1894 and 
of 1896, he notified his supporters in many of the precincts to re- 
main away from the polls and not vote at all. And I wish now 
to call your attention to the condition as to these precincts, show- 
ing that where he had received recognition in the appointment of 
the insfectors he received but little recognition in his contest. 

There are 31 precincts in Dallas County. numbered from 1 to 16, 
inclusive, and from 22 to 36, inclusive. In precinct No. 1, Plant- 
ersville, Mr. Aldrich received an inspector; he also instructed 
his vg 2 to vote, and the committee has sustained the re- 
turns in that precinct. In Summerfield precinct, No. 2, Mr. Al- 
drich's inspector was appointed; the voters were requested to vote, 
and we have sustained the returns there. In Woodlawn precinct, 
No. 3, his inspector was appointed; his supporters were requested 
not to vote, and we have sustained the returns in that precinct. 

In Valley Creek precinct, No. 4, he was refused an inspector or 
any representation at the polls; his supporters were instructed to 
vote, but for fraud shown in the evidence we have rejected the 
returns in thatprecinct. In Harrell's precinct, No. 5, his inspector 
was appointed, and his supporters were requested not to vote, 
but we sustained the returns in that precinct; In Dublin precinct, 
No. 6, his inspector was appointed; his supporters were requested 
not to vote, and we sustain the returns also in that precinct. In 
Martin's precinct, No. 7, his inspector was appointed; his support- 
ers were requested not to vote, but we sustain the vote in that 
preeinct. In Orville precinct, No. 8, Mr. Aldrich was refused 
representation at the polls; his supporters were requested not to 
vote, and we rejected the returns, In Lexington precinct, No. 9, 
he was also refnsed representation; his supporters were requested 
not to vote; and we rejected the returns from that precinct. 

In River precinct, No. 10, he was refused any representation at 
the polls, and his supporters were requested not to vote; but no 
election was held and we have found no votes at all in that pre- 
cinct. In Pine Plat precinct, No. 11, he was refused representa- 
tion at the polls: his supporters were requested to vote; but no 
election was held, and we counted nothing from that precinct. 
In Old Town precinct, No, 12, he was granted representation at 
the polls; his supporters were requested not to vote; but we sus- 
tained the returns. In Pleasant Hill precinct, No. 13, he was 
granted representation at the polls; his supporters were requested 
not to vote; but we sustained the returns. 

In Richmond precinct, No. 14, he was given representation, but 
requested his supporters not to vote. e sustain the returns 


— 8 


2494 


from that precinct. In precinct No. 15 he was given representa- 
tion, but no election was held. In Cahaba precinct, No. 16, he 
was refused representation; his supporters were requested not to 
vote, and for fraud established by the evidence before the com- 
mittee we rejected that precinct. In Burnsville precinct, No. 22, 
he was given representation; his supporters were requested to 
vote; but for manifest frauds the returns from that precinct were 
rejected. In Union precinct, No. 23, he was refused representa- 
tion, but his supporters were requested to vote, and for fraud we 
rejected the returns. In Pence’s precinct, No. 24, he was given 
representation; his supporters were requested not to vote, and we 
reject the returns. The other precincts run about the same. 

, Mr. Speaker, it will be found that in all of these precincts 
clear down to precinct No. 36, out of the 11 precincts in which 
representation was refused, the committee has found sufficient 
fraud in 7 of them to warrant the rejection of the returns. In 2 
others of these 11 no election was held at all. As to one of them 
the evidence offered, while on its face absolutely showing fraud, 
was offered in rebuttal, and the committee did not consider it for 
that reason, because perchance it might be rebutted itself. 

Of the precincts in which representation was given, 20 in num- 
ber, the committee followed the returns in each one but three, 
and in those three the fraud shown is conclusive. If the gentle- 
man who is now the contestee before the House or his friends— 
and I donot charge this upon the gentleman himself, for I believe 
that the political conditions in D County have grown so rotten 
and so fraudulent that he could not control the action of his spp- 
porters upon the county board—if they had desired to have him 
seated and remain seated in this House, they might well have 
piven tothe contestant, Mr. Aldrich, and his party one 1 at 

e election in each precinct, because the committee have followed 
the returns in nearly every case where he had representation, and 
have found fraud in nearly every case where he was refused rep- 
resentation. 

I call your attention, for instance, to the condition of affairs in 
Valley Creek precinct, No. 4. In this precinct Mr. Aldrich had 
asked for the appointment of one Charles W. Smith as one of the 
inspectors. 

r. Charles W. Smith had testified in a previous contested- 
election case, and he was parsons non grata to the Democrats of 
Dallas County. He had had the manliness to testify upon a 

revious contest, and therefore they were afraid that he would 
et the backbone to stand up and demand an honest election, 
and he was turned down. ey refused to appoint Mr. Smith, 
whose appointment was requested by Mr. Aldrich, and they named 
a colored Democrat by the name of Llewellyn Phillips, but wey 
did not let Llewellyn Phillips, who it seems is a fairly honest an 
honorable colored man, take any part in the election at all. The 
returning officer at the precinct took with him an ignorant colored 
man who worked for him on his farm, brought him to the polling 

lace in the morning for the purpose of appointing him inspector 
lace of Llewellyn Phillips, who, at the proper time, was late 
and not on hand. 

They treated Mr. Judge Thomas—Judge by name—very fairly 
at the polls, as it seems, and he thought that everything was going 
smoothly along, but the only man who looked at the ballots when 
bay i were counted was Mr. T. C. Woods, the returning officer. 

ey had it arranged very nicely. The jud of the election 
who acted were Mr. Rountree, Mr. Huston, and Mr. Thomas, and 
the returning officer was Mr. Woods. 

Mr. Huston is the same man who signed this remarkable circu- 
lar which [ have read to you, a circular which itself demonstrates 
that he was willing tocommit fraud, if necessary, for the purpose 
of sustaining his candidate. The law absolutely requires that the 
torsshall appoint twoclerks, before the election commences, 
of different political parties. 

A Republican clerk was requested. Under the law each 
is permitted to present a list of voters and ask to have one cler 
appointed from that list on the morning of election. A Repub- 
lican list was presented on the morning of election, but the Demo- 
cratic board of judges refused to appoint a Republican clerk at 
all. They did appoint a Republican marker. 
came in they gave Aldrich 44 and Robbins 158. 

Mr. Aldrich had counted on support from this precinct. He 
knew that the people of the precinct had stood by him previously, 
and he had ted a reasonable vote in the precinct, so he insti- 
tuted an ing and put these men who had voted upon the wit- 
ness stand. 8 

Mr. Woods was the only man who had looked at the ballots. 
He had kept the other two judges busy tallying in place of the 
clerks, whose business it was to tally. Mr. Woods had read off 
the ballots. No Republican representative had any chance either 
at reading the ballots or tallying the ballots. 5 

They made the returns 44 for Aldrich and 158 for Robbins. 
Why they should have given Aldrich so many as 44 is one of the 

i in this case which to me seems very mysterious. I have 
been unable to fathom it. It was just as easy to give Robbins the 
entire vote as it was to give him only 158, 


hen the returns 
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One hundred and twenty-one of the persons who voted there 
appeared in person and swore that they voted at this election for 

r. Aldrich and not for Mr. Robbins. 

When men refused to give their opponents representation at 
the polls, deliberately refused to give Mr. Aldrich an inspector, 
and then, when the polls were closed, returned for him only 44 
votes, while 121 witnesses come up and swear that they voted for 
Mr. Aldrich, is that any evidence of fraud or not? The minority 
members of this committee can see no evidence of fraud in this, 
The evidence is absolute, and the same condition of affairs exists 
in other districts. 

No wonder that Mr. Aldrich requested his supporters to remain 
away from the polls at many of the precincts and not to vote. In 
the precincts where his supporters went to the polls and cast their 
ballots they were counted for the other fellow. 

Take, for instance, Orrville precinct, No. 8. In this precinct the 
inspectors appointed were Mr. J. L. Edwards and James B. Ellis, 
two white l ee Mie; and Mr. vow O. Grag: 5 suppose Craig 
was appointed for the purpose of representing the opposite party, 
accor 1 5 to the law. He was a colored citizen 5 served 
as a judge of election in prior elections. Mr. Ellis was one of the 
men who had signed this infamous circular, demonstrating his 
fairness (?) to act ee in an election. Josh C. Craig, 
who was appointed as the Republican representative, was an ad- 
mittedly colored Democrat. He had also distinguished himself 
by serving as one of the inspectors of elections in 1896 with this 

r. Ellis; and at that time the Committee on Elections thought 
the frauds sufficient to reduce the Plowman vote from 189 to 36, 

Mr. Edwards and Mr. Ellis, the two white Democratic inspect- 
ors, had also served as judges of election in 1894, when the com- 
mittee at that time reduced the vote of Mr. Robbins, for the gross 
frauds shown, from 368 to 4. These were pretty men to put up to 
conduct a fair election! Three men who had conducted two pre- 
viously rotten and fraudulent elections in that county were ap- 
ponies to conduct this election; and the inspector asked for b 

. Aldrich was refused without any reasonable excuse. He di- 
rected his supporters to remain away from the polls. In my opin- 
ion he was justified in so doing; and I believe that no vote should 
be counted from that precinct at all, although it makes no differ- 
ence in the result in this case, so far as the figures are concerned, 
and only reduces the majority. 

I say that it presents the same situation as though they had pre- 
vented Mr. Aldrich’s supporters from voting with soit ares pre- 
sented tothem. Where, pray, is it considered fair and honest to 
deliberately ask a man to have his friends go to the polls and vote 
for him, knowing that the votes will be counted for his opponent? 
In two previous elections where we find these two men had acted 
as ee the same result had taken place—that votes given 
for Aldrich were counted for his opponent. In one election the 
Committee on Elections had 1 the vote from 368 to 4, and 
in the other election from 189 to 36. What sense was there in 
expecting Mr. Aldrich to ask his friends to go to the polls and 
vote when this condition of affairs prevailed? And if it is not 
reasonable to expect his supporters to go to the polls and vote, 
then his opponent ought not to be permitted to have the benefit 
of the votes cast there for him, because they are cast under such 
fraud that they ought to be rejected as though put into the ballot 
box fraudulently and dishonestly. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. CocHRANE of New York). 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. MANN. I wish simply to correct the Chair. I am to con- 
trol one-half of the time allowed to this side. That was the ar- 
rangement. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The Chair will recognize the gen- 
tleman further. 

Mr. MANN. In Lexington precinct, No. 9, the same condition 
of affairs prevailed. Mr. Aldrich asked for the appointment of 
J. Gilbert Johnson as one of the inspectors of election. It was so 
easy to grant this request. If the county board had intended that 
there should be a fair and honest election, the request would have 
been granted; but they refused to appoint J. Gilbert Johnson, giv- 
ing absolutely no excuse for the refusal. I suppos he, too, had 
had nerve at some time to stand up against the dishonest and cor- 
rupt men in control of that county. 

And who did the appoi in his place? They first appointed 
W. W. Berry and J. N. Moseley, both white Democrats, and then 
they appointed as the Republican (?) representative Simon Arm- 
strong, e ee a colored Democrat. Mr. Armstrong had also 
had the distinguished honor toserveata previouselection. In 1896 
he served as one of the inspectors, and in that election the Com- 
mittee on Elections reduced the vote of Mr. Plowman, the con- 
testeein the case, from 214 to 21 for the gross fraud shown to have 
been perpetrated by Mr. Simon Armstrong. This Simon Arm- 
strong, the Aldrich (?) representative, or the man whom they say 
they appointed for Aldrich, also served as an i tor of elec- 
tions in 1894, and at that time the Committee on Elections, in the 
Fifty-fourth Congress, on account of the gross frauds committed 
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by him and the other inspectors, reduced the Robbins vote of the 
precinct from 250 to 5. 

The Democratic members of the minority of the committee in 
1894 themselves admitted that the returns of this man and those 
inspectors were fraudulent and should not be counted. Who 
would expect, when the county board refused to give Mr. Aldrich 
representation, by refusing to appoint the man requested by him, 
and named in his place a man who had been guilty at two elec- 
tions of the grossest frand—who would expect, I say, that Mr. 
Aldrich would again ask his followers to go to the polls to vote 
for him and be counted for Robbins? I claim that he was justi- 
fied in telling his men and friends to stay away from the polls, 
and if he was so justified at this precinct, then the votes cast there 
for Robbins ought not to be counted, because there is no way to 
punish the fraud perpetrated except by refusing the benefit of it 
to him in whose interest it was committed. The same condition 
of affairs existed at two other precincts, absolutely demonstrating 
the rottenness and fraud intended from the beginning in these 
four precincts. 

Some of my ee New on the committee will call the attention 
of the House more at length to the frauds in some of the other poll- 
ing places and precincts in this county. The opinion of the com- 
mittee in this case was arrived at, I may say as to the Republican 
members, each one by himself. At least four members of the 
majority made up figures from the record in this contest without 
consultation with each other until after their figures had been 
prepared, and those figures were almost identical. The fraud was 
so patent in this case that we could see no escape from the propo- 
sition that the contestee ought to be unseated. We find that Mr. 
Aldrich has a majority in the district of something over 200, and 
we believe that the colored county of Dallas ought not to be per- 
5 to set aside by fraud the votes in the white counties in the 

strict. t 

Mr. ered I reserve the balance of my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has consumed one hour and 
seven minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the House, 
under the rule, takes a recess from 5 o’clock until 8? 

The SPEAKER. That is operative to-night. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Does the gentleman from Georgia de- 
sire to go on now? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; but Lask the gentleman from Ohio if 
he will permit me to yield a minute to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama 5 r. UNDERWOOD]? 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Then I yield to the gentleman from Ala- 
bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD]. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, I 8 8 8 wish a moment to 
make a statement, so that my vote on the bill for the relief of 
Puerto Rico may be understood. I wish to state that I voted 
against the bill, and changed my vote to ‘‘yea” for the purpose of 
moving to reconsider, but the Chair recognized the gentleman 
from IIlinois ee Cannon] to make the motion, and therefore I 
a this statement that my object in so voting may be under- 
stood. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair has no doubt that every member 
understood the purpose of the fennoman from Alabama. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Yes; but I desire that my constituents 
shall understand it. Cortera! À 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair submits the follow- 
ing personal requests: 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. Prerce of Tennessee, for to-night, on account of sick- 
ness. 

To Mr. DALY of New Jersey, for one week, on account of im- 
portant business. 

To Mr. Grof New York, for three days, on account of sick- 
ness in family. 

To Mr. LAN HAM, for the wl Aer session. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will designate the gentleman from 
New York, Mr. O'Grapy, as Speaker pro tempore for the evening 
session. 

The motion of Mr. TAYLER of Ohio was then agreed to; and 
accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 50 minutes) the House took a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening. 


EVENING SESSION. 


The recess having expired at 8 o'clock, the House resumed its 
session, with Mr, O'GRADY, Speaker pro tempore, in the chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will read the rule 
under which the session is held. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


The House shall on each Friday at 5 o'clock p. m. take a recess until 8 
o'clock, at which evening session private pension 


bills for the removal 


of political disabilities, and bills removing charges of desertion only shall be 
a said evening session not to extend beyond 10 o'clock and 30 
nu 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole for the consideration of 
bills on the Private Calendar. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were 63 ayes and no nays. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 
is present, 

r. SULLOWAY. The yeas and nays, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. TALBERT. I move that the House do now adjourn, 

The motion was not agreed to. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire asks for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. . 

Mr. TALBERT. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. Upon 
what motion are the yeas and oegi ordered? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the motion to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House for the consideration of bills on the 
Private Calendar. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 16., nays 1, an- 
swered present“ 10, not voting 179; as follows: 


YEAS—162. 
Adamson, Curtis, Jenkins, 
Alexander, Cusack, Jett, Prince, 
Allen, Me. Cushman Johnston, Pugh, 
Bailey, Kans. Dahle, Wis. Jones, Wash. Reeder, 
Baker, Dalzell, err, Ridgely, 
Barber, Davenport, S. A. Kitchin, Robb, 
Barham, Davidson, eberg, Roberts, 
Barney, Davis, b. Robinson, Ind. 
Bell, De Armond, Landis, Rodenberg, 
Bishop, De Graffenreid, Lawrence, ussell, 
Borein Dougherty, mtz, Ryan, N. Y. 
Boutell, III. Dovener, Linney, Ryan, Pa. 
Bowe: Driscoll. Little, Shackleford, 
Bradley, Eddy, Littlefield, Shattuc, 
Brenner, Esch, Lloyd, Sheppard, 
Brick, Finley, Long. Showalter, 
Bromwell, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Loudenslager, Smith, H. C. 
rosius, Fletcher, ee Smith, Samuel W. 
Brown, Fordney, cCleary, Spalding, 
Bull, Foss, McCulloc! Sperry, 
Burkett, Freer, McDowell, Star 
Burleigh, Gaines, cLain, Steele, 
Burnett, Gamble, McPherson, Stephens, Tex. 
Burton, Gardner, Mich. Maddox, Stewart, N. V. 
Butler, Gardner, S Stewart, Wis, 
Calderhead, Gaston, Marsh, Sulloway, 
Caldwe Gilbert, M n. Sutherland, 
Capron, ill, Meyer, La. Talbert, 
Clarke, N. H. Glynn, Miers, Ind. Tawney, 
Clayton, Ala. Graft, Minor, : Tayler, Ohio 
Clayton, N. L. Graham, oody, Mass. ‘Thomas, lowa 
ran, Mo. Green, Pa. oon, Thomas, N. G. 
Cochrane, N. Y, Greene, Mass. Morris, Wanger, 
Connell, Hamilton, eed Waters, 
Cooney, Haugen, Neville, Weaver, 
Cooper, Wis. ak — Norton, Ohio White, 
Cousins, Hep’ urn, O'Grady, Williams, J. R. 
Crawford, i Otjen, Wilson, Idaho 
Cromer, Hoffecker, Overstreet, Zenor. 
Crump, Hopkins, Parker, N. J. 
Crumpacker, Ji — Payne, 
NAYS—1 
Jones, Va. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT *—10. 
Bellamy, Burke, S. Dak. Norton, 8. C. Turner. 
Benton, P Griggs, Sparkman, 
Brundidge, Grout, Stevens, Minn. 
NOT VOTING—179. 
Acheson, Daly, N. J. f Hemenway, 
A Davenport, S. W. Henry, Conn. 
Allen, Ky. Davey, Henry, Miss. 
Allen, Miss. Dayton, Henry, Tex. 
Atwater, De Vries, Hitt, 
Ba 4 Denny, Howard, 
Bailey, Tex. Dick, Howell, 
Ball, Dinsmore, ull, 
Bankhead, Dolliver, Joy, 
Bartholdt, Dri, Kahn, 
Bartlett, Elliott, Ketcha 
8 Emerson, Kluttz, 
Bing M Epes, Knox, 
Boutelle, Me. Faris, Lacey, 
Brantley, Fitzgeratd, Mass. Lane, 
i A Fitzpatrick, Lanham, 
Brewer, Fleming, Latimer, 
Broussard, Foster. Lester, 
Brownlow, Fowler, Levy, 
Burke, Tex. Fox. Lewis, 
3 Gayle, 33 
Camp ngston, 
Cannon, Gille N. V. Lorimer, 
335 
ings, on, vering, 
Chanler, Griffith, McAleer, 
Clark, Mo. Grosyenor, McCall. 
r, Tex. Grow, McClellan, 
T Hall, Me „ 
Cowherd, Harmer, Mahi 
x, Hawley, i May, 
Crowley, Hay, ercer, 
Heatwole, 
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Scudder, Southard, P Weeks, 
Spight, Tompkins, Weymoni 
Shelden, — 5 — mgue, Wheeler, Ky 
8 Underhill, Williams, 
Sibley, Stewart,’ N. J. Underwood, illiams, Miss, 
Stokes, ‘andiver, Wilson, N. X. 
Slayden, Sulzer, ‘an Voorh Wilson, S. C. 
Small, Swanson, Vresland, right, 
Smith, II. Tate, ter, Young, Pa. 
th, ay. Taylor, Ala. Wadsworth, Young, Va. 
Smith, Wm. Alden A Warner, gler, 
grass, Thayer, Watson, A 


During ip 255 ee the following members . noted 
as present by the Speaker pro tempore, and upon their request 
their names were called — their votes 8 as above, under 
sections 1 and 3 of Rule XV: 

Mr. BURNETT, Mr. ROBB, Mr. SPARKMAN, Mr. BRADLEY, Mr. 
Henry C. Surre, Mr. Dovenrr, Mr. Jack, Mr. Prince, Mr. 
HAUGEN, Mr. WHITE, Mr. Apamson, Mr. Puea, Mr. BOREING, 
Mr. TURNER, Mr. GROUT, Mr. Norton of South Carolina, Mr. 
Gnldds, Mr, Carmack, Mr. Stewart of New York, Mr. HILL, 
Mr. Tomas of North Carolina, Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, Mr. 
HEPBURN, and Mr. DE GRAFFENREID. 

Before the result of the vote was announced the following pro- 
ceedings took 185 

Mr. McCULLOCH. I desire to state that my colleague, Mr. 
TERRY, is confined to his room by sickness. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
gentleman from Arkansas will be excused. 

Mr, MADDOX, I wish to ask that my coll e, Mr. LESTER, 
be excused from attendance to-night. As is well known, the con- 
dition of his health is such that he is not able to attend night ses- 


sions. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there objection to excusing 
the gentleman from Georgia? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES, I desire to ask that my colleagne, Mr. Cox, be 
excused. He is at home sick and unable to be here. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 

gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Cox] will be excused. 

The Chair submits a request for leave of absence, which will be 


read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Mr. BURKE of South Dakota requests leave of absence for Mr. SNODGRASS 
SS. 


this evening on account of si 


Mr. GAINES. I know myself that my colleague, Mr. Sxop- 
anes was hardly able to sit up this afternoon when he left the 

ouse. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. In the absence of objection, leave 
will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TALBERT. In behalf of Judge LANHAM, of Texas, I wish 
to state that he obtained leave of absence this afternoon. I would 
like that fact to appear upon the RECORD. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will announce the 

irs. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For this session: 

Mr. Jack with Mr. FINLEY. 

Until March 14: 

Mr. Warsox with Mr. DALY of New Jersey. 

Until March 11: 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GAYLE. 

Until March 7: 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 

Until further notice: : 

Mr. AcHEsoN with Mr, SULZER, 

For to-night: 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. DINSMORE, 

. HEPBURN with Mr. TERRY, 
. JOY with Mr. SNODGRASS. 

Mr. Mercer with Mr. LIVINGSTON, 

Mr. Grow with Mr. BURLESON. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Ss. 

Mr. Lacey with Mr. MORAE. 

Mr. GAINES. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. Sms, is absent and paired. I wish to state that I know of 
m rsonal knowledge that the gentleman is sick and was sick 
when he left the House this afternoon. 

Mr. MEYER of Lousiana, I desire to state that my colleague, 
Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, is confined to his hotel by sickness. 
Therefore I 17 1 that he be excused. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Without objection, the gentle - 
man will be excused. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, while we are waiting for 
the completion of the roll call, I ask unanimous consent to address 
the House for two minutes. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Indiana 
[Mr. Miers] asks unanimous consent that he may be permitted to 
address the House for two minutes. Is there objection? 


Mr. SHATTUC. Lobject, Mr. Speaker. ; 
The SPEAKER pro tempore, Objection is made. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. I hope that request of the gentleman from 
Indiana will be granted. The gentleman is a member of the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I did not know the gentleman was on that 
committee, and I withdraw my objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The objection is withdrawn. Is 
there further objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman is recognized for 
two minutes. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I had hoped that wo 
would have a quorum to-night, or, in the absence of a quorum, I 
had hoped that the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TAL- 
BERT] would not raise the point of no quorum. I find, however, 
that these hopes are blasted, and we are here for the present with- 
out a quorum. I think we will haye one in the next fifteen or 
twenty minutes, but that shortens the evening's work, which is 
the great objection, as the session is short at best. 

We have now come, Mr. Speaker, to a point where it is!“ a con- 
dition and not a theory that confronts us.“ We have a Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, to which is referred about 40 per cent of 
all the bills that have been introduced during the session. 

There have been about 9,000 billsintroduced, and 3,600,in round 
numbers, have been referred to this committee. The committee 
have considered about 600 of these claims, and have reported favor- 
ably, I think, on two hundred and eighty-odd. I hold in my hand 
the bound report, showing the amount of work which the Invalid 
Pensions Committee has accomplished. It would make a printed 
volume of about 340 pages. This committee have selected from 
the €00 bills they have been able to investigate the most meritori- 
ous claims. Many of them are cases of soldiers who are now old,. 
poor, and without sustenance. They are, as it were, on the road 
to the poorhouse. 

Who are they? I need not stop to say that the old soldiers of 
the war of 1861-1865, who maintained the Union intact that this 
great Government might lend a helping hand to suffering hu- 
manity, owe no debt of gratitude to the country, but the country 
owes a great debt of gratitude to these old soldiers. 

Here we are, more than 350 members, unable to get a quorum 
to do business. I submit, Mr. Speaker, in view of the condition 
of this Calendar, in view of the condition of these old soldiers who 
are seeking relief, that there ought to be some means found by 
which we can meet the emergency and do some work and clear up 
this Calendar. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, 
expired. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I ask, Mr. Speaker, for two minutes 
more while we are waiting. 


The time of the gentleman has 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman asks unanimous 
consent for two minutes more. Is there objection? 

There was no es Fy 

Mr. GAINES. 


ill the Bere yield for a question? 
Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GAINES. You state that you have a volume of reports on 
these cases which make a book of over 300 pages? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, Yes. a : 

Mr. GAINES. You say they are all claims of soldiers who 
fought to help to save the Union. Are there none there who 
fought in the late Spanish war or in the Mexican war? 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. And the Indian wars? 

Mr. GAINES. I do not ask with any acid on my tongue, but I 
ask in good faith, for information. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I think there are upon this Calendar 
four or five cases that come from the Pensions Committee, cases 
of Mexican soldiers. And Spanish war claims are referred to the 
Invalid Pensions Committee. And that committee has worked 
faithfully, and no committee has done more work than that one. 
That committee is not called on the regular call for considering 
these claims, and we must consider them now or they are never 
considered. Unless we can get a quorum or change the rules of 
this House, the old soldier is denied a hearing. Who is responsi- 
ble for it? This question must be answered, and the public will 
make the answer, and it may be to the discredit of some who make 
eras professions to the old soldiers. Actions speak louder than 
words. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Were there any constitutional wars? 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. Well, I do not—— 

Mr. GAINES. If I was onthe Republican side I would answer 
that question 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I only want to say to the gentleman 
that I have sat here for ten days and heard constitutional ques- 
tions discussed that were of interest, but to-night the question is 
whether there is patriotism enough on that side of the House, of 
the majority, backed by this side of the House, to come to the 
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rescue of the old soldiers and quit haggling politics, [Applause.] 
We want less politics and more real work. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Has the gentleman—— 

Mr. SHATTUC. If he can get the Democratic Representative 
behind him to withdraw his objection we would have no trouble. 

Mr. GAINES. If you can get the Republican leaders to come 
here and make a quorum there would be no trouble. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I do not think it lies in the mouth of 
the gentleman who makes an objection to raise that question, and 
I would beg him not to do it; but he has his any, as Representa- 
tive, and I believe the roll ought to be called, and those represent- 
ing—as you do, as well as I districts where the old soldiers expect 
us to be here to look after their interests, the men who can not 
give an excuse ought to be held responsible to their constituents 
or go out of politics altogether [applause] and let some one who 
will do something have their places, That time will come to some 
gentlemen. Ta »plause. | 

SPEA 


The protempore. The time of the gentleman has 
3 
r. SHATTUOC. Would you not favor a Friday afternoon 
session? - 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana. I would favor anything that would 
give us an opportunity to consider these bills; I would not care if 
it was Friday afternoon or Friday night or any other day of the 


week. 
Mr. GAINES. If the gentleman from Ohio will allow me, I 
would be very much obliged if he would answer a question. 
Mr. M of Indiana. I would like, Mr. Speaker, to read a 
letter in conclusion. I want the House to see how teful some 
of these old soldiers are, I have a letter from an old soldier that 
I neyer saw and do not know. He says: 
I received your letter of the Ath. * * * You have no idea of how much 
oy it gave me. Words can not express the titude which we owe you. 

ease accept sincere thanks for the kindness which you bestowed on meand 
my family in interceding in behalf of my claim. My prayer is,may God 
reward you for your kindness toward the old soldier. 


„ pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

M r. MIERS of Indiana. If there is anything that we all admire 
in an American citizen it is that he have courage enough to per- 
form his duty, and these claims of old soldiers ought to be passed 
by the House, and not put the old soldier off on promises. Let 
us meet the issue, Isay. The committee has only reported meri- 
torious bills, and all we ask is that we have a quorum so as to 
consider them. Let us quit playing politics and rise to the plane 


of duty. N 
5 pipes R pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired, : 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I fully intended 
to be present at the beginning of the session this evening, but was 
detained by important business, and time passed more rapidly 
than I expected. It is my intention, and has been my intention 
all along, to be present at these Friday night sessions the very first 
thing, so as to help make a quorum. 

Mr. GAINES. I should like to ask my friend from Ohio [Mr. 
3HATTUC] a question as to whether he is serious about haying the 
business intended to be transacted at the Friday night sessions 
. some other time to the daytime, when we may get a 
quorum 

Mr. LENTZ. While we have to wait, the whole question of 
changing these Friday night sessions to day sessions could be dis- 


Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee given me time? 

Mr. GAINES. I would like for the gentleman to answer that 
question. [Cries of Regular oroe I would like to ask the 
E if we could change this night nuisance to day legisla- 
tion ; 

Mr. PAYNE. Can we have order? : 

Mr. GAINES, The Republicans are making the disorder. 
[Cries of Order!” ‘‘Order!”] And their absence started the 
whole trouble. 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, 5 F inquiry. 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. e gentleman will state it. 

Mr. COUSINS, What is the reason we are not proceeding to 
consider pension cases? 

The SPEAKER protempore. The roll call is still proceeding. 

Mr. COUSINS. For what purpose? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. For the purpose of establishing 


the presence of a quorum, 
Mr. COUSINS. How was it revealed that there was no quorum? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has not been revealed yet. 
1 
Mr. L Z. Mr. Speaker, is it in order to offer a resolution to 
change the time for disposing of pension business from Friday 
nipas to Saturday afternoon? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. Itis not in order at this time. 
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‘to establish a quorum or to go into Committee of the 


Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, has the question been raise 
whether or not there is a quorum? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. It has. 

Mr. COUSINS. By whom? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. By the gentleman from Soutt 
Carolina [Mr. TALBERT]. 

Mr. TALBERT. The gentleman from Iowa had better comi 
here in season to help make a quorum. : 

Mr. COUSINS. Iwas here in the Hall half an hour before thi 
session began, and I voted on the first roll call. 

Mr. LENTZ. Mr. i eee is it in order for us to pass a reso- 
lution recommending that the Committee on Rules set aside Satur: 
day afternoon for pension business? 

e SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not, during a roll call. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Speaker, I ask that Mr. GAINES be giver 
ten minutes to address the House, 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

Mr. GAINES. I do not care to speak, but I can state in a shorter 
time than that what I think of this constant performance. 
think that the gentlemen on the other side had better come here 
and give usa quorum. Get your leading Republicans out an¢ 
make a 9 

Mr. PAYNE, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Tennessee i; 
out of order. s $ 

Mr. GAINES (after great confusion). You Republicans havı 
acted unpatriotically and are now acting unjustly. You Repub 
licans have already acted unpatriotically by not coming here an¢ 
bringing a quorum. You always bring a quorum here when yot 
want to violate the Constitution, as you did in the Puerto Ricar 
tariff matter. You always manage to get a quorum here to turr 
a Democrat out of this body. Youare remiss in your duty. Yor 
have been here for three months, with a Republican majority ab 
solutely controlling this House, and numerous Friday night pen- 
sion sessions have been held, and yet you never have furnished t 

uorum to pay the pensions of the old soldiers of the civil war. 
the Mexican war, the Spanish war, or the Indian war, and the 
only man who has made a speech here in their behalf to-night is : 
Democrat, the gentleman from Indiana (ue Miers]. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I object to this. The gentleman 
from Tennessee is out of order. ; 

Mr. GAINES. We have been coming here week after week and 
month after month without doing anything. You gentlemer 
had better bring a majority here, so that we can attend to business, 
You gentlemen can not deter me in making this, a just criti 
cism. Ihave no personal interest here, not a bill on this Calenda 
relates to my own people. Iam here to aid others in the passage 
of just laws. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, a 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. MADDOX. I would like to know under what rule thes 
gentlemen are voting after the roll has been called twice. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under section 3, Rule XV. 

Mr. MADDOX. I should like to have it read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore, The Clerk will read the rule. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

8. On the demand of any member, or at the suggestion of the Speaker, thi 
names of members sufficient to make a quorum in the of the House whit 
do not vote shall be noted by the Clerk and recorded in the Journal, and re 
ported to the Speaker with the names of the members voting and be counte¢ 
and announced in determining the presence of a quorum to do business. : 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will also read the fina 
clause of section 1. : 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And thereafter the Speaker shall not entertain a request to record a vott 


or announce a pair unless the member’s name has been noted under clause: 
of this rule. 


Mr. MADDOX. I would like to know if we are callin 75 rol) 

ole 
This vote, as I understand it, is whether we shall go into Com. 
mittee of the Whole, and is not to establish a quorum. 

The SPEAKER protempore. The announcement of the vote 
would establish whether or not there is a quorum. ; 

Mr. MADDOX. It ought to be announced; that is what I wani 
to get at, and I call for the announcement. 

he SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
gentleman to call for the vote? > 

Mr. MADDOX.. Yes; my idea is that these men who come in 
can be counted, but I do not think they have any right to vote on 
this question under the rule; certainly not on the question we are 
voting on, 

Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
House may consider itself in Committes of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of considering pension bills. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
request isnot in order at this time. 

Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 
if the roll call is now completed? 


rliamentary inquiry. 
e gentleman will state his 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. It is not yet complete. Lane, Newlands, Scudder, Thayer, 
Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri. My reason is this: When the roll | Parham 2 — — 
was called I was under the impression that the House was voting | Lester, Otey, DEERAS banaa 
on a question to adjourn, and I voted no.“ As it was to go into | Levy, Packer, Sibley, Underhill, 
Committee of the Whole, I desire to change my vote to “aye.” 2 Pearce, Mo, pusi 8 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Clerk will call the gentle- Livin : Polk, ok aid un Van Voorhis 
£ Missouri Smith, Ky. Wachter, 
ho voted “aye” as above recorded Sec ot Missouri, and Ae, eee,  Sinith: Win. Aldon Wadewor 
Mr. KE of New Hampshire. Mr. Speaker, I rise toa ques- | McCistian, Bori 1 Watson, 
tion of personal privilege, McRae, SON 4 Spight, Weeks, 
kein | ae <a eS 
. ercer, D, Ww: J. . 
Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire. At the Friday evening ses- | Mesick, ey, Stokes, — 
sion, February 2, I was unavoidably detained from attendance. | Metcalf, . oe Wie 
I was paired with the gentleman from Alabama, Mr. UNDER- | Moody, Oreg. Robinson, Nebr. Tate. Wright, 
woop. The gentleman from Missouri, Mr. CLARK, was present, i 8 e n 5 oe 
and announced that he desired to have it understood that he was | Nahen, Salon. Terry. Ziegler. 


present and the gentleman from New Hampshire was the CLARKE 
that was absent. I have answered to my name to-night, and I 
desire to have it understood that the gentleman from Missouri, 
Mr. CLARK, is the one who is absent. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair is of opinion that the 
gentleman from New Hampshire has not stated a question of per- 


sonal privilege. [Laughter. 
ES Lee. Speaker, I ask that the result of 


Mr. JONES of Virginia. 
the last vote be announced. 
The SPEAKER protempore. On this question the yeas are 160, 
the nays 1, present 10—total, 171. 
ORTON of Ohio. Does that make a quorum, Mr. S. er? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. It does not, it is seven short of 


a 0 
NORTON of Ohio. I desire to ask whether that consti- 

tutes a quorum? 

The SPEAKER p tempore. It does not. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Then Ioffer for adoption the resolution 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms take into * brin; 

n 


bar of the House such of its members as are now abse: 
the House. 


Mr. TALBERT. Pending that motion, I move that the House 
do now adjourn, 

The SP. ER pro seg The resolution of the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. NORTON] is not in order at this time. 

Mr. T. RT. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The question being taken, the motion to adjourn was not agreed 


to. 
Mr. NORTON of Ohio. I rise to a parliamentary cop ap 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will hear the gentle- 
man’s parliamentary inquiry. 
ORTON of Ohio. I would like to ask for what reason and 


to the 


Im 


Mr. 
under what rule my resolution is not in order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Because a call of the House has 
not been ordered. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. 
move a call of the House? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, I do. 

7 0 tes having been taken on the motion of Mr. Norton 

0 A N 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The ayes 15 50 to have it. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Division. [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ohio 
demand a division? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Yes; I want to see how gentlemen vote. 

The question was again taken; and there were—ayes 88, noes 8. 

The SPEAKER protempore. A call of the House is ordered. 
The doors will be closed, and the Clerk will call the roll. 

The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. when the following-named 
gentlemen failed to answer to their names: 


I demand, then, a call of the House. 
Does the gentleman from Ohio 


Acheson, Burke, Tex. Dinsmore, Grow, 
1 Burleson, Dolliver, Hall, 
Allen, Ky. Campbell, Driegs, Harmer, 
Allen, Miss. Cannon, Elliott, Hawley, 
Atwater, Emerson, Hay. 
Ba Catchin Epes, Beat wole, 
Bailey, Tex. Chanler, Faris, Hemenway 
Clark, Mo. Fitzgerald, Mass. $ 
ead, Conn tzpatrick, s 
ey, Cooper, Tex. Fleming, Henry, Tex. 
Bartlett" r: Foster, Hopki 
è ‘oster, opkins, 
. — . 2 Howell” 
wi 
Boutelle, Me. Dahle. “Wis, Gayle, Hull, 
Brantley, Daly, N. J. Gibson. Joy, 
Breazcale Davenport, S. W. G N. X. n, 
wer, 8 Mass. 
wen De á Griffith, tone 
nny, Ox. 
Brownlow, Dick, rosyenor, a 


hout the leave of | J 


Atthe conclusion of the roll call the following announcements 
were made: . 

Mr, FITZGERALD of New York. I desire to announce that 
my colleague, Mr. SCUDDER, left the House to-day ill, and because 
of his illness he is absent to-night. 

Mr. GILBERT. Mr. Speaker, I have a daughter at the hotel 
who is quite ill this evening, and I promised to return by half 

st 9 o'clock. I therefore ask unanimous consent to be excused 

rom further attendance to-night. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
gentleman from Kentucky will be excused. 

‘There was no objection. 

Mr. LAMB. My colleague, Mr. Orkx, is quite sick, and I ask 


that he be excused. 
The SPEAKER pro tem In the absence of objection, the 
. OTEY] will be excused. 


gentleman from Virginia 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the call of the roll has twice 
disclosed the absence of a quorum. It is evident that no business 
can be done to-night. I move, therefore, that the House now ad- 


ourn., 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will entertain the mo- 
tion of the gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SULLOWAY] as 
soon as the result of the roll call has been announced. 

Mr. GAINES. Before we adjourn I want to ask my good friend 
from New Hampshire a question. [Cries of Regular order!“ 
Will he please suggest some means by which we can get rid o 
night meetings and substitute for this pension business day meet- 


ings? 

i. SULLOWAY,. That could not be done under the existing 
rule. 

Mr. GAINES. Can we not change the rule? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Not here to-night. 

Mr. GAINES. Can not a new rule be presented which will 
cover this matter for the future? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is a matter for gentlemen who have 
that subject in hand. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The roll call discloses that 171 
members are present—not a quorum. The gentleman from New 
Hampshire moves that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 9 o’clock and 
25 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as fol- 


Ows: 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter from 
the Chief of 1 recommending a credit in the accounts of 
Capt. C. H. McKinstry, Corps of Engineers—to the Committee on 
Appropriations, and ord to be gos 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of a 
communication from the Acting Chief of Engineers submitting 
an estimate of appro iation for a credit to the account of Capt. 
William E. Craighill—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and survey of 
Ouachita and Black rivers, Arkansas and Louisiana—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were 3 reporna from committees, delivered 
to pe Clerk, and refe to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 


Mr, MULLER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
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Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8777) to confer upon the supervisor of the harbor of New York 
further power to act in reference to interference with navigation, 
and to confer jurisdiction upon the United States courts to punish 
offenders thereof, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a apani (No. 478); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. WANGER, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
1062) to authorize the Montgomery, Hayneville and Camden 
Railroad Company to construct and maintain a bridge across the 
Alabama River between Clifton and Lower Peachtree, in Ala- 
bama, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 479); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1061) to authorize the Montgomery, 
Haynevilleand Camden Railway Company to construct and main- 
tain a bridge across the Tombigbee River between the northern 
and southern boundary lines of Clarke County, Ala., reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 480); 
which said bill andreport were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. DAVEY, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8018) for the construction of a steam revenue cutter for service in 
the Gulf of Mexico and tributary waters, headquarters at New 
Orleans, La., reported the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 481); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8585) to amend 
chapter 313 of the United States Statutes at Large, entitled ‘‘An 
act to prevent forest fires on the public domain,” reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 482); which said 
bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5032) authorizing the 
Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with certain Indian tribes 
in Oklahoma for the cession of the Neutral Strip,“ reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 483); which 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LOV G, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
oe Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 4909) authorizing the President of the United States to 
appoint a commission to study and make full report upon the 
commercial and industrial condition of China and Japan, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 484); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CHANLER, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
1746) to provide for the inspection of the boilers of the «Alvena 
and Ailsa, ropata the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No, 485); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS . 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
oi Tas following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9080) appropriating, for the 
benefit and government of Puerto Rico, revenues collected on im- 
1 therefrom since its evacuation by Spain and revenues 

ereafter collected on such importations under existing law to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. BURLESON: A bill (H. R. 9081) to promote the in- 
terests of the agriculturist by an appropriation made to ascertain 
the quickest and cheapest method of destroying Andropogot hale- 
pensis, and for other purposes—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9082) to 
amend an act entitled “An act to regulate the sitting of the 
United States courts within the district of South Carolina,” ap- 
proved December 21, 1898—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9083) to au- 
thorize the Commissioner of General Land Office to dispose of 
Choctaw orphan Indian lands in Mississippi, and to make appro- 
priation for executing act of Congress approved June 28, 1898—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9084) declaring certain 
trestles of the Washington County Railroad Company to be law- 
ful structures to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GAINES: A bill (H. R. 9085) to extend the homestead 
laws so as to include soldiers and sailors of the Spanish war and 
those who served in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 


By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9120) to create a commission 
to promote the uniformity of laws, to prepare codes of procedure 
in the Federal courts, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 9121) to authorize the erection 
of a statue of the late President Abraham Lincoln at Gettysburg, 
Pa.—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: A bill (H. R. sa to regulate the sale of 
intoxicating liquors in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A resolution (H. Res. 166) relative to the 
appointment of a special messenger to serye under direction of 
the Doorkeeper—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A resolution (H. Res. 167) authorizing the 
Clerk of the House of Representatives to pay Annie Morehouse 
Cookingham asum equal to six months’ salary and funeral ex- 
penses as authorized by law—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A resolution (H. Res. 168) concerning accu- 
mulated books, documents, bills, and reports in the House and 
Clerk’s document rooms—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res, 
25) for the printing of 100,000 copies of the Industrial Commis- 
sion's report—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A resolution of the legislature of Pennsyl- 
vania relating to convict-made goods—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 9086) granting a pension 
to Margaret Bapst—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. A ON: A bill (H. R. 9087) ting a pension to 
3 Wright to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BARBER: A bill (H. R. 9088) to correct the military 


pirat of Eugene H. Levering—to the Committee on Military 
airs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 9089) granting an increase of 
pension to Alfred Opelt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9090) to restore pension to Sa- 
rah A. Fayett, widow of James H. Fayett, Company K, Seventh 
Kentucky Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9091) to grant pension to Sarah J. Simpson 
to the Committee on Invalid 3 i 

By Mr. COUSINS: A bill (H. R. 9092) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of James Baldwin—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 9093) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph L. Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. DAVEY: A bill (H. R. 9094) for the relief of the estate 
of William H, Watson, deceased, late of New Orleans Parish, 
La.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FREER: A bill (H. R. 9095) to pension Nathaniel Elli- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9096) for the relief of Solomon Beck, late of 
Company I, Eighteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9097) for the re- 
lief of Edmund Stanfield—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 9098) for the relief of D, Gardner 
Tyler—to the Committee on Claims, 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9099) for the 
relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy collector of internal revenue 
for the district of South Carolina during the fiscal year 1894 and 
1895—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 9100) granting an increase of 
pension to Warren W. H. Lawrence—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9101) granting a pension to Mrs. Julie E. 
8 widow of Capt. A. P. Steele to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. PUGH: A bill (H. R. 9102) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James R. Chapman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9103) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry F. Gage to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9104) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Melanchton Borst—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9105) to remove the charge of desertion from 
22 record of Conrad Springer to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9106) granting a pension to Nancy Marshall 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9107) to remove the charge of desertion from 
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re record of Vanransalere V. Cook - to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9108) granting a pension to Maria H. Hixon 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9109) to increase the pension of Orin H. 
York—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9110) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Edwin Horton —to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9111) 3 a pension to Lucy Parker to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9112) granting a pension to Harriet Danley— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9113) for the relief of Herman B. Robb—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9114) granting a pension to Jane Hale—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A bill (H. R. 9115) to increase the pen- 
sion of John Glenn, late corporal of Company C, One hundredth 
Pennsylvania Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

N Mr. SHEPPARD: A bill (H. R. 9116) for the relief of George 
a Chebo, assignee of Charles F. Thebo—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. TAYLER of Ohio: A bill (H, R: 9117) to confirm a cer- 
tain private land claim in the Territory of New Mexico—to the 
Committee on Private Land Claims. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9118) for the 
relief of W. E. Hill, of Duplin County, N. C.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9119) to refund to 
the counties of Yuma and Gila, Territory of Arizona, certain 
costs in arresting, prosecuting, and the trial of certain Indians on 
aarp of violating the Territorial laws—to the Committee on 

ms. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 9123) Begg a pension 
to Jackson Specs o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9124) 5 pension to Morris McIntosh, 
father of John McIntosh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9125) for the relief of Henry Lefthew—to the 
Commitiee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BERRY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9126) granting pen- 
sion to soldier’s widow—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: A bill (H. R. 9127) re- 
moving the charge of desertion from the naval record of Patrick 
Naddy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By r. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 9128) for the relief of Joseph 
Culley—to the Committeeon Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of President George E. MacLean, 
of the State University of Iowa, relating to the passage of House 
bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Koads, 

By Mr. ACHESON: Statement to accompany House bill No. 
8968, to amend the record of Adam Spiker—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill to place George W. 
Wright on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, resolution of the California Club, urging the purchase of 
the Calaveras big trees of California by the Federal Government— 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, resolution of the National Association of the League of 
American Wheelmen, for larger appropriations for the Office of 
Road Inquiry—to the Committee on Agriculture. A 

By Mr. ATWATER: Papers relating to the claim of Alvin 
Nowell and William Nowell, of Wake County, N. C:—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: Resolution of the municipal assembly of 
the city of New York, protesting against the curtailment of postal 
facilities—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Resolutions of the Chamber of Com- 
merce of Cincinnati, Ohio, in rd to extension of Fort Thomas 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Papers to accompany House bill No. 217, grant- 
ing a deed of quitclaim and release to Lorillard Spencer, his heirs 
and assigns, of all the right, title, and interest in and to a certain 
ne in the city of Newport, R. I. - to the Committee on the Ju- 

ciary. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolution of Local Union No. 4, Washing- 
ton (D. C.) International Brotherhood of Bookbinders, in favor of 
the passage of House bill No. 6872, to print the label of the Allied 
Printing Trades on all publications of the Government—to the 


Committee on Eton y 
By Mr. BURTON: Petition of Company D, Ninth Battalion, 
Ohio National Guard, favoring the passage of House bill No. 7936, 


increasing the appropriations for arming and equipping the mili- 
tary of the States and Territories—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of A. W. Zeigler, duggist, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., relating to the stamp tax on medicines—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, affidayit of J. J. Buchanan, M. D., and letter of Isaac Mil- 
ler, to accor any House bill nting a pension to Joseph L, 
Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. ESCH; Papers toaccompany House bill No. 8778, grant- 
ing an increase of pension to E. A. Sloane—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Resolution of the Prospect Park Literary 
Society, of Minneapolis, Minn., urging the establishment of a 
national park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands, 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petitions of Gustav A. Grusner and others, R. 
C. Musselwhite and others, O. F. Fisher and others, C. W. Grassly 
and others, druggists, Chicago, III., for the re al of the stamp 
tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAINES: Petition of Post No. 1, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Tennessee, in support of the House bill 
No. 4742, to provide for the detail of active and retired officers of 
the Army and Navy to assist in military education in public 
schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Commercial Gazette, The 
Post, Daily News, and other newspapers of Pittsburg, Pa., urg- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 5765, known as the Russell bill, 
relating to the revenue tax on alcohol in manufactures, etc.—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, resolutions of the California Club, San Francisco, Cal., 
urging the purchase of the Calaveras big trees of California by 
the Government and to set aside the grove as a national park—to 
the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, memorial of the Grocers and Importers’ Exchange of Phila- 
delphia, Pa., praying for legislation to build up the merchant 
marine of the United States—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No. 790, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Pekay, Iowa, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor on public works, 
and House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor against 
prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. LEVY: Resolution of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, relating to the reorganization and the im- 
8 of the consular service to the Committee on Foreign 

Airs. 

By Mr. MeC LEARN: Letters of Ira Crawford, of Beaver Creek, 
John A. Sellner, of New Ulm, John Welter, of Morgan, and P. O. 
Anderson, of Tracy, Minn., in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Minnesota National Park and Forest Reserve 
Association and others, urging the establishment of a national park 
in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. MCDOWELL: Paper to accompany House bill to correct 
the military record of Peter C. Lawyer—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also. papar to accompany House bill to grant a pension to Re- 
becca L. English, widow of Lieut, S. A. English—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Evidence in support of House bill No. 7491, 
granting a pension to John Devine—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Resolutions of California 
Club, in favor of a national park being made of the Calaveras Grove 
of Sequoias in the State of California—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of S. Dailey and others in the dairy 
business, Port Bryon, III., favoring the Grout bill, relating to 
dairy 5 the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petitions of T. S. Pierce, of Peters- 
burg, and Levi Wilson & Co., of Smithville, Tenn., relating to 
the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Resolution adopted by the Chamber of 
Commerce of Cincinnati, Ohio, February 27, 1900, petitioning for 
the acquisition of additional grounds for use of Fort Thomas, Ky,— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Henry Miller, detachment general service recruiting, 
United States Army—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. WANGER: Petition of John H. Bond and other carriers 
of the post-office at Pottstown, Pa., for the ge of a bill for 
the equalization of the salaries of letter carriers—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: Resolution of the National Live 
Stock Association, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, 
to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


1900. 
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The Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D., offered the following 
rayer: 

x O Eternal God, as one of our brethren in the House of Repre- 
sentatives has been suddenly and prematurely called from earth, 
we pray Thee to grant Thy pitying love, Thy comfort and cheer 
to the wife who stands in this awful desolation. Grant that these 
sudden and impressive reminders of our mortality may come home 
to us with the force that should attend them, moving us to do the 
work of our life in all humility and reverence and with submission 
to Thy will, that when our summons shall come we may lay down 
our work of the earth in all peace and loving-kindness toward our 
fellow-men and enter upon the home and rest of Thy people in 
heaven. Through Jesus Christ our Saviour. Amen. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Scott, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

POSTAGE TO POSTAL UNION COUNTRIES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate 
of deficiency in the appropriation for ‘‘ Postage to Postal Union 
countries, Department of the Interior,” for the fiscal year 1900, 
$600; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


LAW LIBRARY OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting an estimate 
of n ag for law books for the law library of the General 
Land Office for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, $1,488.50; 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


MISCELLANEOUS EXPENSES, DEPARTMENT OF LABOR, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
letter from the Commissioner of Labor submitting a supplemental 
and increased estimate of appropriation for ‘‘ Miscellaneous ex- 
penses, Department of Labor,” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
1901, $2,000; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 


PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL—PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, 


Mr.GALLINGER. Mr. President, a special order was made for 
to-day, or unanimous consent was given, that at 8 o’clock the pen- 
sion ida ba bill should be taken up and that the remain- 
ing time should be devoted to the consideration of unobjected 
private pension bills on the Calendar, 

I am informed that in consequence of the death of a member of 
the other House the Senate will be asked to adjourn at an early 
hour to-day, and I ask unanimous consent that the consideration 
of the pension appropriation bill shall be 8 until Monday 
at 3 o'clock and that the remainder of that day be given to the 
consideration of unobjected private pension bills on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I did not want to interfere with the Senator, but 
Ihave made arrangements with Senators having charge of mat- 
ters before the Senate for time for the consular and diplomatic 
appropriation bill on Monday, which I shall try to get up after 
the routine morning business. Of course it has the right of way, 
but I have been holding it off. I do not know whether that will 
interfere with the Senator's suggestion or not, because I did not 
fully hear his suggestion. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that I think by 
priority the pension appropriation bill has the right of way, hav- 
ing been reported, I believe, at an earlier day than the diplomatic 
and consular appropriation bill. However, I am content to have 
the matter take such shape as is most ble to the Senate. I 
simply want to expedite business. Thepension appropriation bill 
ought to be considered certainly at an early day, and there is a 
good deal of pressure for an hour, at least, to be given to the con- 
sideration of private pension bills. 

Mr. HALE. I was not referring to the pension appropriation 
bill, because I think, as the Senator says, that bill has the right of 
way. I was oniy referring to the other part of the Senator's sug- 
gestion about taking up time on Monday. But of course he will 
go on with the ion appropriation bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Then I will make this request: That in- 
stead of taking up the pension appropriation bill to-day at 3 
o'clock it be assigned for Monday at 3 o'clock. The matter of 
private Sie bills will be taken care of at some other time. 

Mr. LE. Then, if I can get the diplomatic and consular 


appropriation bill considered in the morning hour on Monday, 
that will be all right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New aie 
shire asks unanimous consent that the pension appropriation b 
may be taken ahr Monday at 3 o'clock. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. To that I object, for this reason: We have 
fixed an hour on Tuesday for voting upon the conference report 
on the financial bill, and I can not consent to any other unani- 
mous consent between now and that time which will shut outany 
one who wishes to speak on that subject. 

Mr. HALE. I think we shall haye to allow the consideration of 
the neg lees bills to go over now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection is made. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before that is determined, let us have an un- 
derstanding. As I understand it, there was unanimous consent 
that at 3 o'clock to-day the pension appropriation bill should be 
taken up for consideration. In view of that arrangement, a little 
different arrangement has been made as to some other matters 
space before the Senate. I supposed the Senator from New 

ampshire would take all the time after 3 o'clock with the pen- 
sion appropriation bill and the consideration of private pension 
pui y ich I understood also to be included in the arrangement 

or ay. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, the Senator 
was not in when I made the statement that there would be an 
early adjournment of the Senate to-day in consequence of the 
death of a member of the other House. 

Mr. President, I simply give notice now that at 8 o'clock to-day 
I shall ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of the pen- 


sion ap pi ede bill. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, At 3 o'clock to-day. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bills: 

A bill (S. 1931) to provide for the erection of a bridge across 
Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy Lake and 
the mouth of the Rainy River; and 

A bill (S. 3360) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Missouri River. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
G arty the enrolled bill (S. 2477) authorizing the construction of 
a bridge across the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa; and it 
was thereupon signed by the President pro tempore. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of Edward W. Town- 
send, of Salmon Falls, N. H., and the memorial of H. E. Waite, of 
Lebanon, N. H., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr, CULLOM presented a memorial of Local Union No. 258, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Streator, II., remonstrat- 
ing against the free admission of cigars and manufactured goods 
from our new possessions, and also against the cession of the pub- 
lic lands to the several States; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of John Hagen and 9 other em- 
ployees in the post-office at Chicago, III., praying that they be 
granted an increase of salary; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor Assem - 
bly of Galesburg, III., and a memorial of Local Union No. 207, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Carthage, III., remonstrat- 
ing against the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of 
auy; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

„Mr. NELSON presented a 3 of the Minnesota State offi- 
cials, praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Company C, Fourth Infantry 
National Guard State Militia, of Minnesota, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to improve the armament of the militia; which 
was referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 

He also presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Duluth, Minn., remonstrating inst any reduction being made 
in the appropriation for the maintenance of the United States 
Hydrographic Office; which was referred to the Committee on 
aoe riations. 

e also presented a petition of Company A, Fourth Regiment 
National Guard State Militia, of Minnesota, praying that an in- 
crease be made in the annual appropriation for the military or- 
ganizations of the several States; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on ogee ares = 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of 


Altoona, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
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the exhibits in the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of West Kingston Grange, 
No. 10, Patrons of Husbandry, of Kingston, R. I., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce., 

Mr. HALE presented the petition of S. W. Gould and sundry 
other citizens of Maine, praying for the establishment of an 
Army veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs, 

He also presented the memorial of Charles W. Close, publisher 
of The Free Man, of Bangor, Me., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of theso-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
3 was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Marshall Medicine 
Company, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the repeal of the stamp 
tax upon proprietary medicines, perfameries, and cosmetics; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the graduate nurses, super- 
intendents of nurses, and pupil nurses of sundry hospitals of the 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts, praying for the employment of 
women nurses in the military hospi of the Army; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No. 281, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect free 
labor from prison competition, and also to limit the hours of daily 


service of workmen and mechanics on the public works of the | g 


United Statea; which wasreferred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 852, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Brookville, Ind., remonstrating 
— eH the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of sundry railway mail clerks of 
Richmond, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
vide for the cl cation of clerks in first and second class post- 
offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented the memorial of Carl Beayfield, publisher of 
the Hoosier Democrat, of Charlestown, Ind., and the memorial of 
John M. Higgs, publisher of the Examiner, of Connersville, Ind., 
remonstrating against the e of the so-called parcels post 
bill; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 


Post-Roads, 

resented a petition of the mayor and 30 other citi- 
zens of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the establi ent of an Army 
veterinary corps; which was referred to the Committee on Military 


Mr. FRYE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Maine, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented the petition of George W. Niles, of Van West, 
Ohio, praying that he be granted a medal or a yote of thanks by 
Congress for services rendered during the civil war; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the New York Board of Trade 
and Transportation, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
ee American shipping; which was ordered to lie on the 
table. 

KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND APACHE INDIANS, 


Mr. HARRIS. I present additional papers to accompany an 
amendment providing for the ratification of an agreement with 
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, 
formerly a part of the Indian Territory, intended to be proposed 
to the Indian appropriation bill. Imove that the papers be printed 
as a document. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1358) to authorize the use of depositions 
before naval courts in certain cases, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1023) to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to loan naval 
equipment to certain military schools, reported it with an amend- 
ment, and submitted a re thereon. 

Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. PLATT of Con- 
necticut on the Ist instant, proposing to increase the of the 
Librarian of Co from $5,000 to $6,000, intended to 


posed by him to the legislative, executive, and judicial appropria- 
tion bill, reported favorably thereon, and moved that it be referred 
to the . on Appropriations and printed; which was 


pro- 


Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3250) to protect the fresh-water mussels in the 
rivers of the United States, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3432) for the relief of Samuel 
Showalter; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3433) for the relief of Joseph Orton 
Kerbey; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3434) granting a pension to Emma 
A. Poland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr, McCOMAS introduced a bill (S. 3435) for the relief of Poole 
& Hunt; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. COCKRELL introduced a bill (S. 8436) granting a pension 
to Caroline Wienhimer; which was read twice by its title. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I present in connection with that bill the 
petition of the mother of this idiotic and helpless child, and I 
move that the petition and the affidavits accompanying it be re- 
ferred with the bill to the Committee on Pensions. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 


A bill (S. 3437) for the relief of the estate of Jeremiah Kibler, 
eceased; 


A bill (S. 8438) for the relief of Laura A. Willett; and 
A bill (S. 8489) for the relief of the heirs of James A. Smith, 


Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 3440) granting a * to 
George W. Harrison; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 

Mr. McCUMBER submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide reve- 
nues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other pur- 
poses; which was ordered to lie on the table and be 1 

Mr. PETTUS submitted eight amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide rev- 
enues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes; which were ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment relating to salaries 
of officers in the Office of the Third Assistant Postmaster-General, 
intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $15,000 for paving Fourteenth street to Lydecker avenue and 
Lydecker avenue to the east side of Thirteenth street, intended to 
be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
and ordered to be printed. 


LIEUTENANT CORBIN, 


Mr. PETTIGREW submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and is hereby, directed to send to 
the Senate the record cf the court-martial of Lieutenant-Colonel Corbin, 
which convened at Chattanooga, Tenn., in 1864 or 1865, together with all the 
evidence submitted. 

The 1 of War is also directed to send to the Senate the report of 
Col. Thomas J. poren; dated January 16, 1865, in relation to the First Col- 
ored Brigade, and utenant Corbin's connection with operations from No- 
vember 29, 1864, to January 12, 1865. 

The Secretary of War ts also directed to inform the Senate what allusion 
Colonel Morgan made to said Lieutenant Corbin in that report. 

JOHN ANDERSON, 


Mr. RAWLINS. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawatomie 
Indian, and his adult children. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to issue a fee simple patent to John Anderson an 
the following adult children of said John Anderson, to wit, Julia Anderson, 
John Anderson, jr., Thomas Anderson, Eliza Anderson, and Maggie Ander- 
son, to all the land now held by them and purchased from the United States 
under the act of May 23, 1872, and located in Pottawatomie County, Okla. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to know what the report of the 
committee on that bill is. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that the 
zepori has not yet been received from the printer. 

PE . Then I will ask the gentleman in charge of the 
bill why this is to be done. 
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Mr. RAWLINS. There was a report filed with the bill. 

The 5 tempore. It has not been printed yet, 
the Chair is informed. 


Mr. RAWLINS. This bill passed the House and it is strongly 
recommended by the Commissioner of Indian Affairs. John An- 
derson is an Indian who has been in possession of this land. He 
bought it from the Government. He is entirely intelligent and 
trustworthy in evar respect. The object of the bill is to give 
him the full title to his land as he is already entitled to it in equity 
and in justice, pursuant to the recommendation of the Depart- 
ment. at is the whole object of it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? . 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


POTOMAC INSURANCE COMPANY. 


Mr. KENNEY, I ask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 7737) to change the name of the 
Potomac Insurance Company, of Georgetown, and for other pur- 


There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PROTECTION OF FRESH-WATER MUSSELS. 


Mr. GEAR. I ask leave to call up the bill (S. 3250) to protect 
the fresli-water mussels in the rivers of the United States. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will yield to the Senator from Iowa; but I 
desire to state that I wish to call up the Pennsylvania resolution 
at an early time this parning, 

Mr. GHAR. This bill will take only a moment, I think. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of the bill indi- 
cated by him. The bill will be read to the Senate for its informa- 
tion. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. 

Mr, HALE. Mr, President, I have heard enough of the bill 
read to show question enough in my mind whether it should pass 
at all or not, and therefore 1 must object to its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Senator from Maine ob- 
jects to the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. It seems to me that the bill ought to go to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. I donot believe we have power 
to pass that sort of legislation anyhow. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill was reported from the 
Committee on Fisheries. z 

Mr. PETTIGREW. And I think it ought to go to the Com- 

mittee on the Judiciary. Ido not believe we have any power to 


sit. 
Air. HALE. It is a vay, ave question what the phrase “all 
fresh waters of the Uni tates” means; whether it is to invade 
the domain of the State jurisdiction. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Undoubtedly it does. 

Mr. HALE. It raises a very serious question. I agree withthe 
Senator that the bill ought to go to some committee. 

Mr. HOAR. IL should like to observe, if I can have leave, that 
the Supreme Court of the United States, in a judgment ten or 
twelve years ago in the Manchester case, upheld the power of the 
several States to regulate the fisheries in their waters, not only 
between high and low water mark, but within bays and inlets, 
Now, whether this bill is in conflict with that decision requires 
some examination certainly. I do not think it ought to gothrough 
without an opportunity to examine it carefully. 

Mr. HALE. It goes a great deal further than that decision. 

Mr. HOAR. I say the decision upheld the right of the State, 
not of the United States. It is in conflict with that decision. 

Mr. HALE. This bill not only invades bays and inlets of salt 
water connected with the ocean, but assumes jurisdiction over the 
fresh waters of the several States. I know we proceed in Maine 
on the basis of the decision which the Senator from Massachusetts 
has referred to, and regulate our own fisheries, not only in the 
fresh water, but in the baysand armletsof the sea. I do not want 
sod a to pass until it is.thoroughly examined by some proper 

ibunal. 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill has a local application to the naviga- 
ble waters of the Mississippi, chiefly, and its tributaries, and does 
not extend to any waters where the State has jurisdiction over 
them. It is a very important bill to the people who dwell on the 
1 i River above St. Louis. These shells are gathered 

ere and 

Mr. HOAR. What does the Senator mean by saying that it 
does not extend to any place where a State has jurisdiction? 

Mr. ALLISON, It is not intended and it is not necessary to 
have it extend beyond the navigable waters of the United States. 


Mr. HOAR. IfI may be permitted one moment right there, as 
my friend from Maine is in the habit of saying, the jurisdiction 
of the State as excluding the national jurisdiction is not defined 
by the fact that the water is or is not navigable. The United 
States has for the purposes of international and interstate com- 
merce its jurisdiction over a river which may run in a State fora 
hundred miles and be not more than 50 rods wide at any point, 
though it be navigable by a steamer which from one State to 
another. But the jurisdiction of the United States for admiralty 
purpose exists there and the jurisdiction for all local pep 

longs to the State notwithstanding the river is navigable. 

Mr. TELLER. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. I was not discussing the law. I was endeav- 
oring to discuss the habitat of these little mollusks or shells. I 
am perfectly willing, as my colleague is, to allow the bill to go 
over, but Ido not want it to go over with the idea that it is not a 
bill of t importance to a very large section of the country and 
a very large industry. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is—— 

Mr. ALLISON. If the Senator will allow me just a moment, I 
will state that the entire management under the bill will be in 
the hands of the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries, and there 
is no part of the country, as far as I know, that will be injured. 
There is no ponpes to extend to the bays and inlets of the States 
er t relates wholly to fresh water. 

r. HALE. The bill is going over. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is going over. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill is on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator see to it that the bill is made 
local in its application? Then the objection that some of us have 
to it might perhaps disappear. 

Mr. N. It will be local in a sense. 

Mr. HALE. But the local needs are all under the law in the 
different States. All the local needs are in the hands of the States. 

Mr. ALLISON. There are ten States at least involved in this. 
The Senator knows very well that we quite largely introduced the 
fish hatchery business in these rivers, and itis a part of the system 
for the protection of these shells, : 
` Mr. HALE, It provides for forty States, and it ought not to 

0 


80. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well. The bill can be amended in its pro- 
visions. I understand that there are amendments reported by the 
Committee on Fisheries. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The bill extends to all fresh waters of the 
United States. Under it a boy could not go out into a pasture and 
pick a clam from a creek a foot wide. 

Mr. GEAR. I move that the bill be referred to the Committee 
on the Judiciary. 

only want to say incidentally that 5,000 oops in my State 

are engaged in manufacturing pearl buttons, and that they make 

arl buttons for the whole of the United States. They manfac- 
ure 100,000 gross a month. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa moves 
that the bill be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

The motion was agreed to, 

SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 

Mr. PENROSE. Task the President of the Senate to submit 
to the Senate Order of Business 168, resolution No. 107: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take hisseatin 
this body as a Senator from the State of Ivania. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, the 
Chair lays before the Senate the following resolution. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 

Resolved, That tho Hon. Matthew 8. Quay is not entitled to take his seat in 
this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator yield just a moment? 

Mr. ROSS. Certainly. 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, it was stated yesterday with 
much force that it was exceedingly important that the Senate 
should always be full in its membership, The end will not be 
accomplished if members elected are not present. When this 
body sits as a high court, I submit that the membership ought to 
be full on such an occasion, and I therefore suggest the absence 
of a quorum. 

AE PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
ro) 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Cockrell, e, Kean, 
Allison, Culberson, Galthger, Kenne 
Bacon, Cullom, Gear, Lindsay. 
Baker, Deboe, Hale. McBride, 
Bate, Depew, McComas, 
Burrows, Fairbanks, Hawley. McCumber, 
Butler, Foraker, Heitfeld, McMillan, 
Clay, Foster, Hoar, Martin. 
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Nelson, arles, Simon, Turley, 
Penrose, wlins, Stewart, Wetmore. 
Perkins, Ross, Taliaferro, 
Pettus, Scott, Teller, 

tchard, Shoup, Thurston, 


Mr. GALLINGER (when Mr. CHANDLER’s name was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. CHANDLER] is de- 
tained from the Senate by illness. 

Mr. ROSS (when Mr. Proctor’s name was called). My col- 
1 ae a PROCTOR] is confined to his house by sickness. 
Nt . KEAN. I desire to state that my colleague [Mr. SEWELL] 


is absent on public business, 
The PRESIDENT iA tempore. Forty-nine Senators have re- 
sponded to the roll call. Thereisaquorum present. The Senator 


from Vermont will proceed. 

Mr. ROSS. Mr. President, very soon after the appointment of 
Mr. Quay I received two telegrams from different newspapers in 
Pennsylvania inquiring whether I would vote toseathim. Ireplied 
that the question presented involved an interpretation of the Con- 
stitution which I desired to study, and that I also desired to listen 
to arguments upon the question before determining how I should 
vote. Accordingly, during the summer I made a careful exami- 
nation of the Constitution, have since listened attentively to the 
arguments before the committee and in the Senate, and have 
carefully read the reports of the committee. On reflection I have 
arrived at the conclusions which I now present. 

After March 3, 1899, Matthew S. Quay ceased to be the senior 
United States Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. The legis- 
lature of that State was then in session. It had been and con- 
tinued for some time thereafter, endeavoring to elect his suc- 
cessor. By its failure to elect on or before March 3, 1899, a 
vacancy then occurred in that State's representation in the United 
States Senate. The office existed, but there was no incumbent, 
The vacancy was then as complete and fully perfected as it ever 
could be. This vacancy arose while the legislature was in ses- 
sion, earnestly endeavoring to elect some one to fill the office. It 
adjourned without having done so, Immediately after its ad- 
journment the governor of the State undertook to supply tempo- 
rarily the vacancy by appointing Mr. Quay. a 

The question for determination is, Had the governor authority 
under the Constitution to make the appointment? No other ques- 
tion is involved nor can properly be considered, The question 
must be determined by the provisions of the Constitution. By 
that instrument the Senate is provided for, and the manner of 
electing and appointing Senators prescribed. Section 3 of Article 
I of the Constitution reads: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years. 

This is the general provision regarding the election of Senators, 
The Senators represent the States in the National Government. 
By this general provision the legislature of each State, as the rep- 
resentative body of its people, is empowered to elect the Senators, 
From this general provision it is the manifest intention of the 
sovereign people who framed and adopted the Constitution that 
the Senatorial representation of the State in the National Govern- 
ment shall be chosen by the legislature of each State whenever 
the legislature has an opportunity to make such election, 

The people presume that its representative, the legislative body 
of the State, will discharge its duty in this respect whenever it 
shall be in session and in a condition to act. But the people con- 
ceived that a vacancy might arise when the legislature of the 
State might not be in session and could not act. The temporary 
supplying of such, and only such, a vacancy, by executive appoint- 
ment, they provided for. Further in the section conferring this 
power upon the legislature of the State to choose the Senators of 
such State is this provision: 

And if vacancies happen by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of 
the legislature of nity tate, e executive thereof max make le ap- 
eee until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then the 
vacan j 

Mr. HOAR. To“ fill such vacancies.” 

Mr. ROSS. To “fill the vacancies.” 

Mr. PENROSE. The wording is, to “ fill such vacancies.” 

Mr. ROSS. Perhaps,theSenatorisright. Icopiedthe language, 
I thought, from the Constitution, From this language I do not 
understand that there is any power in an executive to fill any 
vacancy, but he can make a temporary appointment in a vacancy 
during the time limited. 

This is the entire provision conferring power upon the executive 
of the State to make temporary appointments in vacancies in the 
Senatorial representation of the State. 

Mr. HOAR. If my honorable friend will allow me, I would 
not for a mere verbal criticism alone interrupt him, but I have 
the Constitution here, and the word is ‘‘such;” and it seems to 
mea 555 argument depends upon that word. 

Mr. PENROSE. Not only is the word “such” used, but a very 
large part of the argument, as the Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. Hoar} says, hinges upon that word. If the Senator from 


Vermont has overlooked the significance of the word „such“ in 
this argument, he has omitted a very important part of the argu- 
ment upon the 1 

OSS. 


Mr. I do not think that the word “such” will cut any 
figure in my argument, for I do not think that it changes the pur- 
port of this provision at all. It is simply giving the legislature 
the power to fill the vacancy that the governor or the executive 
had temporarily supplied. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ROSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PENROSE. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator from 
Vermont if it interferes with the continuity of his remarks; but 
as some discussion has been raised upon this word ‘‘such,” and he 
maintains it has no significance whatever, I would ask him 
whether it is not open to the interpretation of restricting the leg- 
islature to the election of members of the Senate to such vacancies 
as the governor is permitted to appoint to? 

Mr. ROSS. That may be; but I do not think that has anything 
to do with the appomtiog power of the governor. 

Mr. PENROSE, I hope later on to show that it has a very im- 
portant connection with the appointing power of the governor. 

Mr. ROSS. It seems to me it is very clear that if the legisla- 
ture shall thereafter only fill such vacancies as the executive may 
appoint to, it does not at all enlarge the power of the executive to 


appoint. 

A Mr. PENROSE. No; but it leads us to this ridiculous conclu- 
sion, that if the governor of Pennsylvania has no right to fill this 
vacancy and the legislature has no right to elect for any other va- 
cancy except such vacancies as the governor may fill, it logically 
follows that the State of Pennsylvania must continue to be unrep- 
resented in this Senate by any possibility of election by the next 
legislature of the State. 

Mr. PETTUS. By the leave of the Senator from Vermont—— 

The PRESID pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. ROSS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. PETTUS, Mr. President, a great lawyer is talking to us, 
and I do hope he will be allowed to talk. 

Mr. PENROSE. I must apologize to the Senator from Ver- 
mont if I have interrupted him, but, before doing so, I express! 
asked him whether it would interfere with his remarks. "T think 
the interference of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. PETTUS] is 
entirely uncalled for. 

Mr. ROSS. I have no complaint to make of the Senator from 
Pennsylvania; but if he will possess his soul in patience for a little 
while, he will see that I cover to some extent the point heis raising, 

It is a rule of nearly universal application in construing an in- 
dependent provision of an instrument in writing, that unless the 
prerai contain inconsistent or contradictory clauses, each clause 

to be given its natural and ordinary meaning and force. This 
provision contains no inconsistent nor contradictory clauses, and 
each clause should be given its usual meaning. 

Each clause and part is expressed in language clear and easily 
understood, which carefully guards and limits the particular 
Bower of appointment therein conferred upon the executive. It 

oes not empower the executive to appoint in all vacancies, He 
can not appoint in a vacancy happening while the legislature is in 
session nor while it remains in session. It must bea vacancy hap- 
pening during the recess of the legislature.” ‘ Happen” means 
to occur or to come to „generally un ctedly. The clause 
during the recess of the legislature ” fixes the time when the hap- 
pening must occur. No power is conferred upon the executive to 
appointin any other vacancy. Then the appointment is to be 
temporary in duration, existing only “until the next meeting of 
the legislature, which shall then fill such vacancies.” 

The language conferring the power of appointment carefull 
and clearly limits its use and defines the conditions upon which 
the power of appointment shall be used; so that it may never en- 
croach upon the pemer power conferred upon the legislature to 
elect Senators. The occasion for the use of the power must arise 
by a vacancy happening during the recess of the legislature of the 
State. The appointment thus made can extend only until the 
next meeting of the legislature.” To make it doubly sure that 
the appointment shall then cease there is added which shall 
then fill such vacancies,” Taken together, these clauses not only 
limit the duration of the 8 to the next meeting of the 
legislature, but are careful to say that the executive ö 
if made, and power to appoint, have then exhausted themselves 
bose the power to fill vacancies thereafter rests with the legisla- 

ure. 

I can not well see how language could be used which could 
more plainly and clearly limit the executive’s power of appoint- 
ment. The appointment of Mr. Quay does not fall within this 
provision of the Constitution, which confers power upon the ex- 
ecutive of the State to make such appointments, 


1900. 
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Tho interpretation contended for by the minority report is that 
the word “ happen ” should be given the meaning of happen to 
exist.“ On this interpretation the clause would be made fo read. 
and if vacancies Pappen to exist by resignation or otherwise 
during the recess of the legislature of any State, the executive may 
make temporary appointments until the next meeting of the leg- 
islature, which shall then fill such vacancies.” Happen to ex- 
ist means no more and no less than exist.“ This makes the 
word “ happen” read “exist,” and entirely eliminates the force of 
the word happen“ from the clause. I know of no rule of con- 
struction which warrants such a change in such a sentence. 

Itis not supported by the claim made in the minority report 
that happen may be used so as to be progressive in its occur- 
rence and cover a considerable space of time. It instances the4th 
of July as happening on Sunday. In sucha case, by the expres- 
sion used, the happening is made progressive, and does not com- 
pletely occur until the end of the progression. In the case in- 
stanced, the 4th of July commenced happening on the supposed 
Sunday at the beginning of that day, and continued happening, 
or coincided with it, to the last minute of the supposed Sunday. 

The time of happening by the terms of the supposed case cov- 
ered twenty-four hours. This supposition can not be applicable 
to the proposition under consideration. In the matter under con- 
sideration the happening was instantaneous, and as fully accom- 
plished as ever, on the first minute of March 4, 1899. At that 
moment there happened as complete and as full a vacancy in the 
Senatorial representation of Pennsylvania as ever existed therein. 
All afterwards was a continuance of this complete and full vacancy 
in that office. The illustration does not help the contention, be- 
cause not analogous in principle. 

The attorney for Mr. Quay before the committee admitted that 
the language of this sentence should be given its plain, natural 
meaning, such as areasonable, intelligent person would place upon 
it. The Constitution was made by and for the guidance of such 
poin, Such meaning of happen,“ as there connected in its 

roadest sense, is occur or come into existince during the recess 
of the legislature.” Hecontended, and the report of the minority 
contends, that it should be given the meaning of happen to ex- 
ist,” because, as they assert, it was the intention of the framers of 
the Constitution that each State should always be fully repre- 
sented in the Senate, 

In my judgment, this begs the question at issue and is contrary 
to the fact. First, it isnot contended that the executive is author- 
ized to appoint in a vacancy while the legislature of the State is 
in session and has an opportunity to fillit. It is not claimed that 
the executive may appoint while the legislature is endeavoring to 
fill the vacancy, although its action is ineffective. For if the ex- 
ecutive should appoint and the legislature then in session should 
afterwards elect some one other than the executive's appo niee; a 
conflict would immediately be precipitated. This clearly was 
never intended. It was never intended that the power of the leg- 
islature to elect and the power of the executive to appoint, in the 
same vacancy, should exist or be exercised concurrently. 

Then, secondly, the power given to the executive to appoint is 
not mandatory, but permissive. It is not that he shall, but that he 
may appoint. It was stated when this provision was under con- 
sideration in the Constitutional Convention, in which the State of 
Pennsylvania was represented. that this power was made permis- 
sive because the vacancy might occur during the recess of the 
legislature, but so shortly before it would convene that the execu- 
tive might deem it unwise to exercise the power. 

Hence, to my mind, it is clear that the framers of the Constitu- 
tion did not by this provision intend to provide that each State 
should always be fully represented in the Senate, and it is unneces- 
sary to change happen,“ a word of well-known precise meaning, 
to “exist” in order to carry into effect the intention of the fram- 
ers of the Constitution. Again, if they intended that happen“ 
should mean exist,“ why did not they use exist?“ They were 
intelligent men, masters of the English language, and knew they 
were framing the Constitution to be adopted by the sovereign pan 
Be for guidance, according to their understanding of it. 0 

erate ould interpret this provision as they must have under- 
stood it. 

When framing the Constitution, the committee of detail re- 
ported to the Convention a provision reading: 

The Senate of the United States shall be chosen by the legislatures of the 
several States. Each legislature shall choose twomembers. Vacancies ma 
be supplied by the executive until the next meeting of the legislature. 
member s have one vote. 

It was assumed by the senior Senator from Massachusetts, in 
his remarks yesterday, that this language authorizes the execu- 
tive to supply all vacancies, whenever happening. until the next 
meeting of the legislature. The language is not ‘‘all vacancies,” 
but “vacancies,” or some vacancies. ut the election of Sen- 
ators, which includes their election to fill rather than to supply 
in vacancies, is given to the legislature, If the vacancy occurs 
while the legislature isin session, no one has yet contended that 
the legislature would not have the right and power to fill it. 


Hence a vacancy to be supplied by appointment by the executive 
cou!d exist only on condition that the legislature failed to dis- 
charge its duty, or failed to fill the vacancy. 

Those, therefore, who maintain this contention must assume 
still further that the makers of the Constitution assumed the fail- 
ure of the lezislature to elect and undertook to provide for it by 
this indefinite language, Ido not think that the phrase vacan- 
cies may be supplied by the executive” imports that all vacancies 
may be so supplied. This is evident from what subsequently 
transpired in the Convention. Mr. Madison objected to this lan- 
guage in regard to vacancies being supplied, because it did not 
recognize the right to refuse to accept or to decline the office im- 
Reet after the election and, on his motion, it was changed to 
read: 

Vacancies happening by refusal to accept, resignation, or otherwise ma 
be supplied by the legislature of the State in the representation of Shieh 
hie happen, or by the executive until the next meeting of the 

From this it is manifest thatthe expression “vacancies may be 
supplied by the executive” did not mean all vacancies. As left 
after the amendment by Mr. Madison, vacancies could be supplied 
by the legislature and by the executive. The legislature conld 
onl supply them by filling them. Unless it is assumed that the 
legislature would fail to discharge its duty in acting upon such 
vacancies, there could be no room for the executive to act upon 
the same vacancy. The legislature is first mentioned as having 
the power to supply vacancies, and it is to be 3 especially 
When the executive could by appointment only supply them until 
the next meeting of the legislature, to have the right to fill such 
vacancies as existed when the legislature was in session and capa- 
ble of acting. 

There is no intimation here, nor in any other portion of the pro- 
ceedings, that the Convention assumed that the legislature might 
not discharge its duty to elect, and for that reason power should 
be given to the executive to appoint if the legislature failed to 
supply the vacancy. This provision was then given to the com- 
masael on style, who reported it in its present form, which was 
adopted. 

if it. had been the intention of the Convention to provide for 
1 in a vacancy upon which the legislature had acted and 
failed, as is now contended, because there was urgent necessity 
that the Senate should be kept full, it would have made the power 
conferred upon the executive mandator , and so have compelled 
the making of the appointment. But they made no such provi- 
sion. It is therefore evident that the framers of the Constitution 
did not intend to give the executive pora to supply all vacan- 
cies, but only special power to supply those happening during the 
recess of the legislature. This limitation was carefully made. 
Whatever the Convention might haye intended should be given 
force no further than would reasonably be understood by the sov- 
ereign people who were to adopt it and whose rights were to be 
determined by it. 

The most that was intended by those who framed and adopted 
the Constitution was that each State should be given the right, 
through the speedy action of its agents 5 to supply 
vacancies, to have its reprenon tation in the te full. Itdi 
not attempt to provide for the neglect of the legislature to dis- 
charge its duty to the State when the vacancy occurred while that 
body was in session nor for the failure of the executive to exercise 
the permissive power to appoint to supply temporarily a vacancy 
happening during the recess of the legislature, Having conferred 
the power upon the legislature to fill a vacancy occurring while 
that y was in session and upon the executive to appoint tem- 
porarily in a vacancy happening during the recess of the legisla- 
ture, the Constitution has given the right and power to the agents 
and representatives of the State to keep its representation in the 
Senate full. 

It did not undertake to provide for the neglect or refusal of 
those agents to discharge their duty to the State. If its repre- 
sentation is not full through the neglect of either of these agents 
to discharge its duty to the State, the failure is not chargeable to 
the Constitution, butto the people of the State for having selected 
such agents as will not discharge their duty to them. 

The report of the minority covertly suggests that on this inter- 
pretation of the Constitution the legislature has no authority to 
fill vacancies, because it asserts it must elect for the full term of 
six years. Such can not be the proper interpretation of the en- 
tire provision of the Constitution in regard to electing and ap- 
pointing Senators. 

The first clause, in declaring that they shall be elected by the 
legislature, fixes the full term of a Senator at six yent, This is 
immediately followed by a provision classifying the terms of the 
Senators first elected by the legislatures into terms of two, four, 
and six years. This is followed by the provision authorizing the 
executive to appoint in vacancies happening during the recess of 
the legislature, and closes with the declaration that when the 
legislature next meets it shall fill the remainder of the vacancy 
not covered by the appointment of the executive. The executive 
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is on no conditions given power to fill a vacancy. A vacancy 
commencing at the beginning of a full term, if the legislature is 
then in session, is left to be filled by the legislature. 

Most certainly the legislature then in session could fill on that 
day a vacancy happening on March 4 for the full term of six years, 
So it can fill it any day thereafter while the legislature continues 
to be in session. The entire provision treats the filling of a vacancy 
which comes into existence from what cause soever at the begin- 
ning of a term, or at any time while the legislature is in session, as 
within the power of the legislature to fill. The attorney for Mr, 

y, before the committee, did not contend to the contrary. 

uming, as I think contrary to the fact, that the framers of the 
Constitution undertook to compel as far as possible full represen- 
tation of each State in the Senate at all times, the minority report, 
put in plain terms, makes the Constitution in this case read: 

Ifa vacancy arises at the beginning of a full term, through the failure of 
thelegislature then in session to have elected his successor, and such legisla- 
ture shall not thereafter while in session elect a successor, then the executive 
may appoint temporarily until the next meeting of the legislature. . 

This would be a most radical changein the language of the Con- 
stitution. It would create two agencies to supply the same va- 
cancy, and declare that if the first neglects its duty then the 
second may act. In my judgment, this is an unwarranted and 
dangerous attack upon the Constitution. When entered upon it 
e be difficult to stop. 

Suppose in such a case the executive should decline to exercise 
the permissive powes conferred upon him, the supporters of this 
contention might have to enlarge the scope of the word executive 
so as to include not only governor, but lieutenant-governor and 
other executive officers of the State, and hold that each in order 
has the right to appointif the higher ones neglect to use the power. 
Such an interpretation of the word executive would be as much 
warranted as the change of the meaning of happen“ to ‘‘ exist,” 
now contended for. The truth is, the framers of the Constitution 
did not attempt to compel a full representation of each State in 
the Senate, but contented themselves with giving authority to 
specified agents of the State, which, if speedily and fai ly 
used, as they would be under a duty to use it, gives the State the 
right to be fully represented at all times in the Senate. 

framers of the Constitution assumed that the authorized 
agents would discharge their duty to the State, and therefore 
made no provision for filling vacancies which remained unfilled 
by the fault of the agents of the State. They deemed such fault 
chargeable to the people of the State, that the people of the State 
thereby consented to go without full representation, and wisely 
did not undertake to provide for filling it inst such consent of 
the people of the State to have it remain unfilled. It is universal 
law that a principal can not complain of the action or nonaction 
of his agent. The act of the agent is the act of his principal. 

The interpretation of the Constitution contended for—and it is 
the foundation on which the report of the minority rests—ele- 
vates party spirit or allegiance to the caucus nominee and makes 
it dominate patriotism or allegiance to the State and nation. 

I can not believe that Washington and his associates in the Con- 
stitutional Convention had any such intention. Duty to the State 
and nation was the dominating spirit that ruled their action and 
led them to make conflicting views and interests of their separate 
States subservient to the supreme welfare of all the States cen- 
tered in the National Government which they were patriotically 
and earnestly struggling to bring into existence, No nation then 
existed. The interest of his State controlled the action of every 
member. Not for a moment did they allow party spirit to domi- 
nate their action nor intend to frame a National Constitution which 
would countenance the domination of such a spirit in the election 
and appointment of Senators. } 

The proposition that Washington and his associates in the Con- 
stitutional Convention, after having made it the duty of the legis- 
lature of the State—the body selected and empowered to enact its 
laws. elect more or less of its officers, guard its interests, determine 
and direct its policy—to fill vacancies in its Senatorial representa- 
tion occurring while in session, should assume that the legislature 
would for any cause neglect or fail to discharge that duty, and 
thereby create the necessity for giving power to another agency 
thereafter to supply tho same vacancy, is anomalous and somewhat 
startling. The proposition challenges the closest scrutiny, if ite 
statement does not furnish its absolute refutation. 

The learned and eloquent senior Senator from Massachusetts said 
that in the early days of the Senate, and I think the same can be 
said of the time when the Constitution was framed and adopted, 
it was supposed that the Senators would be nonpartisan. On this 
supposition how could they assume, forecast, and so undertake to 
provide for a failure of the legislature to elect when in session and 

iven an See tae elect? Such an assumption is a most vio- 

ent presumption. ere could arise no insurmountable barrier 
to the election of a nonpartisan Senator by any legislature. 

It may be safely asserted that in the history of the nation no 
legislature has failed to fill a vacancy existing when the legisla- 


ture was in session and in condition to. act when the failure was 
not occasioned by a desire to elect a particular partisan. Nor do 
I think that Senators have any right to assume that the makers of 
the Constitution forecast and were influenced by the changes in the 
statute law and in the domination of partisan spirit which have 
culminated in these later days. The fact that they understood 
that Senators were to be nonpartisan forbids such assumption. 
In interpreting a written instrument, if doubt arises concerning 
the meaning of particular words, the circumstances existing when 
they were used may be considered. But this rule does not allow 
the consideration of circumstances occurring from time to time 
for more than one hundred years thereafter. 

The members of the Convention had just passed through the 
Reyolutionary war and the days of the Republic under the Arti- 
cles of Confederation. These were all days when the State com- 
manded the allegiance of everybody. No fact has been cited, and 
I do not know that any exists, which shows that the action of the 
State was ever blocked by the failure to secure a majority in its 
legislature. The members of the Convention were lawyers, or con- 
versant with legal proceedings. They were aware that a majority 
was necessary to secure a verdict of a jury. But in hotly con- 
tested, intricate cases rarely was there a failure to secure a verdict. 

Questions of law, however intricate and perplexing, where the 
majority ruled, were always decided. I know of nothing in the 
circumstances nor experiences of the members of the Convention 
which would lead them to provide for action by the executive b 
temporary appointment in a vacancy in anticipation of the fail. 
ure of the legislature to discharge its duty to elect when an op- 
portunity was given, and there is nothing in the language the 
used for the election and appointment of Senators to show su 


a purpose, 

Those who would seat Mr. Quay support their contention that 
the word „happen“ should be given the meaning of the word 
“exist” by the construction which the Attorneys-General at vari- 
ous times have placed upon the power of the President to fill up 
all vacancies that may happen nang the recess of the Senate,” 
It is true that the Attorneys-General have given the word “hap- 
pen” in this clause of the Constitution the meaning of ‘‘exist,” 
as I think, unwarrantably. Attorney-General Wirt, who first 
passed upon this question, admits that it is against the plain and 
natural meaning of the word happen.“ He says: 

The doubt arises from the circumstance of its having first occurred during 
tho session of the Senate. But the expression used by the Constitution is 
“happen; “all vacancies that may happen during the recess of the Senate.“ 
The most natural sense of this term is “to chance, to fall out, to take place 
5 But the peed aire seems not perfectly clear. It may mean 
S pen to take place: that is, “to orignate," under which sense the Presi- 
dent would not have the power to fill the vacancy. It may mean also, with- 
out violence to the sense, happen to exist.“ under which sense the President 
would have the right to fill it by his temporary commission. Which of these 
two senses is to be preferred? The first seems to me most accordant to the 
2 809 of the Constitution; the second most accordant with its sense and 
sp’ 

It is manifest to me, if no necessity had existed, he would have 
given the natural meaning to the word“ happen.“ But he gave 
it the meaning of exist on the ground of necessity, arising either 
from the neglect of the President seasonably to nominate or from 
the fault of the Senate to act upon nominations which the Presi- 
dent had sent for theirconfirmation. If public exigencies required 
the office to be filled, I think it would have been safer to call the 
Senate together to finish the work which he had placed before it 
rather than to ask his Attorney-General to change in effect the 
language of the Constitution. 

The very fact that so many Presidents have so many times 
called upon Attorneys-General to construe this clause of the Con- 
stitution shows that the construction placed upon the word ha 
pen” by Mr, Wirt is unsatisfactory. Itis not strange that sub- 
sequent Attorneys-General followed the construction given by 
Mr. Wirt, when it had been acted upon by the President with the 
knowledge, if not with the acquiescence, of the Senate. The power 
of the President to fill vacancies occurring during the recess of the 
Senate is very different from that of the executive of a State. 

His power is general, and can infringe upon no other power of 
appointment, while that of the executive is particular, to be used 
only within prescribed limits. It did not involve the question of 
creating two agencies to supply the same vacancy. My judgment 
will not allow me to accept the construction of the Attorneys- 
General in regard to the President's power to fill vacancies which 
do not happen during the recess of the Senate, much less allow 
me, in the clause of the Constitution under consideration, to 
change the word Beng ren to exist.“ 

The interpretation L have given, I understand, has been the 


uniform, or nearly uniform, interpretation placed by the Senate 
ie the constitutional power of the executive of a State to sup- 
ply vacancies in its Senatorial delegation. In my judgment it is 
correct and should be adhered to. I do not understand that the 
question of policy is to be considered in construing these provisions 
of the Constitution, The language is precise and clear, and should 
receive its plain and undoubted import. If the language was of 
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doubtful import, the question of policy might be considered. 
Even if policy were to be considered, in my judgment, it only 
strengthens the interpretation I have placed upon these provisions. 

During the past year the legislatures of four States, dominated 
by party spirit, have failed to elect successors, and the States are 
unrepresented except by one Senator. In each of these States I 
have observed that the n charged that bribery and un- 
lawful influences were used one or more of the candidates for 
election. I know nothing and affirm nothing in regard to these 
charges, Conviction of bribery, by section 4, Article II, of the 
Constitution, disqualifies the convict from holding any civil office 
under the Government. Bribery of an elector is a disregard of 
and an attack upon the fundamental principles of our system of 
government. F . 

Although not convicted, one fairly shown to have been guilty, 
directly or indirectly, of bribery or the use of unlawful means to 
secure his election should not be seated as a Senator, whether 
strictly a civil officer or not. But what has transpired during the 
. contest of an election, and whether unlawful means were 
used, can better be determined by the people of the State in which 
the session of the legislature is held than here at the Capitol. If 
such charges are so well supported as to defeat an election, it is, 
in my judgment, much better policy not to have the State fully 
represented in this body than to have the vacancy supplied by the 
executive of the State, who is frequently the partisan of one of 
the candidates, and may be the. partisan of, and would appoint, 
that one charged with having used unlawful means. 

Very likely the executive might not believe the c He 
would not be in a state of mind either to examine into the truth 
of the charges or to determine Whether they were well founded 
or not. Again, giving the executive ine power to appoint when- 
eyer the legislature of the State fails to fill the vacancy holds out 
an inducement to the candidate who feels sure of the support of 
the executive, even when he knows that he can not be elected by 
the legislature, the real representative of the ple of the State, 
to do all he can to block an election by the 1 ture, feeling cer- 
tain, if no election is made by the legislature, he will secure the 
position for a time by . 

Other reasons might be urged against the enlargement of the 
power of the executive to supply vacancies by appointment which 
the legislature of the State has an 8 to fill. If the leg- 
islature will discharge its duty to the State, there will be no need 
of such enlargement of the power of the executive. If this 
body adheres to its holdings that the executive has no such power, 
there will exist, as I think there should, a strong inducement 
both for the Jegislature to discharge its duty and for the parao 
to call them together in extra session to discharge it when they 
adjourn without 1 filled the vacancy. The theory of the 
Constitution is that the legislature more fully represents the Air 
ple of the State than does the executive. No detriment has fallen 
upon the Republic under the holdings that have hitherto pre- 
vailed. I am quite sure there mightif the Senate should hold 
that the executive has the power contended for. 

From these views it is manifest that this entire provision of the 
Constitution means: 

First. That the legislature shall elect the Senators for the full 
term, and fill all vacancies which happen or exist when itis in 
session and capable of acting. 

Second. That it does not assume that the legislature will fail to 
discharge its duty nor attempt to make 3 for such failure, 
nor does it appoint two agencies to fill the same vacancy. 

Third. That the executive's power to make temporary appoint- 
ments is clearly confined to supplying for a limited time those 
vacancies which ha during the recess of the legislature and 
which the legislature has had no opportunity to fill. 

These closing sentences were written before I heard uttered on 
the floor of the Senate by two venerable Senators of long-contin- 
ued service the to me startling statement, in disparagement of 
the precedents in the action of the Senate on this constitutional 
question, that they were secured by Senators being ruled by par- 
tisan views, and not by an honest expression of their convictions 
of the meaning of this provision of the Constitution, I say this is 
to me a startling statement, for I know the eminent Senators 
would not utter it if they did not believe it to be true. 

It is startling to me, because I remember when I came herea 
little over a year ago with a commission from the governor of my 
State, appointing me temporarily to act in the vacancy ca 
by the death of that eminent Senator, Justin S. Morrill, the com- 
mission did not admit me to participatein the deliberations of the 
Senate. I could not be admitted to that great privilege until I 
had lifted up my right hand to my Maker and taken a solemn oath 
to support the Constitution of the United States, and had solemnly 
2 that I took the oath freely, without any mental reserva- 

ion. 

I remember, too, that in the fabric of our Government the oath is 
the only door to phar soe? in ĩts soverei gnty from the humblest 
voter to the President, from the private soldier to the highest gen- 
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eral, from the marine to the admiral, and that on this rock of the 
oath the structure reared by the fathersis supposed to stand firmly 
and securely; that by its honest, intelligent observance, the life, 


liberty, and property of everyone is secured, to the humblest and 
to the highest; that without such observance the life, liberty, and 
property of everyone is insecure; that the oath is the solid rock 
foundation upon which the fathers erected the fair temple of lib- 
erty which has enlightened the world for more than a hundred 
years; that when this solid foundation is removed, the temple, fair 
to behold, stands upon shifting sand, liable to wreckage by every 
political cyclone. 

I was, therefore, startled by these statements, and doubly con- 
firmed that no unnatural interpretation should be given to this 
provision of the Constitution which would open wider the door 
of entry into this highest legislative body of the world of partisan 
spirit and partisan measures. I should have not added these re- 
marks had it not been for these startling utterances. 

Holding these views, I should disregard the oath I have taken 
to support the Constitution if I should vote to seat Mr. Quay. 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from Vermont will permit me, 
I should like to interrogate him briefly on one point. 

The.PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ver- 
mont yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ROSS. Certainly. s 

Mr. PENROSE. The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], 
as well as I, started to inte te the Senator from Vermont, when 
the Senator from Alabama Mr. Perrus] suggested the proprie 
of his going through with his remarks uninterrupted, in which 
cheerfully acquiesce, 

The Senator from Vermont, in quoting the clause of the Consti- 
tution pertaining to the filling of vacancies, quoted it as follows: 

And if vacancies happen ig Dain eee or otherwise, during the recess of 
the legislature of any te, the executive thereof may make temporary ap- 
8 until the next meeting ot the legislature, Which shall then the 

Mr. ROSS. I will say that I afterwards—— 

Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from Vermont will permit me 
to continue for one moment I will complete my question, The 
Constitution as it actually reads is as follows: 

And if vacancies 2 by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of 
the legislature of any te, the executive thereof may make tem A 
pointments until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fil 
such vacancies, 

Now, I should like to ask the Senator whether, in his opinion, 
there is any difference in this connection between the word the” 
and the word “such?” 

Mr. ROSS. There may be a difference. I wish to explain that 
typewriting my speech the word such“ was changed to the“ 
out my noticingit. Afterwards twice where I quote the same 
expression I quote it properly. I think that such! is more forci- 
ble, a good deal, for the view I have taken than the other word, 
because it speaks of the legislature filling the very vacancies which 
the executive had temporarilysupplied. It speaks of them in that 
way. It does not speak of what happened before. I think that 
power 1s clearly implied from the general power to elect. 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to ask the Senatorone more ques- 
tion, and I shall be through. As almost every word in clauses 1 
and 2 of section 3 has been twisted in every ible way and 
subjected to every strain of interpretation, the difference between 
the word ‘‘the” and the word ‘‘such” could hardly be overlooked, 
and it immediately struck the Senator from Massachusetts and 
me. The importance of the word in the contention of those who 
advocate the validity of this executive appointment is this, that 
it apparently confines the legislature to the filling, when they 
convene, of such vacancies as the governor could appoint to. 
Therefore if the governor of Pennsylvania can not fill this present 
vacancy, howcan the legislature of Pennsylvania fill such vacancy 
when it meets? i 

Mr. ROSS. There is no power given to the executive to fill a 
vacancy at all. He may appoint temporarily. 

Mr. HOAR. Toa vacancy. 

Mr. PENROSE. Of course, I know it is a temporary e 
ment. I can not elaborate my question for the Senator. The very 
obscurity on this question upon the other side is confusing- tem- 
pee appointments by the executive and elections for terms or 

or the remainder of terms. But I would ask the Senator from 
Vermont how the next legislature of Pennsylvania can fill this 
vacancy when it is expressly restricted by the Constitution of the 
United States to filling such vacancies as those to which the exec- 
utive is authorized to make temporary appointments? 

Mr. ROSS. Ithink it is quite clear that the agency that is given 
the power to elect generally, and the only power to elect at all to 
fill a vacancy, can fill all vacancies whenever they occur. 

Mr. PENROSE. Iwould ask the Senator from Vermont whether 
that power is not given to the legislature in these words: 

Which shall then fill such vacancies. 

Mr. ROSS. That gives them the power to fill the vacancy that 
the executive has acted upon, and perhaps it was used for another 
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, to cut oft the right of the governor to fill at all, but to on that measure I desire to make a correction in the RECORD, 


pP 
show that the other should spring up. My contention is that it 
was never intended, if the legislature had the opportunity to fill 
it at the beginning—was in session—that the executive should have 
the power to appoint, because they did not forecast or attempt to 
provide for a second agency to act in the same vacancy. 
Mr. HOAR. It seems to me my honorable friend the Senator 
from Vermont does not still quite see the force of the contention 
of the Senator from Pennsylvania, The power which is given to 
the legislature to elect is, in terms, a power to elect for six years. 
There is no other power of election given. Then they go on to 
speak of vacancies, and they say that in the case of a vacancy 
which happens by death, resignation, or otherwise, the governor 
may appoint until the next session of the legislature, which shall 
then fill such vacancies. So the only general power given to the 
legislature is a power to elect for six years. 
e only power given to the legislature with regard to vacan- 
cies is to fill such vacancies as those to which the governor might 
appoint. Now, therefore, if the governor can not appoint to this 
vacancy, the legislature can never fill it. It can not fill it under 
the power to elect for six years, because part of the term has 
gone, and it can not fill it under this power, according. to the 
Senator from Vermont, because it is not such a vacancy as the 
governor ever could appoint to. 
Therefore it seems to me there is very grave importance in this 
phraseology, and it seems to me my honorable friend can hardly 
quote from the language of the Constitution fairly and say, But 
it was expected, of course, that the legislature would supply a 
vacancy; it should not be left vacant,” when at the same time 
he is refining and putting a strict construction upon the language 
of the Constitution by resorting to a difference between the case 
of filling a vacancy and the case of 9 to a vacancy, as if 
on this great question of having the Senate full the framers of the 
Constitution concerned themselves about that sort of refinement. 
Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator from Vermont permit me? 
Mr. ROSS. I can not answer two questions at the same time. 
Mr. PENROSE. I beg pardon. 
Mr. ROSS. I ought to have a little leeway. I think if the Sen- 
ator Ta Massachusetts had been present and listened to my 
Mr. HOAR. I did listen to a great part of it. Iwas obliged to 
be absent during the delivery of a portion of the speech. 
Mr. ROSS. the Senator would see just what the language 
was as left by Mr. Madison's amendment and how it was gotten 
into the present form, it ba yeaa the idea that they were left with 
the power to filla vacancy if they were in session when it occurred, 
at the beginning of aterm. It seems to me there can not be an 
doubt about it. They could certainly fill it on the very day it oc- 
curred—the very moment it occurred. 
. HOAR. By an election for six years? 
Mr. ROSS. Yes. And the Senator's contention that they are 
iven no power to elect except for six years is not sustained, 
use the very clause which follows this one fixing the term at 
six years divides the others into two years, four years, and six 
years, and the legislature has power to elect for the two years, 
the four years, and the six years. I see no trouble on that point. 
Where the legislature is the only power that can elect and can fill 
vacancies, they can fill all vacancies when they are in session and 
are capable of acting. That, to my mind, is very clear. I may not 
be able to make it clear to others. 
Mr. HOAR. I should simply like to repeat, if the Senator is 
through, that he overlooks the fact which has been called to the 
attention of the Senate and to his attention again and again. 
They did not leave the question of the legislative power to fill 
vacancies to be inferred from the general power to elect. 
Mr. ROSS. That is your contention. My contention is the 
other way. I have written out just what I have to say on that 


subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Then we agree to that. They did not leave the 
definition of the vacancy which the legislature might fill to be 
inferred from the general power of election, or appointment, or 
choosing, but they prescribed what vacancies en might 
fill. The legislature may elect for six years. Of course, the 
classes of two years, and four years, and six years at the beginning 
were provided for in a special provision. The legislature may 
elect for six years. Now, vacancies. The governor may 1 
until the next meeting of the legislature, which shall then fill such 
vacancies as the governor might appoint to, and no other. That 
is the contention, in substance, 1 submit to the Senate. 

Mr. ROSS. If the legislature is in session when a vacancy oc- 
cursand striving to fill it and does fill it, there is no force to the 
words that the executive by appointment may supply those va- 
cancies that occur during the recess of the legis 
me, on your contention, 


CORRECTION OF THE RECORD—GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I desire to discuss very briefly 
the conference report on the financial bill, but before proceeding 


ature, it seems to 


Yesterday when speaking on the Puerto Rican bill I said: 


Iam one of those who believe that Con; has ve! and extensive 
powere in dealing with these new I hayes so held from the be- 


I said: 

Tam not disposed to change my mind. 

The RECORD makes me say that I am disposed to change my 
mind. I do not think there is any particular discredit in a man’s 
changing his mind, but I should feel on this occasion that it 
would be very remarkable if I should change my mind on it. 

Mr. President, in 1860 I spent a good part of the summer dis- 
cussing political questions, and this was one of those then dis- 
cussed, and it was very thoroughly discussed. We as Republicans 
supporters of Mr. Lincoln, claimed that the Constitution did not 
go into the Territories. That was Mr. Lincoin's position. That 
was everybody's position in those days except those who wanted 
to force slavery into the Territories. Now, from that time to this 
I have had very positive views on that subject, and in the last 
two years I have given a great deal of care and attention toit. I 
do not want to go down in history as having changed my mind, 
and therefore I make this correction. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to 
maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes, 

Mr. TELLER addressed the Senate. After having spoken for 
twenty minutes, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
Senator from Colorado will suspend a moment. The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, it is the duty of the Chair to lay before the 
Senate the unfinished business. 

Mr. TELLER. The understanding was that the unfinished busi- 
ness—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. One moment. The Chair will 
simply have it announced. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 
pu č 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the unanimous agreement 
already made, as the Chair was informed by the President pro 
tempore, this bill will be temporarily laid aside in order that the 
Senator from Colorado may conclude his remarks. 

1 Mr. TELLER resumed his speech, and at the expiration of one 
our, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Under the unanimous-consent 
roenan the Chair lays before the Senate the pension appropria- 

on bill, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to discuss very briefly this 
final act of the Senate in connection with the financial bill. Iam 
notgoing into any academic discussion or any extended considera- 
tion of it. I desire, however, to look a little into each provision 
of the conference report, which, with some changes, is the bill we 
passed through the Senate. By section 1 it is made the duty of 
the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain the parity between all 
forms of money issued or coined by the United States, and it leaves 
it to the discretion of the Secretary to determine what is necessary 
to accomplish that purpose. It is to be maintained at a parity of 
value with this standard; that is, with the gold standard. 

That puts into the hands of the Secretary a power which I 
think it is very dangerous to give to any one man. It is not sim- 

ly a power to exchange a silver dollar for a gold dollar or a gold 

N for a silver dollar or paper for gold. It is to maintain the 
parity in any Tea which in his judgment it shall be necessary 
to maintain it. he thinks it is necessary to issue bonds, he can 
issue them. If it is necessary to buy gold, he can buy gold. The 
power is lodged with him, under this provision, to employ any 
method that he sees fit to maintain the parity. 

I only need to say that such a power ought never to be given to 
the Executive. Before I conclude I will speak a little more at 
length in reference to unrestricted power in executive officers, 

The second section, providing that the United States notes and 
Treasury notes shall be redeemed-in gold, is practically the Senate 

rovision, but this makes every dollar of paper money, every dol- 
ar of silver money, that is in circulation a drain upon the gold 
reserve, which is fixed at $150,000,000, as we know. There are 
also some other features of the bill that I want barely to touch on. 

Heretofore $100,000,000 of gold reserve for the redemption of 
any and all Government money to be redeemed has been ample to 
meet all the demands made for redemption. But now thisamount 
is raised to $150,000,000. I do not understand why this change is 
made, There has been no trouble with the reserve of one hundred 
million. At no time has it been below $52,000,000, as I recollect. 
Now, however, this reserve is neyer to be allowed to fall below 


ons. 
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$150,000,000, because as soon as it is depleted it is to be replenished, 
The result will be that there will be at all times $150,000,000 of our 
circulation he!d in this reserve that will not do money duty in the 
sense that we understand circulation does money duty. Ifa mil- 
lion dollars is redeemed a million dollars must be put back into 
the reserve fund at once. 

Now, Mr. President, it is not provided that there shall be a re- 
instatement, so far as necessary or required, of this reserve as 
rapidly as it is depleted, but there is an imperative order that 
whatever amount is taken must be replaced; if a million is taken 
out, a million must be epee and therefore there will be $149,- 
000,000 of the sum absolutely there without any benefit to the 
country whatever. If less than a million is taken out, a less sum 
must be put in; as taken out day by day, so day by day it must 
be restored, keeping the total to the full amount of $150,000,000. 

The bill provides that the notes redeemed must be exchanged 
for any gold coin in the Treasury. They must be exchanged if it 
takes every dollar of gold coin out of the Treasury. Of course 
this is practically all the Government needs gold coin for, and I 
do not know that that provision is especially objectionable. 


Second, by accepting from the public gold for such redeemed | 


notes. This provision, I think, may be absolutely disregarded 
and considered as a nullity. There is little probability that the 
holders of gold will desire an exchange for notes—certainly not 
unless the paper money of the country becomes scarce in the gen- 
eral circulation. 

Third, by procuring gold coin by the use of the notes, Those 
two are 8 the same. If one fails, the other will fail. 
Both will probably fail in practice. The people will not take 
their gold to the Treasury and exchange it for currency, as a gen- 
eral rule. They can do that by taking it to the banks; aud the 
banks will not make the exchange, because there is no advantage 
to them in doing it that I can see. 

The third clause is to enable the Secretary, under section 3700 of 
the Revised Statutes, to buy gold. He is to exchange the notes for 
gold. That is a little different from what the original section was 
and a little different from what the House section was, but it 
practically means the same thing. 

THE BOND PROVISION. 

Now, when the Secretary has failed to get gold under these 
methods, no matter how little effort he has made, then comes the 
question of the issue of bonds, which is after all the most vicious 
feature of this partof the bill. Having established the gold stand- 
ard, it was thought necessary that the Treasury should have power 
to borrow money at all times without limitation in order to main- 
tain it. 

Mr. President, I have said before that I believe that the power 
to issue bonds must be exercised. I do not believe the gold stand- 
ard is of sufficient value to justify the extension of the public debt; 
but I do not believe it can be maintained without it. As I said 
the other day, every nation that has attempted to maintain the 
gold standard has had to resort to extra measures and efforts to 
maintain it. Great Britain, as we know, ruined the best part of 
her population in the effort, She had 170,000 men who lived in 
their own homes, who owned their own land, who educated their 
sons at the English colleges, who fitted them for the discharge of 
the very highest duties of citizenship either at home or abroad. 
When she had got through with that effort, inside of twenty-five 
years, she had reduced her 170,000 independent landholders and 
yeomanry to 30,000. She paid a price for the gold standard infi- 

. nitely greater than ought to have been paid; and but for the fact 
that a greatly increased output of gold came in 1848 and subse- 
quently, a still greater sacrifice would have been necessary. If the 
production of gold after 1848 had been no greater than it was from 
1809 to 1848, in my judgment the British Government would not 
have been the power it is to-day. 

Under this I predict that we shall continue the national 
debt, increasing it 5 year by year, and that no man now 
living will see it paid. I do not su poe the people who favor this 
bill ever want to see the national debt paid. It was the policy of 
the Republican party for many years to payit. We have paid a 
thousand eight hundred million dollars in less time than any gov- 
ernment in the world had ever paid a fourth part of that sum. 
This payment was made under Republican administration, with 
a steady determination at that time to get rid of the entire debt. 
But there has been no effort made in the last twelve years by any 
political organization to discharge the public debt. There will be 
no more such effort, in my opinion, under a Republican Adminis- 
tration, If the Republican party is again successful in 1900; you 
will see the public debt increased and not decreased, and this bill 
is ex industria for that particular purpose, There is no limit to 
the possible extension of the debt, and it is intended there shall 
be no limit to it, 

NOTES REDEEMED. e 

Mr. President, there is a provision in this bill that I should like 
to have explained. I should like to understand it. These notes 
which are redeemed and come into the Treasury, they say, may be 


used, first, in exchange for gold; second, for the purchase of 
bonds; third, for any other lawful purpose; but they shall not be 
used to meet a deficiency in the current revenue. 

That is a very remarkable and curious statement. I tried the 
other a get some 5 from the member of the com- 
mittee who addressed us, but without any success. Now I want to 
know from some member of the committee present—I see only one 
here—what that means. 

If there is a deficiency in the revenue and TON have these notes 
that have been redeemed in exchange for gold in the general fund, 
which the law authorizes to use for certain , why not use 
them to pay. the current expenses? Will the Senator from Iowa 
tell me? ill any Senator who defends this gold standard propo- 
sition and this particular report of the Committee on Finance and 
this conference report tell me, with the notes lying in the Treas- 
ury, with $150,000,000 of gold in the reserve fund, why we are to 
go out and borrow money? In my judgment that is another un- 
wise discretion given to the Secretary of the Treasury by which 
he may increase the public debt in time of peace with money in 
the Treasury, just as was done under the late Administration of 
Mr. Cleveland. 

Mr. ALLISON, Does the Senator want an answer? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; if the Senator wants to give one. 

Mr. ALLISON. The phraseology of the paragraph now under 
discussion by the Senator from Colorado is, I think, perfectly 
pam, nor do I think there can be any great harm resulting from 

t. One of the complaints—and I think the Senator from Colo- 
rado indulged somewhat in the bed deena Was that under our 
ie there would be a continuation of what is called the endless 
chain.” 

Mr. TELLER, There will be, beyond question, 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, it was the purpose of this provision that 
if a time should arrive when there was a deficiency in the Treas- 


ury—— 

Mr. TELLER. You do not say so. You say a deficiency in the 
revenue. There may be plenty of money in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON, Very well, current reyenues—that is to say, if 
our expenditures are greater than our current revenues, then we 
propose that this fund shall not be used for the purpose of being 
paid to meet those current expenditures. That is a restriction, 
and it is the only restriction there is in the continued use of this 
currency which is to be taken out of the reserve. 

Now, as long as we keep these greenbacks in circulation and 
also keep them at par or convertible into gold coin, so long must 
such machinery be used as to actually keep them in circulation, 
We provide that they may be used, after being exchanged, in the 
reserve, We provide that they may be used for every other pur- 
pose except meeting a deficiency. The Senator criticises that lan- 
guage, but that is the general understanding. The reason for 
that is that as the conference report reads and as the Senate bill 
rt Peta provided before reaching the conference if there are 
deficiencies in the revenues, those deficiencies shall be met either 
by increasing the revenue Parona taxation or by diminishing ex- 
penditures, because there are always two elements when a defi- 
ciency is created. We may make extraordinary expenditures or 
we may impose too little taxation. : 

The object was to keep the fiscal side, if you please, the revenue 
and expenditure side, away from this currency side by this bill, 
because, after all, the United States, under the bill and under exist- 
ing conditions, is practically a bank of issue, and it must have 
reserves for the purposes of redeeming its issues. We did not 
intend—it was not the purpose of either the Senate amendment or 
of this bill—to mingle the revenues and expenditures with the 
currency side of the Government, the bank issue. As the bill 
stands now, it stands, so far as the issues are concerned, substan- 
tially in the relation of the Bank of England, because we have 
$346,000,000 and $90,000,000, whatever is the sum of Government 
money out, with a reserve behind it. Then we have as much 
Government paper out in the form of gold certificates as we have 
gold behind it. So it was intended to separate these two elements 
in such a way as that they could not be mingled as they were dur- 
ing the porian of President Cleveland's Administration. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I haye heard the Senator, and he is talk- 
ing about a thing that does not exist. These notes are not taken 
from the reserve. They do not belong in the reserve. They are 
the notes that are in the general fund. 

Mr. ALLISON. Let me see whether I do not know what I am 


talking about. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not say the Senator did not know what he 
was eg TE) ahoni, I said he was talking of what did not exist. 

Mr. ALLISON. Now, what are these notes that are thus cribbed, 
if I may use that expression? 

Mr. TELLER. Yes; that is a good term. 

Mr. ALLISON. 


5 What are these notes that are confined? They 
are the notes that have been taken right out of the reserve. f 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. For which gold has gone in, They take the 
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ce of gold that has just gone into the reserve. They are in the 

ry. e ure capable of being used, and will be used, 

ought to be , for every purpose except to meet current expen- 

ditures when there is a deficit in the revenue. Now,that is all 

there is of that. It is a perfectly harmless procedure, in my judg- 

ment, because I can not conceive of a situation when this power 
will ever be used. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, it is not an answer to an objec- 
tion to a vicious principle that it will not be used. 

Mr. ALLISON. No; I agree to that. 

Mr, TELLER. The Senator agrees to that, So I will not 
spend any time on it. Now, let us see what the language of the 
billis. After they have sold the bonds and got coin, these bonds 
are first to be sold for coin: 

And the gold coin received from the sale of said bonds shall first be cov- 
ered into the general fund of the Treasury and then exchanged, in the man- 
ner hereinbefore provided, for an equal amount of the notes redeemed and 
held for exchange. 

Now, then, Mr. President, the notes have gone into the general 
fund, have they not? And they are there, are they not? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes, after they are exchanged. 

Mr. TELLER. They must be earmarked then so that they can 
be kept separate. There is no provision of the kind; but there will 
be no trouble. The Secretary will earmark them, and he will 
have a separate box for them, and he will lock them up, and he 
Will say there are no bonds to be purchased, and that he does not 
need them, perhaps, for the ordinary lawful purposes; and there 
they will be locked up. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Why do you say fhat they will be kept in a 
box? Certainly the fifty millions that he has just disposed of will 
be redeemable. 

Mr. TELLER, Fora year they will not be redeemable. 

Mr. ALLISON. They will not be redeemable for a year, and 
the purchase may be made in that time. 


PREMIUM ON BONDS. 


Mr. TELLER, He may pay a premium for them, 

Mr. ALLISON. Possibly they might go to a sma 
but not very likely. 

Mr. TELLER. A small premium! The bonds that are pro- 
vided for in this bill are being sold now at 6 per cent premium be- 
fore they are issued. Weare toissue them at par, and they are 
being sold on the markets of New York and the world to-day for 
6 per cent more than the Government is going to exchange them 
for. I meant to speak about this fact later, but I will speak of it 
cay. 5 now. 

. ALLISON, Of course that is speculative entirely. 

Mr. TELLER. Speculative! Then it shows that we ought to 
have made some other arrangement about this exchange. We 
can sell these bonds for 6 per cent jum. Why should we ex- 
change them? That is what I wantto know. Iam a little out of 
order in coming to speak of the bonds, but as we have struck that 
point we might just as well consider it now. 

Mr. "ALLISON. Ido not know whether these bonds are being 
sold at 6 per cent au I can not conceive of any greatreason 
why a 2 per cent bond would sell at 6 per cent premium unless in 
small parcels for some special pu They havel not yet been 
issued, and they must be exchanged on a less basis than that. 

Mr, TELLER. The public press tells us that men sold them in 
New York for 6 per cent. Some of them said they would not sell 
any under 7. Night before last a distinguished business man of 
New York, with large enterprises and a great deal of wealth and 
a great deal of energy and industry, with whom I have been ac- 
quainted for many years, called at my rooms and told me that the 
bonds were 5 in New York at 6 per cent now, the men 
who will get the ds and are going to exchange them making 
contracts to deliver them. It is o the man who owns the 
bonds and is going to exchange them for new bonds who can sell 
them for future delivery. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, is it nota fact that all these 
bonds can be placed in the Peger Are the United States, their 
face paid out to the owner of the bonds in money, and thereby they 
would have the full face of the bonds in cash to do business with, 


bly. 
premium, 


and then draw 2 per cent interest out of the Treasury of the United 
States w the bonds, the 2 per cent being a clear bonus? 
Mr. TELLER. Les; Iwill come to that after awhile. Mr. Pres- 


ident, these are valuable bonds. I stated the other day that if I 
could haye the power of issuing all the panar money needed in 
this country I would not take the best gold mines as a gift, nor do 
I know that I would want them all. It is a vast fortune to the 
men who can issue the money of this country, as I shall show be- 
fore I get through. 

But I want those interested to know a little more about this 
measure. Let me go back to the bill. 
tary of the Treasury may, in his discretion, use said notes in ex- 
change for gold, or to purchase or redeem any bonds of the United States, or 
for any other lawful purpose the public interests may require. 


Now, he is not obliged to do that. It is any “lawful purpose 


the public interests may require.” The whole matter is discre- 
tionary with the Secretary from the very wording. It would be 
so if the bill did not say it is discretionary. The Secretary deter- 
mines whether it is a lawful purpose, and he would have to de- 
termine when he could buy bonds, 

Mr. President, in my judgment that is another provision, first, 
for locking up the notes, and second, if there is a deficiency in 
the revenue, for issuing bonds, When there is a deficiency, the 
people who haye paper money will go to the Treasury for their 

old and deplete the Treasury; and the very moment the Treasury 
is depleted of a million dollars or $10,000,000, the authority is 
given to the Secretary to issue bonds, and there is no restriction 
upon the amount of bonds that he may issue. Ex industria they 
have left this thing to him not to issue bonds equal to the amount 
of the deficiency in the reserve, but to issue whatever. in his 
judgment, may be necessary to maintain that reserve. Who is 
to question his discretion and his judgment? 

Mr. ALLISON. Does the Senator think that there is any pro- 
vision there authorizing him to issue bonds to meet deficiencies? 

Mr. TELLER. Not in that; no, Mr. President 

Mr. ALLISON. Then, how can he issue bonds to meet defi- 


‘ciencies? 


Mr. TELLER. But when there is a deficiency with these notes 
in the coffers of the Government, then it is not difficult for a few 
men to get together fifteen or twenty million dollars in these days to 
go to the Treasury and draw out the gold with theirgreenbacks, and 
practically every national note is to be payable in gold after this 

“<P ie because the greenback and the national note are exchange- 
able. 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; the notes are redeemable. 

Mr. TELLER. The notes are redeemable in greenbacks and 
the greenbacks are redeemable in gold, so that the notes are ree 
tically redeemable in gold, They are a demand upon the gold in 


e Treasury. 

Now, Mr. President, they can create a condition of things that 
will set this statute in operation, and then bonds will be issued 
again, not to pay the deficiency, but to replenish the reserve. If 
it does not mean that, it does not mean anything. It is an awk- 
ward, vicious way of legislating, if it means only what the Senator 
says it means, 

GOLD CERTIFICATES. 


There is another provision here that I do not understand. The 
Senator from Rhode Island the other day made a little attempt to 
explain it, but he did not succeed. It is provided that ‘‘ the issue 
of gold certificates shall cease when the redemption fund shall fall 
and remain below 8100, 000, 000.“ 

How long must it remain below to justify the suspension of such 
issue? That is discretionary, is it not, with him, or is it a man- 
date? What does the Senator understand about that? It isin 
section 5, I think. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, It is section 2, on page 22, of the confer- 
ence report: 

And the amount of such gold coin and bullion in said fund shall at any time 
fall below $100,000,000, then it shall be his duty to restore the same to the maxi- 


eee of 000,000 by borrowing money on the credit of the United 
a 


Mr, TELLER. That is not the one I was intending to consider, 
Mr, ALLISON, Gold certificates; that is section 6, page 25. 
Mr. TELLER. Oh, yes; that is it. I have not the I haye 
been using. Imislaidit. I had it marked so that I could turn to 
it readily. 
nd provided further, That Whenever and so 1 as the aggregate amo 
of Ute ae ee and silver certificates in 8 fund of oon eared 


ury shall exceed $60,000,000 the Secretary of the Treasury may, in his discre- 
— suspend the issue of the certificates herein provided tore 


Now, Mr. President, I do not want to be hypercritical about 
this; I do not want to be unfair about it; but I want to know 
what danger is threatening the business of the country that will 
require us to change our financial system. Wearereceiving gold 
and issuing certificates. The certificates are circulating as money. 
There is not any question about that. I do not want to call on 
the Senator for anything that he is unwilling to answer, but Ican 
myself conceive of no reason for it. I should like to know what 
it is. 

Mr. ALLISON. The reason is given, and I may say it is the 
suggestion made by the Treasury Department, that when there 
are in the Treasury United States notes and silver certificates to 
the amount of $60,000,000, if anybody wanted currency for gold 
he could step in and either get the greenbacks or the silver certifi- 
cates, which we suppose will be kept at a parity with gold with- 
out using the other power of issuing absolute gold certificates. 
Of course, this can only be exercised when there is this amount 
of either United States notes or silver certificates in the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. That condition exists a good deal of the time. 

Mr. ALLISON. Not very often. 

Mr. TELLER. Thatis the aggregate. Itis not sixty millions 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2511 


of greenbacks and then some of silver certificates. It is not un- 
usual for us to have sixty or seventy millions of greenbacks on 
hand. We have been having that amount frequently for years. 
Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator that if he will exam- 
ine the statement—I merely venture an opinion upon the sub- 
ject—he will find that for a year and a half we have not had in 
the Treasury sixty millions of greenbacks or silver certificates at 


any one time. 

Mr. TELLER. We have not had that amount of silver certifi- 
cates, I know. 

Mr. ALLISON. We have had more than we have of green- 


backs. 

Mr. TELLER. A year and a half or two years ago we had a 
very large amount of greenbacks tied up. It was the policy of 
the Government at that time to fie them up, and certainly during 
the last Administration it was decidedly the policy to keep them 
in the Treasury. 

Mr. ALLISON, 
bill to do so. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not know that there is anything very seri- 
ous about it; but I do not know what the provision means, and I 
can not understand what its purpose is. hen the Senator says 
the statement came from the Treasury Department, I am still 
more suspicious about it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I knew the Senator would be, and I am rather 
sorry I mentioned that, but it seemed to the committee to be a 
reasonable situation. When a man went to the Treasury with a 
million dollars in gold and said I want you to keep this gold for 
me and to issue a certificate for it,” I think it would be very nat- 
ural for the Secretary of the Treasury to say, “I will give youa 
million dollars in greenbacks for it;” and certainly the man could 
not object to taking the greenbacks, when he could step around, 
if he wanted gold coin, and go to the reserve and getit. There- 
fore it seemed that the Secretary, in his discretion—because that 
is all there is of it: itis not an obligatory power—may a the 
issue of gold certificates in order to get out the greenbacks and to 

t out the silver certificates. It seemed to me, being interested 

the circulation both of greenbacks and silver certificates, par- 
ticularly silver certificates, that it was a very good provision to 
insert. It may be a mistake, but I do not think so. It will do no 
serious harm in any way, because the matter is left in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary of the Treasury. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, unlimited discretion given to an 
executive officer is a mistake, unless it be in extreme cases. 
think the less discretion that is given to a public officer the better 
itis. His duties should be legally defined, and he should be kept 
within the prescribed limits. He ought not to legislate; but he is 
practically allowed to do so when matters are left to his discre- 
tion; that is, he may create conditions which ought to be created 
only by the latein department of the Government, I thinkit 
is objectionable to allow him under any pretense to suspend the 
issue of gold certificates. 

I want to say to the Senator that there has been no particular 
trouble about the circulation of silver certificates, 

Mr. ALLISON. None at all. 

Mr. TELLER.. They circulate without any difficulty all over 
this country, and all over the world, for that matter. 

Mr. ALLISON. I wanttosupplement what the Senator is say- 
ing by stating that I think there can be no difficulty about it. 

Mr. TELLER. There never has been any di ty, and thers- 
fore we assume there will not be any. 

Mr. ALLISON, That is right. 

Mr. TELLER, Iwant to say a few words about the bank busi- 
ness, and then I am going to enter my objection against some pro- 
visions of the bill and yield the floor, as there is a special order 
at 3 o'clock. I perhaps have said as much as I ought to have said 
on the guston, and we would have been just as far along if I had 
not said anything. Irecognized when I got up to make my first 
remarks on this bill that anything I said might as well have been 
said to the winds on the mountain tops as to address my remarks 
to the Senate, so far as the fate of the pending bill is concerned. 
I knew it was a foregone conclusion that this bill was to pass; I 
wie gave the reasons why I knew this, and so I shall not repeat 

em now. 


it certainly can not be the policy under this 


EFFECT ON BANKING. 

Mr. President, we are now entering upon a new banking sys- 
tem. There was no propriety and no reason in the world why 
this reexchange of bonds should be provided for at this time and 
in this bill. These bonds will not be due for some seven or eight 
years. Nobody has wanted his money for them. There is nota 
man living who does not know that when the bonds are due it 
will be the greatest affliction that could possibly happen to their 
holders to have them paid in cash. So if it should occur that the 
bonds become due at a time when we are not prepared to pay 
them, there would be no trouble in exchanging them for obee 
bonds. If we want to do so, we can pay existing bonds off with 
new bonds when they are due or sell new bonds and pay the old 
ones. 


ee i what I said before, that the holders of these bonds are 
y expecting to get new bonds forthe old ones and their cash 
premium of $88,000,000, and then sell the new bonds, if they want 
to get cash for them, at a premium of 6 per cent. Prophecies go 
for almost nothing in these days, but I venture to say the bonds 
will be at a higher premium than 6 per cent all the time. Why 
should the bonds bring a premium of 6 per cent? They are bonds 
upon which the holder can go to the Treasury and get the full 
amount in cash, and he will get his hundred cents on the dollar. 
He draws his 2 per cent upon them. He pays but a small tax upon 
the bills and he pays no tax upon the bonds. The national banks 
under the former system paid one-half of 1 per cent half yearly 
upon their circulation, or 1 per cent per annum, one-fourth of 1 
cent half yearly, upon their deposits, a like amount on their capital 
stock, deducting amount invested in United States bonds. 

If I understand this bill, each national bank will pay one-fourth 
of 1 per cent each half year upon the average amount of such 
of its notes in circulation as are based upon the deposit of the 2 
per cent bonds, Does the bank pay anything upon its capital? 

Mr. ALLISON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. TELLER. Ido not know whether it does or not, and that 
is what I wanted to know. I am not saying it does not, for I do 
not know. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I will say to the Senator this is 
simply a substitution for the tax on circulation in the present law. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not intended to interfere with the other? 

Mr. ALLISON, Certainly not. 

Mr. TELLER. I accept the Senator's statement. I did not 
know whether it was or not. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. It was only intended as a substi- 
tution for the tax on circulation. 

Mr. TELLER. That is a large reduction over this tax anyhow. 
That is a great advantage to the bank. 


BANK CONTROL, 


Mr. President, there is another provision in the bill to which I 
desire to call attention. As the present statute is and has been 
for many years, it was found necessary in dealing with the banks 
that when a bank decreased its circulation and brought its notes 
to the Treasury and took ont bonds or left them, as it might, it 
could not increase its circulation again for six months. That was 
for the purpose of preventing the banks of this country from put- 
ting their notes into the Treasury, contracting the currency, and 
then, perhaps in a month from that time, reissuing an equal 
amount, and thus keeping the currency in fluctuation. That law 
is repealed, and the banks hereafter will be allowed tosimply turn 
in just so much money as they choose to do; and when they wish 
to create a fallin prices or when they wish to coerce the Senate 
and the House of Representatives, as they have done—I have a 
very distinct recollection of their coercing this body or trying to 
do so—when they want to do that, they will simply go to the 
Treasury with their notes, leave them there, and when the condi- 
tion which they want to create has been created, they will with- 
draw their notes again, and thus we shall have contraction and 
expansion, and that, I suppose, is upon the theory that we are to 
have an elastic currency. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I am trying to get information. 
That is what I am after, for I want it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will do the best I can to explain what is in 
the bill and what is not in it. If the Senator examine that 
clause critically, he will find that that portion of the act of 1882 
which prohibited banks from withdrawing their circulation is still 
in force, so that the whole aggregate of national banks can notin 
any one month withdraw more than $3,000,000. 

Mr. TELLER. I am aware of that, but they can repeat the 
withdrawal for several months and then reissue the total contrac- 
tion of months in one day. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Now, I do not see how the banks 
can create a very great panic or a contraction of the currency if 
by law they can only withdraw $3,000,000 in any one month. So 
the committee thought it was perfectly safe to leave that provision 
stand and that there would no objection to it on the ground 
that there might be under it a contraction or expansion of the 
9 

Mr. TELLER. I expected the Senator to make that answer. I 
examined that statute and compared it with this, and I knew that 
Was the fact. That is one of the steps being taken now. The next 
step will be when the next bank bill comes here. The whole of 
the tax will be wiped out little by little and all restriction on con- 
traction repealed. That is the way such things are done. You 
are legislating to-day with reference to these bonds in a way that, 
in my opinion, would have been utterly impossible for you to have 
legislated ten, twelve, or fifteen years ago. 

r. ALLISON. I agree to that, but we could not have put out 
a2 cent bond five years ago. 

. TELLER. Ido not care about that; I am not talking about 
that; but you are giving to the banks advantages that you could 
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not have given them ten years 
when they take these bonds, 
in the world, without exception. They do not 


ago. They are not suffering 
but they are getting the best bonds 
ave to take the 
bonds at 2 percent. If they do not want to take them, you can 


not make them do so. If they take them, it will be because they 
think it is better than to take the cash from us when the bonds 
are due; and it is better for the banks to take them. They realize 
that. The public realizes that you are giving to these people not 
only a bonus of 888,000, 000, but you are giving them a bonus that 
isto continue. You are giving them the privilege on these bonds 
of practically performing the functions which belong to the Gov- 
ernment, and the Government only, or which ought only to be- 
long to the Government; that is to say, the making of the money 
of the country. 

Mr. President, it would be infinitely safer for you to say that 
anybody might mint money, and you might confine it to gold, to 
silver, or to both; but this isa 1 that is greater than the 
minting of metallic money. ancient times individuals did 
mint money, as did banks. I mean out of metal, gold and sil- 
ver. You are here creating a mint for every bank, and that 
money is to take the place of the Government money. If the 
banks do what the Senators here who are advocating this bill say 
they will do, if they accept eight hundred or nine hundred mil- 
lions of bonds and issue eight hundred or nine hundred millions 
of currency on them, one of two things will happen: You must re- 
tire your silver certificates, your silver dollars, and your green- 
backs, or yoursuperabundanceof paper money will drive your gold 
out of the country, for you will have an excess of paper circulation. 

Senators talk about eing forsound money. There is nothing 
sound in this project of favoring the banks. There is not an idea 
in it that is founded upon a sound financial proposition. Under 
this bill they can, with their issue of bank notes, control the finan- 
cial condition of the country. When they want low prices, they 
can, as they recently did, make their loans to secure low prices; 
and when their interests demand rising prices, their loans will be 
made to that end. 

So, Mr. President, we not only turn oyer to these banks the cir- 
culation of money, but we turn over to them practically the con- 
trol of the business of this great country of ours by this bill. The 
banks, who can make money dear—and they can make it cheap 
without returning it to the Treasury—can make it dear when they 
say they will not make loans. In New York, not recently, the banks 
said, ‘‘ No loans will be made,” and before the day closed they 
announced that they had $10,000,000 in a single bank which they 
were willing to put out, but which they had declined to put out 
in the morning. In the first hours of banking they said to the 
men who went to them for accommodations, We can make you 
none.” When the condition which they wanted to create had been 
5 then they said, Now we will stop it,“ and they began to 

oan. 
GOVERNMENT DEPOSITS. 

I have not seen to-day’s statement, but according to yesterday's 
statement the Government of the United States had in the coffers 
of these banks $168,000,000. That is a sum which a few years ago 
would have astonished the country. We had $56,000,000, or some- 
where in that neighborhood, of disbursing officers’ accounts, If 
od one will take the pains to go back and look at the reports he 
will find that that has been practically the amount in the banks 
for the last several months, We had at the last time I examined 
the statement, which was yesterday morning, $111,000,000 put 
into these banks, besides disbursing officers’ accounts. What 
would be the condition of these banks if the Government had not 
put their money into them? 

I do not like to complain of a thing which probably has been 
beneficial to the community at large,and I am not nowintending 
to especially criticise the Secretary of the Treasury for putting 
this amount of money in the banks. I do not know what woul 
have ays go if he had not done so. When I talked with the 
New York gentleman about whom I spoke above, and in whom 
Ihave great confidence, I said to him, What would have hap- 
penea if the Government had not gone to the relief of the banks?” 

e said, There would have been a general breakdown; there 
would have been very few banks which could have survived.” 
That being so, I am not now F of the Secretary of the 
Treasury of doing what he could do under the law; but I am here 
to criticise a condition of affairs which permits the Secretary of 
the Treasury to do such things; I am here to criticise a condition 
which puts such power in the hands of any one man. 

What would such a power have been worth to him if he had 
been dishonest? I do not mean to reflect, and I do not want any- 
body to think that I mean to reflect, upon Secretary Gage. lam 
not charging that he has made money ont of these transactions. I 
have no reason to think that he has, and I would not say that he 
had unless I had positive proof. But in the hands of some man 
who may at some time occupy the position of Secretary of the 
Treasury he could make untold wealth by simply saying ta these 
people, I will not put the money in the banks unless you make 
arrangements with me,” or with some third party who might be 


acting for him. I believe that very mey of those bankers, if they 
had the Secretary in the position in which he had them, wonld 
have promptly made him contribute. Is that a decent condition 
of affairs? Is that a sound financial system of banking which 
allows the Government to go to the relief of the banks whenever 
they are in financial difficulties? 

What is going to happen when the Government takes its money 
from the banks; and when is the Government going to take it 
from them? Iam not asking that the Government shall take the 
money from the banks; but the Government is met with this propo- 
sition to-day that they dare not take it out. You dare not take 
out the $100,000,000 from those banks. What would be their con- 
dition if we should do so? Let me show you what would be their 
condition. I have here a statement furnished me by the Treasury 
Department. New York, Chicago, and St. Louis constitute the 
central reserve cities, and banks in those cities and in other reserve 
cities must keep on hand cash equal to one-fourth of their deposits; 
county banks 15 per cent of their deposits. The central reserve 
city banks had December 2, 1898, in excess of their reserves—that , 
is,over and above what the law required them to keep—$4,311,699, 
or a little more than four millions and a quarter of money which 
belonged to them and which they had a right to loan. 

The other reserve cities, in which are included Philadelphia, 
Boston, and various others which it is not material to mention, 
had only the sum of $13,450,354.16, Here, then, are these great 
reserve city banks which are required to hold these reserves, and 
the central reserve city banks and other reserve city banks all 
3 less than $18,000,000 at their command. I do not wonder 
that they frantically appealed to the Secretary of the Treasury, 
nor do I wonder that the Secretary, having the power, acting from 
his 5 I do not know but I should have done the 
same if I had been in his place, although I have not much patience 
with these banks—I do not wonder that he went to their relief. 
Suppose he had not done so, The country banks had $155,143,000 
over and above the reserve. So here was $172,905,000—I will call 
it in round numbers $173,000,000—over and above the reserve; and 
they have probably got aboutthatmuchnow. Butif veg did not 
now have $168,000,000 of Governmentmoney, where would they be? 
Take the difference between $173,000,000 and $168,000,000 and you 
only have an excess of five millions. They did not have that 
amount of Government money at that time, but there is no reason 
to suppose that they have been able to increase their reserves ma- 
terially except by the means of the Government loans. 

Mr. ALLI Ik their bonds were not now deposited in the 
Treasury, perhaps the price of the bonds would not be so high, 

Mr. TELLER. You say they could withdraw their bonds? 

Mr. ALLISON, They would be obliged to do so if the Treasury 
drew in its reserve. Every dollar belonging to the Government 
now deposited in these national banks has behind it a Government 


bond. 

Mr. TELLER. Iunderstand that. I understand what the Sen- 
ator means. He means the banks can sell the bonds and get cash; 
but the bonds do not always belong to the banks, It is a notori- 
ous fact that the banks have been borrowing bonds all through 
the countr opat which to secure Government deposits, I sup- 

ose nobody denies that. The 8 press has so stated and 
nkers have so stated. Men with whom I have come in contact 
who are informed about these matters tell me that the banks have 
been borrowing everywhere and paying for the use of the bonds 
more than the interest on them would amount to, so as to get the 
ople who own the bonds and who are not bankers to turn them 
Ap an allow the banks to hold the money of the Government on 

eposit. 

r. ALLISON. But the Treasury * 

Mr. TELLER. The Treasury is not in any danger. Oh, no. 
The Government is in no danger. The Government has not lost 
anything; it has not even lost the interest on the money because 
otherwise it would have lain in the Treasury. I am not complain- 
ing of that. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, will the Senator permit me to 
ask him one question? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly, or half a dozen. 

Mr. PERKINS. Does the Senator criticise the policy of the 
banks having this money to loan to their customers and patrons? 
Their depositors are protected by a reserve as high as 25 per cent, 
and experience has shown that this 25 per cent of the amount 
of the deposits in reserve is ample security for the depositors, 
ole ae wise and prudent bankers may have a reserve as high as 
85 or 40 per cent. But $i having this money made good those 
who are engaged in manufacturing and other business enterprises 


may borrow from the banks, and the community is benefited by 
haying the facilities for properly negotiating loans upon good 


security. ; 
Mr. TELLER, The Senator knows how far I have been criti- ' 
cising. I have not been criticising the banks. If you give a 
bank power, it will exercise it; if you give individuals power, they 
will use it, if it be for their benefit to do so. 
I do not wonder that the banks want this power, What Iam 
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complaining of isa system that will allow them, in the first place, 
to call upon the Government; and then, I am complaining of the 
fact that the Government goes to their relief. Ido not say that 
under the conditions existing the Government can not legally do 
so; but what right has the Government to sustain a bank any 
more than to sustain me? I can take my bonds, if I am fortunate 
enough to any, and go to the Treasury and say, I want 
money;” but they will tell me to go toa broker and sell my bonds; 
that I can not get money there; that I am not a bank, and have 
not a charter. 

The manufacturer does not get any benefit from this system 
except as he gets it 3 the bank; and he pays the bank 
for the use of money which really belongs to the people of the 
United States, upon which the bank pays no interest. Does the 
Senator think that a wise system of finance, which will put $160,- 
000,000 or $170,000,000, or possibly more, into the banks upon 
which the Government gets no interest? Does he think the people 
will look with pleasure upon such a thing as that? When a few 

ple having extravagant notions in this country talked about 
5 money of the Government of the United States, there 
went up a cry sowon it in thiscountry. The idea that the Gov- 
ernment would loan money to people on security, it was said, was 
a thing never before heard of and not to be thought of or tolerated. 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the Senator permit me further? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 3 

Mr. PERKINS. I mapy want to say in reply to what he has 
said, that the bonds are the pledge of the people, they are the debt 
of the nation, which is kept at home here among our own people 
instead of being placed in European markets, 

SURRENDERING TO CAUCUS. 

Mr. TELLER. That has nothing to do with the matter one 
way or another, I beg the Senator to understand. What differ- 
ence does it make? The bonds would be here whether the Gov- 
ernment loaned money on them or not if you had a decent finan- 
cial system, not such a system as your Secretary of the Treasury 
suggests, not a system under which banks can issue currency on 
their debits on their deposits. But that is what the banks favor; 
that is what the Secretary of the Treasury recommends; that 
is what the Republican party will be advocating and demand- 
ing at the next session, and that is what the Senator from Cali- 
fornia [Mr. PERKINS] and all the rest of the Republicans here will 
yoia for if tho caucus decide that that is the thing which should 

e done. j 
Mr. President, when a great financial officer of this Government 
ro a system so far at variance with a sound financial system 
that the debt of a bank shall be its authority to issue paper money 
and he is kept in his position and is indorsed by a great political 
party, it will not be long before he will force us to such a policy 
p as the gold standard has been forced on us. Men who stood 
ere for years declaring their adhesion to the bimetallic system 
surrendered their judgment and followed the caucus that de- 
manded it, and so it will be with this banking business. 
Mr. President, party lines have been strong enough to hold to- 
parher bimetallists and gold-standard men and to carry them along 
n the silly, weak declaration here that this bill is not intended— 
let me read the exact language of the bill: 
` SEC. 14. That the provisions of this act are not intended to preclude the 
accomplishment of international bimetallism. 

This was the declaration of the bill as it passed the Senate: 
That the ponpas of this act are not intended to place any obstacles in 
the way of the accomplishment of international bimetallism. 

The representatives of the House said, if the public prints can 
be relied upon, that the whole thing was a piece of nonsense. I 
a with them for once. They said it did not mean anything; 
and, if it did mean anything, it was inconsistent with the gold 
standard. I with them there. They said it was too strong, 
anyhow, but they would agree to make the declaration, if the 
Senate conferees would consent, that these words should be putin: 

That the provisions of thisact are not intended to preclude the accom- 
plishment of international bimetallism. 

If it was so intended, they could not preclude it. 

Mr. President, I had the opportunity to offer this amendment 
in the place of the provision in the Senate bill: 

The people of the United States are in favor of bimetallism and desirous of 
an international agreement with the great commercial nations of the world 
that will admit of the use of both gold and silver at such an established ratio 
as will maintain the pare between gold and silver coin, and the efforts of 
the Government are hereby pledged to endeavor to secure such international 
agreement as y as possible. 

That is a live proposition; that isan affirmative proposition; that 
means something, while the other means nothing; and yet every 
Republican in this Chamber except one voted against it. Then 
Senators stand up and say they are bimetallists. Thereis nota 
man who voted for that bill as it passed the Senate or who will yote 
for the report who has the right to call himself a bimetallist. No 
man who understood the theory of bimetallism and believed in it 
would have voted for that bill, unless, believing in it as he did, he 
abandoned his principles because the caucus demanded that he 
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should do so. No man can be a gold- standard advocate and sup- 
porter and be a bimetallist. 

Mr. President, the worst feature of the bill is the establishment 
of the gold standard. But we expected that. I believed just as 
much when I walked outof the St. Louis convention that legisla- 
tion of this kind would be adopted if McKinley was elected as I 
do now, but we had no reason to e t then this new scheme of 
banking, not now fully carried out, but foreshadowed. 


POWER OF THE BANKS. 


Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
What. more power is there to give to the money power after the 
bill is passed? 

Mr. TELLER. There is not much. They can release some of 
the restrictions upon the banks, which they willdo. They can 
give them a little stronger grip upon the people. We know some- 
thing about these banks. I referred a moment ago to the fact 
that when we passed a bill here that was obnoxious to the banks, 
in a week they surrendered $18,000,000 of their issue. That was 
before the restriction was put on that no more than three millions 
a month could be retired, and that is why it was put on. They 
threatened disaster to the country if the bill was signed by the 
President. 

I recall that in 1876 when the country was endeavoring to return 
to specie payments that the banks of the country were threaten- 
ing to hold upthe Governmentif they did not issue to them bonds 
at 44 per cent. When the Government said they would issue 
bonds to carry out the provisions of the act of 1875 concerning 
resumption, then these banks said it must be a 44 per cent bond. 
The Government said it must be a 4 per cent. They said if you 
do not issue 44 per cent bonds you can not sell them. I have got 
the proof right here, and I want to read it. I have a very dis- 
tinct recollection of it myself. Up to that time I had a good deal 
more regard for the banks than I have now. 

I am asked if I believed we could resume in 1879. I believe that 
we could have resumed in 1865 just as easily as in 1879. All we 
had to do, and that was my pesition then and has been ever since, 
was to clothe the greenback with full legal-tender power. That 
is where we made our mistake. Mr. Greeley was right when he 
said the way to resume was to resume, make your money 

Mr. Sherman said before the House committee in 1878 that we 
were compelled to buy gold, and buying gold, he declared, put u 
the price of gold as everybody ought to have known it would. 
we had said that the greenbacks shall perform every function that 
a gold dollar performs, the nearly four hundred millions of green- 
back money then would have been equivalent to gold and gold 
would have taken its place side by side as it did when we con- 
ferred fully money power upon the greenback. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] hands 
me a letter which has escaped my observation. It seems to bea 
circular letter of Mr. Hanna, the man who practically dictated 
this bill. He ought to be an authority here: 

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE OF THE 


INDIANAPOLIS MONETARY CONVENTION, 
Indianapolis, November 22, 1899. 


Lincoln, Nebr. 

DEAR SIR: The present session of Congress is a critical point with our 
movement. The House will deal with the gold-standard bill almost imme- 
diately. The tremendous importance of the successful outcome of this ef- 
fort on the gaes of the caucus committee of the Republicans of the House 
can hardly be told. The 5 opportunity will be offered. 

The Republican party is pled to ets rate for the gold standard and 
the peas. of all our moneys. e caucus bill covers it well. 

If the business men now take up the subject with their Representatives in 


Con and unceasingly demand the f ent of their party's pledge, 
the will pass the House. 
He is a prophet. 


If the House acts usly, the Senate will be greatly influenced 
thereby. The sound-money members of the Senate ce Committee will 
bapa pa to the Republican Senatorsand it will be as comprehensive as 

If you press the subject unrelentingly from now on, the first 9 step in 
the right direction in sound-money legislation will be taken early in the ses- 
sion. Please give us your vigorous support. 

Faithfully, yours, H. H. HANNA, Chairman. 

The Senator from Nebraska tells me the letter had a general 
circulation through the country, Mr. Hanna did not honor me 
with one of those. 

THE BANKS AND RESUMPTION. 

I want to go back, because we are dealing with these banks, to 
show that my suspicion of these banks is well founded. They 
have never come to the support of the Government. When we 
were in the throes of revolution, when the Government was in 
need of money, they said to the Government, We will loan you 
money for 12 per cent in the city of New York.” They never of- 
fered it at any less, either. In February, 1878, we passed a silver 
bill. So far as Iam concerned, Iam not ashamed of my connec- 
tion with it, which was simply voting for it. I do not know that 
anybody else is. The House Committee on Banking and Cur- 
rency took a large amount of testimony as to whether resumption 
was possible, and there was a member of the committee by the 
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name ot Chittenden, from the State of New York. He was an ex- 
treme gold man. He was in Congress for several years. Here 
are some of the suggestions he made to the Secretary, Mr. Sher- 
man being then before the committee: 

I have prepared four questions in the interest of those whom I represent, 
to which I should like to have your answer. 

First, With silver dollars and silver certificates full legal tender for all 
debts, inclu: the customs and the public debt, is not gold practically de- 
monetized; how will you renew your supplies or prevent its exclusive 
use as merchandise in foreign commerce? 

Second. Is there no Ganger that the national banks in taking care of them- 
selves will hoard greenbacks enough to exhaust your gold reserves when the 
day for resumption comes? 

Iam not certain whether Mr. Chittenden was a banker, but I 
am inclined to think he was. He was a man of large means, or 
was understood to be, and I think he was a banker, 

Third. Is it not probable that, before you have coined 100,000,000 of the new 
silver dollars, with greater activity in foreign trade, they will be exported 
— some’ oa ion value = settle trade balances, and with what effect upon the 

ce of silver on 
x Fourth. Does not your success in resuming coin payments with our so- 
called double standard depend absolutely upon an advance in the price of 
silver bullion in London to about 59 pence sterling per ounce? 

Mr. Sherman answers that. In the answer he said that we might 
possibly run fifty millions and perhaps a hundred millions of sil- 
ver without driving gold out. I am not going to read much. This 
is not Mr. Sherman’s direct answer, but, after several others, he 
said: 

If you allow me, I can now, in connection with your question in regard to 
my opinion as to the practicability of resumption and ly in regard to 
an interview published in the e between Mr. Ewing and bankers 
in New York, give you my opinion. I have read that interview with a oo 
deal of attention, because I know many of the gentlemen who took part in it. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is proper for me, on . of the committee, to say 
that it was not intended that that interview should be made public, but the 
report of it was surreptitiously obtained in some way. 

Skipping some, then, Mr. Sherman says: 

It is pretty hard to exclude 8 re rs, but I think it was right 
enough to have that conference published. It presents the opinions of ve 
intel t gentlemen, whose business it is to familiar with the subjec 
and thoir oea are entitled to full weight. I can only give you my gen- 
eral reply em. 

M would be about this: These gentlemen assume three propositions: 

er Bd we can not sell enough 4 per cent bonds to prepare! for resump- 
on. 


ti 
ets is what I stated, that they insisted upon having 4} per cent 
mds. 


Second. That the national banks can throw u 
den of resumption of bank notesas well as of 


That is what they threatened to do. 


Third. That resumption 3 the redemption and cancellation, with - 
out power of reissue, of United States notes below 8800, 00, 000. 


We had then $347,000,000. 


the Government the bur- 
nited States notes. 


tain resumption. Some of these gentlemen have 
them oe cent bonds at par in coin they will guarantee enough 
resumption. 

The idea that these bankers were stronger than the Government 
of the United States—that it was necessary to sell such a bond as 

_ they dictated! 

And I have some better offers from other banks and bankers, so that on 
this point it is only a question of rate of interest on bonds. When it becomes 
clear that money can not be had for 4 per cent, it is time enough to pay 4}. 

Then, leaving out some other things, he said: 

Such a struggle as these gentlemen a would end in their losing 
their power to issue circulating notes at all. Their talk about forming a line 
to break the Government is not discreet and is not dangerous. I am more 
concerned about what you will do— 

That is, the House— 
than about what they will do. The United States Government already holds 
a ienne cash reserve for the redemption of its notes in proportion to demand 
liabilities thanany bank represented by these gentlemen, and it has power 
to increase it. 

Then he goes on. Mr. Chittenden intervened and said he did 
not understand that any threat had been made; that he did not 
think what they had said was equivalent to a threat, which Mr. 
Sherman thought was a threat. Secretary Sherman further said: 

I have written propositions from these gentlemen, and from Mr. Coe him- 
self, that if I will give them 4} per cent bonds instead of 4 percents, they will 

aranteo resumption. The trouble is this, that when I am trying to sell 
Bonis at 4 per cent they say I amacting both as a politician and asa financier. 
I suppose they mean that as a politician I am desirous to have the interest 
low, and that as a financier Iam indifferent to the rate. I simply say that as 
soon as I can not sell 4 cent bonds to the people, I know I can sell 4} per- 
cents to the banks; and in that way, if in no other. we can get enough gold to 
insure and to maintain resumption. To that I pledge my opinion and my 
earnest conviction. 


That was on the Ist day of April, 1878. 


for 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore (at 3 o'clock p. m.). Will the 
Senator from Colorado suspend for one moment? 
Mr. TELLER. Certainly. I did not expect to talk to this time. 


There are several other extracts in connection with this matter 
that I intended to read. These bankers, Mr. Sherman said, were 
at this time, when they had three hundred and sixteen millions in 
' circulation, actively retiring their circulation and declaring there 


was not enough currency in circulation, yet he said they insisted 
upon retiring the national greenbacks tothe extent of $300,000,000— 
a maximum of $300,000,000, They were eins insisting upon de- 
stroying the greenback for the purpose of filling their place with 
national-bank notes. Mr. President, I will resume on Monday 
and will now let the Senator from New Hampshire go on with his 
special order. 
PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to consider 


the bill (H. R. 6627) making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary read the bill. 


Mr. BATE. Mr. President, this bill proposes to appropriate a 
large amount of money. I have just heard it read. It involves a 
hundred and forty-four million dollars. With all respect, I con- 
ceive, sir, that it would be out of taste, with not more than 15 
Senators present, perhaps, late Staturday evening, after 8 o’clock, 
when we rarely meet on Sa ys, to pass this measure now. It 
is the last hour of the day, and we should not take up a bill of this 
kind, involving a hundred and forty-four million dollars, and pass 
it nem con. I do not want to say that there is no quorum present, 
but the Senate is too thin for anything of this kind. I think we 
ought to have more respect for the bill than to take it up under 
these circumstances. I am informed that there are 12 Senators 
here. I shall not submit to it myself, Mr. President. 

Mr. CULLOM. I hope there will be no suggestion of the want 
of a quorum, 

Mr. BATE. I am trying to avoid that. 

Mr. CULLOM. For a reason of which the Senator is aware. 

Mr. BATE, Iam trying to avoid it, for I understand there aro 
some matters that ought to be attended to this evening. ButI 
do not think we 5 Y to consider this measure at present. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unanimous consent was given, I think, two 
days ago to proceed to the consideration of the bill at this time. 
It seems to me that was the time to object that it would be 8 o'clock 
on Saturday. There is no excuse for Senators not being here. 
There are as many Senators here as there are ordinarily. This 
bill carries a large amount of money, but we are going to pass it 
8 as it is, Whether there are 10 Senators or 70 Senators 

ere. e Senator from Tennessee knows that. It is the ordinary 
appropriation bill for pensions. We are not going to cut it down 
or to increase it. It is precisely what is needed under existing 
law, and it seems tome, while I am almost always di to ac- 
commodate the Senator from Tennessee, that he ought not to raise 
any objection to going along in an orderly way and passing the 


Mr. BATE, This is very extraordinary. It is Saturday even- 
ing and 3 o'clock. Senators Veep did not know, I did not know 
myself until I looked on the Calendar, that the bill was to be called 
up this evening. It so happened that I was not present this morn- 
ing. I was at the De ents. I do not know that I should 
then have made any objection, because I did not know but that, 
being a unanimous-consent agreement, the Senators would all re- 
main here to look after a matter of this kind, or at least enough of 
them. But the condition of things is such that I think it would 
be out of taste for us in the evening to pass such a bill as this. It 
would cause comment all over the country. I believe we are going 
to it, but let us pass it in a decent way. 


. GALLINGER, I do not consent at all that the bill would 
be in an indecent way if it were passed now, but I haye 
no ition at all to press this matter to-day. It is an appro- 


tion bill and ought to be passed in the near future. It has 

on the Calendar nearly one month. It will be a great con- 

venience to me personally to have it passed in the near future; 

but if the Senator insists upon his objection,I am not going to 

urge that it be taken up for consideration to-day, but will ask 
that it be over. It has been read in full, I presume, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Yes. 

Mr.GALLINGER. And we may now proceed with unobjected 
private pension cases on the Calendar, according to the agreement 
made at the same time when it was agreed that we should take 
up the Rove 3 bill. 

Mr. CULLOM. I ask tho Senator from New Hampshire to 
allow us to have an executive session for a few moments. So far 
as I am concerned, it will not take five minutes. 

Me HALE. Can not the Senator from Illinois wait until after- 
wards? 

Mr. CULLOM, Ihave to go on a committee, which is waiting 
for me now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. CULLOM. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate eee to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After eight minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were ed. 
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MARY A. RANDALL, 


Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (S. 2368) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Randall, passed the Senate, went to the House of Repre- 
sentatives, and was recalled for amendment and recommi to 
the Committee on Pensions, I now report the bill back with an 
amendment and ask that it be considered as being first on the 


endar. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks for the present consideration of the bill which he now 
reports from the Committee on Pensions. Is there objection? 

ere being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
„twelve“ and insert “twenty-five,” so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the ponnn laws, the name of Mary A. Ran depend- 
ent mother of Frank B. Randall, late chief engineer of the United States 
ea cutter McCulloch, aud pay her a pension at the rate of $5 per 
month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM TAYLOR, 

The bill (S. 2203) granting an increase of ion to William 
Taylor, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of William Taylor, late 
of Company G, Twelfth Regiment Kansas Volunteer Infantry, 
and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
HANNAH R. JOHNSON. 

The bill (S. 755) granting a pension to Hannah R. Johnson was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to. place 
on the pension roll the name of Hannah R. Johnson, widow of 
Maj. John Cockrell Johnson, late One hundred and tenth Penn- 
sylvania Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $25 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM C, STOCKTON. 

The bill (S. 757) granting increase of pension to William C. 
Stockton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place npon the pension roll of the United States the name 
of William C. Stockton, late chaplain, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, at $30 per month in lieu of the 
pension of $12 which he now receives. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the words the pension of 
twelve,” in lines 7 and 8, be stricken out, and the word that.” be 
substituted; so as to read, in lieu of that which he now receives.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, G 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

LEVI c. FAUGHT. 

The bill (S. 477) granting a pension to Levi C. Faught, was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Levi C. Faught, late a private in 
Company B, in the Greene County (Missouri) Home Guards. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 

CAROLINE B, BRADFORD. 

The bill (S. 2880) granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 

Bradford, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Caroline B. Brad- 
Tord, widow of Robert F. Bradford, late captain, United States 
Navy, and to pay her a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ISAAC W. COMERY, 

The bill (S. 752) granting an increase of pension to Isaac W, 
Comery was consi as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 


ment was con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARY E. FENN. 

The bill (S. 1007) granting a ion to Mary E. Fenn was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the ole. > 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 8 and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary E. Fenn, widow of Augustus H. Fenn, 
late captain Company K, Second Regiment Connecticut Volunteer Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was ed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

WILLIAM PADGETT. 

The bill (S. 2942) granting an increase of pension to William 
Padgett was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pes to place on the pension roll the name of William Padgett, 

te of Capt. David J. Miller's company, Georgia Militia, S ole 
Indian war, and to pay him a pension of 830 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN BUCK. 


The bill (S. 716) granting a pension to Susan Buck was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Susan Bi widow of Daniel W. Buck, late 
of Company E, Eighth Regiment Illinois V. teer Cayalry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MARGARET E. VAN HORN, 


The bill (S. 207) granting a pension to Mrs. J. J. Van Horn 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the 1 the Interior be, and he is 5 and 
directed pension roll, subject 7 SIA yeo ons and limita- 
. Van 


ws, the name of 

J. Van Horn, late colonel 
her a pension at the rate of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Margaret E. Van Horn.” 


CAROLINE C, TOWNSEND, 


The bill (S. 2510) granting an increase of pension to Caroline 
C. Townsend was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word “Tate,” to strike out a 
priae of Company H, Ninth iment Pennsylvania Reserve 

olunteers, and captain in the” and insert ‘‘firstlientenant;” and 
in line 10, before the word dollars,“ to strike out twenty and 
insert seventeen;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name Caroline C. Townsend, 


of Alfred Townsend, late first lieutenant, Eighteenth Regiment United Staves 
Infantry, and sey eee a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

LEVI MOSER. 

The bill (S. 1977) to increase the pension of Levi Moser was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Levi Moser. late of Company E One hundred 
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fifty-third ent Pe; lvania Volunteer Inf; and him a 

3 ayi — cae aeons in lieu of that he 2 — E A 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Levi Moser,” 


NANCY A. DOWELL, 


. The bill (S. 344) granting a pension to Nancy A. Dowell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Nancy A. Dowell, widow of Benjamin 
F. Dowell, late pack master, Major Drew’s command, Oregon Vol- 
unteers, and to pay her a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ERER 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed 

CHARLES CRITZER. 

The bill (S. 103) granting an increase of pension to 7 8 8 
Critzer was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Critzer, ate 
of Company I, One hundred and twenty-ninth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer nfantry, and to pay him a pension of $25 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JAMES J. WHEELER. 


The bill (S. 1752) for the relief of James J. Wheeler was consid- 
ered as in mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the 8 of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the on iawa, the name of James J. Wheeler, late of Capt, Thomas H. 
Foster's pres gee Be citizen soldiers, Bannock Indian war, and pay him a 
pension at the of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to James J. Wheeler.” 

BURTON PACKARD. 


The bill (S. 1754) granting a pension to Burton Packard was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


xn the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, authorized and di- 
ted to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and ey gory 
of t the pension laws, the name of Burton Packard, late of Compan pany ¢ 
ment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension the. rhe 
of $0 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Burton Packard.” 

FARNHAM J, EASTMAN, 

The bill (S. 1758) to increase the pension of Farnham J. East- 
man was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the 3 ot the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 


directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe algerie and limitations 
3 the ponsa on laws, the name of Farn . Eastman, late of Company 
enty: 


ent Wisconsin Volunteer 1 an N him a Deion 
per month in lieu of that he is now recei 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to tothe Senateas amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Farnham J. Eastman.” 

WILLIAM P, ARBLE, 

The bill (S. 358) granting a pension to William P. Arble was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of William P. Arble, late of Captain Parker's 


3 Iowa Mounted Volunteers, Mexican war, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third se, and passed, 
MARGARET C. M'KAY, 


The bill (8. 347) ori the relief of Margaret O. McKay, widow of 


the late Dr. William C. McKay, of Oregon, was considered as in 
Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pe on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the nams of Ma t C. McKay, widow of William C. 
McKay, late interpreter, Oregon Indian wars, 1866 and 1867, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting a pension 
to Margaret C. McKay.” 


ELEANOR M'DEVITT. 


The bill (S. 342) granting a pension to Eleanor McDevitt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject_to the pro ons and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor McDevitt, widow of Frank McDevi 
late scout with the Twenty-fifth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, an: 

pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as 3 and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ELIZABETH W. MURPHEY. 

The bill (S. 2200) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
W. Murphey was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 8, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
aS twenty-five „ and insert “ twenty; ” and in line 9, before the 
word she,“ to strike out the pension“ and insert“ that; so as 
to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and to place on the L penton roll, subject bin me hl 


and limitations of Ay pension 1a’ e name of El 


widow of Thomas G. pay her late plain First ent Delaware Peer: 
unteor Infantry, and pay er a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
LILLIAN CAPRON. 
The bill (S. 1905) granting an increase of pension to Lillian 
Capron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
e bill was 1 from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 


ə Senate as amended, and the amend- 


rected to place on the on roll, sarees to the provisions and limitations 
of the Ua mag teal laws, ponas of Lillian Ca; * widow of Allyn K. Capron, 
late cap States Volunteer Cavalry, war 


First Regiment Uni 
with Spain, and pa — or a ion at the rate of $40 per month in lieu ot that 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. 

The bill was ordered = be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


AGNES CAPRON, 


The bill (S. 1906) granting an increase of pennon to Agnes 
Capron was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to on the pension roll, Noa ac * the Brora and limita- 
tions of the pension tke the name o! 152 K. Capron, widow of Allyn 
Capron, late captain, First Regiment Uni States Artillery, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of {0 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was Apa to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con: 

The bill was 8 to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Agnes K. Capron.” 


\ 
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ORPHA W. REYNOLDS. 


The bill (S. 1191) granting an increase of pension to Orpha W. 

Reynolds was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
‘ he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to pines on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the ag on laws, the name of Orpha W. e widow of Robert M. 
Reynolds, late captain, First Regiment Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. z : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed, 

HANNAH g. STRONG, 


The bill (S. 1127) to increase the pension of Hannah G. Strong 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. N À 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hannah G. Strong, widow of William M. 
Strong, late of Company F, First Regiment Mississ: pt Volunteer Infantry, 
Mexican war, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. : 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i i 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
. The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hannah G. Strong.” 


SUSANNA MARION, 


The bill (S. 299) granting a pension to Susanna Marion was 

considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Susanna Marion, widow of Michael Marion, 
late of Company C, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ADELAIDE SESSIORS, 


The bill (S. 139) granting a pension to Adelaide Sessions was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Adelaide Sessions, widow of Nathaniel Ses- 
sions, late of Company I, First 3 United States Volunteer Sharp- 
shooters, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

JOHN T. HAYES. 


The bill (S. 1600) granting an increase of pension to John T, 

Hayes was considered as in Committee of the ole. 
he bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized aud 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the Ente watt limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John T. Hayes, late of Company F, Tenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

FRANCES C. DE RUSSY. 


The bill (S. 135) granting a pension to Mrs. Frances C. De Russy 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

` The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 

amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frances C. De Russy, widow of Gustavus A. 

De Russy, late brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Frances C. De Russy.” 


HIRAM J, REAMER, 


The bill (S. 1872) granting a pension to Hiram J. Reamer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Hiram J. Reamer, late of Company A, Second 
Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. - 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- . 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Hiram J, Reamer.” 


MARY E. LAW. 


The bill (S. 2686) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
Law was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Law, widow of Richard Law, late 


captain, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of gò 
— in lieu of that she is . 2 sity 


Mr. GALLINGER.. I move that the amendment be further 
TEPS by striking out fifty“ and inserting forty“ before 
64 0 ars.“ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


NELLIE A. WEST. 


The bill (S. 2545) granting a pension to Nellie A. West was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Nellie A. West, widow of Louis H. West, 
late of Company B, First ey, osha Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARGARET B. SHIPP. 


The bill (S. 1068) granting a pension to Margaret E. Shipp was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the e of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 5 and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Margaret B. S — , widow of William E. 
Shipp, late first lieutenant, Tenth Regiment Uni tates Cavalry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Margaret B. Shipp.” 


JULIA D. RICHARDSON, 


The bill (S. 681) granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson was 
considered as in Commiittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place onthe pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Julia D. Richardson, former widow of 
Chesley Pratt, late ot Third Battery Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, 
and pay her a pension at the rate 01 118 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHARLES WILLIAMSON, 


The bill (S. 1271) granting a pension to Charles Williamson, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject ta the provisions and limitations 
of the ag ace laws, the name of Charles Will: „late assistant surgeon, 
Twelft ment Kansas State Volunteer Militia, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. , 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


SARAH W. ROWELL, 


The bill (S. 2497) granting an increase of pension to Sarah W. 
Rowell was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the A of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pe: m laws, the name of Sarah W. Rowell, widow of Charles W. Row- 
ell, late captain, Second Regiment United States Infantry, sod pay her a 
pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that she is now ving. 

The aməndment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill wasordered to beengrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


SELEDER BURNHAM, 


The bill (S. 3102) granting a pension to Seleda Burnham was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the name to strike out 
**Seleda” and insert Seleder:“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of er Burnham, widow of 
Hiram B m, late ‘brigadier general, United States Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as toread: ‘‘A bill granting a pension 
to Seleder Burnham.” . 

LOUISA E. BAYLOR. 


The bill (S. 2652) to increase the pension of Louisa E. Baylor, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

‘That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 

to on the pension roll, subject to the visions and limitations 

$y ston inte colonel ce cxtisames, Uutfed g Aky thunk rece bok  peneicn 
i tate of $0 per ‘month in Heu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 3 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of ion to Louisa E. a, : 

Mr. GALLIN GER. Mr. President, I understand there is a mes- 
sage from the House of Representatives ready to be delivered. I 
therefore suggest that the further consideration of private pension 
bills be postponed. 


` DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE EPES, 


A message ‘from the House of Representatives, by Mr, W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated tothe Senate the intel- 
ligence of the death of Hon. SYDNEY P. Epes, late a Representa- 
tive from the State of Virginia, and transmitted the resolutions 
of the House thereon. 


The message also announced the appointment by the Speaker 
of the House of tatives of a committee on the part of the 
House to take of the funeral arrangements, 

The PRESID pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 


ere resolutions from the House of Representatives, which will 


The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


8 In THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
March 3, 1900. 
Resolved, That the House has heard with deep fs . —— profound sor- 
row of the death of the Hon. SYDNEY P. EPES, late a ntative from the 

State of Virginia. 


joined. be appointed 
at expenses g the execution 
of this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, 'That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate, and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The § er announced the appointment of Mr. Hay, Mr. WILLIAM A. 
JONES, Mr. SWANSON, Mr. Orr. Mr. LAMB, Mr. RIXEY, Mr. WILLIAM A. 
Youna, Mr. WILLIAM F. RHEA, Mr. QUARLES, Mr. Jonx S. RHEA, Mr. Mo- 
CALL, Mr. J. W. BAILEY, Mr. DE ARMOND, Mr. JENKINS, Mr. Joux S. WII. 
LIAMS, Mr, Joy, Mr. H. B. CLAYTON, and Mr. R. L. HENRY as members of 
said committee on the part of the House. 


Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which I 
send to the desk, and I ask unanimous consent for their immedi- 
ate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Virginia 
offers resolutions, w. will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. SYDNEY P. Erxs, late a Representative from the 


State of V. a. 
Resol hat a committee of five Senators be appointed by the Presiding 
Officer to join the committee appointed on the part of the 8 


sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore appointed as the committee on 
the part of the Senate, under the second resolution, Mr. DANIEL, 
Mr. Martin, Mr. HARRIS, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. MARTIN. Mr..President, as a further mark of to 
the memory of the deceased, I move that the Senate do now ad- 


journ. 
eed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 45 minutes 


The motien was agr 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, March 5, 1900, at 12 


o’clock m. 
NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 2, 1900. 
PROMOTION IN THE ARMY—CAVALRY ARM, 
Second Lieut. John P, Wade, Fifth Cavalry, to be first lieuten- 
ant, March 1, 1900, vice Harman, Sixth Cavalry, resigned. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 


Passed Asst. Surg. John F. Urie to be a sur, in the Navy 
from the 25th day of October, 1899, vice Surg. John C. Boyd, pro- 


moted. 

Asst. Surg. William M. Wheeler to bea assistant surgeon 
in the Navy from the 27th day of May, 1899, to fill a vacancy ex- 
isting in that grade. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 3, 1900. 
INDIAN AGENT, 


Charles E. McChesney, of Sioux Falls, S. Dak., to be 
the Indians of the Rosebud Agency in South Dakota, to 
April 17, 1900. 


t for 
e effect 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry arm—To be second lieutenants, to rank from February 1, 
1900. 
Clifford U. Leonori, of New York. 
Ralph B. Lister, of Colorado, 
S M. Bowman, of the District of Columbia, 
rank B. Davis, of North Carolina, 


Benjamin H. Pope, of Texas. 
Julian L. Dodge, of New York. 


Cavalry arm To be second lieutenant, to rank from February 1, 
1300, 


Daniel Van Voorhis, of Ohio. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Col. Wilder S. Metcalf, Twentieth Kansas Volunteer Infantry 
(since honorably mustered out of service), for t and merito- 
rious service in action near Bocaye, Luzon, ppine Islands, 
March 29, 1899. 
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PROMOTIONS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 
Thirty-fifth Infantry. 

First Lieut. Harry N. Cootes, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be captain, February 21, 1900. : 

Second Lient. Gordon N. Kimball, Thirty-fifth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be first lientenant, February 21, 1900, 

POSTMASTERS. 

Eugene L’Hote, to be postmaster ab Milford, in the county of 
Iroquois and State of IIlinois. ; 

John G. King, to be postmaster at New Castle, in the county 
of Newcastle and State of Delaware, . : 

William H. Logan, to be postmaster at Clifton Heights, in the 
county of Delaware and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF ‘REPRESENTATIVES, 


SATURDAY, March 3, 1900, 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. CoupEx, D. D., as follows: 

O Thou Infinite One, of whom our lives are integral parts, we 
litt up our hearts to Thee in this moment of sorrow. A cloud of 
gloom has settled upon us. One of the members of this body, 
young, bright, promising, in the midst of usefulness, has been 
taken from us. 

We realize that Thou art almighty; that Thoucanst strengthen 
the weak,comfort the sorrowing, and heal the broken heart. We 
need now Thine uplifting power to sustain us. 

We pray, therefore, for all who knew him and loved and appre- 
ciated him, especially his colleagues opon this floor; and our 
hearts out in deepest sympathy to his wife and little ones. 
Comfort them, O God, as Thou only canst, by that hope of a 
bright and glorious reunion which shall come to them in the 
bright hereafter. 

ear us in the name of Jesus Christ our Lord. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read, corrected, 
and approved. 

CORRECTION. 

Mr. KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a statement in 

lanation and ibly in the nature of a correction. On Sat- 
urday, February 17, when the House had under consideration the 
3 executive, and judicial appropriation bill, upon a mo- 
tion to strike out the appropriation for the Civil Service Commis - 
sion I voted in the affirmative. I noticed on dima Ding, ee 
for the first time, that I was also reported as having been paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ACHESON. ad I 
known that I was paired I would, of course, have respected the 
pair and not have voted, I think the p was made by inadvert- 
ence by my friends on this side, but I wish the statement to go 
into the RECORD as an explanation of the vote. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled bill of 
the following title: 

S. 2477. An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across 
the Mississippi River at Dubuque, Iowa. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a request for unani- 
mousconsent in the contested-election case of Aldrich vs. Robbins 
that is, that the order entered yesterday, fixing the time for debate 
and the vote, shall be set aside and a new order entered, that im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on Tuesday the consid- 
eration of that case shall be resumed by the House for debate, and 
that the debate shall proceed during Tuesday and also immediately 
after the reading of the Journal on 3 until half past 2 
o'clock on that day, when there shall be considered as pending 
before the House the original resolution of the committee and the 
substitute of the minority, and that the previous question shall be 
considered as ordered thereon. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I hope the request of the gentleman from 
Illinois will be ted. Itis perfectly agreeable to us. 

The SP R. The gentleman from Illinois, in connection 
with the contested-election case of Aldrich vs. Robbins, asks unani- 
mous consent that Tuesday be substituted for to-day, Wednesday 
next for Tuesday, and that in all other respects the order hereto- 
fore made shall prevail as to time. Is there objection? 

There was no objection, and it was so ordered, 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE PEARL RIVER AT ROCKPORT, MISS, 


Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. Mr. Speaker, I ask nnanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 8063) to 
8 maintain the iron bridge across Pearl River at Rock- 
port, Miss. 

The SPEAKER, The bill will be read subject to the right of 
objection. $ 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Whereas the boards of supervisors of iah and Sim: counti 
did. in 1898, jointly contract for an iron to be b. across Pear 
at Rockport, Miss., believing that said stream at this point was 33 
nonnavigable; that afterwards an injunction was sued out by the Govern- 
ment, restraining contractors, which, 3 before nage H. C. Niles, 
of the district Federal court at Jackson, he decided t the part of 
Pearl River from Rockport to Jackson was a nonnavigable stream and 
dissolyed the injunction; that an iron bridge was built in accordance with 
said contract and opened for travel in August, 1809, without a draw; that in 
January, 1900, an appeal was taken by the Government to the United States 
circuit court and is now pending; and 
Whereas said boards of supervisors are desirous of complying with their 
obligation with the bridge company and giving the citizens of said counties 
the benefit of said bridge, which is of great public utility: Therefore, 

- Be ít enacted, etc., That the bridge aforesaid be, and the same is hereby, 
legalized and maintained as constructed by said counties for the use of the 
general public. i 

The Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce recom- 
mend the adoption of the following amendment: 

Szc. 2. That Congress reserves the right to alter, amend, or repeal this 
act at pleasure. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, before consent is given, I would 
like to know whether this has been reported by any committee of 
the Honse? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. It has been reported unanimously 
by the committee. 

Mr. PAYNE. And has the ay ens of the Secre of War? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. It does not require it. It was not 
necessary to go before the Secretary of War, because this was de- 
clared a nonnavigable stream, and so declared on a question now 
poaa on 3 before a court at New Orleans. But the bridge 

ing already built before the appeal was taken, I ask simply that 
it be legalized and maintained. This part of the river has been 
held nonnavigable by the Federal district judge, and the bridge 
is most useful to the people there and they want it kept up for 
their convenience. 

Mr. PAYNE. It seems to have been the contention of the Gov- 
ernment that the river was navigable, and the court, on appeal, 
seems to have so decided. From what committee was the bill 


1 ad 
r. HENRY of Mississippi. The Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, á 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The committee amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it wasaccordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, a motion to reconsider 
the last vote was laid on the table. 

BRIDGE ACROSS RAINY RIVER, MINNESOTA. 


Mr. FLETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 1931) to provide for the 
erection of a bridge across Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, 
between Rainy Lake and the mouth of Rainy River. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a Senate bill which 
the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read at length. It provides that the Minnesota and 
Ontario Bridge Company, a corporation “eh incorporated under 
the laws of the State of Minnesota, be, and is hereby, authorized 
and oponata to erect, construct, and maintain a bridge over 
Rainy River at or near a point on Rainy River that is known as 
Cathcarts Point, in the State of Minnesota, just below the conflu- 
ence of the Baudette River with Rainy River. 

a Rea KER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bi 

Mr. McRAE. I do not desire to object to the consideration of 
the bill, but I should like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota if 
it will permit or authorize a bridge for vehicles and foot passen- 
gers, or is it exclusively a railroad bridge? 

Mr. FLETCHER. It is exclusively a railroad bri 

Mr. MCRAE. Should it not be so amended as to 
and foot to cross upon it, or is that necessary? 

Mr. FLETC . I think it is not n . The bill was 
very carefully drawn by Senator Davis, the Senate, has 
3 all the committees, and has been favorably recommended 

the War Department. Ido not think it is necessary to include 
such a provision as the gentleman suggests. i 

Mr. MCRAE. Ihave no doubt it protects the Government, so 
far as that is concerned, but are the conditions there such as to 
make a foot and wagon bridge desirable for the accommodation 
of the inhabitants? 

Mr. FLETCHER, I think not. There has never been any de- 
mand for it. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 


There was no objection. 


Miss., 
River 


ow vehicles 
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The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 


read the third time, and 
On motion of Mr. FLE 
vote was laid on the table. 


CERTAIN TIMBER LANDS IN THE STATE OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. DE VRIES. Mr. POREN: I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of House joint resolution 170, providing for 
the uisition of certain lands in the State of California. 

‘The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of a joint resolution 
which will be reported by the Clerk. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas what are known as the Mammoth Tree Grove” and "South Park 
Grove of Big Trees,” species of Sequoia gigantea, located in Calaveras County, 
Cal., are now held in private ownership; and 

Whereas the owner thereof now con emplates the sale thereof for the pur- 

of felling said trees and their conversion into lumber, which said project 
threatened of consummation at an early date; and 

Whereas the trees cog tee gigantea of these ove constitute the largest 
collection and probably the finest specimens of the same in the world; and 

Whereas the destruction of these trees would be an irredeemable loss to 
senos; and the loss of one of the marked wonders of the world: Therefore, 


the Senate and House of Representatives oe United States o 
Am gress assembled, That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
hereby, authorized and directed, at the earliest practicable date, toopen ne- 
gotiations fur, and if crepe senda a bond upon, the lands occupied by 

d groves of trees, with sufficient adjacent lands for their preservation, 
Fre i and control, and submit the same to Congress for action 

The Committee on the Public Lands recommended an amend- 
mend, inserting after trees,“ in line 6, page 2, the words in 
Calaveras and ‘Tuolumne counties, California.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I understand this 
bill is simply to cause a report to be made to Congress. 

Mr. DE IES. That is all. 

om MOODY of Massachusetts. It does not establish any new 

rk. 
as DE VRIES. Not at all. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. : 

The SPEAKER. There is an amendment to the names, and 
without objection that amendment will be agreed to. 

Mr. DE VRIES. It is a committee amendment, 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The joint resolution as amended was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and was accordingly read the third time, 
and passed, 

On motion of Mr. DE VRIES, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER, 


Mr. GAMBLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 3300) to extend the time for 
the completion of a bridge across the Missouri River. 

The SPEAKER. . The gentleman from South Dakota asks unan- 
imous consent for the present consideration of a Senate bill which 
will be reported by the Clerk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That section 6 of the act approved March 3, 1899, author- 
izing the Dakota Southern Railroad Company to construct a combined rail- 
road, wagon, and foot-passenger bridge across the Missouri River, at the city 
of Yankton, 8. Dak., be, and is hereby, amended by extending the time for 
1901, and by extend- 


CHER, a motion to reconsider the last 


commencing the construction of said bridge to March 3, 
ing the time for completing said bridge to March 3, 1904. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. GAMBLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Is there a similar House bill reported? 

Mr. GAMBLE, This Senate bill is favorably reported. 

The SPEAKER. There is no corresponding House bill, then, 
to be laid upon the table. 

Mr. GAMBLE. There isnot. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE AGAINST YOUNG. 


Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I see that another case precedin, 
that of Wise against Young has now been set for Wednesday. 
wish to ask if that changes the order for the consideration of the 
case of Wise against Young? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Michigan that Tuesday and Wednesday have already been assigned 
for the consideration of another case. 

Mr. WEEKS. I wish to give notice that I shall ask to have the 
case of Wise against Young considered immediately following the 
pending contested-election case, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan gives notice 


that the case of Wise against Young will be called up after the 
dis of the pending election case. 

r. WEEKS. I wish to ask further, Mr. Speaker, that, inas- 
much as the edition of the report of the majority and the views 
of the minority in that case have been exhausted, an order be 
made for a reprint of both of those documents for the use of 
members of the House. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent of the House for a reprint of the report of the ma- 
jority and views of the minority in the election case just referred 
to. Is there objection? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. 
RECOGNITION OF GALLANTRY OF OFFICERS AND MEN IN THE 

REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution S. R. 51. 

The Clerk read as follows: 2 

Joint resolution (S. R. 51) eee the gallantry of Frank H. Newcomb, 
commanding the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; alsoretirin 
Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for efficient an 
meritorious services in command of the cutter Hugh McCulloch at Manila. 

Mr. STEELE (during the reading of the bill), Mr. Speaker, I 
think there is too much of that bill for unanimousconsent. There 
are a great many heroes of the war,and we want to give them all 
a fair showing. I object. 

Mr. CORL I trust the gentleman will listen to a commu- 
nication of the President in this matter and of the officers of the 
Department recommending the consideration of this resolution. 
Iam sure if the gentleman will listen to the communications, that 
he will not make the objection. It is unanimously reported by 
both committees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, 
from Indiana. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made by two gentlemen. 


REPRINT OF PUERTO RICAN BILL, 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, several gentlemen on each side of 
the Chamber have requested that there be a reprint of the bill to 
raise revenue for Puerto Rico as amended and passed by the House; 
and I am directed to ask unanimous consent, there being no rule 
under which it could be printed, that 10,000 copies be printed for 
the use of the House, to be distributed throngh the folding room. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
maus consent for the printing of 10,000 copies of the Puerto Rican 


Mr. PAYNE. As it passed the House. 

The SPEAKER. As it passed the House, to be placed to the 
credit of members in the folding room. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is the bill reported from the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means and as it passed the House? 

Mr. PAYNE. It is the bill H. R. 8245, with the amendments. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. With the amendments? 

Mr. PAYNE. With the amendments, and as it passed tho 
House and went to the Senate. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from New York? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none, 
and it is so ordered. 

DEATH OF HON. SYDNEY P. EPES. 


Mr. HAV. Mr. Speaker, it is with great regret and deep sorrow 
that I announce to the House the death of my beloved colleague, 
the Hon. SYDNEY P. Epes, a member of this House from Virginia, 
who died this morning at ten minutes past 12 o'clock at Garfield 
Hospital. This is not the occasion for me to make any extended 
remarks upon his public service and his private character. I shall 
ask the House at some future time to set apart a day for that pur- 

ose. I now offer the following resolutions: 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia offers the fol- 


I join in the objection of the gentleman 


lowing resolutions, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resol That the House has heard with deep re; 
of the death of the Hon. SYDNEY P. Epps, late a 
State of Virginia. 

Resolved, 'That a committee of 18 members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral at 
Blackstone, Va., and that the arround expenses attonding the @xecution of 
this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Armsof the House beauthorized and directed 
to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the provi- 
sions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. t 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolutions, 

The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. n 

TheSPEAKER. The Chair announces the following committee 
provided for in the resolution just adopted: 

Mr. WILLIAM A. JONES, Mr. CLAUDE A. Swanson, Mr. PETER 
J. OTEY, Mr. JOHN Lamp, Mr. Jonn F. RIx EX, Mr. WILLIAM A. 
Youne, Mr. WILLIAM F. RHEA, Mr. J. M. QUARLES, Mr. JOHN S. 
RHEA, Mr. S. W. McCay, Mr. J. W. BAILEY, Mr. D. A. DE AR- 
MOND, Mr. JOHN J. JENKINS, Mr. JOHN S, WILLIAMS, Mr. CHARLES 
F. Joy, Mr. H. D. CLAYTON, and Mr. R. L. Henry. 

Mr. HAY, Mr. Speaker, I offer the following resolution, 


et and profound sorrow 
epresentative from the 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That, as a further mark of respect to the memory of the de- 
ceased, the House do now adjourn. 

The resolution was unanimously a to; and accordingly (at 
12 o'clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause.2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
1 were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of War sub- 
Se ph an estimate of appropriation for excess pay of employees 
of the War Department—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for paying certain bills 
for phy Ge and adyertising—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. GAMBLE, from the Commit- 
tee on Indian Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 4740) authorizing the cession of certain Sioux Indian land, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 

ab oo) which said bill and report were referred to the House 
endar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
‘dos following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. skier to provide for the pur- 
chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon in the 
city of Kearney, in the State of Nebraska—to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9130) authorizing the Presi- 
dent of the United States to appoint a railroad commission with 
authority toconstruct union tracks, depots, terminals, and bridges, 
to be used by the steam railroads now entering the District of 
Columbia, and which may hereafter enter the said District of Co- 
lnmbia, and for 1 grade crossings and the removal from 
the public grounds of all existing railroad tracks, stations, and 
freight yards within the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

= Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9181) for the erection of a 
pan ic building at Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on Public 
uildings and Grounds. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
mee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BREAZEALE: A bill (H. R. 9132) for the relief of Eliz- 
abeth A. Pendleton, administratrix of the estate of William Bailey, 
deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CORLISS: A bill (H. R. 9133) to increase the pension 
of David J. Newman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9134) to remove the charge of desertion against 
ee Babbitt, alias Babette—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 9135) for the relief of the 
SRR of O. P. Newby, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. MORRIS: A bill (H. R. 9136) to increase the pension of 
Jean Paul Carr and Ruth E. Carr, minor heirs of Paul O. Carr, 
deceased—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9137) to restore Henry Clay 
Henshaw to the Revenue-Cutter Service—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9138) for re- 
lief of estate of John G. Brice, late of Fairfield County, S. C.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 


were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By Mr. BELL: Petition of the members of the Church of Christ 
of Olathe, Colo., urging the enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian 
constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 


Also, petitions of Company E, Second raant Leadville, Colo.; 


Capt. James W. Kenn and Lieut. eserve, Colorado 
National Guard, Grand Junction, Colo., favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 7936, increasing the appropriations for armingand 

uipping the military of the States and Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

Also, petition of John Lawrence and other citizens of Saguache 
County, Colo., with reference to arid and public lands—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of Gotthelf & Noland, Nathan Ward, Clark Bros., 
all of Saguache, Colo.; Harry Franklin, of Monte Vista; H. J. 
Hernagle, of Yampa, Colo., asking that the Government continue 
the manufacture and distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of J. J. Ellis, of Undercliff, Colo., favoring the 
8 bill relating to dairy products - to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of the Merchants and Manu- 


facturers’ Insurance Company and other insurance companies, of 


Cincinnati, Ohio, in regard to amendment proposed in House bill 
No. 6247—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the National Association of Railway 
Postal Clerks, Wisconsin Branch, favoring the bill for the reclas- 
sification of the Railway Mail Service—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of Hon. Walter Olds and other citi- 
zens of the State of Illinois, indorsing the appointment of Col. 
Hugh T. Reed, of Chicago, for brigadier-general—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the board of directors of the Chicago (III.) 
Board of Trade, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act 
to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of F. F. Keith, of Harvey, III., in opposition to 
the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. E. Hyde and two other W of Chicago, 
III., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos- 
metics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Petition of Irving P. Gammon and others, 
druggists, of Boston Highlands, Mass., relating to the stamp tax 
on medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petition of T. L. Grafins and others, to ac- 
company House bill No, 6917, for an increase of pension to Elliott 
Loomis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Ant. Novak, of Milwaukee, Wis., 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
Se mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 
By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of Charles B. Rogers & Co., drug- 
gists, of Jamaica Plain, Mass., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STARK: Petitions of J. H. Downing and 37 other resi- 
dents of Saunders County, and J. H. Harris and 20 others, of 
Seward County, Nebr., favoring the enactment of a clause in the 
Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium 
trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WILSON of South Carolina: Petition of W. Watt 
Brice, executor, to accompany House bill for the relief of the 
oe of John G. Brice, deceased—to the Committee on War 

aims. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, March &, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last, when, on motion of Mr. MeMiLLax, and by 
unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 


SENATOR FROM CALIFORNIA, 


Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I desire to announce that the 
Hon. Thomas R. Bard, Senator-elect from the State of California, 
is present and ready to take the oath of office. His credentials 
Bate Sear been presented and are now in the archives of the 

nate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator-elect will pre- 
ferent at the desk, the Chair will administer to him the oath 
of office. 

Mr. Bard, escorted by Mr. PERKINS, advanced to the desk of 
the President pro 73 re, and the oath prescribed by law having 
been administered to , he took his seat in the Senate. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Am from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the following bill and joint resolution; in which it requested the 
concurrence of the Senate: 

A bill (H. R. 8063) to legalize and maintain the iron bridge 
across Pearl River at Rockport, Miss.; and 

A joint resolution (H. J. . 170) providing for the acquisition 
of certain lands in the State of California. 


THE FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES, 


The RRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a 
letter from the chairman of the Commission to the Five Civilized 
Tribes, requesting a reprint of 2,500 copies of the annual report of 
the commission for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1899, and also 
a letter from the Commissioner of Indian Affairs, concurring in 
the request of the commission and stating that the Indian Office 
has frequent inquiries for copies of the reports of the commission 
and is unable to furnish them; which, with the accompanying 
paper, was referred to the Committee on Printing. 


‘REPORT OF EXCISE BOARD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
ee, S zoport of the operations of the excise board of the 
District of Columbia for the license year ending October 31, 1899; 
which, with the accompanying papers; was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


TIMBER ON UNAPPROPRIATED PUBLIC LANDS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the tary of the Interior, transmitting a let- 
ter from the Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing 
copy of a bill to authorize and regulate the sale and use of timber 
on the unappropriated and unreserved public lands; which, with 
the accompany papers, was referred to the Committee on Pub- 
lic Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of the Board of 
Trade and Transportin of New York, remonstrating against 
the acquisition of the canalsin New York State by the General 
Government; which was referred tothe Committee on Commerce, 
. He also presented a petition of 13 physicians of New York City, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee cn Military Affairs. s 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 218, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Binghamton, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the importation of 5 from Puerto Rico free of su 
and also for the enactment of legislation to limit the hours of daily 
service of laborers and mechanics upon public works of the United 
States, and also to protect free labor from prison competition; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the West Side Republican Club, 
of New York aye praying that no discrimination be made against 
the products of Puerto Rico, and that the necessary revenues-for 
the establishment and maintenance of proper local civil government 
be provided by Gonar by the extension of the internal-revenue 
system in that island; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also 3 memorials of the Republican, of Westfield; 
the New York Lumber Trade Journal, of New York City; the 
Carbolic World oe Say the Kneipp Water Cure Monthly, the 
Medical Examiner, the Brooklyn Free Press, the Richmond Argus, 
of West New Brighton; the Perry Herald-News, of Perry; the 
Sunday News, of Troy; the Sidepaths, of Rochester, and the Sun, 
of Schaghticoke, all in the State of New York, remonstratin 
— the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 

mail matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. - 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petitian of the Waiters’ Union, of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying that the Government build reservoirs and 
irrigation work necessary to irri the Poe lands, and also 
that all the remaining public lands be held for the benefit of the 
whole people; which was referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented the memorial of M. J. Dillon, of 
Manchester, N. H., and a memorial of the Agricultural Educa- 
tion, of New Hampshire, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of 156 citizens of South 
Haven, Mich., praying that in the new code of laws to be adopted 
for the government of Hawaii the importation, manufacture, and 
sale of intoxicating liquors and the importation and sale of opium 
be prohibited; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

e also presented a petition of the West Washington Citizens’ 
Association, of the District of Columbia, praying that the Wash- 
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ington Fry, ae Company be allowed articles of incorporation, 
and that it be permitted to install, te, and maintain a tele- 
phone plant and exchanges in the District of Columbia; which 
was referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. ELL presented a memorial of the Herald Printing 
88 of Callao, Mo,, remonstrating against the passage of 
the so-called Lond bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Juan Santiago, of Coamo, 
Puerto Rico, praying that indemnity be granted him for damages 
alleged to have been caused by United States soldiers during the 
Spanish-American war; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, 


LIST OF LOTS IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON, 


_ Mr. McMILLAN. I present a list of lots in the city of Wash- 
ington the title to which, as shown by the records of the War 
Department, is in the United States, but which are occupied by 
private parties and are assessed on the books of the Distriet of 
Columbia as private property. I move that the list be printed as 
a document for the use of the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to. 


SALARIES OF JUDGES AND EXECUTIVE OFFICERS, 


Mr. HOAR. I present a memorandum showing the salaries 
p to United States judges, to State judges in New York and 
ew Jersey, to judges of the English courts, and to various exec- 
utive officers under the United States Government. I move that 
the memorandum be printed as a document, 
The motion was agreed to. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. : 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 969) to amend section 5 of 
an act to relieve certain appointed or enlisted men of the Navy 
and Marine Corps from the of ion, approved August 
n, 1888, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2655) to amend section 5 of an act to relieve certain ap- 
pointed or enlisted men of the Navy and Marine Corps from the 
charge of desertion, approved August 14, 1888. reported adversely 
thereon; and the bill was ned indefinitely. 

Mr. LODGE. Iam directed by the Committee on the Philip- 
pines, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the 
suppression of insurrection in and to the government of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty 
concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, to report 
it without amendment. I desire to state that the minority of the 
committee reserve the right to file a minority report. 

I wish to give notice that on Wednesday of this week, imme- 
diately after the routine morning business, I shall ask leave of the 
Senate to address the Senate upon the bill which I have just re- 


ported. 
5 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
alendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2863) to restore the pension of Francis H. 
epics, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3175) for the relief of Mrs. I. M. 
Howell, Mrs. Elizabeth Meagher, and Mrs. A. H. Stevens, assignees 
of William McGarrahan, asked to be disc from its further 
consideration and that it be referred to the Committee on Claims; 
which was agreed to. 

- Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Territories, to whom 
Was referred the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for a 
civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes, reported it 
with amendments. 

AMENDMENT TO LEGISLATIVE APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to Appro riate 
$10,000 to defray the costs of the auditor of the Court o 1 
intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, executive, and 
judicial appropriation bill; which, with the accompanying papers, 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
reported the above amendment favorably, and moved that it 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and printed; which 


was agreed to, 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 8441) for the relief of Louis A. 
Yorke; which was read twice by its title, and referred tothe Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3442) to increase the num- 
ber of cadets to be appointed at large by the President to the United 
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States Naval Academy; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3443) granting the Niobrara, 
Sioux City and Black Hills Railroad Company a right of way across 
the Santee Indian Reservation, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice byits title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. GALLINGER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3444) au- 
thorizing the President of the United States to appoint a railroad 

ission, with authority to construct union tracks, depots, ter- 
minals, and union bridges, to be used by the steam railroads now 
entering the District of Columbia, and which may hereafter enter 
the said District of Columbia, and for abolishing grade crossings 
and the removal from the public grounds of all existing railroad 
tracks, stations, and freight yards within the District of Colum- 
bia; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
in ers, referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
r. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3445) granting 
an increase of pension to Catharine W. Clarke; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill e 3446) to refer the claims 
of James H. Owen and Charles H. Hille, of Minneapolis, Minn., 
to the Court of Claims; which was read twice by its title. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Unless otherwise suggested, 
the bill will be referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As the bill relates to a subject as to which 
the Committee on Indian Affairs already have a bill pending, I 
ask that it be referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, that refer- 
ence will be made. 

Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3447) to provide for the 
purchase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon 
at Huron, in the State of South Dakota, which was read twice by 
cia not and referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

unds. 

Mr. STEWART introduced a bill (S. 3448) to authorize the 

urchase and hanging of the picture of the Death of President 
incoln,” by Ritchie; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Library. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3449) to authorize the formation of 
guaranty companies in the District of Columbia; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3450) to fix the salaries of certain 
judges of the United States; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3451) to enable the Secretary of 
War to complete certain sets of the Official Records of the Union 
and Confederate Armies; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3452) providing for the purchase 
and release of certain Sioux Indian land; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced the following bills; which were 
citer read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3453) for the relief of J. C. Williams, administrator 
of Haller Nutt, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3454) for the relief of Sallie A. E. Bailey, administra- 
trix of Richard Griffith, deceased: 

A bill (S. 3455) for the relief of Frank P. Murphy (with accom- 
panying paper); and 

A bill (S. 3456) for the relief of the estate of Ann Lum, deceased. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 3457) granting an increase 
of pension to Laura Ann Smith; which was read twice by its title, 
= „with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

‘ensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New Yorkintroduced a joint resolution (S. R. 96) 
for the relief of Annie Birdsall, administratrix of the estate of 
John Birdsall, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HALE submitted an amendment providing for assistant 
heads of bureaus in the Navy Department, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted an amendment proposing 
to increase the salary of the chief clerk of the Patent Office from 
$2,250 to $2,500 per annum, intended to be pro by him to the 
legislative, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was 
ee to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
prin 


Mr, KYLE submitted an amendment g to 5 
850,000 for the printing and binding of 50, copies of Parts I, II, 
and III of the rt of the Industrial Commission on the subject 


of industrial combinations, intended to be proposed by him to the 


legislative, etc., appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 


mittee on Printing, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. BUTLER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
the appropriation for interpreters to be employed at consulates in 
China, Korea, and Japan from $15,000 to $15,500, intended to be 
proposed by him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill; 
which was ordered to be printed, 

AMENDMENTS TO PUERTO RICAN BILL. 


Mr. DAVIS submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. PETTUS submi an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed. 

Mr. FORAKER submitted three amendments intended to be 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico; which were 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 


The bill (H. R. 8063) to legalize and maintain the iron bridge 
across Pearl River at Rockport, Miss., was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

INQUIRIES RELATIVE TO THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, as follows: 


To the Senate: 
In response to the following resolution of the Senate of January 17, 1900, 
requesting the President— pene 

“If in his judgment not incompatible with the public paces to commu- 
cate to the Senate all communications which have been recei: by him. or 
by any Department or officer, civil or military, from Aguiualdo or any other 
1 — un 5 to represent the le in arms t the United States 
n the Philippine Islands, or any all government or public authority of 
said i people; and all replies to such communica S 

“Also, the proclamation sent by him to be issued to the people of the Phil- 
ippine Islands, as actually directed Beng to be issued, and the same as ac- 
tnally proclaimed by General Otis, if in any respect it was altered or any 
part of it was omitted; 

“Also, to inform the Senate whether any approval or disa; 
pressed by his authority, or that of the War —— — 


any; 

Also, all constitutions, forms of government, or proclamations issued by 
Aguinaldo, or any con or a ome assembly or body 5 to bo 
such, or convention of the people of the Philippine Toland, or any part thereof, 
or claiming to represent or any part thereof, of which information may 
have come to him or to any Department of the Government; 

all instructions given by him to the commissioners of the Philippine 
eta I a nite SaaS 
any informa wW ma vo come or any De t 
the Government since January 1. 1808 in regard to any iene of the peoplein 
arms against the United States for the pi of Manila. for risings in the 
amor Kia the destruction of foreign property and the massacre of foreign 
residents; 

“Also, any information that may have come to him, or any Department of 
the Government, of the treatment of the other inhabitants of the Philippines 
by those in arms against the authority of the United States, and of the atti- 
tude and feeling of such other inhabitants or tribes toward the so-called goy- 
ernment of og deni and his armed followers; 

Also, any information that may have come to him, or any Department of 
the Government, of the treatment of art either Spanish or American, 
by the people in arms against the authority of the United States; 

“Also, any information that may have come to him or any Department of 
the Government as to any aid or encouragement received by Aguinaldo and 
his followers from persons in the United States; as to what pamphlets, 
speeches, or other documents emanating from the United States and atveres 
to its authority and to its policy were circulated in whole or in part among 
the Filipinos in arms against the United States, among the other tants 
of tħe or among the soldiers of the United States, and any informa- 
tion as to the effect, if any, of such phlets, speeches, and er docu- 
ments, or of similar utterances in the United States upon the course of the 
rebellion against the United States; 

“Also, any further or other information which would tend to throw light 
upon the conduct and events of the the auth 
United States in the Philippi 


val Was ex- 
ent, of such change, if 


First. Copies of all communi which have been received by or 


by any De ent or officer, civil or military, from Aguinaldo, or an er 
undertaking to represent the people in arms the United § States 
the Philippine or any 


government or pug authority of 


communications and replies have 
ent. Said 


was expressed by my authori 
ent. It was, in fact, approved by post although no formal communica- 
to General Otis. 


to that effect was sent 
‘ked “II,” a letter of instructions to Maj. Gen. 
the army in the Philippines, under date of May 
by him to the people of the Philippines 
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ern- 
tive 


er Islands, or any part thereof, or claiming to represent them, or any 
ereof, of which information has come to me or to any Department of 
he Government. Said copies of documents are appended hereto marked 

Fourth. ies of all written instructions given by me to the commission- 
ers to the ippine Islands, or either of them. Said copies of documents 
* hereto marked “IV.”’ 

. Such information as has come to me, or any Department of the Gov- 
ernment, since gar yore Sig 1898. in d to any plans of the people in arms 
against the United States for the pillage of M tor risings in the city, or 
for the destruction of foreign property and the massacre of foreign residents. 
Said copies of documents are appended hereto marked V.“ 

Sixth. The information which has come to me, or any Department of the 
Government, of the treatment of the other inhabitants of the Philippines by 
those in arms against the authority of the United States, and of the attitude 
and feeling of such other inhabitants or tribes toward the so-calied 
ment of Aguinaldo and his armed followers, is contained in the ary 
statement of the Philippine Commission, dated November 2, 1899, in the report 
of the Philippine Commission dated January 31, 1 and transmitted by me 
to Congress February 2, 1900, together with the preliminary statement, and 
the report of Maj. Gen. E. S. Otis, United States Volunteers, commandin 
the D. ent of the Pacific and Eighth Army Corps, dated August 31. 
1899, and transmitted to Congress with the report of the Secretary of War, 
dated November 29, 1899, with the accompanying documents. 

Seventh. The information which has come to me, or any Department of 
the Government, of the treatment of prisoners, either S sh or American, 
by the people in arms against the authority of the United States, is contained 
in the same documents. 

Eighth. The information that has come to me, or any Department of the 
Government, as to any aid or 5 received by Aguinaldo and his 
followers from persons in the United States, as to what pamphlets, speeches, 
or other documents emanating from the United States, and adverse to its 
authority and to its policy, were circulated, in whole or in part, among the 
Filipinos in arms against the Uni States, among the other inhabitants of 
the eee or among the soldiers of the United gee and an 
as to the effect, if any, of such pamphlets, speeches, and other 
of similar utterances in the United States upon the course of the rebellion 

mst the United States is contained in the same documents, and the copies 

documents appended hereto marked VI.“ 

WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 5, 1900. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Whatdisposition shall be made 
of the m 2 
Mr. LODGE. I understand this is a message of the President 
in response to a resolution relating to affairs in the Philippines. 
I move that the message, with the accompanying documents, be 
referred to the Committee on the Philippines and printed. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MERRICK, MERRICK & COPE. 
The PRESIDENT . tempore. If there be no further morn- 
business, that order is closed. 
r. COCKRELL. The Calendar, Mr. President. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule VIII 
is in order; and the first bill in order will be stated. 
The bill (S, 2630) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
3 Merrick & Cope was announced as first in order on the 
ndar. 


information 
ocuments. or 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I ask that the conference report 
on House bill No. 1 may be laid before the Senate. The Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] desires to speak upon that subject. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the conference report on House bill No. 1. 

The Senate 5 consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
upon the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to 
maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, when on Saturday last I yielded 
to the special order, I had nearly concluded what I desired to say. 
I was then discussing the attitude of the banks of the country 
with reference to the resumption of specie payments in 1879. If I 
had not been cut off, I should have pursued that subject somewhat 
further, but I think it will be hardly profitable to do so to-day, 
inasmuch as there are others who, I understand, desire to speak 
upon that question. So Ishall leave that subject, except that I 
should like to say, in addition to what I said on Saturday, that 
the banks afforded no relief, no assistance, to the Government in 
that effort. They had taken very decided grounds in favor of re- 
sumption. It appears from the testimony ‘of Mr. George S. Coe, 
before the committee, which I mentioned on Saturday, that their 
interest in resumption was largely because they supposed green- 
backs would be entirely eliminated as a currency. I will take 
time to read that. I simply make that statement, which will be 
supported by an examination of the testimony taken before the 
committee of which Mr. Bruckner was chairman, 

Mr. Sherman understood that the banks had threatened to make 
resumption a failure unless he yielded to them and issued a 44 per 
cent bond. Their attitude was one of hostility, except upon the 
basis of such a bond issue. 

I want to say one thing here, which I think I ought to say in 
justice to history, and that is with reference to the then Secretary 
of the Treasury, Mr.Sherman. I have not agreed with Mr. Sher- 
man upon many questions, and particularly upon the financial 


— — but I believe in dealing with the banks at that time Mr. 


herman dealt with them with a great deal of vigor, with a great 
deal of patriotism, and with a great deal of good sense. I believe 
if we had had a man of less strength and vigor, we should have 
had a very different condition with reference to resumption; but 
as it was, in spite of the banks, in spite of the repeated statements 
all through the country by some of the leading press that resump- 
tion could not be secured, before the time came for the interchan 
of greenbacks for gold, resumption had practically been secured. 

I will not go into any further discussion of the question, and 
will conclude my remarks as briefly as possible, realizing, as I do, 
that what I may say will have no effect on this measure, and be- 
lieving, as I do, that this legislation will be disastrous to the gen- 
eral welfare of the country, expressing my hope that the time will 
come when the good sense of the people will reverse the action 
that is about now to be culminated. 

Before concluding I want to say one word which is somewhat 
personal, drawn out by a question from a Senator sitting near 
me, who seems to have supposed that I must have been an oppo- 
nent of resumption. I stated in reply that it had been my belief 
that we were as able to resume in 1865 as in 1879, and that all that 
was necessary was to declare that the greenbacks were full legal- 
tender money. If that had been done, resumption would have 
been practical at once without anything further. But that was 
not the theory of those who were advocating resumption, particu- 
larly the banks. Their theory was that we could not resume un- 
til we had reduced the national greenbacks or notes to a small 
sum, many of them contending, as some of the influential banks 
in New York did, at least, before the committee, that there must 
be a total abolition of greenbacks before it would be safe to at- 
tempt to resume, 

I have no doubt that we could have resumed perhaps somewhat 
more easily if we had destroyed the greenback, because then we 
should have had little or nothing to resume a sigs We simply 
would have had the interest on the public debt to pay in gold. 
When the effort was made by the act of 1875 it called out a severe 
criticism. As a member of this body, before it became effective, 
I rave every vote that I gavo in favor of eee the law as 
it had passed to bring about resumption, believing it was quite 
possible and quite easy, as the sequel proved. 

The of this act is the culmination of an effort begun 
soon after the close of our civil war to make money dear by the 
destruction of one half of the metallic money of the world. 

It was an age of t debts, both national, municipal, and cor- 
porate. Our own Government had an immense funded debt; our 
railroad companiesalso had during the war and immediately sub- 
sequent thereto issued a great amount of bonds secured on their 
roads, and the franchises cf all these would be rendered much 
more valuable by the destruction of one-half of the world’s money, 
because the purchasing power of both principle and interest of such 
indebtedness would be doubled thereby. 

The national indebtedness in shape of bonds was in all cases 
backed by the wealth of the nation issuing them, and hard times 
and low prices could not impair or in any wise endanger their 
ultimate re. 

The railroad companies’ bonds, greater in amount than the na- 
tional debts, were secured on the roads and franchises of the com- 

nies to the exclusion of any benefit to the stockholder until the 
interest was pein. While not as safe for investments as national 
or municipal bonds, they were considered first-class investments, 
and were to be made more valuable by the securing of dear 
money.” 

The effort to so destroy half of the world’s money was not con- 
fined to this country, but was quite as active and quite as 52 5 
sistent in Europe as here; in fact, it originated in Europe and re- 
ceived its great support from that continent. At first the effort 
was very generally resisted by the public press of the country. 
But soon it became Se pepe that these great agencies of public 
opinion had been enlisted in the crusade against silver. 

State legislatures, State conventions, and national conventions 
alike denounced the attempt, and Congress, with unanimity seldom 
seen in both great political parties, condemned the effort by an 
attempt to restore silver to the currency of this country. 

But the politicians were soon found taking the side of holders 
of the world’s securities, and under the false and delusive cry of 
honest money” betrayed the cause they affected to serve by in- 
sisting on a remedy that they knew could not be secured—that is, 
an international ment among the principal commercial na- 
tions of the world for the use of both silver and gold at an estab- 
lished ratio. 

Professing to be ardent bimetallists, bewailing the danger of a 
gold standard, they effectively prevented the establishment of a 

imetallic system in this country and resisted all efforts in that 
direction by declaring such efforts would be dangerous to, if not 
disastrous to, true bimetallism, and such pretenses were kept u 
until they felt they were strong enough to establish the gold stand- 
ard, as is now being done. 


1900. 
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It wonld seem that the deceit and hypocrisy that have character- 
ized their opposition to free coinage might now be dropped and 
that they might appear in their true colors. Butit appears that 
some support the gold standard and still hope to delude their 
victims by professing to be bimetallists. 

Mr. President, the effort of the last twenty-odd years to put the 
world upon the gold standard has cansed more suffering, more 
distress, more disaster than all the wars of the century now clos- 
ing. Its baneful influence will continue to be felt unless the ac- 
tion here is reversed until the recollection of these great wars 
shall fade from human memory. 

I do not contend that the country will be destroyed, but it will 
be hurt. I believe even under this system the country will grow 
rich and strong; great fortunes will still be created; palaces will 
be built for the rich; the rich will grow richer; but, alas, Mr. 
President, I believe under this system, when it shall have its whole 
effect, when we shall feel its legitimate operation, the poor will 

ow poorer. The wealth created will be in the hands of a few. 

he producer will not get his part. 

Mr. President, in the culmination of this long contest there are 
some recollections that come to us with force. In that part of the 
country that Ihave had the honor for so many years in part to 
represent we were disastrously affected by the action of 1893 in 
the repeal of the Sherman Act. I stated on this floor then, know- 
ing well what its effect would be upon us and upon the people I 
represent, that we would recover from its evil influences quicker 
than would any other portion of the United States. Mr. President, 
that prophecy, if prophecy it may be called, has come true. We 
are to-day producing more kan than any other region in the world, 
save it be South Africa. Ispeak now of thè production in the 
State of Colorado, which this year reached „000,000, and will 
undoubtedly reach $40,000,000 next year, and perhaps $50,000,000, 
and ultimately, in my opinion, a sum greater than California ever 
produced in her palmiest days. The poopie in the State I in part 
represent can stand the gold standard better than any other por- 
tion of the American people. With more natural wealth, with 
greater natural resources than any other section of our country, 
we need not be cast down. If New England, with her numerous 
laborers and her great manufacturing and producing agencies, 
can stand the infliction of the gold standard and survive, we can 
live and grow rich under it, although we would be better off 
without it. It will injure but can not ruin us. 

I said in 1893 that the passage of the seconling clause of the 
Sherman Act would compel a change in the racter of the indus- 
tries in the State of Colorado and other mining States. For a time 
those States were inflicted with a punishment that they certainly 
did not deserve, a punishment and a condition created that few 
communities would have recovered from; but I was acquainted 
with those people who have settled the Western States, and I knew 
something of their vigor, something of their force, something of 
their ambition. Iknew that adverse circumstances would be met 
with that co with which the best of American people have 
always met misfortunes. I anticipated that where we had mined 
silver we would mine gold, copper, and coal, and that where we had 
depended upon the East for our manufactures, we would begin to 
manufacture for ourselves. No permanent injury of the character 
inflicted by the act of 1893 could prevent the people of the great 
West, who had been mining silver and lead and gona to a limited 
extent, from realizing and taking advantage of the great natural 
wealth of the country in which they lived. 

With an abundance of gold, with an abundance of copper, with 
an abundance of lead, wit gront natural resources, it was certain, 
Mr. President, that we could maintain our position. We owed at 
that time n great debt. Our people, asa rule, were indebted to 
the East. e had been borrowing money from the more fortu- 
nate and older communities, so as to build up and to develop the 
great West. I said, Mr. President, from this desk, We will pay 
the debts that we owe; we will repudiate not a farthing.” Iam 
happy to say now that we have paid mainly the great debts that 
we owed to the East. Those that we have not paid are as sure 
and as safe to those to whom they are owed as though they owned 
a Government bond. They are sure of their ultimate payment. 

Mr. President, it is not because the people of Colorado are to 
suffer evils that the rest of the country will not suffer that I pro- 
test against this legislation. It is because I believe, and I think 
time will so demonstrate, that this is the greatest calamity that 
has been inflicted upon the American people, greater by far than 
the great war that took so much of our wealth and so much of our 
precious blood, If the great output of gold continues for a few 
8 the evil day will be deferred, but when that shall cease, as 

t will cease—because in the history of the world it always has 
ceased—after a time, and when the people shall have arranged their 
business upon the basis of gold alone and gold shall cease to be 
produced in the quantities that it has been produced heretofore, 
there will be discovered in the business of the world a sliding scale 
toward lower prices; and then the height of this disaster will be 
upon the people. 


Mr. President, I leave this question. I leave it, believing that 
ultimately the good sense and the patriotism of the American peo- 
ple will reverse a system that on its face has been adopted to the 
end that the few may have the great advantage and that the many 
shall be at a disadvantage. 


INVALID PENSION APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GALLINGER, Unless some other Senator is to discuss 
the conference report to which the Senator from Colorado [Mr, 
TELLER] has already addressed himself, I ask that the pension 
Gi tie dit bill may be laid before the Senate, 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from New Hampshire that the Senate 3 
to the consideration of the invalid pension appropriation bill? The 
Chair hears none. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 6627) making appropriations for the payment 
of invalid and other pensions of the United States for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. [understand the bill has been read through 
and that the committee amendments are now in order. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The bill isin Committee of the 
Whole, and the question is on the first amendment reported from 
the Committee on Pensions, which will be stated. 

The first amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on 
page 2, line 22, after the word“ applicant,” to strike out: 

Provided, That the report of such examining surgeons shall specifically 
state the rating which, in their judgment, the applicant is entitled to. 

And insert: 

Provided, That the report of such examining surgeons shall specifically and 
accurately set forth the physical condition of the applicant, each and every 
existing bility. being fully and carefully desc: : Provided further, 
That the reports of the s examiners of the Bureau of Pensions shall be 
open to inspection and copy by the applicant or his attorney, under such 
rules and regulations as the Recrotary of the Interior may prescribe. 

So as to make the clause read: 

For fees and expenses of examining surgeons for services rendered within 
the fiscal year 1901, $700,000. And each member of each examining board shall, 
as now author y law, receive the sum of 1 for the examination of each 


be examined on any one da 
Ovi 


g surgeons shall 
the physical condition of the 8 each and every existing disability 


special examiners of the Bureau of Pensions shall be open to inspection and 
copy by the applicant or his attorney, under such rules and regulations as 
the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to have the difference between 
that amendment and the existing law pointed out. 

Mr.GALLINGER. The existing law, I will say to the Senator 
from Missouri, requires medical examiners to make ratings, and 
those ratings are sent to the Pension Bureau to be considered by 
the medical officers of the Bureau. They have no binding force. 
The medical examining boards rate all the disabilities they find, 
whether they are due to Army service or not. The result has been 
that, while most boards make careful ratings, the most absurd 
ratings have been made by some examining boards. The Senator 
from Missouri, if he will turn to the last report made by the med - 
ical referee of the Bureau of Pensions, will find several sample 
cases. I will read for the information of the Senate one of those 
cases, which is as follows: 


For generat einn 8 
For deafness .......... 

For disease of eyes... 
For disease of rectum 
For disease of liver --- 
For crepitation of shoulders and elbows 
For alleged periodical vertigo 
For rbeumatism m 
For disease of heart 


e r tress oan wes pee 

This is a ae of $243 per month. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That was done by a board? 

Mr. GALLINGER. By a medical board, and that paper is on 
file in the Bureau. 

Another board made a rating of $126 a month; and when atten- 
tion was called to the matter, they replied that they meant $17 a 
month, but they actually rated the soldier at $126 a month, 
Another board made a rating of $123 a month, and still another 


board a rating of $71 per month. Of course these are extreme 
cases, 

Mr. DAVIS. They are ratings per month? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Per month. Now, these ratings are sent 
in to the Bureau of Pensions. The suggestion is oftentimes made 
by the members of medical boards to the soldier, We have given 
you a very high rating.“ Sometimes they venture tosuggest what 
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that rating nas been. I saw one rating that was given of over 
$100 a month under the act of June 27, 1890, when the maximum 
pension under that law is only $12 a month. 

As I said a moment ago, these ratings made by the medical 
boards do not refer exclusively to pensionable disabilities, but to 
all the disabilities they find in the individual case, and they come 
to the Bureau of Pensions, where all the testimony is on file, 
There are the affidavits, the medical records, the hospital records; 
and the medical officers of the Bureau must of necessity make the 
ratings after considering what disabilities are due to Army service. 

Mr. President, the Commissioner of Pensions in his reports has 
called attention to this matter, stating that it has given the Bureau 
a great amount of trouble and has resulted in nothing but harm, 
so far as the administration of the pensions laws is concerned. 
My investigation of the matter has led me definitely and conclu- 
sively to that opinion, and I haye thought, as the Commissioner 
of Pensions and the Secretary of the Interior are of that opinion, 
that it would be much better that we should put the provision in 
the bill which the committee have incorporated, striking out the 
matter of rating and substituting these words: 

That the report of such examining surgeons shall specifically and accu- 


rately set forth the parson condition of the applicant, each and every exist- 
ing disability being fully and carefully described. 


In other words, that these medical gentlemen shall make a pen 
icture of the disabilities of the soldier, accurately and specifically 
3 each existing disability, and send that to the Pension 
Office where, with all the evidence on file before them the med- 
ical evidence; evidence from the War Department, hospital rec- 
ords, ete.— they will be enabled to reach a proper conclusion as to 

gi Py se rating to be made. 
r. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr, COCKRELL. The statement that he has made I agree to 
thoroughly. I know that in many cases the ratings made by the 
local board have been made known to the applicant, and they 
were so much above the rating allowed by the Pension Office that 
there was great 8 and discontent. The question with me 
is, does the Pension Office, when it sends a case before a board of 
examining surgeons for pension, tell that board tho disability for 
which moy aro to examine—that is, if, under the law of July 14, 
1862, the alleged disabilities were contracted in the service in the 
line of duty or, under the law of June 27, 1890, all disabilities not 
due to vicious habits, and require them to report accordingly? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam of the opinion—and I think Iam cor- 
rect in it—that no such directions are given to the medical boards, 
but they are simply asked to examine the soldier and make report. 
Under the existing law, which is found in the appropriation acts 
from year to year, they are required to make these ratings. Some 
boards venture to suggest that in their opinion certain disabilities 
are of service omn: ' 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itseems to me that a great deal of trouble 
and confusion arises just on that point. They examine under the 
law of July 14, 1862, an applicant for all kinds of disabilities, 
incurred in the service or out of it, and they do not give their 
opinion as to the origin of the disability. I know there are many 
cases where it is very difficult to determine whether one disease 
was caused by another; and I do not believe that in those cases 


they give any expression of opinion on the investigation. Now, 


I think if they are competent surgeons they are more capable of 


giving an opinion as to the cause of one disease indirectly by 


another than simply a man in the Pension Office who probably 
has never had any very great amount of practice in ordinary life. 
They are thoroughly posted theoretically in everything of the 
kind, but they have not a large practical experience in cases. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I come back to a practical 
fact in connection with this matter, and that is that the medical 
officers of the Pension Bureau pay comparatively little attention 
to these ratings by medical boards. When the ratings come to 
the Bureau of Pensions they simply turn to the records they have 
on file and the evidence they have as to the incurrence of bili- 
ties in the service, to the question of hospital records, to the mat- 
ter of reports from the War Department concerning the soldier, 
and they themselves make up the ne 80 there without special 
regard to the ratings that have been made by the local boards. 

r. DAVIS, They consider the special report in connection 
with other testimony. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Precisely; they consider that in connection 
with all other testimony. Much mischief has been done often- 
times in the community by these gentlemen who desire the good 
will of the soldiers, of course, in suggesting to them that they 
have given them a very high rating; and unless that high rating, 
which is absurd in many cases, is confirmed by the Bureau of 
Pensions, trouble ensues, criticism follows, condemnation of the 
Bureau is the result, and the soldier feels that he has been greatly 
wronged when no wrong whatever has been perpetrated in the 


case. 
Iam sure that this amendment will do no harm to the soldiers 
of the country. If I believed that for a moment, I certainly 
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should not support it. I think it will take from the administra- 
tion of the pension laws a matter that is giving very serious 
trouble and that results in good to neither the Government nor to 
the soldiers, and I trust it will be adopted. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, I should like to ask the Senator a 

uestion. Do I understand him to say that the medical officers of 

e Pension Bureau take no notice whatever of the ratings of the 
1 

Mr. G. INGER, I do not mean to say that they take no no- 
tice of it. Of course they take notice of it, but they do not feel 
bound by those suggestions from local medical boards. As an 
illustration, a soldier is rated $10 for rheumatism, we will say. 
The Bureau of Pensions is not going offhand to concede that that 
man is entitled to anything for rheumatism. They go to the evi- 
dence on file, to the affidavits, and to the history of the case and 
ascertain whether or not the soldier actually did incur rheuma- 
tism in the military service, and if they do not find anything in 
the history of the case to warrant a rating for that disability, itis 
thrown out of the calculation entirely. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The Senator has given us some 
extreme cases of ridiculous reports and ratings made by the ex- 
aminingsurgeons. Isuppose, of course, the Pension Bureau would 
pay no attention to such ratings, but is it not true that, on the 
other hand, some boards make very low ratings and possibly unjust 
ratings, and is it not true that where a board of examining sur- 
geons has made a very small rating the Pension Bureau does pay 
attention to if and give as a reason for a small pension that they 
had a small rating from the examining board? 

Mr. GALLINGER, Well, Mr. President, that may happen. 
Now, as another illustration of the absurdity of this matter of th 
local boards making ratings, I have in mind a case that was sent 
to six boards in one of the ange cities of the country. The soldier 
was sent in person to those boards, and there was the widest 
possible difference in the ratings of the entiresix boards. No two 
of them agreed upon the rating of any single disability. One of 
the boards, to my knowledge, rated the soldier three or four times 
as high as another board did. I cite this simply to show that these 
ratings have no binding force, that there is no uniformity about 
them, and they can not by any possibility be of any service in 
adjudicating the case; that they simply give rise to differences 
between the soldier and the Bureau of Pensions, and result in 
controversies that, in my judgment, can be obviated by adopting 
the method suggested by the committee, changing the matter of 
specific ratings to a careful description of the several diseases that 
are found to exist in the individual soldier. 

This is all I care to say about the matter, Mr. President. Of 
course if this amendment is adopted, it will go into conference, and 
there is a possibility that it may be somewhat modified, or it may 
be that we shall be compelled to return to the provision found in 
the House bill. . 

Mr. TELLER, Mr, President, I think the amendment the com- 
mittee have recommended on pages 2 and 3isa good one. But J 
find in this bill something which T think is new. I do not know 
whether it is or not. In line 14, on page 2, it provides: 

That if 20 or more applicants Spp on one day no fewer than 20 shall, if 
practicable, be examined on said day. 

It is not possible for any board of pension examiners of three 
men to examine 20 people on one day and do it properly and do 
justice to the Government. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator from Colorado will permit 
me right there, that is not new. The Senator will find that in 
every pension appropriation act for a t many years. 

Mr. TELLER. I did not know but that the number was new. 
I thought it was less. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the precise number. 

Mr. TELLER. I Want to say that I have heard a good deal of 
complaint from ex-soldiers about the way wert are examined, 

Mr. GALLINGER, There is no doubt of it. 

Mr. TELLER. L have asked several members of the board and 
they say there is a disposition, and that is almost to be expected, 
that where they received only a dollar for an examination, they 
are bound to examine the whole twenty, if there are twenty there, 
or they must adjourn until the next day. As they examine them 
at a dollar a piece there is a disposition to hurry up and to hasten 
that examination. 

1 wish to suggest to theSenator that the number, twenty, ought 
tobe reduced. Of course, if we reduce the number the matter will 
go into conference. I should say that ten would be as many as 


should be examined in one day, especially, as under this amend- 


ment, if it should be og tik they are to make a statement more 
in detail than they ever did, which I think is an admirable thing 
for the Department. 

Mr. President, I agree that the Department can not be bound 
by this board of surgeons finally. I do not think they should. I 
had occasion last fall to look into the matter where a soldier came 
to me, and, as I discovered when I found the examination here, he 
was rated, I think, at 818 a month, and they gave him $6 here. To 
my personal knowledge the soldier was in a condition which, it 


difficulty. 


1900. 


seemed to me, would justify the giving of $18; but I cee Sp the 
board in their haste, when they had a lot of other people to exam- 
ine, made a general statement, without going into the details, not 
giving such a description to the Department here as they will do 
under this amendment. The Department did not have all the 
facts before them and all the knowledge before them, and they 
did not make the proper rating. I believe that soldier has made 
his application, and I understand that another board in another 
city, to which he has been sent, has made a rating equally high 
to the first. 

Last summer a soldier called upon me and showed me his cer- 
tificate 55 which he got a pension of 86 a month. The man was 
practically unable to walk. He came into my office with great 
When he pulled up his trousers and showed mo his 
ankles, not bigger than a baby’s, all wusted away, I did not won- 
der that the man could not move, He was totally disabled. He 
was not confined to his bed, but it was im ible for him to earn 
a dollar, and he was getting a pension of $6 a month. 

Now, I belive if a board had sat down and accurately described 
his condition, he never would have been rated in the office at $6 a 
month, If there could have been a photograph taken of him and 
sent to the office, he would not have been rated thus. I think 
that ought to be allowed to the board, that they might photograph 
the party if they saw fit. 

I think, as a rule, these surgeons are conscientious people and 
try to do their duty, and then when their report comes in I think 
the Department folks try to do their duty, for they feel that they 
are there to see that the Government does not pay more than the 
law requires them to pay. Sometimes they get the idea, I sup- 
pose, that they are saving money to the Government, and they are 
a little technical and careful and particular about it, with no in- 
tent to do wrong to the soldier but to do justice to him, and at the 
same time do justice to the Government, In this way sometimes 
great injustice is done. 

I recall a man who walks about the town in which Ilive. For 
years he has been trying to get arrears of pension under the old 
act, which he could not get, and which I know he certainly de- 
serves, because long before the act of 1890 was passed he was in a 
decrepit condition. His record was good, but he could not get 
arrears. So he takes his pension under the act that gives him a 
pension because he was disabled, without reference to how his 
disabilities were incurred. This man is in distress and want, and 
he gets $12 a month. 

I do not know that we can actually do justice to all these ex- 
scldiers. I doubt whether we ever shall. I doubt very much 
whether we shall give these old soldiers in their declining days 
what they deserve. 

I said the other day that I was not disturbed about the amount 
of the pension roll, Iam not. Mr. President, it is going to in- 
crease. It will be larger next year than it is this, or ought to be 
larger. There are nearly a million soldiers on the pension roll 
now. But I do not think there will be any impropriety if we 
should put every surviving soldier on the roll and give hima pen- 
sion now. I think we can afford it. I think a country collecting 
as we area million and a half of dollars a day—because that is pretty 
nearly what we are doing now—might re ch in some other di- 
rections possibly and give to these soldiers what I think they abso- 
lutely deserve, not as a charity, but as a right. As they grow 
older their needs are greater, their disabilities are greater, their 
5 for earning a little something grow less, and I think 
they appeal to us with a greater degree of force than any other 
claims that the Government discharges. 

I should like to see this board cut down so that the doctors can 
sit down and give the applicants a careful examination and not 
feel that they are compelled to hasten by the small sum that the 
Government pays. 

Mr. President, I am going to move to strike out in that provi- 
sion, wherever it occurs, twenty“ and insert ten.“ That at 
least will put it in conference, and then I trust the chairman of 
the committee will and make some arrangement out of it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, representing the commit- 
tee more especially, and speaking for myself, I will not oppose the 
amendment. I have always believed that twenty examinationsin 
a day was more than a medical board could properly attend to. 
But it is very likely that we may be compelled, as the Senator him- 
self knows, to return to that number. However, I will promise 
the Senator that if the bill is amended as he suggests, personally 
on ce the best I can in the line suggested by the Senator from 

olorado, 

Mr. TELLER. It will relieve the Senate anyway of responsi- 
bility if we do the best we can. 

I move, in line 14, on 2, where the word twenty“ occurs, 
to strike out ‘ twenty” and insert ten;“ in line 15, to strike out 
„twenty! and insert ten;“ in line 17, to strike out “twenty” 
and insert “ ten;“ and in line 19, to strike out ‘‘ twenty” and insert 
8 That would make it read that when ten persons ap- 

y—_ 
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Mr. GALLINGER, I suggest to the Senator to withhold his 
amendment until the committee amendments are acted on. 

Mr. TELLER. Ibegpardon; I thoughtthey had been disposed of, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment of the committee on pages 2 and 3. 

Mr. GALLINGER, It is 1 that I should say before the 


motion is put that I explained only one part of the pro 
mittee amendment. The other part of the proviso A 

Provided further, That the reports of the ial examiners of the Bureau 
of Pensions shall be open to inspection and copy by the applicant or his 
attorney, under such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior 
may prescribe. 

In explanation of that I will say that the soldiers of the coun- 
try have contended with a great deal of vigor that the reports of 
the medical examining boards and the special examiners should 
be open to inspection and copy. The Bureau of Pensions. on the 
other hand, have contended that it would be detrimental to the 
service if that should be allowed. The committee in its discre- 
tion, after considering this matter very carefully, concluded that 
it would not be to the interest of the service to have the reports 
of the medical examiners made public, but that there was no 
reason why, when a special examiner was sent in the field to col- 
lect testimony in a pension case, the pensioner should not have the 
right to know what the special examiner reported. There was no 
practical difference in the committee on that point, and for that 
reason they have recommended that the reports of the special ex- 
3 shall be open to inspection and copy by the applicant or 

attorney. 

Mr. COCKRELL. How about the report of the board of exam- 
ining surgeons? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave just remarked that the committee 
in its discretion, after examining the matter very carefully, con- 
cluded that it would not be wise to have the report of the examin- 
ing surgeons spread broadcast over the country, and especially in 
the communities where the soldiers reside. There are reasons 
that perhaps I do not care to state publicly on this point; and 

et I think they will commend themselves to the Senator from 
ouri. There are no such reasons applying to the reports 
of the special examiners. These men are sent out to collect testi- 
mony concerning a soldier and to ascertain whether or not his 
claim is a valid claim, whether he has made misrepresentations, 
and all that sort of thing, and it seemed to the committee there 
Was no reason why that evidence should not be placed in the hands 
of the claimant or his attorney. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I know there have been a number of con- 
troversies arising as to what the claimants have stated to the ex- 
aminers, and I know of two or three cases where the applicants 
claimed that they never made any such statements as the examiner 
has reported. Asa matter of course, it comes up as a question of 
yeracity between the two ons. 

Mr. AL Mr. President, I was not in the Chamber when 
the Senator from New Hampshire began his remarks 5 
this proposed amendment, and therefore I do not know all he said; 
but I heard enough of what the Senator said to satisfy me that in 
some respects at least he is in error. He says the reports of the 
examining boards have no binding force in the Pension Office. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Yes; no binding force. 

Mr. ALLEN. Therefore he concludes that it is useless for the 
examining boards to fix a rating or establish the pensionable 
disability of the N oane 

If the Pension ce disregards the ratings of the tive 
examining boards, a two-line amendment in this bill will settle the 
controversy and make it obligatory on the Pension Office to regard 
and Kiyo force to the reports of the examining boards. It may be 

ible—I say possible, because I do not believe it is true—that 
here is a greater degree of medical and surgical skill in the Pen- 
sion Office than there is upon the pension boards scattered 
throughout the United States. My understanding of these gentle- 
men in the Pension Bureau is that they are theorists and in few 
instances men of extensive practical experience. I think their 
business is to find fault with the reports of therespective examin- 
ing boards rather than to treat them with that degree of fairness 
they should receive at the hands of the Pension Office. 

o is better qualified to determine the nature and character 
of a disease, its origin, and its extent, than a practical poyan 
living in the community where the applicant is examined? I pre- 
sume the science of medicine, which is a science of experience 
largely, is likə any other science. A great many men are theo- 
retically very great lawyers. They write and deliver splendid es- 
says and disquisitions upon legal topics, and yet when yon put 
them into court to practice their profession they are utter failures, 
I pane the same is true of physicians and surgeons. 

any of the physicians and surgeons compong the respective 
examining boards are men of large experience and much readin 
and greatscientificknowledge. Very many of them served throu 
the civil war as physicians and surgeons and had large experience 
there. Ican see no reason why their report should not have the 
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same force and effect as the report of any other examining board. 
A board capable of ascertaining facts usually is capable of deter- 
mining the force of the facts ascertained. Take, for instance, the 
reference of a chancery case to a master. It is usually referred to 
him to find the facts and the law, and probably in a majority of 
instances where the examination has been careful his report of 
the facts and the law of the case is adopted by the court sending 
the reference to him. It is on account of his legal ability and his 
experience that he is made a master in chancery and the case is 
sent to him. 

Now, does not thesame reasoning apply to these boards? They 
were selected, in the first instance, on account of their standing 
as physicians and surgeons, on account.of their education, on ac- 
count of their experience, on account of their competency; and 
whenever a case is referred to them and they have made a phys- 
ical examination and the necessary inquiries under the solemnity 
of an oath, and those inquiries and examinations are reduced toa 
report and signed by them, should it not have the same force as 
the report of a master? Should not the report be regarded by the 
Pension Office? 

Now, Mr. President, speaking to the second branch of the amend- 
ment, it is objected that the reports of the examining surgeons 
should not be open to inspection. I believe they should be. I 
know of no reason why they should not be. While I conceded in 
the committee a modification of this amendment so as to cover the 
reports of the special examiners alone, I by no means abandon my 
idea that the report of the examining surgeon and the report of 
the ial examiner come under e the same category 
and should stand together. It may be said that the chief reason 
for making the reports of the examining boards sacred and pro- 
hibiting the 5 caso or his attorney or friend from examining 
them is that if they should be adverse to the claimant, those who 

made the report would be subject to his enmity and the enmity 
of others. 

Mr. President, there is no force in that contention. Every man 
who sits upon a jury and renders a verdict is subject to the same 
enmity of the defeated pory Every man who occupies a posi- 
tion upon the bench and enters a judgment against one or more 
litigants is subject to the same enmity and the same criticism; 
and if a man’s work is as it should be there will be no permanent 
ill consequences following such criticism. If theexamination and 
report are not such as they should be, then they ought to be criti- 
cised, and it ought to be known to the world, and the applicant 
and his friends and the public at large should know that an in- 
competent or disqualified man is pocupying that position, and be 
able to take steps to have him removed. Of course, so far as the 

nsion examiner is concerned, he is a migratory individual. He 
das to-day and a hundred miles from here to-morrow. He is 
a man without a habitation and without a home, so far as the dis- 
charge of his official duties are concerned, and whatever the appli- 
cant may think of his report he can not injure him, because he 
does not usually live in the territory where the examinations are 
conducted. 

Mr. TELLER. He does not at all. 
Mr. ALLEN. He does not at all, the Senator from Colorado 


says. 

Mr. President, I am in favor of an enlarged pension poney, I 
see nothing to be gained by this hair-splitting and higgling proc- 
ess respecting pensions, pension is not a gratuity. The great 
liberator, Mr. Lincoln, himself said, when he was calling for vol- 
unteers during the late civil war, that the obligation of the Gov- 
ernment to its soldiers and to their widows and orphans would be 
recognized by a generous government. Ofcourse, patriotism and 
a desire to save the Union prompted the enlistments, for no man 
enlisted for $13 a month—receiving later in the war $16 a month 
in depreciated currency. It was the desire that this great Gov- 
ernment of ours, which was the first real experiment of self-gov- 
ernment, should live and work out its destiny that prompted the 
enlistments. The humble soldier who carried his musket in the 
ranks might not have been able to express that view as 5 as 
a polished and distinguished statesman or diplomat, but he under- 
stood it as well, and it was that feeling which prompted the en- 
listment of the private soldier during the late war. Now, when 
age has overtaken him and misfortune has come to his door, when 
a new generation of men haye succeeded him and are rapidly 
pushing him from his place in the world of activity, is it wrong 
for him to come to Congress and remind it of the words of Lincoln 
and his cotemporaries and ask for liberal treatment at the hands 
of the Government? 

Another thing seems very peculiar to me in the practice of the 
Pension Office, and I do not intend unnecessarily to criticise the 
Pension Office. Iwould not doit, because it has its burdens and the 


Commissioner has his duties to discharge, Which are not at all 
times pleasant. But there seems to be a widespread idea in the 
Pension Office that a man who is entitled to a pension must have 
a hospital record; that he must be able to turn back to some period 
during his service in the ranks and i ik to the fact that he was 
at one time treated in a hospital, 


remember the time, and re- 


member it well, when it was humiliating to the soldier to be com- 
pelled to go to the hospital. Many aman died, many a man suffers 
totay from wounds and from disease who absolutely refused to 
be taken either to a camp ora permanent hospital. Takethe man 
who stood in line and did his duty from the opening to the close 
of the war without a hospital record, without mding an hour 
or a day in the hospital, and who performed his duty bravely and 
conscientiously, determined that he would see his home without a 
hospital record, if he was to see it at all. Yet all this seems to 
count for nothing, and it seems to be taken against the soldier 
that he did not at some time during the period of his service go 
A Dopita or be treated at a hospital or have a written record 
0 


Mr. President, I wish to see the time come when this Govern- 
ment will be generous enough and just enough, entirely regardless 
of politics, to take this class of old men and give every one of them 
who served his country faithfully and well a monthly pension. 
There are but few of them left. It would not cost the Govern- 
ment $50,000,000 a year additional to give every honorably dis- 
charged soldier and sailor in the Union who served in the civil 
war and who was honorably discharged a monthly pension of $10, 
What great good it would do to those men and to their wives in 
their declining years! 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Pensions was, on 
page 3, line 10, after the word “dollars,” to strike out the follow- 
ing proviso: : 

Provided, That the Commissioner of Pensions shall furnish all necessary 
blanks to claimants, and that said Commissioner may, in his discretion, refuse 
to the fee to attorney of record when he is satisfied that said attorney 
failed to prepare the case under his or her personal supervision and did not 
discharge his full duty to claimant. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask if that is not the exist- 
ing law; and if so, what is the reason for a change? 

Mr.GALLINGER. I will state to the Senator that the proviso 
has never before appeared in an appropriation bill. It wasadopted 
without debate in another body at the last moment when this bill 
was under consideration there, and evidently without very serious 
consideration. As an illustration, the present law provides that 
the Commissioner of Pensions shall furnish all necessary blanks 
toclaimants. That is now provided for. If the Senator will turn 
to page 119 of this pamphlet, entitled“ Laws of the United States,“ 
he will find that the Secretary of the Interior has substantially all 
the authority over these attorneys that is proposed to be given by 
this proviso. I think I will put in the Recorp this section. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Read it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Section 5 is a follows: 


SEC. 5. That the Secretary of the Interior may prescribe rules and regula- 
tions governing the recognition of agents, attorneys, or other persons — 5 5 


senting e ants before his eee may require of such persons, 
agents, and attorneys, before being 8 as resentatives of claim- 
ants, that they show that they are of good moral character and in good 


repute, p of the necessary qualifications to enable them to render 
such claimants valuable service, and otherwise competent to advise and as- 
sist such claimants in the presentation of their claims, and such Secretary 
may, after notice and opportunity Tar a Boni, suspend or exclude from 
further practice before Department any such person, agent, or attorney 
shown to.be incompetent, disreputable, or who refuses to comply with the 
said rules and regulations, or who shall, with intent to defraud in any manner, 
deceive, mislead, or threaten any claimant, or prospective claimant, by word, 
circular, letter, or by advertisement. 


Then, turning to the rules adopted by the Bureau of Pensions, 
I find that rule 10 reads as follows: e 

When an attorney or nt is called upon by this office to furnish evidence 
in any claim, he will be allowed ninety days to furnish such evidence or give 
reasons why he fails to do so: Provided always, That before such attorney is 
dropped or another attorney recognized at any time within one year, he s 
be even thirty days’ notice to show cause gor he is not guilty of laches. 

n the event that such answer be not filed within thirty days from the 
mailing of such notice, or if id answer to said notice shall be held by 
the Commissioner to be insufficient, claimant will be notified of such failure. 
either to file the evidence called for or show cause why it is not filed. an 
may file the same, either himself or by such other attorney as he may elect; 
and upon the recognition of such other attorney the former attorney or 
agent will be estopped from claiming any fee. 

Rule 12 says: ; 

Attorneys will be required to exercise due diligence in all cases in which 
they are recognized as attorneysof record. Neglect to prosecute a claim for 
one year will be held, in default of cause shown therefor, conclusive evidence 
of abandonment of a claim by an attorney, and claimant will be so informed. 

I have information that the Bureau has changed the time from 
one year to six months, so that unless they respond within six 
months and satisfy the Bureau that they are diligently prosecut- 
ing the claim they are dropped under the law and under the rules 
of the Bureau. It seemed to the committee that the existing law 
gave the Commissioner of Pensions all the authority that he ought 
to have over these men who are selected by the pensioners to pros- 
ecute their claims, and for that reason the committee are o the 
opinion that the proviso is entirely superfiuous and should be 
stricken from the bill. ; 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment reported by the Committee on Pensions. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Colorado 
[Mr. TELLER] offered an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 14, after the word if,“ it is 
proposed to strike out twenty“ and insert ten;“ in line 15, after 
“ than,” to strike out twenty 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is this one amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I moved it as one amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was offered as one amend- 


ment, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It should be treated as one amendment. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 14, after the word if,“ it is 
proposed to strike out twenty and insert ten;“ in line 15, after 
the word “ than,” to strike out ‘‘twénty ” and insert ten;“ at the 
beginning of line 17, to strike out “twenty ” and insert“ ten;“ and 
in line 19, after the word until,” to strike out ‘‘twenty ” and in- 
sert ten.“ 

a COCKRELL, Let it be read as it will read if the change is 
made, 

The SECRETARY. If amended, the proviso will read: 

Provided, That if ten or more applicants appear on one day no fewer than 
ten shall, if practicable, be examined on said ay, and that if fewer examina- 
tions be then made, ten or more having appeared, then there shall be paid for 
the first examinations made on the next examination day the fee of $1 only 
until ten examinations shall have been made. 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. TELLER. I will say to the Senator from Missouri that the 
purpose of the amendment is that the examiners may have time 
to examine. No board, I think the Senator will agree, can exam- 
ine twenty men in a day, and the result is that the examinations 
are made superficially, and complaint is made by soldiers that 
they do not think they have a fair examination. Then when the 
reports come to the Department they have less confidence when 
they know that a t number were examined in one day. Ten 
is as many as, and I think in many cases is more than, they should 
examine in one day. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I should like to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Pensions how long twenty has been the number 
required to be examined? : 

r. GALLINGER. I think that has been the rule for a great 
many years, and possibly from the passage of the first pension law 
after the war. Iam not sure as to that, but beyond question it 
has been the rule for a great many years, 

Mr. COCKRELL. The effect of this amendment will be to 
largely increase the fees. 

55 TELLER. No; not at all. 
at all. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; it would increase them somewhat. 

Mr. TELLER. It might. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It nearly doubles them. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Oh, no; the increase will be almost wholly 
in the large cities. 

Mr. TELLER. After ten they get only $1. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It will increase the fees to some extent, 
but notwithstanding that [sympathize with the purpose theSenator 
from een has in view, although I think the number ten is 
too small. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Say fifteen. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am quite willing to let it go into confer- 


ence. 

Mr. TELLER. Let it go into conference with the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Iam quite willing that it shall go into con- 
ference with the House on ten, and possibly we may agree upon a 
number intermediate between ten and twenty. 

Lam fully in sympathy with the suggestion of the Senator from 
Colorado that no medical board can give twenty soldiers, most of 
whom have several disabilities, a fair examination in one day. It 
takes longer to examine the soldiers now than it did immediately 
after the war, when a man had simply a wound or perhaps one dis- 
ability. The soldiers are getting old, their disabilities are multi- 
plying, and it necessarily takes longer to fairly examine them 
than formerly. I believe the time has come when we ought to 
reduce the number, but Ido not think we will reduce it, if we 
make any reduction, to the extent suggested by the Senator from 
Colorado, Still I am quite willing that it shall go into conference. 

Mr. TELLER. I wish to say that there has been so much com- 
plaint that I think we ought to reduce it within reasonable bounds, 
It is not often, I suppose, except in thé large cities, that twenty men 
will appear at one time. 

Mr. GALLINGER, No, or ter, 

Mr. TELLER. Or ten. 1 bave had soldiers call on me within 
the last summer and say they have spent hours and waited until 
night, and the last thing they got an examination that was very 
unsatisfactory. They said they did not believe the board knew 
anything about what ailed them, and of course if they do not get 
their pensions they feel that they have not been properly treated. 
Wecertainly ought to put this business in shape so that the soldier 
will have a fair examination, both for his interest and that of the 
Government, 
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It does not increase the fees 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Colorado, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, I wish to move another amendment, for 
two reasons. The bill as amended reads: 

That if ten or more applicants a on one day no fewer than ten shall, 
if practicable, be SOERA on Bad dey 50 s : 

I do not know whether that means that ten must be examined, 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. Or else they must adjourn to the next day. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER, Then I will not make any change: 

Mr. HAWLEY. Isuggest a simple verbal amendment in the 
interest of better style. On page 2, line 21, I move to strike out 
unless“ and substitute the words who was not.” It reads: 

No fee shall be paid to any member of an examining board unless person- 
ally present. : 

I move to strike out unless” and insert who was not.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 


pass? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I should like to ask the Senator in charge of 
the bill whether this is the estimate of the Commissioner of Pen- 
sions or below it. What is the estimate for the current year? 
This is for the coming fiscal year. What has been the expenditure 
during the last fiscal year and what is the appropriation for the 
current year? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will say that, as I understand the mat- 
ter, the appropriation for 1900 was $145,233,830. The estimates 
for 1901 were $145,230,230, $3,000 less than the appropriation for 
1900; but the Committee on Appropriations of the House increased 
the appropriation by about $15,000, which, I think, was for clerk 
hire. I feel sure that that was the item which was increased. 
The bill as it is now before the Senate carries precisely the 
amount that it did when it came from the House, and it is only 
25 or fifteen thousand dollars in excess of the estimates for 

Mr. COCKRELL, The aggregate amount is 844,000,000? 

Mr. GALLINGER. One hundred and forty-five million two 
Panaro and forty-five thousand two hundred and thirty dollars, 
is it not? 

Mr. TELLER. One hundred and forty-four million dollars. 

Mr. GALLINGER. One hundred and forty-four million dollars 
for Army and Navy pensions, and the balance for fees of medical 
examiners, salaries, clerk hire, rent, etc. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Les; $144,000,000 for pensions. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Les. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That is the aggregate appropriation for the 
bi ey of pensions? 

.GALLINGER. Yes. 
Mr. COCKRELL, Then there are other appropriations for ex- 


penses, etc. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. TELLER. That is not in the bill. 
Mr. ALLISON, It is in the bill, but not included in the $144, 


000,000. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is in the bill, but not included in that 
amount. 

Mr. TELLER. It is not in that amount. ~ 

_Mr. COCKRELL. It is $144,000,000 for the payment of pen- 
sions proper. Then there are other items for the administration 
of the office, 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is correct. 

Mr. TELLER. Did I understand the Senator to say that the 
estimate is $145,000,000 for pensions? 

Mr.GALLINGER. No; $144,000,000 for pensions and $1,245,230 
for other items of expenditure. That is according to the report 
made by the House committee, which is doubtless correct. 

The RESIDENT pro tempore. The question is, Shall the bill 


pass? 
The bill was passod. 
SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. CARTER, I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolution in the Pennsylvania case. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Without objection, the Chair 
ies betore the Senate the resolution indicated by the Senator from 

ontana. 

The Secretary read the resolution reported from the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat in 
body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 
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Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the principle involved in the 
case under consideration has been so often and so ably debated in 
this Chamber of recent years that I do not venture to assume that 
any view I entertain or may here express will tend to modify or 
change the opinion of any other Senator. This observation may 
be justly regarded as a command for silence rather than a warrant 
for speech, but my vote in the Corbett case being at variance 
with the position deliberately reached by me in the Mantle case 
and adhered to now, while not requiring seems to render appro- 
priate a brief statement of my views of the correct rule of consti- 
tutional construction as to the power of a governor to tilla vacancy 
in the Senate by appointment. 

That power is found in section 3 of Article I of the Federal Con- 
stitution, which reads as follows: 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator 
shall have one vote. 

Immediately after they shall be assembled in consequence of the first elec- 
tion, they shall be divided as pews, A may be into three classes. The seats 
of the Senators of the first class be vacated at the expiration of the sec- 
ond year, of the second class at the expiration of the fourth year, and of the 

class at the expiration of the sixth year, so. that one-third may be 
chosen every second year; and if vacancies pen by resignation, or other- 
wise, during the recess of the legislature of any State, the executive thereof 
may make temporary meneame until the next meeting of the legislature, 
w shall then fill such vacancies. 

In mandatory words the section provides that the Senate of the 
United States shall be com of two Senators from each State. 
The Senate shall be so divided that but one-third of its member- 
ship will be changed every two years, thus insuring its continuous 
existence with at least two-thirds of its membership always qual- 
ified; and finally, precaution is taken against vacancies arising by 
resignation or otherwise. 

Again, Article V of the Constitution provides: 

That no State, without its consent, shall be deprived of its equal suffrage 
in the Senate. 

These provisions construed together leave no doubt whatever in 
my mind that the framers of the Constitution intended to facili- 
tate rather than to hinder full and continuous representation of 
the several States in the Senate. It was intended that vacancies 
should not continue to exist in this body. A continued vacancy 
in the Senate is repugnant alike to State interest and national 

licy. Pennsylvania is to-day not only deprived of its equal suf- 
eos in the Senate withont its consent, but in defiance of its peti- 
tion and over its protest. 

The majority of the committee justifies this injury to the State 
of Pensylvania upon purely technical grounds. ey say the State 
is not asserting its right through the proper channel. It is ad- 
mitted that the governor may appoint to fill vacancies in the Senate 
happening during the recess of the legislature. It is admitted the 
vacancy exists in the representation of Pennsylvania in the Senate 
and that the governor has duly appointed Matthew S. Quay to fill 
the vacancy, but it is suggested that because the legislature of 
Pennsylvania tried to provide . ee the rg ee of a vacancy, 
and did not succeed before its adjournment, therefore the vacancy 
which happened, and is continuing to happen every moment, is 
not a vacancy during the recess of the legislature of Pennsylvania. 
This I denominate a strained, technical construction. I prefer 
accepting the theory that a State should be allowed to exhaust 
ev State agency recognized by the Federal Constitution as 
available to secure representation in the Senate. If one piece of 
State machinery fails and a vacancy in the Senate still happens to 
exist, why deny the State the right to at once act through the 
reserve or supplemental agent, the governor? 

The rights of the State of Pennsylvania, the interests of the 
nation, and, in my opinion, the spirit and letter of the Constitu- 
tion require that we should admit Mr. Quay to the Senate on the 
governor's certificate of appointment. À 

On broad lines, Mr. President, the great weight of authorit; 
found in the cases adjudicated by the Senate seems to be oppos 
to the majority report of the committee. On technical grounds 
purely that statement is not correct. There have been in the 
neighborhood of one hundred vacancies filled in this Senate since 
the op ache anon of the Federal Government. i 

Ok the eighteen cases which have arisen on the appointment by 
governors to fill vacancies in the Senate happening somewhat 
analogous to the vacancy here under consideration the Senate 
has adhered to the rule that the appointee was entitled to be 
seated in twelve instances and has reversed the rule in six cases. 
Of the six exceptions it is a matter of common knowledge that 
the last four, namely, the Mantle, Beckwith, Allen, and Corbett 
cases, were decided on other than strict constitutional grounds. 
When Mr. Mantlesought admission to the Senate on the certificate 

of the governor of Montana in 1893 the Senate and the country 
were en d in an intense discussion of the coin question. 

This y was about evenly divided on that all-absorbin 


ques- 
tion, and the Administration was exerting its power and 


uence 


to defeat the views for which Mr. Mantle stood on the issue then 


| 
| 


1 


pending. The ing of Mr. Mantle would have added strength 
an opposition which the Administration and all the opponents 
of free silver were desperately struggling to overthrow. This op- 
position was regarded as dangerous, and under the circumstances 
if was surprising that Mr. Mantle came within 3 votes of bei 
seated. Itis a matter well known in connection with the posi 
that is only preserved in the minds of Senators, and of the public 
to some extent, that if pairs in this body had been correctly 
arranged at that time so as to give full, fair, and honest expres- 
sion to the views of Senators, Messrs. Mantle, Beckwith, and 
Allen would have been seated, and three of the precedents relied 
upon by the majority of the committee would thus have been 
reversed in 1893. . 

The verdict of the Senate rendered under such conditions can 
not be regarded as reflecting its free judgment on the constitu- 
tional status of the governor’s appointment. The cases of Beck- 
with, from Wyoming, and Allen, from Washington, abided the 
decision in the Mantle case. Thus, sir, it appears that three of the 
six exceptions from the established rule of the Senate evolved with 
harrow margins from the expediency of the hour, from a political 
point of view rather than on the deliberate judgment of the Sen- 
ate on the constitutional question presented, that judgment being 
the reverse of the recorded verdict of the Senate, 

Now, as to the fourth exception recorded here in recent times. 
Mr. Corbett was pa att Ny by the governor of Oregon to fill the 
vacancy occasioned by the expiration of the term of Senator John 
H. Mitchell on the 4th of March, 1897. The ng eae of Oregon 
had failed to elect and its failure was due to the inability of the 
body to organize. Mr. Mitchell had made a vigorous campai 
for reelection before the people of Oregon and thay had 8 
majority of the legislature favorable to his return to the Senate. 
The will of the ple of that State as expressed in their repre- 
sentation in the legislature could only have been defeated by de- 
priving the members of the legislature of the privilege of casting 
their votes and registering the popular will as expressed at the 
polls on election day. That case has been decided. Mr. Corbett 
was denied a seat in this Chamber. My vote was registered 
against him, and it would be registered against him now on the 
same state of facts. 

By a course of conduct which was revolutionary in its nature 
the legislature was kept from perfecting an organization until its 
pan of possible existence expired by limitation. It was be- 

ieved by many members of the Senate that Mr. Corbett was the 
inspiring force in that revolutionary scheme, and acting upon 
that belief votes were influenced, cast, and recorded against him, 

Exercising the unquestionable right to look beyond the creden- 
tials and the authority issuing them to the manner in which they. 
were obtained by the applicant for a seat, a large number of Sen- 
ators, to my knowledge, myself included, voted against seatin 
Mr. Corbett solely on the ground that he should not be admi 
to the Senate as the culmination of a conspiracy to cripple and 
demoralize the government of his State. Tt these considerations 
had not determined the votes of Senators the Mantle case would, 
I believe, have been reversed. Thus another of the exceptions to 
the rule passes on a basis not involving aconstruction of the Con- 
stitution, leaving only two decisions by the Senate out of eighteen 
to sustain the conclusions of the majority of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections in the pending case on a plain question 
of correct constitutichal construction. 

From lack of time I have not been able to trace with accuracy 
the political environments and the other conditions and influences 
surrounding the Senate when the two remaining cases were de- 
cided. It would be 0 interesting to scrutinize with care the 
personal and political history contemporaneous with the disposi- 
tion of the Kensey Johns case in 1793 and the Lanman casein 1825. 
It isnot improbable that investigation would disclose causes other 
than strict constitutional interpretation u which to rest the 
two remaining exceptions. With varying shades of technical dif- 
ference, the vast majority of cases decided by the Senate in its 
history have favored the continuous representation of States in 
the Senate, either by appointment by the legislature or appoint- 
ment by the governor. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], in 
the course of his observations in the Senate last week, very wisely 
suggested that the framers of the Constitution had some appre 
hension lest representation in this body might be wanting, lest 
States might not desire to participate under the Constitution in 
the Government which they were framing. That apprehension 
existed, and the fact of its existence is borne out by the early par- 
liamentary history of the Government. 

This Government under the Federal Constitution was not taken 
very seriously for some time. For many years the Senate sat alto- 

ether with closed doors. It was a star chamber legislative body. 

‘ake volume 1 of the Annals of Congress, ngs of the 
Senate of the United States,” beginning on the 4th day of March, 
1789, There were thirteen States in the Union. Twenty-six 
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Senators should have appeared at that time to take the oath of 
office. This is the full record of the first day’s proceedings: 
WEDNESDAY, March 4, 1739. 


This being the day for the meeting of the new Congress, the following 
members of the Se ppeared and took their seats: 


From New eee John Langdon and Paine Wingate. 

From Massachusetts: Caleb Strong. 

From Connecticut: William S. Johnson and Oliver Ellsworth, 

From Pe lvania: William Maclay and Robert Morris. 

From Georgia; William Few. 

The members present not being a quorum, they adjourned from day to 
day until Wednesday March 11— 

hen, the same members being present as on the 4th instant, it was agreed 
that a circular should be written to the absent members requesting their 
immediate attendance, 

Was there not fear in the Constitutional Convention that repre- 
sentation in this body would be wanting? Was it not manifestly 
their desire in framing articles relating to the membership of the 
Senate to secure Senators here, rather than to prevent their pres- 
ence by technicalities? Why, here, Mr. President, was the greatest 

‘overnment probably ever conceived by man launched two years 
before under its Constitution, and yet from the 4th until the 11th 
of March—— wee ; 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PERKINS in the chair). The 
Senator from Montana will kindly suspend for a few moments 
while the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, the 
title of which will be stated. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


urposes. 

7 Mr. | FORAKER. Lask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside without prejudice until the Senator from Mon- 
tana [Mr. Carter] concludes his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 
will be taken as the sense of the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, with this Government, which 
had been so recently formed, after the long and strong and vigor- 
ous discussion that had gone on throughout the various States 
relative to the adoption of the Federal Constitution, a discussion 
which brought forth the wonderful system of pamphleteering 
which distinguished that period, sufficient interest had not been 
developed in the Federal Government to induce the member of 
the Senate elect from the State of New Jersey, just across the 
river from New York, to go over and take his seat in the Senate. 

The record is interesting, itis instructive, as touching the identi- 
cal point brought out by the Senator from Massachusetts, to wit, 
that the framers of the Constitution apprehended that it would 
be difficult to keep membership in the Senate; and therefore, in 
consequence of that apprehension, they made what they believed 
the most ample provision to prevent vacancies by the ordinary 
contingencies or any means by which a State could be crippled in 
its representation. 

On the 11th of March we find the statement of the members 
present. Those present on the 4th of March not being a quorum, 
they adjourned from day to day, until Wednesday, March 11; when, 
the same members being present ”—just 7 Senators, when there 
ought to have been 26, representing the thirteen States. Those 7 
Senators sat in a room in New York City and adjourned from da: 
to day from the 4th of March until the 11th, when the reco: 
made by them, which has been left to us, says: 

When, the same members being present as on the 4th instant, it was agreed 
that a circular should be written to the absent members requesting their 
immediate attendance. 

The 7 Senators sat down and prepared a letter or address re- 
questing the immediate attendance of the 19 absent Senators. 

Thursday, March 12, no additional members appearing, the members pres- 
ent adjourned from to day until Wednesday, March 18, when, no addi- 
tional members a; g. it was agreed that another circular should be 
written tos of the nearest absent members, particularly desiring their at- 
tendance in order to form a quorum. 

_ This second eircular created sufficient interest in one of the Sen- 
ators from New Jersey, Mr. William Paterson, to induce him to 
appear on the next day, the 19th, when he took his seat. On 
Saturday, March 21, Richard Bassett, from Delaware, appeared 
and took his seat. 

Still, “a sufficient number of members to form a quorum not 
appearing, the members present adjourned from day to day until 
Saturday, March 28, when Jonathan Elmer, from New Jersey, ap- 
pearedandtookhisseat. Noother member appearing, an adjourn- 
ment took place from day to-day until Monday, April6”— odd 


days, Mr. President, after the time fixed Py the Constitution for 
the meeting of the Senate—wken Mr. Richard Henry Lee, from 
Virginia, then appearing, took his seat, and formed a quorum of 


the whole number of Senators of the United States.” 

Thereupon they proceeded to organize, and John Langdon was 
elected President pro tempore of the Senate. They then proceeded 
to canvass the vote for President of the United States. 

If these conditions, as described so meagerly in the written 
record, indicate anything, they indicate that there must have 


been a feeling of apathy, a lack of interest, a failure to compre- 
hend the mighty force which had been projected amongst the 
governments of the world. One of the Senators from New Jer- 
sey, just across the Hudson River, could not be induced to come 
over and take part in the deliberations for days and days after the 
time appointed. Thefirst Senator from that State appeared only 
after receiving a second written communication requesting him 
to be present. 

The framers of the Constitution were the wisest men of their 
time, if not of any time. Toassume that they did not compre- 
hend, when framing this instrument, some of the leading difficul- 
ties which would be encountered in putting the Government into 
o tion would be to give them credit for less mental acumen 
t their finished work warrants us in believing they possessed. 

All the provisions relating to vacancies in the Senate taken to- 
gether seem to point toan anxious desire on the part of the framers 
of the Constitution to secure continuous representation in this 
body. Full representation was deemed more important in this 
body than in the House. This constitutes a part of the treaty- 
making power of the Government. A quorum of this body is 
essential to the administration of the Government in its relations 
to foreign governments. The conclusion of treaties and kindred 
work, the confirmation of officers appointed by the President, the 
impeachment of officers found to be unworthy of their places, 
requires action by the Senate. 

Now, Mr. President, after the lapse of a century interest in the 
Senate has developed somewhat. It is not necessary now to send 
out circulars to secure attendance. But there is another fact to 
which I desire briefly to call attention, In the early days of the 
Republic such was the lack of interest, such the failure to com- 
pee the magnificence of the mission of this Government in 

uman affairs, that resignations from this body were very fre- 

uent. In the first appointment case that occurred in the Senate, 
Sens Mason, of Virginia, declined to accept an election. The 
Kensey Johns case, the second case decided, arose on a resigna- 
tion. The Walton case, which was the third case, arose because 
of a resignation. The fifth case, William North, of New York, 
arose because of the resignation of John Sloss Hobart, of that 
State. The sixth case occurred because of Daniel Smith being ap- 
pointed to succeed Andrew Jackson, who had resigned his seat. 

Thus following down, I find in the first twenty years of the his- 
tory of this Government resignations from the Senate were very 
frequent. In order to understand whether the framers of the 
Constitution really intended to facilitate rather than to hinder 
representation in this body when they used the language of this 
Constitution, we get much light for correct view by going back to 
the surroundings and conditions under which they acted and the 
manifest purposes they must have had in view in using the lan- 


guage empl 

Mr. STEWART. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Nevada? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. STEWART, The anxiety to obtain attendance was not 
confined to the Senate alone, e provision in the Constitution 
which requires Congres to change the time and manner, etc., of 
electing members of Congress, except the place of electing Sena- 
tors, was discussed at greater length than any other provision in 


the Constitution, and Mr. Madison; when the matter came up in 
Virginia, explained the question anew. It had been e ned 
frequently in that body. What he said on that occasion I think 


is applicable to what the Senator is saying, and with his permis- 
sion I will have read what Mr. Madison said after the debate was 
over as to the reason for incorporating the provision that allowed 
Congress to alter and amend the regulations made by the States, 
Mr. CARTER. I shall be very pu to have the matter read. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER, there is no objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
Mr. Mapison. Mr. Ch the reason of the exception was, that if 


the Senators it might compel the 

erent place from that of their usual 

ald produce some inconvenience and was not n for 

regulating the elections. But it was necessary to give the Gen. 

eral Government a control over the time and manner of ¢ g the Sen- 
ators to prevent its own dissolution. 

With respect to the other point, it was thought that theregulation of time, 


place, and manner of electing the resentatives should be uniform th: - 
out the continent. Some States 


of others might ECC 
A ers regula’ em othe: is dive’ 

would 5 unjust. Elections are regulated now unequally in anti 
States, ly South Carolina with respect to „ W is rep- 
resented by 30 members. Should the People of any State by any means bo 
deprived of the right of suffrage, it was ju proper that it should be rem- 
edled by the General Government. It was found to fix the time, 
place, and manner of the election of Representatives in the Constitution. 

It was found to leave the regulation of these, in the first place, 


necessary 
to the State governments as being best acquainted with the situation of the 
General Government, in order to enable 


0 of t — 
oe uniformity and preven: own dissolution. considering 
the State governments and General Government as dotnet bee acting in 
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different and independent capacities for the people, it was thought the par- 
ticular regulations should be submitted to the former and the general regu- 
lations to the latter. Were they SANYON under the control of the State 
governments, the General Government might easily be dissolved. But if 
they be regulated properly by the State legislatures, the Congressional con- 
trol will very probably never be exe . The power appears to me satis- 
factory and as unlikely to be abused as any part of the Constitution. 


Mr. CARTER. The report as read is certainly very apt, and I 
thank the Senator for interjecting it at this point. I think it is 
obvious, viewing the conditions that surrounded the framers of 
the Constitution, and construing the lan e employed by them 
in the light of the purposes they certainly intended to subserve, 
that we are driven irresistibly to the conclusion that it was with 
them a matter of the most profound solicitude to secure conti- 
nuityof representation inthis Chamber. A failure to secure that 
and would inevitably disclose a fatal defect in the operation of 
the governmental system they had labored to prodsce. Theother 
branch of Congress is reelected entire every two years, it not hay- 
ing many of the important functions which are by the Constitu- 
tion conferred upon the Senate in addition to legislative work; and 
being a more numerous body, vacancies are not so important 
in the House. But the special provision for filling vacancies here 
seems to leave no question that it was their intention that whether 
a vacancy occurred by resignation or otherwise, the governor 
should have the power to appoint until the next meeting of the 
legislature. 

Taking the entire range of language familiar to us, where can 
you find an expression broader in scope, more far-reaching in 
significance as applied to any possible condition that may arise, 
than by saying when a vacancy occurs by death—that is one 
way—or otherwise? How can you select the exception to the all- 
embracing rule of construction which gives to otherwise the en- 
tire range of accident and occurrence, and method and manner, 
by which a vacancy may take place? This comprehensive lan- 
guage was employed not because they wished to prevent Senators 

rom being in their places, but because they desired to have this 
Chamber full at alltimes. They went on further, providing, hay- 
ing due re; for the rights of the Commonwealths here repre- 
sented und to be represented while the Government lasts, that no 
State should be deprived of its equal suffrage in this body without 
its consent; and there was no limitation upon the manner of giv- 
ing consent, 

Now, Mr. President, we are confronted with this majority re- 
port of the committee, which says a State shall be deprived of its 
equal suffrage in the Senate unless it give its consent according 
to strict technical rule and pond one channel and not through 
another. No one questions that the desire of the State to be rep- 
resented in the Senate may be made manifest by any agency rec- 
ognized by the Constitution. The desire of the State to be repre- 
sented here may be made known by its legislature. But the 
Constitution says that there is another agency of the State which 
may be recognized as of equal binding force in certain contingen- 
cies. The governoris a part of the State machinery. The will of 
the State, the desire of the State, is made manifest through its 
chief executive, its governor. 

The matter of life and death is placed with the governor of the 
State. He is made commander in chief of the militia. He is the 
forcecreated for the an? of seeing that thelaws of the Common- 
wealth are enforced. He is elected by the nee and he is desig- 
nated by the Federal Constitution as one of the responsible agencies 
of the State to fill a vacancy in the Senate which happens by res- 
ignation or otherwise. In the event of a vacancy in theSenate he 
is the organ to make manifest the desire of the State to be repre- 
sented here until the next meeting of the legislature. But the 
majority of the committee say that he can not ress the desire 
of the State to be represented in the Senate by designating a per- 
son to fill an office temporarily unless in restricted cases. Ac- 
cording to their theory, you must circumscribe his right, you 
must circumscribe the right of the State to make its wish or will 
known through the governor of the State. 

Ah, Mr. President, the desire of the framers of the Federal Consti- 
tution was that this Government might live, and not that it should 
die, The desire of the framers of the Constitution manifestly was 
that the seats in this Chamber should be filled and that States 
should be represented here, and they never intended to cast a single 
obstacle in way of constant 9 and equal suffrage 
oy the States in this Chamber, e assumption to the contrary 
of that statement is based upon a strained, hypercritical construc- 
tion of the instrument itself, a construction that is clearly con- 
trary to the policy of the Government, contrary to the interests 
of the States, destructive of the purposes for which Senators are 
elected to represent Commonwealths upon this floor. 

But, says the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], if you 
recognize the appointments made by governors, then legislatures 
will not hereafter elect. That is not a view of the Constitution 
or an attempt to secure proper construction; but it is the deter- 
mination of the rights of the States upon the expediency of the 
moment as determined by Senators who happen to be in the 
Chamber at the time the question is presented, 


Mr. SPOONER. That would be a 
the Constitution. 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, as the Senator from Wisconsin suggests, 
that might be a good reason for amending the Constitution, but it 
does not furnish the rule of construction for the instrument as it 
now exists. But there is not much in the suggestion of the Sena- 
tor from Tennessee, that the 88 of the governor's right 
to fill vacancies will induce legislatures to disagree or make the 
legislative assemblies the prey of designing men who seek guber- 
natorial appointments because unable to secure election by the 
legislature. 

There are difficulties to be encountered on the Senator's policy 
line. It may be that, if the governor’s certificate is recognized as 
a warrant to fill a vacancy in the Senate under all circumstances 
where a vacancy exists, designing men will capture the governor 
and then withdraw a sufficient number of partisans from the leg- 
islature either to prevent its organization in one branch or the 
other or else to prevent parties from securing an election by the 
casting of their full strength in favor of any candidate. But I 
doubt whether this evil can be averted by doing violence to the 
Federal Constitution. It isa remarkable fact that since the de- 
cision of the Mantle case more difficulty has arisen in the State 
legislatures in this country, they have approached nearer the edge 
of anarchy, they have resorted to more revolutionary tactics, 
more violence has been indulged in by aspirants for the Senate in 
dividing and paralyzing legislatures, than occurred in any fifty 
years in the history of the Government prior to that time. 

We denied the right of the governor to appoint in the Mantle 
case, and instead of causing the legislatures of other States to 
promptly agree, instead of constraining them to elect, the very 
5 seems to have been the effect. From the distant State of 

ifornia down to Delaware, all along the line, since the decision 
of the Mantle case, a violent disease seems to have broken forth in 
the legislatures, and one after another has adjourned leaving the 
Commonwealths they attempted to represent without full repre- 
sentation in this Chamber. 

The remedy suggested by the Senator from Tennessee is not ef- 
ficacious. The result seems to be bad; it does not work well. The 
only way to dispose of this question of construction is to eliminate 
all questions of policy affecting party and section and aspirants 
for Senatorial seats, and attempt to ascertain what the framers of 
the Constitution desired to accomplish when they used the lan- 
guage by resignation or otherwise.” Did they desire to facilitate 
constant representation by the States in this body? Was it their 
view of good. sound public policy that States should be continu- 
ously and fully represented here? Was that the purpose they had 
in view? If so, all construction should yield to this consideration 
of paramount importance, to wit, the execution of the contract or 
instrument according to the manifest will and purpose of the 
parties. This rule of construction applying to contracts of the 
most trivial character ought not to be denied to the framers of 
the Federal Constitution. Whatsoever was their purpose, if the 
language employed reasonably expresses that purpose, I think the 
intent should be given effect. 

Some little difficulty is encountered always in the disposition to 
slavishly follow precedents. We have it in the courts. We have 
the case lawyer on the bench who can not dispose of a case unless 
there is some precedent for it somewhere. We have the case 
lawyer in the office who dare not instruct his client concerning 
his rights on any subject until he can find some case to guide him. 
A very safe rule, no doubt, but precedents are sometimes mis- 
leading. I think it has been demonstrated by the brief recapitu- 
lation of the record here that in the history of the Government, 
in the one hundred and ten years during which we have been op- 
erating under the Constitution, only two cases have been decided 
on the merits in favor of the contention of the majority of the 
committee, the Kensey Johns case, decided away back in 1793, 
and the Lanman case, decided in 1825. The mtle case, the 
Allen case, the Beckwith case, the Corbett case were all, be- 
yond any question of doubt, decided on other grounds than the 
construction of.the Constitution. That leaves but two cases 
favoring the majority of the committee in the whole record of the 
Government. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, I should like to interrupt the 
Senator from Montana. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE, I should like to call his attention to the fact 
in regard to the Lanman case that up to this day there is a dis- 

ute as to the reasons upon which that case was decided. There 
is absolutely no contemporaneous evidence as to the reasons upon 
which that case hinged, and Senators at this late day are still in 
dispute as to the precise constitutional point upon which that 
important case was decided. 

Mr. CARTER. Then that suggestion would leave but one un- 
disputed case; and I am not prepared to say that the Johns case 


good reason for amending 
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is undisputed. We know that in our time and under our observa- 
tion the cases relied upon by the committee as precedents were 
not decided according to the views of Senators on the correct con- 
struction of the Constitution. The Mantle case and the Beckwith 
and Allen cases hinging upon it were decided in accordance with 
political expediency. The Corbett case, as I have already sug- 
gested, was decided by Senators in the Chamber here to-day who 
voted against Mr. Corbett and expect to vote for Mr.Quay. And 
why? “Quay occupies the extreme opposite of the position which 
Mr, Corbett was assumed to occupy. I do not wish to criticise, 
and I only suggest this matter historically. Mr. Corbett was be- 
lieved to have been at fault. He was believed to be an applica 
for a seat, taking advantage of his own wrong ora wrong which 
he had participated in inflicting upon his State; and, going back 
to an ancient principle, Senators well know they concluded, in 
many instances, that no man should be the beneficiary of his own 
wrongful act, and so they voted. 

In the case under consideration, Mr. President, we know there 
has been in progress in the State of Pennsylvania for over two 
years a scheme to prevent all representation rather than to have 

r. Quay in this body. The legislature of that State was elected 
Republican, with Mr. Quay as the candidate of the party for Sen- 
ator. It is tragic, yes, and pathetic, to briefly recall the history of 
the 7 8 to destroy this man. He was, for the purpose of pre- 
venting the legislature of Pennsylvania electing him when they 
were prepared so to do, made the victim of a malicious criminal 
proceeding in the State of Pennsylvania, and an indictment was 
tound against him. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Montana 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I will state for the information of the Senator 
that that case was deliberately held over until the legislature failed 
to be able to elect a Senator by reason of the resolution passed 
on the first day of its meeting compelling it to adjourn on the 20th 
day of April. 

Mr. CARTER. Now, Mr. President, the dastardly act was per- 
formed of resorting to the machinery of the criminal law of the 
State, to temporarily hold legislators from the performance of pub- 
lic duty upon the pretense that the candidate of the majority for 
the Senate would land in the penitentiary of the State. Then the 
criminal e was put over from day to day and time to 
time, holding it in terrorem over that legislature, so as to prevent 
their action until the legislature finally adjourned. When the 
legislature adjourned, the accused man faced his accusers before 
ajury. After all the evidence of the prosecution was submitted 
in the case, the defendant said, Do with this evidence as you will. 
The jury went forth and brought in a verdict of not guilty in an 
incredible short period of time. 

I should feel the language we speak utterly 8 if 
I felt that this course of action were to be properly characterized 
by me. I doubt if the political history of this country has any 
record of a more Germ, ark, damnable, diabolical plot than that. 
It was not the will of Pennsylvania that this seat should be vacant; 
it was the desire of the poops that it should be filled. They had 
elected a legislature wi t purpose in view, but a trifling mi- 
nority of evil-disposed and vicious men, haying more regard for 
the venting of private spleen and personal feeling than for sub- 
serving the public good, paralyzed the machinery of the State in 
one part, and now the majority of the committee say it shall have 
no vitality in the other part, and Pennsylvania is to be denied 
equal su in the Senate without her consent. What a victory 
for political brigands the Senate is asked to confer! 

I have no difficulty in reconciling my vote on the Corbett case 
to the vote on the Quay case which I intend to cast. They are 
directly opposite in so far as the position of the respective appli- 
cants is concerned. I reserve the right, as I think every Senator 
has the right and is in conscience bound to do, to go beyond the 
certificate, to go 1 Sor the governor who signed it, and to in- 
quire how it was obtained. If presented here by an applicant 
with unclean hands, I claim the right to hold him accountable 
for his action and to deny him a participation in a benefit result- 


ing from his own wrong. 


r. President, I have addressed the Senate much longer than I 
expected to do and I wish to thank the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FoRAK ER] for his indulgence. It is fortunate that this case can 
be decided on its merits. There is no element in it calculated to 
2 a fair, dispassionate and just expression of the views of 

nators upon the proper construction to be given to the relevant 
clause of the Federal Constitution. Personally, I have no doubt 
that it was the intention of the framers of that instrument to fa- 
cilitate rather than to hinder the constant representation of the 
States in the Senate. They provided that if one piece of machin- 
ery failed the second or supplemental part of the Government ma- 
chinery of the State should: be brought into requisition, to wit, 


appointment by the governor to fill the vacancy in the Senate 
until the next meeting of the legislature. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not understand until a few moments 
ago that the Senator from Indiana desires to speak at this time. 
I ask that the unfinished business laid aside until the Senator 
[Mr. CarTER] concluded may be further laid aside without 
prejudice until the Senator from Indiana can be heard. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there be no objection, such 
ill be taken as the consent of the Senate. 
THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to 
maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, the subject before the Sen- 
ate has been so elaborately discussed, ially during recent 
years, that little remains to be contributed which is not in its nature 
largely cumulative. Money is no longer an occult science under- 
stood by the few, but its essential principles have become familiar 
to the many. Great questions engage the attention of Congress 
—questions which concern our newly acquired possessions and 
which affect our economic and domestic affairs—but greater than 
any other question is the one which is now before us. It does not 
appeal to the imagination, nor does it stir the enthusiasm, yet it 
touches most vitally and deeply every citizen of the Republic. 

I shall not dwell upon the various details of the couference re- 
port; the chairman of the committee has sufficiently discussed 
them, but shall address myself chiefly to what I conceive to be 
its most essential features. 

The report declares that the dollar consisting of twenty-five 
and eight-tenths grains of gold, nine-tenths fine, shall be the stand- 
ard unit of value, and that all forms of money shall be maintained 
at parity of value with this standard. A redemption fund of 
one hundred and fifty millions in gold is created with which to re- 
deem United States notes and Treasury notes when demanded, so 
as to maintain their parity with gold. 

Sir, the measure before us isa large and intelligent step forward 
in the monetary history of the 8 Its enactment will put 
at rest the monetary question in the United States for years to 
come, for it is incredible that the financial wisdom which the 
pe have acquired during the past few years can be soon forgotten. 

he vast industrial and commercial interests will have a period of 
zapase, secure against the menace of monetary doctrinaires. 

t would seem that at this stage of our national progress no 
orpumens should be required to justify the maintenance of the 
gold standard. That standard is preferred not because of any 
sentimental feeling in favor of one metal as against another, but 
because commerce has in its favor. What government 
of first rank has any other standard than gold? We will search 
in vain for a solitary one. This significant fact is not due to mere 
caprice or prejudice, but is the result of the world-wide operation 
of recognized laws, unwritten it is true, but possessing the binding 
force of Congressional enactments. There are certain monetary 
laws. the fruit of the centuries, which have compelled republics 
and kingdoms to adopt a monetary standard which sesses in 
full measure the essential element of fixedness—stability. 

Gold by these laws has become the preferred metal, the ac- 
knowledged standard for the measure of valnes among the lead- 
ing commercial nations. x 

he pending measure continues gold, as the monetary unit or 
standard of value. It does not attempt to establish a new stand- 
ard with which we are unfamiliar. It makes no new experiment 
which may lead to surprises and uncertainty, to the embarrass- 
ment of commerce and the consequent injury of the interests of 
labor and capital. It is areassurance to them that no change is to 
occur in our monetary system which will place them in immediate 
or serious peril. Upon this renewed pledge they may go forward, 
planning, building, and e ding for the future. It allays appre- 

ension; it dispels fear. It becomes the secure foundation of an 
expanding commerce—of a larger commercial growth. 

šir, no sophistries or subtleties can make money or create a cur- 
rency which is good for one and which is not equally good for the 
other. The interests of labor and capital are always identical. 
They can never be divorced. They are so interlaced and interde- 
pendent that money which injuriously affects one can not benefi- 
cially affect the other. They must share and share alike. They 
are either benefited or injured in common by any policy or scheme 
of monetary legislation. This is a truism. It is a conclusion so 
obvious that it is almost an offense to intelligence to restate it. 
But there are those who insist that gold is a class money, and dis- 
criminates in its beneficial operation among the people, favoring 
some and injuring others. Such a statement, it is needless to say, 
is but mere assumption, founded upon no actual experience nor 
upon reason which should detain the attention for a moment. 
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No argument is required to sustain the wisdom of a stable cur- 
rency, for an unstable, fluctuating circulating medium unsettles 
and disturbs, and brings a train of evils which are as merciless and 
destructive as the rav of war. In verification of this we have 
but to recall our experience when there existed a grave apprehen- 
sion as to the ability of the Government to maintain the integrity 
of our currency. 

Gold has been the monetary standard of the country since 1873. 
In fact, it has really been the metal standard of value since 1834. 

The issue between the two parties is sharply defined. The one 
adheres to the gold standard and the consequent use of a large 
but limited volume of silver and paper currency, its full equiva- 
lent in effecting the exchanges of the people, while the other is 
for the maintenance of the single silver standard, with gold ex- 

lled from the channels of e. It is true this is not its pro- 

‘essed 1 vet it would be the inevitable result if its policy 
were adopted. 
The maintenance of the gold standard with silver circulating 
as currency at a parity with gold is the only bimetallism possible 
with so vast a difference existing between the value of the two 
metals in the markets. The divergence in their market value 
makes it impossible to maintain more than a limited amount of 
silver ata 1 780 Plage gold at an arbitrary minting ratio. 

The fact has been known and recognized by financiers for cen- 
turies that the cheaper metal will expel from circulation the 
dearer. This is the Gresham law, which is secure against amend- 
ment or repeal. Debased silver will drive N Ses from circulation, 
and debased legal-tender paper will usurp the currency functions 
of both gold and silver. 

But it is said that opening the mints of the United States to the 
free coinage of silver and gold at the ratio of 16 to 1 will result in 
enlarging the demand for silver, and in enhancing its market 
value to an equivalency with its minting value, so that we will 
have no debased silver. In other words, that silver under unre- 
strfcted coinage will rise from a commercial ratio of 34.19 to 1 to 
10 to 1. If this were true it would go far toward solving the prob- 
lem which vexes us. It is well to inquire whether this claim has 
. Is it founded upon experience? Is there warrant for 
it in the monetary history of the world? If so, where? In what 
country to-day where there is free coinage of both silver and gold 
at the proposed ratio, or at any ratio, has silver been raised to an 
equivalency with gold? Unless the history of coinage in our own 
country and in many other countries is false, the claims of the 
advocates of free-silver coinage rest upon unsupported assumption. 

The first free coinage law of the United States was adopted in 
1792. The ratio then selected was not chosen arbitrarily, but was 
based the exhaustive and able report of Alexander Hamil- 
ton, without doubt the greatest financial genius the country has 
produced. Hamilton reported (and his report received the ap- 
proval of Thomas Jefferson, then Secretary of State) that the 
minting ratio should be substantially the market ratio between 
the two metals. He had ascertained with care that the market 
ratio between silver and gold in the United States was substan- 
tially 15 to 1, and this became the minting ratio under the law. 

Let us turn to his report, which has an enduring place in the his- 
tory of the Government. 

There can hardly be a better rule in any country— 

Said he— 


for the 1 than the market tion, if this can be su to have 
been bes et by the free and aay course of commercial principles. The 
umption in such case is that each metal finds its true level, according to 


ts intrinsic utility, in the general system of money operations. 

This rule has lost none of its force by lapse of time and is as 
sound and universal in its operation to-day as when uttered. It 
is totally ignored, however, by the advocates of free silver coin- 
age at a ratio which most flagrantly disregards the true commercial 
robbed the respective metals as fixed by competition in the great 
markets. 

It is well to recall another observation made by Hamilton in 
respect of the comparative stability of gold and silver. He said: 

Gold may, perhaps, in certain senses, be said to are ee stability than 


ty 
ng of ee ree, tee paroa e taken with it in 
the regulations of different countries. Its standard has remained more uni- 
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revolutions, therefore, which may take place in the comparative value of 

. changes in the state of the latter rather than that of 
© former. 


In the light of su uent ience, the utterances of Hamilton 


were prophetic. Revolutions have occurred and the ratio of silver 


to gold, which was approximately 15 to 1 in 1792, was 15.59 to 1 
in 1834, and is 34. 19 to 1 to-day. 

While he did not regard it as expedient toattach the unit of value 
exclusively to either of the metals, yet he would make the propor- 
tion between the two at the mints correspond to that which 
existed in the markets. 

With all the care taken by Hamilton to have the minting con- 
form to the market ratio, thereby securing the concurrent use 
and circulation of both metals, gold was undervalued and avoided 
the mints. Why was this, if free coinage alone will raise the 
cheaper metal to an W with the dearer? If the present 
arguments advanced by the learned and able advocates of free 
coinage are well founded, the effect of free coinage under the law 
of 1792 should have been to preserve the commercial ratio of the 
two metals at an equality, so that the market and minting ratios 
would always be the same. 

The ratio determined by Hamilton and Jefferson continued un- 
changed until in 1834, when it was altered to 16.002 to 1. 

It may be well to consider, without a too minute inquiry, how 
this ratio came to be adopted. Was it chosen arbitrarily? 

The most cursory examination of the discussion leading up tothe 
act of 1834 will disclose the fact that the ratio then chosen was 
adopted Lecause it was supposed to most nearly conform to the 
market ratio of the two metals. Silver had either depreciated or 
gold had appreciated, so that 15 to 1 no longer measured their 
relative value. A new ratio became necessary. 

The act ot 1837 did not affect the amount of pure silver, but 
reduced the weight of the alloy in the silver coins and added 
slightly to the weight of the gold in the 57555 coins, so that the 
coinage value became 15.988 to 1, or port arly speaking, 16 to 1, 
the purpose being to so nicely adjust the minting value of the 
coins as to preserve their concurrent use and increase the metal- 
lic monetary stock of the country. But with all the care that was 
exercised silver was undervalued and practically ceased to circu- 
late except as subsidiary coin. It increased in value until 1873, 
when it was some 3 per cent above gold. 

If the argument of our free-silver friends is sound, why did not 
free coinage between 1834 and 1873 raise the value of gold, the 
cheaper metal as compared with silver, up to a 8 with the 

t 


latter? In short, why did not free coinage bri e narrow 
bl ai of 3 per cent and hold the two metals at an absolute 
equality? 


3 

The Latin Union formed by France, Belgium, Italy, Switzer- 
land, and Greece for the maintenance of the double standard was 
forced to suspend the free coinage of silver because of the great 
decline in the value of that metal. We have here an experience 
similar to our own, and that is, that free coinage alone by the 
great Latin Union failed to arrest the decline of silver. 

If free coinage was unable to bring gold and silver to a parity 
with each other from 1792 to 1834, when the difference between 
them was about 1} per cent, and further, if it was impossible to 
bring the metals to a parity with each other under the new ratio 
from 1834 to 1873, with a maximum difference between them of 3 

r cent, how can it be supposed that free coinage to-day would 

ring them to an equivalency and keep them there, when there is 
a difference between them of 53 cents on the dollar? Sir, our 
friends set before us an impossible task. 

The free coinage of silyer as now proposed, with all the mints 
of Europe closed to free coinage, would not result in raising 
the great mass of silver in the United States and throughout 
the world up to and retaining it at a parity with gold. The effort 
to aecomplish this feat would have one chief result, and that 
would be to drive out of circulation every dollar of gold money in 
the United States. 

Mr. Blaine, who, during the great debate in this Chamber, in 
1878, advocated the free coinage of gold and silver (at their market 
ratio, however), sounded a note of warning ps eee coinage at an 
arbitrary ratio, and showed, with the lucidity of statement of which 
he was master, the evil results of silver monometallism. 

Evidently— 

Said he— 
the first dictate of 


e—aga: etallists of E 
opportunity offers, will quickly draw from us the one hundred and ate 
mions of gold coin which we now hold. If we coin a silver dollar or fx 1 


ms wi e 
the world will not only be embarrassed but cri 


The maintenance of the gold standard is not inconsistent with 
the use of silver as currency. In fact it insures its very large 
use and upon terms of practical equality with gold itself. While 
itis nota mong of ultimate ronen gece it is accepted as equiva- 
lent to such in effecting the manifold exchanges among the ple. 

So long as silver currency is maintained at a parity with gold 
the people will accept it in the payment of their gold obligations 
without doubt or question, and in every respect as y and 
willingly as they will accept gold itself. 
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The extraordinary demand upon the Treasury in 1893, 1894, and 
1895 for gold was largely stimulated, except where gold was 
required for the discharge of international balances, by the fear 
that the gold standard was in jeopardy, that gold payments could 
not be maintained, that the Government would be unable to dis- 
charge in gold its obligations—its bonds and nbacks—and 
that the country was liable to go to the silver s. The demand 
for gold was largely born of fear. It was not responsive, in a 
great measure, to any natural ordinary requirements. 

Involved in the proposition for free silver coinage at a minting 
ratio which so grossly disregards the market ratio is the granting 
of profits to the owners of silver bullion which surpass in their 
favoritism the monopolies granted during the palmiest days of 
Elizabeth. They exceed any privileges which Congress has ever 
seen fit to confer through subsidizing acts. The gift is attended 
with no element of risk or hazard. It is direct and immediate. 
There remains no iọd of uncertainty and doubt, the owners 
and producers of silver being permitted to enter into the imme- 
diate realization of privileges and profits which are denied others, 

Under free silver coinage the owner of silver bullion is enabled 
to take his commodity to the mints of the United States and to 
have it impressed with the potential stamp of the Government, 
and at its expense, and then pass it at its minting value in the 
payment of his obligations. Silver bullion, which is worth but 
46.7 cents on the dollar in the markets of the world, where com- 

etition is free and open to the great silver producers, must be 
mpressed, npon their demand, and without cost to them, with 
the stamp of the Government, whereby itis increased in value 
about 53 cents and the people are obliged to accept it at the en- 
hanced value. Thus it is clear that under free coinage as pro- 
posed there would be a net profit to the silver-bullion owners of 
about $53,000,000 in every $100,000,000 of silver coin. 

What claim have the owners of silver bullion to such distinct 
and positive favoritism of the Government? If there be class dis- 
tinction in legislation about which we have heard so much, it 
lurks in every word and line of a free-coinage law. If there be 
governmental favoritism, it is found in its most offensive form 
in a free-silyer measure which so utterly and grossly disregards 
the market value of the two metals, 

While the effect of a free-coinage law would be to enrich the 
producers of silver bullion at the expense of the people to the 
extent of the difference between the market and the mintin 
ratios of the two metals, this difference, striking as it is, woul 
be but a small fraction of the cost which would fall upon the peo- 
ple in the derangement of our fiscal affairs, in the unsettling of 
values and in the embarrassment of our commercial enterprises. 

Sir, by what right do thesilver-bullion owners demand that the 
Government should impress 46.7 cents worth of silver bullion 
with the legal-tender value of 100 cents, and oblige labor to take 
it, and require capital to accept it for a full 100 cents. Such a 
proposition, if submitted in terms as above, would seem mon- 
strous, and yet such is the logical and inevitable effect. It does 
violence to public morals and to wholesome and sound finance. 
There is nothing whatever to warrant it save and except the 
cupidity of the silver-bullion owners, and in the end they would 

er in common with others in the depression and disorder which 
would surely come by forcing the country to a free-silver basis. 
The advantage wey would gain would be but temporary; it 
would not and could not endure permanently, 

The distinguished Senator from Colorado (Mr. TELLER) chal- 
lenges the consistency of the Republican party with respect to the 
silver question, holding that its present purpose is a departure 
from its earlier traditions. Sir, this is hardly the place mor the 
time for the discussion of mere party policies. 

It is of little profit to pause and consider whether there has been 
any variation in political platforms, yet a word in reply may be 
justified, The pregnant fact is not whether a party was right 
or wrong in the past, but whether it is right now. The Senator 
will search in vain for any equivocation in the utterances or the 
purposes of the Republican party at any time with respect to the 
preservation of the absolute equality of all forms of currency. It 
always has been opposed to a degraded dollar, and at the earliest 
moment possible after the war brought every dollar of our money 
to a plane of absolute equality. It evolved order out of financial 
chaos in 1879 and has stood immovable for the preservation of the 
parity with each other of our dollars—gold, paper, and silver. 

The Republican party has done much for silver, more than any 
other party has ever done. It enacted the measure of 1878 which 
added $378,166,793 to our silver currency. It subsequently passed 
the law of 1890, which to the date of its repeal, in 1893, still further 
increased the silver currency by $155,931,002, making a total 
559400, so silver to our monetary supply in fifteen years of 

,097,795. 

Notwithstanding these several attempts to provide liberally for 
the use of silver, it steadily continued to decline, as heretofore 
observed. 

J tions rapidly and materially changed; and party policy 


and business prudence demanded a change to meet them. Ex- 
perience rendered necessary the repeal of the purchasing clause 
of the Sherman Act and no one would advocate its restoration to 
the statute books to-day. ; 

It is true that the Republican party at St. Louis pledged itself 
to promote international bimetallism with the leading commercial 
nations, and it is likewise true that that pledge has been faithfully 


kept. 

At the earliest practicable date after the present Administration 
succeeded to power a commission of able men was sent to Europe 
for the purpose of advancing, so far as they could, international 
papers ism. The pledge was deliberately made, and it was made 
to ept. 

The commission was not composed of lukewarm or half-hearted 
friends of the cause of silver or men lacking in tact or capacity. 
It was composed of the able junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
Wo tcortt], the former Vice-President of the United States, Mr. 
Stevenson, and Gen. Charles J. Paine, a man of eminence and 
recognized ability. Better nor abler friends of the cause of inter- 
national bimetallism could not be found, nor could men have been 
chosen possessing in fuller measure the public confidence. 

The commission visited the leading commercial nations whose 
cooperation was admittedly indispensable in the establishment of 
international bimetallism. As the country well knows, the effort 
was futile, but through no failure of faithful and able advocacy. 

I would earnestly commend to the thoughtful consideration of 
the advocates of the free coinage of silver the report made to the 
Senate by the distinguished chairman of the commission, Senator 
Wolcott: 

Since the demonetization of silver in the United States in 1873— 

Said he— 
there have been three international conferences held in the endeavor to 
secure the restoration of bimetallism. All of these conferences have been 
failures. There are eighteen nations of Europe, each emitting coinage of its 
own, and all of them eee tere circulation upon tha 3 of gold alone. 
Two of them, Russia and have, since the conference, lowered 
by law the gold value of the silver in their current silver coins and the value 
of the paper based on silver. One of the countries has closed the mints in 
India, its chief colony, the lar, absorbent of silver in the world, and, out- 


siog ad 2 bgt are of Japan bas inaugurated a new ratio between 

I desire also to invite the considerate attention of our friends on 
the opposite side of the Chamber to the wisdom of the Japanese 
Empire, which recognizes that the minting ratio of gold and silver 
should approximate the market ratio between the two metals. 

The distinguished chairman of the commission apprecas the 
futility of the attempt to establish international bimetallism at 
the ratio of 16 to 1, when he declared: 

It also be i inion, to mak it in th tio, 
bringing it somewhere in tho neighborhood ‘of 20 to J. more nearly approxi 
mating the ratios recognized by Russia, Austria, and India. 

In the face of this the opposite side of the Chamber demand 
that the United States should alone open her mints to the free 
admission of gold and silver at a ratio which has been discarded 
by other countries. 

The French ambassador, at the meeting of representatives of 
the United States, Great Britain, and France, held at the British 
Foreign Office in London in 1897, at the request of the chairman 
of the American commissioners, stated the ition of the French 
Government, and, among other things, said that— 

The legal system established in France upon this basis (15} to 1) has 

ated fora long time in a manner fully satisfactory tothe French nation. But 
for about twenty years this s stem has been disturbed by different canses. 
* * * One of these causes is doubtless the su bundant production of 
silver. * * * In France we have been led to fight the evil by the closing 
of our mints to the silver metal; that is to say, by the temporary suspension 
of the coinage of silver. * * * If the Government in the actual state of 
affairs reopens the mints to the free coinage of silver, we would be flooded 
by the abundance of this metal coming from all other countries of the 
world, and we could not resist the even greater evil of the inevitable depre- 
ciation of one of our precious metals; that is to say, of the effective destruc- 
tion of the legal ratio upon which our monetary system is based. 


He was further of the opinion that a common understanding 


between all the commercial nations would be essential to the 


reestablishment of the normal ratio between the two metals, 
If measures of this kind— 
Said he— 


should be adopted by all the commercial nations, we would be able to reopen 
our mints to the free coinage of silver without fear of being submerged by 
an excessive influx of this metal. 

The French Ambassador will not be charged with being in any 
wise-unfriendly to the greatest possible use of silver currency, 


He very clearly shows why it is unwise and impossible for the 


French Government to undertake the independent free coinage of 
silver—reasons which should have great weight in our own coun- 
try. They are not the reasons urged by a political partisan of 
the United States, but are the observations of a great statesman 
and financier, who, by tradition, would be biased, if at all, in favor 
of the independent free coinage of silver. 

_Sir, the opposition favor the free and unlimited coinage of 
silver, to use a hackneyed phrase, without the aid or consent of 


any other nation on earth.” This is intended to be a brave utter- 
ance, stimulating to the national spirit and to our national pride, 
but it is a sharp impeachment of our intelligence. Let those who 
advocate such a policy study well the utterances of the French 
Ambassador. 

„The opposition are bimetallists in theory only. The very policy 


which they advocate defeats their professed object, and they are, 
in fact, silver monometallists. 

We require the use of both gold and silver as a part of our 
circulating medium, and we have carefully provided for their 
retention. Under the bill silver and silver certificates me the 

et money of the people. All currency in denominations be- 
ow ten dollars is withdrawn, and silver certificates in denomi- 
nations of one, two, and five dollars will take their place. i 
will obviously secure a wide distribution of the silver certificates 
and silver coin. Thus distributed, their parity with gold will 
doubtless be maintained without the necessity of making them a 
charge upon the gold reserve. 

There is a very broad distinction between the unlimited issue of 
silver as a currency and its limited use; a distinction which the 
advocates of unlimited coinage in their extraordinary zeal seem 
to fail to perceive. The result, sir, which would flow from the 
pe policies of limited and unlimited coinage would be quite 

vergent. 

The Treasury is able to maintain theinterchangeability of alim- 
ited amount of silver and paper with gold and maintain them at 
sok The gold reserve of $150,000,000 will enable the Treasury 

partment to keep the United States notes and Treasury notes 

at with gold by exchanging gold for them at the will of the 

holder. It is manifest that if-there is no limit to the silver and 

aper issues, the Treasury, strong as it is or strong as it may 

me, would soon be unable to redeem with gold the mass of 
silver and paper which would be presented for redemption. 

The adoption of the silver standard would result in a severe 
contraction of the turrency. It would expel, as already observed, 
the stock of gold in this country, which is about $1,025,825,162; 
and the silver and papar would fall from the gold standard down 
to the silver basis—which would be the value of silver bullion for 
the time being: The shrinkage in the money value of the total 
silver and paper currency amounting to about $1,250,647,748 would 
be, on the basis of the present value of silver bullion, about 
$670,184,583. Free silver coinage, while proposed in the interest 
of the expansion of our currency, would result in its very great 
and serious contraction. 

Our friends on the opposite side of the Chamber have been 
entirely consistent in their opposition toa stable monetary system. 
They opposed theresumptionof specie payments. They demanded 
the free coinage of silver when the so-called Bland-Allison Act of 
1878 was passed, and were still insistent in behalf of free-silver 
coinage when the Sherman law was enacted in 1890. While other 
countries have been going to the gold standard they have strongly 
persisted in our 1 which would place the country 
squarely upon a silver standard. Their financial policy has been 
consistently 55 

They have great faith in the efficacy of the Government's fiat. 
From what has been said by the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. 
JONES], the fiat of the Government is the chief essential of a 
sound stable mone system. During the last Con the 
opposition advocated the issue of $150,000,000 of irredeemable 
paper money. The 8 received the earnest support of 
the advocates of free: silver coinage. The exigency, sir, which 
will justify the nation in issuing paper currency must be a 
grave one indeed, but no circumstances can be so emergent as to 
warrant any Government in issuing an absolutely irredeemable 
paper 9 
e junior Senator from South Carolina [Mr. MCLAURIN] pro- 
posed an amendment to the substitute of the Finance Committee 
providing r 
That sections 3412 and 3413 and all other acts and parts of acts which im- 

any tax upon the circulation of State banks or State banking institutions 
and the same are hereby, re 

The amendment received the solid Democratic free-silver vote. 
It was in harmony with the policy and traditions of the Demo- 
cratic party. It was no sudden inspiration, for the Democratic 
convention in 1892 solemnly resolved ‘‘that the prohibitory 10 per 
cent tax on State-bank issues be repealed.” It is quite proper, sir, 
that silver monometallism and wild-cat currency should go hand 
in hand. They may well have a common author. - 

It is almost beyond belief that any party, in the light of to- 
day, should deliberately propose to pollute the present currency 
of the country by the introduction of State-bank issues. The 
present currency is national, known everywhere and good every- 
where within our jurisdiction, while the proposed currency would 
be known nowhere beyond the community in which issued, good 
nowhere else, and often depreciated at home, 

A writer in the North American Review thus describes the an- 
noyance and inconvenience to the people of State-bank money: 


In the Southern and Western States the divergence in some instance ex- 
ceeded even 25 per cent. Not only was an accurate knowledge of the nomi- 


nal exchange of the day necessary before making purchases at a distant 
place, but a traveler proceeding from the South or West toward the North 
or East, if he were so fortunate as to have his money received at all, could 
not adjust his reckoning at an inn till an abstruse calculation was made of 
the discount to which his bank notes were to be subjected, or till he had 
recourse to the interposition of a broker. 

It may be well to recall the utterances of Mr. Garland of Vir- 


ginia in 1840 with respect to State-bank issues: 
The State banks— ' 


Said he— 
within a few 2 
777. mal tates TO wont teeta etch 
prodigal hand their spurious issues rk ena money—those pictured shadows 
that bewildered the brain, intoxica the hearts of the people, and drove 
them into maddest schemes of ulation and extravagance. Never did 
any nation in the same space of time make more rapid advances in degen- 
eracy or approach nearer a total abandonment of that great moral law which 
constitutes the well-being of the civil society and a substitution in its place 
of those time-serving expedients of interest and selfishness which never fail 
to end in fraud, oppression, and ruin. 

We have witnessed the usual Democratic and Populistic assault 
upon the national banks. We have heard avery familiar protest 
against turning over to them the power to issue and to control the 
volume of currencyinthecountry. The keenest invective is sum- 
moned against them day after day. 

Anexamination of the record, however, will disclose the fact that 
our friends are not, after all, really opposed to the control of the 
volume of the currency by the banks, for they have already, in 
the most emphatic and solemn manner in which parties can give 
expression to their policies and purposes, expressed themselves in 
favor of granting them such power. It is true that they sharply 
oppose national-bank currency, which has been emitted for 
nearly forty years, and which is absolutely good throughout 
every State and Territory, and is equivalent to gold in many for- 
eign countries. But they deliberately propose to give State banks 
the power to issue currency, and thereby enable them to control 
the volume of the circulating medium of the country. 

Sir, they are against a national currency, a single currency, but 
are earnestly and enthusiastically in favor of as many currencies 
as each of the forty-five States of the Union may see fit to authorize. 

The provision for funding the5, 4. and 3 per cent bonds, maturing 
respectively, in 1904, 1907, and 1908, amounting to $849,332,520, 
into 2 per cent bonds, payable at the pleasure of the Government 
after thirty years, isnot oppressive, as those opposing would make 
believe, for it will result, in the opinion of the committee, if the 
conversion is complete, in an annual saving of interest of 
$15,973,886.20. 

Itis doubtful if any government in the world has ever been 
able to borrow such a tremendous sum of money at so low a rate 
of interest. If the Secretary of the Treasury can effect the refund- 
ing of the bonds mentioned into 2 per cent bonds, as proposed, 
the result will be high testimony to the credit of the Government 
and to the virtue of the gold standard. No such conversion 
could be effected, with an annual saving to the Government of 
nearly $16,000,000, with the country upon the silver standard, or 
if we were to incorporate in the pending measure the amendment 
offered by the di ished Senator from North Carolina pe 
BUTLER], provers, for the free and unlimited coinage of silver. 
Under such a monetary policy it would be utterly impossible for 
the Government to accomplish the great task of refunding over 
eight hundred millions of its debt at 2 per cent interest, and 
thereby relieve the people of a great part of their burden. They 
bear it willingly, it is true; yet it is our duty to reduce it to the 
lowest degree possible. - 

Clothed with the authority conferred by the pomy measure, 
the Secretary of the Treasury will undoubtedly be able to effect an 
immediate conversion of several hundred millions of the high 
interest-bearing bonds into the 2 per cent bonds authorized. 

Mr. President, the senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], 
for whom I entertain the highest t, expressed his fear of 
bonds, and the senior Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL], 
than whom there is no more serviceable member of this body, per- 
ceives in the present movement the effort to perpetuate the na- 
tional debt. 

There is, sir, in our past history no basis for the intimation that 
the party in power is predis to increase or in any manner 
unduly toextend the bonds of the Government. Undertheadmin- 
istration of that party we have witnessed the reduction of the 
interest-bearing public debt from $2,383,033,315 at the close of the 
civil war to $585,037,100 at the close of Harrison's Administration, 
and with the reduction of the principal has gone a reduction of 
the interest upon what remained. With the exception of some 
ninety millons of bonds issued preparatory to the resumption of 
specie payments in 1879, no Republican Administration ever 
increased the bonded debt except for the purposes of war. 

Contrast with this record the issue of $262,000,000 of bonds by 
the last Democratic Administration to meet peace requirements, 

The addition of $200,000,000 of bonds tothe national debt by the 

resent Administration for the prosecution of the Spanish-Amer- 
ican war needs no word of justification. 
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Those bonds are held by the people of the country, and are to- 
[Me a premium, as the distinguished Senator from Minnesota 


. Davis] suggests, Could that result have been accomplished, 

President, under a free-coinage law such as is proposed by 
way of amendment to the pending measure? Those bonds, sir, 
have, according to the intent of Congress as expressed in the act 
authorizing them, been distributed equitably among the people of 
the country by the present Secretary of the Treasury, one of the 
ablest Secretaries who ever sat in the chair once occupied by 
Alexander Hamilton, a Secretary who is deserving of praise for 
his able and faithful administration of a great trust. 

It has been a familiar assertion and assumption of the advocates 
of free silver that there exists a gold-hoarding class; that the hold- 
ers of the bonds of the Government, who are assailed as if they 
were enemies of society, exact gold in their payment, and that the 
advocates of the gold standard seek to promote their selfish inter- 
ests, 

Like many other propositions which have been advanced, this 
is without the slightest foundation in fact. The truth is, as I 
had occasion to show in the debate upon the war-revenue bill, 
that the holders of bonds rarely exact gold; that they are usually 
paid by checks and drafts and not in any specific money, either 
paper, silver, or gold, and that whenever currency is paid it is 
paid, as a rule, indiscriminately. In the current practice, checks 
are drawn to the holders of the bonds and are by them deposited 
in bank, as other deposits are made, subject to check or draft. 
The desire for gold in the payment of Government as well as 
other obligations will arise chiefly only when there is doubt as to 
the purpose or ability of the Government to pay in that metal. 
The more absolute and certain the establishment and mainte- 
nance of the gold standard, the less will be the desire of the peo- 
ple for the payment of obligations in that coin. 

The senior Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who I regret to 
see is not in the Chamber at this moment, has been pleased to refer 
to the measure before the Senate as the fruit of a caucus, as hav- 
ing been inspired by a junta which met at Indianapolis. Such 
charges, detract from the dignity of the debate upon this great ques- 
tion, and are scarcely worthy of answer. 

There never was a measure before the Senate which was freer 
from the suggestion of caucus, or which is more responsive tothe 
demand of the people, than that which has been reported by the 
committee. It is but a concrete statement of the will of the peo- 
ple of the country. 

Sir, the monetary commission, or the “junta,” to use the lan- 
guage of the Senator, which met at Indianapolis, was composed 
of men of eminent ability, one of them for many years a most 
distinguished member of this body, with no purpose to subserve 
except the best interests of the country. They have given intelli- 
gent consideration to the great monetary question from as ex- 
alted motives as can inspire men, and are entitled to more than 
censure and contumely, whether or not their suggestions in whole 


or in part received attentive consideration by any committee,. 
There is no fitter place, sir, than Indiana in which a monetary com- 
mission could originate, for that State was one of the first to take 
a firm and positive stand against the heresy of free silver coinage 
and in favor of the gold standard. But these considerations are 
entirely aside from the purpose. I have been provoked to them 
by what seems to me to be the ungenerous observations of the 
honorable Senator from Colorado, 

There bas been much fervid denunciation of the gold standard 
by the opposition, as though it were inimical to the public welfare. 
The truth is that the greatest achievements, which are the rich 
fruits of e, have been witnessed during the existence of the 
single gold standard. 

There have been temporary periods of reaction, but the general 
trend of development has been upward. The most serious reac- 
tions have occurred when the permanency of our standard has 
been imperiled through the operation of unwise laws. The most 
acute disorders have been experienced, affecting both labor and 
capital, when our currency seemed to be most involved. 

The story of the growth and development of the country from 
1870, three years prior to the adoption of the gold standard, and 
1899, both years included, is without a parallel, perhaps, in this 
or any other country. 

I shall submit a table prepared by the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, Which illustrates more forcibly than any words I can utter 
the tremendous growth and n of the Republic under 
the existing gold standard. It will be observed that while our 
population increased 100 per cent, the money in circulation in- 
creased 182 per cent. Deposits in savings banks, where are gath- 
ered the earnings of the workingmen of the country, increased 
327 per cent. Newspapers and periodicals, which measure the in- 
tellectual growth of the people, increased 261 per cent. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE., For what years? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. The years 1870-1899. The sto 
and interesting one, which must quicken the pride an 
inspiration to every citizen of the Republic. 

Shall this splendid history be reversed? Can we write a new 
chapter more brilliant than the past by the introduction of a cur- 
rency standard which has been discarded by every enlightened 
nation on the face of the earth? Those, sir, who denounce the 
gold standard and assail its supp must haye read to no 
profit the splendid and incomparable history of their country. 

No higher duty rests upon the Congress than that of providing 
a sound and stable mone system for the people, good through- 
out the Republic, a standard as fixed and as unvarying as the best 
wisdom can devise; a standard which shall be the same from year 
to year so far as human foresight can determine, the same when 
contracts mature as when they are made—a standard whose integ- 
rity is unquestioned and unquestionable, 

Sir, such a standard is before us. 


is along 
prove an 


Table showing growth or diminution of certain items relating to the country's arin guna’ between the years 1870-1899, with the percentage of change between 


the first 
| 1870, 
8 E N E E A seacpe 88, 558, 371 
N es paid in es 87, AS 
ewspapers an 5,8 

Post-offices in existe 28, 492 
Receipts of Post-Office Department 19, 772, 221 
Telegraph m 9, 157, 646 
tio} 52, 922 

Tons of freight carried 1 mile No data. 
Tonnage of vesse 690, 826 
Wheat produced 235, 854, 700 
Corn produced 1,094, 255, 000 
Cotton produ 1, 451, 401, 357 
Cotton (d 857,000 
l 6 snakecens 82, 863, 000 
Petroleum produced 185, 262, 672 
Pig iron produced -. 1,665,179 
Steel produced 68, 750 
Imports of manufactures of iron and stee 82, 685, 454 
Exports of manufactures of iron and steel. 11, 002, 902 
Imports of raw silk for manufacturing 583, 589 
Imports of crude rubber for manafacturin 9, 624, 098 
Exports of manufactures 68, 279, 764 
Exports of agricultural products 861, 188, 483 
Total exports t 392, 771, 768 
Total imports.-...-..-....-.....- 435, 958, 408 
Total money in circulation --_... 675, 212, 794 
Per capita money in circulation 17.50 
Deposits in savings banks. . 549, 874, 358 
Number of depositors in savings banks 1, 630, 846 
American vessels, domestic trade .tonnage.. 2, 720, 707 
American vessels, foreign trade 23-0 1,516, 800 
American vessels, Great Lakes only ee. ES 684, 704 


1882. 


and las 


51808. 


periods, 


| 1880. 1890. 1895. 1899. 1870-1899, 
5 cent of 

cease. 
50, 155, 783 62, 622, 250 69, 878, 000 76,148,000 | ° 108 
55, 942, 972 91, 836, 484 113, 872, 388 123, 809, 412 21 
11,314 16, 980 19, 530 21,178 261 
42, 989 62,401 70, O64 75, 000 163 
83,315, 479 60, 882, 097 76, 983, 128 95, 021, 384 380 
29, 215, 509 63, 358, 762 70, 801, 207 76, 805, 175 739 
93, 262 166, 654 181, 085 5188, 810 253 
a 39, 302, 209, 12 79, 192, 985, = 88, 567, 770, 2 — 5114, 566, 173, m, 38 

> 4 5 2 c 
1, 734, 890 8, 454, 435 16. 806, 781 21, 958, 347 3,079 
498, 549, 868 899, 262, 000 467, 102, 947 547, 303, 843 132 
1,717,434,593 | 1,489, 970,000 | 2,151, 138, 580 2,078, 143, 933 89 
2,771, 797,158 3, 627,366,183 | 5, 086, 964, 409 5, 793, 689, 282 299 
1, 795, 000 2, 825, 000 2,871, 000 3, 632, 000 „821 
63, 822, 830 140, 866, 931 172, 426, 386 b 196, 405, 953 498 
836,394,132 | 1,476, 867,546 | 2, 072, 400.672 6 2,825,297, 786 1,155 
8, 835, 191 9, 202, 708 9, 446, 308 611,773) 934 60 
1, 247, 335 4,277, 071 6, 114, 834 b 8. 982, 857 12, 893 
71, 266, 699 41, 679, 501 23, 048, 515 12, 100, 440 c63 
14, 716, 524 25, 542, 208 82, 009, 989 93, 716, 031 752 
2, 562, 236 7,847,909 8, 995, 839 11, 236, 846 1,825 
16, 828,099 33, 842, 374 89,741, 607 51, 063, 056 431 
102, 856, 015 151, 102, 376 183, 505, 743 338, 667, T94 396 
685, 961, 091 20, 820, 808 553, 210, 026 784, 999, 000 117 
835, 638, 658 857, 828, B84 807, 538, 165 1, 227, 023, 302 212 
667, 954, 746 789, 310, 409 731, 989, 965 687, 148, 489 60 
973, 382. 228 1, 429, 251.270 1, 601, 968, 473 1, 904, 071, 881 182 
19.41 22.82 22. 93 25.00 43 
819, 106,973 | 1, 524,844,506 | 1,810, 597,023 2, 230, 366, 954 R27 
2, 335, 582 4, 258, 893 4,875, 519 5, 687, 818 248 
2. 715, 224 3,477, 802 8,797, 773 4,015, 992 47 
1,352,810 946, 695 835, 187 848, 246 cH 
605, 102 1, 063, 063 1, 241, 459 1, 446, 348 11¹ 
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Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER, Will the Senator from North Carolina yield 
for a moment? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. WELLINGTON in the chair). 
gn the Senator from North Carolina yield to the Senator from 

0? 

Mr. BUTLER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. FORAKER. The unfinished business was laid aside tem- 

rarily to allow the Senator from Indiana to I ask that 
t may be in the same way disposed. of until the Senator from 
North Carolina can conclude his remarks, $ 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that the unanimous-consent 
agreement under which we are proceeding does not displace the 
unfinished business, but these speeches are made by unanimous 


consent., 

Mr. FORAKER. If that is so understood, it will be a conven- 
ience. I called attention to it only for fear it might not be so 
understood. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I think that was a part of the unanimous- 
consent agreement. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from North Caro- 
lina will proceed, 

Mr. TLER. Mr. President, I have been called from the 
Chamber several times during the ch of the Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS], and therefore have been deprived of 
the pleasure of hearin that he has said. I have been very 
much struck by several statements made by him. I wish to call 
attention now especially to his closing sentences. He said, if I 
understood him correctly, that he was in favor of Congress estab- 
lishing a sound and stable mon system for this country, an 
unchanging and invariable standard, one that would be the same 
to-day, to-morrow, next year, and forever, so that the contract 
made to-day could be settled and satisfied ten years or at any time 
in the future with the same amount of labor or produce as at 
present. He said, as I understood him, that he was for such a 
standard or monetary system as that. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I did not hear 1 of the Sena- 
tor’sremarks; but I think, from what I he toward the close, he 
quite misunderstood what I did say. 

Mr. BUTLER. Well, I was about to say that I agreed with the 
Senator. Butif he does not favor that kind of a financial system, 
then I should like to know just what the Senator does favor. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I favor a standard as fixed and unvarying 
as the best wisdom can devise, a standard which shall be the same 
from year to year, so far as human foresight can determine. There 
may be better standards, but human wisdom has never devised 
one better than this. $ 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not sure now that I understand the Sen- 
ator. Do I understand that the Senator objects to my statement 
of his position, as I understood it, that it was the duty of Con- 
gress to provide a sound and stable monetary system for this 
country, so that the dollar would have an unchangeable purchas- 
ing and debt-paying power, the same when a mortgage or other 
contract becomes due as when it was made? If so, then am I to 
understand that the Senator is opposed to having a monetary sys- 
tem that will maintain stability of prices? If I can have the Sen- 
ator's attention, I should like to understand him exactly and have 
him to answer my Sabet fe 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I beg the Senator's pardon. My attention 
was diverted for a moment, 

Mr. BUTLER. Do I understand that the Senator objects to 
my stating that he favors the establishment by Congress of a 
financial system that will maintain stability of prices and enable 
a men who makes a contract to-day to settle it twenty years from 
date with the same amount of produce or labor that would set- 
tle it to-day; that will keep the purchasing and debt-paying power 
of the dollar the same to-day, to-morrow, and twenty years from 
to-day? I stated that that was his position as I understood it, 
and he interrupted me and said I misrepresented him. Then do 
I understand the Senator does not favor that kind of a financial 

tem? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I do not know what conundrum the Sena- 
tor has in his mind. The idea I intended to convey was that 
according to the best wisdom and the best experience of the lead- 
ing nations gold is deemed to be the least fluctuating standard of 
value; that it is more uniform, more fixed, in its value from year 
to year; that that is the standard which should be adopted as the 
standard of this coun That is what I meant to say. 

Mr. BUTLER. I understand thoroughly that the Senator favors 
limiting the full legal-tender money of the country to gold, but I 
understood him to say that he favored that method because it 
would result in maintaining stability of prices and making the 

urchasing and debt-paying power of the dollar always the same 
Fhe same when contracts mature as when they are made. I will 
not discuss his method—the gold standard—with him now, but 
will later. I want to see first if we can not agree on a principle 
on a result to be accomplished—and then I will discuss the proper 

method or means, Does he favor that kind of a monetary system? 


Mr. FAIRBANKS, I really do not understand what the Sena- 
tor has in his mind. I favor that monetary standard by which all 
yalues are measured which shall be as unvarying as it is possible 
to devise it. 

Mr.BUTLER. Does the Senator, then, favor a financial system, 
if one can be devised by human wisdom, that will maintain a gen- 
eral stability of prices, one under which the dollar will have as 
little fluctuation in purchasing power, up and down, as possible 
year after year? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Well, I now clearly understand the Sena- 
tor and am glad to answer him; the financial system has nothing 
whatever to do with regulating prices. They may go up and down 
in response to a thousand and one different influences. They may 
be modified by inventions, by new discoveries. They have nothing 
to do with the standard by which their values shall be measured. 

Mr. BUTLER. - I am astonished at the Senator’s statement that 
the financial system has nothing to do with prices, Other things 
being equal, the volume of money in circulation has a controlling 


influence upon prices. But—— 

Mr. F. ANKS. The great law of supply and demand in 
the final analysis regulates prices. 
+ Mr. BUT. . Of course the supply and demand for any given 


article has an effect upon the price of that article, but the effect 
is confined to that one article, according to its scarcity or the de- 
mand for it. But I am referring to the effect that an increased 
or decreased volume of money has upon the prices of all articles 
and upon the value of all debts on account of its effect upon the 
purchasing power of each dollar ess of the scarcity or de- 
mand for any one given article. Increase unduly the volume of 
money and up go all prices; decrease the volume and down go all 


p . 

Mr. FAIRBANKS.: I do not see anything about that—— 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator will surely admit that a sudden 
and radical increase or decrease in the volume of money would 
have a great deal to do with the range of prices, whether high or 

Ow. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Let me put a question. 
the value of your standard make a rise in prices? 

Mr. BUTLER. The scarcer you make the number of legal- 
tender units 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. In other words, can you put prices up by 
pukang Me valne of money down? 

Mr. BUTLER. The range of prices in any country depends 
upon the number of units of money in circulation that measure 
those prices. I take it that is an elementary principle of political 
economy that will not be questioned. 
oe 2 AIRBANKS. Then the more units you have the higher 

e prices? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. Does the Senator deny it? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Then why not increase to an unlimited 
amount your units, and raise prices to the clouds. 

Mr. SPOONER. What is the Senator in favor of? 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer both Senators fully and frankly. 
I hope the Senator from Indiana will not run away. Let us see 
if we can not understand each other. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS, The Senator from Indiana will not run 


away. 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam not any more in favor of unlimited infla- 
tion than I am in favor of unlimited contraction of the volume of 
money; they both lead to panics and ruin. I am in favor of sta- 
bility of prices, and I maintain that the only way to secure that 
desired result is to have all money issued by the Government 
and have its volume increased each year with the increase of popu- 
lation and business. That is an answer to both Senators. 

Now, Mr. President, my greatest objection to this bill is the 
practically unlimited power of contraction and inflation that it 
places into the hands of national banks. If I read this bill aright, 
it puts into the hands of the national banks the power to contract 
or inflate the currency of the country $840,000,000 whenever they 
see fit, without any permission of Congress, without any regard 
to the needs of the people and the business world. That is a most 
dangerous power. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Let me put a question. Would you rather 
have the national banks inflate the currency, or the State banks? 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not in favor of either. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Are you in favor of — 

Mr. BUTLER. Iam in favor of the people regulating the vol- 
ume of the money of the country through their agenis, their rep- 
resentatives in Con I believe that the people themselves are 
capable of self-government, and the man who says they are not 
slanders the American ple. I believe that all the people are 
safer and wiser to S their volume of money than any one 
men or any three or four thousand banks, or any other private 

terests, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. You want to have the inflation done by the 

le themselves? - 
. BUTLER. Certainly. Whocan be trusted more than the 
people—all the people? Are a few wiser and more patriotic than 
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The people can be 
trusted to inflate the volume of money just as fastas business re- 


all? If so, then self-government is a failure. 


- quires it, and no faster. Why should the people trust those who 
say that they can not trust the people? This is a sovereign func- 
tion of the Government, and the people should not delegate it. 
The history of the country shows that the people have never de- 
manded an increase of a circulating medium except when there 
were falling prices or when there was a war. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the more you inflate it—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from North 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr.SPOONER. If the more you inflate it the higher the prices 
go, where would be the limit when you desire to inflate it? 

Mr. BUTLER. That is a very pertinent question to be put to 
those who arein favor of allowing the banks to contract or inflate 
the volume of money. It requires an exercise of both wisdom and 
patriotism to inflate the volume of. money only so much as the in- 
creasing needs of iy ea and businessrequire. Now,shall all 
the people or a few banks be trusted to doit? That is the ques- 
tion. Under this bill you make it at once profitable to the banks 
to put out bank paper, and they will do it, and up will go prices 
as long as it is profitable to them, and then will come contrac- 
tion as long as they find that profitable. It will end in a panic of 
expansion. Unlimited inflation of money results just where con- 
tinuous contraction results. They at last lead to the same thing 

nics, disaster, and ruin, and you have to start over again. Iam 
just as much opposed to the one as the other. One is just as 
wrong in principle as the other. 

Mr. SPOONER. May I ask the Senator what financial system 
he is in favor of? 

Mr. BUTLER. With a great deal of pleasure. 

Mr. SPOONER. He is not in favor of national banks and he is 
not in favor of State banks. What is he in favor of? 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, as far as banks are concerned, 
I am in favor of all kinds of banks as long as they do a legitimate 
banking business. But I am opposed to banks of issue, both State 
and national. It is no part of the business of banks to issue money 
and control its volume. That is my position as to banks. Now, 
as to the kind of financial system that I favor, I will say that I 
offered a substitute for this bill which speaks for itself. But I 
will state now in addition that I favor a money of gold, silver, 
and paper, every dollar issued by the Government and every dol- 
lar a full legal tender. 

I am not so particular about whether the dollars are coined of 

old, silver, or paper—I have no sentiments or prejudices as to 

e material—but the essential thing is the quantity, and that 

uantity should be regulated by whom? By John Smith or Tom, 

ick, or Harry? No! That would not be wise nor safe. But it 
should be controlled by the highest, wisest, and most responsible 
and patriotic power in the nation. Will anyone deny this? 
Then who is it that should control the volume of money; is it the 
bankers or isit Con ?. I would have every dollar Government 
money, and I would have Congress to increase the volume each 
year with the increase of population and business, so as to keep 
the purchasing and debt-paying power of each dollar always the 
same. When the purchasing poya of the dollar is unchangeable, 
then we have practically a stable price level, and all contracts are 
worth no more nor less at maturity than when made. 

Mr. President, it is not so vitally important what the volume of 
money is to begin with, but the important thing is that the vol- 
ume on which business is being done and contracts are made shall 
not be contracted nor expanded any faster than the increasing 
needs of population and business demand. Who will deny that 
this is a correct principle to control the volume of our money? 
Then, who shall control the volume of money according to this 
principle? I would leave that to Congress. Who else is wiser, 
who else is more patriotic, who else should legislate for the peo- 

le, than Congress? Would you turn over the legislation to 
„000 bankers? There is no more important function of govern- 
ment than regulating the volume of the people’s money, and the 
Constitution makes this the duty of Congress. ngress is 


not going to do that, then we have abandoned the most impor- |, 


tant function of Government, and, in the name of Shylock, we 
might go home and leave all the details of legislation to the same 
penie who control the people’s money. I will ask the Senator 
rom Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] if, in his opinion, the 4,000 or 
5,000 bankers, who have necessarily more cr less selfish and per- 
sonal interests in the yolume of money which are and must be 
antagonistic to the interests of the public generally, are more 
patriotic or wiser or safer to leave this matter to than the people's 
representatives? The Senator asked me a question, and I have 
answered him. I now ask him one, 

a SPOONER. I do not see the slightest pertinency to the 
question. 

Mr. BUTLER, That may be my misfortune, but I think it is 
the Senator's. 


Mr. SPOONER. I should expect the Senator to think that, of 


course. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am willing to abide the judgment of the 
Senate and the country as to that. The Senator asked me to 
whom I would give the Pawo to regulate the volume of money 
for the country. This bill provides for leaving it to the bankers, 
and I said I woyld leave it to Congress. Then I asked the Sen- 
ator if he thought it was safer and better to leave it to the bank- 
ers; if they were more patriotic; if their wisdom was greater than 
that of Congress. Under the bill that he supports the bankers 
manage it. Under the proposition that I favored Congress man- 
ages it. What could be more pertinent than my question? But 
I let that pass. 

Mr. President, I do not think the business interests of this country 
outside of the banks have thoroughly grasped what this bill 
means. I am satisfied, if I can understand the bill, that the great 
mass of the business interests of the country would look upon it 
with fear and trembling. They surely will look upon it that way 
if the power given to the bankers in this bill is exercised. I donot 
believe there is a business man in the United States outside of the 
banking ring who wants to see the volume of money fluctuate sud- 
denly; who wants to see one volume of money this month, another 
volume to-morrow; who wants to see prices fluctuate up and down 
without any system or regularity or without 155 regard to the 
effect of the law of supply and demand. This bill puts it in the 
power of a few men, without consulting Congress or the people, 
to inflate or contract the currency as much as $840,000,000 of bank 
paper. Do you tell me that that will not have a wonderful effect 
upon prices and the purchasing power of money? Do you tell me 
that that will not stimulate or depress business to an abnormal 
degree? Do you tell me that that will not make business drunk 
with inflation or prostrate with contraction? 4 
Tou may 0 ey will not abuse that great power. But are 
they not more likely to abuse that power than Congress? Even if 
their personal interests should not be antagonistic to the interests 
of the public, are they wiser and more representative of the peo- 
ple than the members of Congress? The Constitution makes it 
the duty of Congress to provide for the manufacture of money by 
the Government, and the further duty to regulate the purchasing 
power of the dollar. The purchasing power is regulated by regu- 

ting the Cher of units or dollars. This is the greatest and 
most important duty put in the handsof Congress, Shall Congress 
delegate this most important duty to privato corporations? It is 
more criminal to do so than it would be for Congress to delegate 
to the banks the absolute power to levy and collect taxes. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] in his speech at- 
tempted to show the danger of free coinage of silver. He said 
that there was danger of great inflation from the unlimited coin- 
age of silver, while a limited amount of silver could be used safely. 
I agree with him that it is possible that there might be such an 
abnormal, undreamed-of, and enormous pe ay of gold and silver 
from the mines that the unlimited coinage of both would increase 
the volume of money faster than the increase of population and 
business, and thus cause undue inflation. In that event the coin- 
age of both should be limited’ (after all bank paper had been re- 
tired and replaced by this new gold and silver money), so that 
the increase each year should be regulated by the rule I have 
already laid down. That is the kind of a financial system that I 
favor. But who will say that if the mints were now opened to 
the unlimited coinage of silver—who will say that the inflation 
would be one-tenth as great as it would be under this bill if the 
banks were at once to put $640,000,000 of bank currency in addi- 
tion to the $200,000,000 they now have out? 

Why, Mr. President, the accidents of the output of gold and 
silver are not so dangerous as the accidents of the output of bank 
paper. The gold standard is an accidental standard. The silver 
standard is an accidental standard. A bimetallic standard is an 
accidental standard. But the accidents are not so great with two 
metals as with one. It would be vastly better to leave the vol- 
ume of money to the accidents of the mines than to the accidents 
of the banks, supplemented by human selfishness and private 


But, Mr. President, I am opposed to an accidental standard of 
any kind. This bill provides for the most uncertain and acci- 
dental standard the world has ever known. It limits the full 
legal-tender money of the country to gold alone, the output of 
which may be double next year what it was last, or only half as 
much. Then it gives free and unlimited power to the banks to 
supplement this gold money with bank currency ranging any- 
where from $1 to $840,000,000 in volume. Is it possible for any- 
thing to be more uncertain and crazy? 

Now, let us look for a moment and see how uncertain and 
fluctuating has been the supply of gold in recent years. From 
1800 to 1840, the first forty years of the history of the present cen- 
tury, there was an average of only ten million and a half gold dug 
out of the mines in a year. Think of it! Ten anda half millions 


was the average for the first forty years of this century. From 
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1840 to 1850 the average jumped to $36,392,000. From 1850 to 1860, 
what? It suddenly jumped to $133,000,000 a year. The gold pro- 
duction in the ten years from 1840 to 1850 Was thirty-six millions a 
year, and in the next decade, from 1850 to 1860, it was one hundred 
and thirty-three millions a year. Is there any relation between 
the increase of population and business and the ratio of increase 
of gold for money? No; there was gold inflation. 

There was a population increasing how much? About 20 per 
cent. You have got an output of gold increasing about four hun- 
dred and some odd per cent. Under that kind of sudden inflation 
the purchasing power of every dollar would fall under the gold 
standard and the price level would rise. 

Suppose, then, it happened the other way. It has happened the 
other way. From 1860 to 1870 what was the output of gold per 
year? as it stilla hundred and thirty-three million? No; it 
dropped down to a hundred and twenty-six million a year. Pop- 
ulation had increased, business had increased thirty-three and a 
third p cent, and yet the output of gold dropped from one hundred 
and thirty-three to one hundred and twenty-six million. Sohere 
we have the population increasing, while the volume of the money 
metal is 5 So what is the result if we depend upon the 
free coinage of gold alone? The purchasing power of the dollar 
rises, the price of everything else falls. Such is the inevitable re- 
sult with an accidental standard. 

What happened from 1870 to 1880? The output of gold dropped 
from one hundred and twenty-six million a year to one hundred 
and fifteen million. There during that twenty Pade you had the 
population to increase more than 50 per cent and you had the out- 
put of the metal from which the money, made the standard by 
this bill, was coined to Grop front one hundred and thirty-three 
to a hundred and fifteen million. 

How was it for the next decade? From 1880 to 1890 what was the 
output of gold per year? A hundred and six millions only. i 

ears before it was a hundred and thirty-three millions a year. 
ring that time the population of the country doubled, and yet 
the output of gold, instead of doubling, as it should to keep pace 
with the increased demand, dropped from one hundred and thirty- 
three to one hundred and six million. Thus we see that the out- 
put of gold should have been two hundred and sixty-six million 
instead of a hundred and six million in order to preserve the pur- 
chasing power of the dollar unc and to maintain the sta- 
bility of prices. But what did happen? The money supply being 
short, due to the accidents of the mines, the purchasing power of 
the dollar nearly doubled and the price of everything else fell, 

Now, with these facts before us, have we the hardihood to tell the 
Senate and the country that itis safe for us to make the supply 
of full legal-tender money depend upon the accidental output of 
the gold mines? Will anyone dare to claim that such a financial 
aynen will give us a dollar of unchangeable purchasing power? 

ill anyone dare to maintain that such a system will preserve the 
value of contracts and insure stability of prices? Any boy knows 
better. A 3 boy can understand that while eee 
doubled that the output of gold instead of doubling dropped to 
one-half what population and business required, and that there- 
fore the nation was short on money. 

Now, let us see what has happened since 1890. From 1890 to 1893 
the output of gold was increasing. The average for the three years, 
1890 to 1893, was a hundred and thirty-two million dollars, But, 
mark you, this was less than the output from 1860 to 1870. How 
was it in 1894? The output of gold jumped to a hundred and 
eighty-one million. In 1895? It jumped to a hundred and ninety- 
eight million dollars. In 1896? It jumped to two hundred million. 
In 1897? It jum to two hundred and thirty-seven million. In 
18987 It jum to two hundred and ninety million. In 1899. 
last year, it reached the highest notch, three hundred million. 

Recently new gold fields have been discovered at Cape Nome, 
in another part of Alaska, which promise to be richer than the 
Klondike, while other new gold fields have recently been discoy- 
ered in different parts of the world. The output of gold might 
possibly be $400,000,000 next year. This may continue for a few 
years. Then what? The mines will play out, as they have in the 
past. The gold output will drop suddenly, at the very time that 
a stimulated business activity will need each year a considerable 
amount of new money. Then a panic. Then our gold-standard 
friends will tell the world that the panic was not due to the gold 
standard, but thatit was natural for it to come, and thatit would 
have been worse had it not been for the gold standard; and some 
people will be fools enough to believe it. 

But what are our gold-standard friends telling us now? They 
tell us that we should pass this bill because prices are now rising, 
and because there is now some evidence of prosperity in certain 
spots. I should like to ask some Goldite if they knew when they 
declared for the gold standard that there was going to be an out- 
put of $300,000,000 of gold last year, and if they think they deserve 
any credit for it. Suppose it hai not come, They were for the 
gold standard anyway. 


The fact is that nobody is so disturbed about the increase of 
fold to-day as the men who are clamoring for the gold standard, 
ey are for the gold standard because they want to make money 
scarce, They think the chances are that it will be scarcer than any 
other money metal. But to-day itisincreasing. Whatever pros- 


rity comes under it comes in spite of their desires, I predict, and 


istory proves it, that if the output of gold in the next few years 
shall be large enough to maintain the stability of prices and meet 
the increasing demands of population and business, you will have 
the bankinginterests of this country clamoring for the demonetiza- 
tion of gold, The venerable Senator from Missouri [Mr. VeEsT] 
told me a few days ago that soon after the great gold discoveries in 
California that the bankers of his city, St. Louis, held a meetin 
and passed resolutions petitioning Congress to demonetize gold, 
because they got uneasy and thought it would be too plentiful. 
We know the movement was started in Germany. We know it 
will be started here or anywhere whenever the output of gold is 
sufficient to meet the needs of population and business, 

There are but two sides to the money question. It is not a 
question of gold or silver or paper. The only question is that 
of quantity, and quantity regulates auae: Unchangezble pur- 
chasing power of the dollar can only be controlled and maintained 
by regulating the quantity. Therearetwosides. One side wants 
it scarce. The other side—and with that side I stand, and if 
there is any other side I have no 8 with it—wants the 
quantity to increase each year with the increase of population 
and business, so that there may be stability of prices, so that the 
contract of to-day and the contract when it matures shall be the 
same. Any man who wants any different policy, whether he 
calls himself a gold man or asilver man, is for a dishonest policy, 
in my judgment. I do not charge him with having such motives, 
but that is the effect, according to my judgment, and it seems to 
me so plain that there ought to be no misunderstanding about it. 
There can be no misunderstanding about so plain and simple a 
proposition if we will use the same common sense about it that 
we use when dealing with otber questions. There has been a 
fluctuation in the production of silver almost as great as gold, at 
some periods even greater. Therefore if we have a bimetallic 
standard we still have an accidental standard, though subject to 
less fluctuation, and therefore less objectionable. - The only com- 
mon-sense system is to have the supply of gold and silver supple- 
mented by Government greenbacks, so as to furnish each year 
just the necessary volume of new money to maintain stability of 

rices. 

p Mr. President, all this talk about parity between gold and silver 
and about the danger of 16 to 1, all this tight between the metals. 
has simply served to confuse the American public. Since this bill 
is to pass, there is one gaod purpose which it will serve by the 
very damage that it will sooner or later inflict. It will help to 
clarify the atmosphere. It will break up some of the prejudices 
of mankind about gold and silver. It will put the people to think- 
ing about the money question in a common-sense way for them- 
selves and not listen to what the “financiers” tell them. It will 
cause the business men of the country to open their eyes to their 
interests and the interests of every productive industry. It will 
cause them to discover that the financial system that they want 
is simply this: So many units of money, an increase each year in pro- 
portion to the increase of population and business, without any 
regard to whether it is gold, silver, or paper. This bill will teach 
them by bitter rience that the Government and not the bank- 
ers should control its volume. 

Mr. President, this bill not only fixes an accidental standard, 
but the authors of it themselves admit that gold is too scarce to 
supply the needs of the eto What did they proceed to do 
next? They 1 86 to supplement the gold money with bank 
paper: The bill contains a confession that the gold standard is a 

ud. It contains a confession that there is not enough gold; 
that the country would starve from a money famine, Then they 
proceed to provide a banking scheme to supplement gold with pa- 
per money, which will aggravate the fluctuations under the acci- 
ental gold standard. 

I have shown that the gold standard is at best an accidental 
standard. I have shown that when any government opens its 
mints to the free coinage of any one or two metals for money, 
that the only way that that government could offset the accidental 
and 5 output of the metals and always provide fora 
sufficient supply of money, when the output from the mines was 
too little, was by that government issuing paper money to supply 
such deficiency, and thus properly regulate the volume of money. 
This is the only possible way for any government to neutralize 
the evil effects of an accidental specie standard and maintain sta- 
bility of prices. But what shall we say of a government that adopts 
anaccidental goldstandard, and then, instead of issuingitself paper 
money to supplement a scarce supply of gold, should give to a few 
private persons or private corporations the power to issue paper 
money without any regard to the supply of gold, and without any 
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regard to the needs of business? That would be an accidental 
standard with a vengeance. It would be an accidental gold stand- 
ard, aggravated by an accidental volume of bank paper. That 
would be a wild and monstrous scheme; yet that is what this bill 
does. 
Let us look for one moment at what the present banking law 
provides and see exactly what change is made. The present law 
allows the banks to issue $90 of currency for every $100 bond. 
But this bill allows them to issue dollar for dollar. Under the 
resent banking law there was, on the Ist day of September of 
fast year, six hundred and five millions of capital stock on the 
part of the 3,595 banks. Under thelaw whichallows them to take 
up 90 per cent of their capital stock they could have had in circu- 
lation how much bank paper? Five hundred and forty-four mil- 
lion dollars. That is, the law as it now stands permits the 3,595 
banks to issue and put into circulation five hundred and forty 
millions of currency. 

Is there that much bank currency in circulation? No, Con- 
gress gave them the power, and they have done just as they have 
seen fit. They have putoutthree hundred millions, four hundred 
millions, two hundred millions—just what they saw fit to put out. 
They have run this scale up and down, trifling with prices, trifling 
with contracts, trifling with the most sacred relations of business, 
as it suited their whim. How much bank paper is there out to- 
day? On the ist day of last September there was, in round num- 
bers, only $200,000,000. The banks could put out five hundred and 
forty milli ions. They put out only $200,000,000. They could have 
put out none. Tell me, is it safe to put into the hands of a few 
individuals the power to expand the currency $540,000,000 or to 
shrink it to nothing, as they see fit? That is the present law, and 
with the power to put out five hundred and forty millions they 
put out to-day only two hundred millions. 

What does this bill propose to do? It proposes to make that 
power greater. It proposes to make it more profitable to the 

anks to issue currency, and then permit them to issue a hundred 
dollars instead of $90. That is not all. It knocks down the 1 
per cent tax on bank currency to one-half of 1 per cent, so as to 
make it much more profitable. What does that mean? It gives 
the power to these banks to inflate the currency of this country, 
whether we need it or not, $840,000,000, and besides makes it 
profitable for them to do it when they see fit. I do not think 
there is a safe, careful, wise business man in this nation, outside 
of a bank, who will not say, when he realizes what this bill means, 
that that is a dangerous power for a few individuals to have. 
And yet we, the legislators for the people, here abdicate that 
power we have sworn to exercise, to regulate the volume of money, 
and put it into the hands of those few men. We not only put it 
into their hands, but we make it profitable for them to put the 
money out and then leave it to their discretion to withdraw it 
whenever it is more profitable to contract the volume of money. 

Let us look for a moment at the amount of interest that the 
people will pay to the banks on the bonds deposited in exchange 
for paper money. Eight hundred and fifty million dollars of bonds 
are to be refunded, and all of them will be deposited for bank cir- 
culation. This is certain, for in exchange for these 2 per cent 
bonds there can be obtained an equal amount of paper money. 
On this paper money there is a tax of one-half per cent, which, 
deducted from the 2 per cent per annum paid by the Government 
on the bonds, leaves 14 per cent per annum on $850,000,000, which 
the people must pay to the banks that issue the paper money. 
This interest amounts to $12,750,000 per year; and as the bonds 
run thirty years, the amount to be paid is $382,500,000, This sum 
the people pay to the banks for issuing for them their paper money, 
and this is only a small fraction of the benefit which the private 
corporations known as national banks are to receive, for they will 
control the price level, and through this control they will reap not 
only untold hundreds of millions of dollars, if permitted to con- 
tinue their hold, but they will also control elections very dargely, 
and in case of a serious war will determine the fate of the Goy- 
ernment. 

Mr. President, paper money should be issued by this Govern- 
ment. Can anything be plainer than that it is wisdom and com- 
mon sense that every dollar of paper money should be Government 
paper and not bank paper? It would save the $382,000,000 interest 
that the Government must pay the banks as a bonus for giving 
them the privilege of issuing our money. That is of small im- 
pene compared to the enormous power that we put into the 

nds of a few men when we let them regulate our volume of 
money as they see fit. T would rather turn over to private indi- 
viduals or corporations the power of taxation and allow them to 
fix the taxes they might desire to levy each year on us than to 
turn over to them the power to control the nation’s currency. 
Taxation is not near so dangerous as the power to inflate or con- 
tract the volume of money which affects every contract in the 
nation, affects every product in the nation, affects the laborer and 
every individual who earns his living by the sweat of his face. 
Yet that is what this bill does, 


Mr. President, even the New York Sun, which favors the acci- 
dental gold standard, is alarmed at the great power of contraction 
and inflation given to the banks by this bill. The following ex- 
tract, credited to the Sun, I see in another paper: 

Under the bill the currency is to be swelled by at least $24,000,000 of bank, 
as well as by $20,000,000 of premiums paid by the Treasury, and if this 
were all it would not bea very serious matter, but since the total issue of new 
bonds is to be $840,000.000, in which $630,000,000 additional bank notes may be 
issued, besides a cash premium of $90,000,000, the bill threatens a possible ad- 
dition to our currency of $720,000,000. Such an inflation would produce an 
unnatural rise in prices of all kinds of property, wild speculation and the 
collapse with which that speculation is followed in due course of time, The 
banks, under the proposed law, will take out all the circulation that they can, 
and they will lend as much of it as they can. Borrowers, tempted by the 
facilities thus 3 upon them, will begin to buy stocks, merchandise, and 
real estate, and at first will sell them again ata profit. Then the new holders 
will resell to new purchasers, and prices will go on rising higher and higher 
until the tide turns and a collapse and a panic put an end to the business. 

Mr. President, this bill is dangerous, and it is dangerous to the 
business interests which to-day are being claimed to be in favor of 
it. It isdangerous by its danger of inflation as well as by the 
danger of contraction. As I said a few moments ago, the only 

I can see that will ever come from it will be that it will arouse 
the attention of the American people so that they will look at this 
money question in a common-sense manner. It will brush aside 
all of the cobwebs and all the talk about parity and ratios and 
cause every man and woman in the country to look at it just in 
this light, that if we have only 50,000,000 people and we have so 
much money, then if our population doubles to 100,000,000 we 
want Congress to double the volume of money, and then products 
keep the same general range of prices, fluctuating only by the 
quantity. Then a contract is payable and a note or a mortgage 
when it matures is payable by the same amount of produce or 
labor as it was when made, 

But let population double and keep the same amount of mone 
in 3 and every dollar is twice as hard to get. A thousand - 
dollar mortgage takes twice as much labor to pay it. That is too 
simple for discussion. On the other hand, if the banks take a 
notion to suddenly expand the curreney to 3 double it 
then a mortgage becomes less valuable and you can pay it with 
less produce and less labor. It is dangerous either way. It is a 
fluctuating system. There is no stability about it. It will result 
in panics. If we must go through this period, which is sure to 
come under the pending bill, and if nothing but that kind of an 
experience will arouse the American people to demand a common- 
sense monetary system based upon the number of units, all issued 
by the Government, and so regulated as to keep stability of 
prices, then it will be a blessing to be over with it, though the 
experience be bitter. 

A few days ago, at Baton Rouge, Mr. Bryan ina speech declared 
the fundamental principle upon which an honest financial system 
must rest. He defined what an honest dollaris. He said: s 

An honest dollar is an unchangeable dollar in its purchasing power. 

This is no new doctrine with Mr. Bryan. He declared for the 
same principle in a speech in Congress in 1893. He has declared 
for that kind of a financial system a hundred times since. In ac- 
cepting the nomination for President at Madison Square Garden, 
New York City, in 1896, when he was, of course, measuring every 
word carefully, Mr. Bryan said: 

An absolutely honest dollar would not vary in its general purchasing power; 
it will be absolutely stable when measured by average prices. A dollar which 
increases in pu ‘ing power is just as dishonest as a dollar which decreases 
in purchasing power. 

Mr. President, there is the whole doctrine of an honest financial 
eres eS, stated. Who will say that he is opposed to sucha 
system? 

Now, how can you have the dollar unchangeable in purchasing 
power if the amount of dollars in circulation e first u 
and then down, according to the accidental output of the gol 
mines, or according to the avarice or caprice of the banker? To 
have a dollar with unchangeable purchasing power, the number 
of dollars in circulation must increase according to a fixed and 
scientific rule—that is,the number of dollars to always increase 
in proportion to the increase of 9 and business, no more 
and no less. There is no mystery about the money question except 
as it has been manufactured to mystify the public. There is 
nothing simpler under God's sun than the gnemon that if you 
have so many people to-day and so many dollars (and I am even 
willing to start, if necessary, with the per capita volume that we 
have to-day), next year the number of dollars should increase just 
as much as the population and business needs have increased, 
no more, no less, i 

You want prices kept stable. That is the only way to do it. 
You want debts not to get too hard to pay. That is the way to 
do it. You want a debt not to be paid in cheaper money than that 
in use when the debt was made, That is the way to do it. It is 
common sense. Some of the ablest men that this world has ever 
produced have been hired to prostitute their intellectual powers 
to try to mystify the money question. Books have been pub- 
lished, magazine articles written, dealing with a labyrinth of 
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theories to try to confuse the public mind. To a certain extent 


they have succeeded or else this bill could never pass. But there 
5 nothing simpler than the money question. Double the number 
oo ya pier double the value of money. Now, who shall we trust 
that? Shall it be the bankers or shall it be the people them- 
— their agent, the Government? 

Mr. President, I have here a carefully prepared paper in answer 
to that question, that Lintended to to the Senate; butitisnow 
late and near the usnal hour of adjournment, so if there is no ob- 
jection I will insert it in the RECORD as a of my remarks and 
will not detain the Senate to read it. e vote on this bill to- 
morrow at 4 o'clock, and other Senators have given notice that 
they desire to speak "to-morrow. This puper has been prepared 
by Mr. Shibley, the author of a valuable book on the money 
question. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, the paper re- 
ferred to by the Senator from North Carolina will be printed in 
the RECORD. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 


HOW SHOULD OUR PRICE LEVEL BE CONTROLLED? 
I. STATEMENT OF THE CASE. 
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II. ELEMENTARY PRINCIPLES. 
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Let us turn countries of the world and examine the 


III. THE SYSTEMS IN EUROPE. 


A. Direct control by tħe Government. 

In Germany, A possibly in some other of the sta: the 
Government controls ienie Aetea erek within its borders, and in a a'a direct tnam 
ner. In eachof the three first-mentioned States there is a central with 
many branches, the capital of which is contributed by individuals, while the 
Government, acting directly through its officers, directs the policy as to the 
interest rate and the issuing of paper money. 


GERMANY. 


By a German law of 1875 there was created the Imperial Bank. The 
ital is contributed by individuals, but the 8 of the bank is throughs a 
beard of inspectors, comprising the chancellor of the Empire, as president, 
and four other persons, one of . by the peror, and the 


we. three by a federal council. 
This board holds its . The president of the board ot 
n the chance ris = the E mpire, or his representative as ap- 
pointed by the Emperor—directs the tra of the exce 
sato its —— relations with his aceon or with other portions of 
vernmen 

There is an advisory body, which is termed the board of directors. Its 
members are, upon the recommendation of the federal — 9 by 
the Kaiser for life. It is manifest, then, that these advise: also Govern- 
ment ials. From the standpoint of the public, the Yaara: of of directors ap- 
pear as the tive and executive corps of the bank. 

No officer of the bank is permitted to hold shares in the same. The share- 
met aga meet annually in what is termed a generalassembly. At these meet- 
Te y see a central committee, consi: of fifteen members, and a 

titute for each; nine of the members and their substitutes must reside 
in Berlin, the situs of the bank. The term of office is three years, subject to 
election, and one-third are elected each year. 

The duties of the central committee are to make —.— examinations of 
the weekly re and to promptly communicate the results to the 8 
of accounts; to recommendations as to the 5 rate of dis- 
count and interest on loans, changes in contracts with oth 
8 S AKS TOOOIOLANARIORE NE LO Lha AIAR OE-VAOkA IOR in the 


direc 
The shareholders are also represented by three Sanon whoare members 
of the central committee. They are authorized to attend all the sessions of 
the board of EO: 32 Furthermore, the business of 
the bank with the se throe depa of the Empire or the 88 states is 
—— the control ee these mer a except as the central committee 
choose to overrule their 


the foregoing it fs clear the chancellor of the Empire, as the 

teow epee he nied cer of the det i the interest rate at the bank 

except as the board of ins; at the quarterly meeting may lay down 
fee 


and as the Ge: 
level. 


the interest rate is below 4 per cent, and in no case shall they unt more 
thana r of 1 per cent below the official rate. 
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RUSSIA. 


Through the Bank of Russia the Government of the Czar controls the price 
level. Ta its new mone law of 1899 it declares at the outset that the right 
to coin money and put it in circulation is part of the sovereign right of the 
State. In other words, the wap S the te peee level and the profitableness 
of business should not be in ose who reap a profit while soci- 

ety is be injured. The full 3 of ua will r when we myer 
the control of the price level by the mone speculato: 
8 5 and the arbitrary w 2 the Brey olaan sp of the United 
tes. 


B. Combined control by government and representatives of producing classes. 


The Bank of France is empowered to issue the paper money of the coun- 
try, and it controls the bank rate. The central office is at Paris, and there 
are branches throughout the State. The capital is contributed by individu- 
als, while the control of the bank is as follows: 

‘There isa council which fixes the interest rate and determines the volume 
of paper money, except as an increase may be vetoed by the censors, who 
are appointed by the commercial classes. 

The council is com of the governor and his two assistants, called 
undergovernors, all three of whom are appointed by the President of the 
Republic. A board of regents and three censors are c n by an assem- 
blage consisting of 200 of the largest owners of shares, all of ‘who must be 
French citizens. Each sharebolder has but one vote, and there are no proxies. 

The general assembly meets yearly, electing regents for five years and 
censors for three. Five 8 ts and of the censors must be from the 
commercial classes, and in this is included the manufacturin, 
Three of the regents must be chosen from among the officials of t 
general disbursement office. 

Thus it is that the majority of the conte on not consist of bankers—those 
whose business is that of buying and selling credits—and it follows that 
through the combined action of the comme classes and government offi- 
cials the k rate is gai and the saae of the pepon. money, is deter- 
5 except suet the censors malt al 


y the comme may veto 
a proposal 8 mone Bic sheet, the control of the rice. level 
throu: konen in the volume o ris made a monopoly, lodged in 
in the ds of the Hb ney se Han the commercial classes, while a rag 
oly control of the rate is in the hands of a board or commission, the 
majority of whom are representatives of the commercial classes and — — 


eas of the Government. 
C. Control through representatives of the producing classes. 


England the control of the price “iad ely is inthe Bank of 8 — 


atid the 9 of . are engaged in co: 


this he 
in an earlier chapter. He points out that the control of the price level is 1 
the interest rate for money at the Bank of England—the rate. 
* — ony geera ears the po of the banking SEA other than the Bank 
so weakened the power of the Bank of En gland that a move- 
— gana on foot toso amend the system as to increase its power over the price 
level and enlarge the Folie of gold within the country. 
SUMMARY. 
it may be said that in me remy re iaaeaie =e) 
, and also in Russia, t Ragen level is 8 by the governmen 
the government in combination tatives of the 
or the control is solely by 5 es ot the producing 


D. European states distinguished from the United States. 

In the close competition between these countries as to strength in case of 
war, we may be reasonably sure that the ms which have not tended to 
national aire h—the stimulation of industry and the maintenance of a war 
voce discarded. 


Europe, and als the fore; 


itself and the Paces c 
other forms o 
issue and wn is as 
follows: 

IV. EXISTING SYSTEM IN THE UNITED STATES. 


A. Price level under the control of foreign 55 


As stated in the foregoing section ot N . it isa well- 
known law of money and prices that an export gold fr pi — this country 
tends to lower prices and that an inflow of money tends to raise prices.” 
We have seen that the Governments of Germany, Anria, and Russia con- 
trol at will the volume of gold within their territory, and thereby are able to 
ld country at will or to send it into this and other coun- 


and representatives of tho commercial classes, an 
cial who con the export and 3 
Examples of the N these countries have Aellbe rage 3 their 


the commer- 


levels and e 5 — 
determining 
withdrawn 21 rom us, lowering our 
of the debts dus to these creditor countries of 
CONTRACTION, 4 — 


The Euro nations have for years been competing in a way which 
means the extinction of national life to the power or powers which lag behind 
in the essential war elements. Gold is one of the war wea = 1873 
France, to keep Germany from getting her gold money in ex ‘or sil- 
ver, ciao her mints to the free coinage of silver. and since that palea the 
“struggle for gold has continued. From 1873 to about July, 1879, the price 
levels in France, England, and the other great powers of pe Were so con- 

trolled 1 as to keep within each country a ing this the gold 5 to 
that held by the 5 nations. In doin, sine e price levels were forced 
down and Sorosi an was disorganized. ter six years of these 
falling and pg O A phe isorganized. Akter ix years of these 
countries the industries in —.— . were horribly , distress 
y, France, and other coun- 


was on sides, 

3 the Uni States, we were liable to 3 be ee as a 
other disorganizing effects o f falling Ces. 

— with the TTT 


INFLATION, 1879-20. 


The stress in 1879 3 in an inflation of paper money by the — 
Bank of Germany. Then followed an increase i 

Bank of France, and durin: 
Rank Fran 


of 1879 rose 3 per cent on the average (see Soetbeer’s Table of Prices); for 
the same poron of time the average of Pere in Bonae rose 2 per cent (see 


Sauerbeck’s Table of Prices), and gold flowed to the United States. During 

the last five months of 1878 the amount of go into the . States 

was . . 000,000 8 's Annual Ned es for 1879, page 370), while for 

the wah i 8 41000000 ust amount of gold imported into the United States 
n bu 


With this increase in the volume of — . ah the United States, combined 
with the increase from the silver purchase law of 1878, the price of products 
rose. and with r prices there came. as usual. aoa to the producing 
classes. In onal election of 1880, the candidates of the vera’ who 
championed the perem pans which the pay rices 
elected. The party which had fought against the ee. 
ing years was defeated, and the following is the reason assigned by Presiden 
elect Garfield, in a letter to John Sherman: Tha distrust of the solid South 
and the adverse finan tion have been the >e chiot factors in the con- 
test. (See Recollections of John Sherman, page 789. 

In France and y there was the usual p: erit which results from 
an increasing volume of money and rising ting 
other beneficiaries of fluctuating prices and 
peas ress and the other sources of knowledge thee the Uns price were led to believe 

t the cause of the prosperity was ‘produce hi tariffs 


were 
peices oft the 8 


whereby the prices of ee ‘tural had been raised. These pro- 
tective duties in France and German been levied to a the d- 
owning element and to lead the e to tae that the f. g prices were 


ae) to competition and not to a decreasing volume of money. 
land, with its free-trade policy, a different excuse was foisted upon 
thes public nbn ‘the creditor class and the other beneficiaries of the — 


monetary systems. 
3 1882-1887. 
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ed to ing 
New York, for J ths year yea 
un editorial on The mone cirenlation,” "set forth that 8 
the increase in monetary circula! within the oan. was only 
whereas the expansion of population me taa such as to vail N ‘or at least 


if the price level was to be main 
prices continued throughout the os world. Commis- 
Son oR S RATE OE ANNET Vee ted. In England sucha com- 
mission to Parliament in 1896, attention to the falls in the 
price ivel me eal thə broken e < oe th silver-using countries, and 
to the matter. 


peniana to examine 

gold — 8 was appointed. It 

taking evidence . 12, 1886, and — 3 of falling ces 

were not slow in recognizing that some ust be done to relieve de- 

Aire for a time or the public would cpa ca pe a change in the monetary 
on. 


asked that 
Shortly after — 


INFLATION, 1887-88, 


the a < ar in Europe was so increased that for 1887 

then net r nited States was 88.200.414. whereas for the 

year ae oe of gold from the United States had exceeded the 

rts The rise in prices in the United States for 1887 aver- 

8 seven - tenths of I percent. The next 8 the net 3 gold into the 

nited States was $25,558,000 and the . 8 was 1} per cent. 

In England the rise in general ces for 1 as 3 per cent, and probably 
about the same in the other price counties. 

2 effect of rising prices was to again set in motion the wheels of indus- 

try in all the gold- countries. 
CONTRACTION, 1800-1896. 


During] 1893 and 18% there were severe falls in the price level, with a pro- 


diso: — ET, This disorganization was highest in 
e rtionate d 8 au e stringencies in the e money. mark 


tae ob about by those E ipg were —.— ting to secure the ent 
the greenbacks and the delegation to the tanks of power to issue the paper 


— 
INFLATION, 1395. 
„ greenbacks was unsuccessful, and in order ta 
stem the rising tide of — — with the Yalling prices and hard times and 
the growing favor accorded to the 3 of free silver, there was an infia- 
basin of the volume of monay and credit rejana for Z restoration of prices. 


In the contract with President eva for gold it was agreed that 
$31,000,000 in gold should be gold exported before October, 
— which Ame 1 it would tan ed to —.— re crops; and shortly afterwards 

e y 


r money through the Imperial 
e e the Ger- 
; credits 

d the 


CONTRACTION, 1995-1897. 

But the restoration of good times for the ucing classes did not last over 

e Presidential election, owing to the action of the Mes agra Government. 
About July 1 it reached out and at one fell oe et Bans rom the market 

laced it in its war ch he er which this 
e entire gold-standard world ischronicled in the dail. 
press. ces was checked, and they began to fall in October an’ 
continued failing, With onl slight reactions, all through the following months 
and up to the Presiden election. Owing tothe falling prices and hard 
times the representatives of the protector were able to Caura D the 
Democratic organiza’ and make a fight against Contraction: Sis anug 
3 So close was the contest that 20,000 votes properly aion aad i woul 

ve elected their Presidential nominee, William Jennings Bryan. 

During the year 1896 and the first six months of — Ade the 
governments of E Russia, and the United States withdrew a 
culation more than than $200,000, 000,000 of E ed thus more than offsettin 
SS eee eee from the ‘gold mines. As the pains Bm 
the world was 3 the volume of money did not Tones prices 
continued to fall. But ustrial conditions were again so “hard “ that 
—ů—ů— Rarna to be restored to the producing classes or the 
d pass into the hands of the representatives of the pre- 


ducing classes 
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INFLATION, 1897-1899. 

Accordingly we find that gold hoarding ceased practically, thus permit- 
ting the stream of new gog to increase the volume of aour At the same 
time the output of gold creased throughout the world, and these facts, to- 

ther with the gold discoveries in the Klondike. led people to believe that 

rices were stopped for a time, and therefore that the usual inflation 
of credit and prices would follow. And such was the case. Bat the volume 
of new gold is increasing at an unusually high rate; and it is apparent that 
it is going to tax the ingenuity of the creditor class to so extend the demand 
six — as to prevent further rises in prices and depreciation of debts. 
m these facts, it is clear that our price level is controlled by foreign 
governments by accident; that is, by the accidental discovery and output 
of gold and by the manipulation of an international banking ring. 


B. Our price level under the control of foreign bankers. 


Under the existing monetary system and that proposed under the name 
“sound money“ the creditor class, residing in London, Berlin, Paris, and the 
other cities of Europe, can control our price level at will unless their efforts 
are offset vy the bankers in this country or by the Chief Executive of this 
Government. This I shall demonstrate. But these great bankers of Lon- 
don, ha sop and Paris are unable to control the price level in their own 
countries. 

An illustration of one of the ways in which the Euro money loaners 
operate in this country is as follows: In December, 1895, President Cleveland 
delivered his“ Venezuela message. At this time the gold reserve was down 
8 $70,000,000, and the moneyed interests were doing their best to retire 

green s. 

The third day after the President’s message there were cablegrams to the 
daily press of this country stating that there had been a meeting in London 
of the leading moneyed men of England, and that the question under discus- 
sion was, “S all lish houses withdraw their ts from the United 
States? The result of this conference was as follows: 

The next morning the prices of American stocks in London tumbled as if 
a military war had n declared. During two days first-class stocks like the 
New Jersey Central fell 177 pomu, Rock d, i6}; Pullman, 15$; St. Paul, 
15}; Lake Shore,l44:; Burlington, 14ł; New York Central, 10}; Illinois Central, 
10. The cause of this was the withdrawal of credits by the European ers 
and the failure of our system to putin its place another medium of exchange. 

In the words of the daily press, ** None of the moneyed institutions in New 
York would renew loans at less than 4 per cent, and many of them would 
make no renewals at any advance. To carry stocks along money was fre- 

uently loaned at as high a figure as 75 per cent before 2 O clock.“ (Chicago 
mes-Herald, December 2], 1895.) This action by the banks was taken in the 
face of the fact that the surplus reserve in the New York banks amounted to 
$20,000,000. All this occu when nothing new in the controve between 
the United States and London had occurred since three days previous. 

The fact is that the moneyed interest simply took the opportunity to 
“work” the stock market and, what was evidently of far more importance 
to them, infiuence legislation for the retirement of the nbacks. The ef- 
forts of ident Cleveland and his cohorts to force legislation to the retire- 
ment of greenbacks are a matter of history. The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
and the Gally press show very fully that the panic in Wall street was as- 
signed as areason for the retirement of the greenbacks, whereasit should have 
been an argument for the retirement of bank money and the substitution of 
an elastic volume of Government peper 5 Under the existing sys- 
tem the foreign bankers control at our price level. 

C. Our price level controlled at the discretion of the President. 

The President of the United States, through his Secretary of the Treas- 

ury, is by law clothed with discretiona wer to leaye on deposit with the 
rivate corporations known as nati . — all the funds of the United 
Btates, except from import duties, and he can withdraw them at pleasure; he 


also is empowered to pre interest in advance up to one year and to pur- 
chase bonds before ma Illustrations of the way in which this great 
power has been exe Š 


October 81, 1897, the amount of Government money on deposit with national 
banks was $13,000,000. The next month it was increased to 000,000; during 
December to $44,000,000, and eleven months later it was $91,000, an 
of about 300 per cent in one year. This tended, of course, to make prices rise, 
and those who had control of this volume of money knew what they intended 
todo,and therefore were enabled to forecast the trend of prices except as 
other causes should intervene. . 
November 15 of this year (1899) Secre ee after 5 with the 
President, announced that the Department of the Treasury woul y cash 
for $25,000,000 of bonds, the price to be that of the preceding day. The result 
upon the money: market was instantaneous. The interest rate on call loans 
dropped from pe cent to from 4 to 6 per cent, and the prices of stocks 
soared upward. einc ed market value of 22 stocks over the low point 
of the preceding Saturday soon amounted to $48,000,000, 
A special dispatch from Washington to the New York World states that 
revious to the public announcement by the Secretary or the President that 
the $25,000,000 of money would be put into circulation there came over the 
wires to New York from Washington large orders to 8 and this led 
to inquiries from New York as to the cause of the heavy pa and suggest- 
ing that from the identity of the buyers it appeared that the tary was 
to buy bonds. It was also stated in the daily press that there was 
ence that know of the contemplated action of the Treasury De- 
partment reached a few insiders in Wall street before its official announce- 


ment here.” 
ring, when Spain was to be d the $20,000,000 called for by the 
treaty, there was an urgent 2 as to whether the funds would be with- 


drawn from the New York ba 


- siderable time the general public did not learn of a decision, and in the mean- 
time those who inside information were able to gamble in stocks with 


increase 


sho large: TV ted, and the public were then in- 
formed that interest had been paid in advance. And again, inside of sixty 
000.000 flood of money,as above noted, and shortly after- 
wards the ent chose to announce that he would put $40,000,000 into cir- 
8 leaving it on de banks. 

With wer in the President to contract and e d the volume 
of money at will, is it to be wondered at that the great speculators are deeply 
interested in the nominations for the Presidency and in the elections? 
was defeated for President by Wall street, w in 1880 the Democratic nom- 
inee was defeated by Wall p asko as the letter from Garfield to Sherman 
above quoted shows. 

er illustrations of the way prices have been controlled by the Presi- 
dent Conky his Secretary of the ry are set forth in Professor Kin- 
e Ind 
e 


ley's book, dent of the United States. Among other 
things he describes 5 


manner in w: the Treasury funds were handled 


in 1872, and in conclusion says: “It favored speculation rather than legiti- 


mate business, so that its infl 
evil. * * * The same thing is true on the whole of the year 1873. No 
definite, consistent, and continuous policy was adopted for guiding tha rela- 
tions of the to the business community.” 

Illustrative of the effect of the Treasury operations on the market, Pro- 
fessor Kinley 8 the following from Grosvenor on American Securities: 
“At the New York subtreasury an official bade out and posted a written 
notice announcing that the Government would redeem on a certain day 
bonds amounting to $10,000,000. * Within five minutes orders began to 
pour into the exchange for the purchase of stocks. At the same time those 
whohad stocks to sell were warned by messengers tohold them at high prices. 
A sudden teed rush of prices occurred.” 

During President Harrison's Administration the Government receipts 

atly exceeded the expenditures, and to keep the money in cireplation 
mds were purchased in advance of cea AA A interest was paid in advance, 
and money left with the banks on deposit. In the President's annual mes- 
sage, December, 1691, he pointed out that the Treasury had put back into cir- 
culation $89,000,000, As to how this was done, Professor Kinley points out in 
his book The Independent Treasury: 
“The Government poured out over $34,000,000, net, in September (1890); 


uence must on the whole be set down as 


withdrew nearly eight millions in the following two months; let out over 
six millions in December; and in the last four months of the Ley — a 


net addition to the money afloat by its ordinary operations of nearly 
000. * + * Sogreat an irregularity as these figures show in the supply of 
money can not have a tendency to render prices also regular. Of course the 
effect of the spasmodic variation is felt first in speculation. But the infiuence 
of speculation on prices makes itself felt allthrough business, if the variations 
are more than what may be called momentary.” 
The President also has a negative po He may refuse to build up the 
ld reserve. Illustrations of how this mighty power has been used to the 
etriment of the Se are as follows: 
During 1893, when the tion, in combination with the banking 
class, wes endeavoring to secure the unconditional repeal of the silver- 
FCC EF 
e by the ent exe’ power to pure gold and kee: Ə 
reserve up to a hundred million dollars. z 
Again, during the autumn of 1894 and the Showing vinie there was a de- 
termined effort to retire the greenbacksand giye to private corporations 
the power to issue all the cap ed currency. In Tanang, when the final effort 
was being made, President Cleveland refused to up the gold reserve, 
and private individuals withdrew from the ‘I great quantities of gold. 
ld thus withdrawn was over $7,000,000), A 
ved to be the amount of gold ever 
withdrawn from the Treasury in a —_— — Ge leaves the reserve at 
$55,782,858. t the amount of gold coin on d 


the gold reserve and the stoc et, and thus was 
the country and upon Congress to retire the greenbac 
money. A description is given above in the section dealing with the control 
of our prices by for ers. 

The remedy is to the discretionary Ace of the Government offi- 
cial into an imperative duty to follow such fixed rules as shall maintain a 
stable average of prices. is practicable, and, as I shall show later, it will 
remove the money question from politics. 

THE EVIL. 


tary of the Gage. In answer to those who criticised the placing of 
the Government d 8 market on November 15. by offering to put 
000 into circulation, be said: If the Department had failed to offer to 


he speculators whose aim was to force eee 


THE REMEDY. 


The remedy, manifestly, is for Congress to relieve the President and Sec- 
retary of the ry by ae fixed rules for the control of the price 
level, and thereby advance to the high stage of industrial development which 
our peculiar situation invites us to. ; 

NEED FOR STABLE PRICE LEV: 

The evil which results from a tendency to falling prices and the need for 
a stable price level year after 28 were admirably stated by Secretary Gage 
in connection with the foregoing quotation. He said; 

“Throughout the country there was as to the course of prices a growing 
anxiety in the minds of those engaged in productive 9 like manufac- 
tures. The manufacturer has to geer materials oftentimes far in ad- 
vance of his immediate necessities. w have capital enough to pay cash 
down, but rely upon the use of credit. 

„When anxiety and doubts about the future (Le., when doubts as to the 
maintenance of prices) reach this they check operations. The fear 
that such raw materials as they may contemplate yig will not, when the 
labor cost shall haye been added, find a market a fair prices naturally 
causes them to hesitate. . 

“So it can readily be seen that the question was not a question of New 
York alone, nor of the s lators in New York alone, but that it was possible 
that the far-reaching effects of thisanxiety (about prices) might touch every 
industry in the country. Whether it would go so far or not was a question 
which neither the Secretary of the nor any other human being 
could determine. In such matters one can not draw definite conclusions from 
a set of facts, however clearly understood. It is the influence of these facts 
upon the minds and imaginations of the public that can not be measured. 

“It was the Department's fair belief that the situation so manifested in 
New York would by natural causes cure itself. On the other hand, the sit- 
uation was so delicate and might at any time be seriously aggravated by 
some unforeseen tances. It is further to be considered that the 
Treasury itself was in danger of rating the situation bya further lock- 
ing BY OF funds in the vaults of the Government, to the prejudice of indi- 
viduals and business interests.” 

The remedy for the foregoing. condition of things is clear. Congress 
should pass a law relieving the President and Secretary of the Treasur 
from all discretion in the matter. In other words, Con: should estab! 
fixed rules for the control of the price level, thereby ing from the admin- 
istrative officers all discretion in the matter, 
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ing to force down the prices of stocks have found it profitable to not on 
sell stocks, but to also go into the money market and purchase the money 
offered “on call,” thus locking it mp: 

it is difficult for other speculators to know when 


striking manner by placing them on a chart, and likewise the prices of foreign 
stocks and American ones can be compared. 
E. Our price level controlled by the great speculative money loaners. 

As has been set forth under “Elementary principles," if the volume of 
money remains stationary, then they who control the bank rate control the 
price level; by raising the rate of interest it depresses the 8 of stocks and 
other property, and, on the other hand, by. lowering the k rate, it raises 
the prices of stocks and other property. The effect on stocks is instantaneous. 


OUR SYSTEM FOR CONTROLLING THE PRICE LEVEL. 


Under the existing system in the United States the volume of money is 
fixed except as it is altered by the President, b 3 governments, foreign 
bankers, or by the bankers in this country, whereas in all first-class nations, 
outside of the United States, there is not one that perraos such a thing—the 
control in the price level is in the government, or in the commercial 
or a combination of these powers. f 

Under our monetary and banking system there is nocontrol of the volume 
of money or interest rate with the avowed object of maintaining a stable 
price level, but,on the contea, the arrangemant is such that there neces- 
sarily are great fluctuations in the price level. 


CYCLES ARE INEVITABLE. 


It is this way: There is a fixed volume of money in so far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned, except as the President wills differently, or foreign gov- 
ernments, foreign bankers, or American ers choose to interfere, and 
the bank rate is controlled by those who buy and sell credits and deal in 
stocks, and the controlling motive of this controlling power—the money 
loaners and the speculators—is profit to themselves. 

Under this system when prices are rising there is a demand for credit and 
money, and it therefore pays them to expand their loans, and this makes the 
prices go ea, =a still. But the expansion of bank credits can not go on indefi- 
nitely; the law fixes the minimum 8 between money in the 
vaults and credit. It follows, therefore, that the bankers must at some time 
ao sion of credit. This is done by the “controlling banks.“ Then 

ith an outlook for a fall in prices, there is a shrinkage in bank credit and 
money piles up in the banks. This tendency continues till a fresh volume of 
money pee in circulation through some war or other cause, or the price 
level reaches so low a point that people are convinced that a rise will come 
about, and then the motive to reap a profit leads to the purchase of products, 
with another inflation of credit and rising prices. 

‘his periodical rise and fall of prices where private corporations control 
the price level has been noted by economists. The cycle for the princi 
fluctuation has been about ten years, with innumerable smaller cycles within 
each period. During the past thirty years the fluctuations have been less 
violent owing to changes in the systems for controlling the price level. In 
Europe the privats corporations and speculators no longer control the price 
level, and therefore in the countries ot Europe there would be no cy of 
rising and falling prices were it not that gold is a war weapon, and it is neces- 
sary a fixed quantity of it be retained for war er But the United 
States is so situated that we do not require a fixed quantity of gold for war 
pu and therefore can in safety secure a stable price level; and, as I 
shall show later by establishing a fixed rule for regulating the price level, 
the money question will be removed from politics. can be accomplished 

haying all money issued by the Government and praying that the sup- 
ply of money shall be such as to maintain a stable price level. 

e existing system in the United States for the control of the price level 
can be deseribed in another way: The volume of bank credit rises and falls; 
for example, from the first week in March, 1873, to the first week in Decem- 
ber, 1893, it decreased 87} per cent, and there was no way provided whereby 
the change could be offset by such a volume of money as should keep the 
price level stable; but, on the 8 the volume of money in circulation 
actuall 55 Then when expands there is no withdrawal of 
money in circulation; but, on the contrary, it increases and prices tend to 
soar upward until the limit is reached, panic occurs, and a downward trend 
of prices follows for several years. 


UNDUE ADVANTAGES OF BANKERS, 


Under this system the directors of the st of the New York banks, 
shaping as they do the policies of their poor ve institutions, know of each 
change in the bank rate in advance of the business world. and as che 
in the bank rate results in an immediate change in the New York prices of 
stocks, it follows that the directors of these controlling banks have an ad- 
vantage over those who are not on the inside.“ 

EVIL EFFECTS. 
But this advant over other speculators is of no consequence as com- 
ared with the direful effects upon production and distribution which flow 
om the fluctuations in average ee “Falling prices“ especially are a 
most terrible enemy to all human beings who are not speculators, creditors, 
1 are not en incomes," uf pemg pero while much bie oe a 
g prices, are not so good for society as a stable average, provided the 
in prices have been restored somewhat. K 
ow afew words in conclusion on the bank-note inflation provided for in 
the pending finance bill: 
BANK-NoTE INFLATION. 
I. THE IMMEDIATE INFLATION. 


Spat och aoa For example, the City Bank of New York 8 tand Oil 
institution, has, I am told, increased its capital from $1,000,000 to $10,000,000. 
W will be enough room in the circulation to take more than 
$1,000,000,000 of bank money. 
(d) The incentive to the Republican party leaders to pass the bill is the 
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need to stave off the coming ic—it is coming if their system is continued 
and to benefit the trusts. ə creditor class is under foot, and the rising 

rice level will be used by the trusts to put up their selling prices, while 
they keep down the prices at which they buy labor and raw materials. 

(e The amount of the immediate inflation—that is, that will come ina few 
months—will be at least 8500, 00, %. The balance of the $500,000,000 of re- 
funded bonds will be used against the $200,000,000 of bank money now ou and 
the $100,000,000 of Treasury money now on deposit with the banks. 

II. SUBSEQUENT INFLATION. 

The issuance of this bank money will drive gold abroad. This gold for ex- 
port will, until the election is past, be taken doubtless from bank vaults, 
but with the election past the bankers will reap a profit by taking gold from 
the United States Treasury and thus compel the retary of the Treasury 
to issue bonds for gold, and these bonds will be put up for more bank notes, 
and the bank notes willforce more gold abroad, and thus compel the issuance 
of more boris, and then will come more bank money. This endless chain of 
Government bonds bearing interest will continue until the channels of cir- 
culation outside the banks are filled with bank money. 

Whenever the limit of bank money allowed by the pending bill is reached, 
there will soon come the inevitable collapse of credit and prices which this 
system breeds, and then the trust banks will suspend: specie payments, and 
there will be no polling where the inflation of bank money w: RO. 

On the other hand, if the reform parties win at the coming election, both 
the trusts and the speculative banks will be controlled. ere will be no 
panic for money after the allied forces are in power, for they will at once 

rovide for an elastic yolume of money by the Government direct and with 

e object of maintaining a stable price level—a dollar the purchasing power 
of which shall be unchanged. 

The law will command that the volume shall be just enough toattain this— 
no more, no less. In other words, the present etionary power of the 
President to into Wall street and flood it with mrt A or to reverse the 
condition will be removed. and in place of the present discretionary power 
on his part there will be the rule of justice laid down by Congress, that the 
volume of money shall be such as to maintain a stable price level. This will 
banish panics and hard timés from pma 3 furnish a stable price 
level upon which business men can calculate for years in advance, and fur- 
nish also a stable price level upon which to base trust prices and other 
monopoly charges. $ 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I desire to address the Senate 
briefly on this subject; but as it is late in the evening, I will do so 
in the morning, if it is agreeable to the Senate. I desire to take 
the floor at this time, : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think there will be no trouble in arranging 
for the Senator to proceed to-morrow morning. I do not know 
whether the Senator from Ohio cares to go on with his bill to-night. 

Mr. FORAKER. In view of the lateness of the hour, I really 
prefer that the bill shall go over until to-morrow. _ 

Mr. ALDRICH, Then I move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. CARTER. Will the Senator withdraw that motion? There 
are some matters Which require an executive session. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will give way to a motion to proceed to the 
consideration of executive business. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business, After seven minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 4 o’clock and 
40 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, 
March 6, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 5, 1900, 
SECOND LIEUTENANT IN MARINE CORPS. 0 

William H. Pritchett, a citizen of Georgia, to be a second lieu- 
tenant in the United States Marine Corps, from the 2d day of 
March, 1900, to fill.a vacancy existing in that Corps. 

THIRD LIEUTENANT IN REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE. 

Harold D. Hinckley, of Massachusetts, to bé a third lieutenant 
in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. To correct 
error in the name of Mr, Hinckley, who was confirmed by the 
Senate December 19, 1899, as Harold L. Hinckley, 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 5, 1900, 
SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS, 

Thomas W. Wheeler, of New York, to be surveyor of customs 

for the port of Port Jefferson, in the State of New York. 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE MARINE CORPS. 

Louis G. Miller, a citizen of Ohio, to be a second lieutenant in 
the United States Marine Corps, from the 28d day of February, 
1900, to fill a vacancy existing in that corps. 

Daniel W. Blake, a citizen of Mississippi, to be a second lieuten- 
ant in the United States Marine Corps. 

APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 

Second Lieut. Charles H. Whipple, jr., First Artillery, from the 
artillery arm to the infantry arm, February 26, 1900, with rank 
from February 1, 1900. 

. PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Medical Department. : 

Maj. Robert M. O'Reilly, surgeon, to be deputy surgeon-general 
with the rank of lieutenant-colonel, February 21, 1900. 

Capt. William J. Wakeman, assistant surgeon, to be surgeon 
with the rank of major, February 21, 1900. 
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HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
MONDAY, March 5, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of Saturday's proceedings was read and approved. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
the bill (H. R. 9139) making appropriations for and to provide for 
the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia for the 
fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, which was ordered to be printed 
= 5 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 

e on. y - 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ireserve all points of order, Mr. Speaker, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee reseryes all 
points of order against the bill. 


REPRINT OF FINANCIAL BILL, 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, many members have made 
nests of me for copies of the conference report on the financial 
bi That report has not been formally 3 to the House, 
and uently has not been printed for the benefit of the House. 
In order that the fullest information may be had, I ask unanimous 
consent that 5,000 copies of the bill as it passed the House, 5,000 
copies of the bill as it passed the Senate, and an equal number as 
reported by the conference committee, be printed and stitched 
together for the benefit of the members and distributed through 
the folding room. 

The SP. . The gentleman from Indiana asks unanimous 
consent that 5,000 copies each of the House bill No. 1, known as 
the finance bill, as it the House, together with the bill as 
it the Senate, and also as upon in conference, be 

ted for the use of members, stitched together, and placed to 
the credit of the members in the folding room. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not understand, Mr, Speaker, that 
the gentleman asks for 15,000 copies of these bills. 

W OV ani 155 order 3 may be et fess 
as to changes, arran e House as i 

the House followed er Er fe Senate bill as 2 the 

Senate, and then the conference report, the entire information 

may be had. I ask 5,000 copies of the combined bill. 

The SPEAKER. Five thousand copies of the general docu- 
Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair 


ment. ir hears 


none, and it is so ordered, 
TRUSSES FOR SOLDIERS. 


Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimons consent 
to take up the bill (H. R. 911) to amend section 1176 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent for the immediate consideration of the bill which will be 
i by the Clerk. r 

e 


erk read as follows: 


idier, sailor, and marine of the Union Army, Navy, or Marine 
ereafter be, pensioned for ru entitled to 
eee ee Galea 
n 
disability.” . 


1 70 e ed Is there objection to the present consideration 
the bi 

Mr. PAYNE. How does this bill change the existing law? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Under the old law it was requisite that 
the rupture took place in line of duty and in service. is.simply 
gives them a truss if they are suffering from rupture nowand are 

msioned for that cause. The bill has the unanimous indorse- 
ment of the Committee on Invalid Pensions, and had last year, 
and has the indorsement of everybody that I have heard. 

Mr. LOUD. Does it propose to furnish a truss to every soldier 
who is now ruptured? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. No, unless he is pensioned for that 
cause, 

Mr. LOUD. Might he not be pensioned for that cause under 
the act of 1890 for a rupture which did not occur in the service? 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Certainly, he might be. 

Mr, LOUD. I object, Mr. S er. I think we have done 
enough under the act of 1890, without buying trusses for every 
soldier that is ruptured. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio. Oh, I would not do that. 

The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 

RESURVEY OF TOWNSHIP NO, 8, FRONTIER COUNTY, NEBR. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. S er, Lask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2955) providing for the re- 
survey of 8 8 of range No. 30 west of the sixth prin- 
cipal meridian, in mtier County, State of Nebraska. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby. 
in township 


authorized to cause to bo made a resurvey of the lands numbe 


numbered 30 west, of the tier 
„in the State of Nebraska; and all rules and N poe purer the In- 


= rg pee ep ges 
contained shall be Bo construed as to impair the satay bona fide claim of 
any actual occupant of any of said lands so occupied. 

With the following amendment recommended by the Com- 
mittee: 

In line 8, strike out the word “county “ and insert the word “township.” 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr, RICHARDSON, I would like, Mr. Speaker, to have the 

ntleman make some explanation. What committee did it come 


m? 

Mr. BURKETT. Itcamefrom the Committee on Public Lands, 
and the committee were unanimous in the report, The facts are 
these: When the original survey was made there was a strip 91 
rods wide that seems to have been omitted. When the surveyor 
stuck his stake down and went to dinner and came back again to 
continue his survey, he began a distance of 91 rods from where 
he left off, leaving a strip across that township 91 rods wide that 
is not surveyed. The land belongs to the Government, from the 
best information we can get. The Department has recommended 
that this is the way to cure the error, and the committee 
are unanimous in the report. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed was read the time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. BURKETT, a motion to reconsider the yote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table, 


EXTENSION OF NAVIGATION LAWS, ETC., OVER HAWAII, 


Mr. JONES of Washin I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill which I send to the desk. 

The bill (H. R. 5065) to extend the laws relating to commerce, 
navigation, and merchant seamen over the Hawaiian Islands ceded 
to the United States was read. 
ey SPEAKER, Is there objection to the consideration of this 

Mr. KNOX. The matter embraced in this bill is all provided 
for in the general bill. It is not worth while to take up this sub- 
ject piecemeal. 

The SPEAKER, Objection is made. 

CERTAIN LANDS IN WYOMING. 


Mr. MONDELL. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of House bill 5485, 

The bill (H. R. 5485) providing that the State of Wyoming be 

tted to relinquish to the United States certain lands hereto- 

‘ore selected and to select other lands from the public domain in 
lieu thereof, was read as follows: 

ete., — 4 the delivery to the Secretary ot the Interior 


deeds reconveying to the United ee simple, certain 
selected by ed to said State under the 8 
the admission of the State of Wyo- 
approved Me Rr) 1890, to wit: 
Sou of 5 quarter, sou northeas 
quarter, southeast Bo pad of northwest quarter, and lots 1, 2, 3, 4, and 5 of 
section 6; east half of southeast east of northeast 
east quarter of northwest q „and lots 1, 2,3 of section 7; all of section 
8; southwest quarter o š half of northeast quarter and south 
half of northwest quarter of section 17; northwest quarter of section in 
118 of sections 1 and 2; cast half of section 
of northwest quarter, <r 
0 


T, u 

beet of section 12; 
and southwest quarter 

west 14; southwest quarter of section 24; all of 

section 35, tn township 3t north. range 118 weet; west half of section 10; west 
half of section 15; north half of quarter, north half of southwest 
northwest quarter, and south half of northeast 
à southeast quarter, south half of northeast 
r, and south half of northwest 


township 36 n 
e grant of 


being approved by the hon- 


in township % north, 
south half of southeast qua: 
west sou! 
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The said Stateshall be authorized and permitted toselect an equal number 
of acres from the unappropriated public lands of the United States in said 
State in the same manner, for the same purposes, and subject to the samecon- 
gue orp tions under which the lands so reconveyed were selected 
and held. f 

Sec. 2. That the lands so reconveyed shall be restored to and become a 

of the public domain and be subject to disposal by the Government in 

0 aoe manner in which other public lands of a like character are dis- 
posed of. 


Pkg: 5 Is there objection to the present consideration 
of this bi 

Mr. PAYNE. Ishould like to hear some explanation. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, this bill is not nearly so formi- 
dable as its reading might indicate. Thetractof land in question 
embraces something less than 6,000 acres. The bill proposes to 
allow the State of Wyoming to reconvey this tract to the Govern- 
ment and to select other public lands unappropriated in lieu 
thereof. The situation is about as follows: 

This land was selected by Wyoming as a part of two of the 

ants made to the State at the time it was admitted into the 

nion—one a grant for a miners’ hospital, the other a grant for 
the support of an insane asylum. At that time the State author- 
ities had in contemplation irrigation enterprises, and the lands 
first selected by the State were lands which were irrigable; but 
as time passed the State did not see fit to undertake—in fact it 
had no funds with which to undertake—to carrry on irrigation 
enterprises. Therefore this land remained in the hands of the 
State unreclaimed, in its natural desert condition, without being 
of any benefit to the State, and retarding growth and develop- 
ment in that region. 

Under the constitution of W none of our public lands 
can be sold at less than 510 an acre, This land, without irrigation, 
is practically valueless. About the time the land was selected a 
large colony from Utah and Idaho emigrated to the region in 
which this land is located, and proceeded to irrigate and reclaim 
and develop the land lying in the same valley in which these lands 
are located; so that now these lands are surrounded by settlers; 
they lie unimproved and undeveloped in the midst of considerable 
settlements; and so long as they remain in the hands of the State 
they will be unimproved and undeveloped, 

The last legislature of the State of Wyoming memorialized Con- 
gress asking authority to re-cede this land to the Government that 
it might be opened to entry under the general land laws in order 
that settlers might come in, take possession, reclaim, and develop. 
We now ask in this bill authority to reconvey that land to the 
Government and to select from other public lands of the United 
States in the State a like area. 

Mr. CANNON. Will my friend allow me a question? 

Mr. MONDELL. Certainly. 

Mr. CANNON. Some years ago, under legislation which has 
since been repealed in whole or in part, reservoir sites in the arid 
region were at great expense surveyed and set apart. The land 
there is not of much use, except so far as it can be irrigated. 
Now, while I assent to the tion that if the State would take 
hold of the question of irrigation wisely all these reservoir sites 

Mr. MONDELL. This is not a reservoir site. 

Mr. CANNON. I say that if the State would properly and 
wisely take hold of the question of irrigation all these reservoir 
sites might well be in the possession of the State. Now, as I un- 
derstand, under the legislation proposed in this bill, the State of 
Wyoming to the extent of 6,000 acres—is that the amount? 

Mr. MONDELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. CANNON. The State of Wyoming would convey to the 
United States those 6,000 acres, taking other lands in lieu thereof. 
Now, could not the State of Wyoming take 6,000 acres of these 
reservoir sites, and then under this bill those sites go into the 
hands of private purchasers at $10 an acre, whereas the worth of 
those sites might be almost untold? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say, in response to the inquiry of the 
gentenan from Illinois, that there is not-a reservoir site that has 

n located by the Government of the United States in Wyoming. 
There are none of the reservoir sites there to which he alludes. 
There were two surveyed, it is true, but not segregated, about a 
year and a half ago, 

But the State has no thought of taking reservoir sites in this 
manner. We do not want them. The State of Wyoming simply 
wishes under this legislation to get off its hands, and into the 
hands of settlers, these lands which are valueless to the State, but 
which the settlers can reclaim and develop, and to take in their 
stead other lands which, under our constitution, can be made 
available for the purposes of the State. The land which we are 
now taking under Government grants is not irrigable. We have 
discovered that itis not wise for the State to take lands which 
individuals may reclaim, because of the fact that it retards set- 
tlement and development. . 

Mr. CANNON. Then this provision would enable the State to 
ee of lands in this manner that are not now and probably 
will not be irrigated? 


Mr. MONDELL. The reason why Wyoming wishes to convey 
these lands to the General Government in exchange for otlfers is 
because the land isirrigable. It is in a valley which is capable of 
being irrigated, the lands above and the lands below being already 
irrigated. But the gentleman will understand the condition bet- 
ter when I tell him that in the State of Wyoming we can not dis- 


pose of any of these lands for less than $10 an acre. Itis not 
worth anything now; but when irrigated the land becomes valu- 
able. But the State can not dispose of it e t at the price indi- 
cated; and you can not get anyone who is willing to go u the 
land and submit to the expense of reclamation and irrigation, be- 
sides paying to the State $10 an acre as required in our State. 

The State wants to remove the barrier to the development of 
the land and enable us to exchange this land and take other lands 
that we could have originally taken under the grant to the State. 
We are not allowed under this provision which I now seek to 
have enacted into law to take any lands which we might not have 
taken in the first instance. We simply changed our policy as to 
the character of the land selected. We are not selecting lands 
which the settler and the home builder may reclaim, but we select 
those which are really ultimately less valuable. 

Mr. LACEY. In other words, you are getting poorer lands 
than the lands you exchange? 

Mr. MONDELL. Yes; very much rer; because these lands 
which, as I have said, are capable being irrigated, when re- 
claimed, will become very valuable. The lands that we take will 
not be so valuable. 

Mr. CANNON. Has this met the approval of the Department, 
as well as the committee? 

Mr. MONDELL. It has been recommended by the Secretary of 
the Interior and by the Commissioner of the General Land 
reg the unanimous approval of the Committee on Public 

ands. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the value of the lands that you 
p to take in exchange for the lands to which you refer? 

Mr, MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, there are about 57,000,000 acres 
of public lands in the State of Wyoming; and if any considerable 

uantity of those lands, without irrigation, is worth more than a 
dollar an acre, I do not know about it. 

Mr. LACEY. And as I understand the gentleman these lands 
can only be sold at $10 an acre and not below that? 

Mr. MONDELL. The State can not dispose of them at a lower 


rice. 
< Mr. BURKE of Texas. I would like to ask the gentleman from 
Wyoming a question. 
Mr. MON ELL. Certainly. 


Mr. MONDELL. By the constitution of the State. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then the gentleman wishes to exchange 
6,000 acres of land that are not worth a dollar an acre for 6, 
acres of land that you suppose to be worth $10 an acre. 

Mr.MONDELL. Oh, no; not at all. The gentleman is entirely 
mistaken. The State of ba 5 does not wish the enactment 
of any such law as that. ere are no public lands in the State 
of Wyoming that are worth anything like $10 an acre. There is 
none of that character of land in the State. But the Government 
of the United States gave us certain land, and, just as other States 
have done, we selected them, but in this case they were selected, 
unfortunately, in such a way as to retard development and the 
reclamation of the land. That is the only reason we seek to make 
this change: As I have already said, we are unable to N of 
these lands at $10 per acre with the burden which must also fol- 
low for their reclamation and irrigation. For the State to hold 
them, therefore, retards settlement and development. We only 
ask that we may select other land, so as to enable us to promote 
the growth of settlement and the reclamation of lands in the State, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. What settlers are to come in and take 
up these lands? 

Mr. MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman that in the valley 
in which these lands lie there are four post-offices within 15 miles 
of the land. There are five polling precincts within 15 miles of 
the land. The land above it and the land below it in the valley is 
irrigated and reclaimed, being settled mostly by Mormon people 
who came there from Utah and Idaho. They understand the 
irrigation and reclamation of arid lands thoroughly, and, in fact, 
are among the best home makers and irrigators in our country. 
These ple will reclaim these lands. The Secretary and the 
Commissioner have both e over this matter carefally, and have 
both recommended the bill favorably, and I hope the gentlemen 
will not object to the passage of the bill. 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? 

There was no objection. 


The bill was ordered to be and read a third time, and 
passed, 


engrossed 
was accordingly read the third time, and 
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motion of Mr. MONDELL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 


BRIDGE ACROSS EAST RIVER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the bill (S. 282) extending the time 
for the completion of the bridge across the East River, between 
the city of New York and Long Island, now in course of con- 
struction, as authorized by the act of Congress approved March 


3, 1887. 

The SPEAKER. The gentlemen from New York [Mr. SHER- 
MAN] asks unanimous consent for the present consideration of a 
Senate bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of the bridge of the 
New York and Long Island 3 across the East River between 
the city of New York and Long d, authorized by the act of Congress en- 
titled An act authorizing the construction of a bridge across the East River 
between the city of New York and Long Island,“ approved March 3, 1887, and 
the various acts amendatory thereof or supplementary thereto, is hereby 
extended to and including the Ist day of January, in the year 1905. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. SCUDDER. I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Does the gentleman desire any explanation, 
or does he simply object? 

Mr. SCUDDER. I object for the present. 
The SPEAKER. Objection is made. 


CEMETERY AT ELRENO, OKLA. 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 7649) authorizing the Sec- 
age of Ve Interior to issue patent to the city of Elreno, Okla., 

or cemetery purposes. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby. 
authorized and directed to issue a patent to the city of Elreno, Okla., for 


cemetery purposes. to the following described land, to wit: The east half of 
= 3 quarter of section 16, township 12, range 7, in Canadian County, 


Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report. 
The report (by Mr. FLYNN) is as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom the abox bill was referred, 
having examined and considered the same, find that the bill seeks to authorize 
the issuance of a patent, by the Secretary of the Interior, to 80 acres of land 
to the city of Elreno, Okla., for cemetery purposes. 

This land is embraced in section 16, the same being land reserved by act 
of Congress for public school Ayer! to which the Territory of Oklahoma 
will probably not secure fee ple title until admitted asaState. This par- 


ticular 80 acres, lying near Elreno, has been used for burial p for ten 

ears, and the Territorial legislature has passed a memorial Congress 
take action on the subject such as is 8 in this act. 

The Committee on the Public Lands t! the bill should pass, but recom- 


mends au amendment as follows, viz: 

“ Provided, That said city shall pay $1.25 Led acre therefor, which sum 
shall be paid over to the Territorial schoo! fund.“ 

The committee recommend that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment set forth in the report was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHATTUC, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment bills 
of the following titles: 

H. R. 6493. An act for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawat- 
omie Indian, and his adult children; and 

H. R. 7737. An act to change the name of the Potomac Insurance 
Company of Georgetown, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills and 
joint resolutions of the following titles; in which the concurrence 
of the House of Representatives was requested: 

S. 2308. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Randall; 

S. 2203. Anact granting an increase of pension to William Taylor; 

S. 755. An act granting a pension to Hannah R. Johnson; 

S. 757. An act granting an increase of pension to William C. 
Stockton; 

S. 477. An act granting a pension to Levi C. Faught; 

S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 
Bradford; 

S. 752. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. 
Comery; 

S. 1007, An act granting a pension to Mary E. Fenn; 

13 2942, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
adgett; 

8. 710. An act granting a pension to Susan Buck: 

S. 207. An act granting a pension to Mrs. J. J. Van Horn; 

S. 2510. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline C. 
Townsend; 

S. 1977. An act to increase the pension of Levi Morse; 

S. 344. An act granting a pension to Nancy A. Dowell; 


S. 103. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Crit- 
zer; 

S. 1752. An act for the relief of James J. Wheeler; 

S. 1754. An act granting a pension to Burton Packard; 

8. 1758. An act to increase the pension of Farnham J. Eastman; 

S. 358. An act granting a pension to William P. Arble; 

S. 347. An act for the relief of Margaret C. McKay; 

S. 342. An act granting a pension to Eleanor McDevitt; 

S. 2200, An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Murphey; 

S. 1905. An act granting an increase of pension to Lillian Ca- 
pron; 

S. 1903. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes Capron; 

S. 1191. An act granting an increase of pension to Orpha W. 
Reynolds; 

S. 1127. An act to increase the pension of Hannah G. Strong; 

S. 299. An act granting a pension to Susanna Marion; 

S. 139. An act granting a pension to Adelaide Sessions; 
Be 1600. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 

ayes; 

S. 135. An act granting a pension to Mrs. Frances C. De Russy; 

$. 1872. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Reamer: 

S. 2636. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Law; 

S. 2545. An act granting a pension to Nellie A. West; 

S. 1066. An act granting a pension to Margaret E. Shipp; 

S. 681. An act granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson; 

S. 1271. An act granting a pension to Charles Williamson; 
a 8. te An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah W, 

owell; 

S. 3102. An act granting a pension to Seleda Burnham; and 

S. 2652. An act to increase the pension of Louisa E. Baylor. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: < 

Resolved, That the Senate has heard with deep sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. SYDNEY P. EPES, late a Representative from the 
State of Virginia. 
» Resolved, That a committee of five Senators be appointed 1 the presiding 
officer to join the committee appointed on the tof the House of Repre- 
sentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the deceased. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 


Resolved, That as a further mark of respect to the memory o? the deceased, 
the Senate do now adjourn. 


And, in compliance with the foregoing, the presiding officer had 
appointed as the committee on the part of the Senate Mr. DANIEL, 
Mr. Martin, Mr. Harris, Mr. Scorr, and Mr. PERKINS. 


BOARD OF CHARITIES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, this day being set spart for District 
business, I call up the bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of 
charities for the District of Columbia. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That there shall be established in the District of Colum- 
bia a board of charities, to consist of five members, residents of the said Dis- 
trict, who shall be 1 by the President of the United States, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, each for a term of three years, 
but in such manner that the terms of not more than two of them shall expire 
in any one or the same year. The members of the said board shall serve 
without compensation. 

During his term of office no member shall serve as trustee or other admin- 
istrative oficer of any institution subject to the visitation of the snid board. 
The board shall elect a president and vice-president from among its own 
members, and may appa nt such other officers, inspectors. and clerks as it 
may deem proper, and fix the number, duties, and compensation of such other 
officers, inspectors, and clerks, subject to appropriations of Congres The 
superintendent of charities shall act as the secretary of said and here- 
after he shall only Parent such duties as may be imposed on him by the 
board of charities, and shall receive only such salary as may be fixed by the 
said board, — to appropriations of gress. Thesaid board of chari- 
ties shall visit, inspect, and maintain a W supervision over all institu- 
tions, societies, or associations of a charitable, eleemosynary, correctional. or 
reformatory character which are supported in whole or in part by appropria- 
tions of Congress, made for the care or treatment of residents of the District 
of Columbia; and no payment shall be made toany such charitable, eleemosy- 
nary, correctional, or reformatory institution for any resident of the District 
of Columbia who is not received and maintained therein pursuant to the rules 
established by such board of charities, except in the case of persons commit- 
ted by the courts. 

The said board of charities shall be provided with suitable rooms in the 
building occupied by other departments of the government of the District 
of Columbia. Regular meetings of the said board shall be held at least once 
each month, and more often if required. The said board shall mako such 
rules and orders for the regulation of its proceedings as may be deemed 
necessary. The officersin charge of all institutions subject to the supervision 
of the board of charities shall furnish said board, on request, such informa- 
tion and statistics as may be desired; and to secure accuracy, uniformity. 
and completeness of such statistics the board may prescribe such forms o 
report and registration as may be deemed to be essential; and ail plans for 
new institutions shall, before the adoption of the same, be submitted to said 
t for suggestion and criticism. The Commissioners of the District of 
Columbia may at any time order an investigation by the board, or a commit- 
tee of its members, of the management of any penal, charitable, or reforma- 
tory institution in the District of Columbia; and said board, or any author- 
ized committee of its members, when making such investigation, shall have 
power to send for persons and papers and to administer oaths and afirma- 
tions; and thé report of such investigation, with the testimony, shall be made 
to the Commissioners. 

All accounts and expenditures of said board shall be certified as may be 
required by the Commissioners, and paid as other accounts against the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The said board shall make an annual report to Congress, 
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through the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, gi afull and com- 
plete account of all matters placed under the supervision of the board, allex- 
penses in detail, and all officers and agents employed, with a report of the 
secretary, showing the actual condition of all institutions and ncies under 
the supervision of the board, the character and economy of administration 
thereof, and the amount and sourcesof their public and private income. The 
said report shall also include recommendations for the economical and effi- 
inistration of the charities and reformatories of the District of Co- 
The said board shall prepare and include with its annualreport such 
estimates of future appropriations as will, in the Bhai jest of a majority of 
its members, romote the effective, harmo ous, and economical man- 

ment of the affairs under its supervision; and such estimates submitted 

l be included in the lar annual Book of Estimates. No member or 
employee of said board shall be either directly or indirectly interested in ot 
contract for building, repairing, or furnishing any institution which by t 
act the board is authorized to investigate and supervise. acts and parts 
of acts in conflict with the provisions of this act are hereby repealed. 


The Committee on the District of Columbia recommended the 
following amendments: 


Strike out the words The superintendent of charities shall act as the 
secretary of the said board, and hereafter he shall only discharge such duties 
as may be imposed on him by the board of charities, and shall receive only 
such salary as may be fixed by said board, 2 to appropriations of Con- 
gress, nir on line 2 of page 2 ot the bill and ending in line 7 of page 2 
of the 

Page 2, line 18, after the word courts,” substitute comma for period after 
the word “courts,” and add the following: or abandoned infants needing 
immediate care.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I will yield to the gentleman 
from Maryland [Mr. PEARRE}]. 

Mr. PEARRE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the reading of the report 
upon the bill, if any gentleman desires it. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 7 and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. B CK, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


OPENING OF ALLEYS IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 
Mr. BABCOCK, I ask for the consideration of the bill H. R. 


9. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


A bill (H. R. 8068) to amend an act approved July 22, 1892, entitled An act 
to provide for the opening of alleys in the District of Columbia.” 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, this bill is reported by substi- 
tute. I ask that the reading of the original bill be omitted and 
that the substitute be read. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. The 
substitute will be read instead of the original bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike ont all after the enacting clause and insert the following: 

“That chapter 230 of the laws of the first session of the Fifty-second Con- 
gress. entitled, ‘An act to provide for the ning of alleys in the District of 

olumbia, approved July 22, 1892, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as 
to read as follows: 

“*That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia be, and they are 
hereby, authorized to condemn, open, extend, widen, or straighten alleys in 
the District of Columbia upon the 1 on to them of the plat of the 
alley to be condemned, opened, widened, extended, or 55 

ed by a petition of the owners of more than one- of the 

e koas in which such alley is sought to be opened, widened, extended, or 
straightened, when the Commissioners of the District of Columbia shall 
deem that such opening, extending, widening, or 5 
is necessary in order to provide proper drainage facilities for the 
which said alley is sought to be . extended, widened, or oe 
or when said Commissioners shall deem such opening, extending, widening, 
or straightening of an alley is n in order to properly accommodate 
vehicle traffic in such square, or when such opening, extension, widening, or 
straightening of an alley is necessary for the public health: Provided, hat 
in the opening, extension, widening, or straightening of an alley, it shall be 
lawful to close any original alley, or part of an original alley, the fee of which 
is in the United States, which may thereby become useless or unnecessary; 
and that it shall also, in like manner, be lawful to close any other alleys or 
parts of alleys, the title thereto to revert to the person or persons who dedi- 
cated the same for alley pur or to their assigns: And provided Ter 
That the Commissioners of the District ot Columbia be, and they are hereby, 
authorized, whenever in their judgment the same ay be necessary or expe- 
dient, to close an alley or part of an alley the width of which is less than 10 
feet: Provided, That the assent thereto, in tia is obtained from the 
owners of a majority of the real estate abutting thereon. That if the fee 
title to the land contained in the alley or part of an alley so to be closed is in 
the United States the said Commissioners are hereby authorized to dispose 
of said land by sale to the owners of the lots or, parts of lots contiguous 
thereto at a price to be agreed upon between the said Commissioners and 
said owners, which price shall not be less than the current market price of 
the ground in the contiguous lots; that if the fee title to the land in the alle 
or part of an alley so to be closed is not in the United States, the title to sai 
land shall revert to the person or persons who dedicated the same for alley 
purposes, or to his or their heirs or assigns. 

Sd. 2. That it shall be the duty of the surveyor of said District, as soon 
as may be thereafter, to distinctly mark off such alley in the manner in 
which it ove be designated in the petition therefor and make out triplicate 
plats of such alley, showing its courses and boundaries and the quantity in 
square feet which may be taken from the lots or parts of lots in the square 
by the opening, extending, widening or straightening thereof, and showing 

so the alley or part of oy to be closed, if any, and the lots or parts of lots 
to which the land contained in such closed ey is to be annexed; one of 
which pe shall be deposited with the recorder of deeds of said District to 
be filed amongst the records of his office, another kept in the office of the sur- 
veyor of said District, and one filed in the office of the Commissioners of the 

* 83 Phat in ih ing, extensi ideni: hteni f 

“SEC. n the n ox ion, widening, or strai. ng of an 
alley as herein provided tox it shall be lawful for the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia to close any alley or t of an alley thereby rendered 
useless or unnecessary, the fee to which is in the United States, by entering 
into an agreement with the owners of the lots or parts of lots contiguous 


an alley 
uare in 
tened, 


CB  —=E hee eee 


thereto for the purchase by them of the land contained in said alley sought 
to be closed, ata Brine to be a upon by the said Commissioners and said 
owners, which price shall not be less per square foot than the assessed value 
per 5 foot of the contiguous lots; said agreements to be in duplicate, 
one of which shall be filed in the office of the recorder of deeds and the other 
in the office of the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and the sums 
so ag. to be paid shall be the lots or pane of 


t 

sioners of the District of Columbia may, in their discretion, sell and convey 
the land contained in the alley to be closed for cash to any person or persons, 
That the Commissioners of the District of Columbia may, in the opening. 
extension, widening, or straightening of an alley, close an alley, or part o 
an alley, the fee to which is not in the United States, provided the owners of 
all the lots or parts of lots abutting thereon and the pay or es holi 
the fee title to the land contained in the alley to be e shall first sign an 
file a petition therefor, in duplicate, together with a plat thereof, in dupli- 
cate, as provided by the first section of this act, one copy of which s be 
filed with the recorder of deeds and the other in the office of the Commis- 
sioners of the District of Columbia. 

SC. 4. That upon the filing of such piss by the surveyor in the office of 
the Commissioners of the District of Columbia as aforesaid, the said Com- 
missioners shall make an he! greene in writing tothe marshal of the District 
of Columbia tosummon and impanel a jury of twelve citizens who have no 
interest in the real estate mentioned in the said petition (and it is hereb: 
made his duty to summon and 1 — the same in all such cases opon app - 
cation to him in writing by said Commissioners), and who, N en 
and su bed an oath in writing to the ek’ f imposed upon them 
by the provisions of this act justly and impartially, shall proceed to ascertain 
and appraise the which may accrue to the real estate of any person 
or persons by tae opening, extending, widening, or straightening of such 
sue 8 onan l be the value of the land at the time of the taking, and they 

0 


e thereafter be kept open and free for public use. 
“Sec. 5. t the said jury shall apportion anamount . . eae amount 
of said damages so ascertained a 


straightening such alley: Provided, however, 
section 2of this 

alley or 
mefits so to be assessed; and the 
deeds 


rate of 10 por cent 2 annum until paid. 

“SEC. 6. That the said marshal shall give or cause to be given at least ten 

days’ written or printed notice ot the time and place of the meeting of such 

urors for the 8 aforesaid to each proprietor of land in the square 

esignated as the locationof such alley. If the proprietor bea resident of the 
District of Columbia the notice shall be served by delivering a copy thereof 
to him or her personally, or leaving it at the usual residence with some person 
over 10 years of age. If the proprietor be a nonresident the notice shall be 
served by delivering a ee to his or their tenant or agent, or depos- 
iting it in the post-office at Washington City, inclosed in a post-paid envelope, 
which shall be addressed to the proprietor at his or her post-office address. 
If ths proprietor or proprietors be under 21 years of age the notice sball be 
served as hereinbefore peorien upon the guardian or ent of such minor 
or minors. A return of such service and the manner thereof shall be made 
by the marshal to the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, and shall 

filed among the records of said District. 

“Sec. 7. That all alleys opened or extended in the city of Washington 
since June 30, 1871, under an ordinance of the late corporation of Washington 
approved November 4, 1842, are hereby made valid: Provided, That nothing 
in this act shall affect the rights of parties to suits now pending in such cases. 

“Sec. 8. t all alleys or parts of alleys heretofore closed by subdivi- 
ee the approval of the Commissioners, shall remain ‘ected by 


“SEOC. 9. That if an com from the sale of land in which the United 
States is interested shalt remain after carrying out the provisions of the pre- 
ceding sections of this act, such moneys shall be paid into the Treasury of the 


Uni States by the Commissioners of the District of Columbia. 


Sp. 10, That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provisions 
hereof are hereby repealed.’ ™ 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] who reported the bill. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to submit an amend- 
ment. Strike out the word twelve“ where it occurs in line 17 
of page 7 and insert seven.“ 

e Clerk read as follows: 
à Strike out, in line 17, page 7, the word “twelve” and insert the word 
seven.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. JENKINS. Now Lask for a vote on the bill. 

Mr. GAINES. Iwould like to ask the gentleman just one ques- 
tion. What provision is made in this bill for paying abutting 
owners for incidental damages to their property? It isa long bill, 
and I did not catch the reading of it. 

Mr. JENKINS. There is no particular provision, I will say to 
the gentleman from Tennessee; that is governed by the general 


W. 
Mr. GAINES. Oh, well, then, they are protected under the gen- 


‘eral law. 


Mr. JENKINS. They are protected under the genera! law. 
The substitute was agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third 
reading; and being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 
time, and passed. N k 

On motion of Mr, JENKIN A eppes to reconsider the vote by 


which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
REMOVAL OF THE REMAINS OF THE LATE MAJ. GEN, E. O. C. ORD. 


Mr. BABCOCK, ask for the consideration of the bill S. 3266. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 8266) authorizing the health officer of the District of Columbia to 
issue a t for the removal of the remains of the late Brig. Gen. E. O. 
C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of Columbia, to the United States 

National Cemetery at Arlington, Va. 


orized to issue the re- 
mains of the late Gen. E. O. C. Or , District of 
Columbia, to the United States National Cemetery at Arlington, Va. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 5 strike out the words Brigadier-General" aud insert the words 
“ Major-General.” 


Mr. BABCOCK. I ask for a vote on the amendment, Mr. 
Speaker. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The 8 BAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the 
title will be agreed to. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
FREDERICK DOUGLASS MEMORIAL AND HISTORICAL ASSOCIATION, 

Mr. BABCOCK. I ask consideration for the bill (H. R. 3597) 


to incorporate the Frederick Douglass Memorial and Historicai 
Association. Mr. Speaker, this is reported by substitute. I 
ask that the reading of the bill be omitted, and the substitute be 
read in its place. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks that the 
a be read, and not the bill. Without objection, that will 

one. 
There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
“That Helen Douglass, William H. H. Hart, Francis J. Grimke, Ma Wright 
Sewall, Edward A. ke, their associates and r 


PAO AITOA tO Do. a DONY polttio and corparate; tm the TERT pe DASI 
a and co 5 e um- 
A su N by and under the name, style, and title of the 


association or 
“Suc. 2. That the said association, un 
be competent at law andin 
and behoof 


thereafter as said fix for 
enact such ee as they may see fit, not inconsistent with the 
o United States, regulating the government of the said association. 
That the government of said association shall 
of trustees of not less than five members nor more than nine, who shall 
8 tors t the said first ting 
as corpora’ may a mee a) 
vacancies in 


thereof shall be 
rators, at which said first meeting, or at such 


deemed n to employ, shall be subject to removal for such causes and 
under such conditions and regulations as may be the by-laws. 
“SEC. = geet se W e raien the corporatie shall defeat or annul 
any o ation, gift, vise, or beques or from said corporation. 
18 0. G That the said ration may cause to be erected at such suitable 


do so for the purpose of soliciting funds and „ same to the 
treasurer oj on to into effect the objects and purposes of 
the said association as hereinbefore expressed. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman from 
Maryland, who will explain fully the provisions of this bill. 

Mr. MUDD. The objects of this bill, Mr, Speaker, are suc- 
cinctly and sufficiently set forth in the title and first and second 
clauses of the first section thereof. These objects, the attainment 
of which it is the purpose of the bill to make permissible to the 
extent that they may be found desirable and practicable by those 
interested therein, in such mode and to such extent as they may, 
in their discretion, see fit, are, as set forth in these clauses, first, 
to preserve to posterity the memory of the life and character of 
the late Frederick Douglass; and second, to collect and to preserve 
a record of the progress and history of the anti-slavery movement 
in the United States, in which this man bore so t a part and 
to whose successful culmination in universal freedom in this land 
I take it all classes of people and all sections of the country now 
give their cordial approv: 

The bill does not enjoin or make mandatory the doing of any- 
thing for the execution of these purposes. It does not undertake 
to ask Congress to declare anything as to the wisdom or propriety 
of the prosecution of the ends and aims that it has in view. It 
simply gives an opportunity which is sought for and asked at the 
hands of Congress by those interested in it, through what is 
thought to be the more effective method and the more potent in- 
strumentality of the organization that will come from incorpora- 
tion, to the friends-and the family and the admirers of the late 
Frederick Douglass, in such way as they may see fit, to commem- 
orate his life and character, and to tuate, from the stand- 
pee of their judgment and their feeling upon it, the remem- 

rance of the abolition of human slavery in this country, to 
which he, by the eventful story and struggles of his life, and by 
the forceful services of his voice and pen, contributed as much, 
perhaps, as any man in the United States. 

Another thing not stated in the bill, and yet which is one of the 
chief objects of it, and which I should perhaps state here, is the 
fact, as 1 am given to understand, that it is the purpose of that 
portion of his family that now owns his late residence in Anacos- 
tia to convey and to donate that p to the association that 
they ask to be thus incorporated, and to dedicate it unreservedly 
and without condition to the accomplishment of the purposes for 
which this o ization is sought to be called into being. - 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wonld like to ask if there 
is any general law which makes property owned by such corpora- 
tions rete from taxation? 

Mr. MUDD. There is no such general law in this District. 
There was a provision in the original bill, for which I have offered 
and 5 a substitute, peg ore the property from taxation; 
but the committee struck out that provision, and this property 


will pay taxes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. I wish to say that if there 
was such a general law, some limit should be put upon the ca- 


a city of this tion to hold a 
Al. pacity ä property 


Mr. MUDD. ere is no such ision in the substitute now 

before the House. I repeat that was such a provision in the 

original bill, but that has been stricken out. There is no exemp- 

tion from taxation in this proposed substitute, and those interested 

in the bill are not asking it, and this property will pay taxes, both 

888 special taxes, as any other property in the District of 
umbia. 

Mr. Speaker, I apprehend there will be no opposition from any 
source as to the provision of the bill which contemplates the do- 
nation and dedication of this property for the purposes which 
Ihave just indicated, and yet there has been some slight inanifes- 
tation of o ition to this bill, and it is because of that manifes- 
tation that I have 3 it proper that I should enter upon this 
much of 8 e 5 of the bill are plain. in my 
judgment; its purposes and the motives of those behind it are 

and praiseworthy, and in a large dezre? patriotic, and are 
such as to deserve not merely the permission, but merit, if need 
be, the sanction and encouragement of Congress. I hope that the 
bill will promptly and that there will be no opposition to it 
at this time upon this floor. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, This bill will not pass, if I can prevent 
it, with the seventh section in it. The seventh section authorizes 
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this corporation to extend itself into any State of the Union with 
or without that State’s permission. There can be no possible de- 
fense for an effort to extend this organization into any State that 
is not willing to have it operate within it. 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will permit me—I have not 
yielded the floor—I think he will find, if he will read the bill, that 
the section referred to is not amenable to the objection that he 
states. The original bill used the word ‘‘ charter” in connection 
with this contemplated work outside of the District of Columbia. 
To quote from the section alluded to in the original bill, it is said: 

That the said board of trustees be, and they are hereby, authorized and 
empowered to charter and organize auxiliary associations in the States and 
counties of this Union, etc. 

Upon my motion the word charter” was stricken out because, 
in my judgment, the word organize“ was sufficient, was less 
amenable to objection, and would not confer, or undertake to 
confer, any corporate powers outside of the District of Columbia, 
and would not undertake to give to these trustees any authority 
to act in the various States or counties thereof without the con- 
sent of the States. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. They organize under this charter, and 
this is practically a Federal charter. I have nosympathy with the 
object of it, but if you will confine it to the District of Columbia, 
I shall make no objection. 

Mr. MUDD. I think we have done that. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Then why. not strike that out? 

Mr. MUDD. If the gentleman will bear with me for a moment, 
I want to call his attention to the first section of the bill, wherein 
it is provided “that Helen Douglas, William H. Hart, Francis J. 
Grimke, May Wright Sewall, Edward A. Clarke, their associates 
and successors, be, and they are hereby, declared to be a body 
politic and corporate, in the District of Columbia.“ This suffi- 
- ciently shows the scope and the powers of the corporation. Con- 

ess has no power to charter a Federal corporation anywhere 

yond the District—— 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I agree to that proposition as one of 
law; but mark you, a corporation chartered in the District of Co- 
lumbia or in any State has no power to go into any other State, 
except with that State's consent. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that perfectly. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas (continuing). But you Federalize this 
corporation by expressly providing, not that it shall conduct its 
whole business in the District of Columbia, but that it may go 
into the several States of the Union; and if that is not the pur- 
pose of it, what can be the objection to striking it ont? 

Mr. MUDD. The gentleman from Texas and myself are so far 
agreed as to the character and powers of the Federal Constitution 
that I unite with him in the opinion that we can not Federalize this 
corporation. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Oh, yes, we can. 

Mr. MUDD. You can in the District and the Territories, but 
not in States. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I myself believe they have no right to 
create a corporation,-except the corporation is created to execute 
some power granted by Congress. e most famous case is the 
case of McCulloch against Maryland, in which they held that 
Congress did have the power to create a Federal corporation, a 
case which arose in the gentleman’s own State. 

Mr. MUDD. I do not just now recall the details of all that was 
decided in that case, but I apprehend there is no question but that 
it will be found that all cases that decided that Con; could 
create a Federal corporation did so upon the ground that such a 
corporation came within the purview of the powers especially 
enumerated in the Constitution as belonging to the Federal Gov- 


ernment. That would, of course, be an exception to the general 
rule that I have stated. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It involved the validity of the old 
national-bank charter. 


Mr. MUDD. I take it that nobody thinks for a moment that we 
can charter a corporation of this kind to do business in a State 
without that State’s consent. The section of the bill referred to 
particularly says that this corporation shall be empowered ‘‘to 
organize auxiliary associations in the various States and counties 
of this Union or elsewhere, to the extent that they may be able to 
do so,” etc. This shows that it is not contemplated that any such 
powere shall be exercised without the consent of the State in which 
it is done. 

ae BAILEY of Texas. If the gentleman will pardon me, Ihave 
the floor. 

Mr. MUDD. I myself had the floor, and had not yielded to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The Speaker was about to put the 

uestion—— : 
5 Mr. MUDD. Well, we will not get into any controversy over 


that. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Very well; the gentleman can finish 
his remarks, 


Mr. MUDD. T had not given up the floor, but I will yield to 
the gentleman from Texas if he desires. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentle- 
man from Maryland if this bill did not give this association any 
rights in other States, would not they have the right simply to 
organize societies without this provision? And why should he 
have any objection to striking it out? 

Mr. MU I am not sure that I myself have any strenuous 
objection to that. 

r. BAILEY of Texas. 
to object to it. 

Mr. MUDD. I have no objection to its going out if it will re- 
lieve the bill from controversy and will remove the constitutional 
or other 1 difficulties which gentlemen may see in it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I have no care about the bill so far as I 
am concerned, if you strike out that provision. 

Ñ Does the gentleman from Texas make any motion? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Iam going to when we reach the proper 


time. — 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock] has the floor for an hour. Does he yield to anyone? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I do not. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. We may as well have an understand - 
ing. The gentleman from Wisconsin had probably yielded to the 
gentleman from Maryland. The gentleman from Maryland re- 
sumed his seat, and the Speaker was about to take a yote on the 
question: 1 rose and was recognized, and have neyer yielded the 

oor. The gentleman from Maryland interrupted me with some 
inquiry which [ answered, and he then proceeded to make another 
speech. I have the floor, however. 

The SPEAKER. The parliamentary situation was this: The 
8 from Wisconsin, chairman of the Committee for the 

trict of Columbia, called up the bill and yielded to the gentle- 
man from Maryland, whereupon the gentleman from Texas 
wanted to get in for some colloquy, and the Chair recognized him 
for that 8 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. If the Chair will pardon me, in the 
first place, when the gentleman from Wisconsin yielded to the gen- 
tleman from Maryland he did not yield any specific time or reserve 
the remainder of his time. But J rose; there is no question about 
that; the gentleman on the other side had abandoned the floor, 
and the Chair was about to state the question. 

The SPEAKER, The Chair had no thought of stating the 
question. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I take it the Chair had stated the 
question 

The SPEAKER. It was not in his mind. 

„Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The Chair must have stated the ques- 


tion—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin, in the pres- 
ent situation, has the floor; and it is a question for him to deter- 
mine whether he is going to reserve his time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The question is, Had he reserved it 
when he resumed his seat? 

The SPEAKER. That is why the Chair asked him if he had 
reserved his time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The gentleman can not sit down with- 
out reserving his time and afterwards reserve it. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman can sit down while he yields 
to another gentleman who occupies the floor. Has the gentleman . 
from Wisconsin reserved his time? 

u Mr: BABCỌCK. Yes, sir. The gentleman has reserved his 
ime. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair now recognizes the gentleman from 
Texas. If we keep perfectly cool, we shall get along. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. If the Chair will keep cool—— 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is perfectly cool, and will protect 
the rights of every member on every side, 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The reason I did not think the Chair 
was cool was because he said he had no thought of stating the 
auetan, while the rule expressly provides that the question shall 

8 —— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas has been recog- 
nized on this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I am speaking in my own time, 

The SPEAKER. . But on a point the Chair has paet 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I have a right to proceed as I am doing. 

TheSPEAKER, No, sir; not after the question has been fea i 
The gentleman is recognized on this bill. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I intend to refer to that, and the Chair 
will simply have to rule that I am out of order. 

The SPEAKER. That is what the gentleman is. 
aon BAILEY of Texas. Then I appeal from the decision of the 

air. 

The SPEAKER. Ha- 


Then strike it ont, and I do not care 


The gentleman continues to discuss a 


. after it has been decided by the Chair and after 
recognized to discuss this bill, The Chair has held 


he had 
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that after deciding the question and recognizing the gentleman to 
discuss the bill, the Chair must rule him out of order in discuss- 
ing a question the Chair has decided. The gentleman now takes 
an appeal from the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move to lay the appeal on the table. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas takes an appeal 
and the gentleman from New York moves to lay the appeal on the 
table. question is on laying on the table the appeal of the 
gentleman from Texas. 

The 3 having been put, 

The SPEAKER. The noes appear to have it. 

Mr. PAYNE. I call for a division. 

The 8 being again taken, there were ayes 85, noes 67. 

P AILEY of Texas. Imake the point that no quorum has 
voted, 


The SPEAKER. The Chair overrules that point. 

Mr, BAILEY of Texas. Then I make the point that there is no 
quorum present. 

ThéSPEAKER, The Chair will count the House. 

The members net having been counted, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair counts 163 members present—not 
a quorum. The Chair orders the doors to be closed and the roll 
to be called for the p of ascertaining the presence of a quo- 
rum. Members as their names are called will vote on the pend- 
1 

. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 


Mr. PAYNE. I make the point of order, Mr. Speaker, that that 
isa ere! motion. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Why the gentleman does not imagine 


that 4 seek to delay when I am endeavoring to determine the 
question, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair dislikes very much to entertain a 
point of order of that kind, but believes this to be clearly a dila- 
tory motion. 

. BAILEY of Texas. Very well, Mr. S. er, as only one 
5 can be ponding, I do not appeal from that decision. 

She SP . The doors will be closed, and the roll will be 

called. 


The Clerk proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BISHOP. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BISHOP. I wish to know the pending question? 

The SPEAKER. An appen has been taken by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] from the decision of the Chair. The 
gentleman from New York [Mr. PAYNE] has moved to lay that 
appeal upon the table. Those in favor of the motion of the gen- 

eman from New York will, as their names are called, either vote 
“aye” or answer ‘‘present.” Those opposed will vote no.“ 

e roll was called, with the following result—yeas 123, nays 89, 
answered ' present“ 18, not voting 121; as follows: 


Alexander, Dahle, Wis. Jones, Wash. Phillips, 
Allen, Me. Dalzell, A Powers, 
Babcock. Davenport, S. A. Kahn, Prince, 
Bailey, Kans, Davidson, Knox, Pugh, 
Barham, yton, Lacey, Ray. 
Barney, 7. Landis. Reeder, 
Bartholdt, Dick, Lawrence, Russell, 
Bisho Dolliver, 7987 Shattuc, 
Bow Dovener, Littlefield, Shelden. 
Bowersock, Driscoll, ng. Sherman. 
Brick, Eddy, Lorimer, Showalter, 
Bromwell, Emerson, ud, Smith, III. 
8 i Wesel. Spaldi 

rown, cCall, g. 

n, Fletcher, McCleary, Sperry, 
Burke, S. Dak. Fordney, McPherson, Sprague, 
Burkett, h, Stevens, Minn. 
Burleigh, Gamble, Mesick, Stewart, 
Burton, Gardner, Mich. er, Sulloway, 
Butler, Gillett, Mass. Minor, Tawney, 
Calderhead, Graff, Monden, Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon, Greene, Mass. Moody, Thomas, Iowa 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hamilton, Moody, Oreg. Thropp, 
Cooper, Wis. Hedge, Morgan, Tongue, 
Corliss, Henry, Conn. Morris, Vreelan 
Cousins, em Mudd, Wachter, 
Cromer, III. O'Grady, aters, 
Cramp, 1 . N. J. weaver 
Crumpacker, opkins, ‘layne, ee 
Curtis, £ Hull, earce, Mo. White 
Cushman, Jen Pearre, 
NAYS—89. 

Allen, Ky. reazeal Davey, Griffith, 
Allen, Miss. Brenner, Davis, Griggs, 
Atwater, Brundidge, De Graffenreid, yy 
Bailey, Tex. Burke, Tex. De Vries, Henry, Tex. 
Ball Burnett. ins more, Howard, 
Bankhead, Caldwell, Dougherty, Jones, Va. 
Barber, Carmack, Kitchin, 
Bartlett, Clark, Mo. Fitzgerald, N. Y. Kleberg, 
Bellamy, Clayton, Ala. Foster, Kluttz, 
Benton, Clayton, N. Y. Gaines, 
Bradley herd, lynn, Lentz, 
Brantley, Crawford, Green, r, 


Lewis, Moon, ppert, Thayer, 
Livingston, Naphen, Ryan, N. Y. Thomas, N.C. 
Lloyd eville, Scudder, Vandiver, 
McClellan, oonan Shackleford, Williams, J. R. 
cCulloch, Pierce, Tenn. Sheppard, Wilson, Idaho 
cDowe nsde Sims, Wilson, N. X. 
McLain, ea, Ky. Snodgrass, Zenor, 
cRae, Richardson, en Tex. Ziegler. 
Maddox, Ridgely, Stokes, 
Meekison, Rixey, Sutherland, 
Meyer, La Robinson, Nebr. Talbert, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—18, 
Adamson, Cochran, Mo. Lovering, Norton, Ohio 
Bell, Elliott, Mann, Otey, 
Berry. Finley. Mercer Sparkman. 
Burleson, Ketcham, Metcalf, 
Campbe! Latimer, Needham, 
NOT VOTING—121. 
Acheson, Gayle, May, Spigh 
Adams, ibson, Miers, Ind. Stallings, 
Baker, Gilbert, Muller, Stark, 
Bing ill, Newlands, Steele, 
Boreing, Gillet, N. Y. Norton, S. G. Stewart, N. J. 
Boutelle, Me. rdon, Olmsted, Stewart, N. Y. 
Brewer, G 3 Otjen, Sulzer, 
Broussard, Grosvenor, Overstreet, Swanson, 
Brownlow, Grout, Packer, Pa. Tate, 
Capron, Grow, Polk, Taylor, Ala. 
Catchings, Hall, uarles, Terry, 
Chanler, Harmer, ves, Tompkins, 
Clarke, N. Haugen, Rhen, Va. Turner, 
Connell, Hawley. Riordan, Underhill, 
Cooney, Heatwole, Robbi Underwood, 
Cooper, Tex. Hemenway, Rob Van Voorhis, 
X, Henry, berts, Wadsworth, 
Crowley, Hitt, Robertson, La. anger, 
Cummings, Howell, Robinson, Ind. Warner, 
Cusack. Jack. enberg, Watson, 
Daly, N. J. Jett, Rucker, Weymouth 
Davenport, S. W. Johnston, Ryan, Pa. Wheeler, Ky. 
De Armond, Kerr, Salmon, Williams, W. E. 
Fitzgerald, Mass Lamb? hafroth, Williams, Miss. 
Fitzpatrick, Lane, Sibley, Wilson, S. C. 
Fleming, Levy. Slayden, . 
Fowler, Littauer, Small, Young, 
ox. Little, Smith, Ky. Young, Va. 
Freer, Loudenslager, Smith, Samuel W. 
Gardner, N. q. McAleer, Smith, Wm. Alden 
on, Southard, 


Mr. ADAMSON. I voted in the negative, Mr. Speaker, but 
have a general pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 
desire, therefore, to withdraw my vote and be marked present.” 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, that will be done. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania, Mr. Grow, voted? 

The 5 The Chair is informed that the gentleman has 
not voted. 

Mr. BURLESON. Then I withdraw my vote, having been 
paired with him. 

Mr. MANN. I am paired with zar colleague, Mr. JETT. I 
voted inadvertently, and wish to withdraw the vote and be re- 
corded as 5 

The SPEAKER, That will be done, without objection. 

There was no objection. 

a ee Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask if my vote is re- 
corde 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman is not recorded. 

Mr. BERRY. I want to be marked present,“ as I am paired 
with the eee from Maine, Mr. BuRLEIGH. 

The following pairs were read from the Clerk's desk: 

For this session: 

Mr. Jack with Mr, FINLEY. 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN, 

Mr. HULL with Mr. Hay. 

Mr. Wu. ALDEN Surrn with Mr. Wiuson of South Carolina. 

Mr. Packer of Pennsylvania with Mr. PoLk. 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. Metcaur with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 

Mr. Many with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. : 

Until further notice: 

Mr. WabDswortH with Mr. Spicur. 

Mr. BoREING with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. LANE with Mr. SALMON. 

Mr. HawLey with Mr. Cooper of Texas. 

Mr. KETCHAM with Mr. MULLER, 

Mr. Achso with Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. LOVERING with Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. DALY of New Jersey. 
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Mr. STEELE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr, OLMSTED with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. 

Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. LouDENSLAGER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr, HEATWOLE with Mr. CROWLEY., 

Mr. Manon with Mr, OTEY. 

Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania with Mr. Cusack, 

Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. RIORDAN, 

Mr. HOWELL with Mr. JOHNSTON, 

Mr. HARMER with Mr. Surry of Kentucky. 

Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. GORDON. 

Mr. STEWART of New Jersey with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. Giso with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. CONNELL with Mr. STANLEY W. DAVENPORT. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. Brosius with Mr. ZIEGLER, 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

For this day: 

Mr. HAUGEN with Mr. Levy. 

Mr. Hitt with Mr. LAMB. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Henry of Mississippi. 

Mr. ROBERTS with Mr. NEwLANDs, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH with Mr. ROBB, 

Mr. GRAHAM with Mr. GASTON. 

Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire with Mr. Ryan of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FREER with Mr. Ropryson of Indiana. 

Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey with Mr. QUARLES, 

Mr. Capron with Mr. TERRY. 

Mr. LitraveEr with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 

Mr. BIN dA with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. Apams with Mr. Swanson. 

Mr. BrownLow with Mr. May. 

Mr. UNDERHILL with Mr. TOMPKINS, 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. STARK. 

Mr. Grow with Mr. BURLESON, 

Mr. Kerr with Mr. CUMMINGS. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. CHANLE R. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. COONEY. 

Mr. FOWLER with Mr. BREWER. 

For this vote: 

Mr. GILL with Mr. CATCHINGS. 

Mr. OTJEN with Mr. DE ARMOND. , 

Mr. BAKER with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. FARIS, I understood the Clerk to read my name as paired 
with some one; but snowing nothing about it, I voted on the roll 
call, responding ‘‘aye,” and I presume that the pair is an oversight 
on the part of some one, Iam not paired. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded as voting. 

Mr. FARIS. I voted “aye” on the first roll call. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman desire to be called? 

Mr. FARIS. Well, have already voted ‘‘aye,” and I of course 
demand my right to vote. If I was not heard when I voted, Ihave 
a right to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is right about it. The Clerk 
will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Farts, and he voted “aye.” 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, I should like to in- 
more „Whether the gentleman from Georgia, Mr. GRIGGS, has 
voted? 

The SPEAKER. He has voted in the negative. 

Mr. BISHOP. I notice that I am announced as paired with the 
gentleman from Montana, Mr. CAMPBELL. That was not a gen- 
eral pair, but only a pair for a specific purpose, and therefore I 
should not have been announced as paired. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas remained in his seat. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Iask—— 

TheSPEAKER, Does the Chair understand that the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] yields the floor? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. ‘‘The gentleman from Texas” does not 
desire to proceed at this time. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Wisconsin, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the previous question 
on the substitute offered and on the bill to its final passage. 

Mr.COWHERD. Mr. Speaker, Ishould like to ask my colleague 
if he will not yield for a motion to strike out. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. BAB- 
cock] asks for the previous question on the bill and substitute. 
Does he yield to the e from Missouri? 

Mr. BABCOCK. I yield for a question. 

Mr.COWHERD. Ishould like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee if he will not yield for a motion tostrikeoutsection7? The 

tleman in charge of the bill has already consented that it may 
stricken out. He states that it is not necessary to effectuate 
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the objects sought to be accomplished by the bill, and it will re- 
lieve all friction and all opposition to the measure, 

Mr. MUDD. I think I would do that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. No, Mr. Speaker; I donot think that the argu- 
ment is a good one. I decline to yield for that Nag? gaa at this time. 


Mr. COWHERD, I think it would facilitate the passage of the 
bill. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on ordering the previous 
question. 

The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the ayes 
ap to have it. 


r. BAILEY of Texas. Division! 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 71, noes 57. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I make the point that no quorum is 
present. : 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] 
makes the point that no quorum is present. The Chair will count. 


Having counted the House, the Speaker announced 180 mem- , 


bers, a quorum, present. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 107, nays 94, 
answered “ present” 14, not voting 136; as follows: 


YEAS—107. 
Alexander, Davenport, S. A. Kahn, Powers, 
Allen, Me. Davidson, Lacey, Prince, 
Babcock, Dick, Landis, Pugh, 
Bailey, Kans. Dolliver, Long, Ray. 
rney, Dovener, Lorimer, Reeder, 

Bartholdt, Driscoll, Loud, R 

isho dy, 1 Shattuc, 
Boutell, Il. Emerson, Call,. Shelden, 
Bowersock, h, McCleary, Sherman, 
Bromwell, McPherson, Showalter, 
Brosius, Fletcher, th, 
Brown, Fordney, Mesick, Smith, H. C. 

l, Miller, Spalding, 
Burke, S. Dak. Gamble, or, Sperry, 
Burkett, Gardner, Mich, Mondell, Stevens, Minn. 

raff, Moody, Sulloway, 
Butler, Greene, Mass. Moody, Oreg. ‘Tawney, 
Calderhead. Hamilton, Morgan, Tayler, Ohio 
Cannon, ed, Thomas, lowa 
pron, enry, Conn. Mudd, Thropp, 
Cochrane, N. Y. He O'Grady. Tongue. 
Corliss, 8 Ove Vreeland, 
Cousins, Hoffecker, Parker, N. J. Wachter, 
Cromer, Bopi: Payne, Weaver, 
Crump, H Pearce, M eeks, 
Curt Jenkin: Pearre, White. 
Azel, Jones, Wash. Phillips. 
NAYS—04 
Allen, Ky. Clayton, N. Y. Lanham, Rucker, 
Allen, Mies, wherd, Latimer, Ruppert, 
Atwater, a Lentz, yan, N. 
Bailey, Tex. De Armond, Lester, Scudder, 
a De Graffenreid, Lewis, Shackleford, 
nkh De Vries, ittle, e 
Barber, Dinsmore, Lloyd, Sims, 
Bartlett, Dougherty, McClellan, Slayden, 
Bell, Driggs, och, 5 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N. Y. McDowell, Stephens, Tex. 
Benton Foster, in, Sutherland, 
Bradley, aines, c Talbert, 
Brantley, Gilbert, Meekison, Taylor, Ala. 
B e, Glynn, 0 Terry. 
Brenner, Green, P: Naphen, Thayer, 
Brewer, Griffit eville, ‘Tho: N. d. 
Brundid riggs, Noonan, Vandiver, 
Burke, Tex. Hay, Rhea, Ky. Williams, J. R. 
jurnett, Henry, Miss. Rhea, Va. Williams, Miss. 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. Richardson, Wilson, N. X. 
Howard. Ridgely, Zenor, 
Catchin Jones, Va. Rixey, Ziegler, 
Clark, Mo. Kitchin, Robinson, Ind. 
Clayton, Ala. Kleberg, Robinson, Nebr. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—14 
Adamson, Littlefield, Metcalf, Smith, Wm. Alden 
rry, Lovering, Needham, Sparkman. i 
Burleson, n, = Norton, Ohio 
Crumpacker, Mercer, Otey, 
NOT VOTING—136. 
Acheson, Cox, reer, tt, 
Adams, Crawford, Gardner, N. J. Howell, 
Baker. Crowley, ton, ack, 
Barham, (6; Gayle, Jett, 
Bingham, Cusack, Gibson, Johnston, 
Boreing, Cushman, Gill, Joy, 
Boutelle, Me. Dahle, Wis. Gillet, N. Y. Kerr, 
rick, Daly, N. J. Gillett, Mass. Ketcham, 
Broussard, Davenport, S. W. Gordon, Kluttz, 
Brownlow, Davey, Graham, Knox, 
Burleigh, Dayton, Grosvenor. Lamb, 
Campbell, Denny, Grout, Lang, 
Chanler, Elliot Grow, Lawrence, 
Clarke, N. H. Finley, Hall, vy. 
Cochran, Mo. Fi Mass. Harmer, Linney, 
Connell, Fitzpatrick, Haugen, Littauer, 
Cooper. . Fowler, Heatwol 33 
20 „Tex. owler, eat wole, ude: T, 
Cooper, Wis. Fox, Hemenway, McAleer, 


~ 
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Mado; Reeves, Spight, Underwood, 
3 Riordan, Sp — e, Van Voorhis, 
May, Robi Stallings, š 
Meyer, La. Rob! Stark, Wanger, 
Miers, Ind. Ro Steele, Warner, 

‘aller, Robertson, La. Stewart, N. J. Waters, 
Newlands, Rodenberg, Stewart, N. X. Watson, 
Norton, 8. C. Ryan, Pa. Stewart, Wis. Weymouth 
Olmsted, mon, tokes, Wheeler, Ky. 
Otjen, Shafroth, Sulzer, Williams, W. E. 
Packer, Pa. ley, Swanson, Wilson, Idaho 
Pierce, Tenn. Small, Tate, Wilson, 8. 
Polk, Smith, Ky. Tompkins, Wright, 
. Smith, Samuel W. Turner, Young, Pa. 

A Southard, Underhill, Young, Va. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

Until further notice: aed. 

Mr. DAYTON with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 

For this day: 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD with Mr. ELLIOTT, 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. FLEMING, 

Mr. BuRLEIGH with Mr. Berry. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, has the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania, Mr. WANGER, voted? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman did not vote. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I desire, then, to withdraw my vote, “nay,” 
and to be recorded as present.“ 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the substitute. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 55, noes 22, 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and third 
reading of the bill. 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, I think we had better have the 
yeas and nays on this bill, and I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 101, nays 80, 
answered “present” 15, not voting 155; as follows: 


YEAS—101. 
Alexander, Curtis, Lacey, Roberts, ~ 
Allen, Me. Dahle, Wis. Long, Russell, 
Babcock, 1232 Shattuc, 
Bailey, Kans, Davenport, S. A. cCleary, Shelden, 
Barbam, Davidson, McPherson, Sherman, 
Berney, Denny, Marsh, Showalter, 
Barthold Dolliver. Miller, Smith, III. 
es Driscoll, or, th, H. C. 
Boutell, III. Emerson, Moody, Mass. Sperry. 
we! 2 Moody, Oreg. Stevens, Minn. 
rick, Fletcher, organ, Stewart, Wis. 
Bromvwell, Fordney, Morris, Sulloway, 
us, F udd, Tawney, 
wn, or, Mich. 8 Tayler, Ohio 
Burkett, Graff, O'Grady, ‘Thomas, Iowa 
Burton, Greene, Mass. Otjen, Thropp, 
Butler, Hi ton, Overstreet, ‘Tongue, 
Calderhead, Hedge, Payne, Vreeland, 
Cannon, Henry, Pearce, Mo. Wachter, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hill, Pearro, Waters, 
Cooper, Wis. Hoffecker. Phillips, Weaver, 
Corliss, Hopkins, Powers, eeks, 
Cousins, enkins, Prince, 
s Jones, Wash. Pugh, 
Crump, ahn, Ray, 
Crumpacker, Knox, Reeder, 
NAYS—0. 
Allen, Ky. Clayton, N. Y. Latimer, Ridgely, 
Allen, Miss. ochran, er, Rixey, 
Atwater, Cowherd, wis, Robinson, Ind. 
Bailey, vis, Little. Robinson, Nebr. 
Ball, De Armond, Lioyde Ruppert, 
Bankhead, DeGraffenreid, McClellan, Ryan, N. 
Barber, Dinsmore, McCulloch, Shackleford, 
Bartlett, Driggs, McDowell, . Sheppard, 
Bradley, Fitzgerald, N.Y. Mclain, Sims, 
tley, Foster, McRae, Snodgrass, 
— Gaines, Maddox, Stephens, Tex. 
Brenner, Glynn, Meekison, rt, 
Brewer. Green, Pa. Moon. erry, 
Brundid Griffith, Neville, Thomas, N. C. 
Burke, Tex. Grig Noonan Underwood, 
Caldwel Howard, Pierce, Tenn. Vandiver, 
Gate echt Rhea, K Williams i — 
te en. K y. ms, 
Clark, Mo. Kleberg, Rhea, Va. Zenor, 
Cla: 4 Richardson, Ziegler. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—1. 
Adamson, De Vries, Love: Otey 
Elliot Mercer, Sparkman, 
Bur Gilbe: Metcalf, ilson, Idaho. 
yton, Hay, Nee 


NOT VOTING—155. 


Acheson, Fleming, Lawrence, Sibley, 
Adams, Fowler, Lentz, Slayden, 
Baker, Fox, Levy, Small, 
Bellamy, Freer, Linney, Smith, Ky. 
Benton, Gamble, Littauer. Smith, Samuel W. 
Berry, Gardner, N. J. Littlefield, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Bingham, Gaston, Livingston, Southard, 
Boreing, Gayle, Lorimer, Spalding, 
Boutelle, Me. Gibson, Lond, Spight, 
Broussard, Gill, Loudenslager, 8 0, 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. X. McAleer, 8 ngs, 
Bull, Gillett, Mass. McCall, Stark, 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gordon, Mahon, teele, 
Burleigh, Grabam, Mann, Stewart, N. J. 
Burnett. Grosvenor, May, Stewart, N. X. 
Campbell, Grout, Mesick, Stokes, 
Capron, Grow, Meyer, La. x 
Chanler, Hall. Miers, Ind. Sutherland, 
Clarke, N. H. Harmer, Mondell, Swanson, 
Connell, Haugen, Muller, Tate, 
Cooney, Hawley, Newlands, Taylor, Ala. 
Cooper, Tex. Heatwole, Norton, Ohio Thayer, 
Cox, Hemenway, Norton. S. C. ‘Tompkins, 
Crawford, Henry, Miss. Olmsted, ‘Turner, 
Crowley, Henry, Tex. Packer, Pa. Underhill. 
Cummings, epburn, Parker, N. J ‘an Voorh 
Cusack, Hitt, Polk, Wadsworth, 
Cushman, Howell, uarles, Wanger, 
aly, N. J. Hull. ves, Warner, 
Davenport, S. W. Jack, Riordan, Watson, 
avey, Jett, Fendi. * Weymouth, 
Dick, Johnston, Robb, Wheeler, 
Dougherty, Joy, Robertson, La. üliams, W. E. 
Dovener, Kerr, Rodenberg, Wilson, N. Y. 
ddy, Ketcham, Rucker, ilson, S. C 
Esch. Kluttz, Ryan, Pn. Wrigh 
Finley, Lamb. Salmon, Young, 
tzgerald, Mass. Landis, Scudder, Young, Va. 
Fitzpatrick, Lane, Shafroth, 


So the bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading. 

During the roll call the following took place: 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know what 
is pea on at the Clerk's desk. 

he SPEAKER, The clerks were ascertaining whether Mr, 

CLAYTON of New York had answered to his name. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It takes an uncommonly long time. 

The following additional pairs were announced: 

For this day: T 

Mr. PARKER of New Jersey with Mr. DOUGHERTY, 

Mr. MONDELL with Mr. WILSON of New York. 

Mr. Dick with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. Esch with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Mr. Faris with Mr. GRIFFITH, 

On this vote: 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota with Mr. BELLAMY., 

For the session: 

Mr. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES. 


draw at e of “aye” and be marked 
The SPEAKER. 


Mr. HENRY 
name called, and I wish to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is not recorded. Was he in his 
seat and watching for his name to be called? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I was in the Hall. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman 8 for his name? 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I Was trying to listen. I had just 
returned from lunch. I Was in the Hall when Mr. CruMPAcKER’s 
name was called. I tried tolisten, butI didnot hearmyname, I 
wanted to vote „no.“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman should be listening. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I was listening as well as I could, 
but I did not hear it. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair can hardly allow the gentleman to 


vote under that statement. 
Mr. HENRY I think I was listening as well as 


4 of Mississippi. 
aman could, Mr. Speaker. pa 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is aware that the rule abso- 
lutely prohibits any submission for unanimous consent in such a 
case. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. I never heard my name called, and 
I can not say whether it was called or not. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has no power in the premises. 

Mr. e of Louisiana. Mr. Speaker, I desire to be recorded 
as “present.” 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present when his name 
was called? 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. I was not. 

The SPEAKER. gentleman can not be recorded now. 


The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 


The SPEAKER, The bill is ordered to be engrossed and reada 
third time, 
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Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I demand the reading of 
the engrossed bill. 

The SPEAKER. There is no engrossed bill present and the 
bill will have to be laid aside. s 

Mr. PAYNE. It being unfinished business, I suppose it will 
come up to-morrow morning. 

The SPEAKER. Undoubtedly, 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


Leave of absence was granted to Mr. Norton of Ohio, for one 
week, on account of important business. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask that House bill 459 on the 
Union Calendar may be considered in the House as in Committee 
of the Whole. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I object to that, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole Honse on the state of the 
es for the purpose of considering House bills 459, 7150, and 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wisconsin moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the consideration of House bill 459. 

8 BABCOCK. There are three bills, Mr. Speaker, 459, 7150, 
and 8582. 

The SPEAKER. For the consideration of three bills on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I submit that it is not competent for 
the gentleman to move to go into Committee of the Whole for the 
p of considering more than one bill at a time. 

e SPEAKER. The Chair would like to hear the gentleman 
from Texas on his point of order. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman can only 
have up one bill at a time before the House, and surely the House 
can not resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House to 
consider bills that are not before it. That seems to me ap oe 
The only bill now before the House is the bill H. R. 459. early 
the House can not resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole 
to consider a bill which is not before it. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, it is competent for the House to go 
into Committee of the Whole Hotse for the purpose of considering 
appropriation bills, and it can take up bills on the Calendar; also 
to go into Committee of the Whole to consider revenue bills, that 
itcan take up such bills on the Calendar, and on private bill day 
it can take up private bills. Now, why, under District day, 
should it not, parity of reasoning, be t for the House 
to resolve i into Committee of the Whole House to take up 
District business? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The difference is plain. In the first 
place, the motion is to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole 
for the purpose of taking up bills on the Private Calendar, revenue 
bills, or appropriation bills. Now, it might be possible for the 
House to resolve itself into Committee of the Whole for the pur- 
pose of transacting business relating to the District of Columbia, 
though I express no opinion as to that; but plainly it is not com- 
petent to move that the House go into Committee of the Whole to 
consider particular bills that are not before it. This motion is not 
to go into Committee of the Whole to consider business relating 
to the District of Columbia or business rted from the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia, but it is a motion to go into 
Committee of the Whole to consider particular bills which are not 
now before the House—that have not even been called up by the 
gentleman from Wisconsin, the chairman of the District Com- 
mittee. 

Mr. PAYNE, That is a difference in matter of form. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is ready to decide the question. 
The Chair sustains the point of order, believing it is not compe- 
tent to name a number of bills and move that House go into 
Committee of the Whole to consider them. 


Mr. BABCOCK. They are on the Union Calendar, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. They are all on the Private Calendar. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Then there has been an error in printing the 
ee I have. I withdraw my motion and call up for consid- 
eration— ` 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can move to go into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to consider bills relating to the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. The Chair assumes that that was the motion 
the gentleman wanted to.submit. The gentleman was confused 
in regard to where his bills are. They are private bills on the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. BABCOCK. As the bills are on another Calendar, I will 
again modify my motion and move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House to consider bills on the House 
Calendar reported by the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the gentleman’s motion 
tosee whether he understandsitcorrectly. The gentleman, asthe 
Chair understands, moves that the House resolve itself into Com- 
mittee of the Whole House to consider bills on the Private Calen- 
dar reported from the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
Is that the gentleman's motion? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. As a question of order, I submit it is 
not in order tô make that motion, because no such motion is known 
to the rules of the House. There is a motion under our rules that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole to consider 
bills on the Private Calendar, or to consider revenue bills, or to 
consider appropriation bills; but there is no motion known to the 
rules of the House that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole to consider private bills reported from the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. I am not preparod to express an 
opinion about the general motion to consider business relating to 
the District of Columbia or reported from the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair sustains the point of order as to the 
last part of the motion, which names the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then 1 will again modify my motion by with- 
geming the clause relating to the District of Columbia. 
erst AILEY of Texas. Now, Mr. Speaker, a question of 

er—— 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's motion, then, as the Chair 
understands, would be that the House resolve itself into Commit- 
tee of the Whole House to consider bills on the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Then I submit as a question of order 
that that motion is not competent except on Friday. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is ov: 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I am compelled to a 0 

The SPEAKER. Monday is specially set aside for business of 
the District of Columbia, and therefore this motion is in order on 
Monday. Does the gentleman appeal? 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I do ap i 

The SPEAKER. The Chair declines to entertain the appeal, as 
it is clearly dilatory. à 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Iwill say tothe Chair that this is not a 
dilatory motion. I believe sincerely that the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin is not in order. But I will give better 
proof than that; I will withdraw the appeal rather than have it 
ruled out on that ground, because I sincerely believe 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas withdraws his 


a 
r. BAILEY of Texas. On the ground that the Chair had re- 
fused to entertain it because it was dilatory. 

The SPEAKER. On the ground as stated by the tleman, 

The question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentlemanfrom 
Wisconsin. 

The — m haying been taken, 

The SPEAKER, The noes ap to have it. 
me ont peg oath I call Ate a 84 

e question being again taken, there were —ayes 94, noes 60. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. No quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes the point 
that there is no quorum present. The Chair will count the House. 

Harag counted the House, 

The SPEAKER said: One hundred and eighty members are 

t. The ayes have it, and the motion prevails. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 

Whole House (Mr. Payne in the chair). 


CHRISTIANA DENGLER. 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
3 House for the consideration of bills on the Private Calen- 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask consideration of House 

bill No. 459 for the relief of Christiana Dengler. 
The CHAIRMAN. The bill will be read. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


same are hereby, 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be laid 
aside with a fayorable recommendation. 
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Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Is the gentleman not going to allow 
debate, or give any explanation of this bill? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly, if desired. I yield to the gentle- 
man from Texas if he wishes time. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It seems to me, as well as I could un- 
derstand the bill from the reading at the Clerk's desk, that this is 
a proposition to exempt some foreigner who now owns property 
in the District in contravention of the law against alien owner- 
ship; and I would like to understand if there is any good reason 
for the exemption of one person from the operation of that law 
which we enforce against everybody else, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Then I yield to the tleman from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. JENKINS], who is entirely familiar with the bill, and can 
explain the circumstances connected with it, 

Mr. JENKINS rose. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I suggest, in order that there shall be 
no misunderstanding, that the gentleman be explicit as to the 
floor. Does the chairman of the Committce on the District of 
Columbia desire to reserve the remainder of his time? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Certainly; I have not surrendered the floor 
by any a I did not intend to give it up; I yielded merely to 
my colleague for the p of answering a question, and I ex- 
paot Dim to yield back the time to me when he shall have con- 

uded. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The reason I make the suggestion is 


because this very condition of affairs culminated in a misunder- 


standing a short time ago. The rule is imperative that where a 
gentleman yields the floor, without reserving the remainder of 
his time, he loses his right to resume the floor, and I thought it 
well enough that we carry that along with usin these proceedings. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Ihave no intention of giving up my right to 
the floor. I yield to my colleague for the purpose of answering 
the question of the gentleman from Texas, 

My spc Py the chairman of the Judiciary Committee, who re- 

ted this bill, is capable of answering i question with refer- 
ence to it that gentiemen on the floor may desire to ask, more in- 
telligently than I can. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. It is, of course, Mr. Speaker, entirely 
proper for the gentleman to yield to his colleague a pruo or all 
of his time, and I have simply called the attention of the commit- 
tee to the fact that the rules of the House 

The C . The gentleman from Texas will please to 
confine himself to the bill under consideration. The gentleman of 
course had the right to take the floor and the right to give away 
his time if he desired to do so. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. But, Mr. Chairman, the contention I 
make is that when he resumes his seat he has lost his right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks the gentleman from Texas 
a the right to the floor, and, under the rules, has the right to an 

our. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The ‘‘ gentleman from Texas?” 

The CHAIRMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. But the snes from Wisconsin 
had yielded to his colleague, and his colleague arose for the purpose 
of addressing the committee, 

The C MAN. It will be entirely proper for the gentleman 
when he gets the floor to occupy it, but the gentleman from Texas 
is recognized. = 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. No, Mr. Chairman. If the Chair will 
permit me, the gentleman from Wisconsin [ Mr. JENKINS] has the 
floor, and the time was yielded to him by his colleague. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Wisconsin to move that the bill be laid aside with a favorable rec- 
ommendation. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. But the stenographer’s notes will show, 
Mr. Chairman, that the gentleman from Wisconsin moyed to lay 
aside the bill,at which statement on his part I asked the question 
if we were not going to have any discussion or e pn of the 
bill. He then said I yield”—he not having yielded up to that 
time to my colleague from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS],” and the 
gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] arose, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not hear the colloquy between 
the gentlemen. He recognized the gentleman from Texas per- 
sonally. If that was a fallacy, of course, then the gentleman from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock] would have the right to yield. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I should like to have the Chair recog- 
nize the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS] to state the 
reasons for this bill. Then, if they are not satisfactory, I should 
then be glad to be recognized to oppose the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. JENKINS. Mr. Chairman, this is not just such a case as 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BAILEY] thinks it is. This isthe 
case of a citizen of the United States. e beneficiary is a woman 


who came to the city of Washington some thirty years ago, and 
who, at a time when she was a foreigner, bought 
question, 


e property in 


— 


mM 


— 8 * of Texas. Is she now a citizen of the United 


Mr. JENKINS. She is now a citizen of the United States, 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Well, that is satisfactory to me. 
Mr. JENKINS. Then, Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be 
laid aside to be reported to the House with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 

FRANCESCO PERNA. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to call up the 
bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Francesco Perna. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up a 
bill which the clerk will report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all real estate lying in the District of Columbia 
heretofore pur by and conveyed to cesco Perna, of Montgom 
County, State of Maryland, prior to the passage of this act, be relieved an 
exempted from the operation of an act to restrict the ownership of real 
estate in the Territories to American citizenship, approved March 3, 1887, and 
all forfeitures incurred by force of said act are in respect of such real estate 
hereby remitted. 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Chairman—— 
ans BAILEY of Texas. Is that in the same situation as the 
other 
Mr. BABCOCK. Exactly in the same line as the other bill. 
Ea aang he of Texas. This beneficiary is now an American 
citizen 
Mr. BABCOCK. Is now an American citizen, as I understand. 
Mr. JENKINS. Yes; I will = the gentleman from Texas 
that the record discloses that the beneficiary is now an American 
citizen. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. That is 5 
Mr. BABCOCK. I move that the bill be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
The motion was agreed to. 
WILLIAM H. DIX, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I call up the bill (H. R. 
8532) to quitclaim all interest of the United States of America in 
and to lot 4, square 1113, in the city of Washington, D. C., to 
William H. Dix. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin calls up the 
following bill, which the Clerk will report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and required to grant and convey unto William H. Dix, of the city 
of Baltimore, State of Maryland, and his heirs and assigns, all the right, ti 
and interest of the United States in and toa certain lot of land in the city o 
Washington, in the District of Columbia, known upon the plat or plan of said 
city as lot numbered 4 in sqaare 1113, upon the payment by the ssid Dix into 
the Treasury of the United States of such sum of money as the said Secretary 
of the Interior, yira consideration of all the circumstances, shall determine 
proper to be paid by the said Dix for the said lot. 
Mr. BABCOCK., Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman 
from Wisconsin [Mr. JENKINS], for the purpose of explaining the 
provisions of this bill, 
The CHAIRMAN. The geritleman from Wisconsin. 
Mr. JENKINS. I do not know whether the gentleman from 
Texas cares to have any explanation, after hearing the bill read. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Someof us would like to hear it. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas, I know nothing about it. 
Mr. JENKINS. The facts are very few and simple, but the 
report is somewhat lengthy. 
r. BAILEY of Texas. I am sure all of us would like to under- 
nend 8 85 myself especially, but we would all like to under- 
stand it. 
Mr. JENKINS. Well, the bill simply provides that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior may fix the price at which the beneficiary, Mr. 
Dix, can receive a quitclaim deed from the United States of its 
right, title, and interest to the property in question. Mr. Dix 
bought this property and paid for it, and after he had paid for it 
a question arose as to whether the title was in Mr. Dix or in the 
United States, The Committee on the District of Columbia, upon 
investigating the title, by aid of the attorney of the United States 
for the District of Columbia, found that the title of the property 
was in the United States. 
Mr. TERRY. Did he ever go back to his original vendors for 
reclamation? 
Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that did not make any difference, because now he is simply de- 
sirous of purchasing the property from the United States, and pay 
the United States just exactly as though he had never bought it. 
Mr. 1 As though he had never bought it from the other 

rty at all. 
pts JENKINS. We have provided in the bill that the Secre- 
tary of the Interior shall fix the price for which Mr. Dix shall re- 
ceive a quitclaim deed; in other words, he has got to pay the 
United States the value of the land, 
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Mr. BAILEY of Texas. That is not the statement in the bill. 
The statement is to pay so much as the Secretary may determine 
to be proper under all the circumstances. 

Mr. JENKINS. Which we assume will be the value of the 


property. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Then if you want the value of the 
property, the assumption is useless. You should authorize 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say that the United States has never 
made any claim whatever to this land. 

Mr. BALL. What is the character of this property? 

Mr. JENKINS. A lot. ; 

Mr. BALL. Is it any part of the reservations? 3 

Mr. JENKINS. No, sir; itis certainly a very close question as 
to where the legal title is. rane 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Has the Committee on the District of 
Columbia gone far enough into details to know the value of the 
lot? 


ot? 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman from Texas 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH], who re- 
ported this bill at the last session of Congress, examined the title, 
and what is now in the report is what the committee reported 
last year. I can not answer the gentleman. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. The bill seems simply to be an author- 
ization for the Secretary to sell the property, not for the full value 
of it, but for what, under the circumstances, he thinks the occu- 
pant ought to pay. Now, that might or might not be an entirely 
sensible proposition. I am inclined to think itis, As a body, it 
is impossible for us to know the value or to fix the price, without 
an investigation such as the committee might have made. Then, 
in order for us to deal justly with this claimant, we would have to 
know what were the circumstances under which he purchased this 
insufficient title; but, surely, as between the Government and 
him, whatever the equities may be, the person from whom he 
purchased ought to be compelled to reimburse him for the amount 
paid, with interest, and whether it should go to the Government 
or not, it ought to be taken into consideration when the Govern- 
ment comes to determine how much it ought to receive. 

Mr. JENKINS. I want to say to the gentleman from Texas 
the form of this bill met the approval of the United States attor- 
ney for the District of Columbia. Our understanding was, and I 
remember it was very carefully discussed by the committee at the 
time; that the Secretary of the Interior would insist on the value 
of the property. We did not consider that he should take into 
consideration any equities in the case at all, because we had so 
many of these cases. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I think the bill is unfortunately drawn. 

Mr. COWHERD. Will the gentleman from Wisconsin permit 
me to make an explanation? 

Mr. JENKINS. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri, if he 
desires to discuss the bill. 

. COWHERD. I had occasion to go over both the report on 
this bill and papers in the former bill that we reported, some two 
or three weeks ago, concerning a part of thissame land. Itis a 
part of the original lots of the city of Washington; and gentlemen 
who are familiar with their history will remember that they were 
dedicated to the Government, to be sold, the proceeds to be used 
for the Government buildings here in Washington. Years ago, 
away back in the latter part of the last century, there was an 
agreement entered into with a man named Greenleaf and a cer- 
tificate issued to him covering a large number of these lots. The 
party to whom the certificate was issued took it to Holland for the 
purpose of raising money and mortgaged the property. By rea- 
son of these conveyances the title to a great deal of property has 
become badly complicated and a suit was brought in the District 
court here in which the Government finally became a party, and 
in that suit, in 1831, this land was decreed to be part of the prop- 
erty of the United States. 

ow, that decree was not recorded in the assessor's or collector’s 
office, so that the municipal authorities here continued to levy 
taxes on this land, and this property has been sold and tax deeds 
issued some four or five times since then. The present party in 
interest, the beneficiary in this bill, is the present holder and owner 
of the property under a tax sale, as I understandit. Now, there 
are outagainst it twoor three other tax deeds, The presentholder 
has he!d the property a number of years; he has paid out large 
sums in taxes upon the property, and now we thought that all 
these things should be considered by the Secretary of the Interior 
in fixing the value of the property. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. I think that is right. 

Mr. COWHERD. That was our purpose. 

Mr. JENKINS. The Government has taxed it for taxes since 
1834, but we are of the belief from the records that the legal title 
is in the United States. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Is it an improved piece of property? 

Mr. JENKINS. I think not; my remembrance is that it is va- 


cant. 
Mr. BAILEY of Texas. At any rate, it is perfectly just and 


props that the Secretary should consider the equities of the case. 


shall not make any resistance to it. 

Mr. JENKINS. en, Mr. Chairman, I move that the bill be 
laid aside with a favorabe recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. BABCOCK. r. Chairman, I move that the committee 
nowrise and report the several bills to the House with a favorable 
recommendation, 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. PAYNE, chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union, reported that that com- 
mittee had had under consideration the bills H. R. 459, H. R. 7150, 
and H. R. 8532, and had directed him to report the same back with- 
out amendment, and with the recommendation that the several 


bills do pass. 
CHRISTIANA DENGLER. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the first bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 459) for the relief of Christiana Dengler. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the vote 
whereby the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

FRANCESCO PERNA. 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Francesco Perna. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

QUITCLAIM OF LAND TO WILLIAM H. DIX, 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the next bill. 

The Clerk read 2x3 follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to quitclaim the interest of the United States in and to 
lot 4, square 1113, W. ngton, D. C., to William H. Dix. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. JENKINS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 8 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from Wisconsin any 
further bills to report? 

Mr. BABCOCK, No further bills, Mr. Speaker. 

CALL OF COMMITTEES. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the committees. 

The Clerk began the call of committees, and when the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce was called— 

BRIDGE OVER EAST RIVER, NEW YORK. 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee 
on Interstate and Forei ommerce, I call up the bill (S. 282) ex- 
tending tbe time for the completion of the bridge across East 
River, between the city of New York and Long Island, now in 
course of construction, as authorized by the act of Congress ap- 
proved March 3, 1887. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the time for the completion of the bridge of the 
New York and Long Island Bridge Company across the East River, between 
w 5 of New York and Long nd, authorized by the act of Congress en- 

ed 


An act 5 construction of a bridge across the East River. 
between the city of New York and Long Island,“ approved March 8. 1887, an 
the various acts amendatory thereof or supplemen: thereto, is hereby ex- 
tended to and including the Ist day of January in the year 1905. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table, 
FRANK H. NEWCOMB AND OTHERS. 


Mr. CORLISS. Mr. Speaker, by direction of the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce I call up Senate joint resolution 
51, recognizing the gallantry of Frank H. Newcomb, commanding 
the revenue cutter Hudson; of his officers and men; also retiring 
Capt. Daniel B. Hodgsdon, of the Revenue-Cutter Service, for effi- 
cient and meritorious services in command of the cutter Hugh 
MeCulloch at Manila. 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is advised by the Clerk that this is 
upon the Union Calendar, Only bills on the House Calendar can 
be considered in this call. 

Mr. CORLISS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
for the present consideration of the bill. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I intended to make the 
point that this was on the Union Calendar. This is a proposition 
to retire one of theofficers, I do not objectto the vote of thanks, 
but 1 do object to the unanimous consent. - 


2558 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


The Clerk proceeded with the call of the committees, when the 
Committee on the Public Lands was called. 


SALE OF TIMBER AND CORD WOOD, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 6063) to 
amend chapter 2 of the laws passed by the first session of the 
Fifty-fifth Congress of the United States, being an act entitled 
An act making appropriations for sundry civil expenses of the 
Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1898, and for other 
purposes,” approved June 4, 1897. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, éte., That chapter 2 of the laws of tho first session of the 
Fifty-fitth Con; being an act entitled An act making appropriations 
for sundry civil expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1898, and for other ” approved June 4, 1897, be, and the same is 
hereby, amended by si ng out the following words where the same ap) 
in said act, commencing with the word Before,“ in line 36, on page 5, of 
volume 30 of the Uni States Statutes at Large, and ending with the word 
“exists,” in the forty-third line of said volume and page, as follows: Before 
such sale shall take place notice thereof shall be given by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office, for not less than sixty days, by publication in a 
newspa) of general circulation published in the county in which the tim- 
ber is ted, if any is therein published, and if not, then in a newspaper of 
general circulation published nearest to the reservation, and also in a news- 
pepes of general circulation) published at the capital of the State or Terri- 

ry where such reservation exists,” and insert in lieu thereof the following: 
“ Before such sale shall take place notice thereof shall be given by the Com- 
missioner of the General Land Office, for not less than thirty days, by pub- 
lication in one or more newspapers of general circulation, as he may deem 
ai in the State or Territory where such reservation exists: Pro- 
vided, t the Commissioner of the General Land Office shall have author- 
ity to sell, in case of emergency, such timber from the forest reserve as shall 
have been designated to any individual or corporation upon givin notice 
rats a such rules and regulations as the Secretary of the Interior shall 


3 the following amendment recommended by the commit- 


i pras out all after the word “exists,” in line 19, page 2, and insert the fol- 
lowing: 
< Provided, however, That in cases of unusual emergency the Secretary of 
the Interior may. in the exercise of his discretion, permit the purchase of 
timber and wood in advance of advertisement of sale at rates of value 
approved by him.and subject to payment of the full amount of the highest 
bi 1 the usual advertisement of sale: Provided further, That 
he may, in his discretion, sell without advertisement, in quantities to suit 
pas sparc at a fair 8 timber and cord wood not exceeding in 
me $100 stun : And provided further, That in cases in which adver- 
tisement is had and no sa tory bid is received, or in cases in which the 
bidder fails to complete the purchase, the timber may be sold, without fur- 
ther advertisement, at private sale, in the discretion of the Secretary of the 
Interior, at not less than the appraised valuation, in quantities to suit pur- 
chasers. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think that bill belongs on the 
Union Calendar, and Imake that point of order. It provides for a 
sale and di ition of the timber lands belonging to the Govern- 
ment of the United States. It certainly is appropriating property 
belonging to the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. That point is too late, Mr. Speaker. The bill 
was on the Union Calendar and was transferred from that Calen- 
dar to the House Calendar 2 order of the Chair. The question 
has been di of by the House. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not know how it got onto the House Calen- 
dar. It certainly provides for the disposition of timber belonging 
to the United States. 

Mr. LACEY. I was not in the House when the matter came 
up, ee bill was transferred, as I understand it, to the House 
Calendar. 

Mr, LOUD. The bill came up and I objected to its consider- 
ation once, 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman from California objected, and the 
Chair transferred it from the Union Calendar to the House Calen- 
dar, but declined to allow it to be taken up again on that day. 

The SPEAKER. That is as the Chair recollects it. The bill 
was transferred to the House Calendar, but the Chair declined to 
allow it to come up again the same day. The question is on agree- 
ing to the amendment. 

r. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I would like to hear some explana- 
tion of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The Commissioner of the Land Office in his re- 
port asks for this legislation. The Secretary of the Interior ap- 


proves the request of the Commissioner. The report calls atten- 
tion to the difficulties arising out of existing law in g of 
small quantities of timber. This proposition was made by the 


Commissioner of the Land Office, and at the request of that office 
the bill was introduced. I know of no objection to it except that 
made by my friend from California [Mr. Loup! 

Mr. LOUD. Which is a pretty strong one. 

Mr. LACEY. Which is perhaps a matter of habit rather than 
anything else. Until I can hear some reason why this relief asked 
by the Department should not be granted I am somewhat ata loss 
in 1 to discuss the question. 

Mr. McRAE. What character of timber is it desired to sell 
under this bill—only that on forest reserves? 

Mr. LACEY. On forest reserves. And really the main object 
is to enable the parties managing the forest reserves to sell with- 


out too much delay the dead and down timber, or timber which it 
is desirable to sell in case of fires, It frequently happens that 
after advertisement has been made there are no bids; and later 
on opportunities arise to sell the timber, which under the exist- 
ing law can not be sold without readvertising it. Now, this pro- 
viso was attached to cover that condition of things: 

Provided, however, That in cases of unusual emergency the Secretary of 
the Interior may, iu the exercise of his discretion, permit the purchase of 
timber and cord wood in advance of advertisement of sale at rates of value 
eprore by him and subject to payment of the full amount of the highest 

resulting from the usual advertisement of sale. 

There is no disposition to squander this timber or not suitably 
to care for it; but a little more latitude is necessary to be given to 
the Department in the handling of timber that ought to be speedily 
sold to cover these emergencies, With this explanation I am sat- 
aes that my friend from California will make no further objec- 

ion. 

Mr. McRAE. Does the bill enlarge the authority to sell, or 
does it refer only to questions of administration? 

Mr. LACEY. To questions of administration and advertising, 
It allows timber to be sold without advertising in cases of emer- 


gency. 

Mr. MCRAE. But the limitation of the original act is main- 
tained—that only dead and down timber can be sold. 

Mr. LACEY. The bill makes no change as to the character of 
timber to be sold. 

Mr. DENNY. I would like to ask the 
siders to be an emergency“ under the bill? 

Mr. LACEY. Emergencies might arise like this: A fire might 
take place, and some of the timber might be wanted for a specific 
purpose that could not be used later on. The situation might be 
such that a sale must be made at once or not at all. Under vari- 
ous circumstances emergencies may occur as to the disposition of 
the timber. It is hard to tell what particular character of emer- 
gencies might exist from time to time; but it is safe to leave that 
matter in the discretion of the Secretary of the Interior, He can 
only act under this bill where, in the exercise of his discretion, he 
believes an unusual emergency to exist. 

ar LOUD. Now, will the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. LACEY] 
yield to me? 

Mr. LACEY. I yield to the gentleman as much time as he 
may desire; and I reserve the balance of my time. 


tleman what he con- 


The SPEAKER, The Chair has a word to say about this bill, 
Mr. LOUD. I will listen to the Chair. 
Mr. LACEY. Iyield to the Chair. [Laughter.] 


The SPEAKER. The Chair, without examining the bill, ac- 
cepted the statement of the gentleman from Iowa that this was 
one the reference of which had been changed by the Chair from 
the Union Calendar to the House Calendar. The Chair now ascer- 
tains that the bill whose reference was cha was the Sioux 
City Pacific Railroad bill; and the reference being changed, the 
Chair would not allow it to come up on this call on that day. 

Mr. LACEY. Iwas not present at that time. Is as tothe 
transfer from information from the gentleman from South Dakota 
[Mr. GAMBLE], who does not seem to be present. 

The SPEA . The Chair has made no ruling upon this bill, 
but now finds that it provides for advertising expenses in connec- 
tion with the sale of land, thus making a charge upon the Treas- 
ury. The bill, therefore, clearly can not be upon the House Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. LACEY. It is upon the House Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. But it should not be on the House Calendar. 
There is no way to have it disposed of now except by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent. 

The SPEAKER. The tleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent for the consideration of this bill during the call of com- 
mittees. 

Mr. PAYNE. I would not object if the request came under the 
usual order of unanimous consents; but I think we ought to keep 
this call of committeesclear from requests for unanimous consent. 
That is the reason I object. 

Mr. LACEY. Before the bill is passed over it ought to be trans- 
ferred to the Union Calendar. 3 

The SPEAKER. It will go to the Union Calendar, 

The Committee on Indian Affairs was called. 

Mr.SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill H. R. 8590 
Mr. LACEY. Before the Committee on Public Lands is passed 
Mr. Speaker, there is another bill or two on the Calendar which 1 
would like to have considered. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I will wait until the Committee on the Pub- 
lic Lands has completed its business. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa will send up the 
bill authorized to be called up by his committee, 


PREVENTION OF FOREST FIRES ON THE PUBLIC DOMAIN. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire, by instruction of the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, to call up the bill (H. R. 8585) to 
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amend chapter 313 of the United States Statutes at Large, entitled 
“An act to prevent forest fires on the public domain.” 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House . the United States 


of America in Congress a: That chapter 313 of the Statutes at Large of 

A seni States of 1897 be, and the same is hereby, amended so as to read 
as follows: 

That any person who shall willfully or maliciously set on fire, or cause to 
be set on fire, any timber, underbrush, or grass upon the public domain, or 
shall leave or suffer fire to burn unattended near any timber or other in- 
flammable material, shall be deemed lty of a misdemeanor, and upon con- 
viction thereof in any district court of the United States having j iction 
of the same shall be fined in a sum not more than $5,000 or be imprisoned for 
a term of not more than two years, or both. 

„Sud. 2. That any person who shall build a fire in or near any. forest, tim- 
ber, or other inflammable material upon the public domain shall, before leay- 
ing said fire totallyextinguish thesame. Any person failing to do so shall be 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and upon conviction thereof in any district 


court of the United States having jurisdiction of the same shall be fined ina 
sum not Tonte than $1,000 or be imprisoned for a term of not more than one 
year. or . J 


“Sec. 3. That in all cases arising under this act the fines collected shall be 
paid into the public-school fund of the county in which the lands where the 
offense was committed are situated.” 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill to amend an act entitled ‘An act to 
prevent forest fires on the public domain,’ approved February 24, 1897.” 

The committee recommend the adoption of the following amend- 
ments: — 

In lines 3 4, and 5 strike out the words That chapter 313 of the Statutes 
at Large of the United States of 1897” and insert That an act entitled ‘An 
act to prevent forest fires on the public domain,’ approved February 24, 1897.” 

Also amend the title. 

Mr. LACEY. Lask a vote on the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the title will be 
amended as proposed by the committee. 

There was no objection. . 

On motion of Mr. WATERS, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


AGREEMENT WITH THE COMANCHE, KIOWA, AND APACHE INDIANS, 


The Committee on Indian Affairs was called, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up for present considera- 
tion the bill (H. R. 8590) to ratify and co: an a ent with 
the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma 
Territory, and to open their reservation for settlement. 

The bill was as follows: 

Whereas David H. Jerome, Alfred M. Wilson, and Warren G. Sayre, dul 
appointed commissioners on the part of the United States, did, on the oth 
day of October, 1892, conclude an agreement with the Comanche, Ki 


Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, formerly a part of the Indian 
tory, which said agreement is in the words and figures as foll 


“Articles of 9 made and entered into at Fort Sill. in the Indian Ter- 
ritory, on the twenty-first day of October, teen hundred and ninety- 


and 
erri- 


two, byand between David H. Jerome, M. Wilson, and Warren G. 
Sayre, commissioners on the 3 United States, and the Comanche, 
Kiowa, and Apache tribes of in the Indian Territory. 

“ARTICLE I. 


“Subject to the allotment of land, in severalty to the individual members 
of the Comanche, Kiowa, and A © tribes of Indians in the Indian Terri- 
tory, as hereinafter provided for, and subject to the conditions hereinafter 
imposed, and for the considerations hereinafter mentioned, the said Coman- 
che, Kiowa, and Apache Indians hereby cede, convey, transfer, relinquish, 
and surrender. forever and absolutely, without any reservation 
express or implied, all their claim, title, and interest, of any kind and char- 
acter, in and to the lands embraced in the following-described tract of coun- 
try in the Indian Territory, to wit: Commencing at a point where the Wash- 
ita River crosses the ninety-eighth meridian west from Greenwich; thence 
up the Washita River, in the middle of the main channel thereof, to a point 
thirty miles, by river, west of Fort Cobb, as now established; thence due 
west to the north fork of Red River, provided said line strikes river 
of the one hundredth meridian of west longitude; if not, then only to said 
meridian line, and thence due south, on meridian line, to the said north 
fork of Red River; thence down said north fork, in the middle of th 
channel thereof, from the point where it may be first intersected by the 
above described, to the main Red River; thence down said Red River, in the 
middle of the main channel thereof, to its intersection with the ninety-eighth 
meridian of longitude west from Greenwich; thence north, on said 
line, to the place of beginning. 

“ARTICLE II. 

“Out of the lands ceded, conveyed, transferred, relinquished, and surren- 
dered by Article I hereof, and . for the cession thereof, it is 
agreed by the United States tha’ d 
Apache tribes of Indians over the ago of eighteen (18) yearsshall have theright 
to select for himself or herself one Sixt. ud to be 
held and owned in severalty, to conform to the legal 8 boundary; 
and that the father, or, if ho. be dead, the mother, if mem! of either of 
said tribe of Indians, shall have the right to select a like amount of land for 
each of his or her children under the age of * (18) years: and that the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs, or some one by him appointed for the pur- 
pose, shall select a like amount of land for each orphan child belonging to 
either of said tribes under the age of eighteen (18) years. 

“ARTICLE III. 
“Tt is further me, ee that the land in said reservation shall 


req 

land. It is hereby further express that 

fave tho wight to make eS her selection pe he ppt ar of sai — —— 
tion t! now used or occupi ‘or military, A school-farm, 

religious, or other public uses. ow in sections sixteen (10, and thirty-eix (38) in 


onal township, except in cases where any Comanche, 3 

or Apache Indian has heretofore made ments upon and now uses a 
occupies a of said sections sixteen (16) and thirty-six (36), such Indian 
he boundaries so prescri 50 as to 


his or her said improvements. 

It is further a that said sections sixteen (16) and thirty-six (36) in 
each Congression N said reservation shall not become su to 
homestead entry, but shall be held by the United States and finally sold for 
public school purposes. It is hereby further agreed that wherever in said 
reservation any religious society or other organization is now occupying any 

rtion of said reservation for religious or educational work among the In- 
ians, the land so occupied may be allotted and confirmed to such society or 
organization, not however, to exceed one hundred und sixty (160) acres of 
land to any one society or tion so long as the same be so occu- 
pied and used; and such land shall not be subject to homestead entry. 


“ARTICLE IV. 


vided, The Secretary of the Interior, in his ation, may extend the time 

for making such selection; and should any Indian entitled to allotments 

hereunder or refuse to e his or her selection of land in that time, then 

the allotting agent in of the work of sach allotments shall 

within the next thirty (30) days after said time make allotments to such In- 

—— — — shall have the same force and effect as if the selection were 
e e 


“ARTICLE V. 


said, and eee thon by the Secretary of the Interior, the titles thereto shall 
in th 


ngress entitled An act to provide for the allotment of land in severalty 
to Indians on the various reservations, and to extend the pro! on of the 
laws of the United States and Territories over the Indians, and for other pur- 


” approved February 8, 1887, and an act amendatory thereof, approved 
‘ebruary £ 
And at the expiration of the said period of twenty-five (25) years the title 


thereto shall be conveyed in fee simple to the allottees or their heirs, free 
from all incumbrances. 
“ARTICLE VI. 


“Asa further and only additional consideration for the cession of re 
tle, claim, and interest in and to lands as af f 

States — — to pay to the Comanche, Kiowa, and Arne tribes 
Terri the sum of two million (2,000,000) dollars. 

opened for settlement under 

this act are sold, the mone sales shall be covered into 
the Treasury and the credit of the said Comanche, Kiowa, and 
Apache tribes of . . 
to said Indians until the question of title to said lands is sry Gsm be- 
tween said tribes and the Choctaw an the Court 
of Claims, as hereinafter provided; and said court shall by its decree direct 
the payment of said two millions of dollars to the tribes entitled to the same. 

Neth herein contained shall be held to affect in any way any annuities 
due said In under laws, agreements, or treaties. 

“ARTICLE VIII. 

“It is further arene that whenever in said reservation any member of 
any of the tribes of said Indians has, in pursuance of any laws ere 
rales or tions of the Interior 3 taken an allotment, su 
allotment, at the opion of the allottee, be confirmed and governed by 
all the conditions attached to allotments taken under this agreement. 

“ARTICLE IX. 

“It is further agreed that ney and all leases made in 
of the United States of any of said reservation w 
the time of the ratification Con of this agreement remain 
force the same as if this agreement not been made. 


“ARTICLE X. 


as the lands 


ursuance of the laws 
ony be in force at 


„Clark. George 
Conover, W. Deitrick, Ben Roach, Bentz, Abilene, James Gard- 
loupe, John Sanchez, the wife of Boone Chandler, whose given pams is un- 
known, Emmit Cox, and Horace P. Jones, and also Bianca Bell. Cortez Bell, 
William Bell, Gladys Bell, Claude Bell, Dottie Bell, Bonnie Bell, T. A. Babb, 
2 Babb, and Annie pepe. shall each Se raed 3 penent Ke 
and money conferred by this agreemen’ e same as if members 
blood of one of said tribes. « z 
“ARTICLE XI. 


8 ment shall be effective only when ratifled the Congress of 
the United States.” il 5 


ward L. 


Indians, to be made by any Indian inspector or special nt. 
8.3 That all eee of said land shall be fondo andec the direction 
of the Secretary of the Interior to said Indians within one year from the pas- 


an this act. subject to the exceptions contained in Article IV of said treaty. 
EC. 4. That the lands 2 by this agreement shall be opened to set- 
tlement by proclamation of the dent within six months after aliotments 
are made and be of under the general provisions of the homestead 


disposed 

and town-site laws of the United States: Provided, That in addition to the 

land-office fees prescribed by statute for such entries the 3 shall pa: 
$1.25 per acre for the land entered at the time of submittin, final proof: 
And provided further, That in all homestead entries where the entryman has 
ed upon and improved the land entered in good faith for the period of 
fourteen months he may commute his entry to cash upon the payment of 

1 acre: And provided further, That the rights of honorably disch 

nion soldiers and sailors of the late civil war, as defined and described in 
sections and 2305 of the Revised Statutes shall no ES And pro- 
vided further, That any pren: who, having attem) to but for any cause 
failed to secure a title in fee to a homestead er exi g laws, or who 
under what is known as the commuted provision of N Sone 


T m said 
Further. t any qualified entryman having fandas adjoining the 
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lands herein ceded, whose original entry embraced less than 160 acres in — 
ment ced 


and improved. 

Sec. 5. That sections 16 and 36, 13 and 33, of the lands hereby acquired in 
each township shall not be subject to entry, but shall be reserved, sections 
16 and 36 for the use of the common E and sections 13 and 33 for uni- 
„ normal schoo! 


the said 
part of said money shall be paid to said Indians until the question of title to 
said lands is fully settled between said tribes and the Choctaw and Chicka- 
saw tribes bya suit in the Court of Claims as hereinafter provided for. And 
said court direct the payment thereof to the tribes that they may find 
entitled thereto. 

Sec. 7. That none of the money or interest thereon which is, by the terms 
of the said ment, to be paid to said Indians shall be applied to the pay- 
ment of any judgment that has been or may hereafter be rendered under the 
provisions of the act of Congress approved March 3, 1891, entitled An act to 
more aor the adjudication and payment of claims arising from Indian 

redations.’ q 

EC. 8. That should any of said lands allotted to said Indians or opened to 
settlement under this act contain valuable mineral deposits, such mineral 
deposits shall be open to location and entry, under the existing mining laws 
of the United States, upon the passage of this act, and the eral laws of 
the United States are hereby extended over said lands. 
EC. 9. That as the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations claim te have some 
right, title, and interest in and to the lands ceded by the foregoing soy as 
soon as the same are abandoned by said Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes 
of In jurisdiction be, and is hereby, conferred upon the United States 
Court of Claims to hear and determine the said claim of the Chickasaws and 
the Choctaws, and to render a judgment thereon, it being the intention of 
Court of Claims jurisdiction, so that the rights, legal 
and equitable, of the United States and the Choctaw and Chickasaw nations, 
and the Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in the premises shall 
be fully dered and determined, and to try and determine all questions 
that may arise on behalf of either party in the hearing of said claim; andthe 
Attorney-General is hereby directed to appear in behalf of the Government 
of the United States; and either of the ties to said action shall have the 

to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided, That 
shall be taken within sixty days after the rendition of the judg- 
ment objected to, and that the said courts shall give such causes precedence: 
And provided further, That nothing in this act shall be accepted or construed 
as a confession that the United States admit that the Choctaw and Chicka- 


gi a sine petition makin, 
orth 

Yhickasaw nations claim title to said land; and said 
petition may be verified by the authorized 3 agents, or attorneys of 
said Indians upon their information and belief as to the existence of such 
facts, and no other statement or verification shall be necessary: Provided, 
That if said Choctaw and Chickasaw nations do not bring their action within 
ninety days from the approval of this act, or should a dismiss said suit, 
and the same shall not be reinstated, their claim shall be forever barred. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, this is the Comanche, Kiowa, 
and Apache treaty that has been pending before the two Houses 
of cae for a good many years past; It has been reported 
favorably by the Committee on Indian Affairs to the present 
House, as well as in one or two previous Congresses, and 
the House during the last Congress. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt him 
for a question? $ 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. TERRY. This is a very lengthy bill, and it is almost im- 

ible for members who are not on the committee to know ve 
much of the details from the reading at the desk. I want to as 
the gentleman, because I know that he is very careful in matters 
of this sort, if the committee has amply provided that this money 
that we do appropriate here will be paid. to the right Indians? 

Mr. SHER . Iwill state to the gentleman from Arkansas 
that we do not appropriate ony money. We make no provision 
of that kind in the pending bill, nota cent. But we have ampl 
porie that when the lands are sold and the money goes into thè 

sury of the United States, it will be properly ibuted to 
the persons entitled to receive it. 

Mr. TERRY. Because the gentleman from New York is aware 
of the fact that there are different antagonistic claims, 

Mr. SHERMAN. Certainly, I understand that. 

Lask a vote on the bill. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and p: 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

NAVAJO INDIAN RESERVATION, ARIZ. 

The SPEAKER. Has the gentleman from New York anything 
further to call up from this Committee? 

Mr. SHERMAN. I call up the bill (H. R. 4001) authorizing 
the adjustinent of rights of settlers on the Navajo Indian Reser- 
vation, Territory of Arizona. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up a bill 
which the Clerk will report. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That all lands claimed by actual settlers or persons to 
whom valid rights attach, who settled u or occupied any of the 
ublic lands of the United States prior to date of the Executive order of 
an 6, 1880, extending the boundaries of the Navajo Indian Reservation, 
in the Territory of Arizona, and which were included in said Executive or- 
der, are hereby excepted from the operations thereof, and said settlers are 
hereby granted authority to establish their rights and secure patents for 
any of said lands to which they have a valid title under the public land laws 
of the United States. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time, and 
was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


CLAIMS UNDER CERTAIN INDIAN LAWS, 


Mr. LITTLE rose. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to call up a bill which my colleague 
[Mr. LirrLe] has and will send to the desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE] 
calls up the following bill, which the Clerk will report. 

The bill (H. R. 8566) authorizing certain suits in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes, was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc.. That white persons who have intermarried with Cher- 
okee citizens according to Cherokee laws are hereby authorized and em- 
powered to bring suits in the Court of Claims of the United States, within 
ninety days after the e of this act, against their respective nations, 
for the of dete ace to law and equity, all their rights 
and el under such laws and treaties in and to the lands and funds of tho 
respective tribes into which they have sointermarried. Should any of such 
persons recover against the nation, the court shall render judgment for the 
amount and order the same paid by the United States and deducted from 
any funds due such nation, and the compensation or fees due to 
attorneys of record, and e proper orders in reference thereto; or said 
nations may bring like suits nst such intermarried persons within their 

ive nations; and j iction is conferred on said court to adjudicate 
an 5 0 determine all such rights. . 

Sec. 2. That any suit provided for in section 1 herein so authorized may be 
brought by any party other than said tribes in their own behalf, or in the 
name of any trustee or delegate selected by them, with approval of the Sec- 
retary of the Interior, and soy. one of said tribes in the name of the prin- 
cipal chief, acting principal chief, or governor of the tribe; and the law and 

ractice and rules of p ure in such courts shall be the practice and 

w in all such cases; and copies of petitions filed in any case at commence- 
ment of suit shall be served on the principal chief or governor of the tribe, 
or on the trustee or delegate so appointed. or on any other person suing, or 
on his representative, by a marshal of the United States court in Indian Ter- 
ritory, and on the Attorney-General of the United States, whoshall designate 
and appoint, from the Department of Justice, a competent person to defend 
for the tribe and for the United States in each of said suits; and said court 
shall have authority, in its discretion, to enforce its judgments in all such 
rocess, 


in the lands or funds of the Choctaw Nation or of the Choctaw people, are 
58 authorized and empowered to bring suit in the Court of Claims of the 


ap) 


them 5 or by some ot them on be 
ly situa’ 


act to the Supreme Court of the United States by any party interested within 
sixty days after the rendition of judgment by the Court of Claims, and said 
cases, both in the Court of Claims and in the Supreme Court, shall be pre- 
ferred cases and shall be heard and determined as early as practicable. 

The judgment of said Court of Claims, or of the Supreme Court if appeal 
= ee ere shall be final and conclusive upon the rights of all parties 

rested. 

Sec. 4. Upon the rendition of any judgment under the provisions of this 
act the court shall make proper orders fixing and providing for the compen- 
sation of attorneys of record. 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs were read: 

After the word “laws,” in line 4, page 1, insert the following language: 

“And white persons who have intermarried with Choctaw citizens, accord- 
ing to.Choctaw laws, and white persons who have intermarried with Chicka- 
saw he apie according to Chickasaw laws.” 

Strike out all after the word“ notion,“ in line 14, page 1, down to and in- 
cluding the word “thereto,” in line 2, page 2. 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed, 

On motion of Mr. LITTLE, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 

THE **NEUTRAL STRIP,” OKLAHOMA. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 5032) 


authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to negotiate with cer- 
tain Indian tribes in Oklahoma for the cession of the neutral 


strip.” 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
directed to order an Indian inspector to the Kiowa and Comanche tribes o 
Indians, in Oklahoma Territory, to n te with said tribes for the re- 
linquishment of all their interest in and to the following-described tract of 
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land south of Washita County and north of the Washita River, known as 
“the neutral strip.“ con g 2,700 acres, more or less, and more partic- 
bgt 4 described as follows: Commencing at the point on the left bank of 
the Washita River in section 34, township 8 north, of range 14 west Indian 
meridian where the north boundary line of the Kiowa and Comanche Indian 
Reservation intersects the left bank of said river; thence running west alon 
said boundary to the point in section 35, towns 8 north, of range 15 wes' 
where said boundary ree intersects the left bank of the said Washita 
River; thence down said river along its left bank through townships $ and 
Tnorth, of ranges 15 and 14 west to the placo of beginning. 

Syd. 2. That upon proper settlement being made with said Indians for said 
lands the sameshall be opened under the homestead laws, as applicable to the 
Cheyenne and Arapahoe lands: Provided, That the ho settlers now 
occupying said above-described lands shall be given the preference right of 
entry to said lands for thirty days: And vided further, That said settlers 
shall be given credit for the actual time they have resided on said lands. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Indian Affairs, were read: 

That lines 4 and 5, page l, be amended by ies aims d for the words 
“Kiowa and Comanche” words Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache.” 

After the last word in line 6, pago insert: “such relinguishment to be in 
the form of anagreement, which be subject toratificationand confirma- 
tion by Congress.” 

The amendments recommended by the Committee on Indian 
Affairs were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; andit was accordingly read the third time, and 

On motion of Mr. SHER ; & motion to reconsider 
vote was laid on the table. 


LANGSTON UNIVERSITY, OKLAHOMA, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee. 

The Committee on the Territories was called. 

Mr. FLYNN. Mr. Speaker, I am authorized by the Committee 
on the Territories to call up the bill (H. R. 8463) ratifying an a 
e by the legislature of Oklahoma, out of the Morrill fund, 

or the use of the university at Langston for colored students. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the appropriation made by the Territorial 1 
ture of the Territory of Oklahoma, by n 5 of an act approved Mai 10, 
1899, entitled “An act quaking e for erecting, maintaining, and 
supporting the educational institutions of the Territory of Oklahoma for the 
years 1899 and 1900," be, and the same is hereby, ratified and confirmed. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. ; 


SIOUX CITY AND PACIFIC RAILROAD COMPANY, 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the next committee. 

The Committee on Pacific Railroads was called. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 2864) to 
create a commission to make settlement and adjustment with the 
Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Company of its indebtedness to 
the Government of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Vermont calls up the 
seco, Mate which the Clerk will report. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, eto., That the Secretary of the Treasury, the Sacretary of the 
Interior, and the Attorney-General of the United States are hereby author- 
ized empowered to make settlement and adjustment with the Sioux City 
and Pacitic lroad Company of its indebtedness to the Government of the 
United States; and when such settlement is approved by the President it 
shall become operative, and the Attorney-General shall make the necessary 
acquittances to said railroad company. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Pacific Railroads, was read: 

In line 8, after the word “States,” insert the words “Provided, That they 
deem the same for the best interests of the Government." 

i SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
men 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Speaker, Ithink we had better havea little 
ig as of that bill before we go to voting on it. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Speaker, this bill provides for a commis- 
sion 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire if 
this bill is on the House Calendar? 

The SPEAKER. Les, sir; it is on the House Calendar. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does it not affect the indebtedness of the 
United States? 

The SPEAKER. Thepoint of order was made and passed upon 
on a former occasion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has been? 

The SPEAKER, It has been. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I beg pardon, 

Mr. POWERS. I would say, Mr. Pega that this bill pro- 
vides for a commission, to consist of the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury, the Attorney-General, and the Secretary of the Interior, to 
make settlement with the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany of its indebtedness to the United States, with an amendment 
providing they find that it is for the best interests of the Govern- 
ment. d when such settlement is made, if it is approved b 
the President, it shall be final. The bill comes to the House wit 
the unanimous approval of the committee. I do not know that 
gentlemen desire any further statement of facts about it, but for 
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a moment I would ask the ear of the House to say that the Sioux 


City and Pacific Railroad is one of the branches of the original 
Union Pacific Railroad system. 

It will be remembered by members of the House that when the 
Union Pacific Railroad Company was chartered, in 1862, there was 
a great contest between several cities on the Missouri River for 
the terminus of that road. Among others, Sioux City desired it, 
Omaha desired it, St. Joe desired it, and Kansas City desired it; 
and to compose these differences existing on the part of the friends 
of each of these cities, it was provided in the original act that the 
Union Pacific Railroad should begin at the one hundredth me- 
ridian, which was distant about 250 miles west from Omaha, and 
in the same act it was provided that a branch of that road should 
be built to Sioux City, to Atchison, to Omaha, to Kansas City, all 
the contending cities for the eastern terminus, and they were all 
in that way accommodated. 

That was in 1862. Two years later, in 1864, Congress absolved 
the Union Pacific Railroad Company from the necessity of build- 
ing this branch to Sioux City, but held them to their obligation to 
build all the other branches named in the act of 1862. In this act 
of 1864, however, they provided that any other company that 
would go forward and build to Sioux se! the Sioux City and 
Pacific branch should have the same subsidy and the same land 
grant that was given to the main company itself and the other 
branches, so that any other company would stand on the same 
level, so far as Government patronage was concerned, as those 
other branches. Thereupon a corporation chartered by the State 
of Iowa, and known as the Sioux City and Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany, took up the operation of building this road. The obligation 
of the company was to build a road from Sioux City to a connec- 
tion on the main stem of the Union Pacific Railroad. 

Now, then, this was thirty-odd years ago. Sioux City at that 
time was little more than a trading post, away out on the north 
end of the State of Iowa, and there was very little inducement to 
build a road from that Gag 770 any place then. So this company, 
with the approval of the United States officials, built the road 
down on the east side of the Missouri River to a place known as 
California Junction, and then at a right angle nearly west to the 
town of Fremont, in the State of Nebraska, across the Missouri 
ae, connecting with the main line of the Union Pacific at Fre- 
mon 

Tlie total distance of that line was 101 miles and a fraction, and 
under the stipulations of the original act of 1862 this company 
received from the Government a subsidy of $16,000 per mile, 
amounting in all to $1,620,320. In addition to that, they received 
a grant of land, which was of very large value, the same as the 
main line of the Union Pacific and its several branches had re- 
ceived. Iwould say, however, in reference to the land grant, that 
these lands have all been patented and sold, so that that question 
does not concern us at this time. ; 

Mr. HOPKINS. As I understand the gentleman, the object of 
this bill is to have the Secretary of the Interior, the Attorney- 
General, and the Secretary of the Treasury act as a commission 
to adjust whatever equities there may be. 

Mr. POWERS. Thisisa bill to enable this commission to ascer- 
tain the amount of indebtedness, and to settle upon such terms 
as they may deem best. 

Mr. DALZELL. Subject to the approval of the President. 

Mr. ROWERS. Subject to the approval of the President. 

Mr. HOPKINS, I have no further objection to the bill, after 
that explanation. 

Mr. TERRY. I want to ask the gentleman a question there. 
Is it contemplated that we will have something to receive from 
this company, or that we will have something to pay to them? 

Mr. P WERS, There is certainly no indebtedness from the 
Government to the company, They owe the Government for 

rincipal and interest down to the 1st day of July, or the end of 
ast fiscal year, $4,216,926.06. 

Mr. TERRY. What is the amount that it is supposed the Gov- 
ernment will be entitled to under this kind of a settlement? 

Mr. POWERS. It is supposed, Mr. Speaker, that we shall get 
the most we can. 1 

Mr. TERRY. Has not the gentleman any idea as to the amount? 

Mr. POWERS. I have not the slightest conception, but I know 
the point of my friend's question. I will say that this road runs 
in exactly the wrong direction to be a valuable road. It should 
have been built in a southwesterly direction. The connection 
with the Union Pacific road should give an east and west road, 
which is the only road that would be profitable, Instead of that, 
they complied with the exact terms of the act of Congress by 
building it down in a southeastern direction for a ee e dis- 
tance, and then it goes west, the result of which is that it is only 
that portion of the road from the angle to which they built that 
has become of very great value. It is now operated by the Chi- 
cago and Northwestern Railroad Company, and is a part of their 
system. They utilize the line from California Junction to Fre- 
mont, a distance of about 20 miles, 
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Mr TERRY. I noticed that fact in a casual reading of the re- 
port. I will suggest to my friend from Vermont that it is usual 
when large amounts are involved and we send out a commission 
to adjust them for the Government of the United States to let | 
the commission report back to Congress. I recollect when the 
commission, composed of the Secretary of the Interior and several | 
other Department officers, adjusted the Arkansas settlement that | 
we had to report back to Congress for its final determination. 
Let the representatives of the people know what they think about | 
the settlement. I have no doubt the Government officers will try 
to do what is right about it, but the representatives of the people | 
ought to have something to say about vast amounts of money of 
this sort. 

Mr. POWERS. I quite agree with my friend from Arkansas | 
about the principle, but here is a road that confessedly can never, 
on its own strength, at least, ex proprio vigore, to quote a famil- | 
iar expression, ever pay its debt. It is now being operated by the 
Chicago and Northwestern line, and whatever they have of any 
great value comes from the fact that it is a part of that system. 

The Commissioner of Railroads and all officials who have ex- 
amined the road pronounce it of very little value standing by itself. 
Now, it is in that insolvent condition, as you might say, where 
you have to take the most you can get, make the best settlement 
vou can. I would remind my friend that the Central Pacific Rail- 
road peg: ewes settled their indebtedness with the Government 
through that same commission, and the Government secured the 
amount of the debt. In the case of the Union Pacific Railroad, 
while the Government did not receive the full amount, we re- 
ceived a much larger sum than anyone expected we should get. 
So I think we can point to those two instances as evidence of the | 
fact that these officials will look out for the best interests of the 
Government. 

Mr. TERRY. What security have we now? 

Mr. POWERS. A second mortgage on the road. 

Mr. TERRY. Is this a unanimous report from the committee? | 

Mr. POWERS. It is. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Will the gentleman from Vermont permit a 
further question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Lou cite the favorable settlements that the 
Government has secured with the Central Pacific and the Union 
Pacific, and I understood you to say that the commission by whom | 
that settlement was secured was substantially the same as the 
commission provided for in this bill. 

Mr. POWERS. Practically. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Was not there, by Congressional action, some 
limitation or restriction placed on that settlement, that the Gov- 
ernment should receive at least so much? 

Mr. POWERS. I was not aware of it. I do not see the pro- 
priety of appointing a commission to settle an indebtedness if we 
say that they shall not take anything but the full amount. 

r. RIDGELY. It was not exactly in that way. I remember 
when this Pacific railroad matter was up in the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress, both in the House and the Senate, there was a great deal 

-said and some very specific action was taken, which did result in 
securing to the Government a much larger sum than we were 
likely to get at one time. 

Now, has the gentleman from Vermont any objection that this 
commission shall first report to Congress and get the approval of | 
Congress before the settlement shall be finally completed and | 
binding? 

Mr. POWERS. I think, Mr. Speaker, that would be impracti- 
cable. Now, I want to remind the gentleman of the condition 
we are in here to-day. How can we settle this matter? Here are 
856 gentlemen on this floor, and they may have 356 different 
offers. You can never settle an indebtedness against an insolvent 
debtor by such a body as that. The only way you can do is to 
delegate it to a competent commission that will look into the 
matter carefully. This commission has all the facilities in the 
Secretary's office and the Attorney-General’s office. They have 
all the papers, the documents, the vouchers, and everything that 
a cominittee can need, right in their own office. Now, they have 
made a good settlement in two instances, although they did not 
secure the full amount from the Kansas Pacific Railroad Com- 
pany; nevertheless, they did secure more than even my friend 

ted they would. 

Jan we not trust that commission to take up this case and set- 
tle it according to the best interests of the Government? And 
what object would there be in reporting the matter back to Con- 
on except to bring the subject up bero on the floor where every- 

y would be as much in the dark about the real merits of the 

case as we are to-day? 

Mr. RIDGELY. I certainly believe that when a principal au- 
thorizes an agent to perform any work, it is safe business policy 
that the principal shall reserve to himself the power to approve or 
disapprove of the work that the agent may do. 
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Mr. POWERS. I quite agree with my friend’s proposition; and 
we have done that Mat Beare by . this commission to sub- 
mit its report to the President and receive from him, as the ex- 
ecutive officer of the Government, his approval before the settle- 
ment shall be binding. 

Mr. RIDGELY. The President is not the source from which 
the authority emanates in this case. I would prefer to have the 
report come back to the source that authorizes the commission. 

Mr. POWERS, I do not think we shall hasten the matter very 
much if we provide for referring it back to Con If Congress 
is to settle the matter, it might as well settle it now. This is 
largely a matter of bookkeeping and expert investigation which 
we are incapable of conducting. It is much better to refer the 
matter to some competent tribunal and require that tribunal to 
submit its work to an officer who is responsible to the whole 
people. If he says the finding is all right, that ought to satisfy us. 

r. RIDGELY. Can the gentleman give us some information 
as to the business of the balance of this line of road, which he says 
is not doing so large a volume of business as is done on the 20 
miles alr 5 to? What is the balance of the line doing? 

Mr. POWERS. It is in operation; but its earnings are very 
small indeed. If the gentleman will look at the last report of the 
Commissioner of Railroads, he will find that that part of the road 


is all the time running behind. There is a deficit every year. It 
can not meet its fixed charges. 
Mr. RIDGELY. That is very common among a at many 


railroads overburdened with watered bonds and high-salaried 


officials. 

Mr. POWERS. There is a first mo on the road ahead of 
the Government's lien. The interest on t mortgage has to be 
paid, besides the operating expenses. 

A MEMBER. And the mortgage is past due. 

Mr. RIDGELY. In this connection it may be observed that 
every time Congress has touched the Pacific Railroad question the 
people of the country have got the worst of it. The Government 

eld a first mortgage on the property of the road; then by act of 
Congress we yielded that at the pleading of some of the investors 


in these roads and took a second mortgage, upon which in this case 


we are likely to receive little or nothing, according to the state- 
ment of the gentleman [Mr. Powers]. It seems that the second 


| mortgage is worth but little to us, unless we protect our property 


by taking care of the first mortgage or sell our second lien as best 
wecan. But why this commission without limit or approval by 
Congress? 

One other question: Can the gentleman, from the investigations 
he has made, indicate anything as to the probable sum we can 
receive under the existing status of this property if we give the 
commission the authority proposed by this bill? 

Mr. POWERS. I regret to say I can not give the gentleman 
the slightest information on that subject. Ihave never heard of 
any offer being made or any upset price being fixed. It seems to 
me the matter is all in the air so far as concerns the value of the 
road and the probable amount the Government will realize. 

Mr. RIDGELY. And Congress is asked to blindly throw this 
property into the hands of a commission. 

. POWERS. Congress is asked to blindly throw this prop- 
erty into the hands of a competent commission. That is what it is 
asked todo. There is no chance for the Government being the loser. 
It will unquestionabl pet all that is possible for anybody to get. 

Mr. RIDGELY. ill not the gent!eman consent that the bill 
be so amended as to refer the matter back to Congress for its ap- 
proval before final action is taken? 

Mr. POWERS. I should . such an amendment as a prac- 
tical destruction of the bill. eshould realize nothing by under- 
taking to settle the question in that way. 

Mr. RIDGELY. ill the gentleman inform me why after the 
commission has made an investigation it should not submit to 
Congress its conclusion with the reasons in fayor of a certain set- 
tlement, and why shall not we be allowed the privilege of review- 
ing the commission’s action, approving or disapproving it? 

Mr. POWERS. With 356 members of this House there might 
be 356 different estimates of the amount that the Government 
ought to recy ty 

Mr. RIDGELY. The gentleman’s objection would exclude 
Congress from action in this matter as being an impracticable, 
worthless body. We certainlyshould have theright to say ‘‘yes” 
or no“ upon the action of the commission. 

Mr. POWERS. My friend's criticism would apply to a great 
deal of business that is done in Congress, There are many mat- 
ters of this kind that must be settled by a commission. e aF 

int certain commissions at every session of Congress because it 
is the wisest and best course to @. 

Mr. RIDGELY. If we are capable of appointing a commission, 
we are capable of approving or disapproving its action, and I 
think we should reserve the right to exercise that power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 


Mississippi. Would the gentleman from 


1900. 
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Vermont [Mr. Powrrs] object to an amendment strikin 
„the President” and inserting the Congress of the 
States?” 

Mr. POWERS. I should certain] 
ment, because it seems to me it would destroy the chance of the 
Government ever realizing anything out of this road. Its indebt- 
edness is all the time growing larger and the security of the Gov- 


object to such an amend- 


ernment smaller. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. When the gentleman yields 
the floor, I should like an opportunity to say a word on this ques- 
tion. 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want to ask one further question. Have we 
not a law now that directs the President of the United States, in 
case of default on the part of any of these Pacific land-grant and 
money-grant railroads, to proceed to foreclose and take care of the 
first mortgage? And if so, why has not the President acted?—if 
the gentleman can tell. 

Mr. POWERS. Well, I think I can answer that question, 
although not by authority of the President. Ican answer it on 
general principles. There is a first mortgage ahead of the Gov- 
ernment security, amounting to the same principal sum as the 
Government mortgage; that is to say, it amounts to $1,600,000. 

Now, I haveno doubt that the President has refrained from fore- 
closing that mortgage for the simple reason that if he does so he 
must necessarily put his hands into the Treasury and take out 
$1,600,000 to pay off the first mortgage, and when he has done that 
he has undoubtedly got a railroad on his hands that is worth but 
very little, if anything, more than the amount of money he has just 

aid out. He has not realized anything on his second mortgage. 
have no doubt that is the reason. It is just what the gentleman 
himself would do in a private business transaction. i 

Now, I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. 
RıbGELY] if I am not right in my assumption that his desire is 
that the Government shall foreclose the mortgage, take the road, 
and operate it? 

Mr, RIDGELY. Not necessarily. : 

Mr. POWERS. Not necessarily. but is not that what you desire? 

Mr. RIDGELV. No, sir; my desire 

Mr. POWERS. Are you not in favor of that? 

Mr. RIDGELY. My desire in this case is that the taxpayers of 
this nation shall proceed in such a way as to get back as much as 
possible of their investment. When we take up Government 
ownership and operation of railroads it will be on a much larger 
scale. In this case let us get all we can out of our lien. 

Mr. POWERS. That is what we are all trying to do. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Now, I say that we, as the agents of the peo- 
ple, should protect the people by holding in our hands the final 
disposition of the matter by making the amendment which the 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] suggests, that Con- 
gress and not the President shall have the final say. 

Mr. THROPP. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him one 
qur stion? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly. 

Mr. THROPP. The chairman of the committee has inadvert- 
ently overlooked one other fact which I think ought to be known 
to gentlemen on the other side, and that is that the valuable por- 
tion of this road is the terminus at Sioux City, and that the Chi- 
cago and Northwestern road, which is now operating it, is it 
not 

Mr. POWERS. Ves. 

Mr. THROPP (continuing). Can by the bnilding of a few 
miles of road parallel this Sioux City road into Sioux City, and in 
that way take away nearly the whole value of the property. That 
leaves us with a road on our hands which is mortgaged for 
$1,600,000, and the Government holding a second mortgage of 
$1,600,000, representing a total mortgage indebtedness of abont 
$32,000 per mile on a road which it is estimated could be dupli- 
cated to-day for less than $12,000 per mile, and which in addition 
to that would have no terminus, 

Mr. RIDGELY. I want to say to the gentleman and to every 
gentleman here that the people of the country are watching with a 
jealous eye our proceedings in these Pacific railroad settlements, 
and I warn the representatives of the people here not to blindly 
vote away the power of the people into the hands of any commis- 
sion without reserving the right to approve or disapprove of their 
action before it becomes binding. 

Mr. BELL rose. 

Mr, POWERS. I yield to the gentleman from Colorado. 

Mr. BELL. Mr. Speaker, I want to state in reference to this 
road that members of the Senate, who have the same question in 
hand, and especially Senator Harris, who helped build these 
roads, and who has had a great deal to do with the settlement of 
the other claims of the Government, insist that this amendment 
ought to be made, that. it ought to be referred back to Congress 
for final determination, because it will come to members who have 

thoroughly investigated this question and know the conditions, 


while if it goes to the President of the United States, he will get 
his information from the commission and be controlled by them. 

Now, here is another point which Senator Harris makes that 
it seems to me ought to carry great weight. He says there is one 
of those bridges across the river which, according to the belief 
of a number of the members of their committee, belongs to this 
road under a decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and he is admitted, on that side of the House, at least, to be one 
of the best posted if not the best posted man in either House on 
the building and condition of these roads. Now, it is his ma- 
ture judgment that with proper management we can hold a 
1 that will pay us not only the first but the second mortgage 
in full. 

It seems to me that we labor under a misapprehension here. 
We have been talking about interest, and throwing off interest. 
Now, I do not understand that these debts ever drew interest. 
All the interest that has ever been paid was paid directly out of 
the Treasury of the United States for the railroads themselves. 
No interest been coming back to us. 

Now, it seems to me that a matter so important as this ought 
to come back where the Committee on Pacific Railroads in this 
House and in the other House, with all the information they have 
at hand, should take the responsibility of accepting the settle- 
ment and not throw the responsibility upon the President of the 
United States. He has multifarious duties, and he would have to 
get his information practically from the commission itself, which 
would be equivalent to having no confirmation at all. 

Mr. LACEY. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. BELL. Ihave not time if we are going toadjourn, because 
I want to yield to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] 
to offer his amendment, Iam sorry that I have not the time be- 
fore adjournment to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
amendment which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. 1 want to say something, later 
on,in behalf of the amendment; but at this moment I yield to the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. SHEPPARD]. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 10, strike out the word President“ and insert the words “the 
Congress of the United States.“ 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, asa member of the Committee 
on Pacific Railroads I yoted in the Committee to make the report 
that has been read by the chairman. 

We find that this piece of railroad, from the testimony that we 
had before the committee, is about 101 miles in length. There is 
a first mortgage of $16,000 to the mile, ahead of the Government 
mortgage. The Government has an indebtedness inst this 


road of $16,000 to the mile, and this is a bonded indebtedness; 


these bonds draw 6 per cent per annum since 1862. The first- 
mortgage debt, as well as the debt the Government holds against 
this road, matured on the 30th of June, 1899. 

The testimony before the committee shows that the debt in favor 
of the Government amounted to something over $4,000,000 with 
the accumulated interest. The testimony also showed that this 
railroad, if it was put up on the market, or if suit was instituted 
and the Government montgase foreclosed subject to the first mort- 
gage, wouldnot bring a sufficient sum to pay off the first mortgage. 

ow, we were confronted with this proposition, first, that if 
we foreclosed the Government mortgage and bid in this road, we 
would have a railroad belonging to the Government. Neither the 
majority nor the minority members of the committee considered 
that desirable. We did not think it a good business transaction to 
foreclose the mortgage, because the evidence showed that if we 
did the road would not bring a sufficient sum to pay off the first 
mortgage. 

There was an amendment offered in the committee, which was 
voted down, which was in substance the same amendmentas that 
offered by my friend from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAus], that this 
commission be required to report back their proposed settlement 
for the approval of Congress. There is no minority report. 

The testimony showed that this road was not in a first-class con- 
dition and that they were anxious to make some extensions and 
some betterments of the road, and if we required the commission 
to report back to Congress its settlement for its approval, it would 
take too much time, and in all probability we would miss an op- 
portunity to sell and get something for this indebtedness. 

Now, as a member of that committee, I tried to ascertain from 
the witnesses what would be the sum that the Government could 
1 realize by pursuing the course that this bill provides. 

ell, we had nobody to answer the question. No one knew. 

Now, I want the facts all known to this committee, especially on 
this side of the House, so that they may understand the reasons 
why I agreed to recommend this bill, I thought then and I think 
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yet that if we authorize the Secretary of the Treasury, the Secre- 
tary of the Interior, and the Attorney-General to make a settle- 
ment with the Sioux City and Pacific Railway Company with a 
provision which is in the bill, that it shall be left to their discre- 
tion to determine whether or not thesettlement that they can make 
is for the best interest of the Government, and that before the 
commission finally close out the interest of the Government it 


must be ap 
ernment in 
its mo is worth. 

Now, from all the testimony that I heard, taking into considera- 
tion the value of the property as it now stands, the amount of the 
first m ge, and the testimony showing that the road could be 
duplicated for perhaps $8,000 a mile, I was of the opinion then and 
I am now that this bill ought to pass without an amendment. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The amendment, Mr. Speaker, 
which I pro merely strikes out the word! President,” in the 
tenth line of the bill, and substitutes the words ‘‘the Congress of 
the United States,” in which sense, of course, the President is part 
of the Congress of the United States. There is no intention at all 
to reflect upon the President or upon any of those officers who 
shall compose this commission, but it seems to me that itis a right 
prin ciple k legislation that we who have the authority to author- 

e a settlement appointing ourselves the agents for the purpose 
of that settlement, should have them report back to us be- 
fore it should become final. 

Now, I have listened with much interest to what has been said 
by my friend from Texas, and [remember in that connection, Mr. 
Speaker, that in a prior Congress, when the question of the settle- 
ment of the claims of the Government against the Union Pacific 
Railroad Song 27 and the Southern Pacific Railroad Company 
was at issue, that one of the best 3 that ever sat upon 
this floor, a man of ideal integrity and honesty, a member of the 
Committee on Pacific Railr a colleague of mine, Mr, Kyle, of 
3 told me privately, and also said upon the floor, as did 
many other men, almost identically what has just been said 
by my friend in relation to this 5 saying it, of course, 
of a different set of railroads, namely, that they were ‘‘overmort- 

,” overloaded, and could be paralleled;” that there was a 
“ first mortgage,” and that the Government could not get its 
money until that first mortgage had been paid off; that the Gov- 
ernment would find difficulty in making itself whole, etc. 

That was at a time when we were iyin to t more than a 
certain amount of money from these railroads, which, it was said, 
was all they could pay. Afterwards, when the settlement was 
made with these very same railroads, we did get a great deal 
more money than it had been proposed the Government should 
take. Gentlemen had assured us that the first-mortgage debt 
sage Sc eat up the whole before. we could get a hearing on 
our 

Now, we remember this lesson. We know that the testimony 
taken before these railroad committees is De in the inter- 
est of the railroads, not that the committee would have it so by 
any means, but that it just naturally happens that the railroad 

and stockholders, who are wealthy and interested, are 
able to make themselves heard before committees. So, Mr. 
Speaker, the best men in the world, hearing the testimony and 
not knowing anything outside of the testimony, of course, the 
testimony being sent or brought them by the railroad interests, 
would arrive at the conclusion that the very best thing we could 
do would be to make our settlement with them on their basis. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the * from Vermont, my friend 
Judge Powers, says that there may be 365 different opinions to 
be ventilated in 9 when the matter comes up, if my 
amendment passes. There could be but two different opinions in 
Congress, e bill would then read that any settlement agreed 
on should be executed or should fail, depending upon the approval 
of Co: . If a Congressman approved, he would vote to let it 
stand; if a Congressman disapproved, he would vote to let it fall; 
and these would be the only two opinions that could be expressed 
in the vote of Congress. 

a A tes Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question x 

Mr. WILLIAMS of ee Certainly. 

Mr. POWERS. Supposing the commission should that 
we should 25 $1,000,000; suppose you should think it should 
be a million and a half and I should think it should have been a 
million and a 15 and suppose my friend from Kansas should 
think it should be two millions and a half and another think it 
should be three millions. Would not there be all those differ- 
ences of opinion? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. There could be no possible 
taking of evidence by the House, and the House would have to re- 
ceive the testimony as taken by the commission except so far as 
members might be able to ventilate the testimony before the com- 


mittee or give information which they had themselves. When 


coved by the President of the United States, the Gov- 
1 be protected, and it will receive every dollar 


a 
bill is brought before the House you understand that these gentle- 


men would have to vote against the approval of the settlement 
made by this commission or vote for it, and that would indicate 
that Congress in its judgment and good sense had concluded to 
do one thing or to do the other thing. 

Now, you remember very well that this very committee brought 
in a bill that these other roads should make settlement at a certain 
figure and Congress disagreed with the committee. The commit- 
tee said that we could not get beyond a certain amount of money 
out of these Pacific railroads, and you know it turned out that 
Congress was right; that the evidence before the committee was 
wrong, and the report of the committee, based upon that evidence, 
was wrong, and Congress was right, because we did su uently 
get a great deal more from those very railroads. Now I yield 
to the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. The gentleman will remember that there has been 
an improvement in the value of railroad poparty since the propo- 
sition to settle the debt of the Union Pacific Railroad was first 
brought up. 

F Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. It makes my argument a for- 
iori. 

Mr. LACEY. Task the gentleman if it is not a good time to 
settle with this company when railroad property is more valuable 
and railroads are prospering? , 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is my friend to give up 
the idea that the world is going to grow more and more pros- 
perous” under the “ beneficence of Republican rule,” and that you 
are going to stay in power for one or two years? And if that is so, 
why shall we have to settle this in twenty-four hours or six weeks 
or six months? Weare not going to build this particular Rome 
inaday. No Rome worth building was ever built in a day. 

Mr. LACEY. My friend suggests that a lesson is furnished in 
the final settlement made with these other railroads? 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes, sir. 

Mr. LACEY. Now, we want to bear in mind, and I will not 
discuss the question of politics, that times are fairly good now, so 
far as railroad business is concerned. 

Mr, WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Yes; and I think they are 
going to improve in the immediate future. 

85 LACEY. This would not be a bad time to settle these 
matters. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. The immediate future would 
be a better time; by waiting nothing is to be lost. I do not think 
that argument cuts much one way or the other, There is no 
reason given here why we should cast this slur on the judgment 
of the Congress of the United States by having the business of 
Congress consummated by the approyal of the President instead of 
by the approval of both branches of the Congressional body. 

Mr. LACEYs Congress did refer the Central Pacific matter to 
a commission like this; and when it seemed that we could not get 
50 cents on the dollar in any settlement pro to Congress, 
that commission succeeded in getting the entire amount of the 


claim. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of 5 Yes; but how did they get it? 
rom the com 


Mr. LACEY. They got it pany. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of issippi. Was it under a bill like this? 
Mr. LACEY. Substantially this; very much like it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. I thought it was on proceed- 
ings instituted in the courts of the United States. 


Mr. LACEY and others. Oh, no, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. In that Iseem to have been 
mistaken. 

Mr. LACEY. No; they made an agreement that it should be 
made in installments—divided it up. They made an arrangement 
that Con could not have made very readily. Three men can 
get together, just as three men can settle any complicated matter, 
and make an agreement that Con could not arrive at, because 
there has to be debate here in C ittee of the Whole. By a 
commission all that complicated machinery of legislative action 
is avoided. The three men made a settlement, and the President 
approved it, as it is proposed to do in this bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Well, three men can make an 
agreement, under this bill, with my amendment, and Congress, 
including the President, can approve it. 

Mr, SHAFROTH. Did not the bill limit the commission in any 
way? 

Mr. LACEY. No; I think not. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I think the gentleman is mistaken; I think 


it did. 
It required them to submit it to the President 
for approval. 


Mr. SHAFROTH. It required the commission to get the full 
amount of indebtedness due the United states, less the interest, 
and as to the other road—we voted upon the question whether we 
would take $6,000,000 less— 

LA In one instance the committee got back the full 
amount of the claim. $ 
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Mr. SHAFROTH,. Certainly; but it was on a bill limiting their 

wer. 
ag WILLIAMS of empire os Now, Mr. Speaker, it seems to 
me that this bill is going to take some little time to dispose of. 
Would the gentleman be willing to take an adjournment now 
and have the matter continued? 

Mr. POWERS. The gentleman from Illinois 
wanted to be heard a moment, and I would like to 


now. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman 
from Vermont if it is contemplated in this bill that the commis- 
sioners shall get any extra pay? . 

Mr. POWERS. None whatever. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. Iam glad of it. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. S er, I will now yield to the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Noonan}. j 

Mr. NOONAN. Mr. Speaker, I am entirely in accord with the 
report of the committee. Theremarks of gentlemen touching the 
old Union Pacific matter donot seem to me to be well in point. 
This is not a main line, it is alittle branch of 100 miles, and is 

eculiarly and unfortunately situated. It runs along the east 

ank of the Missouri River, and can only receive and nire 
froight haulings from east of that line; none from the west line. 
The Missouri River cuts it off from territory that ordinarily would 
contribute to a railroad, if it was not so close to the east of the 
Missouri River. We are in the position of a holder of a second 
mortgage whose equity will be soon frozen out. The amendment 
contemplated, in my opinion, would protract and delay the mat- 
ter so long that the first mortgage would acquire whatever value 
there is in the property at the present time. 

Mr. GAIN: o will freeze us ont? 

Mr. NOONAN, In my opinion we shall be frozen out. 

Mr. = barrens How many years has the Government’s mort- 
gage run 

Mr. NOONAN. Thirty years. The debt has run thirty years, 
and with the interest now amounts to over $4,000,000. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Does the gentleman think the few months be- 
tween this and the next session of Congress would be dangerous 
to our interests? 

Mr. NOONAN. This bill has not yet both Houses of 
Congress; the commission contemplated by the bill has not been 
appointed. The succeeding Congress may not see fit to take it up, 
e can never figure on any time that a bill will pass both 
Houses of Congress; and delay in this matter is dangerous. L look 
at this exactly as if I was holding a second mortgage; it is the 
time that counts. If its condition would remain in statu quo until 
we got a report from the commission, I would agree to have the 
amendment adopted, but, in my opinion, that will not be wise. 
We want to know what this interest is worth now, and, as a mem- 
ber on this sideof the House, on this particular case, with the facts 
surrounding it, I am very anxious to vote in accord with the com- 
mittee for the commission and the approval by the President, for 
I think it is for the best interests of the Government. 

Mr. GAINES. Lasked the gentleman a moment ago who would 
freeze us out. He did not seem to understand my question, for he 
did not answer it. 

Mr. NOONAN. The holders of the first mortgage, the accum- 
ulations of the first mortgage. 

Mr. GAINES. Have we no way to protect our rights? 

Mr. NOONAN. Oh, we could foreclose and buy in the prop- 
erty, but we should have to pay for the first mortgage. In my 
opinion, the property is not worth to the Government the amount 
of the first mortgage, as a seperate entity, as a route of that 
length by itself, it were a trunk line, a main line, such as the 
other railroads, it would alter the case somewhat; but, in my 
opinion, such a course in this case would be unwise. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of 1 Mr. Speaker, I yielded to the 
gentleman from Illinois Eai OONAN] at the request of the gen- 
tleman from Vermont [Mr. Powrrs] without any intention of 
entirely giving up the floor. I would like to inquire how the 
debate shall proceed and how the time shall be controlled on each 
side, for and against the bill? 

The SPEAKER. It is purely a question of recognition. 

A re 3 of Mississippi. Have I the floor now, Mr. 
peaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear the gentleman from 
Vermont 175 PoweERs] reserve his time, and the gentleman from 
Mississi Mr. WILLIAMS] was recognized. 

Sof Mississippi. Then Iwant to reserve the bal- 
ance of 8 and move to adjourn now. 

Mr. POWERS, Mr. Speaker, I did reserve the balance of my 


. Noonan 
ve him h 


time, 

The SPEAKER. Did the gentleman from Vermont reserve the 
balance of his time? 

Mr. POWERS. I did. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not hear him. The question is 
on the motion of the gentleman from Mississippi to adjourn. 


The question being taken on the motion to adjourn, it was 
agreed to. 


MEMBERSHIP OF COMMITTEE ON WAYS AND MEANS. 

Pending the announcement of the result of the vote, the Speaker 
announced the appointment of Mr. Oscar W. UNDERWOOD as a 
member of the Committee on Ways and Means. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

S. 1931. An act to ide for the erection of a bridge across 
Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy eand 
the mouth of Rainy River; and 

S. 3360. An act to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Missouri River. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 2368. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Randall—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2203. An act Prony e increase of pension to William Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 755. An act granting a pension to Hannah R. Johnson—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 757. An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
Stockton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 477. An act granting a pension to Levi C. Faught—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 752. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac W. Com- 
ery—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1007. An act granting a pension to Mary E. Fenn—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2942, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Padgett—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 716. An act granting a pension to Susan Buck—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1977. An act to increase the pension of Levi Morse—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 344. An act granting a pension to Nancy A. Dowell—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

S. 103. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles Crit- 
zer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1752. An act for the relief of James J. Wheeler—to the Com- 


mittee on Pensions. 
nting a pension to Burton Packard—to the 


S. 1754. An act 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

msion of Farnham J. East- 
ensions. 


S. 1758. An act to increase the 
man—to the Committee on Invalid 
S. 358. An act granting a pension to William P. Arble—to the 
8. 247. An ant for th lief of Margaret C. McKay—to th 
. act for the relief o . Me — 0 
Committee on Pensions. 2 
S. 342. An act granting a pension to Eleanor McDevitt—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2200. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth W. 
Murphy to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. é 
S. 1905. An act granting an increase of pension to Lillian 
pron—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 1906. An act granting an increase of pension to Agnes Ca- 
pron—to the Committee on Pensions. 
S. 1191. 3 an increase of pension to Orpha W. 
Reynolds to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 1127. An act to increase the pension of Hannah G. Strong 
8 Are e 3 to S Ma th 
. 299. act granting a ion usanna Marion—to the 
Committee on Invalid 8 
S. 139. An act granting a pension to Adelaide Sessions to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ° 
S. 1600. An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 
Hayes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1872. An act granting a pension to Hiram J. Reamer—to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
S. 2545. An act granting a pension to Nellie A. West—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 681. An act granting a pension to Julia D. Richardson—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 1271. An act ting a pension to Charles Williamson to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 3102. An act granting a pension to Seleda Burnham—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. SPIGHT, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 
indetinitely, on account of sickness. 
The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. 
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EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 


follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the , transmit- 
ting a copy of a communication from the Commissioner of Inter- 
nal Revenue submitting an estimate of appropriation for overtime 
work of employees in his department—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be punted. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the chairman of the Commission to the 
Five Civilized Tribes relating to printing copies of the report of 
the commission—to the Committee on ting. 

A letter from the acting president of the Board of Commissioners 
of the District of Columbia, transmitting a report of the opera- 
tions of the excise board of the District—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of the Interior, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the General Land Office inclosing a 
draft of a bill relating to the sale and use of timber on certain 
public lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on Appropriations, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9189) making appro- 
55 to provide for the expenses of the government of the 

istrict of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and 
for other purposes, reported the same, accompanied by a report 
(No. 488); which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred House bills 2946, 5182, 4337, and 
9085, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 9140) perfecting title 
under homestead laws, and for other purposes, accompanied by a 
report (No. 489); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SPALDING, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4468) to authorize 
the city of Tucson, Ariz., to issue bonds for waterworks, and for 
other purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 491); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 

Mr. EDDY, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 998) providing for the 
sale of pine timber on White Earth and Red Lake (diminished) 
reservations, in the State of Minnesota, reported the same with 
amendment, accompnnied by a report (No. 492); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 997) to provide allotments to Indians on 
White Earth Reservation, in Minnesota, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 493); which said bill 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. JONES of Washington, from 
the Committee on the Public Lands, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H. R. 2000) for the relief of Thomas Paul, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 490); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4853) for the relief of the heirs at law of Edward 
N. Oldmixon—Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

A bill (H. R. 9137) to restore Henry Clay Henshaw to the Reve- 
nue-Cutter Service—Committee on Naval Affairs discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

A bill (H. R. 4538) to pay just compensation to William Wheeler 
Hubbell for his invention of high-power steel guns and improve- 
ments in other guns, made and adopted by the United States for 
its military service and Navy at the present time—Committee on 
War Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on Patents. 

A bill (H. R. 4537) for the relief of William Wheeler Hubbell— 
Committee on War Claims discharged, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Patents. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ob 15 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GROUT, from the Committee on Appropriations: A bill 
(H. R. 9139) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of - 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 
mane June 30, 1901, and for other purposes—to the Union Cal- 
endar. i 

By Mr. JONES of Washington, from the Committee on the Pub- 
lic ds: A bill (H. R. 9140) providing that en en under the 
homestead laws who have served in the Uni States Army, 
Navy, or Marine Corps during the Spanish war or the Philippine 
insurrection, shall have certain service deducted from the time 
required to perfect title under homestead laws, and for other pur- 
poses—to the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 9141) to authorize the entry 
and patenting of lands containing salt, and chiefly valuable there- 
for, under the placer-mining laws of the United States—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 9142) for the construction of 
a free public trail from 8 in Inyo County, Cal., to 
the summit of Mount Whitney, ifornia - to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9143) to authorize the forma - 
tion of guaranty companies in the District of Columbia to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr, JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9144) providing 
for the erection of a public building at the city of North Yakima, 
in the State of Washington—to the Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9145) to provida pay for the improvements of 
actual settlers upon public lands included within forest reserva- 
tions upon the relinquishment of their lands to the United States 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9146) extending 
relief to Indian citizens, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. - 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9147) granting pen- 
sions to certain soldiers of the war of the rebellion—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCHRAN of Missouri (by request): A bill (H. R. 
9148) toregulate the practice of veterinary medicine in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill (H. R. 9149) to increase the limit 
of cost for the purchase of a site and the erection of a public build- 
ing thereon at Jamestown, N. Y.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9150) to increase the efficiency of 
the Subsistence Department of the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9151) toregu- 
late the sale of intoxicating liquors in the Philippine Islands—to 
the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9152) for the extension of V 
street NW.—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN (by reguest): A bill (H. R. 9153) grant- 
ing the right of way to Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Railroad 
Company through the United States light-house and military 
reservations on Gasparilla Island, in the State of Florida—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9154) granting authority to 
Alafia, Manatee and Gulf Coast Railroad Company to bnild rail- 
road bridges across the Manatee River and Gasparilla Sound and 
to lay railroad tracks thereon—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bill (H. R. 9195) to provide for the ap- 
pointment of a collector of fines in the police court of the District 
of Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A bill (H. R. 9196) to remove the duty on 
hides of cattle—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 194) providing 
for the repeal of certain duties and directing certain proceedings by 
the Attorney-General—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
pe following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 9155) for the relief of R. L. 
Hutchins and others for work done and material furnished in the 
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construction of the pos office building at Wilmington, N. C.—to 
the Committee on Claims, ja ` 

ay Mr, BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 9156) granting a pension 
to James Conant—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9157) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy Sivils—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9158) for the relief of heirs of Thomas Har- 
vey—tothe Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9159) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Parker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. 9160) to remove the of 
desertion from the record of Bingham Perkins—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 9161) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary U. Wilmarth—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. DE VRIES: A bill (H. R. 9162) for the relief of George 
W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DE GRAFFENREID: A bill (H. R. 9163) granting a 
pension to Ferguson M. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 9164) for the relief of Poole & 
Hunt—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (H. R. 9165) to increase the pension of 
Horace L. Stiles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9166) granting 
an increase of pension to Solomon R, Rush—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9167) for the relief of Hud- 
son M. Harris—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. JETT: A bill (H. R. 9168) for the relief of the estate of 
John Sears, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LONG: A bill (H. R. 9169) nting an increase of - 
sion to John W. McKinney—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9170) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew Evarts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LENTZ (by request): A bill (H. R. 9171) for the relief 
of Conrad Muller—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9172) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Shrieves—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9173) to correct the military record of 
Frank D. Myers—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9174) to pension Louisa Blesch—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. , 

By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 9175) granting a pension to Stella 
B. 5 the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9176) granting a pension to Emily Haines 
Harrison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 9177) to grant increase of pen- 
sion to Luke P, Allphin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9178) to grant an honorable discharge to An- 
drew T. Brown—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9179) to grant an honorable discharge to 
Christopher C. Cammins—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 9180) granting an increase of 
pension to Nathaniel L. Colson—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. McDOWELL: A bill (H. R. 9181) granting an increase 

nsion to John Tipton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 9182) to pension Eva K. Ny- 
berg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9183) granting a pension to Jennie A. McKin- 
ley—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 9184) for the relief. of 
Dr. J. J. Crunk, of Marshall County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on War Claims, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 9185) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Chapman L. Strong—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9186) nting a pension to Mary E. Reid— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9187) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary Frances Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9188) granting a pension to Catharine M. 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9189) granting a pension to Sarah Wells and 
Juiia Wells—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9190) granting a pension to Phillip Miller— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9191) granting a pension to Lucy Parker—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9192) to increase the pen- 
pea of Lydia A. Templeton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9193) to correct the military record of Peter 
Cherry to the Committee on Military 

By Mr. WATERS: A bill (H. R. 9194) granting a pension to 
Sarah Elvira C. Upham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: y 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Charles M. Rider and other 
citizens of Sardinia, N. V., for legislation relating to the trans- 
portation of dairy or food products—to the Committee on Inter- 
stateand Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Resolutions of Union No. 344, of Atlanta, 
Ga., Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, fayoring the 
peek: of House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor on pub- 
ic works, and House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor 
against prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of A. W. Galloway, of Montrose; Chris 
Zorn, of Rye; J. Russell and Chris Karst, of Apache; A. E. Craw- 
ford, of Lamar, Colo., favoring the Grout bill relating to dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, pona of A. McMillan, of Greeley; F. Girardot, of 
Schley; R. Corson, of Del Norte; S. J. Capps, of Capps; F. El- 
dredge, of Durango; J. B. Brooks, of Elizabeth; W. Ramsey, of 
Kit Carson; C. B. Hollingsworth, of Burns; O. D. Spinoga, of 
Conejos; H. Weisbrod and W. S. Larick, of Monte Vista, Colo., 
asking that the Government continue the manufacture and dis- 
tribution of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and the Methodist Episcopal Church, of Lamar, Colo., for the pas- 


sage of a bill giving prohibition to Hawaii—to the Committee on 


the Territories. 

Also, petition of J. N. Chipley, of Denver, Colo., favoring the 
passage of House bill No. 7017, in the interest of the dental profes- 
sion—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. BENTON: Petition of Dr. C. S. Tisdale and others, urg- 
ing a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gam- 
bling and the opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of E. G. Nonkesis, chief, and other members of 
the Ottawa tribe of Indians, Indian Territory, relative to the sale 
1 on the Ottawa Reservation to the Committee on Indian 

airs. , 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of J. E. Voigt, Gus 
Kirchner, and other druggists of Chicago, III., for the repeal of 
the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. : 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petition of Getchell Brothers of 
Lubec, Me., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of W.T. Williams and other em- 
poron of the Jeffersonville (Ind.) depot of the Quartermaster’s 

epartment of the Army, in favor of the bill for the retirement 
of Government employees in the classified civil service—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: Petition of Mark Lillard, of Cocke 
County, Tenn., for reference of war claims to the Court of 
Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr, BURKETT: Resolution of Waiters’ Union, L. J. Pascal, 
president, Omaha, Nebr., against public-land grants to any but 
actual settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolutions of the Erie County Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, Buffalo, N. Y., relating to the stamp tax on medicines—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 8882, to amend the 
record of W. H. Spradling—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 4927, to place Amos 
E. Evans on the pension roll—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of Capt. Theo, Schirmacher, offi- 
cers, and members of Company A, Signal Corps, Texas Volunteer 
Guard, favoring the passage of House bill No. 7936, increasing 
the Appropriations for arming and equipping the military of the 
States and Territories—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Francisco, Cal., relative to House bill No. 7097, providing for 
a reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Remonstrance of the Retail Clerks’ As- 
sociation, of Pana, III., against the parcel-post bill—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CLAYTON of New York: Resolution of the municipal 
assembly of the city of New York, urging the improvement of the 
Government post of Fort Hamilton—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs, 
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By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of H. W. Swartz, E. G. Biesecker, 


and others, of Moscow, Pa., favoring the of House bill 
No. 5029, relative to the free entry of wood p imported for 
use in the manufacture of paper—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans. 
By Mr. DE VRIES: Evidence in support of House bill carey | 
. pennon to George W. Johnson—to the Committee on Invali 


ons, 

By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Erie County Pharmaceutical 
Association, of Buffalo, N. Y., relating to the stamp tax on medi- 
a perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 


eans, 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of A. M. 
Hunt, of Boston, Mass., favoring the passage of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Erie County Pharmaceutical Associa- 
tion, Buffalo, N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
eto. to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the California Club, San Francisco, Cal., 
urging the purchase of the Calaveras big trees of California by 
the Government and to set aside the grove as a national park—to 
the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the League of American Wheelmen, Boston, 
Mass., . increase of appropriation for the Office of 
Public-Road Inquiries—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. G. LE: Resolution of MeLean Post, No. 162, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of South Dakota, 5 passage of a 
law creating a pension court of appeals - to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

Also, protest of H. P. Robie, publisher, Sioux Falls, S. Dak., 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington (by uest): Petition of the 
Guli Harbor Sunday School, of Olympia, Wash., for the pn se 
of a bill giving prohibition to Hawaii—to the Committee on the 
Territories. 

. By Mr. JOY: Petition of Hiram B. Morse, publisher, St. Louis, 
Mo., against the passage of House bill No. 6071—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of California Club, in favor of a 
national park being made of the Calaveras grove of sequoias, in 
the State of California—to the Committee on the Public ds. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Petition of Ellis Murdock and other ex-soldiers 
of the civil war, of Lancaster, Ohio, favoring the passage of a per 
diem pension bill—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of Hon. S. R. Peters and citizens of 
Harvey County, Kans., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating 
to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of E, H. Farmer and other druggists of Walton, 
Kans., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and 
cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. McALEER: Resolutions of California Club, in favor of 
a national park being made of the Calaveras Grove of uoias in 
the State of California—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petitions of Hance Bros. & White, chemists, Philadel- 

hia, Pa., and the Erie County Pharmaceutical Association, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the League of American Wheelmen, Boston, 
Mass., favoring larger appropriations for the office of road in- 
quiry—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Petitions of Dr. W. S. Smith, of St. Clair, 
and Dr. Fred T. Strathren, of St. Peter, Minn., protesting against 
the passage of Senate bill No. 34, relating to vivisection in the 
— of Columbia to the Committee on the District of Co- 

um 

Also, letter of Mrs. E. J. Scriver, president, and Mrs. A. M. 
Flint, secretary, of the Getitic Literary Society and Prospect Park 
Literary Society, of Minneapolis, Minn., urging the establishment 
of a national park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, 5 of Nelson 3 dred Go mna oaio 
citizens of Hills, Minn., against a parcel-post system— e Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Albert H, Hall, of Minneapolis, Minn., favor- 
ing the passage of the Russell bill, relating to the revenue tax on 
alcohol in manufactures, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petitions of John Paulson, Aug. Boettcher, J. G. Poschke, 
Frank 8 and J. L. Stewart, all of the State of Minnesota, 


favoring the Grout bill relating to oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of Company C. Fourth Infantry, National Guard, 
Minnesota State Militia, in favor of House bill No. 7936, making 
an increase in the appropriation for arming and equipping the 


pecan or the States and Territories—to the Committee on Mili- 
airs. - 

Also, petitions of the Minnesota State Medical Society, and 
Dr. F. C. Todd, of Minneapolis, against the of the anti- 
vivisection bill—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of F. H. Wagner, of the Minnesota Association of 
Local Fire Insurance Agents, in favor of the bill to substitute a 
tax on the gross premiums of insurance companies in lien of the 
stamp tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McDOWELL: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing an increase of pension to John Tipton—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MANN: Petition of John Hogan and 10 other watchmen 
in the post-office at Chicago, III., for increase of salary—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of George Ballinger, J. 8. Frantz, and other drug- 
gists, Chicago, III., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Supreme Association, Patrons of Industry, 
Marengo, III., favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to 
amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Fort Scott Lodge, No. 377, International Asso- 
ciation of Machinists, Chi „III., favoring the passage of House 
bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor on public works, and 
House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor against prison 
labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of the Cycle Age Company, of Chicago, IIL, 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Chicago Lodge, No. 3, the Shipmasters’ Asso- 
ciation of the Great Lakes, Chicago, III., indorsing House bill No. 
2918, to regulate the Life-Saving Service of the Great Lakes—to 
the Committee on the Merchant ine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of Philip S. Hasenstab and others, of Chicago, III, 
objecting to the passage of House bill No. 9, relating to teaching 
articulate speech and vocal language to deaf children before they 
are of school age—to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Certified copy of resolution of the board 
of supervisors of Fresno County, Cal., tendering free use of room 
tothe United Statesfor United States circuit court, toaccompany 
House bill No, 5278—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the San Diego (Cal. ) Chamber of Commerce, 
urging the immediate construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Mare Island Branch of the National Associa- 
tion of Civil Service Employees, urging the defeat of the clerical 
corps bill—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, petition of Wagner Leather Company and other business 
firms in the State of California, ing the repeal of the war- 
revenue duty on hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of a meeting of fourth-class postmasters of 
San Diego County, Cal., praying for the passage of the Cummings 
bill, increasing the compensation of postmasters of the fourth- 
„ the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of A. Hempert and others, ot Water - 
town, Wis., against the passage of House bill No, 607i—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Thomas C. Kelly and other 
clerks of the Indianapolis (Ind.) post-office, asking for the passage 
of House bill No. 4351, for the classification of clerks in first and 
second class post- offices to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Journal, Press, News, Sun, and Sentinel, 
of “Indianapolis, Ind., urging the passage of House bill No. 5765, 
known as the Russell bill, relating to the revenue tax on alcohol 
in manufactures, ete.— to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of G. E. Dunscombe and others, of 
New York City, N. Y., asking for a modification of the existing 
internal-revenue law—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the New York Board of Trade and Trans- 
portation, with reference to the bill for the encouragement of the 
American merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries, 

Also, petition of C. K. Knapp, and others, druggists, of Sodus, 
N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, evidence in support of House bill No. 8800, for the relief 
of Libbie Fries—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 8799, for the relief of 
Willen Peek, of North Rose, N. Y.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. - 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Frank C. Dyer and other fourth- 
class postmasters of Addison County, Vt., praying for the passage 
of the Cummings bill, increasing the compensation of postmasters 
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of the fourth-class pork ata the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of M. D. Fisher and others, 
of Spencer, N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to 
the laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of J. H. Dudley, of Roxbury, N. Y., against the 
passage of House bill No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: Petition of Post 481, of Dalton City, 
III., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the e of a bill 
for the establishment of a national military park on the battlefield 
of Stone River, Rutherford County, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the publisher of the Colored Cumberland Pres- 
byterian, in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: Petition of the First Colorado Infantry, 
for the passage of a bill that will enable volunteers and regular 
soldiers who served in Manila on and after the 11th day of April, 
1899, to obtain travel pay—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of J. G. Dorrance and others of 
Camden, N. Y., to amend the present law in relation to the sale 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. STARK: Petitions of the Rev. L. Morrison and 29 citi- 
zens of Gage County,and A. W. Griffen and 23 others of Fillmore 
County, Nebr., urging the enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian 
constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating 
liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the 
Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Charles Grand- 
stard and F. V. Bridges, of Washin 
of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the 
riculture. 

Also, resolution of Acker Post No. 21, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of St. Paul, Minn., asking that all ex-Union soldiers who 
desire appointment for a Federal office, and are not mentally or 
physically disqualified, be not subjected to civil-service competi- 
tion—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of Lucius Fair- 
child Post, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Wiscon- 
sin, favoring the passage of such legislation as has the 1 r 
of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public; also favoring the passage of bills giving preference to 
8 in the Government service - to the ittee on Invalid 

ensions. i 

Also, resolutions of the Wisconsin Cheese Makers’ Association, 
favoring the Grout bill, relating to dairy products—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. ` 

Also, resolutions of Federated Trades Council of Milwaukee, 
Wis., asking for legislation to increase the requirements and quali- 
fications of seamen and firemen on the Great Lakes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 7 

Also, resolutions of the Monday Club and the Woman's Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, Helena M. Scott, president, of Ashland, 
Wis., urging the passage of House bill No. 1144, relating to the 
prevention of cruelty to animals in the District of Columbia - to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Baltimore, Md., in relation to the hydrographic apptopriation— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. WEEKS: Memorial of Modesto Ferrer, alcalde, and 
others, of Cayey, Puerto Rico, relative to railway franchise, etc.— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

Also, communication from the committee of Navy Department 
per diem employees, urging the passage of House bill No. 6064, re- 

ting to leave of absence with pay to certain employees of the 
Government—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of the Merchants and Manufacturers’ Ex- 
change of Detroit, Mich., in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relat- 
ing to an act to regulate commerce to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: Petition of the Board of Trade of 
Pheenix, Ariz., against the leasing of public lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of the municipal 
assembly of the city of New York, approving the bill to recon- 
saani Fort Hamilton, N. Y.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

irs. 

Also, resolutions of the Maritime Association of the Port of 
New York, calling for an increase in coast artillery—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Resolution of the Grand Army of the Republic 

of Orleans, Ind., urging the passage of House bill No. 7094, 

or the establishment of branch soldiers’ home near Johnson 

— Washington County, Tenn. —to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


mmittee on Ag- 


n County, Minn., in favor 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 6, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The proceeded to read the Journal of 5 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was di with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ə Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 


GROVES OF BIG TREES IN CALIFORNIA, . 


The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 170) providing for the acquisition 

Sa 77 1 5 lands in the State of California was read the first time 
y its title. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Committee on Public Lands has 
had the Senate joint resolution under consideration and has au- 
thorized me to report favorably thereon. Ireport back from that 
committee favorably, with an amendment, the joint resolution 
(S. R. 90) providing for the acquisition of certain lands in the 
State of California, and I ask that the House joint resolution be 
substituted for the Senate joint resolution and that it be put on 
its pi z Seg accompanies the joint resolution. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution will be 
read to the Senate in full for its information. 

The joint resolution (H. J. Res. 170) providing for the acquisition 
of certain lands in the State of California was read the second time 
at length, as follows: 

Whereas what are known as the Mammoth Tree Grove“ and ‘South 
Park Grove of Big Trees,” es of Sequoia gigantea, located in Calaveras 
County, Cal., are now held in private ownership; and 

Whereas the owner thereof now contemplates the sale thereof for the — 

of felling said trees and their conversion into lumber, which said pro; 
threatened of consummation at an early date; and 

Whereas the trees uoia gigantea of these ves constitute the largest 
collection and probably finest ns of the same in the world; and 

Whereas the destruction of these trees would be an irredeemable loss to 


date, to open negotiations rai 
0 
same to 


Mr. HOAR. I should like to inquire from what source the joint 
resolution comes. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It came over from the House 
of Representatives and was laid before the Senate by the Chair. 
Mr. HOAR. I desire to suggest if it is to be considered now, if 
any Senator has the matter especially in charge, whether it would 
not be expedient to couple with the resolution a clause that the 
Secretary of the Interior shall take the land by condemnation and 
pay its value. A proposition to buy something for the Govern- 
ment for a public purpose with nothing behind it is very apt to 
lead to the nant of extravagant prices, and the power to take 
the land by condemnation is very valuable sometimes in making 
a bargain. 
Mr. PERKINS. I will state that this joint resolution was pre- 
by the different scientific societies of California, and I have 
ere a memorial from the California Club which I ask the Secre- 
tary toread. It sets forth the facts fully. 
The memorial was read, as follows: 


lutions urging the purchase of the Calaveras trees of California 
= z the Federal Coe sates 


in the size and magnificence of its trees is 
ttractions of the world: 


Mrs. LOVELL WHITE, President. 

Mr. PERKINS. I will state that the Mammoth Tree Grove” 
and South Park Grove” of trees, Sequoia gigantea, located in 
Calaveras and Tuolumne counties, Cal., constitute the most easily 
accessible, most compact groves and finest specimens of these 
trees in the world. These groves wero the first discovered of 
these trees. 

The north Calaveras, a mammoth grove located at Bigtrees 
post-office, near the eastern border of Calaveras County, Cal., 
comprises 50 acres of virgin forest. It contains about 100 big 
trees. Ten are not less than 30 feet in diameter; 70 are from 15 
5 za feet in diameter. The common height is from 250 to 325 
eet. 

The south Calaveras ve is located about 6 miles southeast 
of the post-office, near west border of and within Tuolumne 
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County. This grove covers about 1,000 acres, and contains 1,380 


big trees. The average height is 250 feet, and diameter 15 feet. 
The largest range from 300 to 380 feet in height and from 25 to 41 
feet in diameter. 

These trees constitute the only living relics of prehistoric times, 
and are estimated to be, the oldest of them, 4,000 years of age. 
They have attracted the attention and presence of the scientific 
world, and are regarded thereby as the finest of modern natural 
wonders; They are of great interest and attractiveness to the 
tourists of the world. i 
The area necessary for the holding and proper protection of 
these groves in one body is estimated at about 3,800 acres. They 
and this tract of land are held in private ownership, and are in 
immediate danger of sale and destruction for timber and lumber 
purposes. The movement for their acquisition, inangurated by 
the warning given by the California Club, a San Francisco asso- 
ciation of prominent and patriotic Pacific coast ladies, has given 
warning to the scientific, botanical, and wonder-admiring world 
of the impending menace and aroused a uniform demand there- 
from coming from every State for the acquisition by and owner- 
ship of these groves by the Federal Government. 

Calaveras grove, comprising about twenty-three hundred 
acres, has been bonded for $1,000, and I think the Secretary of the 
Interior will be able to execute another bond for about that sum, 
It is a question in which all the scientists of our country are in- 
terested, not only in California, but innumerable petitions have 
been ponring in upon us. 

This joint resolution has passed the House of Representatives 
without objection, and I think that at this time it would be inex- 
pedient to amend it. I therefore trust my friend from Massachu- 
setts will favor the passage of the joint resolution as it comes to 
us from the House of Representatives. Future legislation can 
then be had after determining the advisability of the purchase 
under the bond or to enter upon proceedings in a court for con- 
demnation. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, it becomes something of a fashion 
with the Senate when some question is made whether a bill may 
or may not be improved in its phraseology to say that it was pre- 
pared in the Department or that it was prepared by some worthy 
scientific body outside, seeming to imply that the gentlemen in 
the Departments or gentlemen in scientific bodies are much fitter 
for legislative duties than those sent here by the legislatures of 
the diiferent States. 

I said when I rose that I heartily sympathize with the purpose 
of the joint resolution. I said I did not wish to interfere with the 
management of the matter if any Senator hasit in charge. But 
I wish to suggest to my honorable friend now, while I will not 
move an amendment, but yield to his judgment, that if there were 
authority given to the Secretary of the Interior, which three lines 
would give, to take this land by condemnation, unless there is 
something peculiar in this situation, it would be a great saving 
to the Government. When we take lands for public buildings or 
other purposes in our bills we always couple it with the power to 
institute condemnation proceedings, and that brings a reasonable 
price. But I do not wish to interpose in so interesting a matter 
if the Senator from California thinks it ought not to be done now. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, concerning this matter I 
desire simply to say that I very heartily sympathize with the pur- 
pose contemplated by the joint resolution. It has not been my 
privilege to see these mammoth trees in California, but a few 
years ago I did visit a park in the vicinity of Santa Cruz where 
there are trees approximating in size these great trees that we 
now pro to have the Government protect. I was astounded 
to find that for the purposes of lumber some redwood trees, enor- 
mous in size, had been cut down in that park and that the van- 
dalism had gone on to such an extent that a rich woman in New 
York had purchased the park with her own money and had 
opened it to the public. What that rich woman has done to pro- 
tect the trees near Santa Cruz it seems to me the United States 
Government ought to do toward protecting these greater trees, 
which are the iration of the people of the entire country. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the joint resolution? 2 A 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it possible to have the joint resolution read 
for information again? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has been read. It will be 
read again if the Senator desires it. N 

Mr. LODGE. I should like very much to have it read again. 

The joint resolution was again read. i 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The 2 Was agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, I move that the joint resolution (S. R. 
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90) providing for the acquisition of certain lands in the State of 
California be indefinitely postponed, 
The motion was to. 


* PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Maritime 
Association of the Port of New York, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the personnel of the coast artillery; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Erie County Pharmaceutical 
Association, of Buffalo, N. V., praying for the repeal of the stam 
tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; whic 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 146, Retail 
Clerks’ Union, of Lockport, N. Y.,and a petition of Garland City 
Lodge, No. 194, International Association of Machinists, of Water- 
town, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the 
hours of daily service of laborers and workmen upon the public 
works of the United States, and also to protect free labor from 
prison competition; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. á 

Healso presented amemorial of the Musical Journal, of Buffalo, 
N. V., and a memorial of the Herald, of Panor HUL N. V., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York, praying for the enactment of legislation to admit the 
produci of Puerto Rico free of duty; which was ordered to lie on 

© table. 

He also presented a petition of the Medical Society of Albany 
County, N. Y., praying for the employment of women nurses in 
the military hospitals of the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the municipal assembly of New 
York City, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for 
the reconstruction of the post at Fort Hamilton, and also for the 
continuance of the shore road in and around the post or through 
me reservation; which was referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also presented petitions of Dr. M. D. Williams and 20 other 
citizens of Middleport, E. J. Decker and 35 other citizens of Far 
Rockaway, Maj. A. M. Hare and 90 other citizens of Oswego, and 
of Anderson Crowforth and 63 other citizens of Lockport, all in 
the State of New York, praying for the establishment of an Arm 
veterinary corps; which were referred to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. : 

Mr. FORAKER presented a petition of Encampment No. 23, 
Union Veteran Legion, of Washington, D. C., praying for the 
adoption of certain amendments to the pension laws relating to 
the granting of pensions to veterans of the Mexican war; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. LINDSAY presented the petition of A. T. McKinney and 
sundry other citizens of Elkton, Ky., praying that Silvia Miller, 
Silvia Bronough, and Bayley Peyton be granted pensions; which 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a memorial of the News, of Middlesboro, 
Ky., and a memorial of the Review, of Fairview, Ky., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Louisville, 
Ky., praying for a continuance of the free distribution by the 
Department of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the maritime, commer- 
cial, and trade organigations of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for 
a continuance of the P for the 1 of the Hydro- 
graphic Office of the Navy Department; which was referred to 
the Committee on A 8 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I present a joint resolution of the legis- 
lature of the State of Maryland, in favor of the passage of a bill to 
reimburse and indemnify the mayor and aldermen of Frederick. 
Md. It is a matter of some importance, and I ask that the joint 
resolution be read and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

By unanimous consent, the joint resolution was read and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, as follows: 

Joint resolution and memorial of the gona assembly of the State of Mary- 


land to the Congress of the United States for the passage of a bill to reim- 
burse and indemnify the mayor and aldermen of Frederick. 


Whereas on July 9, 1864, during the progress of the late civil war, the town 
of Frederick, in the State of Maryland, was sefzed by the Confederate army 
and General Jubal A. Early, and the said army, by way of retaliation against 
the Government of the United States for the destruction of property by the 
Union armies in the Confederate States of America, exacted from said town, 
under pain of the pillage and burning thereof, the sum of $200,000; and 

Whereas the State of Maryland faithfully satisfied all the requisitions 
made upon it by the Government of the Uni States in the prosecution of 
said war, and was entitled to receive for itself and thesaid town of Frederick 
from the Government of the United States protection against the invasions 
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and aggressions of the Confederate armies, and the said Government, after 
having taken and removed the home-defense forces of said State beyond its 
limits and control, failed to ee, with the uest of said State to provide 
for the defense thereof, and of the said town of Frederick as one of its mu- 
ties, against the invasion of the said Confederate ney, under General 
Early, and by reason of such failure of the Government of the United States 
the said invasion was Soe and the said town of Frederick was de- 
spoiled as aforesaid by war of retaliation against the said Government; and 
Whereas the said municipality, as a direct result of said exaction, has ever 
since been under the necessity of carrying a la bonded indebtedness, 
which has been a continuous and is a present ip to the citizens of said 
town, and it is just and equitable that the Government of the United States 
should assume the loss suffered by said town by reason of its loyalty to the 
Union and on account of a policy of retaliation directed against the said Gov- 
292%. ͤ ͤ ͤ ( Marasa. Tink tha Rensta Rnd th 
eO e assembly of Marylan a mate an 0 
House of Representatives of the Waited Benton of America in Con; 
assem be. and they are hereby, respectfully requested to 
riating the sum of $200,000, to be paid to the mayor and aldermen of 
erick, in the State of Maryland, as a reimbursement and indemnity for 
the loss sustained by the said municipality through the said reprisal and ex- 
action of the said Confederate army of invasion: it 
rther ved, That the secretary of state be, and he is hereby, re- 
quested to transmit under tho seal of this State a copy of the aforegoing reso- 
lution and memorial to each of the Senators and Representatives now in 
Congress from Maryland, with the request that they lay the same before 
their respective Houses in support of the measure hereinbefore mentioned. 
Given under our hands this 13th day of W 1900. 
f JOHN HUBNER, 


President of the Senate. 
LLOYD WILKINSON, 
Speaker of the House of Delegates. 
STATE OF MARYLAND, Sct: 


I, Allan Rutherford. clerk of the court of appeals of Maryland, do hereby 
certify that the foregoing isa full and true copy of the joint resolution of 
the general assembly of Star land, of which it purports to be a baie Sony taken 
from the original resolution belonging to and deposited in the o! 


a bill ap- 


ce of the 


clerk of the court of ap aforesaid. 
In testimony whereof I have hereunto set my hand as clerk and affixed the 
seal of the said court of appeals this 20th day of February. A. D. 1900. 


ALLAN RUTHERFORD, 
Clerk Court of Appeals of Maryland, 


STATE OF MARYLAND, EXECUTIVE DEPARTMENT. 


I, John Walter Smith, governor of the State of Maryland, do hereby cer- 
tify that Allan Rutherford is clerk of the court of appeals of Maryland, and, 
as such. 1 ot the acts and resolutions of the general es ip the State, 
— 0 that full faith and credit are due and ought to be given his acts as 


such. = 
In testimony whereof I have hereto set my hand and affixed the great seal 
155 1 Maryland on this 2lst day of February, in the year of our 


JNO. WALTER SMITH. 
By the Governor: 
[SeEAL.] WILFRED BATEMAN, Secretary of State. 


Mr. WELLINGTON presented memorials of the Antietam Daily 
Record, of Sh burg; the Medicus, of Fredericksburg: the St. 
cack fe Enterprise, of Leonardtown; the Poultry and Farm, of 
Baltimore; the Volks-Zeitung, of Baltimore, and the National 
Underwriter, of Baltimore, all in the State of Maryland, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
eecond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Baltimore, 
Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the 
reorganization of the artillery forces by discontinuing the regi- 
mental organization, etc.; which was referred to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No. 8065, 
American Federation of Labor, of Glezen, Ind., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to peoos free labor from prison compe- 
tition, and also to limit the hours of daily service of workmen and 
mechanics on the public works of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. * 

He also presented a petition of Honey Creek Grange, No. 1, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Terre Haute, Ind., praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the interstate- commerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a memorial of the Banner, of Bristol, Ind., 
and a memorial of the Berne Witness, of Berne, Ind.,remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called parcels-post bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FOSTER presented a petition of members of the Sunday 
school of Gull Harbur, Wash., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the manufacture and sale of alcoholic liquors in 
Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. NELSON presented the memorial of O. E. Reiersgord, of 
Ulen, Minn., and the memorial of E. L. De Lestry, of St. Paul, 
Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a petition of Company A, Third Regiment, 
National State Guard of Minnesota, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to improve the armament of the militia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Mr, HANNA presented a petition of sundry citizens of Ohio, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mx. GALLIN GER presented a memorial vs the North American 


Checker Board, of West Derry, N. H., remonstrating against 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. SHOUP presented a petition of the Commercial Club of 
Lewiston, Idaho, praying for the construction of a tem free 


the 


portage railroad around The Dalles of the Columbia, the use 
and as the means toward the construction of a ship canal with 
locks through The Dalles; which was referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. . 

Mr. PERKINS presented a petition of San Jose Grange, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of California, praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit all rebates or discriminations by public carriers; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the California State legislature, 
praying that appropriations be made forthe construction of roads 
in and about the Yosemite National Park; which was referred to 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Oakland, 
Cal., praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for a 
floating dry dock on San Francisco Bay ially for the use of 
ocean-going vessels; which was referred to Committee on Com- 
merce. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Pasadena, 
Cal., praying for the passage of the so-called ship-subsidy bill; 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Corning, Cal., 
remonstrating against the manufacture and sale of alcoholic 
liquors and the continuance of the prohibition of gambling and 
the opium trade in the Hawaiian Islands: which was referred to 
the Committee on the Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of the Geological Society of the 
Pacific, the Board of Trade of Oakland, the San Jose Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of San Jose, and of the Woman's Club of 
San Jose, all in the State of California, praying for the purchase 
by the Government of the Calaveras big trees of California for the 
purposes of a forest reserve; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

r. CULLOM presented the memorial of Thomas O'Connor and 
25 other citizens of Pana, III., remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called parcels-post bill: which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 409, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Chicago, III., remonstrating 
against the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free of duty; 
which was ordered to lie on the table, : 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Chicago, 
III., and a petition of Sweetzer, Pembrook & Co., of New York 
City, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the in- 
terstate-commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also e memorials of E. G. Mendenhall, of Kinmundy; 
M. S. McCoy, of Bowen; Grant M. Curtis, of Quincy; F. E. Lux, 
of Rochelle; Perry C. Ellis, of Quincy; Myron Jordan, of Moline; 
F. F. Keith, of Harvey; C. T. Kurz, of Highland, and E. E. Bur- 
son, of Litchfield, all in the State of Illinois, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Healso presented petitions of Local Union No. 16, Typographical 
Union, of Chicago; of Fort Scott Lodge, No. 377, International As- 
sociation of Machinists, of Chicago Heights; of Local Union No. 
119, Journeyman Barbers’ International Union; of Pontiac; of 
Local Union No. 702, United Mine Workers, of Carlinville, and 
of Local Union No. 393, Machinists’ Union, of Centralia, all in the 
State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect free labor from prison competition and also to limit the hours 
of daily service of laborers and mechanics upon public works of 
the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented the memorial of Alfred Bonneau, pub- 
lisher of La Justicé, of Biddeford, Me., remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. : 

Mr. QUARLES presented memorials of A. J. Leighton, of Chil- 
ton; Bronson & Glover, of Menasha; C. G. Himley, of Wabeno, 
and of Albert Haupert, all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


KIOWA, COMANCHE, AND APACHE INDIANS. 


Mr. HARRIS. I present additional papers pertaining to an 
amendment providing for the ratification of an agreement with 
the Kiowa, Comanche, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma, 
formerly a part of the Indian Territory, intended to be proposed 
to the lan appropriation bill. I move that the papers be 
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printed as a document and referred to the Committee on Indian 
irs. 
The motion was agreed to. 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3125) granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer; and 
Bis bill (S. 2832) granting an increase of pension to Margaret H. 

ent. > 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with amend- 
ments, and submitted reports thereon: 

Ba (H. R. 3067) granting an. increase of pension to Melvina 
ttles; 

A bill (S. 1954) granting a pension to Edward L. Ruby; 

A bill (S. 1242) to increase the pension of Adele W. Elmer; and 

A bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley. 

Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1619) granting a pension to Ella Cotton Conrad, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

MARTIN. from the Committee on the District of Columbia, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of Joseph 
Bacigaluppi, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. X 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 244) granting a pension to Mary Jane 
McLaughlin, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

o also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1909) granting a on to Ceclia A. Price, reported it 
with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to George W. Newell, 

rted it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 
reM . TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 8294) granting a pension to Louisa Moulton, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


MARY J. MORROW, 


Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] January 31, 1900, to report it with an 
amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 5, before the 
word “months,” to strike out twelve“ and insert six;” so as 
to make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, anthorized 
and directed to pay to Mary J. Morrow, widow of Christopher C. Morrow, 
deceased, late a clerk in the office of the Secret: of the Senate, a sum 
equal to six months’ salary at the rate paid to the said clerk per annum, said 
sum to be considered as including funeral expenses and all r allowances. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


EMILY M. JONES. 


_ Mr. JONES of Nevada. I am directed by the Committee to 
Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to 
whom was referred the resolution submitted by the Senator from 
New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] February 23, 1900, to report it 
with amendment, and I ask for its present consideration. 

The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded to consider the 
resolution. 

The amendment of the committee was, in line 5, before the 
word months,“ to strike out twelve” and insert ‘‘six;” so as to 
make the resolution read: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to 0 pay to Emily M. Jones, widow of Thaddeus A. Jones, late 
chief engineer of the 


eft United States Senato heating dnd ventilating depart- 
ment, a sum equal to six months’ at the rate id the said engi- 
neer by law; said sum to be consid as including funeral expenses and all 


other allowances. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3458) for the relief of Joseph 
Culley; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying paper, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3459) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to William Campbell; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3460) for the extension of 
V street NW.; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3461) to provide for the pur- 


chase of a site and the erection of a public building thereon at 

Hutchinson, in the State of Kansas; which was read twice by its 

285 ang referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
roun 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3462) for the relief of Alfred 
W. Kent; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3463) for the relief of Mrs. 
Bessie H. Lester; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3464) for the relief of Edward B. 
Harrison; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 8465) to provide an American 
register for the steamship Garonne; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. I 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3466) granting a pension 
to John F. Hutchinson; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SHOUP introduced a bill (S. 3467) granting a pension to 
Hellen Lang; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. . 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3468) granting a pension to 
Catherine Roe; which was read twice by it: title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3469) granting a pension to Mary 
A. Buford; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying paper, referred to the Committees on Pensions, 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3470) granting 
a pension to Rosalia Tejidor Brinckerhoff; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SULLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 3471) for the relief of 
Jacob Joyner; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committes on Claims. 

Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3472) granting a pension 
to Frances M. Roberts; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. HOAR submitted an amendment proposing to pay Lilino- 
kalani, late queen of the Hawaiian Islands, $250,000, intended to 
be propane y him to the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
propriate $2,000 for the maintenance of the Woman’s Clinic, 
intended to be 5 by him to the District of Columbia appro- 
priation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment proposing to appropriate 
$864,475 to pay 328 teachers of the A oq lic schools, at $500 each, 
intended to be Ligh, eg by him to District of Columbia ap- 
propriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. NELSON submitted an amendment intended to be 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

PRINTING OF A DOCUMENT, ' 

On motion of Mr. HOAR, it was 

Ordered, That Senate Document No. 62, Parts I and II, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
be printed for the use of tho Senate, 

COMMERCIAL STATISTICS. 


Mr. CULLOM submitted the eee ty td resolution; 
which was referred to the Commiitee on Printing: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives N That thero 
be printed for use asa public document 12,500 additional of each of the mono- 
graphs issued by the Bureau of Statistics of the Troa Department, enti- 
tled Commer China in Commercial Japan in 1899, the Russian Em- 
pire and the Siberian Railway, Commerce of Asia and Oceanica, reial 
Africa in 1809, American 8 Puerto Rico, the Hawaii 
pine, and Samoan Islands, Colonial Systems of the World, of whi 
ber 3,500 copies of each document shall be for the use of the Senate, 6.500 
copies for use of the House of resentatives, and 2,500 for use of the Bu- 
reau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. 

DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE, Mr. President, is the morning business completed? 
Mr. SIMON. Mr. President—— 
The Chair will receive morn- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ing business. 

Mr. HALE. I was going to suggest, if the debate is not to go 
on upon the conference report on the currency bill and no Senator 
is desirous of taking the floor for the purpose of making a speech, 
I should like to get up the diplomatic and consular appropriation 
Dua It will — 5 take very long. 


ON, Ifthe Senator from Maine will permit me, I will 
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state that I desire to submit some observations on 1 
lution, and at a later hour the Senator from Nebraska 
desires to take the floor on the financial bill. Isho 

time to call up the resolution relative to the vacant seat rena 


Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Ar. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska „ ALLEN] 
gave notice last night that he would makea on the con- 


Mr. HALE. Then, as the Senator from 
FTT 3 
consular appropriation bill to-day, but will give notice that I shall 
try to get it up to-morrow morning after the routine morning 
business. It ought to be passed. It has been standing here for a 
long period, and will not consume much time, 


NATIONAL ASSOCIATION OF MANUFACTURERS, 


Mr. e ee, Will the Senator from Oregon yield to me for 
just a mom 

Mr. SIMON. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON, 
(S. 2692) to incorporate the National Association of Manufac- 
turers be put upon its passage. It is a short bill which passed at 
the last session. The report is only about five lines long. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from ïs asks 
unanimous consent for the present consideration of a bill which 
will be read to the Senate in full for its information. 

The Secretary read the bill. 


ro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 


Mr, PETTUS. T should like to know why it is that in a bill of 
this sort the corporation should have unlimited powers to own 


Mr. 
I Ae | to ask unanimous consent that the bill | occasioned 


Mr. SPOONER, Is it a long bill? 


The PRESIDENT tempore. It is pretty long. 
Mr. TELLER. I object to the eee ee of the bill. 
Mr, SPOONER. Let it go over. 
Mr. TELLER. I will not object to the Senator calling it up at 
some other time. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Objectionismade. The Sena- 


willing | tor from Oregon is recognized. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 

Mr. SIMON, Lask for the reading of the resolution reported 
from the Committee on Privileges and Elections. 

The Secretary read the ee as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Mat 8 is not entitled to take his seat 
CCC vania. 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, the senior Senator from Montana 
[Mr. CARTER] on day, in the discussion of this resolution 
and in explanation of his intention to vote to seat Mr. Quay, not- 
withstanding the fact that but two years ago, za much 
stronger case, he had refused to vote to seat Mr. Cor has this 
to say in ee his course: 

was 3 e 98988 
Oregon had failed to elect, and its fail- 
. Mitchell had 


Lags 


until its of = 

tt was the inspiring force red by 7 members oi the Sen er 
was re 

belief, vot#s were influenced, cast, and recorded against 


8 5 aud once Ke perty. aie 15 ding of th and,acting upon that 
MASON. the Senator ear the reading o o | him. 
sport ie report is very short—it explains the matter. It isa | ¢,sacthority issuing them to the meaner. in which they were obtained by 
tion without profit and not for the purposes of fit. the fora a to ny knowledge, my- 
Pg alae ty I should like to hear the report read before the — pera voted A seating pp i solely on son that he 
ut on cripple the government of his State. 
he PRESIDE T pro tempore. The report will be read. The is distinctly made here by the senior Senator from 


Has permission been granted for the considera- 
tion of he bi tempore. It has not yet been ted. 
ro B, not ye gran 
TELLER. a 


Mr. . Itake the liberty of objecting, because there 
are other that ought to A sd on to-day. 

Mr. MASO Of course if e lie eee mati foe 
have to go over; but the bill has been read; report is not five 
Ines long; the the Senate before without objection; 


it is a corporation without profit; and it will not take one minute 
en age gy teks let the report be read. 

I think it very apparent that there will be some 
discussion. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I only want to have two amendments made. 
They are very simple, If they are acce I think there will be 
no objection to the bill. Oneis to ə out the words lands, 
tenements, and hereditaments,” so that the corporation will have 
no authority to hold land and deal in land transactions, and the 
8 JFC , amend, or repeal 

eac 

Mr. MASON.’ That is all right. There is no objection to the 
53 It will not take one minute, if the Senator Will let 


it go thro 
T. TE . Ido not know what the bill is, and I do not 
know whether anyone is giving any attention to it, but if it will 
only take a few moments I shall at | object. I shall reserve the 
right to object. 
Mr. MASON. Then just hear the reading of the short report. 
Mr. TELLER. I reserve the right to object. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. The report will be read. 
Tho 3 read the report submitted by Mr. Mason on the 
7th ultimo, ollows: 
The Committee on Manufactures, eer was referred the bill 7 “red 
be 8 the National Association of Manufacturers, submit the 
The object of this bill is to fi ` 
E EA Bees end fates 
proper direction to the pode Px to that and extend the fa- 
cilities of 5 a doch at home and ab 
proper methods for advancing the manufacturing 
the commerce of the whole country. The offi 
in the bill are the present officers of the National Association of Manufac- 
—.— and consist of well-known citizens interested in in 
half the States of the Union; it is believed the adoption of 
will give 1 to the association that will aid it in zes landatle 
and for reason your committee recommend 


The PRESIDENT tempore. Is there objection tothe present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. SPOONER. Soni eee 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has just been read. 


charge 
77ͤĩͤ vb 
Mr. Corbett had corrupted the members of the Oregon ps pears 
prevented an organization of the house, and defeated e return 
of Mr. Mitchell, who was the choice of the people of the State of 

on for Senator from that State. 

President, it had not been my purpose to discuss this ques- 
tion. I intended to content m myself with casting my vote in ac- 
cordance with my convictions, I ean not, ee ores permit this 
unjust and untrue charge, made b Senator 

from Montana, nor the assertion 1 Senator from 
Nevada some days since, that Mr. Corbett was responsible for 
the demoralization of the Oregon legislature, to remain unchal- 


I wasa member of that legislature, and I believe that I am fa- 
miliar with the circumstances and causes that led to the fail- 
ure of the house of representatives to organize and the failure of 
the legi e to elect a Senator, and I desire to say now, without 

tion, that Mr. Corbett was in no wa Tay rapona for 
either the failure of the house to organize or failure of the 
L ture to elect a Senator, 

connection with this statement I wish to add that Mr. Cor- 

bett was not a candidate for election to the Senate; neither had he 
any inclination in that direction; nor had he any desire to prevent 
the organization of the house. ‘On the contrary, as a citizen of 
that State and largely interested in its affairs and in its material 
development and progress, he was particularly anxious that the 
legislature should organize and that certain e ee of a reme- 
dialand economic character that was in contemplation then under 
discussion in the public press, should be enacted, and also that a 
Senator in line with the policy of the incoming Administration 
should be elected. 

The assertion of the senior Senator from Montana that Mr. 
Mitchell was the choice of the . — of Oregon for reelection, 
and that at the election for mem of the legislature of 1897 Mr. 
dee had succeeded in about the election of a jorge 

of the members that were favorable to his return to 

5 not borne out by the facts, and is contrary to deg 1 
understand the truth to be. The very best evidence of my asser- 
tion is the fact that at no meeting of the piat convention that Mr. 
Mitchell's friends held for the purpose of endeavoring to secure 
his return to theSenate was there ever present a sufficient number 
of members to about such election. The effort was made 
and persisted in by Mr. Mitchell from the very commencement of 
the session until its close to secure a majority of the members 
of the legislature who would vote for the return of Mr. Mitchell 
to the Senate; but in his efforts to accomplish this he met with 
no success, 
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The failure of the house to organize is attributable to Mr. Mitch- 


ell, and to him alone. Not that Mr. Mitchell was averse to or not 
inclined to have the house organize. On the contrary, he was de- 
sirous of securing an organization of the house, but such organi- 
zation, if . ed, must be consistent with and in his inter- 
est. The cause of the failure of the house to organize was 
because of a strife over the election of speaker and a contest over 
some proposed radical legislation that the members of the house 
were almost evenly divided upon, and above all on account of di- 
vision on the financial question. The membership of the house 
consisted of Republicans, Silver Republicans, Democrats, and 
Populists. The Republicans were shghtly in the majority, but 
they did not have the necessary two-thirds required by the consti- 
tution to form a quorum. It was claimed that Mr. Mitchell had 
promised his support to two of the leading candidates for speaker, 
one a gold-standard Republican and the other a Silver Repub- 
lican, and both of them insisted upon the fulfillment of the pledge 
they claimed to have had from him. This was the real cause of 
the failure of the house to organize, and was what brought about 
Mr. Mitchell's defeat. 

Mr. Mitchell had been up to the time of the election of President 
McKinley an ardent advocate of the free coinage of silver. He 
spoke for free silver in season and ont of season and in Congress 
and out of Congress. Upon the sopan of the St. Louis plat- 
form and the consequent election of McKinley, and the election 
of a Republican legislature in Oregon that was very largely in 
favor of the gold standard, Mr. Mitchell discovered that he wasin 
a very peculiar and embarrassing ition, and from the time of 
the November election of 1896 until the present hour no one has 
ever been able to get a public expression from Mr. Mitchell as to 
how he stands upon the financial question. The Silver Republic- 
ans, Democrats, and 7 that comprised one-half the mem- 
bership of the house, all of whom believed in the free coinage of 
silver, feared that owing to his jew ee of McKinley, and there- 
fore incidentally of the St. Louis platform, that Mr. Mitchell had 
abandoned his views upon the silver question, and many of the 
gold-standard . because of his theretofore well-known 
views u the silver question and of his refusal or failure to give 
any public expression upon the subject, had no confidence in his 
conversion to the gold standard and distrusted the intimations 
pa out by his friends and adherents that Mr. Mitchell would no 

onger advocate the free coinage of silver and would stand upon 
the St. Louis platform and advocate the financial policy of the 
Republican party if reelected to the Senate. Neither the advo- 
cates of free silver nor the advocates of the gold standard were 
satisfied, and Mr. Mitchell, seeking to ride two horses, fell between 
them and was lost. 

Mr. Mitchell had always had more or less connection and polit- 
ical fellowship with those who op the policy of the Republican 
party, and on at least one occasion when elected to the Senate it 
was made possible only by Democratic votes. Because of this 
friendly relation it was believed by many Republican members 
that the claim made by those in opposition to the Republicans, 
that Mr. Mitchell had promised to aid them in securing certain 
legislation which was desired by them and opposed to the policy 
of the Republican party, was not altogether without merit. At 
any. rate, because of the division of the members of the house 
over the election of speaker, division upon the financial question, 
and fear of the passage of legislation upon which there was great 
division, the house failed to organize. Under the constitution of 
the State a quorum of each house consists of two-thirds of the 
members elected thereto. When the opposition to Mr. Mitchell 
became convinced that it was his purpose to ignore the promises 
claimed to have been made to them respecting the election of a 
speaker and in regard to the legislation desired, they concluded 

t they would delay the organization of the house so as to defer 
the election of Senator one week. 

There was no purpose at that time of preventing an organiza- 
tion of the house; simply a desire to gain time in which to enforce 
compliance with the promises made. The temporary organization 
of the house was not effected in the interest of Mr. Mitchell, but 
in opposition to him, and after Mr. Mitchell’s friends discovered 
that they were unable to secure a quorum or even a majority of 
the members of the house to attend its sessions and do his bidding, 
they determined, by high-handed and reyolutionary methods, 
to usurp the organization and effect a permanent organization 
not in succession to but in spite of and ignoring the temporary 
organization that had been lawfully effected. hen this course 
was outlined and adopted, it incensed the other members of the 
house, and they refused to be bound by such revolutionary 
methods, and refused to rate with those members who were 


willing to do Mr. Mitchell's bidding, and refused to attend the 
sessions of the house. This condition continued until feeling be- 
tween the rival parties became very bitter and intense, and it 
became apparent that no organization of the house could be effected, 
and after wasting several weeks in a vain attempt to arrive at an 
understanding the members dispersed 


and returned to their homes. 


I Sony np imputation that Mr. Corbett contributeà money to 
bring about or that he in any way brought about the conditions I 
have detailed. He had no interest or purpose in sodoing. Ihave 
no hesitation in asserting that Mr. Corbett had no part whatever 
in bringing about the failure of the house to organize, and for the 
reasons stated such failure is to be attributed to Mr. Mitchell, and 
to him alone, and whatever demoralization there was of the legis- 
lature was caused by Mr. Mitchell, and not by Mr. Corbett. 

I want also to assert in the most itive manner that if there 
was any improper or corrupt methods adopted or used in connec- 
tion with the failure of the legislature to organize or the failure 
to elect a Senator Mr. Corbett was not directly or indirectly con- 
nected therewith or responsible therefor. 

Mr. President, I regret the necessity for discussing this case or 
making this statement, but I could not remain silent after hearing 
the charges against Mr. Corbett, so earnestly made by Senators, 
who I have no doubt believed them to be true, but have been mis- 
led and deceived. Mr. Corbett is one of the foremost men of the 


Northwest. Heis 88 of high moral character and of the 
strictest 8 e is conscientious in the discharge of every 
dutyrequiredofhim, He is high minded and honorable, and would 


scorn to do an unworthy act. No one in Oregon has done more 
toward the upbuilding and bringing about the material develop- 
ment of that State than he. No one has contributed more to chari- 
table and educational purposes than he, and no one stands higher 
in the estimation of the people of that State than does Mr. Corbett. 
No one knowing him will believe the charges that have been pub- 
licly made on the floor of the Senate against him. 

Mr. President, in addition to this statement, which I felt in duty 
bound to make in justice to Mr. Corbett, I shall now submit a few 
observations concerning the right of Mr. Quay toa seat in the 
Senate upon the appointment of Governor Stone, of Pe lyania, 

I take it for granted that the facts of this case are so well under- 
stood that a statement of them is unnecessary. The Constitution 
provides that— . 

The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 

each State, chosen by the legislature thereof, for six years. 
The Senate is a body which represents the States, and the equal- 
ity of the States, whether large or small, is maintained by allot- 
ting to each equal representation. As vacancies were liable to 
occur during the recess of the legislatures of the States, in order 
to secure continuous, full, and equal representation to all of 
them, it became necessary for the Constitution to make provi- 
sion for filling vacancies; otherwise a State, or States, might be 
deprived of its representation in whole or in part during such 
recess, when interests of vital importance to the States and the 
highest moment to the National Government demanded the pres- 
ence of a full quota of Senators. To provide for such contingency 
the framers of the Constitution formulated this clause: 

If vacancies happen by resignation, or otherwise, during the recess of the 
legislature of any State, the executive thereof may make temporary appoint- 
ments until the next meeting of the legislature, which then fill such 
vacancies, 

This clause was intended solely to preserve the representation 
of the States by providing a method for filling vacancies occurring 
in the Senatorial office during the recess of their legislatures by 
temporary appointments of the executives of the States, Ican 
readily agree with those who argue for the seating of Mr. Quay, 
that the thought uppermost in the mind of the Convention was the 
method to be devised for filling vacancies which were liable to 
occur during the interim between the sessions of the legislatures 
as a means of preserving representation among the States, and 
that, for the purposes of the case, vacancies were treated as given 
facts; and how to fill them and by whom when the legislatures of 
the States were not in session, so that the particular States affected 
by such vacancies should not be deprived of any part of their rep- 
resentation, was the 5 which engaged the attention of the 
Convention; and while there is force in the argument of those 
who oppose this contention, I should, if this were an original ques- 
tion and free from its otherwise quasi-judicial determination by 
the Senate, agree with the contention that, in framing this clause, 
the Convention was not aiming to specify the particular cases 
which constituted a vacancy, but to provide a method for filling 
all vacancies, however occurring, between the sessions of the legis- 
lature, to the end that full and equal representation should be pre- 
served to each State. 

A distinguished member of this body, in an earlier discussion of 
the subject, said: 

The Constitution abhors a vacancy in the Senate as much as nature abhors 
d vacuum. 

The effect of vacancies in office, if long continued, is to impair 
the powers and retard the operation of government. They pro- 
duce, so to speak, a hiatus which disturbs the orderly administra- 
tion of public affairs unless speedily filled. They are regarded by 
lawgivers as an evil so injurious to the body politic that all gov- 
ernments provide in their constitutions or laws methods for 
promptly Alling them. Nor is it of any consequence how the 
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vacancies occur, whether by resignation, official delinquency, or 
otherwise, the evils resulting from them are just the same, and 
are only to be averted by promptly providing them with incum- 
bents. 


The framers of the Constitution well understood that vacancies 
could not exist in the Senate for any length of time without im- 
pairing the right of representation and entailing its consequent 
evils before the States and nation. Hence, when the Convention 
came to frame the clause under consideration, the cardinal idea 
in their mind was not how vacancies might occur, but how they 
should provide a method for filling them during the recess of 
the legislature, and by whom such vacancies should be filled, so 
that no State should be deprived for any considerable length of 
time of its full and equal representation in the Senate. As the 
Senators were chosen by the legislatures of the States, they pro- 
vided, if the Senatorial office became vacant when the legislature 
was not in session, that the governor might fill it by temporary 
appointment until its next session. In this way and by this con- 
struction full and equal representation is secured continuously to 
the States, which is manifestly the chief object of this clause. 
Although I have always entertained this view of the clause of the 
Constitution under discussion, and therefore believed that Mr. 
Corbett was clearly entitled to a seat as a member of the Senate 
under the appointment of the governor of Oregon, I find that this 
view is not in harmony with the construction given this clause of 
the Constitution by the Senate. 

As was shown by the distinguished Senator from Tennessee, 
who argued in favor of the resolution now under consideration, 
during a period of seventy-five years the Senate has never ađmit- 
ted the appointee of a 8 when the legislature has had an 
opportunity to elect and failed to do so. 

mitting consideration of the earlier cases and coming down to 
the cases still fresh in our recollection, we find that in the Mantle 
case the Senate expressly declared that where the legislature of a 
State has had an opportunity to elect and failed to do so, in con- 
sequence of which a vacancy exists, the governor is not author- 
ized to fill it by a temporary appointment. In the Corbett case 
the Senate by a more decisive vote carried the principle still fur- 
ther, and held that where a legislature failed to organize and by 
reason thereof had no opportunity to elect a Senator, in conse- 
ence of which a vacancy occurred, there was no such material 
difference in the facts of the two cases that alike principle should 
not govern them, and declined to recognize the appointment of 
the governor and refused to seat Mr. Corbett. 

In the Corbett case, not only was the legislature not in session 
when the vacancy happened, but the legislature had not been able 
2 organize, and therefore was unable to perform its constitutional 

uty. 

Mr. Quay’s case is not nearly so strong upon its facts as either the 
Mantle case or the Corbett case, as the vacancy in his case occurred 
during a session of the legislature, and for a long period after the 
vacancy occurred this legislature was in session Pen ides, te 
- elect a Senator. If in the Corbett case, where the legislature had 
never organized and of course could not be and was not iu session 
when the vacancy occurred, the appointment of the governor 
would not be recognized by the Senate, how, then, in the Quay 
case, where the. legislature was in session when the vacancy oc- 
curred, and the constitution of that State requires the governor 
to convene the legislature for the purpose of filling any vacancy 
existing in its representation in the Senate, can it be consistently 
contended that the appointment of the governor of Pennsylvania 
should be respected and Mr. Quay given his seat, when Mr. Cor- 
bett, upon a much stronger case only two years before that time, 
was denied a seat? Mr. Quay was a member of this body when 
the Corbett case was under discussion, and he evidently concluded 
that the governor had no right to appoint a Senator in that case. 

An examination of the record in the Corbett case discloses the 
fact that when the vote was taken upon the question of seating 
Mr. Corbett Mr. Quay was paired in opposition thereto. If the 
unbroken line of precedents during a period of seventy-five years 
is now to be cast aside and Mr. Quay is to be given a seat in this 
body, how will it be possible for the Senate to atone for the great 
wrong done Mr. Corbett, in which wrong Mr. Quay was an active 
participant? Or is it true, as contended for by some of the sup- 
porters of Mr. Quay, that in the consideration of future cases in- 
volving the question of the right of a governor to appoint to a 
vacant seat in the Senate each case is to be determined upon the 
personality of the appointee? It seems to me, upon every principle 
of justice, Mr. Quay ought to be estopped from claiming the ben- 
efit of the rule of construction invoked by Mr. Corbett, which 
would now secure to him (Mr. Quay) a seat in the Senate upon a 
less meritorious state of facts, when he did not see his way clear 
to sustain the rule by voting for Mr. Corbett’s admission. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Calendar under Rule 
VIII is in order. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, with the permission of the Sen- 
ate I should’ be glad, by unanimous consent, to be granted a mo- 


ment to say a word in reply to the observations of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. SMON]. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. If there be no objection, the 
Senator will proceed. The Chair hears no objection. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, the statements made by me yes- 
terday with reference to the Corbett case were not e with a 
view to any assault upon Mr. Corbett personally, nor were they 
actuated by any desire to become intermingled with the politics of 
the State of Oregon. 

I assigned as a reason for the vote Icast against Mr. Corbett the 
belief then entertained by me, and now entertained by me, that 
the proceeding which resulted in the appointment of Mr. Corbett 
toa seat in the Senate was a revolutionary proceeding to which 
he was a party. 

The legislature of Oregon was elected after a very spirited cam- 
paign, during which John H. Mitchell, then a Senator, was a 
candidate for reelection. Mr. Mitchell made a campaign of that 
State as a candidate for reelection. It appears by the record un- 
challenged that the legislature elected was a ate ga legisla- 
ture, a legislature belonging to the party to which Mr. Mitchell 
belonged. That legislature sought to organize. A majority of 
its members in caucus made Mr. Mitchell the caucus nominee by 
# unanimous vote, the name of no other person being presented 
to the Republicans of that legislature as a candidate for Senator. 

Mr. Brownell, who was president of the joint assembly of the 
State, in a letter dated Oregon City, Oreg., March 10, 1897, di- 
rected to The Honorable the Chairman of the Committee on 
Privileges and Elections, United States Senate,” outlines in such 
clear and lucid language what occurred that, with the permission 
of the Senate, I will ask the Secretary to read the letter as a part of 
my remarks, - . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there be no objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

OREGON CITY, OREG., March 10, 1897. 


To the Honorable the Chairman of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, United States Senate, Washington, D. C. 


My Dran Sin: In view of the fact that I was elected by the joint assembly 
of the members of the Oregon legislature at its late session, met for the pur- 
pose of electing a United States Senator in Congress, in accordance with the 

rovisions of the act of Congress, as presiding oiicer of that joint assembly, 

, being a member also of the State senate from kamas County, deem it 
but proper, in view of the fact that our governor co ioned one of 
our citizens as Senator, that I should make to you and to the other members 
of your committee a plain statement of facts in connection with the late 
meeting of the O n legislature. 

The gon le ture is composed in all of 90 members—30 in the senate 
ond 60 in the house. The membership politically of this legislature was as 

ollows: 


Elected as Republicans June, 1898s ͥ—ffj . 22 eden one eens enn n eens ceenee 
Elected as Democrats June, 1806 
e ee Gram int 3 


HOUSE. 


Elected as Republicans in June, 1896 
Elected as Populists in June, 1806. 
Elected as Bimetallists in June, 1898... 
Elected as Democrats in June, 1896 


Of the 40 elected as Republicans in June, 1896, two, namely, Representa- 
tive Bourne, of Multnomah County, and Representative ey, of Marion 
Coane left the party in November and supported an. 

While there is no limit in the constitution of our State to the term of a 
le@islature in Oregon, there is a limit of the pay. Members can only receive 
pey for forty days, hence it has been the universal custom heretofore for tha 

egis'ature to ourn sine die at the end of forty da They have never 
heretofore sat beyond that more than a day once or twice. 

Our legislature, under the constitution and laws of our State, meets bien- 
nially on the second Monday of January. The legislature met on that day, 
Monday, January II, last. All the members were present in both senate and 
house— in the senate and do in the house. The senate, on the first day of 
meeting, effected a full permanent organization by the election of Joseph 
Simon, a senator from Multnomah County, as president of the senate, a 
full set of other officers. 

The House, on the first day of the session, all the members being present, 
proceeded without qualifying, toeffect alegal, temporary organization, by the 
election of Representative Davis, of Umatilla County, as temporary speaker 
and hee Moody, of Multnomah County,as temporarysecretary. The house 
meu. ions pr g to permanent organization, adjourned over until 

e nex 7. 

Tuesday, January 12, 20 members of the house that is to say, the 13 popu- 
lists, the g bimetallists, and 3 of the 4 Democrats, and 10 elected as Republi- 
cans—refused to come into their seats and refused to be qualified. Davis. who 
had been elected temporary oponer, and who was in sympathy with those 
remaining out, although he k his seat as presiding ocer, refused to 
quality and refused to entertain any motion whatever, 2 a motion toad- 

ourn from dax to day. This house then adjourned until the next day, con- 
tinuing to do this for several days, at the end of which time the 3 remain- 
ing Democrats, 1 of the Democrat; having been in his seat from the first, 
came in and qualified, the 30 5 and 1 Democrat having been duly 
sworn in by the chief justice of the supreme court on the second day of the 
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speskes, $5 proceeded to a permanent 8 the house by the 
election of E ative r of organiza enion unty, as permanent 
pes ig cad anda ale set ot ent officers. constituted what is known 
hotno ˙ . every means 

ine their powe fr power, Uy a to induce the 27 members to 
and prennent end their seats, which they continued to refuso 

SE the second Tuesday the organization cf this Benson house, there 
members present in the house, a resolution was adop tot sad; 


that as there had been no 3 — 


Presiden’ 
ization of the ie ho the time 


tors on. = floor, first, that 


the Benson 
3 that whilo it is true the constitution of the S State. of 
a 


di 
did not — this joint assembly. 
of the sen- 


li sea = y that —— 
mem 

ip elected; an bers present, 

saw until 12 . meridian of 


day 


ae be no Sobe Tok for Senator unless 
that being a 8 of the . 
but 42 5 en a motion 


h Republi 
N to into the joint assembly, provided the 
nuren to ma 3 ein ten day to fay, and on Friday pre- 
house > 
of that house, 3 8 Y 


tives or the joint — = 8 the temporary 

who went 8 the farco port meeting from r Davis, day and adjourning, but 
who never took the oath of office until after the two houses had adjourned 
and gone home. 


There is a provision 2 the 5 ot how an office shall 
828 Am it declares any olor shall become va- 


cant “by a failure or — 2 See Oregon aa ) 

Tho Benson house, some jaye before final adjournmen ed a concur- 
rent resolution fixing the ie for adjournment of the two houses. 
This was adopted unanimously, was sent tothesenate. President Simon put 
itin his nis pocket, and rg pE hi it before the senate, 

Piy Tuesday, the 23d of February, a resolution was ‘offered in the senate 

12 0 ‘clock meridian the next Wednesday, the 24th, for ournment 
arg ieofthesenate. This was not aconcurrentresolution. ent Simon 
declared it out of order because it was not a concurrent resolution. On an 
u pee), tos however, from this ruling, the chair was overruled by a vote of 17 to 
ind day arrived, Wednesda 12 o’elock meridian, February 24 

ae othe 4 7 y yi „12 00% 

Simon refused to declare the senate ad, — sine die, but entertained a 
2 5 that the senate should NT until 
he usual Althong) 


ore than term, 
rotnsed to take the oath of office came in and were malldel. 
ten to act as Speaker. They went the — 
a weck longer, adjourning from day to day, 
absent members; sent out ser; 
qualified and d bech there P E A N their duty ae eho tarm. 
bers defied these pretended sergeants-at- arms. 
violence to make a: 
President ent through the farce of ee oa cas 
day with six or t sil ob se of the Senate, when ogee he entertained a 
mo Zo ORONA as did the house, and the miserable farce 
eager, Pp the legislature, January 1l, 47 Republicans, or more than 
ET of tho members of the legislature ure, signed a call fora 
caucus (see was held at tho with th 
caucus, which was held at the time designa 
Present 0 7 persons 
— by letter and telegram, roe 
33... 
va VOC v name a Senator, 
8 present, and was declared the unanimous nominee of the Repub- 
lican party for Senator. 
It must be further stated that for over a week before the final 
es finding 


two houses, game was as to 
power to induce the quao and fo th to unite on some other 


Re publican and slect him Senator. On the 18th of nig gat ler addressed a 

lecker to the Republican conference, a a corr oE ot 8 oe ig! attach and 

mark it Exhibit. A” and make a part of letter. he 
of which I . 


another r to conference, 2 Soom, 
it Pennie B Be and make S a part of this letter. 


In addition, Mr. Mitchell came pe y before the Republican confer- 
ence and stated he to unite on — — of about à dozen different 
Republicans of the State be induced to join 

ear in npg yi eg —.— = nongoa: In tion Mr. Mitchell named 


whom kar would a cheerfully support; 

on. George H Attorney-General of the United States; 

Hon Sol Hirsch, chairman of the ublican State central committee from 

the State of Ore: pogon, Hon. Charles W.Fulton, late State senator, late Presi- 

dential 2 2 the Harrison campaign, and one of the prominent 
epu State; Hon. E. B. Watson, late justice 
court of the Steins Hon. F. A. 1 present chief justice 

court of the State; Hon. 1 rmann, Ia 


Hon. J. C. Fullerton, circuit judge "Fudge Eakin, 
late circuit judge; Lionel J. Falter, late ton circuit jn 
certain also, Mr. U commu 


know 

other leaders of the on ee 5185 willingness y 
would come in, on any one of these entlemen, but w but was oe with the answer 
er ee would support SA a excep t Henry W. Corbett, and furthermore, that 
Jonathan Bourne, w. A i asa Republican ir in June, 1898, pa 
supported an in Sateen must be elected speaker of the house. To 
these propositions neither Mr. Mitchell nor any one of his supporters would 
conse! 


mt. 
The facts of history in connection with this legislature goe that it 
shouid be further stated that the present governor of the State, Governor 
Lord, was understood from the ning to the end to be in 5 — pathy 
with and supported all this combination of Populists k 
and which com ion was su 
the Ore; 
facts of hi 
held 
amount of esac g finally 
poing far beyond that of the election or Y defeat of an. one man for the Senate. 
became a 3 us to whether the wheels vernment should be 
stopped ppan amta Seri who, unless they conld have their way, both as to the 
election of speaker of the house and the United States Senato: ref 
to take the oath of Office and thus absolutely obstru 
of a Senator, but the enactment of an 
members of the | and, to the credit, two Democrats in the 
0 these 8 aa the: 5 of United 
have a ss 
States 3 by vag nes t governor of the — — who on u part; 
every one here knows, can ve the sanction of Senate het United 
States, and be made a precedent which it would be right to follow in the fu- 
e pod seems to me, and as it seems toa a gront Zn) of the Repub- 
£ this State, as I believe, a fatal blow is struck at the very existence 
7 — our e e both State and national. Toae two Tas. aap all 


the 60 members of the house of represen ope ee Su 
22 sf hoses Sime. 2 membersof the — 

Repu llmem of the senate d su „fi T- 
moro We should have a Democratic 3 then if the precedent sought to 
be established now should then be followed, all that it would be 


doin order todefeat the will of the 79 Re: 
ture would bo for the 11 Democrats of the senate to refuse to be 

ed, and thus block the election of a Senator, and block all legislation, leay- 

ing it ms the Democratic governor to appoint a 5 


connection Ih. I may be that. in my judgmen’ 

four-fifths of all the 1 of the State desired the lat we of Nr 
Mitchell. I the honor of stumping the State in part with him for McKinley 
and tober, and I Lam thoroughly familiar with the sen- 
timent of the le of the State, especially in thisregard. 
His defeat in the only be accomp: in the way in which 
it was acco: FTT 
take the oath pf office. 


nthe wy end go gine ge i geai ype wooed letter. The situation has 
seemed to demand that some one, at least, thoroughly familiar with the his- 
tory of the late ite tones in this! State, should b: the facts to your atten- 
tion. I may. add ournal entries of the respective houses, if they can bo 
had, will in a great measure bear me out in what I have here said. 


lam, yours, y à 
ae ait z GEORGE C. BROWNELL, 
President Joint Assembly of Oregon. 


[To the Republican conference.] 
SALEM, OREG., February 18, 1897. 
Hon. SAMUEL HUGHES, 


Chairman Republican Conference, Salem, Oreg. 

My DEAR Str: On and prior to Tuesday, January 14, 1897, 47 of the Repub- 
lican members of the l ture, being one more than a ority of all mem- 
bers entitled to seats in the two oem mene a call for a Republican Sena- 
torial caucus to meet in the hall of the house of representatives in this city, 
3 January li, at 7 8 m. The following is an exact copy 


of such call 
ed Republicans and R ican members of the legis- 


“We, the unde epubli 
lature of the State of Ore; believing as we do in maintaining and A pasate 
the prin 


party caucus, do hereby a su nting 
thereto, that we 1 meetin (ag nde Ar caucus on Thursday, the 14th day of Jan- 
uary, 1897, in the hall ouse of Age pur pear in Salem, Oreg., at 7 


o'clock p. m., and i after organization by the selection of a presiding officer 
two secretaries, will, by a viva voce vote as our names are called, express our 
preference for a en te for United States Senator, and wo hereby agree 
to for United States Senator by our vote in t ture per- 
son whoshall at such caucus receivea majority of all the votes cast therein. 
“ Benson, Bridges, U. wan, Cal h, „Chapman, 
Conn, Craig, Crawford, David, Dawson, ver, Gesner,Gowan, 
Gurdane, mon, ——.— Hobson, e. H Hudson, 
n J * cClung, 


Mi „Balm, terson (I. L.). Price, 
Heed, Higby, Smith (3 J. 9 5 Boe , Somers, Bt Stanley, Taylor, omas, 


Senator Carter, íd not the call for caucus, but gave 
— of Benton County Qia m ep e 


of the caucus he would 20 pe peng tet ny BG 
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In and place named therein, 
„ ee the same evening, unanimously nominated by an open 
Pegler nen cae mombor responding to the call of the roll, as your can- 
didate and the candidate of the 5 United States Senator 

March such 


tor the full term coms Tyg = A — e ar 8 th had 
e as a were presen as foll 
Senator M ot 8 eanet. O of Marion Coun 
resentative Riddle, of Douglas Co e 5 


unable to be present, sent to 
read in the caucus before 


is a copy: 
SALEM, OREG., January 14, 1897. 
To the chairman and members of the Republican caucus to be held by the Re- 
present session of the legislature for the pur- 


publican members o; Oregon 
pose of 5 candidate for the United States Senate. 


GENTLEMEN: I regret to state that I have been called home and will be 
unable to be present at the caucus to be held this evening. I wish to say, 
however, ee resent I should vote for Senator J. H. Mitchell; but if the 
caucus wb gga er ee ager I will support him, it being my 


intention, I amare you, to abide by the will of the majority and to support 
the nominee of your caucus. 


Ve 0 
12 8 TOLBERT CARTER. 
Senator Gesner sent verbal word by Senator Patterson, of Marion, as I 
have been advised, that he was detained by serious illness.of a member of 
his family, but — would abide by the decision of the caucus. 

Senator being suddenly called away to his home at Dallas by the 
serious illness of | littié girl, sent me a telegram on his arrival in Dallas on 
the evening of the cancus, of which the following is a copy: 

DALLAS, OREG., January I, 1597. 
Hon. Jonx H. MITCHELL, 
Willamette Hotel, Salem, Oreg.: 

I have just arrived in response toa 3 announcing the sickness of 

2 pe Sangnier. Find her very ill. Whatever caucus decideson to-night 


mi 
do not not — ate 


irty days, I 
to control your judgment or assume any right to direct your 


our N. 


of the combination against you and be gee 
its origin and by which it has been maintained. . . 
ment. coping steadily in view the best interests not a of the Repu 
party, but of the State and nation. 

T i ou and each of . — eat cordially-for the unfaltering support 


yi 
you have given me, I am, with great respect, your obedient servant, 
i z JOHN H. 
MR. MITCHELL'S LETTER. 
SALEM, ÖREG., February 22, 1897. 
‘on. SAMUEL HUGHES, y * 
Chairman BE pee Conference, Salem, Oreg. 


those sony 
tariff legislation at the coming 


ex! 5 
It seems to me, therefore. oe = a e duty resting upon 


assured. 
yon to make one more determined effort before final eaters ournment to . — 
the election of a Senator. There are many prominent blicans — 


in different a of the State eminen qualified for The 2 


B. F. MULKEY. . do cred: A 2 t to tho * Ss sna opal cage $ be ie a 
Representative E Riddle, of Douglas County, wh caucus call, te es 8 other 5 p 8525 Subs e 
did not attend, and a me, but it must en- * . ag eam — will nares peo 3 * 


tirely satisfactory to himeelf, sent mes about 0! ock of the evening of the 
cauna, a letter, of which the: following is a copy: 
SALEM, OREG., January 14, 1897. 


of a notice that acaucus will be held in the hall 


Hon. Jons H. MITCHELL, 


of the he TF ee this Thursd: hero J 
e house o; veson ursday ev an 
"clock D te for Uni 


To p. m., for the purpose of g a candida States Sen- 

ator, the said caucus to be held in pursuance of a call heretofore 

me, I take this opportunity of writing to you to request you or those in 

charge of said call to erase my name . 

not bo present at said caucus and will not be controlled 5 
Respectfully, 


GEO. W. ee 
This letter I 8 transmitted to the caucus through 


Yours, very v. JOHN H. MITCHELL. 
Mr. CARTER. The exhibits, without objection, will be inserted 
in the RECORD. 

Mr. President, this letter just read sets forth in narrative form 
about what occurred in the State, of Oregon in connection with 
the attempted election of a Senator. It appears from the state- 
ment of the president of the joint assembly that Mr. Mitchell did 
receive a caucus nomination; that he was the only candidate of 
his party before the deco and that if a vote had been taken 
he would have been elected. 

The Senator from Oregonstates that Mr. Mitchell himself tended 


tive Hudson, of ty. . — S 

ati the caucus, in person or bY TP majority of all the mes — aly 3 : 55 the | 2 3 55 and 5 eee ore oe 
ATAOE a veraivad a S RRT OES embers ot t was no other | that in the preliminary organization Mr. Mitchell's 8 was 
candidate vo dap defeated, but the Mitchell members came forward the next day, 


N all ot waon 


Of all the 14 ne e eden le 
mly to su 


declined to go into the caucus and who have 
caucus n ee, but all of whom have absolutely refused to go into 
3 the purpose of electing a x ‘ollowing age 


elek. th . 

8 0 

Hill, Maxwell, wand Dav ani 

and maf of Umatilla Sane ewe Sr up to oe present time 
ve 


e purpose 
of the 95 alist 5 an 
have 2 as Lam oe 
refused 


ome m and the 
and the Bimetallic party, all 

urpose, as I understand, bein the el m ê, a 
opulist, of the 


secondly, the defeat of your nominee 
for Senator. 


The history of politics since the beginning of the Government fails to fur- 
nish a eg te in rere State 2 the 8 thus 
presen: a minority, Sena 
2 in the e of a speaker of 

choosing of a United States Senator, deliberately 
take their seats in the house, thereby intending to o prevent the 
quorum, and absolutely bl locking the election of both speaker and Senator. 
and legislation as well. Such a proceeding, whatever ma: 2 
— promoting it, tends strongly and inevitably to — — It is a 
gerons menace not only to the integrity of the organiza of the 
Republican party but tothe 5 ce of our Government, both 
national. Itisa n t should receive the unqualiſled condem- 
8 of every law-abiding citizen of all political 
it their countenance or support, either directly or inferentially, of 5 
affiliation, deserve to be classed with enemies of law and order. 
o permit it to be established as a precedent would 
element of discord and dis 


gy 


resent: 


ve 


rties. Those who give 


be to set in motion an 


The 5 
ount to t 


H. 
o had signed the 
reasons unknown t x be presumed 
selectin, 
signed by 
therefrom, and 
thereby. 
nomina 
not o 
Senator, the foil 
. 
of 
5 in the 
Sane 
Jonathan Bourn 
ed. The spectacle 
presence of 
the moti 
State 
W. 
impo: 
Itsinterests 
I personally 
ublic manner, 


and then it happened that Davis, who had been elected by the op- 
ponents of Mitchell as temporary chairman, refused to entertain 
a motion, refused to take the oath of office, refused to administer 
to any member - me 3 his losin, 2 stood there geen 

the chair for the purpose of paralyzing the proceedings, an 
See emra purpose only. Every member of the legislature, it seems, 
who was in fayor of the election of John H. Mitchell to the Sen- 
ate took the oath of office before the chief justice, those in the 
Senate having the oath administered in the orderly manner, and 
were ever and alwa 


aay to participate in proceedings looking 
to the election-of a 


The president of the jc joint assembly in this letter states that the 
2 to the organization found its source and power in un- 
8 of money; that the governor of the State and 
. Corbett were in the combination to prevent the elec - 
tion; that Mr. Mitchell went to this opposition and said, Any 
good Republican in this State will answer, and I will 5 
whereupon the reply came, so the story goes as related by this 
man, concerning whose veracity no one has raised a 3 
„Tou must elect Henry W. rbett to the Senate, and Mr, 
Bourne,” who had voted for and supported Mr. Bryan, shall be 
elected speaker of the House.” 
I can not reconcile the statement of the Senator from Oregon, 
that Mr. Mitchell persistently refused to attempt to harmonize or 
bring about results, with this letter signed by him and forwarded 
to the members of the caucus which had nominated him. I read 
from the lettér in part, signed by Mr. Mitchell: 
e Republican party is infinitely greater than any one man. Its inter- 
ests are paramount to those of any one individual. It is your duty to elect a 
Republican Senator, if in your power; and while, as your nominee, I person- 
ally am — ena willing, as you all know, to stand by you and with you for 
the integrity of party organization and the maintenance and ty of 
the rule of ‘the majority, still I desire to say to you now, in this poe? man- 
ner, that while I believe that the minority Should not be itted to dictate 
to the ae: and that there is nowa principle involved in this contest 
hich is nitely greater the interests of any one individ uas ee eke asI 
have tedly stated to each of you individually during the 
days, I do not cats to control your judgment or assume any right to direct 
Therefore, whenever zou can see your way clear to choose a 
publican Senator other than myself, then you must not for one pring 
yonu tis fact ot may noih 5 i oe gi 33 saa in the wy 
with meas you — aad TA e F 
ho State of Oregon, and the mation. You know well the 
combination against you, and the influences through which 


. An parey 
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it found its origin and by which it has been maintained. Exercise your best 
1 keeping steadily in view the best interests not only of the Repub- 
ican party but of the State and nation. 

T ing you and each of you most cordially for the unfaltering support 
you have siren me, I am, with great respect, eto. 

Later, on the 22d of February, Mr. Mitchell sent another letter 
addressed to Hon. Samuel Hughes, chairman of the Republican 
conference, in which he practically withdraws from the Sena- 
torial fight to the end that some person not directly or personally 
offensive to this opposition may be elected. It is stated in the 
communication that Mr. Corbett could not have obtained a cor- 
poral's guard of the votes in that legislature or the most trifling 
per cent of the vote of the people of Oregon at the polls, It was 
manifest that Corbett’s appointment was the thing sought, and 
that this disruption and disorganization of the legislature was in- 
tended to continue until the legislature adjourned, and that then 
Mr. Corbett should be given the seat by the appointment of the 
governor. The appointment was made, and the Senate refused to 
ratify the bargain. That is thesimple statement according to the 
manner in which it tec in the record as made up and certified 
to by the president of the joint assembly. 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, I do not wish to take up the time 
of the Senate in rediscussing the he case. I think a very 
great wrong was committed when the Senate refused to seat Mr. 
Corbett, and if I could secure a reversal of that vote by this Sen- 
ate, although it would be impossible for Mr. Corbett thereby to 
obtain a seat here, I should be content. I can not allow some of 
the statements made by my distinguished friend the Senator from 
Montana—— 

Mr. HOAR. May Lask the Senator one 5 9 before he passes 
from that sentence? Then I understand him to say that but for 
the precedent in the Corbett case he would be prepared now to 
affirm the authority of the governor as exercised in this case? 

Mr. SIMON. I would. 

Mr. HOAR. It is not any previous precedent, but that single 


one? 

Mr. SIMON. Ihave always been of the same impression that 
the Senator from Massachusetts has—that any vacancy, no mat- 
ter how it existed, might be filled by the governor's appointment; 
but I contend that, the Senate having determined that question 
otherwise, if would be wrong now, in view of having refused to 
seat Mr. Mantle and Mr. Corbett, and in view of the fact that the 
precedents have been in that direction for seventy-five years, to 
now again reverse that rule and seat Mr. Quay. That is as far as 
I care to go in answering the question of the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts. 

I wish to answer some of the suggestions made by the distin- 
guished Senator from Montana. y friendlives in a very peculiar 
country, and we have all heard more or less about the conditions 
in Montana and about Senatorial elections in that State, and I 
think many of his ideas are exaggerated, and are obtained by 
reason of what is learned from Montana politics. It has been 
generally charged, and to some extent believed, that in an elec- 
tion held in that State not very long ago—not in ancient times— 
moneys were used to corrupt the legislature; and if reports do the 
successful candidate no injustice, he separated himself from about 
$800,000. How true that is I do not know, but it is 8 
believed in the Western country that there is more or less trut 
in the rumors that have become current on the subject. I do not 
say that with any desire to cast reflection upon anyone. I have 
no knowledge upon the subject, and refer to this simply for the 
1 of indicating how the views of the distinguished Senator 

rom Montana may have become warped. He has been making 
exaggerated charges of corruption and bribery, and laying them 
to the door of Mr. Corbett. 

I wish to deny again, emphatically, that Mr. Corbett was a can- 
didate for the Senate. During the legislature of 1897 he had no 
idea of becoming a candidate for the Senate. He had no desire 
to be a candidate. It was his purpose and his desire that some 

old-standard Republican should be elected other than himself. 

speak from personal knowledge of the matter. What the Sen- 
ator from Montana says he un 5 to be true, but 
he has been deceived and misled; and because he has been de- 
ceived and misled he has done Mr, Corbett a great injustice. 

Now, [ was very much entertained by the letter I just heard 
read, signed by my distinguished friend the senator from Clack- 
amas County, Hon. George C. Brownell. I say this, calling him 
my friend, in all seriousness. Theletter was drafted and prepared 
by Senator Mitchell, It bears the earmarks of Senator Mitchell. 
It was prepa known and understood in Oregon that Senator 
Mitchell had prepared a letter or communication of this charac- 
ter, which was to be forwarded to the United States Senate, Up 
to this time I had not seen it or heard it read, and did not know 
its contents, and I am very much entertained and amused by 
what I learn from this letter. < 

What appears in the letter is all from thestandpoint of Senator 
Mitchell, and I dissent from very many of the statements that 
are therein contained. 


So far as the letter is concerned and so far as the Senator from 
Clackamas is concerned, I want to say this: If he, Senator Brown- 
ell, did at that time intend to cast any aspersions or reflections 
upon me, he has amply repaired that wrong. In the legislature 
of 1898, when I had the honor to be elected a member of this body, 
if it is an honor, and I presume it is, Senator Brownell placed me 
in nomination, and in the speech which he made eulogizing my 
private and public virtues it was apparent that in his judgment 
at least I was the man and the only man in Oregon who was fit 
for this important position. 

As I said, this letter was written by Senator Mitchell, and of 
course was written in his interest and from his standpoint, and 
many of the statements made there can be taken with a grain of 
allowance, and perhaps it may be contended that some of the 
statements I have made here should also be taken with a grain of 
allowance. I have endeavored to state them fairly and truthfully, 
but my interest in this matter may have misled me and may have 
induced me to exaggerate or rather give undue importance to some 
of them. I do not think that is true. I have endeavored to be 
tar and candid and to state only the facts as I understood them 


e. 

Mr. Mitchell is not truthful in his letter—and I might as well 
refer to it as the Mitchell letter, because it is the Mitchell letter— 
when he says he was willing to retire from the Senatorial contest. 
It is true that he wrote the letters referred to, but these letters 
had strings upon them. It was well understood by members of 
the legislature that those letters were to go to the Republican 
caucus; that they were to be circulated for the purpose of inducing 
recalcitrantand weak-kneed members of the le ture, who were 
not disposed to unite in the election of Mitchell, to become mem- 
bers of the joint assembly and thereby bring about the election of 
Mr. Mitchell. It was at no time intended by Mr. Mitchell in good 
faith to retire from the Senatorial contest, and when he could 
succeed in inducing the hold-out Republican members to enter 
the joint assembly the letters of withdrawal would have accom- 
plished their purpose and would then be withdrawn. 

It appears from the letter that a Republican caucus was held at 
which there were present more than a majority of the Republican 
members of the legislature. I beg to disagree with that state- 
ment. It is not consistent with the facts. If it were true, there 
would have been no difficulty in bringing about the election of 
Mr. Mitchell. He would have been elected, because there were 
votes enough there, according to his claim, to elect him. In the 
first place, the charge was made publicly and believed to be true 
that names were added to the caucus roll without the consent of 
the parties whose names were appended to the call. The caucus 
call contained the names of several members who publicly de- 
clared that they had not signed the call and had not intended to 
be bound by it, and their names were upon the call without their 
consent. Although not personally resent, I am assured that at 
no time were there members enough present in the caucus to elect 
Mr. Mitchell Senator, which goes to r out the assertions that 
were made by those members who claimed that their names were 
appended to this call without their consent. It is certain they 
did not participate in the caucus, did not go into the joint con- 
vention, and refrained from having any connection with the 
movement to bring about a Senatorial election. 

I do not want to take up any more of the time of the Senate in 
discussing this matter, but I thought I ought to say this much in 
answer to the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishould like to say one word, suggested by what 
has been said by the honorable Senator from Oregon, He agrees 
that but for the single precedent of the Corbett case the Senate 
ought to follow the clear, plain purpose, as it seems to him and as 
it seems to me, of the Constitution, which would give to it an in- 
terpretation to the effect that whenever there is a vacancy in a 
recess of the legislature the governor may fill it. 

Mr. BURROWS. I am sure the Senator from Massachusetts 
did not hear what the Senator from Oregon said. 

Mr. HOAR. I did. 

Mr. BURROWS. That the precedents for seventy-five years 
had established it in a certain Way. 

Mr. HOAR. I did, and I asked the Senator whether I under- 
stood him to say, what he very clearly said, that but for the Cor- 
bett precedent alone the Senator would have voted, if he had been 
here, for Corbett. If he had been the Oregon Senator on that day 
he would, if I understand him correctly, have voted for Mr. Cor- 
bett. But now the precedent the other way constrains him. 

Now, what I wish to suggest to the Senator and to the Senate 
is this: How is it possible that he can know on what grounds the 
Senate voted in the Corbett case; whether they voted on the ground 
that the Constitution meant so and so, or whether they voted on 
the ground stated in the debate now by the Senator from Montana 
and stated in debate then at least by one other Senator in the Cor- 
bett case and stated in ppe by other Senators, as everybody 
who was here knows? e idea that a great wrong had been done 
to Senator Mitchell and to the Oregon legislature was circulated 
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most industriously through the Senate. It is not like the judg- 


ment of a court, where the court states its grounds, and it does 
not seem to me that anybody can tell whether the judgment of 
the Senate was put on one ground or on the other. 

I believe as religiously as I believe anything in the world that 
if the question had come of the reappointment under such cir- 
cumstances at that time of some esteemed and popular Senator 
like the late Senator from Vermont or the present Senator from 
Vermont or my honorable friend from Wisconsin, he would have 
been seated by a large majority on that day. I do not think any- 
one who remembers the history of that time will question it. 
it does not seem to me that that vote is a vote of binding force. 
Senators who voted just the other way in the three other cases and 
in the New Hampshire cases voted that way. 

Now, in regard to the previous precedents, it is true that there 
is no case which has gone on all fours with this, where a Senator 
has been seated; but it is also true that a large number of our 
precedents, the New Hampshire cases and a half a dozen of the 
earlier cases, overthrow the argument that a governor can not 
appoint unless a vacancy happen and begin in the recess; and the 
whole argument substantially of this case now is puton the ground 
denying the doctrine on which a large portion of the old prece- 

ents go. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. HOAR. Let me finish the sentence; then I will yield to 
the Senator. So the psig is here now and will remain until 
it is finally disposed of one way or the other. Is the Senator from 
Oregon right when he says they meant to provide a means of fill- 
ing all vacancies by letting the legislature do it when they are in 
session and the governor do it when they are not in session, or did 
they go into these thousand numerous refinements? Why, just 
see to what refinements our honorable friends are driven when 
thoy are talking about these 3 oe epee : 

ere is the Sévier case. ow, the vacancy occurred when the 
Arkansas legislature was in session, and the governor filled it, the 
Arkansas legislature, however, not having heard of the vacancy 
before they adjourned. 

My friends say, Oh, well, the Constitution means that if the 
legislature have not had a chance to fill it the governor may ap- 
point.” But that is not what the Constitution says. It says if 
a vacancy happen during the recess. Now, if that means if a 
8 to begin during the recess, the Arkansas appoint- 
ment, the appointment where the legislature did not havea chance 
to elect, is just as much a violation of the Constitution as any 
other. If it means, as we say on our side, if a vacancy exists dur- 
ing the recess, however it may have begun, then the Arkansas case 
was rightly decided. 

The Arkansas case in any view of it overthrows the doctrine of 
the gentlemen who now resist Mr. Quay’s right to a seat, because 
the vacancy did not begin during the recess, whether the legisla- 
ture had heard of it or had a chance to fill it or not, and therefore 
the whole argument about happening, the whole argument of hap- 
pening at the eee instead of the middle, is gone. Now I 
will yield to my honorable friend. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, we want to be accurate 
about this matter; and as the Senator has cited the New Hamp- 
shire cases, I wish to ask the Senator where he gets any authority 
for stating that the vacancies in those cases did not happen during 
a recess of the legislature? 

Mr. HOAR., But the argument in this case is that the word 
“happen” relates toa vacancy. I am dealing with that of 
the argument which relates to avacancy which occurs fortuitously 
and not vacancies which occur by reason of the expiration of a 
term and are foreseen. That was the argument in the New Hamp- 
shire cases. That is where it comes in. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There has been a very wide difference of 
opinion, I will say, in New Hampshire as there was in the Senate, 
as to the right under the Constitution to admit Mr. Blair and Mr. 
Bell. I think I shall show before this debate closes that the con- 
tention that those gentlemen were not entitled to seats was, per- 
haps, well grounded. But the essential fact is 

Mr. HOAR. They are authorities inst that contention. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The essential fact is, Mr. President, that 
those vacancies did occur three months before the legislature 
convened; that it was during a vacancy of the le ture; that 
the legislature could not by any possibility elect; and hence, under 
the Constitution, a majority of the Senate ruled or voted that it 
Was a vacancy occurring during a recess of the legislature as 
contemplated by the Constitution, and hence, by a majority, 
Mr. Bell was admitted to a seat in this body. 

Mr. HOAR, But the vacancies did not . Now, if the 
gentleman or anybody gives authority to the New Hampshire 
cases at all, he has got to go with me to this extent, namely, that 
the word ‘ happen” does not describe fortuitous vacancies alone, 
but describes vacancies existing, whether they come by chance or 
not. That is as far as they go, Í agree: but they go to that length. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I think I would agree with the Senator on 


that point, but I would not agree with the Senator that a vacancy 
occurring during a recess can be filled at any time after the logie 
lature has had an opportunity to act. Itake it that about this 
hour the public schools of Washington are having a recess, but 
after the school is called together, after the recess terminates, I do 
not think the recess continues until midnight. That is my judg- 
ment of what a recess means. 

Mr. SIMON. Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts 
is correct in his assumption that if I had been a member of the 
Senate when Senator Corbett appeared here with his credentials 
from the governor of Oregon I would have voted to seat him. The 
Oregon case was a very peculiar case. It is sui generis. There 
is not another case of its kind on record. Here was a case where 
the legislature had failed to organize, and there had been no oppor- 
tunity for the constitutional authority of the State to fill that 
vacancy. By what authority can it be contended that the State 
should To blamed and deprived of its representation in the Senate 
if its agent fails to perform a duty that is required of it by the 
Constitution? I think the Oregon case is entirely a different case 
and a very much stronger case for the seating of a governor’s 
appointee than any of the other cases that have been submitted 
to the consideration of the Senate. 

For seventy-five years, as the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
TURLEY] has shown to the Senate, the Senate has refused to seat 
the appointee of a governor when the legislature had had an op- 
portunity to elect and failed to do so. I should have been bound 
to follow that precedent, and I should have refused to vote toseat 
anyone other than in the Corbett case, because I should have fol- 
lowed the unbroken line of precedents. The Corbett case stands 
upon a different footing from any of the others. I do not believe 
that there should be one law for the North and another for the 
South. I do not believe that there should be one law for the State 
of Montana or the State of Delaware or the State of Oregon and 
another for the State of Pennsylvania. I think the same rule 
ought to apply in avery State, and if the Senate has determined, 
during this long period of time, that the Constitution ought to be 
construed in this manner, that the appointee of a governor shall 
not be seated if the legislature has had an opportunity to fill the 
vacancy, then, whether that contention is right or wrong, it is 
better to follow that conclusion and to follow that line of decision 
than to change it now at the solicitation of anyone, no matter 
how anxious we may be to serve him. If we change it now and 
seat the appointee from Pennsylvania, how long will that rule 
continue? How soon will there be a change again? 

The reason why I should have voted to seat Senator Corbett is 
because the legislature had had no opportunity to elect, and for 
the further reason that the legislature was not in session, not onl 
had no opportunity to elect, but had never organized, and h 
never been in a position where it could conform to the constitu- 
tional requirements in electing a Senator, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perxinsinthechair). There 
is nothing before the Senate at this time, The Calendar under 
Rule VIII will be proceeded with. 


THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. SCOTT. I introduce a joint resolution and ask that it be 
read at length. On Friday, after the morning business has been 
di ed of, I shall offer some remarks upon it. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 97) authorizing the President of the 
United States to govern the Philippine Islands until Congress shall 
otherwise provide was read the first time by its title and the 
second time at length, as follows: 

Beit resolved, etc., That until otherwise provided by Con, the Presi- 
dent of the United States shall exercise and employ all milita , civil, and 
judicial powers necessary in his discretion to govern the Philippine r 
and that all such powers shall be vested in such persons and exercised an 
executed in such manner as the President shall determine from time to time 
to be fitting and proper for ee forerament thereof and therein, 
and for 5 the inhabitants of said island in the full, fair, and free en- 
joyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The joint resolution will be 
printed and lie on the table, : 
MARGARETHA LIPPERT. 

Mr. KENNEY. Iask unanimous consent for the immediate 
consideration of the bill (S. 3186) granting a pension to Marga- 
retha ee 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection tothe present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It eae to place on the sion roll the 
name of Margaretha Lippert, widow of Adam Li pert, late of 
Company B, Eighth Battalion, District of Columbia Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ROAD TO NATIONAL CEMETERY NEAR NEWBERN, N. C. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S. 
2499) to authorize needed repairs of the graveled or macadamized 
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road par peg city of Newbern, N. C., to the national cemetery 
near x 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the bill 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secre read the bill. 

The PR ING OFFICER, The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate House bill No. 1. 


Mr. FORAKER. House bill 8245 is the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the title 
of the bill which is the unfinished business. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I hope that will be laid aside until the bill 
called up by the Senator m North Carolina, which has just 
been An is acted on. 

Mr. BUTLER. It will take buta moment. I ask unanimous 
consent that the bill be put on its passage. 

The PRESIDING (OFFICER. If no objection be made, the 
unfinished business will be temporarily laid aside. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What is the bill which the Senator from North 
Carolina has called up? 

The SECRETARY. bill (S, 2499) to authorize needed repairs 
of the graveled or macadamized road from the city of New 
N. C., to the national cemetery near said city. 

_ Mr. ALDRICH. I objected to a similar bill the other day pro- 
viding for a road in Tennessee, and I feel obliged to enter the 
same objection. 

Mr. SPOONER. And that bill was passed after the Senator 
left the Chamber. y 

Mr. BUTLER. This bill was reported by the Committee on 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw the objection. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2499) to authorize needed 
repairs of the graveled or macadamized road from the city of 
Newbern, N. C., to the national cemetery near said city, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Military Affairs with 
amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, on 2, line 3, before 
the word thousand,“ to strike out “five” and insert six; so 
as to make the section read: 


TS gh sari haste garage eee 


ted, out of any 
moneys in the not otherwise app: — 


for much-needed re- 
i T: eading from 


pairs and puprovemens of the veled or macadamized 
the city of Newbern, N. C., to national cemetery near said city, the said 
sum of money to be e: ded under the direction of the Secretary of War 
of the United States: 7 That no more of the said appropriation shall 
be expended than is necessary to put said road in as good condition as when 
originally constructed for the United States. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 12, to strike out 
section 2, in the following words: ; 
Sud. 2. That this act shall be in force from its ratification. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The preamble was agreed to. 


INDIANA STATE CLAIMS, 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. If the Senator from West Virginia will 
allow me, I should like to call up Senate joint resolution No. 66. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Indiana asks 
unanimous consent to call up a joint resolution, which will be read 
for the information of the Senate. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution (S. R. 66) authoriz- 
ing and directing the Secretary of the Treasury to pay certain 
claims of the State of Indiana, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 5 

Mr. PETTUS. I ask for the reading of the report on the joint 
resolution. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the re- 
port as requested. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Idislike to object to the consideration of these 
bills, but the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] gave notice 
yesterday that he would make some remarks to-day on the confer- 
ence report upon House bill No. 1. Only two hours remain be- 
tween now and the time that has been fixed by unanimous consent 
for the vote to be taken, and I think that the Senator is entitled 
to the floor. With that view I feel obliged to object to the con- 
sideration of any other measure, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made. Discussion 


since 2 o'clock has been proceeding 6 consent. The 
Chair has no discretion but to state the point is well taken. 
The Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. I understand that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia [Mr. Scort] desires the attention of the Chair for a moment, 
FCC 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, nder the circumstances, let the bill which 
I called up go over without prejudice. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Such will be taken as the sense 
of the Senate. The Senator from Nebraska yields to the Senator 
from West Virginia. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT WHEELING, W. VA. 


Mr. SCOTT. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from Ne- 
braska. I ask unanimousconsent for the present consideration of 
the bill (S. 717) to provide for the purchase of a site and for the 
erection of a public building thereon at the city of Wheeling, State 
of West Virginia. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 2, before the 
word ‘‘ dollars,” to strike out one million and insert four hun- 
dred thousand;” so as to read: 

That the cost of such site and building, including the vaults, heating and 
ventilating apparatus, elevators, and a; complete, shall not exceed 
the sum of $4,000. That proposals for sale of land suitable for said site 
shall be invited by public advertisement in three or more of the newspapers 
of ad circulation in said city for the period of at least 3 prior 
tothe date specified in said advertisement for the opening of proposals. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, page 2, line 25, after the 
word “property,” to insert the following proviso: 


the Treasury. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
the bill (S. 282) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887. 

The message also announced that the House had with 
amendments the bill (S. 3266) authorizing the health officer of 
the District of Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the 
remains of the late Brig. Gen. E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Ceme- 
tery, District of Columbia, to the United States national ceme- 
tery at Arlington, Va.; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate. : 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the Sen- 
ate: 

A bill si R. 459) for the relief of Christiana Dengler; 

A bill (H. R. 2955) providing for the resurvey of township No. 
8, of range No. 30 west, of the sixth principal meridian, in Fron- 
tier County, State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. AO authorizing the adjustment of rights of set- 
tlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 5032) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
negotiate with certain Indian tribes in Oklahoma for the cession 
of the ‘‘nentral strip;” 

A bill (H. R. 5485) providing that the State of Wyoming be 
permitted to relinquish to the United States certain lands hereto- 
tore selected and to select other lands from the public domain in 
lien thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Francesco Perna; 

A bill (H. R. 7649) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patent to the city of Elreno, Okla., for cemetery purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of charities for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 8069) to amend an act approved July 22, 1892, en- 
titled “An act to provide for the opening of alleys in the District 
ar pi CR 8463) ratifyi tion by the legisla- 

35 ratifying an appropriation e legi 
ture of Oklahoma, out of the Morrill Pind, for the ae of the uni- 
versity at Langston for colored students; 

A bill Kea R. 8532) to quitclaim all interest of the United 
States of ca in and to lot 4, square 1113, in the city of Wash- 
ington, D. C., to William H. Dix; 
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A bill (H. R. 8566) authorizing certain suits in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes; 

A bill (H. R. 8585) to amend an act entitled / An act to t 
foros fires on the publio domain,” approved February 24, 1897; 
an 

A bill (H. R. 8590) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and A e tribes of Indians of Oklahoma 
Territory, and to open reservation for settlement. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The m also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 1931) to provide for the erection of a bri 
Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy 
the mouth of Rainy River; 

A bill (S. 3360) to extend the time for the completion of a bridge 
across the Missouri River; 

A bill (H. R. 6493) for the relief of John Anderson, a Potta- 
watomie Indian, and his adult children; and 

A bill (H. R. 7737) to change the name of the Potomac Insurance 
Company of Georgetown, and for other purposes, 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the conference ees 
on the di eeing votes of the two Houses upon the bill (H. R. 1) 
to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of 
all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, and for 
other purposes, 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is not my purpose to detain the 
Senate long in the discussion of this measure, because I su) 
the decree has gone forth that it shall pass, be signed by the 
dent, and become a law before the 15th of this month. 

The bill as reported back from the committee of conference does 
not differ substantially from the Senate amendments; in fact, it 
is 3 a recast of the Senate amendments. 

- The measure has been so fully discussed heretofore by other 
Senators representing the views I hold thatit would be useless for 
me to discuss it at length; but there are some matters about the 
conference report to which attention, I think, ought to be called, 
and I will do that as briefly, as concisely, and as speedily as pos- 
sible. I shall not take up these points in their consecutive or 
chronological order. I shall take them as they come to my mind, 
and as I think will best serve the p of this ion. 

The gold standard, of course, is the Erst thing, and it is adhered 
to. It was in the House bill and in the Senate amendments, and 
it is in this conference report. I suppose it will not be denied on 
the other side of the Chamber and by the advocates of this meas- 
ure that it is in gross violation of the declaration of the ub - 
lican party in its platform of 1896. Nor do I suppose it be 
asserted that there has ever been an honest effort on the part of 
the Republican party to bring about international bimetallism. 
I think the country understands that no effort was ever made in 
that respect. So we are to have the gold standard, with all the 
withering aa biang influences it will bring to the industries 
and the industrial classes of the country, not that it is required, 


across 
eand 


not that it is demanded by the people, but because afew rich men 
and a few corporations demand it as the price of their support of 
the Republican party. 


I see there is retained in this conference report a provision by 
which the obligations of contracts areimpaired. No respect what- 
ever is paid to the constitutional doctrine, universally accepted, 
that legislation shall never impair the obligations of contracts; 
but it is proposed by this measure to run roughshod over that doc- 
trine, over the rights of debtors and the rights of every contract, 
and to make every contract, public and private, that is payable in 
lawful money payable in gold at the present standard of weight 
and fineness. 

The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], I regret to say, 
makes many of his arguments by shaking and nodding his head, 
that never get into the RECORD; and the Senator is now engaged 
in that occupation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I dislike very much to inter- 
barre Senator. é 

. ALLEN. It is no interruption at all. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then I will inject into the Senator’s remarks 
the statement that up to this moment I do not agree to any of the 
statements he has made, and I presume that will be true when the 
Senator shall have concluded his speech. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not doubt that, because in the six or seven 
ge of my acquaintance with the Senator from Rhode Island I 

ave never known him to be on the right side of any public ques- 
tion. But I will verify what I stated by the language of the con- 
ference report, which, I understand, was drafted largely by the 
Senator from Rhode Island, 


Section 2 reads as follows: 


That it shall be the duty of boi peg oe the Treasury, in 
pt and 


notes before — part in the Treasu: 
of $150,000,000 in gold coin, which fund shall be used for such redemption pur- 
3 whenever and as often as any of said notes shall 

o fund it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the to use 
said aiya so once to restore and maintain such reserve fund in the 

I observe that I have not read the correct section. I am reading 
from the wrong measure, from the Senate bill, I shall notoccupy 
the time nor detain the Senate to turn to the passage I had in my 
mind, because it will appear in the bill, and I do not think the 
Senator from Rhode Island will deny it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do most emphatically deny it. 

Mr. ALLEN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island deny that 
this conference report makes all contracts, public and private, 
a in gold coin of the present standard of weight and fine- 
nD 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator says he does. I did not suppose that 
any man would deny that the sun shone when everybod 
looking at it. But Iam not surprised at his denial. Every con- 
tract, public and chien according to this bill, is reduced to the 
gold dard. The bill does not stop with the obligations of the 
nation or the obligations of States or of municipalities and coun- 
ties, but it makes every obligation, however unimportant it may 
be, of private individuals payable in gold coin of the present 
standard of weight and fineness. 

Mr. President, that is wrong. I understand, of course, if aman 
has waea preas into the Wee ger where he ne he 

poses o wrong anyway, ess of consequences, there 
8 hope in ee io him to do right, and it seems 
to me that has been pacts Bi ə frame of mind of our Repub- 
lican friends in this Cham during the discussion of this bill. 
But three een u the other side have spoken upon this 
subject. e Senator Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], who is 
chairman of the Committee on Finance, has given it a few light 
touches, but has studiously refrained from being provoked into 
its analysis and its extensive discussion; the Senator from Iowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] has been induced, I think contrary to his desire, 
to say something on the subject; and yesterday we were treated 
to a very learned discussion of the bill by the senior Senator from 
Indiana [Mr. FAmnaxksJ. There seems to have been a disposi- 
tion on that side of the ber to run away from the discussion 
and an anal of the bill. I do not know why, unless it is be- 
cause there is a desire that the e shall not know the contents 
of the bill or the effect it is to uce upon the interests of the 
co 


untry. 

Mr. President, this bill is a bill in the interest of the national 
banks. Itis nota bill in the interest of the people. Of course 
no public officer ever admitted that he did wrong through wrong 
motives, Every man who undertakes to foist upon the country 
anything that is unsound, that will not bear analysis, always de- 
clares that he does it in the interest of the public good. So, Mr. 
President, it is claimed, or it will be claimed, I suppose, in this 
case, that this . scheme of buncoing the people is de- 
signed to advance the interests of the people and not to advance 
the interests of any icular class. It is a legislative bunco 
rer a and it is not entitled to any more euphonious name than 

a 


I have yet to hear the Senator from Rhode Island—and I speak 
of him because he is the responsible agent of his party in this mat- 
ter—tell the country why the power to issue money is turned over 
to private banking institutions. Perhaps he will gratify the 
wishes of the opposition and enlighten the country at this time by 
answering that question. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is no provision in the conference report 
which changes the law in regard to the issue of national-bank 
notes or are it in any way. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator fires and falls back, as I expected he 
would. Why does the Republican party give to the banks the 
power to issue money? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ever since 1864—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Eighteen hundred and sixty-three. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Ever since 1863, by legislation, and by the con- 
current opinion of the people of this country sustaining that leg- 
islation, national banks have had the right to issue a certain 
proportion of our circulation. This conference report does not 
enlarge that right in any respect. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, now, that answer may be entirely satisfac- 
tory to the Senator. Since 1863 we have had national banks; ergo, 
we must continue them. That is the answer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There has been no suggestion on the part of 
anybody to abolish the national banks. 

Mr. ALLEN. There has been none? 
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Mr. ALDRICH. None that I know of, except in the speeches of 
the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Oh, no, Mr. President; a great many people in 
the United States have been urging that question for years past. 
` Mr. 3 They are not numerously represented on this 

oor, then. 

Mr. ALLEN. They may not have the agencies of being repre- 
sented on this floor that are at the disposal of others. That makes 
some difference, sometimes, in the numerical representation of a 
party or an organization. But that answer of the Senator is not 
satisfactory, and will not be satisfactory to any intelligent and 
investigating man. 

Why should the interests of 75,000,000 people, with all our com- 
merce and our agricultural and industrial interests, be turned 
over to 3,500 or 4,000 men? The Senator can answer that question 
or run away from it, just as he sees fit. 

Mr. ALDRICH, y answer to that would be that neither does 
the bill nor the existing law turn over to the national banks any 
such power as the Senator suggests, There is now in existence 
national bank note circulation amounting to about 12 per cent of 
the entire amount of money outstanding. In 1865 and the years 
that followed that amount was nearly 50 per cent. The national 
bank note circulation to-day is of much less importance relatively 
to our currency than it has ever been in most of the periods of our 
history for the last generation. There is no suggestion, as I have 
said, to increase the powers of the national banks over our cur- 
rency. We donot turn that power over to them. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, Mr. Presidant I wish I thought that was 
true and could convince myself that itis true. The Senator says 
that the committee in their report do not turn over anything to 
the national banks, that they do not increase their powers, and 
yet it is patent upon the face of the bill that they do, and that 
that is one of the chief purposes of this bill. Ə , ac- 
cording to the existing law, are confined to 90 per cent of bonds 
deposited, in the issuance of their currency notes. By this bill it 
is proposed to give them power to issue to the par value of the 
bonds. There is an increase of 10 per cent, 

But, Mr. President, that is not the most dangerous increase. 
This bill provides for an unlimited issue of Government bonds, 
and every dollar of Government bonds that may be issued in the 
future can be covered by a dollar of bank currency, and there is 
no limitation and no end to it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I dislike to interrupt the Senator, but I am 
sure he wants to keep reasonably within boundsin this discussion. 
There is nothing in this bill that provides for an unlimited issue 
of bonds, There is nosingle 5 of that nature, and no such 
suggestion has ever been made by anybody who is a friend of this 
measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. No, Mr. President, the friends of this measure 
would not disclose the cloven foot. It is their purpose to hide it, 


as far as poini 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, Mr. President, I hope the Senator's time 
will be sufficient in this particular case to have him point out the 
provision of the bill that he thinks does what he has stated, 

Mr. ALLEN, Isball endeavor to do so. Isay the bill confers 
unlimited pore to issue Government bonds. the first place, 
then, Mr. ident, along that line of thought, the bill creates, 
for the first time in the history of this country, by statute a re- 
serve fund, fixing the maximum at $150,000,000 and the minimum 
at $100,000,000, and every time that reserve fund is drawn down 
to the minimum—and it can be at any time—the Secretary of the 
Treasury is clothed with the power, at his caprice, at his discre- 
tion, to issue bonds, to put them upon the market, to buy gold and 
fill up the reserve fund. Every one of those bonds, as often as 
they may be issued, forms the basis for the issuance of additional 
national-bank currency; and in thatrespect there is no restriction 
upon the power to issue currency under the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the act of 1875 for the redemp- 
tion of United States notes did give unlimited power to the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to sell bonds of the descriptions referred to 
in the act of 1870 for the pares of redemption. That power is 
not disturbed by this bill, and there is no suggestion on anybody's 
17 of depriving the Secretary of the Treasury of that power. 

hat is the only unlimited right that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury has now by law for the issue of bonds, 

This bill provides, in the section to which the Senator referred, 
for a strictly limited issue of bonds, which can not exceed $50,- 
000,000 at any one time; and the Senator, if he is familiar with 
the terms of the bill, must be aware of that fact. 

Mr. ALLEN. But how often may the Secretary of the Treasury 
issue bonds? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He can issue them as often as the reserve fund 
is depleted to the amount of $50,000,000. 

Mr, ALLEN. Exactly so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Which can never happen, in my judgment, at 
all, and which certainly could not happen very often on account 


of the sania amount of United States notes for which the re- 
serye is 

Mr. ALLEN. As often, therefore, as this reserve fund is trenched 
upon and it may be trenched upon every week, for that matter, 
and every month and every year —the Secretary of the Treasury 
may issue bonds without any authority from Congress but that 
contained in this act, and put them on the market and buy gold, 
and those bonds will furnish the basis for the issuance of national- 
bank currency. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it is rather important in that connec- 
tion to define exactly what can be under any circumstances the 
maximum issue of bonds, Theamount of United States notes for 
which this reserve fund is held, and now outstanding, is $346,000,- 
000. The proposed reserve fund is $159,000,000; and tho maximum 
amount of bonds which can be issued for that reserve fund, there- 
fore, under any circumstances, is $196,000,000, instead of the un- 
limited amount which the Senator says. 

Mr. ALLEN. How often can that be done? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It can not be done beyond that under any pos- 
sible circumstances. 

Mr. ALLEN. I wish I could look upon this bill with the favor 
with which the Senator from Rhode Island looks upon it; but it 
does not bear that construction. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Nebraska—who, I know, 
has been extremely busy with regard to other matters recently, 
and has not been able to be here sometimes during a portion of 
the discussion—had had time to give the attention to this bill 
which he usually gives to public matters and to public measures, 
lam sure he would, toa very large extent, anyhow, agree with 
me as to its provisions. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator when cornered in this respect im- 
mediately flies off to the resumption act of 1875, and there falls 
into trouble again. He says that furnishes unlimited authority 
to the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds. Mr, President, 
it does not. The act of 1875 provided for the issuance of bonds to 
make one specific redemption, and when that redemption was 
made, that statute became functus officio, and has never had vital- 
ity from that moment to this; and yet I know that Mr. Cleveland 
and others followed the idea that it afforded authority for the 
issuance of bonds. But, Mr. President, that the issuance of bonds 
under the Cleveland Administration was a clear usurpation of 
perc a positive violation of the statutes of the United States, 

been shown too uently in this Chamber to be open to dis- 
cussion at this time. There is no authority for it. have no 
doubt it could be used if anybody wanted to use it, and that it 
ae afford a pretext for the unlawful issuance of national obli- 

ations. 

8 So when we come to look at this measure in all of its details, in 
this respect it gives the national banks of the United States un- 
limited power over the currency of the country; and the Senator 
from Rhode Island and his associates propose to put all the indus- 
tries and all the industrial classes on their knees at the feet of 
this giganitio financial power. For what? What have the people 
done that their backs should be burdened? Simply, Mr. Presi- 
dent, because they will bear it, and because this wonderful power, 
known as the National Banking Association, is a power tbat must 
be reckoned with in party politics. That is all there is to it. 

The bill does more, Mr. President. It perpetuates and con- 
tinues the national banks. In 1882 a bill was passed extending 
the charters of the national banks for twenty years. That law 
will expire by- limitation in two years from now. Couched 
within the terms of this bill, without disclosing it as fully as it 
should be disclosed, is a provision which extends the charters of 
the national banks without any limitation. The Senator is going 
to deny that, I suppose? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am, most certainly; and I should like to have 
the Senator call attention to any such provision in the bill. 


a; 2 5 ALLEN. These things must be evil or they would not bo 
enied. 
Mr. SPOONER. They are denied because they are evil. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Exactly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then they must be evilsinhering in this bill. If 

ou touch a man upon an unpleasant truth, he is always sensitive. 

hen these hideous features of this monstrous measure are 
brought out, they are so monstrous and so unjust that even the 
Senator from Rhode Island himself will arise and protest 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would it be asking too much of the Senator 
from Nebraska to ask him to bring out these hideous features?” 

Mr. ALLEN. Iam bringing them ont as rapidly as I can. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not referring now tothe Senator’s imagi- 
nation, but to the terms of the bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator stands here to cover them up like 
a hen covers her brood at night. They are to be hidden from 
public view. I do not know that I blame him particularly. He 
has been set apart and consecrated to this purpose by his party 
associates on that side of the Chamber. 


1900. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. AL 1 always yield to the Senator from Wisconsin 
with pleasure, 


‘as Will not the Senator uncover this particular 
icken? 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; I will uncover the whole brood. 

Mr. SPOONER. But this particular chicken. Where is the 
provision in this bill that extends indefinitely the charters of the 
national banks? 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will turn over and read the bill 
through he will finditthere. It occupies almost half of one page. 

Mr. SPOONER. Is that the only answer the Senator makes to 
my question? 

Mr. ALLEN. I shall not take up this bill like a boy takes his 
reader at school and read it for the enlightenment of my friend 
from Wisconsin. He has got as much time as I have to do that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was asking for information. 
sane ALLEN. The Senator needs it; and he will find it in the 

ill. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator ađmits he can not give the 
answer to me, I will pursue the other course. 

Mr. ALLEN. I could give it to the Senator. I could give him 
information upon this and upon other important matters that he 
stands much in need of; and some day when I am ina proper 
frame of mind and have ample time I shall set apart an hour for 
that purpose and shall be glad to do so. [Laughter.] 

So, Mr. President, the charters of the national banks are to be 
extended. When are they to end? Will a time ever come in the 
history of our country and I put this question to the Senator from 
Rhode Island, too—when the national bank as a bank of issue 
will cease to be an institution of the land? Will the Senator 
answer that question? 

Mr. ALDRICH, I trust the time will never come unless some 
wiser and better means can be devised for furnishing currency to 


the poopie of the United States, or a part of it. 
Mr. LEN. Such frankness, Mr. President, was not to be 
expected. Ie ted to hear the Senator say, Some time—some 


time in the indefinite and hazy future—the national bank as a 
bank of issue will cease to have an existence.” 

I am not an enemy of the national bank or any other kind of a 
bank that is properly conducted as a bank of deposit or a bank of 
exchange; but when a banking institution usurps the sovereign 

wer of issuing and controlling the volume of money, which be- 

ongs to the Government, I am its enemy in that respect, and no 
further. Here the Senator from Rhode Island and his associates 
bargain, transfer, and sell this sovereign power to less than four 
thousand institutions in the United States, and the Senator stands 
up here, childlike and bland, and admits the time will never come, 
as he hopes, when that power will be taken back by the Govern- 
ment. So all the future generations that are to follow us and all 
the countless millions that are to come and go are to be the bond 
slaves of this gigantic institution. The Senator from Rhode 
Island is doing to-day all he can to weld the chains of slavery 
upon them, and he seems to delight in admitting it. 

Mr. President, no man has eyer given a reason, and in my judg- 
ment no man ever will give a reason, bo oa greenbacks, the 
money issued by the Government, should be retired, burned up, 
destroyed, impounded, or in some other manner rendered useless. 
Why did yon not let the greenback stay where it was? It had 
performed the work of money for almost forty years; it was good 
enough to pay the soldiers and sailors during the late civil war, 
and to sustain the Government; and our late associate, the Hon. 
John Sherman, from Ohio, declared upon this floor repeatedly in 
my hearing that it was the best and wisest money tlfis Govern- 
ment ever had. Why did you not let it alone? Your friends, the 
banks, could not make any money out of it. It was not a fit in- 
strument to exact unlawful tribute from the pockets of the people, 
and therefore it must disappear. Of course the Senator from 
Rhode Island would not t that that Was the reason. He would 
say that it was to break the endless chain, or for some other imag- 
inary reason that it was necessary to retire them; but the real rea- 
son was that your accomplices could not make money out of it 
and can not make money out of it. It is the money of the people. 
It is as open to one man as to another. 

So, Mr. President, the sovereign power to issue money is all 
turned over to these few institutions, with practically no limit 
or check upon them in their power to issue or to contract the 
volume of money. No man has fought stron against the 
power of inflation than the Senator from Rhode Island. I re- 
member, Mr. President, when he was fearful that somethin 
would be done by Congress that would give unlimited power o 
inflation. He and his associates upon the other side of the Cham- 
ber depicted in language I am unable to use the consequences 
that would come to our country as the result of extreme inflation. 
Yet this measure puts it in the hands of a few thousand men 
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to expand the currency of the country at their will without limi- 
tation, and it puts in their hands also that other dangerous power 
that leads to the same result bankruptcy and ruin—the power of 


unlimited contraction of their notes. Do you tell me there is any 
power under this or any other law of the United States to restrain 
these banks from retiring their currency when they want to? 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. ALLEN. Now I see the Senator from Rhode Island comes 
to his feet. I am glad to welcome him again, I will listen to 
him. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Nebraska undoubtedly is 
aware, if he has not forgotten it, that the present law, which is 
not changed in this respect, limits the amount of the currency 
which ae possibly be retired by the national banks to $3,000,000 
a month. 

Mr. ALLEN. How much can they retire monthly? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Three million doilars in the aggregate. 

Mr. ALLEN. In the aggregate? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the aggregate. That is $36,000,000 a year. 

Mr. ALLEN. How long would it take to retire the outstand- 
ing currency? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Eight years to retire the currency now out- 
standing. ; 

Mr. ALLEN. What contraction and disaster and injustice 
would that occasion? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that 836, 000, 000 a year, 
at the rate of three millions a month, would bring disaster upon 
the country? 

7 Mr. ALLEN. It would add very materially to it, Mr. Presi- 
ent, 

In 1891 and 1892 the country was receiving an addition to its 
volume of money of about $50,000,000 a year through the coinage 
of silver. We had reasonably prosperous times in those days— 
that is, a man could live and have his bills paid at the end of the 
year. He would not have anything left, but he would be square 
with the world. We called that prosperity. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is not the Senator aware that the expansion 
of the currency has been greaterin the year which has just elapsed 
than it was at the time he mentions? 

Mr. ALLEN. I will come to thatina moment. I am glad to 
know there is some truth in that statement, and I will mention it 
in a moment. But in 1893 prosperity had grown so great that the 
friends of the Senator from Rhode Island called for a re of 
the act which authorized the issuance of silver money. e came 
together, 1 think it was on the 7th of August, 1893, and we de- 
bated this question until the Ist day of November, and they had 
power enough to carry the act through. Then we have been try- 
ing from that time on to recover from the consequences of that 
evil and that shortage in our money volume until within the last 
eighteen months, when we have struck more gold than the Sena- 
tor and his party ever dreamed of, and by the addition of this 
volume of gold to the world's stock of money we have had some 
prosperity, just what those of us who hold to the doctrine of the 
quantitative theory cf money have always maintained. 

But, Mr. President, do you suppose, does any sane man sup) y 
that the Republican party wanted this tremendous volume of the 
money metal to be discovered and be thrown on the market as 
suddenly as it has been? It is one of the things, thank God, that 
Republican legislation can not reach. They have got everything 
in the world but the air and the sunshine, and they are getting them 
as rapidly as possible. They have the water and the land. It is 
not due to the Republican party that there was a discovery of 
more gold, double the amount of gold, than there has been in the 

ast. It was not due to their agency. They were not responsible 

or it, nor are they ö for the consequences flowing from 
it. There is more gold being produced to-day than there was of 
gold and silver combined in 1893, when you passed the bill to 
repeal the poorne clause of the Sherman Act. But this great 
party of which the Senator from Rhode Island is a shining light 
and a leader is perfectly ming to appropriate to itself even this 
beneficence of nature and tell the country that it was through its 
action that these discoveries were made and this seeming pros- 
perity brought to the country by the Republican party. Thereis 
a great deal of prating about the prosperity of the country, due, 
of course, always, in the imagination of those gentlemen, to the 
elevation of that party to power, but which upon examination 
proves to be delusive and false. 

Mr. President, it is said—I think I heard the Senator from Rhode 
Island say it—that there is not much money to be made by the is- 
suance of national-bank currency; that it is not a very iniquitous 
scheme after all. That has been announced in this Chamber re- 
peatedly. But have yon had occasion to hear what the bankers 
say about this bill? They are already speculating upon the fact 
that it is to become a law. What do they say about it? The 
New York Sun of the 4th instant contains an article entitled 
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banks,” and it quotes from a circular letter is- 
sued by ey Fisk & Sons, I read from the article: 
WHY THE COUNTRY DEMAND FOR THE BONDS IS SO STRENUOUS. 

Why Government bond prices have advanced sharply recently is explained 

by the showing made ina addressed to the pation Ny an 
k & Sons. circular says regarding the ding curren: E 

“Among its other attractive features the provides for issue of 2 
oy cent thirty-year bonds, the reduction of one-half cent perannum 

the tax on circula where secured by these bonds, the issue of votes to 
the full face value of the bonds deposited, and the — fly increase circula- 
tion at any time, by the repeal of the restriction which 


“Bond scan for 


to 

has heretofore pre- 
vented its increase until the expiration of six months from the last decrease 
in circulation. 


Many banks have already increased their holdings of the old issues which 
are to be refunded into the new spor cents, and while there been a ma- 
terial advance in the prices of all Government bonds during the last few 
days, they are still obtainable at prices making the new twos very attractive 
asa for circulation. At present prices every dollar invested in circu- 
lation will realize over 20 per cent per annum. no other way can such 
rates of interest, absolutely free from bo secured, and it es the 
banks to act promptly in order to secure the full advantages of the transac- 


tion.” 

Twenty per cent profit per annum! Yet we have been led to 
believe that there is no tin it; that the action of the banks is 
wholly due to motives of patriotism; that they are willing to put 
their strong arms around this Government and under the Govern- 
ment and tide it over all its financial difficulties from time to time, 
pear alone by the spirit of patriotism. Yet this financial 

ouse, issuing its circular letter, says there is 20 per cent profiton 
every dollar invested, and that there never was a time in the his- 
tory of the country when such great profits could be made as can 
be made by an investment in these securities. 

Mr. RICH. Has the Senator from Nebraska sufficient 
credulity to believe that that is true? 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator means by “‘ cre- 
dulity,” unless he thinks that I—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator seriously think that a bank 
can buy any bonds of the United States as the basis of circulation 
and receive 20 per cent profit on the purchase 

Mr. ALLEN. When a great g house, which has been 
established for years, i in financial circles throughout 
the world, as a house of good standing, issues a circular letter of 
that kind I must believe there is at least a modicum of truth in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There is not even a modicum, 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not like to put friends at cross- 8 
and I will not set my friend to quarreling with his friends in New 
York. I ERY speak of the fact and let it pass for what it may 
be worth. This circular goes on to explain: 
on to explain that an investment of $106,000 in $100,000 of 

} since $100,000 of circulation 
can the © 20 per cent profit is on the $6,000. 
With the outstan 3 cent bonds at 111.98, the fours of 1907 at 117.80, ex- 
April interest, and the fives at 116.68 the cost of the twos will be 106. At 1 
the profit on circulation would be 21.55 per cent a year with money at 4 per 
cent, and 21.83 at 5 per cent. 

Does the Senator from Rhode Island disagree with thatstatement? 

Mr. ALDRICH. He does. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator does. 


The profit from the twos at 107 would be 18.21 per cent on the actual cash 
invested with money at 4 per cent and 18.50 with money at 5 per cent. The 


t at 108 with money at 4 cent would be 15.71 per cent, and with money 
at 5 per cent 16 per cent. were p i in Wall street yesterday 
that the price of the new twos would reach 110. 


We are going to exchange them at par and let somebody else 
make 10 per cent on them. 

Isaac N. has ten a letter to Secre G. di hat 
he thinks Ayy riara the plea bill. "He says that under section 2 of the 
bill, after an issue of bonds to replenish the reserve fund, notes that had 
been redeemed through the action of this fund would have to be turned into 
the general fund of the in case the bond sale increased the reserve 
fund to above the maximum of 00. 000 defined in the section. The notes 
so e would be available to any of the general purposes of the Gov- 
ernmen 

That seems to disclose that all of the avenues of escape for the 
greenbacks have not been closed up, and he wants to close them 
up. Mr. Seligman, who is a banker, I presume—I would not say 
he is a lawyer from reading this statement—seems to believe 
that the of the Treasury was derelict in his duty to the 
banks, and that the Senate committee has been derelict in its duty 

leaving an avenue of escape where the deposits amount tomore 
than a hundred and fif illion dollars, hether that is trueor 
not I do not know. If it is true, it leaves these notes where they 
may be used for the p of working this endless chain of 
which we have heard so much lately. I will finish this article. 

“Should atany future time,” says Mr. Sell “the revenue of the coun- 
try fall short of its uirements, these tenders would certainly 


in one 
form or another be d ont, we would have a repetition of ine ponk: 
cious a chain that brought such disastrous effects under the last Cleve- 
land Administration.” 


1 he wants to see the bill changed so as to retain such 
notes in — of the bureau of issne and redemption. It how- 


taken in exchange for gold, the proceeds of a bond sale) “shall not be used to 
* was to provide, 


meet deficiencies in the current revenues and did 
“provide 3 the Secretary of the should use the 
555 2135 t of Co Frag arpana 
of the Governmen: © purpose any possibility that 

called endless chain might be esta ed. 85 * z 


Whether the Senator from Rhode Island said that I do not know, 
but one thing is obvious, even to an ordinary observer; he is not 
required to have the brain power of Mr. Seligman, or some other 
man of noted mental development, and that is, that all the way 
through there is a studied purpose to effectually and forever de- 
stroy all forms of Government paper money, and the vast field 
that is and has been occupied by that form of money is to be 
turned over without any restriction whatever to a few corpora- 
tions in the United States. I want some man, Mr, President, to 
tell me why a Government like this should turn over its whole 
financial policy and the whole sovereign power to make and con- 
trol the volume of money to a few individuals. There was a time 
in the history of this country when if a public officer had men- 
tioned such a thing he would have been impeached and driven 
from power; and yet all the property and the hopes and all 
the aspirations of the people of this great country of ours are to 
be por at the absolute mercy of these organizations, and that, too, 
under the assumption that it is an exhibition of the highest pa- 
triotism to doit. And those of us who find fault with it are to be 
ie ge and sneered at and contemned as creatures of a low 
order, 

Mr. President, this bill still continues that feature which is tha 
basis of a Ea cca national debt. What would Washington, 
Jefferson, son, or Hamilton, or any of the fathers of the 
Republic have thought of the idea of a perpetual national debt? 
Every one of them warned the people against it and against its 
consequences, and yet there has grown up a species of brass- 
jeweled aristocracy, who base their claim to distinction upon the 
money they have in their pockets and not the brainsin their heads, 
who say that a perpetual national debt is a good thing after all, 
They say it cements the people and makes them more harmonious 
and keeps them working to pay the interest and they have no time 
to get together and grumble and inform themselves. Their time 
wi „ in earning the money to pay the interest on this 
great debt. 

In the last five years the interest-bearing debt of the United 
States has increased 8462, 000, 000 in round numbers. This bill 
is in line with the policy of increasing and perpetuating the in- 
terest - bearing debt of the Government. No effort is to be made 
to get the Government out of debt. That is not to be thought of. 
The Senator from Rhode Island a few days ago congratulated 
himself and the country upon the fact that we Were able to float 
our indebtedness at 2 per cent; and yesterday the senior Senator 


06 | from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] seemed to congratulate the coun- 


try and himself upon the thought that no nation in ancient or 
modern times was able to carry so great a load of indebtedness 
as we are carrying, as though that were something to be com- 
mended. No wise business man ever eee taxes his 


credit. 

Mr, FAIRBANKS, Will the Senator permit me to interrupt him? 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think the Senator is laboring under a mis- 
apprehension. What I did say was that no country in the world 
perhaps had ever been able to so large a sum of money as 
the United States at so low a rate of interest. If the Senator will 
consult my published speech, he will find Iam not inaccurate in 
my recollection. : : 

. ALLEN. Here is what the Senator said: í 

It is doubtful if any government in the world hasever been able to borrow 
such a tremendous sum of — dag so low a rate of interest. If the Secre- 
tary of the ry can effect refunding of the bonds mentioned into 2 
per cent bonds, as proposed, the result will be high testimony to the creditof 
the Government and to the virtue of the gold 

So he goes on in that strain. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS, That confirms my recollection. 

Mr. ALLEN. I was not very far off. Of course I did not quote 
the language exactly, but the meaning is there, that we are to 
be congratulated that no government was ever able to float so 
great a debt. Is that a thing to congratulate 83 upon? Is 
it a proper thing for a man to tax his credit the utmost, to a 
greater extent than any other business man, and then put his 
hands in his pockets and say, ‘‘I doubt if there is a business man 
in all this a8 set who can float as great a debt as I owe?” 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Will the Senator permit an interruption? 
I know that he would not intentionally misrepresent what I did 
say. He is too good for that. There is outstanding to-day of 
the 5, 4, and 8 percents some $849,000,000. This bill simply pro- 

to fund those bonds into bonds payable thirty years from 

te at 2 per cent interest, resulting in not giro. tops burden 

upon the backs of the people asolitary dollar, but, onthe contrary, 

reducing their obligations to the amount of $15,000,000 and up- 
ward a year. 


1900. 
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Mr. ALLEN. That is a very beautiful sentiment, very admira- 
bly expressed, but it varies, I 1 say to my friend, from what 
I conceive to be the truth, The whole purpose of the bill is to 
tax the credit of the nation to its utmost. Tou want to put upon 
the backs of the poopie every dollar that it is possible for them to 
bear, every dollar t they can by their industry and economy 
produce, so that you may fatten and profit while they toil. 

Mr. President, no man ever taxed his credit unless it 
was absolutely necessary. It is the last resort. No man ever 
gives his promissory note, if he is a good business man, if he has 
the money to pay. The fact that he gives a note is evidence ordi- 
narily that he does not have the readycash. Are we,as a nation, 
to abandon every successful business principle? Are we to pile 
up a national debt mountain-high for the generations which follow 
us to liquidate or strive to pay? I heard stated on the other side 
of this Chamber a short time ago the monstrous proposition that 
it was not our duty to pay all the debts incu by our genera- 
tion; that we should pass over a portion of them to another gen- 
eration to pay. If that were put into practice, the generations of 
Americans that follow us for a thousand years could be enslaved 
by this generation; and I heard thatfrom an advocate of this bill, 
a man who will vote for it. So one of the purposes of the bill is 
to tuate and increase the national debt. 

r. FAIRBANKS, Mr. President 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not blame the Senator from Indiana or the 
Senator from Rhode Island for rising in their seats and protest- 
ing against this conclusion. They do not want this monstrous 
8 to be brought to public view. 

. FAIRBANKS. Will my honorable friend permit me to 


8 
Mr. ALLEN. I certainly will. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. He says this bill is intended to increase 
e pubio debt. ; 
f; 


ALLEN. Yes. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. And that that is its pupos, That is a 
very distinct and definite proposition. I ask my honorable friend 
if he will state in what respect and in what manner it does in- 
crease the public debt a solitary dollar, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is an old trick. There is nothing new in it. 
When a man makes an assertion, it is common to ask, Where do 
vou find that; will you not be kind enough to point out where 
vou find it?“ It is a good deal like a pettifogger in a justice's 
court. When a proposition is stated, he denies it, and asks you 
to point out the statute where you find it. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not mean that offensively. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. No. The answer from the Senator from 
Nebraska is an old answer. It is the reply of an advocate who 
can not answer definitely a pr ition. 

Mr. ALLEN. The people of the United States will answer this 
question for you. They are in the majority. When the farmer 
takes this bill and sits down at his fireside and analyzes it, as he 
will, he will find that the statement I have made is the true state- 
ment, and he will find that the Senator from Indiana is the man 
who is mistaken. ButI do not blame Ji ea the Senator 
from Indiana and the Senator from Rhode Island. They want to 
hide the monstrosities of this bill, of course. They want to make 
the people believe that itis just the thing needed for the pros- 
perity of the country. So they are willing to exclude from the 
public view all of these deformities as rapidly as they are brought 
to public attention. 

Mr. BUTLER, Will the Senator from Nebraska pardon me? 

Mr. ALLEN, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Nebraska, Will it not 
be the result of the inflation of bank currency which will come 
under this bill, and which it is made profitable to the banks to cir- 
culate; that gold will go abroad, and that when gold goes abroad 
under this bill the Treasury will be called upon to bonds to 
get more gold, and if that will not necessarily and inevitably in- 
crease the national debt through the endless chain that be 


started? 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not the slightest doubt of it, Mr. Presi- 
dent. I do not see how any man can deny it. 5 
3 BUTLER. That refutes the statement of the Senator from 

jana. 

Mr. ALLEN. But, of course, in arguing the question the Sen- 
ator from Indiana and the Senator from Rhode nd will say it 
is not true. They want their ipse dixit to be taken in lieu of 
bt? lo yan deduction that can be made, and the contents of the 

i 2 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 1 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand it to be 

s SLAN I hope the Senator does not contemplate cutting 
me short. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not seriously. I wanted to find out 


whether the concurring opinion of the two distinguished states- 


men—— 

Mr. ALLEN, Leave out “distinguish 

Mr. ALDRICH. The two statesmen—— 

Mr. ALLEN, All the distinguished gentlemen” are gold- 
standard men. 

Mr. ALDRICH, That a depreciated currency drives gold out 
of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. How is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that you concur with the Sena- 
tor from North Carolina that a depreciated currency drives gold 
out of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator from North Car- 
olina believes in that 9 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood him to say so. 

Mr. ALLEN. Ido not know of any such thing as depreciated 
money where all money is full legal tender, but I can understand 
that the qualities of money could be so withdrawn from a thing 
in circulation that it would have that effect. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I submit that is hardly a fair answer to my 
question. 

Mr. ALLEN. The Senator wants to get me back, I suppose, 
to the Gresham law and he wants to discuss that fora time. I 
never did think the Gresham law itself had any force in this 


country. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I understood the Senator from North Carolina 
= add 550 distinguished authority to that of the Senator from 

ebras: 

Mr. ALLEN. Not“ distinguished;“ I beg the Senator's on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from North Carolina 
to concur in the opinion which Mr. Gresham gave many years 
ir- ALLEN, We were not talking about that. That is in 
KERNE with the Senator’s comprehension of the whole situation, 
Nothing of the kind was under discussion at all. I do not pro- 
pe to discuss the Gresham law or anything paang to it, 

ause, Mr. President, the principle of what is known as the 
Gresham law has no application to any condition ever presented 
in the United States of America. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If I misunderstood the Senator from North 
Carolina, it was my fault, I understood the Senator from North 
Carolina to say that the issue of national-bank currency, creating 
an inflation, would drive gold out of this country. 

Mr. ALLEN. He said it might, and I said I thought it would. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood both the Senators to agree to 


that a ep 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not say anything about a depreciated cur- 

rency, unless Senators want to follow—— 

= RICH. If not by depreciated currency, by what proc- 
ess would gold go out by inflation so as to bring about deprecia- 
tion in national-bank notes? 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is quite evident that the filling 
of the channels now occupied oyan different forms of money by 
an excessive issue of national-bank notes would, temporarily at 
least, have the effect of retiring and probably sending abroad to 
new fields a portion of the gold of this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH, Would the excessive issue or coinage of silver 
have the same effect? 

Mr. ALLEN, Does the Senator desire to take me away from 
the hideous and monstrous features of this bill and carry me off 
on some side issue that is not at all germane to the question? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I was trying to see whether the Senator 
from Nebraska concurred with his friend from North Carolina, 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not important whether I do or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was trying to carry the Senator back to the 
doctrine which I understood him to argue on this floor with great 
force and eloquence at various times. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not think I have ever been inconsistent. I 
may have been, but I hope I have not been, But, Mr. President, 
one thing is true. If I ever become convinced that I am wrong, 
I will have the courage to stand right up here and say so. 1 will 
not beat abont the bush, I will not hedge and cover and duck out 
of sight, and pretend that I was consistent all the way through, 
when I am not, as the Senator does. The question what will be 
the effect on the gold coin of the country is not material, although, 
as I said in answer to the Senator from North Carolina, I believe 
it ies haye that effect, and I can see no reason why it should 
not. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island shall not 
escape from the monstrous provisions and monstrous consequences 
that will follow the adoption of this bill, I have paid some atten- 
tion to this discussion, not, perhaps, as fully as the Senator from 
Rhode Island, because I have not the great intellectual capacity 
which he enjoys, but I have given it the result of my best mental 


please. 


power. I have tried honestly, at least, to learn what it contains 
and what it means, but I have failed to find one man committed 
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to this bill or who will vote for it now within a few minutes who 
will tell the country or tell the Senate why this power is turned 
over to the banks and the different forms of Government paper 
money retired. And, Mr. President, it never will be told. No 
man will ever stand here and tell why that was done. Thatisone 
of the hidden purposes of the bill to come out to public gaze after 
it shall have become a law and after it is too late for the people to 
apply the remedy. 

. President, of all the vicious legislation that has been pro- 
pae in this Chamber since I have had the honor of occupying a 

here I think this is the most infamous. Itis further reach- 
ing in its blighting consequences. It affects not only the present 
but the future generations of our people with widespread ter 
the consequences of which can not becalmly contemplated. No 
curse ever befell this country or ever befell the world that will equal 
in its direful consequences the passage and enforcement of this 
bill. I can not understand that peculiar sort of man who is will- 
ing to put this burden upon his country and upon his country- 
men, and who is anxious to do it. Are not the homes of this 
country sacred? Are not the millions of homes that lie between 
the Atlantic and Pacific and between Canada and the Gulf of 
some importance to the American statesman? Is the withering 
curse and the blight that will follow this bill to be put upon them 
without any compunction of conscience, without at least the 
thought that something wrong is being done? Yet, Mr. Presi- 
dent, it would seem here in the Senate Chamber of the United 
States gentlemen are anxious and waiting for the moment to come 
when they can consummate this villainy by making it a law. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am quite well aware that the 
contention of the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] that we 
are conferring 1 88 bill some unusual or extraordinary powers 
on national banks will be heard from in the next political cam- 

n. I do not intend to detain the Senate in any extended ex- 
amination of this question, but to state a few facts in regard to it. 

The Senator from Nebraska asked me the question why we should 
desire to turn over to the national banks the sole power of issuing 
money. I have already stated that this bill does not in any of its 
provisions give to the national banks any additional powers over 
what they now have in regard to the circulation, except it does 
ponn that circulation may be issued up to the par value of 

nds deposited, instead of 90 per cent, as at present. 

It does not in any other respect or in any other manner change 
the status of national banks. It gives them no new powers; it 
does not extend their charters or add one additional day to the 
life of the institutions now in existence, The charters of these 
associations expire in 1902 and the years thereafter, and it will be 
within the power of Congress at or prior to that time to say 
whether there shall be any further renewal of their privileges. 

Now, the Senator from Nebraska says that we propose to give 
by this measure to these banks the right to issue currency without 
limit. Thisisnottrue. They donot have under this act and they 
have never had unlimited power to issue currency. Their issues 
have always been strictly limited, first, by the capital, and, second, 
by the amount of bonds deposited. That has remained so from 
the time when the banks were first established up to the present 
moment. 

In 1870 the amount of money of all kinds in circulation in the 
United States was $754,000,000, or $17.16 per capita. For the ten 
years prior to that time the issues of the national banks consti- 
tuted about 45 per cent of all the money in circulation. At the 
present moment we have over two thousand million dollars in 
circulation, of which the national banks furnish $240,000,000, or 
about 12 per cent. If the national banks should furnish in the 
immediate future the same proportion of our circulation that they 
did in the years between 1865 and 1870, that amount would be 
$1.400,000,000 instead of $240,000,000. 

This bill allows national banks to issue up to the amount of 
their capital, which is $609,000,000, They have now outstanding 
$240,000,000. This provides for a possible increase of $360,000,000, 
or an amount equivalent to about 15 per cent of the outstanding 
circulation. The incentives to note issue have been by the force 
of circumstances and conditions—inexorable conditions—greatly 
impaired and restricted. 

or instance, in the early history of the national banks Con- 
gress required that they should deposit for circulation bonds bear- 
ing not less than 5 per cent interest, and the profit on national- 
bank circulation at that time was more than double what it will 
be under this bill. There has been no time in the history of the 
national banks from the beginning down to the present moment 
that they have furnished an excessive proportion of our currency, 
and it is not possible under the provisions of this bill that there 
should be any such inflation as the Senator from Nebraska fears. 

I was greatly surprised at the statement of the Senator from 
North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], concurred in by the Senator from 
Nebraska, that they were afraid that inflation by means of na- 
tional-bank circulation would drive gold out of the country. If 


that is to be the position of the party which those two gentlemen 
represent in the 3 political campaign, I am sure that 
the day of miracles not passed. I have certainly understood 
the Populist party to be in favor of any proposition which added 
to the amount of the currency. 

They were in favor, first, of the free coinage of silver, with the 
contention that such free coinage, in their opinion, would not 
drive out gold. but that it would remain and the parity preserved. 
They are in favor of an unlimited amount of paper money to be 
issued by the Government, contending—a contention, of course, 
contrary to the experience of mankind : 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perkins inthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Rhode Island yield to the Senator from North 
Carolina? 

Mr. ALDRICH. And that this unlimited issue could be main- 
tained at a parity with gold and never redeemed. It is a new doc- 
trine for these gentlemen, that which they have enunciated to-day. 
I congratulate the Senator from North Carolina and the Senator 
from Nebraska that at last, after the lapse of all these years, they 
have discovered the true doctrine applicable to money. 

Mr. BUTLER, Mr. President, I regret to see that the Senator 
from Rhode Island so poorly understands the position of the Peo- 
ple’s Party on the financial question. If he understands this bill 
no better than he understands the ition of the People’s Party, 
he will himself be very much surprised at some of the results that 
will flow from it. He has just attempted to state the position of 
the People’s Party, which is wholly incorrect. 

He stated that my par was in favor of an unlimited amount 
of paper currency. . President, nothing could be further from 
the truth. The chief opposition of the People's Party to this bill 
is the opportunity that it furnishes for a practically unlimited 
contraction and expansion, to be controlled by accident by a few 
bankers, without any regard to the increasing business needs of 
the country. Unlimited contraction and unlimited inflation sre 
both dangerous evils. We should steer clear of both. We should 
have a well-regulated increase of the volume of money, to be de- 
termined by the increasing needs of population and business, so 
that a stable price level will be maintained. 

The position of the Sa ape Party, as I have attempted to 
state several times on this floor, is not in favor of an imited 
supply of paper money or an unlimited supply of money of any 
kind. The People’s Party is opposed to an unlimited supply of 
gold as much as an unlimited supply of paper. The position of 
the People’s Party is for a volume of money to be increased as 
the increasing demands of F gence and business demand it, no 
more and no less, to the end that stability of prices and equity be- 
tween the debtor and creditor may be maintained. It is not so 
material what the per capita shall be. As I stated yesterday, we 
would be willing to start out with what we have got to-day in 
circulation as a basis, as a starting point, and then to increase 
that volume each year to meet the demands of increasing popula- 
tion and business so as to maintain a stable price level. 

Then our position is that, starting with a volume of $20, or $30, 
or 850 per capita—the amount is not so material—that vol- 
ume of money, every dollar being a legal tender, whether gold, 
silver, or paper, should be increased each year, not recklessly, not 
by chance, not by accident, not unlimited, but exactly, scientific- 
ally, mathematically with the increase of population and business, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from North Carolina or his 
party in favor of the free and unlimited coinage of silver? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, that question was asked me by 
a prominent banker a few days ago. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My question was a simple one, susceptible of 
a categorical answer. the Senator is not willing to give me 
one 

Mr. BUTLER. I will answer it squarely I am glad to do so— 
but Iwill answer it in my own way. The banker referred to asked 
me if the increase in the sappi y of gold was as great as would have 
been the increase caused by free coinage of silver, or, if necessary, 
to be . by Government paper, as demanded by the 
People's Party—— y 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is not my question, 

Mr. BUTLER, I will answer the Senator's question with pleas- 
ure, but he must not try to dictate or shape my answer. I will do 
that for myself. My answer to the question of that banker Was 

Mr. ALDRICH. My question is a plain and simple one. 

Mr. BUTLER. In answer to his question, if I would, under the 
conditions he named, still favor the free potage of silver, and a 
still further inflation by it, I answered him, No.“ 

Mr. ALDRICH, Now, without any ifs at all, or any other sug- 
gestion, is the Senator from North Carolina or his party in favor 
now of the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 


to 1? 
Mr. BUTLER. If I could write the law governing the financial 
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system of this Government, I would not provide for the free 
and unlimited coinage of any metal or any combination of metals, 
and then further provide that the amount of those metals that 
accident and chance brought from the mines should make the 
volume of the nation’s money. That kind of a system might 
make too much money one year and too little another year. There 
would be nothing certain or stable about it. Under the free and 
unlimited coinage of gold alone, it is possible that there might be 
such an enormous output of gold in one year as to inflate the 
volume of money ter than the increase of population and 
business, and therefore it would disturb values. 

Therefore any law which provides that the volume of money 
shall depend upon the output from the mines of one metal or two 
metals is to fix an accidental standard which will cause prices to 
rise or fall according to the accidental discovery of those metals. 
I would have no aceidents about it. I would regulate the amount 
of gold each year that was made into money, the amount of silver, 
the amount of paper, and I would regulate it by a common-sense 
standard, and that is to increase the volume of money, whether 
gold, silver, paper, one or all, each year with the increase of pop- 
ulation and business. and leave nothing to accident or to chance, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The ample collection of words which the Sen- 
ator from North Carolina has used does not include any answer 
to my question. Is he or is his pey in favor of the free and un- 
limited coinage of silver by the United States at a ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the question that the Senator 
asks is as unscientific as the standard he stands for. I would not 
favor the free coinage of silver if it could be shown that the free 
and unlimited coinage of silver would increase the volume of cir- 
culation faster than the increase of population and business would 
demand. If this could be shown, then I would be in favor of lim- 
iting the coinage of both gold and silver to just the amount re- 
quired each year to supply the honest and legitimate demands of 
our people. But—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have watched 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island 
can not divert me from this statement till I have finished it. Iam 
stating the fundamental principle that must underlie any honest 
finan system; and when I have finished that statement, he will 
have the answer to his Boge as emphatic as he may desire. 
Whenever prices are falling, I am in favor of stopping falling 
prices by increasing the volume of money. That is the only way 
to do it. Just so when prices are rising unduly, I am in favor of 
stopping such rise by stopping the inflation of the currency, for 
that is the cause when there is an undue rise in the general range 
of prices. Iam in favor of doing that even if it requires the sto 
ping of the free and unlimited coinage of gold or of silver or the 

imiting of the volume of Government legal-tender paper, what- 
ever it egy ae 

Mr. ALDRICH, Mr. President, I have watched with great 
interest and have seen the supporters of the proposition for the 
free and unlimited coinage of silver upon the other side disappear 
one after another, but I did not expect the Senator from North 
Carolina or the Senator from Nebraska would thus unceremoni- 
ously abandon the silver standard. It seems to me this is the un- 
kindest cut of all, as their candidate (because I speak of Mr. 
Bryan, I hope without disrespect, as the candidate of the Populist 
party) bas declared that it is the greatest issue before the Ameri- 
can people and that itis the duty of the United States at once to 
i to the free and unlimited coinage of silver at a ratio of 16 

And here we have the leading representative of one of the great 
parties supporting him in this campaign disavowing his leader 
and stating emphatically that he is not in favor of 
unlimited coinage of silver. 

Mr. BUTLER. The Senator misrepresents Mr. Bryan. He 
stands for an honest dollar, and he has defined what he means by 
that term. The coinage of gold or silver or paper is simply a 
meanstothatend. Yesterday I read froma speech delivered three 
days ago by Mr. Bryan in Louisiana, in which he laid down a cor- 
rect and fundamental financial proposition to the effect that an 
honest dollar is one with unchanging purchasing and debt-paying 


e free and 


por Will anyone say that he opposes such a financial system? 
we can agree on that principle, then we will discuss the method 
to secure it. 
és ath ALDRICH, But is the Senator willing to answer my ques- 
on 
Mr. BUTLER. The trouble with the Senator is that he does 
not like the kind of answer that Iam now giving him, and he is 
trying to divert me from it. I will not be diverted. Mr. Bryan 
laid down a correct age, He in that speech. He stated the same 
thing when he was in the House in 1893, He said the same thing 
in his Madison Square speech in 1896, when he accepted the nomi- 
nation for the Presidency, as I showed yesterday. It is nothing 
new with him. He has always stood for that principle, and so 
has every man who has understood the money question and who 
has stood for an honest financial system. It is simply this, that 


we need a volume of national money, gold, silver, and paper, all 

issued by the Government, to be increased in quantity from time 

to time so as to keep a stable price level—to make the purchasing 

powe of the dollar the same to-day, to-morrow, twenty years 
rom to-day, and for all time. 

That is the correct fundamental principle on which any honest 
financial system must be based; anything else is fluctuation and 
panics, hen once we lay down this rule, then the whole finan- 
cial question is reduced to a mathematical certainty. It will be 
removed from the arena of politics. The people and all business 
men will favor the fair and just rule that will maintain the sta- 
bility of prices. The party that would attempt to change that 
rule when once the people saw how safe and sound it was would 
be defeated as disturbers of business prosperity and triflers with 
stability of p and security of contracts, 

Mr. President, the money question is a simple one. It is simply 
a question of quantity of dollars or units. Let every dollar be 
issued by the Government and be a full legal tender and then the 
quality of every dollar is controlled by the quantity. And I have 
stated the rule that should govern quantity. Iam not a gold man 
and Iam not a silver man and I am nota paper man, but I am for 
a common-sense financial system, every dollar to be full legal ten- 
der, and the volume to increase scientifically with the increase of 
population and business. That, and that alone, will maintain the 
stability of prices. That will keep a stable price level, so that 
the contract of to-day will be settled ten years from to-day with 
the same labor and the same produce and commodity that the con- 
tract called for when it was made. Ichallenge any Senator to say 
that he favors any different kind of a dollar. S 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I submit it is too much to ex- 
pen the Senator from North Carolina—it is too great a tax upon 

is powers to oblige him to repeat the whole of his platform 

uently, but I should like to return to my simple question, 

which was, Is he or his party in favor of the free and unlimited 
coinage of silver by the United States at a ratio of 16 to 1? 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, if the Senator will his 
soul in patience, he shall have his answer and have it straight— 
so straight that he can not misunderstand it. It is possible that 
the se of gold might be so great that I would not vote for the 
free and unlimited coinage of gold alone—it might unduly inflate 
the volume of money in toto. But I think to-day—to answer the 
Senator—that the United States can open its mints to the free 
coi of silver and absorb all the silver that will come to us, 
and still not increase the circulating medium to an amount 
larger than the business needs of the country require. 

But I may be mistaken. The output of silver and gold may be 
abnormal—may be so great that our gold friends will want to de- 
monetize gold. If the time should come when the output of gold 
alone should be too groat for the business needs of the country as 
money, then I would stand with them to limit the coinage of gold 
and limit it by the common-senserule I have just stated. Our gold 
friends have more than once in the past favored the demonetiza- 
tion of gold. be | understand the money que®ion. They wanted 
to apr suas gold simply because they feared there would be too 
much gold. 

They are in favor of scarce money. Iam not in favor of scarce 
Iam notin favor of undue inflation. I am in favor of 
a sufficient quantity of money, no matter what it is made of, to 
maintain a stable price level. But it is the duty of Congress to 
make it and to put the stamp of the Government on the material 
out of which it is made, whether it be paper or gold or silver; it 
is immaterial which. There is but one thing involved in the 
money question, and that is the quantity; and with the sover- 
eignty of the Government behind the dollar, it will always be an 
honest dollar, provided the quantity is right. 

The quantity of legal-tender dollars will determine their quality, 
and the quantity should be controlled by the increase of popula- 
tion and business, and this will always keep the quality the same. 
We want an unchangeable quality, and this is secured when the 
quantity is regulated according to the rule I have already stated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, at last we have a complete 
abandonment of Mr. Bryan’s monetary platform, and I shall ex- 

t, after he reads the speech of the Senator from North Caro- . 
ina, that his name will be withdrawn as a candidate. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, not all. The Senator isattempt- 
ing to misrepresent the position of Mr. Bryan. But his record 
and position on this question have been known and publicly stated 
for years. I quoted from many of his speeches yesterday. They 
speak for themselves. He stands for an honest dollar of unchang- 
ing purchasing power. Our gold-standard friends do not. They 
stand for an accidental standard, a contracting standard, with the 

wer given in this bill to the banks to enormously inflate or con- 
tract the bank paper at will. We contend that all paper money 
should be issued by the Government and thatits volume should 
be regulated by the Government as the needs of the country re- 

uire, and not as the whims or desires of private corporations may 
ictate. That is the question at issue. Can the people be trusted 


mone 


2588 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MAROH 6, 


to control the money of the country, or are a few bankers more 


patriotic and wise? On that issue we areready to go to the coun- 
bat Pair Mr. Bryan as the people’s standard bearer. 

. ALDRICH. Just a word, Mr. President, in reply to the 
statement made by the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. in 


regard to United States notes. He asks, Why would sedentary 
the greenbacks? I would suggest to the Senator and to his friends 
that there is nothing in this bill that in any manner or in the 
slightest de: affects the functions, the privileges, or the pre- 
rogatives of United States notes, We expressly reserve their 
legal-tender quality, and they are entitled to all the rights under 
this bill which they have by existing law. We strengthen the 
provision for their redemption. We provide that they shall be 
used as they have always been used. e do not restrict their use 
in any way except that they shall be retained in the reserve fund 
until they are replaced by gold. 

If the tor believes that United States notes ought to be re- 
tired or impounded, then he is not in sympathy with this bill. If 
he believes that they ought to retain all the functions which they 
have now, then he should support this measure. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, I suppose the Senator from Rhode 
Island wants me to accept his version of this bill as to its effect 
upon the industries of this country. I do not. My own idea is— 
and I am convinced of that fact—that the greenbacks are intended 
to be taken out of circulation as effectually as if they were de- 
stroyed, burned up. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator made similar statements in rela- 
tion to the effect of this bill in the course of his speech this after- 
- noon in regard to quite a number of other matters; but they are 
not based upon anything contained in the bill—none of them. 
They 485 1 — the result of his reasoning or his imagination in 


em, 

. ALLEN. They are ideas that I gathered from reading and 
studying the bill. I think they are legitimate deductions and 
inferences to be drawn from the provisions of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH, I am very sorry the Senator from Nebraska 
should have so misconceived the purposes and the effect of the 


measure. 
Mr. ALLEN. If I have misconceived them, the future will set 
me right. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT NATCHEZ, MISS. 


Mr.SULLIVAN. Lask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 1402) for the erection of a public building 
at Natchez, Miss. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It directs the Secretary of 
the Treasury to purchase, acquire by condemnation, or otherwise 
provide a site and cause to be erected thereon a substantial and 
commodions building, with fireproof vaults, for the use and accom- 
modation of the post-office and for other Government uses, at 
Natchez, Miss.; the site and building thereon, when completed 
upon plans and specifications to be previously made and approved 
by the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed in cost $100,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I wish to give notice that on 
Thursday next, after the morning business, if that bill shall then 
be before the Senate, I shall desire to make some remarks on the 
bill relative to a Territorial government for Puerto Rico. 


INVENTIONS BY NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, while we are waiting for the hour 
to take the vote on the conference report, I ask unanimous consent 
for the consideration of the bill (S, 2035) providing for the use by 
the United States of devices invented by its naval officers while 
en. in its service and covered by letters patent. 

Ə PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be read for in- 
formation, subject to objection. 

The bill was read. 5 

Mr. Let the report be read in that case. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The report will be read. 

The Secretary read the report submitted by Mr. HALE on Janu- 
ary 31, 1900, as follows: ; 

The Committee on Naval W to whom was referred the bill (S. a 

for the use by the Uni States of devices invented by its nav: 
ifs service and covered by letters patent, having 
report it back to the Senate and recommend its passage. 

The letter of the tary of the Navy is appended and made a part of 
this report and is as follows: 

Navy DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 28, 1899. 


Sie: Itransmit herewith a draft of a bill providing for the use by the United 
cers while en n its service 


y De ent in its annual ro mod and to Congress, upon one occasion 
receiving the favorable consideration of the Senate. The necessity for the 
enactment of some provision of law su em 


each as in the course of naval development a wider range of inventions 
is utilized t of ships of 


in the of war. I have the honor to recommend 
its favorable tion by the ittee. 
Very respectfully, J. D. LONG, 
Secretary. 


Hon. EUGENE HALEP, 

Chairman Committee on Naval Afairs, United States Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill? 

Mr. HOAR. I should like to hear that bill read once more. 

Mr. HALE. Let the bill be read, so that it may be thoroughly 
understood. 

The PRESIDENT pro tem The bill will be read. 

The Secretary again read the bill. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I think that the bill had better go 
over. It seems to take from officers in the service of the United 
States and from their assignees, whoever they may be, their legal 
property in their inventions. If the bill referred to future mat- 
ters, it would be proper to make provision restricting it to per- 
sons who make such inventions while in the service of the United 
States, and who now have the full right toa patent. Instead of 
giving a legal claim for the damages to their property, it provides 
that the Court of Claims shall determine certain equities and set- 
tle their rights on some very different rule from the right which 
oey would have by the laws of the land but for this proposed 


aw. 

If, as I suppose, a title to a patent be a vested constitutional 
right, it seems to me the constitutionality of the bill is liable to 
very serious doubt, I think certainly as to all such patents here- 
tofore granted, if the Senate wants to provide against the bring- 
ing into Congress of claims for gratuities or other compensation 
on the ground that Congress can not be sued, I think the bill 
ought to provide that the officer should be entitled to recover his 
lawful damages, whatever they may be, by suit under the law as 
it now is, as to the right of the Government to use the invention 
on certain equitable principles. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
bill goes over. 

Mr, HOAR. It seems too important a matter to go through 
without consideration. Of course these considerations—I have not 
had time to examine the bill before - are offhand, but it may be, if 
the Senator can have the opportunity to explain, that he will be 
able to satisfactorily answer them. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President 


REMOVAL OF REMAINS OF GENERAL ORD, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the amendments of the House of Representatives to a bill (S. 
$266) authorizing the health officer of the District of Columbia to 
issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the late Brig. 
Gen. E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of Columbia, 
to the United States national cemetery at Arlington, Va.; which 
will be stated.. , 

The Secretary read the amendments of the House of Representa- 
tives, which were, in line 5, to strike out the words“ Brigadier- 
General” and insert Major-General;” and to amend the title so 
as to read: A bill authorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the 
late Maj. Gen. E. O. O. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of 
Sd to the United States national cemetery at Arlington, 

2 z 


Mr. FORAKER. Imove that the Senate concur in the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives. 

Mr. HALE. How did this bill getin? Ithought the bill which 
I called up was before the Senate. 

The P EN eek tempore, The bill which the Senator 
called up was objected to by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar], and took its place on the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. I to say a word or two on that bill. The Sen- 
ator from M usetts intimated that he was ready to listen to 
an explanation. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator first permit 
the Chair to put the question on eeing to the amendments of 
the House of Representatives to the bill the title of which has 
been stated? 

Mr. HALE. Certainly, 5 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on concurring 
in the amendments of the House of Representatives, which have 
been read. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


INVENTIONS BY NAVAL OFFICERS, 


Mr. HOAR. I will withdraw 5 to the bill called u 
by the Senator from Maine [Mr. HALEI, so that he may be heard. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the ole, resumed consider- 
ation of the bill (S. 2035) pane for the hadi the United 
States of devices invented by its naval officers while engaged in 


phasized | its service and covered by letters patent. 


1900. 


Mr. HALE. There are only two or three minutes 8 
before the time for taking the vote on the conference report. 
the Senator insists upon the bill going over, I do not object to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Oh, no. Sere 

Mr. HALE. The bill does not proceed on the ground indicated 
by the Senator from Massachusetts, of taking away from an in- 
ventor who is in the Government service, or his assignee, com- 

nsation for the invention; on the other hand, it is in the line of 

is protection. 

There has always been a grave question whether a patent, 
which is the result of the investigation and thought and wit of a 
bright man in the Government service, in the Navy or in the 
Army, appertaining to the operations of things in the Army or the 
Navy, is entitled to any com tion; whether his patent shall 
not be for the benefit of the Government; and different commit- 
tees, who have finally to deal with these matters, are constantly 
beset by applications from officers for gratuities of fixed amounts 
for inventions pertaining to guns, ordnance, powder, and every- 
thing used by the military or other establishments. 

On reflection, last year the committee reported, and it passed 
the Senate, the bill which is now before the Senate, providing 
that in all such cases, instead of the right being taken away, in- 
stead of a contract being made with the Secretary, the officer 
shall go to the Court of C.aims, a tribunal instituted to consider 
cases between the Government and its citizens; that this tribunal 
shall consider all the facts, the merits of the invention, the situa- 
tion of the inventor, and the fact that he is in the Department 
and has had the benefit of all the devices and all the information 
of the Department. 

Mr. HOAR. If the Senator will pardon me for a moment, I do 
not think he sees my point. Whether such an officer has any legal 
right at all now is one thing; but you take this legal right, if he 
has got one, and you provide for compensation for that right bya 
different rule than the existing rule of law, to wit, the fancied or 
real equities which are to be applied by the Court of Claims. My 
proposition is that you have no right, either in justice or under 
the Constitution, to do that thing. You can not say that the 
Government shall take my land and then pay me asum of money 
for it which a court shall consider equitable, considering the cir- 
cumstances under which it wastaken. For past transactions you 
must enforce the naked legal right everywhere as to all persons, 
and for future transactions you may do what you think proper. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The hour of 4 o'clock has 
arrived. 

THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the com- 
mittee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to 
maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, and for other purposes, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The question is onagreeing to 
the report of the conference committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. COCKRELL called for the yeas and 


nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (when Mr. BERRY’s name was called). 
My colleague [Mr. Berry] is detained from the Senate. He is 
paired with the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. SEWELL]. If my 
colleague were present, he would vote nay.” 

Mr. SBROUGH (when his name was called), Iam paired 
with the senior Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL], but I trans- 
fer that pair to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. KEAN], and 
vote yea.” 

Mr. McBRIDE (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money], who 
is absent. I am informed that the Senator from South Carolina 
ur. McLaurin] is paired with the Senator from North Carolina 

Mr, PRITCHARD], who is also absent. I therefore suggest to the 
Senator from South Carolina that we exchange pairs, so that the 
Senator from North Carolina will stand paired with the Senator 
from Mississippi and the Senator from South Carolina and I may 
both vote. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I agree to that, Mr. President. 

Mr. MCBRIDE. Under that arrangement I vote yea.“ 

Mr. NELSON (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest], but I transfer 
that pair to the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], and vote 
“ yea. ” 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLORY |, but I 
transfer that pair to the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wor- 
rel, and vote. I vote “yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a general 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. TURLEY], who is 
absent from the city. I am, therefore, not at liberty to vote, If 
I were at liberty to vote, I should vote yea.” 
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Mr. TELLER (when Mr. STEwart’s name was called). The 
Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART] is paired with the tor 
from Louisiana [Mr. CAFFERY]. The Senator from Nevada would 
vote sinay,” if present, and fhe Senator from Louisiana would 
vote “yea. 

Mr. TURNER (when his name was called). I havea penera! 
pair with the Senator from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN], but Lunder- 
stand that that pair has been transferred to the Senator from 
Missouri [Mr. bara who is absent. With that understandin 
I will vote “nay.” I understand the Senator from Wyoming, 
present, would vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. WARREN’S name was 
called). I desire to say that if my colleague [Mr. WARREN] were 
present, he would vote “yea” on this question. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. PENROSE, I desire to state that I have a special pair on 
this bill with the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART], but I 
understand that that pair has been transferred. I am therefore 
at poe to vote, and I vote ‘‘ yea.” 

Mr. ALLISON. The junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Wot- 
coTT] is necessarily absent from the Chamber. He authorized 
me to pair him on this question. If he were present, he would 
vote in the affirmative. He is paired, as has been stated by the 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. PROCTOR], with the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. MALLORY]. 

Mr. BURROWS. Ihave a general pair with the Senator from 
Louisiana [Mr. Carrery], but I understand that pair has been 
transferred to the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. I am 
therefore at liberty to vote, and I vote “yea.” 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I am requ to announce a pair on 
this question between the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. DEBOE] 
and the Senator from Louisiana [Mr. MCENERY]. 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 25. 

Mr. CLARK of Montana subsequently said: Mr. President, I 
am informed that my vote on the question of agreeing to the con- 
ference report has not been recorded. I voted ‘‘nay.” 

Mr. COCKRELL, I heard the vote distinctly. 


Mr. BATE. So did I. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is informed that 
the clerks did not hear the vote. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I move that the vote be recorded. It will 
not change the result. 

The P IDENT protempore. A motion would not be in 
order. A request for nnanimous consent is not in order. 

Mr. KENNEY. The vote of the Senator from Montana was 
very distinct. 

Mr. SPOONER. Iheard the vote of the Senator from Montana. 

Mr. BACON. It seems to me there can be no possible doubt as 
to the fact, and the vote ought to be recorded without any motion. 

Mr. HOAR. It seems to me there ought to be some method of 
recording the fact. . 

Mr. BACON, It is not a matter of grace or favor. The Senator 
was in the Chamber and voted. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. This is nothing but a motion to cor- 
rect the record, to make it speak the truth. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. There is no trouble about the 
statement of the Senator from Montana being received on the 
Forord, but I think there is about changing the names onthe roll 
call. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. The Clerk can not change a man's 
yote. The Senator from Montana has voted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Rule XII reads as follows: 

When the yeas and nays are ordered, the names of Senators shall be called 
alphabetically; and each Senator shall, without debate, declare his assent or 
dissent to the question, unless excused by the Senate; and no Senator shall 
be permitted to vote after the decisions! have been announced by the pre- 


siding officer, but may for sufficient reasons, with unanimons consent, 
or withdraw his vote. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas. But he did vote, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore (reading) 

No motion to suspend this rule shall be in order, nor shall the presiding 
officer entertain any request to suspend it by unanimous consent. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It is not a motion to suspend the rule. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. He did vote. 

Mr. HOAR. It is a mere matter of the correctness of the Jour- 
nal. Ordinarily the proper time for the Senator from Montana 
to have made his suggestion would have been when the Journal 
was read to-morrow morning, but as it was much more convenient 
that he should make the announcement now, when the facts are 
fresh in memory, it seems to me the Senate may now modify the 
record to include his yote. = 

Mr. PETTIGREW. To show the fact. 

Mr. HOAR. To show the fact. 

Mr. COCKRELL, There is no question about it. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the clerks be directed to enter the 
name of the Senator from Montana upon the roll call. 
Gan What is the provision of the rule just read by the 

Air? 
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Mr. HOAR. That you shall not change the vote. 

Mr. HALE. It forbids any motion being entertained, 

Mr. COCKRELL. It does not forbid any motion. It prohibits 
a vote that was not cast from being cast. This vote was cast. 

Mr. KENNEY. Undoubtedly, 

Mr. COCKRELL, The rule has nothing to do with this case. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply to say that I am at a con- 
siderable distance from the Senator from Montana and I heard his 

mse distinctly. 
r. KENNEY. heard it. 

Mr. BATE. I did, undoubtedly. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If the Senator actually voted 
and it is a mistake entirely of the recording officer, I suppose there 
is a right—there must be a right—to have the error corrected. 

Mr, BATE. Unanimous consent can be given. 

Mr, SPOONER. It simply makes the record tell the truth. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the name of the Senator from Mon- 
tana be added to the list of names on the record. 

Mr. I hope the Senator will not make a motion. This 
may bea peona that may come back to trouble us when a vote 
is close, ere is no real changing of the result contemplated 
here. Itis simply stated that the Senator from Montana voted, as 
the rest of us voted, and the clerks, without fault on their part, 
did not hear his vote. Now, I hope that no motion will be made 
which hereafter will imply that a motion can be made to change 
the vote, but that unanimous consent, which pledges nobody in 
the future and which makes no precedent, be asked that the - 
ator’s name may be added to the list of names, he having voted. 

Mr. KENNEY. The question of unanimous consent does not 
apply in this case. The Senator from Montana distinctly answered 

è roll call and voted ‘‘nay,” and it does not ap to me that it 
is secre! for unanimous consent to be given that his vote shall 
be recorded as he cast it. 

Mr. HALE. The trouble is that when the clerks announced 
the result and the Chair took the result from the clerks and an- 
nounced it to the Senate, the Senate accepted the result as stated 
by the Chair. The only way, it seems to me, in which it can be 
got at is by the unanimous consent of everybody. It being a pure 
question of error, the Senator having voted, as the rest of us did, 
let unanimous consent be given—and I ask that such consent be 
e e the Senator's name be added to the list of those having 
vo 

Mr, HOAR. Asking unanimous consent implies that it can 
not be done by motion. 

. HALE. Ihave doubt whether it can be. 

Mr. HOAR. It is absolutely within the right of the Senator 
from Montana to have the record corrected, and within the right 
of the Senate. He voted, and the fact that he voted is proved by 
seven Senators, who have declared they heard him. I think that 
is the number. The only question, and it is one of form and not 
of substance, is whether when the Journal is read to-morrow 
morning the Senator would have the right then to have the Jour- 
nal corrected. It is much more convenient to do it now. I shall 
object to unanimous consent, because that is admitting that the 
Senator from Montana is not within his absolute right. I shall 
insist on a vote to correct the record. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. May I ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts a question? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I wish to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts if he thinks it is possible for the Senate to refuse 
the right of the Senator from Montana to have his vote recorded? 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think it is. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Therefore, I think the President of 
the Senate should direct the clerks to record his vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I think so, too. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Without any order by anybody and 
without unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE, If the Chair takes the responsibility of doing that, 
that settles it. Otherwise I shall ask unanimous consent that the 
Senator's name may be added to the list of ‘‘nays,” he having 
voted; and then let us see if any Senator will object to that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It being clearly a mistake and 
not a change of a vote or anything of that nature, the Chair will 
without any hesitation make an order that the name of the Sen- 
ator from Montana shall be entered. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is right. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On which side shall it be en- 
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Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In the negative. 
Mr. HALE. In the negative. 
11 The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be entered in the nega- 
ve. x 
Mr. CHANDLER. I now ask that the result of the vote be re- 
announced, 


The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 26, as follows: 


YEAS—44, 

Aldrich, Elkins, Hoar, tt, Co 
n, Fair Lindsay. Platt, N. Y. 

Baker, Foraker, r, 
Bard, Foster, McBride, les, 
Beveridge, e, M ig 
Burrows, G ger, McCumber, Scott, 
Carter. A Me Shoup, 
Clark, Wyo. Hale, Simon, 
Cullom, Nelson, Thurston, 
Davis, Hansbrough, mrose, n. 
Depew, Hawley, Perkins, Wetmore. 

NAYS—26 
Allen, 8 Kenney, Sullivan, 
Bacon, Cockrell, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 
Bate, Culberson, Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Pettigrew, Turner. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 

NOT VOTING—17. 

Berry, Kyle, Sewell, Warren, 
Caffery, , Spooner, Wolcott. 
Daniel, Mallory, Stew: 
Debos. Boner. Turley, 
Kean, Pri rd, V 


So the report of the committee of conference was agreed to. 
HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands: 

A bill ve R. 2955) providing for the resurvey of township num- 
bered S of range numbered 30 west of the sixth principal meridian, 
in Frontier County, State of Nebraska; 

A bill (H. R. 4001) authorizing the adjustment of rights of set- 
tlers on the Navajo Indian Reservation, Territory of Arizona; 

A bill (H. R. 5485) providing that the State of Wyoming be 
permitted to relinquish to the United States certain lands here- 
tofore selected and to select other lands from the public domain 
in lieu thereof; 

A bill (H. R. 7649) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
issue patent to the city of Elreno, Okla., for cemetery purposes; and 

A bill (H. R. 8585) to amend an act entitled ‘‘An act to prevent 
forest fires on the public domain,” approved February 24, 1897. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 

A bill (H. R. 459) for the relief of Christiana Dengler; 

A bill (H. R. 7150) for the relief of Francesco Peruna; 

A bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of charities for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; 

A bill (H. R. 8069) to amend an act approved July 22, 1892, en- 
titled ‘‘An act to peas for the opening of alleys in the District 
of Columbia;” an 

A bill (H. R. 8532) to quitclaim all interest of the United States 
of America in and to lot 4, square 1113, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., to William H. Dix. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 5032) authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
negotiate with certain Indian tribes in Oklahoma for the cession 
of the ‘‘neutral strip;” and 

A bill (H. R. 8590) to ratify and confirm an agreement with the 
Comanche, Kiowa, and Apache tribes of Indians in Oklahoma 
Territory, and to open their reservation for settlement. 

The bill (H. R. 8463) ratifying an appropriation by the legisla- 
ture of Oklahoma out of the Morrill fund for the use of the uni- 
versity at Langston for colored students was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

The bill (H. R. 8566) authorizing certain suits in the Court of 
Claims, and for other purposes, was read twice by its title, und 
referred to the Committee on Claims, : 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL, 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the consular and diplomatic appropria- 
tion bill 55 be laid before the Senate. With the leave of the 
Senate I will call it up for consideration to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the unfinished business be laid aside temporarily, and that 
the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill be laid before the 
Senate. The Chair lays before the te the bill indicated, which 
will be read by title. 

The Secretary. A bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for 
sho W and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 

Mr. HALE. Certain Senators not being present, I will not press 
the consideration of the bill to-night, but with the leave of the 
Senate I will call it up after the routine morning business to- 
morrow. j 


1900. 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts [Mr. LODGE] gave notice that to-morrow he would address 


the Senate immediately after the routine business was concluded. 
Mr. HALE. I can not, of course, interfere with that, but as 
soon as he is through I will try to get the bill up and have it 


passed. 
7 I move that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
usiness, 

Mr. CARTER. If the Senator will withdraw that motion, pend- 
ing 5 I should like to make a request for unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. HALE. I withdraw the motion. 


NIGHT SESSION—CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that when the regular 
work of the Senate shall have been concluded to-morrow after- 
noon, at the time of adjournment under ordinary circumstances, 
the Senate take a recess until 8 o'clock to-morrow evening for the 
purpose of the formal reading of the bill (S. 3419) making further 
provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other pur- 

ses. The reading of the bill will consume a considerable time, 
and I make the request, in view of that fact, and with the under- 
standing that no other business shall be transacted, that there 
shall be no amendments made to the bill or any action taken upon 
it, save the formal reading at the evening session, which I request 
for to-morrow evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate to-morrow take a recess 
until 8 o’clock in the evening, and that the bill to which he has 
referred, providing laws tor Alaska, may be read, without any 
amendment or any action whatever other than the reading. 

Mr. HALE. And no other business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. And no other business to be 
53 Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is 
so ordered. 


CANADIAN-AMERICAN BOUNDARY WATERS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 71) authorizing 
the President of the United States to invite the Government of 
Great Britain to join in the formation of an international com- 
mission to examine and report upon the diversion of the waters 
that are the boundaries of the two countries. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third 
time, and passed. 

PUERTO RICO AND THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Friday morning, at the conclusion of the routine morning busi- 
ness, I shall address the Senate, if an bed e presents itself, 
on the pending bill in relation to Puerto Rico and also concerning 
ae relations which the Philippine Islands bear to the United 

tates. 
EXTENSION OF RHODE ISLAND AVENUE. 


Mr. McMILLAN. Lask unanimous consent to call up the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 119) to amend an act entitled “An act to ex- 
tend Rhode Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899. 

There being no objection, the Senate, asin Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the joint resolution. It proposes to 
amend the act referred to by adding to the sixth section the fol- 
lowing proviso: 

Provided, That no 
supreme eBid! the poral 1 8 8 
assessments shall delay or prevent the payment of said awards in respect to 
the property condemned. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM R. M’ADAM, 

Mr. NELSON, I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3105) for the relief of the mother of Wil- 

i . McAdam. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay to the 
mother of William R. McAdam, deceased, late an assistant sur- 


geon in the United States Marine-Hospital Service, $3,900, being 


the amount of his salary and allowances for two years, 

Mr. COCKRELL, Let the report be read. 

The ort submitted by Mr. NELSON February 23, 1900, was 
read, as follows: 

The Committee on Commerce, to whom was ref: d the bil! (S. 31 
the relief of the mother of William R. McAdam ‘Teferred the S the 
baie nes” f ig Me rag for information and advice, and in reply thereto 
recei a letter from the Acting Secretary of said De ent, which is 
attached to this report and made a part thereof. This le ne piyes ene facts 

orses and recommends the passage of the bill. 


Your committee concur in the views expressed by Pome inant of the 


y recommend the passage of 


ry, and acco: 


TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
d Washington, February 15, 1900. 


Sin: I have to acknowledge receipt of your letter of the 13th instant, 
transmitting a copy of S. 31 ke ye Pe Con gress, first session. For the 
relief of the mother of William R. McAdam,” and 


L via ey, me to furnish 
the committee with suggestions touching the merits of the bill and the pro- 
priety of its 


In reply I Fave to inform you that Asst. Surg. William R. McAdam, while 
in the active discharge of his duty in connection with the measures taken to 
prevent the spread of yellow fever from Key West, Fla., to the mainland, 
contracted the disease and died therefrom October 12, 1899. He was not 
married, but leaves an mother, who relied upon him for support. 

There is a precedent for this bill in the act of Congress approved June 15, 
1898. appropr ton a sum equal to two tere pay and allowances for the 
benefit of the legal representatives of the late Asst. Surg. John W. Branham, 
Marine-Hospital Service, who died in Brunswick, Ga., in 1893, under similar 
circumstances. The bill is also in line with recommendation contained in the 
last annual report of the Secretary of the Treasury. I deemthe bill a proper 
and meritorious one, and urgently recommend its passage. 


3 O. L. SPAULDING, 
Acting Secretary. 
The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE, 
United States Senate. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ANNIE E. JOSEPH, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (S. 1319) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie E. Joseph. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the name Joseph,” to insert!“ Byt. 
Brig. Gen. Charles S. Russell, and also widow of;” and in line 10, 
after the word of” where it occurs the second time, to strike out 
the $20 per month which she now receives” and insert that she 
is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 9 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Annie E. Joseph, widow of 
Bvt. Brig. Gen. Charles S. Russell, and also widow of George W. Joseph, late 
private, Company B, One hundred and thirty-second Regiment Indiana hie 


unteer Infantry, ‘and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
that she is now receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ALBERT HAMMER, 


Mr. CULLOM. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to Albert Hammer. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on the 
poe roll the name of Albert Hammer, late of Company E, One 

undred and twenty-third Illinois Volunteers, and to pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT DALLAS, TEX. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I ask unanimous consent to call up for 
poen consideration the bill (S. 2583) for enlarging the public 

uilding at Dallas, Tex. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It authorizes the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to cause the public building at Dallas, Tex., 
to be enlarged, so as to furnish to the post-office and other offices 
more room and better accommodation, the cost of such enlarge- 
ment not to exceed the sum of $150,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN B. TURCHIN, 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 289) granting a pension to John B. 
Turchin. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of John B. Turchin, late brigadier- 


general, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 
per month. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 
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The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read | of pension to Julia A. Taylor, was considered as in Committee of 


the third time, and passed. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPOKANE, WASH, 


Mr. TURNER. I ask that the bill (S. 98) providing for the 
erection of a public building at the city of Spokane, in the State 
of Washington, be put on its Š 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildin 
and Grounds with an amendment, on page 2, line 2, before the 
word “thousand,” to strike out three hundred and fifty” and in- 
sert five hundred; so as to read: 

of the and he 
That the Secretary hy 8 jo hereby is, authorized and 


e building thereon, when completed according to plans and cations 
to be previously made and approved by the Secretary of the Treasury, not 
to exceed the cost of 000, 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ma The ill wa Sorat tobe d f third reading d 

e was order engrossed for a rea 
the third time, and passed. 
SEMINOLE INDIANS. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent that the 
Senate consider the bill (S. 3055) to ratify an agreement between 
the Commission to the Five Civilized Tribes and the Seminole tribe 


of Indians. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, p ed to its consider- 
ation. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
The preamble was agreed to. 
GLOBE WORKS, OF BOSTON, MASS. 
Mr. HOAR. I ask that the Senate proceed to the consideration 
of the bill (S. 1934) for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, 


Mass. There are two bills, this one and the one following, that I 
believe ena. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill has been read in Com- 


ee of the Whole formerly. Is there objection to its consider - 
ation 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (S. 1934) for the re- 
lief of the Globe Works, of Boston, Mass. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
ATLANTIC WORKS, OF BOSTON, MASS. 

Mr. HOAR. I ask also that the next bill, which is one standin 
in the same way, a bill of the same character, be taken up an 
considered, It is the bill (S. 1744) for the relief of the Atlantic 
Works, of Boston, Mass. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That bill also has been read in 
Committee of the Whole, Is there objection to its consideration? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Are we taking up cases that have been ob- 


jected to heretofore or not? 2 
The PRESIDENT pro tem They havenot been objected to. 
Mr. ALDRICH. ‘This bill has been objected to once or twice. 


Mr. HOAR. I think not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I myself objected to it once. I do not know 
whether anyone else has objected to it or not. 

Mr. G GER, It was over without prejudice, 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was wondering whether we had gone back 
and taken up cases objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It was taken up by unanimous 
consent at the request of the Senator from Massachusetts. Does 
the Senator from Rhode Island object? 

Mr. HOAR. Does the Senator wish me to make an explanation 
now? 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I object to the bill. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Objection being made, the bill 
goes over. 

Mr. HOAR. Let the bill stand without 
Senator who reported it comes in. 

The PRESID pro tempore, The bill will be passed over 
without prejudice, 


prejudice until the 


JULIA A. TAYLOR, 

Mr. HARRIS. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 

sideration of the bill (S. 817) granting an increase of 

Julia A. Taylor, a pamon bill reported without amen 
There being no obj 


nsion to 
ent. 


ection, the (S. 817) granting an increase 


the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject 33 and limitations 
of the pension laws, che name of Julia A. Taylor, widow of Samuel A. Taylor, 
late captain Ne G, Twenty-first R t Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and second lientenant Company H, Fourth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Julia A. Taylor.” 


NELLY YOUNG EGBERT. 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 995) granting an increase of pension to 
Nelly Young Egbert, widow of Harry Clay Egbert, late colonel, 
United States Army. < 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“one hundred” and insert fifty; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the 8 the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on 8 roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension e name of Nelly Young Egbe 
5 8 Nerd oe her 8 at the Jase nn of $50 ns month in lien of 
that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. ~ 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Nelly Young Egbert.” 

CHARLES KAUFFUNG. 


Mr. QUARLES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Kauffung. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limita- 
Si Sauls ar Wasa ane ear athe neater 
at the rate of $4) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Mr. QUARLES. I move to amend the amendment by striking 
out the word ” and inserting the word fifty“ before the 
word “dollars.” This is a case where I omitted to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the amendment. The man is entirely 
blind in both eyes and requires, of course, the constant attend- 
ance of some one to look after him, and to make this pension 
equal with the others, according to the rule and understanding of 
the committee, I move this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless the matter has been brought to the 
attention of the Committee on Pensions, I shall object. The Pen- 
sion Committee has been very liberal, and I shall oppose any in- 
crease over what the committee recommend unless there are some 
very strong reasons why the Committee on Pensions will assume 
the responsibility. If this course is to be pursued, I have here a 
dozen cases where I will move to increase the rate fixed by the 
Committee on Pensions unless they will consider the case and 
make a report upon it themselves. It is not right that this one 
and the other one should come in here and move to increase the 
rate and violate the rules of the Pension Committee and their 
system of adjudicating and rating pensions. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri object to the present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do for the present. 

Mr. QUARLES. I wish the Senator would withdraw his objec- 
tion. I will state that I have consulted the committee in regard 
to it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Recommit the bill to the committee and let 
them report it back. 

TES ARLES. That would put it down at the foot of the 
Calendar. 

Mr. COCKRELL. That does not make a bit of difference. 
Pension cases are always considered by taking up the Pension 
Calendar and going through with it. 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2593 


Mr. QUARLES. Then I move to recommit the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions, 
The motion was agreed to. 


HORATIO H, WARREN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Lask unanimous consent for the present 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 2331) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Horatio H. Warren. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Horatio H. Warren, late of Company 
B, Thirteenth New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

Several Senators addressed the Chair. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I rose to move that the Senate proceed to the 
consideration of executive business, 


MRS. ELLA M. SHELL. 


Mr.McLAURIN. I askunanimous consent that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill (S. 2311) for the relief of Mrs. 
Ella M. Shell, 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill. It proposes to pay $500 to 
Mrs. Ella M. Shell, widow of G. W. Shell, deceased, for services 
. rendered by her husband as census supervisor for the Fourth census 
district of South Carolina. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, and read the third time. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask that a letter which the Senator from 
South Carolina has from the Director of the Census in relation 
to the bill may be printed in the RECORD, 

The PRES T protempore. Without objection, the letter 
will be printed in the RECORD in connection with the bill. 

The letter is as follows: 

DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, CENSUS OFFICE, 
Washington, D. C., February 14, 1900. 


My Dran SIR: In compliance with your request as to the services which 
were rendered by Mr. G. W. Shell, supervisor of census for the Fourth cen- 
sus district of South Carolina, I have the honor to inform you that Mr. Shell 
was appointed supervisor on July 25, 1899, and confirmed by the Senate on 
December 12, 1899, shortly thereafter dying. 

During this period he was called upon to investigate the conditions which 
prevailed in his district, to secure information regarding various matters, 
and toproperly divide his district into suitable enumeration districts. 

These matters required considerable work, and he was probably placed to 
some expense to acquire the information necessary, which expense could not 
be reimbursed under the census act approved March 3, 1899. 

I am of the opinion that his legal representatives should receive some con- 
sideration for the services thus rendered. 

Iam, very truly, yours, 
W. R. MERRIAM, Director. 

Hon. Jonn_L. MoLAUnIN, 


United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 


The PRESIDENT pfo tempore. Shall the bill pass? 

The bill was er . 

Mr. HAWLEY. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

Mr. FOSTER, Allow me to have one bill passed. 

Mr. HAWLEY. I will yield. 


PUBLIC BUILDING AT TACOMA, WASH, 


Mr. FOSTER. I ask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(S. 304) providing for the erection of a public building at the city 
of Tacoma, in the State of Washington. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to 
acquire, by purchase, condemnation, or otherwise, a site for a 
building to be erected thereon, and to cause to be erected, at the 
city of Tacoma, Wash., a suitable building for the use and accom- 
modation of the United States courts, the post-office, and other 
Government offices in that city, with fireproof vaults extending to 
each story; the site and the building thereon, when completed 
according to plans and specifications to be previously made and 
5 se eS the Secretary of the Treasury, not to exceed the cost 
of $750,000. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

W. w. RILEY. 


Mr. CLAY. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill (H. R. 
1806) for the relief of W. W. Riley and put it on its passage. 

Mr. COCKRELL, I give notice that as soon as this bill is passed 
I shall move that the Senate adjourn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill indicated by the Senator from Georgia? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. It proposes to pay to W. W. Riley, of 
Ackerman, Miss., $458, being the amount of United States money- 
order funds which was stolen from his safe October 13, 1898, when 
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he was postmaster at Ackerman, Miss., and which amount he paid 
into the United States Treasury. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I ask for the reading of the report in that 
case, or at least the letter from the Post-Office Department dated 
January 19, 1900. 

The Secretary read the following report, submitted by Mr. CLAY, 
February 19, 1900. 


The Committee on Post-Offices and 8 whom was referred the 
bill (H. R. 1803) for the relief of W. W. Riley, beg leave to submit the follow - 
n and recommend that said bill do pass: 

1896 Riley was postmaster at Ackerman, Miss., and was in the on 
of certain United States money-order funds, which were stolen m him. 
The theft was committed by one Thrasher Meade in the 3 after 
breaking oven a safe where said funds were deposited. Largely through the 
— of Mr. Riley, said Thrasher Meade was arrested and convicted of the 
crime. 

The amount of the funds stolen, as stated in said bill, was made good by 
said Riley. Your committee are unable to find that said Riley was guilty of 
negligence in the matter, and the Post-Office Department, to which said bill 
was referred for o) as to its merits, recommend relief to Mr. Riley. 

The letters received by the committee from the Department are made a 
part of this report and are as follows: 

Post-OrFick DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE oF FIRST ASSISTANT PosTMASTER-GENERAL, 
: Washington, D. C., January 19, 1900. 

1 75 This office pas aoe 5 lege pone of loss of 
$458 in money-order fun urglary of the post-office a erman, Miss. 

A bill is pct Nhe for the relief 1 5 

The circumstances seem to fully j y concurrence in the views of the 
Assistant Attorney-General for this Department, under this date, and this 
office is therefore of the opinion that the amount should be refunded to the 
postmaster, through the process provided for in the bill, and so recommends. 

Respectfully, 
GEO. M. ALLEN, 
Acting First Assistant Postmaster-General. 
Hon. A. F. Fox, M. C., City. 


POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF ASSISTANT ATTORNEY-GENERAL, 
Washington, D. C., January 19, 1900. 
Str: Mr. Allen called on me in person within the last few minutes, in com- 
— 7 with Hon. A. F. Fox, member of Congress, of Mississippi, and 
t I look of 


into the matter of the loss of money: er funds bur- 
glary at the office at Ackerman, Miss., on the night of October 13, 1896, 
which amount was paid upon the demand ota post-o 8 by W. W. 
Riley. rat Ackerman. There is no question as the facts con- 
nected with this case. A bill has m introduced by Mr. Fox for the relief 
of master. and he desires that a recommen: Depart- 
ment U be made for the 5 said amount, which he may use in 
connection with the consideration of 


The postmaster at Louisville, 


Panel, taining 

transit, on the evening of October 12,1896. It was placed in the 
safe, with other property in his custody, by the postmaster, an 
facts go to show, the safe was securely locked. 

in the r course of mails, should have left 
by reason of the 3 of the postmaster (for which he offers some v. 
good reasons) it laid in 

of October. His safe was wre Lact pa entered that night, it is sai 
celebrated and notorious burglar, who was subsequently a and con- 
victed for this offense, and mainly through the efforts of the Ackerman post- 
master, and this cular package for New Orleans, together with other 
funds, was stolen. The Je sag coc pte at Ackerman has heretofore ea 
claim for the loss of fu . — 35 to his own office, the most of which 
claim was some time since allowed by this office. 


him. There seems to me to be some very substantial 
should not fall u 7 

never recovered ae and the only thin 
whether or not the negi t serious character 
that should prevent this Department from joining in 5 to re- 
lieve him. I do not believe that the public service wo be damaged by 
giving the recommendation. 

ery respectfully, 


5 JAS. N. TYNER, ` 
Assistant Attorney-General for the Post-Office Department. 
Hon. Perry S. H 5 
First Assistant Fostmaster- General. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
eration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After ten minutes spent in ex- 
ecutive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock and 15 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 7, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 6, 1900. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


Melville O. Brown, of Wyoming, to be United States district 
judge for the district of Alaska, vice Charles S. Johnson, whose 
resignation has been accepted to take effect March 31, 1900. 
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SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 


Joshua L. Chamberlain, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs 
for the portof Portland, in the State of Maine, to succeed William 
H. Anderson, whose term of office has expired by limitation. 


POSTMASTER. 


Adam C. Reinoehl, to be postmaster at Lancaster, in the count; 
of Lancaster and State of Pennsylvania, in the place of Ellw 
Griest, deceased, 


APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY. 
Pay Department, 


Capt. Francis L. Payson, assistant quartermaster, United States 
Volunteers, to be paymaster with the rank of major, March 5, 
1900, vice Frost, retired from active service. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
PUERTO RICO REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
To be captains. i 
First Lieut. Jesse Mel. Carter, Fifth United States Cavalry, to 


fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. Christian Briand, adjutant, Puerto Rico Battalion, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

First Lieut. James T. Ord, Puerto Rico Battalion, to fill an 
original vacancy. 

William P. Butler, late major, First Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, 
to fill an original vacancy. 


To be first lieutenants, 


Orval P. Townshend, late captain, Ninth Illinois Volunteers, 
vice Raymond, appointed captain. 
Second Lieut. Harry L. Cooper, Puerto Rico Battalion, vice 
Briand, appointed captain. 
Second Lieut. Jacob E. Wyke, Puerto Rico Battalion, vice Ord, 
appointed captain. 
To be second lieutenants, 


Walter F. Martin, late first lieutenant, Sixth Missouri Volun- 
teers, vice Cooper, appointed first lieutenant. 

Eben Swift, jr., late second lieutenant, Seventh Illinois Volun- 
unteers, vice Wyle, appointed first lieutenant. 

First Sergt. Paul Wuttke, Company A, Puerto Rico Battalion, 
to fill an original vacancy. 

Charles B. Kerney, late sergeant, Light Battery A, Missouri 
Volunteers, to fill an original vacancy. 

Frederick W. Hawes, late private, Company M, First United 
States Volunteer Cavalry, to fill an original vacancy. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 6, 1900. 
CONSUL. 
Henry B. Miller, of Oregon, to be consul of the United States at 
Chungking, China. e k 
POSTMASTERS. 


Homer A. Plimpton, to be postmaster at Perris, in the county of 
Riverside and State of California. 

Clarke P. Harding, to be postmaster at Medway, in the county 
of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 

William Noble, to be postmaster at South McAlester, in the 
Choctaw Nation of Indian Territory. 

Edward A. Ellis, to be postmaster at Newton Center, in the 
28 of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 

J. H. Smith, to be postmaster at Downs, in the county of Osborne 
and State of Kansas. 

Francis Marion McDowell, to be postmaster at Winamac, in the 
county of Pulaski and State of Indiana. h 

Eugene T, Slayton, to be postmaster at Lapeer, in the county of 
Lapeer and State of Michigan. 

illiam F, Wiley, to be postmaster at Peabody, in the county 

of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

Stephen ry Fee to be postmaster at Georgetown, in the county 
of Essex and State of Massachusetts. 

William C. Collins, to be postmaster at Homer, in the county 
of Cortland and State of New York. 

Charles A. Sawyer, to be postmaster at Jackson, in the county 
of Cape Girardeau and State of Missouri. 

Frank L. Redfield, to be postmaster at Cloquet, in the county 
of Carlton and State of Minnesota. 

Frederick T. Miles, to be postmaster at Salem, in the county of 
Columbiana and State of Ohio. 


Charles T. Jackson, to be 
of Orange and State of New 
Gilbert Francis, to be postmaster at Ellenville, in the county of 


pees at Goshen, in the county 
ork. 


Ulster and State of New York. 

George B. Jacobus, to be postmaster at Caldwell, in the county 
of Essex and State of New Jersey. 

James H. Morrison, to be postmaster at Marienville (late Mari- 
onville), in the county of Forest and State of Pennsylvania. 

Byron G. Hahn, to tmaster at Wilkesbarre, in the county 
of Luzerne and State of Pennsylvania. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 6, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 


CORRECTIONS. 


Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Before the Journal is corrected there 
is one matter to which I wish to call attention. It is not very 
important, but Iam unwilling to see the Journal approved with- 
out making the statement that it is not correct to say that Mr. 
BAILEY Rp ep to discuss the question of order which the 
Chair had decided.” As a matter of fact, I proceeded to comment 
upon it. I have no desire to detain the House by any motion to 
correct the Journal, but merely wished to make that statement. 

Mr. GAINES, On page 2662 of the RECORD I am reported as 
not voting and not present. Iwas not only present, but voted, 
7 vote Se ig in the negative. 

he SPEAKER. The correction stated by the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. GArnEs] will be made. As corrected, the Journal, 
if there be no objection, will stand approved. 

There was no objection. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed with amendments a bill of 
the following title; in which the concurrence of the House of Rep- 
resentatives was requested: 

R. 6627. An act making appropriations for the payment of 
invalid and other pensions of the United States for the facal year 
ending June 30, 1901, and for other purposes. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed without 
amendment joint resolution (H, J. Res, 170) providing for the ac- 
quisition of certain lands in the State of California. 


ELECTION CONTEST—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 


The SPEAKER. Thecontested-election case of Aldrich vs. Rob- 
bins, from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, will now 
be taken up under the order of the House. The gentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT] is recognized. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Alabama [Mr. ROBBINS]. 


[Mr. ROBBINS addressed the House. See Appendix. ] 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Bpoaker, the gentleman from Nebraska is 
ready to proceed, and I yield one hour to him, 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, this case now before us for con- 
sideration is an 8 one. It is more so, perhaps, than most 
similar contests. The membership of the House is probabl more 
familiar with it than any other of the several contested-election 
cases. The political history of the Fourth Congressional district 
of Alabama is an unenviable one, It is a disgrace to the State of 
Alabama and a stain upon the whole nation. 

For three consecutive Congressional elections the methods and 
practices of that district have been investigated by this House, 
and in both of the preceding instances this body has set its seal of 
condemnation upon the debauchery thereof. 

As between these individuals only it matters little to this House 
or the country whether the contestant shall be given the seat 
or whether the sitting member shall be permitted to retain it. 
This contest is to right wrongs as between these individuals, and 
will have failed of its purpose in the measure that it fails of right 
and justice and law and fact. 

But I say that out and beyond the rights of the immediate par- 
ties to this contest are the things that this contest stands for, 
The rights and liberties of the thousands of disenfranchised Ameri- 
can citizens in the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama are 
involved in our action here to-day. Aye, more even than that, for 
by the contests that are before this body for consideration at this 


time there is to be determined whether or not those parts of the 


Constitution which define American citizenship and determine a 
man’s status and rights, notwithstanding the color of his skin or 
the condition of his pocketbook, shall have any meaning and effect, 
or whether force, fraud, and corruption in some portions of this 
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e shall continue to nullify those constitutional guaranties 
at will. 

We hear considerable in these modern times from certain 
sources about human liberty” and “equality,” the Declara- 
tion of Independence,” and the ‘‘consent of the governed.” A 
stranger to earth might almost imagine the Democratic party 
Was sprouting wings. Great gobs of salty tears are periodically 
shed for people we never have seen and know not of far across 
the seas. Our friends who occupy that portion of this House be- 
tween that aisle and the ‘‘Cherokee Strip” have been very solic- 
itous of late about the status of the Constitution in Puerto Rico 
and the Philippines, while at home, in the very stronghold of De- 
mocracy, the Constitution is being withheld from more voters 
than there are people in all our new possessions. 

I sent to the Clerk of the House of Representatives and asked 
him for a list of the contests that were pending before this Con- 
gress. The statement which he sent me is as follows: 


No. Contestant. | Contestee. District. 
William F. Aldrich....| Gaston A. Robbins ....| Fourth Alabama. 
Walter Exans Oscar Turner Fifth Kentucky. 
George M. Davison . G. G. Gilbert Eighth Kentucky. 


John D. White Vincent Boreing 8 Ken- 


ucky. 
Thomas C. Catchings.. Third Mississippt. 
Sixth North Caro- 


Alina. 
Ninth North Caro- 


1 

2 

3 

4 

5 | Cornelius J. Jones 

6 | Oliver H. Dockery ....| John D. Bellamy 
7 

8 

a 

0 


Richmond Pearson 
R. R. Tolbert 


Richard A. Wise 
James A. Walker 


William A. Toung 
illiam F. Rhea. 


na. 
Second Virginia. 
W. Ninth V: ia, 


— 


Thus we see there are here pending ten contests for considera- 
tion and determination by this House. 

The scope of the territory from which these contests come is a 
significant fact. It is the same territory from which comes up 
the wail of more than one-half of the people that their rights are 
being stamped beneath the feet of others. It is there that men 
are not permitted to exercise the right of franchise which the laws 
of their country give them. It is in this spot where “consent of 
the governed is less regarded than in any place on the earth to- 
day. Fifteen Congressmen occupy seats in this body to-day, rep- 
resenting more than two and a f million of people, with a 
combined vote of 45,000. So I say the contests that come in here 
are important far beyond the significance to the parties as indi- 
viduals. They call our attention to the condition of affairs down 
there and, most of all, to the miserable election laws that we have 


heard so much about. 

The contestee, the gentleman from the Fourth Alabama district 
[Mr. Robbins], who just spoken, went over, so to speak, the 
entire case, and yet, sir, in all that time I have not heard one 
single word why any vote should be counted that was not counted, 
nor why any vote should not be counted that was counted by 
the majority of the committee in its report. If this committee 
has done any great wrong, certainly he should have told you. 
There has been a good deal of talk going on about the corridors 
and about this House to the effect that this Committee on Elec- 
tions had taken up precincts in which the contestant had ordered 
his votes suppressed, and had counted votes which ‘‘ they thought 
would have n cast for the contestant if they had been permitted 
to vote.’ 

It was only yesterday that a member addressed me in the body 
of the House and said: I understand that your committee have 
taken certain precincts where Aldrich suppressed the votes and 
have counted for him the number of votes that you supposed 
would have been cast for him if they had been permitted to vote.” 
Some of the distinguished gentlemen’s remarks who preceded me 
seemed intended to convey that impression. 

I want to remove any such impression as that, if it has got 
abroad. This committee in not one single, solitary precinct have 
employed anysucharule. Notone single, solitary vote have they 

iven to any man who has not come up and proved that vote. We 
ve not drawn on our imagination in any particular nor ae 
ted any partisan or personal feeling to lure us on to conclsuions 
not abundantly substantiated by evidence. We have considered 
the case for weeks and months. We have taken the 900 printed 
es of evidence and gone over it page by pag , line by line, word 
y word, and from this testimony we have drawn our conclusions 
as best we could, from the very best sort of evidence that was 
given us to determine it upon. 

I will admit, Mr. Speaker, thatin all particulars the evidence was 
not as full and clear and complete as I would liked to have had it. 
But I do not 5 that any election contest will ever come 
here to be determined in which all the points that an election 
committee might suggest shall have been touched upon in that 
evidence which must necessarily have been taken months in 
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advance. But, sir, as a member of this committee, I want to as- 
sure you that this committee was bound under the evidence to 
bring in the report that the majority have presented here for your 
consideration. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before I shall go further into the details of 
this report, before I shall undertake to point out to the House 
separately and individually the frauds that were perpetrated in 
this election and upon which the majority report is based, I want 
briefly to touch generally upon the cause of this contest. I want, 
in as few words as possible, to give you some of the conditions 
that obtain down there in that particular district. This district 
has become historical for one thing, if for no other—that of con- 
tested-election cases. For the third time, as has been brought 
out in this evidence, these same parties, practically—three times 
the same contestant and twice the same contestee—have brought 
their difficulties into this body to be determined and to be settled; 
and every time fraud enough has been found in the single county, 
that of Dallas, to warrant the House in overturning the election 
returns and granting the prayer of the contestant. 

I do not suppose, Mr. Speaker, in all this Union of States, in all 
their counties, there is another county among them all that is re- 
sponsible for so much corruption and dirty, miserable, degraded 
political practice as the one county of Dallas, in the Fourth Con- 
gressiona! district of Alabama. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to call 
the attention of the House to the geographical condition, if I may 
so term it, of that district, that we may have a correct under- 
standing of the entire case. As has been said, the Fourth district 
of Alabama is composed of six counties—Cleburne, Calhoun, Tal- 
ladega, Shelby, Chilton, and Dallas. 

There is no contest about five of them. The trouble all comes 
from the one county of Dallas. There is no use in talking about 
the other five counties of Cleburne, Calhoun, Talladega, Shelby, 
and Chilton; there is nothing in the contest about them, but the 
whole proposition comes upon Dallas County alone. Aye, more. 
It all turns upon ten precincts in Dallas County, and I will eye 
those to you later on. Enough of fraud, enough of corsaption, 
enough of manipulating of the ballots and the count and the re- 
turns was found in ten precincts of one county to change the 
results of theelection in the entire district and warrant the major- 
ity of the committee in reporting in favor of the contestant. 

By the census of 1890 the total voting population of that district 
was 35,462. The total voting popnlation of Dallas County was 
10,677. Deducting Dallas County from the total in the district, 
and we find that the other five counties have 24,785. Now, the 
total vote cast at the election of 1898, as shown by the returns, 
gives Aldrich 5,685 and Robbins 6,915, or a total vote cast of 12,600 
out of a total voting population of 35,462. That is, as shown b 
the returns, about one man out of every three who were entitl 
to vote actually exercised that right. 

Now, let us go a step further, In these five counties where the 
whites predominate—and they do in every county but Dallas— 
Aldrich received 5,293 votes and Robbins 4,477 votes. In short, 
Aldrich received in these five white counties, where the whites 
predominate more than 2 to 1, controlled by white men, 816 more 
votes than Robbins did. These votes must be overcome. They 
could not change the returns in these five counties, The people 
there knew how they wanted to vote, and had the nerve and the 
manhood and the power to nd and obtain their rights. 

This majority for Aldrich must be overcome where it could be 
done. It must be done where the environments were most au- 

icious, It must be overcome down there in Dallas County where 
the ple managing the election were willing to go to any 
depths of miserable degradation, and to any length in usurpation 
of the rights of others, and where those thus defranded were too 
weak d too fearful to demand and obtain their rights. Down 
in Dallas, poor, black, and ignorant, is where the force and fraud 
was used that thwarted the will of six counties of people. In 
Dallas County, by the returns, Mr. Robbins received 2,438 votes 
and Mr, Aldrich 392 votes. This left 2,046 majority for Mr. Rob- 
bins in that county, and deducting the 816 votes that Mr. Al- 
drich received in the white counties, left the contestee’s majority 
in the district 1,230. 

Now, from these figures let us make a few deductions, By the 
census of 1890 the total number of white voters in those first five 
counties was 17,005. The total number of colored votes in those 
first five counties was 7,780. In those five counties with 17,000 
white voters and 7,000 colored voters, Mr. Aldrich received, ac- 
cording to the returns, 5,293 votes and Mr. Robbins 4,477. 

Now, let us go just one step further in Dallas County. As I said, 
with white voters numbering two thousand one hundred -odd and 
the colored voters numbering 8,500, Mr. Aldrich received only 392 
votes and Mr. Robbins 2,438, and still the Democrats of the South 
tell us they are afraid of ‘‘negro domination,” when Aldrich car- 
ried the white counties and the only county the Democratic contest- 
ant carried was negro as. ow, from both these figures let 
us draw another deduction or two. Mr. Aldrich, the contestant, 
received in the five white counties 21.3 per cent of the entire voting 
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population, and Mr. Robbins received 18 per cent of the entire 
voting population. When we get down into Dallas County, Mr. 
Aldrich received only 3.6 per cent of the entire voting popula- 
Sen, instead of 21.3 per cent, and Mr. Robbins received 22.8 per 
cen 

Now, why do not our friends on the other side get up and ask 
us whether Mr, Aldrich did not suppress some of the votes down 
there in Dallas County? To be sure he did, for reasons which the 
gentleman from Illinois, my colleague on the committee, explained 
so thoroughly to the House the other day. But let me call atten- 
tion to this fact, that up in those five counties Mr. Robbins re- 
ceived 18 per cent, while down in Dallas County he received 22.8 
per cent of all the voting population. What does that mean? It 
means that Mr. Robbins increased his vote 26.6 per cent of itself 
down in Dallas County over and beyond the proportion that it was 
up in those five counties. 

I ask you, Mr. Speaker, I ask this House, as a general proposi- 
tion—I admit that this has nothing to do with the proof in this 
case—but I ask this House, as a general proposition, is there not 
something peculiar when a Democrat, running on a Democratic 
ticket, who has the temerity to tell this body that he believes in 
Caucasian rule; that he does not intend to go to Africa for his 
vote; can go down into a county with two and a half times as 
many colored people as white and jump his vote up 26.6 cent 
of itself? [Laughter.] My judgment is that Africa is his proper 
political habitat. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to impress that fact upon this House. 
Down in Dallas County contestee increased his vote 26.6 per cent 
of itself, where there were two full-grown negroes and a boy to 
every white man and where there were three voting precincts that 
never voted at all. Think of it! Three voting precincts that 
never voted at all. Yetthe gentleman who represents the Democ- 
racy of the South, exultant in the frauds by which the Caucasian 

rule, spurning the African vote, increased his vote 26.6 per 
cent in that particular county. Let us take a little more of thi 
same sort of figuring. Mr. Aldrich's vote equaled 31.1 per cent 
of the white vote of those five counties. 

When he got down into Dallas County, he received a number of 
votes equal to 18.2 per cent of the white votes of the county. That 
does not signify anything, I will confess—why? Because Mr. Al- 
drich 9 his vote in Dallas County, as shown here. But 
let us take the other vote. Mr. Robbins received a vote equal to 
26.3 per cent of the white voting population of the five counties I 
have just mentioned. He goes down into Dallas County“ nig- 
ger Dallas County,“ as he is pleased to term it; Africa,“ as he 
chooses to brand it—and he receives, what per cent of the white 
voting population do you suppose? He receives 113.6 per cent— 
18 per cent more than there were, all told, of white voting popu- 
lation in that county. [Laughter.] That is, while up in the other 
counties he received a vote equal to 26.3 percent of the white voters, 
down in Dallas his vote equaled every single solitary white man 
and 13 per cent besides. 

So I might go on, Mr. Speaker, and cite figures and calculate 
percentages from the votes down there. I have not undertaken 
to do more in this, however, than to lay down a general proposi- 
tion for the purpose of showing this House right from thestart that 
there has been something radically wrong down in Dallas County 
for lo these many years, and that p uty devolves upon this 

ro 


House to right, now and forever, th mg that has been perpe- 
trated upon the Page le of that district. 

Mr. LATIMER, ill it interrupt the gentleman if I ask hima 
question? 

Mr. BURKETT, Oh, no. 


Mr. LATIMER. Does the gentleman think the fact that Mr. 
Robbins lives in Dallas County, that that is his home, cuts no 
figure in the number of votes cast for him there? 

Mr. BURKETT. I admit that it is hardly possible that a man 
can live in a county and the vote for him not be different there 
from what it would be if he lived in another county. If it were 
not so, it would signify that the man running for office was 
neither a bad man nor a good man—a simple nonentity in that 
community. A man running for office in his own county would 
naturally get more votes because he is a good man and respected 
in the community, or else fewer votes because he is a bad man. 

But, Mr. Speaker, it ought not to be so very different as we find 
it is in the case now presented. He ought not to go there—when 
he gets only 26 per cent on the average in the rest of the district— 
he ought not to go there to get 13 per cent more than the total 
number of white votes cast. 

Mr. LATIMER. If the gentleman will permit me, I presume, 
of course, that he wants to state the facts and be perfectly fair to 
the House in connection with this controversy. 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. LATIMER. Then, the statement I would like to make to 
the gentleman is this, That in the Southern country I suppose the 
same condition prevails as we find all over the United States, that 
there is some sort of pride among the people in the county where 
the candidate resides, 
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Mr. BURKETT. Certainly; I understand that. 

Mr. LATIMER. So when you refer to the fact that Mr. Rob- 
bins got an exceedingly large vote in Dallas County, which is his 
home county—a larger vote than he got in proportion to the aver- 
age received throughout the rest of the district—we insist, be- 
cause he was a resident of Dallas County, there was that pride 
amonen: the people of that county which induced large numbers 
tom e special efforts to get to the polls and yote for their can- 

ate. 

Mr. BURKETT. You have already so stated, and I do not dis- 
pute the gentleman’s statement. I am only calling attention to 
the remarkable discrepancy in this case. Let me call your at- 
tention to the further fact that there were almost 11,000 votes in 
Dallas County. Now, if this distinguished gentleman, the con- 
testee, was so remarkably popular in his own county, is it not a 
peculiar fact he received only 2,438 votes ont of 11,000 voters? 

Mr. LATIMER, I understand that in the most of this county 
the Aldrich voters—the colored voters - were advised not to turn s 
ont and vote at all. 

Mr. BURKETT. Even if that were so, it would not affect the 
Robbins vote. 

Mr. LATIMER (continuing). Butin face of that the Robbing 
vote turned out and consequently he got a very much larger pro- 
portion of votes there than he did in the rest of the precincts. 
The effect of Mr. Aldrich’s action was to reduce his vote and 
necessarily to increase to that extent the Robbins vote. 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, no; that would divide 5 
but if every single supporter of Aldrich had stayed at home, it 
could not have increased Robbins's vote. But there was another 
reason which the tleman has not yet assigned. It was needless 
for men to go to the polls and vote for Mr. Aldrich when they had 
sanon to believe that their votes would be counted the other way 
anyhow. 

Mr. LATIMER. Ifthe voters purposely, and by advice, stayed 
away from the polls, of course they could not expect their votes 
to be counted. 

Mr. BURKETT. But they would be counted for the other fel- 
low arway even if they voted, and therefore they stayed at home. 

Mr. LATIMER. The gentleman will hardly make that conten- 
tion, I imagine. | 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Nebraska will yield | 
a moment—I am sure he wants to be entirely fair. 

Mr. BURKETT. I will yield to the gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then pardon me if I call your attention to 
a statement which I think the gentleman has entirely overlooked, 

Mr. Robbins got in Dallas County 2,438 votes altogether. 

Mr. BURKETT. That is correct. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, in 1890, ten years ago, there were 2,146 
white voters in the county. The testimony shows that in the ten 
years after the census of 1890 there are at least 3,000 white voters 
in that county; and that is the testimony of witnesses of the con- 
testant himself. Is it not true? 

Mr. BURKETT. Itisnot. I disagree with the gentleman—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; but the evi- 
dence is conclusive. ` 

Mr. BURKETT. Ofcourse, I understand the gentleman from 
Georgia to be entirely correct as to the evidence. That is the 
statement on the testimony, but I question somewhat the correct- 
ness of that testimony. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I understand the gentleman, of course. 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. I have no ute with the gen- 
tleman as to what the evidence was. But I think the evidence is 
wrong. As tothe facts alleged, I differ with the testimony, and I 
have figures here which I think will show that I am justified in 
that regard. It is not material, as I can see, anyway, even if what 
the gentleman from Georgia has said was correct. I Want to show 
that the same old Dallas County, where all of these irregularities 
have been going on for these many years past, has been going | 
downward and downward when the rest of the country has been 
developing and building up; where other counties and other 
States, in which the people are permitted to exercise their consti- 
tutional rights unimpaired, are increasing in wealth and growin 
in population all the time. People are moving into them an 
being born in them; but the statistics show that in old Dallas 
County, if people are born there or move there, they get ashamed 
of the fact, disown the county, and move out of it. 

But now let me proceed to the next step in this discussion. I 
have shown you what the vote was, and from that have drawn 
some general propositions with reference to that election. Now 
I want to show the general condition that prevails socially, polit- 
ically, and morally also in this particular county of Dallas. I 
want you in a measure to know the people; at least to know 
the environments. I want to give you some of the practices 
that obtain in politics down there. I want you to understand 
their methods and motives, as shown in some instances by their 
own language. For before I enter in detail upon the evidence 
in this case I want you to know that the 6 
then show you were not accident or mistake, but that they 
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were premeditated; that they were malice aforethonght. The 


contestee, in his remarks just preceding me, speculated con- 
siderably upon the fact that these negro witnesses were placed 
aboard the cars and taken outside of Dallas County to a place 
called Staunton, where their testimony was taken. But, Mr. 
Speaker, that was not done without a reason. Every mile tray- 
eled there on the railroad costs just as it does elsewhere. If, 
therefore, the contestant loaded three or four hundred witnesses 
onto the train and took them into another connty at an enormous 
expense, there must have been cause forit. What was that cause? 
Why, simply that they could take their testimony unmolested and 
without the fear of results direful and dangerous to both wit- 
nesses and parties so taking it. It was because the evidence could 
not be taken down in Dallas County. 

The evidence shows that they made preparations to take these 
depositions down there, but that they could not doit. A build- 
ing was leased in Selma for the purpose of taking the evidence and 
furniture was procured. But let me tell you why they did not 
take the evidence there. Let me tell it to you in the exact lan- 
guage of Hon. E. H. Dryer, one of the counsel in the case. 

Q. State whether or not, in your opinion, from facts and circumstances 
above testified to by you and other facts and circumstances within your 
knowledge or information, it would have been possible for contestant to 
have taken or ca to be taken his testimony in support of this contest in 
the hips of Selma or within Dallas County immediately after the said per- 
sonal attack upon him or soon thereafter. 

A. mmy 5 he could not have taken his testimony at any place in 

it: State whether or not that opinion was shared inand expressed by Mr. 
Aldrich’s friends and advisers universally after full consultation and expres- 
sion thereof. 

A. It was. 

Q. Was it for that reason, in whole or in that contestant's witnesses 
were examined at Stanton, in Chilton Coun 1. ? 

A. It was decided that it was not possible to have anything approachin; 


the gay of a court in Dallas County; that tho witnesses would be afrai 
to testify if they came on account of fear of arrest on pretended cha: of 
en existing in Dal- 


Gateway we wisi ao an soar the county bs 12 wee DODIES tt tare ony 
accommodations, open the court there, and do everything possible to get out 
all the evidence which could be taken at such a point from the witnesses out 
of Dallas County. 

A personal assault was made by the contestee upon the contest- 
ant in the hotel at Selma, where preparations were being made 
for taking testimony. It was a dastardly affair. It was a most 
cowardly assault, at it was premeditated there can be little 
question, for under the drawn revolvers of Dallas County officials 
contestant was beaten by contestee until he cried for peace. It 

Was not considered safe or possible either by the lawyers or the 
officers who took the testimony for the contestant to this contest 
to take the evidence down there in Dallas County. 
The distinguished gentleman, Mr. Robbins, in his remarks intro- 
duced some testimony of the sheriff, Mr. Lumpkin, about some 
conversation that was had about a particular 2 in one pe 
cinct, a conversation between the sheriff and Mr. Mason. e 
iven his version of that conversation. But what has 

. Mason, gentlemen of this House? He was shot 
dead in his tracks by a supporter of the other side before he was 
ever permitted to give evidence in this case and tell what he knew 
about that matter. His lips are sealed in death, and he is not per- 
mitted to counteract the evidence that the witness has giyen. 
That is another illustration of the conditions that exist in that 


county. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman state when the killing 
of Mr. Mason happened? 

Mr. BURKETT. I do not know just when it happened. It 
happened before we could take his evidence to counteract this. 

r. HAMILTON. Ile died on the 26th of December. 

Mr. BURKETT. I do not remember just when it happened. 
was right after-the election a few days when they shot him 

own, 

Let me give you another illustration of the conditions that exist 
down there, as brought out from this testimony. The testimony 
shows that Edward went up to cast his vote, and was bluffed 
and scared away from the polls by a man named Bamberger, a regis- 
trar, a man placed there by the law to preserve order and see that 
justice was done to all. Nevertheless this servant of the law, 
from his seat as such official, defeated Mr. Ball of his constitu- 
tional and God-given rights. Notice the evidence of Mr. Ball on 
this point, after stating that he went to the court-house to Vote, 
but did not vote. The following questions and answers appear as 
part of his deposition: 

Q. What was said and done by Mr. Bamberger after he issued you that 
registration ticket? 

A. At the time he was writing it out he asked me who I was gii to vote 
for, and I told him I was going to vote for Mr. Aldrich. He said, "t Vote for 
Aldrich?” and said. Why don’t you vote for Robbins?" He said. Why in 
the hell don't you vote for Robbins?” and I told him I did not know him any 
more than I knew Mr. ch; that Mr. Aldrich was my choice man. Then 
he went on to cuss me and called me a damned nigger, and asked me did I 
know I was going to the coal mines; and I told him, No, sir,“ and he said, 
By George, you have got to E As for you, old man, you had better go 
and call for your lawyer; just e you get out of here.“ 

What did you then do? 
Inever any more to him and went on out. 


Alexander Watts was driven away from the votin 
I will call attention to page 107 of the record to Mr. 
mony: 
Did you register in May? 


2 Yes, sir; I registered in May. 
Q. Is this your registration ticket? 
A. Yes, sir. 


es, sir. 
(Here the contestant offers the e ticket referred to by the wit- 
ness, which is hereto attached, marked Exhibit A,“ to this witness's testi - 
mony. 
@ Bia ya go up to the court-house that day? 
es, sir. 
Q About what time a day wasit? 
Between 10 and 11 o'clock. 
2 State, as near as you can recollect, what was said and done there then. 
When I went there to vote, and when I got there they drove me ont, 
and I come on out and went on to my work. 
Q Who drove you out? 
Ido not know who it was; I don’t know his name. 
. Was it a white man or colored man? 
. It was a white man, but I do not know who it was. 
2 What did he say to you? 
He just drove mo out und cussed me a little. 
2 I did not say no 


What, if anything, had you said to him? 
ing; I went on out. 
Q: Imean before he drove you out; before he cursed you and drove you 
u 
as gua not say nothing; I told him I had registered, and that was all I 
Q Aro you a Republican or Democrat? 
2 


place, and 
att's testi- 


0 


. I am a Republican. 
For whom were you about to vote when you were in the polling placo 
that morning? 
A. I went up to vote for Mr. Aldrich. g 


Alexander Marshall, as the evidence shows on page 85, was not 
permitted to vote: 


Alex Marshall, having been duly sworn by the commissioner on this the 

th day of January, 1800. testified as follows: 
rect examination by E. H. DRYER for the contestant: 

—.— wv hat is your name, where do you live, and how long have you lived 

ere 

A. My name is Alex Marshall; Ilive in the city of Selma; I have been there 
since about 1876. 

2 What is your age and occupation? 

Lam about 45 years old; Iam a whitewasher. 
Q ae you a colored man 


es, sir. 
Q. er apply to be registered on election day in November, 1898, at 


Selma. 

A. Yes, sir; I did. 
Q. Was it at the court-house? 
. Yes, sir. 
5 State what was said and done there, as near as you can. 
. Mr. Bamberger refused. 
Q. Did he or not ask you any questions about how you were going to vote 
or how you would vote 

A. I think there was something like that. He said, Why don't you vote 
for Mr. Robbins?” 

Q Was that before or after you asked for registration ticket? 
It was before. 
b by A. D. PITTS: 


Cross-examination 
a What did Mr. Bamberger say to you on the day of election about voting 
for Robbins? 

A. He said, Mr. Robbins is a good man; why don't you vote for him?” I 
said, Why should you want me to part from my profession? Tam a Repub- 
lican; I would not wish to 1 from my profession." He said. “ Well, I shall 
not let you register and neither vote; my polls have been opened long enough 
for you to havo registered.” 

And thereupon you left? 
Yes, sir. 

I might go on and read these 900 
occurrence after another, right along the same line, to show that 
the conditions were such down there that it was not possible for 
them to take the evidence there. Aye, more, it was not possible for 
them to have an honest election down there. In these pages 
is evidence in abundance confirming the proposition that the 
Democratic managers did not win a fair and honest election, and 
that they did not intend to have it, and further that the evidence 
of their nefarious practices should be submerged. Now, let me 
go just a step further and try to show you their method and their 
motive in their own language and over their own signatures. I 
wish to read a circular signed by county officials and leading men 
of the Democratic party there. It shows the feelings of those 
men, and points out the ends to which they are willing to goin 
their insane fear and delusion over negro domination, as they 


term it. 
ExniInir No. 1—E. M. Riley's testimony. 


AN ADDRESS TO THE WHITE PEOPLE OF DALLAS COUNTY, 


SELMA, ALA., October 22, 1898. 
To the white people of Dallas County: 


The tical conditions now existing in the Fourth Congressional district 
of Ala a, and particularly in Dallas County, demand your most serious 
and immediate attention. You aremenaced by a danger which, if notaverted, 
will prove more direful than pestilence in its consequences. 

Little more than twenty years ago this county was redeemed from the 
clutches of ignorant and vicious negroes, led by carpetbaggers, and, most des- 
picable of all, a few white-skinned native renegades and traitors, who had 
taken complete charge of every branch of our local government and inau- 

rated a reign of misrule and robbery. The deliverance was accomplished, 
in face of what seemed to be insurmountable dangers and difficulties, under 
the intrepid leadership of a more handful of your fellow-citizens—as noble a 
band of patriots as ever led a forlorn hope on the field of battle. 

For more than twenty years you have enjoyed the blessings of good gov- 
ernment, but only as the reward of constant co, for the enemy 
always been and y tostrike at the first of weakness, your 


of evidence, to show one 
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guard and warn you of 8 danger. The 
can not fight the battles alone; they pea hold their Sona ces the 
alls in line and takes up arms when the si; is fired. 
We, as the campaign committee of Dallas County, 
at this moment, 


most seriously menaced, and that th lutely depends 
= 3 casting of the solid Democratic vote at the approaching Congressional 


ion. 
The question of what man shall fill the seat in Congress from this district, 
important as it is, is dwarfed into cance when we consider the ap- 


gun 5 
ve you that warning 


danger of an o party of negroes, led by corrupt white men, 
= the most vicious of their own race, again taking charge of our local af- 
This the 


will most surely do if you sleep. A long continued sense of se- 
curity tends to make men careless in the face of danger; but this is no sensa- 
ti or falsealarm. The enemies of law and order and government 
are even now actively at work in * very midst, with a bold face effrontery 
that has not been witnessed since the dark days of the early seventies; corrupt 
and venal white men are attemp by the use of money and every art known 
to devilish ingenuity to stir up and array the negroes for an assault on all 
that represents decency and good government in this community. Covert 
a have been made to debauch and corrupt some of your best fellow- 


ms. 

White of Dallas County, will you submit to these things? If not, 
then such of you as are apathetic or indifferent, wake up! Look the situa- 
tion in the face and act. 

The white man who willfully or N fails to cast his vote under the 
conditions that now surround us be guilty of a crime soci 

Will you let some petty misunderstanding, some trivial wrong, real or 
fancied, or some d feeling toward this or that neighbor, deter you 

striking a blow against the common enemy? Will you stand still with 
folded hands and deliberately invite the horrible fate that has already over- 
taken the people of a portion of North Carolina as the direct result of their 
indifference and dissension? We do not believe you will; but we a; to 
you in the name of law and order and good government. and above all in the 
sacred name of the noble womanhood of this country, to arouse yourselves 
and heed the terrible object lesson that North Carolina presents to you. 

On the 8th day of November you must vote for a member of Congress from 
this district. Hon. Gaston A. Robbins is the nominee of the Democratic 
party, and as such, he is the standard bearer and 5 of the white 
peo a and all that stands for government this district, and espe- 
cially fn Dallas County, as he is the standard bearer of white supremacy and 
all that is decent and respectable. -7 

William F. the Republican and negro candidate, S pyp all 
against which the great battle of 1874 was fought and won in County, 
and which we have struggled ever since the domination of ignorant 
* and unscrupulous and corrupt white men. 

e have no doubt as to how the le of this county will cast their vote, 
but you must vote if you value good, government at home. We do not seek 
to unnecessarily you, but we you that in our solemn judgment, on 
this election depends the fu wi of this county. te 
will do his duty and go to the and cast his ballot all will be well. 

We tell you the facts and give you warning, as it is our duty to do so. The 
result is with you. 

H. S. D. Mallory, C. W. 


„J. B. 


iel, S. F. Huston, A. C 5 
tive pm tni : committes. : 
Let me read another little extract from the evidence. This is 
from the Selma Times, a pa rinted in the county seat of Dallas 
County, on November 6, 1898, just two days before election: 


ALDRICH BUTTONS—THEY ARE BELOW PAR IN THE COUNTY OF DALLAS— 
ROBERT SMITH RELIEVED OF ONE. 


ing, J. H. Nunnelee, R. D. Walk 
L. 


Aldrich buttons don't go. 

Not in Democratic Dallas. 

Robert 1 1 tong Old Town beat, knows it by this time. 

Mr. Smith is the man whom ich had appointed postmaster at Tyler in 


place of Jim Minter, removed for being too good a Democra 
esterday, ad he wore an Aldrich button on the 


Mr. Smith was in town 
left lapel of his coat. But he left town without the button. 
It is an offensive for a white man to wear an Aldrich button 


of Dallas. There are no Robbins buttons, 
and the boys have made up minds that no more Aldrich buttons shall 
be worn by either whites or blacks. There are only two white men in Dal- 
las who have so far come to town with an Aldrich button on their coats. 
And they will be very scarce from time forward, for the boys have sworn 
that they can not be worn. Mr. Van Pelt, of Portland, had better remember 


in the great Democratic coun 


I have read these, gentlemen, to show you what the conditions 
are down there, socially, morally, and politically, I want you to 
know the difficulties the contestantlabored under. I wanttoshow 
you that it was not ible to take the evidence in Dallas County, 
and that contestant to take his stenographer and notary public 
over into an adjoining county in order to take that evidence. 

Now, coming down more especially to this case, I told you in 
the beginning that the whole contest summed itself up in Dallas 
County. Aye, more, that it all settles down to the vote in ten 
precincts. f 

Dallas County is com of 31 voting precincts. Of these 31 
voting precincts, in 8 there was no election held. In 11 the con- 
testant did not claim anything in his summary of the vote. In 
2 the contestee admits the claims of contestant. In 5 precincts the 
committee did not change the vote from the returns. Thus only 
10 8 are to be considered. 

will give a summary of the precincts under these heads: 
Number of precincts in Dallas Count 


Procinots in which no election was held (No. 10 River, No. 11 Pineflat, No. 5 
Precincts in which nothing ig was claimed by contestant in his summary 
(No. 3 Woodlawn, No. 5 U's, No. 13 Pleasant Hill, No. 25 Liber 

No. 26 in at No. 27 Vernon, No. 2 Brown’s, No. 2 Elm Bluff, No. 


8 


Carlowville, No. 34 Boykin’s, No. 35 Mitchells ) 6 11 
cts in which contesteeadmits asclaimed by contestant (No. 1 Plant- 
ersville, No. 2 Summerfleld) 2 


Precincts in which committee make no change (No. 6 Dublin, No. 7 Mar- 
tin's, No. 12 Old Town, No. 14 Richmond, No. 31 Smiley s) -+ 
Precincts in which contest lies (No. 4 Valley Creek, No. 8 
Lexington, No. 16 Cahaba, No. 22 Burnsville, No. 23 
No. 28 Marion, No, 30 King’s, No. 36 City) 


No. 9 
nion, No. 24 Pence's, 10 


Now, let us take up these ten contested precincts one at a time 
and find the frauds, if any. Let us know wherein the law has 
been violated and why the returns of the election boards should 
be set aside. For in those precincts where the contestant was 
given no representation on the election board neither was he given 
ay votes by the 5 officers. 

n those ten precincts that I have just named, in accordance 
with the law that the contestee himself has just read to you to-day, 
we claim that the contestant was denied representation at the 
polls, and that the result proves beyond peradventure of a doubt 
that the end was contemplated of the means used. In Valley 
Creek, No. 4, contestant was denied any representation. At Or- 
ville, No. 8, he was denied any representation as an inspector, and 
he received a total of 5 yotes. In Lexington precinct, No. 9, they 
denied him an inspector, and he received 3 votes. In Pence's pre- 
cinct, No. 24, they denied him an inspector, and the returns when 
Dy were et E in gave him 1 vote. 

r. ROBBINS. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. BURKETT. Iwill. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Do I understand you to say that in Pence’s 
precinct i person requested by the contestant was not appointed 
inspector 

Ir. BURKETT. They appointed a man at Pence's district—I 
believe that is the place—when he was sick, and you appointed 
another man that you brought there for the purpose of appoint- 
ing on the morning of election, who was a ocrat. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understand the gentleman to admit that 
Evans Bryant, who was requested by the contestant as an inspector, 
was appointed. Is that correct? 

Mr. BURKETT. That is correct; yes, sir; but so far as I know 
and so far as any evidence is presented, Evans Bryant never knew 
that he had been oppo anen to represent the contestant. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Was not his son appointed a clerk of that 
same precinct? 

Mr. BURKETT. He was, but there is no testimony that this 
man was eyer notified by the officers that he was expected to be 
one of the inspectors on that occasion in that precinct. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Does not the sheriff of the county in his testi- 
mony state that he and his deputy served these notices of appoint- 
ment upon the inspectors who had been appointed? 

Mr. BURKETT. Les, sir; but the sheriff never testified that 
he had served any notice on anybody in particular. He merely 
made it as a general statement that notices were served, as I re- 


member. 

In Marion Junction precinct, where the contestant asked for 
the appointment of W. J. Gilmore and you appointed Robert 
Whitehead, Aldrich did not receive a solitary vote. In King’s 
precinct, where contestant asked for the 1 of J. J. Jones 
and they appointed Willie Towns, Aldrich did not get a single 
vote by the returns. Further, in Mitchell's, where Mr. Johnson 
was requested and denied, Aldrich received only two votes. I 
state this to show that these ten precincts was the place selected 
by the supporters of the contestee to overcome the majority that 
Mr. Aldrich received in the ‘‘ white” counties. Here is where the 
N decided that they would do their work. 


. ROBBINS. I would ask the gentleman if it is not a fact 


that in this pooner Mr. Johnson was 9 ; 
s precinct. 


Mr. BURKETT. That was in Mitche 
Mr. ROBBINS. In Mitchell’s precinct you admit that he was 


appointed? 
MANN. The gentleman knows that is only byplay. 
Mr. ROBBINS. . Johnson, of Mitchell’s precinct, was re- 


quested by the contestant here, and he was declined becanso it 
was not shown that he was a citizen of the beat, and he was also 
declined because there was a question as to whether he was a per- 
son of sound mind. 

Mr. BURKETT. We do not throw out the returns in that pre- 
cinct at all. The contestant received but two votes. 

Mr. ROBBINS. You did not throw out that precinct, but that 
is one of the precincts that the gentleman has referred to. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Johnson was requested and was not ap- 
pointed in that precinct. 

Mr. MANN. There is no evidence in the record that he was. 

Mr. BURKETT. But take another step forward and show the 
condition there in the county. I want to show the vote and the 
population according to the census of 1880 and the census of 1890 
in these very precincts. These are the precincts, I say, where 
they laid themselves out to do the work; there is where they were 


determined to overcome Mr. Aldrich’s vote or majorities in the 
white counties, and these 10 precincts are those which are in- 
volved in this contest. 

In three of these precincts there were less people in 1890 than 


1900. 
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they had in 1880. And in the entire 10 precincts, a city 
of Selma, there was a gain of less than a thousand people in the 
ten years from 1880 to 1890. This demonstrates the proposition 
that I made a while ago that Dallas County was not keeping up 


the pace in advancement with her sister communities in this 
country. Let me give you the population for those two years in 
those precincts exact. 


Population of the ten precincts in controversy. 


5 


3,125 | 2,008 
1.47 1,414 
1.878 1,713 
1.848 202 
1.83 2225 
2613 | 2.850 
132 1.4% 

907 889 
1,473 903 
7,622 

350 


Mr. ROBBINS. Can I ask the gentleman one more question? 
Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 
Mr. ROBBINS. Do you think it is fair to determine this case on 


the vote or findings in any previous case? 

Mr. BURKETT. These findings have nothing to do with any 
previous case. 

Mr. ROBBINS. But the gentleman is reading as to the vote in 
former elections. 

Mr.BURKETT, No; Iam not. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
Iam reading from a statement that I copied from the census re- 
port for 1890, These are the precincts, I say, in which they de- 
cided to overcome Mr. Aldrich’s majority in the white counties, 
for this was the place where they could conduct their elections as 
eee as they pleased and in accordance with their own 
wishes. 

Some one may say if Mr. Aldrich was not given proper repre- 
sentation at the polls, why did not he get out a mandamus and 
compel the county board, consisting of the sheriff, county judge, 
and county clerk, to appoint inspectors in the several precincts in 
accordance with the law? Iwill tell you why. Because your. 
supreme court of Alabama a few years ago, in 1892 I believe it 
was, in the case of Taylor et al. against Kolb, and reported in 100 
Alabama, at page 602, passed upon that question in a case identical 
with this, and they decided that mandamus would not lie to com- 
pel a board to appoint election officers in accordance with the law. 

Mr. ROBBINS. What election officers? 

Mr. BURKETT. I Will read you from the case, This case of 
Taylor vs. Kolb is exactly in point with the one now at hand, and 
it shows what would have been the result if Aldrich had tried to 
compel the election board to do their duty. > 

Let me read what Judge Coleman, in the opinion, says: 


parties asinspectors of an election made by the judge of probate, sheriff, and 
clerk of County, and to command them to ap t others in their 
stead. The petition is filed under section 352 of the 


© of 1886, which pro- 
vides that these officers or any two of them “must at least thirty days be- 
fore the holding of any election in their county ae three inspectors for 
each place of vong; wo of whom shall be members of opposing political 
parties, if practicable,” etc. 
* * * * + * 

Tho petition shows that the officers appointed three inspectors for each 
place ok votine. but avers that neither + the three belonged to the party 
which nominated petitioner for governor. It may be admitted that as be- 
tween petitioner and the respondents, petitioner shows a clear, l „Specific 
right anda disregard of this right by respondents; but does it show a case 
for mandamus? 
y * * $ + * * + 

Onr conclusion is, the duties to be performed under section 352 of the code 
by e. of probate, sheriff, and clerk“ in the appointment of — Sonn 
are not purely ministerial, but require judicial judgment and discretion, and 
the writ of mandamus will not lie to control their action. If they refuse to 
act. mandamus will lie to compel action, but having acted, if error or wrong 
was committed, it can not be remedied by mandamus. 


Thus we see that Mr. Aldrich was powerless to remedy the evil 
before election. When that county board had defied the law, 
when they had refused, in accordance with the statute of Ala- 
bama, passed by the political associates of this contestee, saying 
that two inspectors must be of opposite political faith—when 
they refused to do that, there was no recourse for Aldrich in the 
courts. He must copy abide his time and ask this House to give 
him the legal rights which were then denied him. 

The rie ising court of Alabama having determined that manda- 
mus would not lie, the only thing he could do was to go to his 
voters, as he did, and say, ‘‘ You do not dare to vote; if you do, in 
the light of our experience in the past, every vote cast for me 
will be counted for Robbins. Let us keep the vote as low as pe 
sible and thus the opportunity for fraud will be reduced. d 


so it was, for, great as have been the wrongs practiced in this 


3 they do not compare with those of 1894 and 1896 in mag- 
nitude. 

Mr. ROBBINS. Does the gentleman recognize the distinction 
which I stated a few minutes ago, that in the appointment of in- 
spectors the board acted judically and as to the appointment of 
markers and clerks of elections the rs were required under 
the law to give each party representation. Does he draw the dis- 
tinction between the 5 of inspectors and that of the 
1 of clerks and markers? 

. BURKETT. Certainly; according to your own court's de- 
cision they could do just as they pleased, and when Aldrich went 
to the supreme court, it would say that the county board was sit- 
ting as a judicial body, and would not have anything to do with it. 

r. ROBBINS. As toclerks and markers, were they not re- 
quired to gn each party representation? 

Mr. BURKETT, I was not speaking of clerks and markers; I 
said inspectors. 

Mr. ROBBINS. I understood the gentleman to say officers. 

Mr. BURKETT. As a matter of fact, you did not give them 
tharkers or clerks. Precinctafter precinct they did not have any 
markers at all, and the same three Democrats acted as markers, 
and in precinct after precinct you did not give the colored people 
any markers at all. 

. MANN. The first precinct we come to—Valley Creek 
you refused — dg them markers. 

Mr. BUR Now, as I said, this contest settles itself down 
to 10 precincts. 


The first one is Valley Creek precinct, No. 4. There has been a 
good deal said, as I remarked in the beginning, about this case be- 
ing based upon what has happened in times past. I intend to go 
over this case precinct by precinct, and show the House why these 
returns were thrown out; and I am also going to show, if I have 
time, by the evidence, how the vote was calculated that has been 
brought in here; and if the other side can take any encourage- 
ment from that, they are welcome to it. A fact in this country 
always beats a Democratic theory. 

I do not agree in all these precincts with the figures just as they 
are made up in this report. There are four precincts in which I 
would give the contestee a few more votes than these figures do. 
There are some iaren 5 where I would give the contestant more; 
and when I would bring in my result I would give the contestant 
a larger majority than this report gives him. If the figures in 
respect to which I differ with the majority of the committee had 
changed results, I would have stood by my own figures, but they 
do not change the result. Give the contestee every vote upon 
which any fair-minded man has any doubt, and still he could not 
be seated. 

Let us begin with Valley Creek. Why should those returns in 
Valley Creek be set aside? In the first place, the election officers 
have made their returns under oath, they have sworn as to how 
that election was conducted and how the vote was cast, and we 
will all agree that if those returns made under such solemn condi- 
tions are to be set aside and the parties thrown upon aliunde proof 
that there ought to be very good reason for it. Such a thi 
ought not to be donearbitrarily. It is a serious matter. It a 
not to be considered lightly, so I am going to give this House m 
reasons for setting aside the vote in every single precinct in winch 
it has been done, y 

I begin with Valley Creek precinct, No. 4. I set aside those re- 
turns—first, because the contestant requested that Charles Smith 
should be appointed as his representative an inspector at the polls 
in accordance with the law, and the request was denied. Second, 
because witnesses whose names are not on the poll list at all 
have testified to having voted. Down in Alabama, as in almost 
all the other States, the clerk keeps a poll list; and when a man 
votes, his name is placed on thatlist. Down therein Valley Creek 
precinct there were witnesses who testify under oath that they 
cast a ballot and cast it for Aldrich; yet their names were never- 
on the poll list at all, I will give the names of those yoters if the 
gentleman from Georgia desires. 

Then, as a third reason why I would set aside those returns, 
there were more men in Valley Creek precinct who, under oath, 
testified that they voted for Aldrich than the returns gave him. 
Fourth, I would set aside those returns because Mr. Houston and 
Mr, Roundtree, who were Democraticinspectors, acted as markers, 
there being no regular markers on duty. So anxious were they 
that there would be no slips, that the contemplated results should 
not miscarry, they determined to keep the whole thing in their 
own hands, notwithstanding the law that a man incapable of 
marking his own ballot should have the assistance of a man of 
his own political faith. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The 3 will allow me a moment. 
He says that Mr. Aldrich did not have any marker at that pre- 
cinct. Lask, Was not Willis Kennedy appointed a marker there? 

Mr. BURKETT. Probably it was as clerk that the Democrat 
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acted. But that makes it so much the worse. If theclerk, whose 
duty it is to make up the returns, acted as marker, does that fact 
benefit you at all? 

Now, I will tell you why I did not follow the figures of the re- 
turning officer. It was because the contestee in his brief admits 
that 121 men testified that they voted for the contestant, and be- 
cause he admits that 85 men testified that they marked their own 
ballots and marked them for Aldrich, when the returns only gave 
him 44 votes. 

Now, let us go to the next precinct—Orvyille. I will tell you 
why I cast aside the returns there. First, because the contestant 
asked that Mr. Hatch should be appointed an inspector, and was 
denied any representation on the board, in accordance with the 
law. Second, use there were not any clerks appointed in that 

precinct, and third, because Andrew King, a marker, was proven 
Mahone in his marking, to which there was no contradicting 
evidence. These, to my mind, are reasons sufficient for ignoring 
the returns. It is convincing that a fair and honest election was 
never intended and was not had. 

That same man King was placed upon the witness stand three 
different times, and swore to three different things about the same 


identical ee oe 

Mr. B ETT, And that is the testimony of a witness put 
up by Mr. Aldrich, 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, no; you put him up yourself. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman is entirely mistaken. 

Mr. BURKETT. At all events he did not swear to the same 
thing twice, and you appointed him marker. 

We come now to the next precinct, which is Lexington precinct, 
No. 9, and here we find the same old story—contestant was given 
no representation on the board. He asked an inspector and was 
refused.. I would throw out the returns, in the second place, be- 
cause the poll list was proven incorrect. Iwonld disregard them, 
in the third place, because more men swore they voted for con- 
testant than were returned for him. 

Now, the gentleman says if we permit them to use aliunde evi- 
dence to prove for the contestant 4 votes to show the returns 
wrong, then the contestee would be entitled to 36 votes. That is 
precisely the figure that I would give to the contestee. I would 
give the 36 votes to him if I was the whole committee. But the 

ority say in its deliberations that contestee ought not to profit 
by his own wrongdoing, He refused Mr. Aldrich tation 
there. He made it impossible for Mr. Aldrich to get any votes 
there, or at least to have any counted, and therefore aliunde proof 
ought not to be permitted. 

ake precinct No. 16, Cahaba precinct. The returns should be 
thrown out, first, because the contestant was denied representa- 
tion on the board; second, because the Republican clerk was not 
permitted to remain during the counting of the vote. Contestee 
seemed very anxious to have you understand that where Repub- 
lican inspectors were refu: that 8 clerks were ap- 
pointed, but he neglected to add that they invariably dispensed 
with his services when it came time to count the votes and make 
up the returns, And asa third reason why I would throw it out, 
tha returns are shown by the testimony to be incorrect. More 
votes were proven to have been cast for Mr. Aldrich than the re- 
turns show. j 

Let us come now, Mr. Speaker, to Burnsville precinct, No. 22, 
amd let me show you the reasons why this should also be thrown 
out. Now understand. gentlemen, in the consideration of these 
cases, when there was evidence of wrongdoing we first deter- 
mined the proposition of whether or not the returns should be 
considered; if they were thrown out, then we took the testimony 
of the individual voters themselves as to whom they voted for, or, 
in the absence of this, the very best evidence we could get. 

In this particular precinct they also appointed a Republican 
clerk, having ref: a Republican inspector. When they came 
to canvass the vote, they ordered the clerk to leave the room; but 
it happened that in this cáse the man was brave and courageous 
enough to stand for his rights and wise enough to know what eis 
were, and he refused and said: “I will not go out, and there wi 
be war here again in the South before I do.“ They dared not 
count the ballots in his presence. Their scheme would be frustrated 
if they did. So they did another illegal thing they gave the bal- 
lot box to an inspector to take home with him to keep overnight, 
until, as they claimed, they could look up the law. e box was 
not locked, and the votes were not counted until the next day. 
They were kept by a Democrat and, as his own evidence shows, 
were handled during the night. 

If that is not a good reason for throwing out the returns of that 
precinct, I would like to have our friends suggest a more justifi- 
able one. If there was no corruption, if there was no fraud, it 
was not because the Democrats who had control of the box did 
not have an opportunity to commit it, and not because their action 
failed to convince us of their intentions to commit fraud. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Was not the box left all night in the charge 
of the Aldrich inspector? 


Mr. BURKETT. Yes, sir; that is true; but he was a Demo- 
cratic inspector, because a Republican inspector was refused, and 
Aldrich said, I would rather have a fair Democrat than a bad 
one.” 

Mr. GLYNN. But he voted for Aldrich. 

Mr. BURKETT. Oh, no; he voted for Robbins, He was ap- 
pointed at the request of Mr. Aldrich. : : 

Mr. GLYNN. He was a Democrat, you say. But the testi- 
mony of Bamberger shows how he voted. 

Mr. BURKETT. Yes; and he voted for Robbins. 

Mr. GLYNN. He swears, however, that he voted for Aldrich. 

Mr, HAMILTON. Mr. Thompson ought to know better than 
Bamberger or any Democrat for whom he voted, and swears that 
he voted for Robbins, 

Mr. GLYNN. And he swears to a lie. 

Mr. BURKETT. The gentleman can ask me any question, but 
Ido not want to have a controversy between gentlemen on the 
other side of the House. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from New York 
is out of order, and will take his seat. 

Mr. GLYNN, Lask the gentleman from Nebraska to allow me 
a moment, to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman from Ne- 
braska yield? 

Mr, BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. GLYNN. Is it not true that this man Thompson, about 
whom you are speaking, signed the election returns as they ap- 
pear, and then went on the stand and swore that they were false? 
At one time he swore that the returns were true, and when placed 
on the stand afterwards he swore that he signed returns that were 
false. Is not that true? And is it not true that the other election 
officers swore that the returns were correct? 

Mr.BURKETT. They will swear to anything. They are Dem- 
ocrats, and we do not believe them. That is What is the matter 
with them. 

Mr. GLYNN. That is the reason why I said Thompson swore 
to a lie. He swore to one thing at one time and to another thing 
5 8 time; and a man who does that must some time swear 

o a lie. 

Mr. BURKETT. Thompson is a Democrat. We are not accus- 
ing any Republican of swearing to a lie down in that country, for 
you never give then a chance. But I will answer the gentleman’s 
question. 

Thompson was a Democrat. His own testimony shows that he 
voted for Robbins; but Aldrich could not get any representative 
at that precinct, so he said, Rather than have some one else who 
meee be worse, I will consent that Thompson be appointed.” 

t me go on now with this e and state the reasons why 
we threw out this vote. We threw it out, for the fourth reason, 
because the votes were handled, as the evidence shows, during the 
night while they were in that man’s possession, and, for the fifth 
Seren) because the evidence shows that the returns were not 
correct, 

Now, I want to goa little further into the particulars in Burns- 
ville precinct, As has been said, all the inspectors were Demo- 
crats. After the ee er to whether or not the Republican 
clerk would be permitted to help count the votes, Thompson took 
them home with him. The ballot box was not locked, and during 
the night Mr. Thompson swears that he got up and counted the 
votes, and there were 113 cast for Aldrich and 22 cast for Robbins. 
The next day those three i tors got together and counted the 
votes. Thompson did not take any particular part in it, and when 
they got pnn they made out the returns and gave Mr. Aldrich 
44 votes and Mr. Robbins 83 votes. 

The question was raised by the gentleman just now, Did not 
Mr. Thompson sign these returns? Yes; butwhy? He demurred 
to it right there at the time and said, They are not right:“ but 
the other two inspectors said. You had better do it, and by 
some persuasion that was not brought out in this testimony they 
induced Mr. Thompson to sign them, although against his will. 

Now, let us consider Union precinct and see why we throw out 
that return. First, because John Logan was requested by the 
contestant as an inspector; a good man, as everybody testifies, 
but he was denied. They did not give Mr. Aldrich any represent- 
ative on the board. Second proposition: We throw out the re- 
turns because the votes were cast upstairs ina ginhouse, and 
after they got through the inspectors took the votes downstairs— 
out doors—and counted them, We do not know where else they 
took them. 

But during that time it was dark, as the evidence shows. The 
key to the box was lost for half an hour, and during that particu- 
lar half hour the Democrats had the ballots alone upstairs in the 

inhouse. and the Republicans were all down stairs and out 

oors. This we believed was enough to show an intention on their 
part at least to rape the ballot box and opportunity enough to 
accomplish their aims, 
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The SPEAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 
Mr. MANN. I yield to the gentleman such further time as he 


desires, 

Mr. BURKETT. So, Mr. Speaker, I might goon through with 
all these precincts and show that the same reasons exist, or that 
even greater reasons exist, for throwing out the returns which we 
have thrown out. 

But, as my time is going so fast, let us now consider City pre- 
cinct, which is the large precinct of Selma. Let me tell you why 
we throw out the vote of that precinct. We threw it out, first, 
because there were nine witnesses who swore they voted and their 
names were not on the poll list. Nine men came in and gave 
their evidence under oath that they were at the polls on that day 
and voted; and yet their names were not upon thb poll list. 

The second reason why we threw it out was because there were 
the names of four men on the poll list who swore that they never 
voted at all. I can see how a man might slip through who voted 
and his name not get on the poll list, but there is no explanation 
under heaven that would satisfy anybody that four men could 
go on the poll list honestly who never voted at all. 

The third reason why we threw it out was because there were 
65 unregistered voters who voted there that day; fourth, there 
were 75 colored voters on the poll list that could not be found by 
days and weeks of diligent search in the city. The fifth reason 
was there were 54 white men on the poll list as voting who were 
unknown and unheard of; sixth, 102 witnesses swore they voted 
for Aldrich, and the returns only gave him 79; seventh, Mr. Moore, 
one of the markers, says he marked 60 votes for Mr. Aldrich; and 
seven men testified that they instructed Mr. Dockery, the marker, 
to mark their tickets for Aldrich, and one said he instructed Mr. 
Tinch to mark his ballot for Aldrich. Thus 110 men testify that 
they voted for Aldrich, and Mr. Moore swears he marked 60 more 
for Aldrich, making a total of 170, and yet the returns only give 
him 79. The committee thought that there was sufficient reason 
from all this to throw out the returns. 

Now, I wantin closing to just call the attention of the Honse 
to this: I said in the beginning that this case was of more than 
passing moment. It hasan importance beyond the importance to 
this individual or tothat individual. It doesnot make much dif- 
ference whether Mr. Robbins be permitted toretain his seat or Mr. 
Aldrich shall be given the seat, so far as the future deliberations 
of this House are concerned. 

But there is a reason above and beyond the wrong or the right 
of these men as individuals why this contest should be considered 
and why this contestant should be given the seat. As I said a 
moment ago, there is a cry coming up from all our Southern States 
that the people are being disfranchised; that their liberties are 
being taken from them; that instead of a republican form of 
8 8 1 the South to-day is controlled by fewer people than 

irect the destinies of any empire. 

I presume before I get through there will be somebody on the 
other side who will have the temerity to deny it. Democrats all 
over the country deny it, but the fact remains the same. I do not 
blame the whole Democratic party for denying what really does 
exist down South. But I would think more of you if you would 
do more to remedy the evil and talk less on generalities and of 
things that you know less of. There is a stench that goes up to 
heaven from that portion of the country where your party domi- 
nates. There is something wrong down there. 

You have not solved the question of a republic, nor are you 
carrying out the aims and ideals of our republican institutions. 
We of the North look upon you from afar, and, like an oil paint- 
ing, imagine perhaps you appear even better from a distance. 
Republicans do not like it; Democracy of the North do not like it; 
and, in fact, you are ashamed of it yourself. You apologize for 
it. Some of you go so far as to deny it. Half a dozen of you did 
it the other day when Judge Linney was talking, and I would 
not be surprised if some of you did to-day. But you can not make 
anybody believeit. Youdonotbelieveit yourselves. You always 
admit it is over in the next State. The facts are, there is a ver- 
min in advanced stage of decomposition down in the land of 
Democracy. I lay down tae proposition that the people of the 
South are being disfranchised; that you are not only disfran- 
chising them by the laws of those Southern States and by the con- 
stitutions that you are forcing upon them, but also by the miser- 
able interpretations of those laws and the nefarious practices such 
as we have proven in this case. Shall I proveto you that the peo- 
ple are deprived of the elective franchise? Then first let us begin 
with the membership of this body. 

I have here the names of 15 Congressmen that come from the 
South, from these States whence come these contests, and these 
15 Congressmen have a total vote of 45,376, against a total vote of 
890 in opposition to them. In short, there are 15 Congressmen 
that occupy seats here that have an average of 3,025 votes, with 
an average of only 60 votes against them. 

Now, let us look upon the other hand. I have hastily taken 
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from the record 5 88 who come here, each man with 
more votes cast at his election than the 15 Congressmen combined 
who occupy seats on that side of the House. Iam not saying 
anything personal; if you can get your election by going out and 
getting 1,765 votes, as the distinguished and respected gentleman 
who occupies a seat as the representative of theSixth South Caro- 
lina district, that is well and good for you. But I say to you itis 
a question of more importance than your own individual rights. 
It-reaches further than that. While you are here with 1,765 votes, 
there are 158,000 people in your district that have not had any 
right to say who they want to represent them, or what sort of 
principles they want advocated in their behalf in the American 


mgress, 
Let me particularize a little. The gentleman from the Sixth 
district of South Carolina comes here with 1,765 votes for him and 
151 votes against him, a total of 1,916 votes, in a district with a 
population of 158,851. 
Mr. Speaker, I will not go over them all, but want toincorporate 
them in my remarks. 


Statistics with reference to election of 1898. 


8 e 
8 3 
88 bas 2 
us E 
os E E 
8 3 8 
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een 1,918 | 158,851 
. 4,103 
Vasssacuses| SG Arkansas. ..- 3,415 
veda 3, 886 
3, 665 
15 
SER “ERE 8,218 
9 3,027 
«-------| 6th Georgia 8, 008 
— 2,290 
4 2,404 
Hon. J. M. Allen lst M 2,469 
Hon. T. Spight 3,174 
Hon. T. C. Catchings 3d Mississip; 2,441 
o T 46, 266 
CCC 3,084 


Five Congressmen who 
each represent more 
votes than the entire 
fifteen above do. 


Hon. J. g. Ben 2d Colorado 52, 728 207,589 
Hon. J. F. Shafroth Ist Colorado 201.650 
Hon. J. R. a lst IIlinoſs 816, 280 
Hon. G. E. Foss.....-..... Tth Illinois 30, 143, 407 
Hon. J. Q. Underhill -.... 220, 857 
HCE 11,906 | 1,092, 742 
TTT 218,548 
The tleman who has the honor of representing the First dis- 


follows: 


Representatives shall be apportioned among the several States accordin; 
to their respective numbers, . whole number of persons in ea 
State, excluding Indians not taxed. But when the right to vote at any elec- 
tion for the choice of electors for President and Vice-President of the United 
States, resentatives in Congress, the executive and judicial officers of a 
State, or the members of the legislature thereof, is denied to any of the male 
inhabitants of such State, being 21 years of and citizens of the United 
States, or in any way abridged, except for participation in rebellion or other 
crime, the basis of re; resentation therein shall be reduced in the proportion 
which the number of such male citizens shall bear to the whole number of 
male citizens 21 years of age in such State. 
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Now, I say, Mr. Speaker, in view of the fact that already steps 
are being taken to find out whether that particular amendment 
of the Constitution signifies an hing, whether or not the Ameri- 
can people are willing to stand idly by and see a few men in the 
South trampleon the Constitution, I say itis importantand proper 
for this House at this time to determine it for itself. Aye, more; 
it is better that we admonish in no uncertain terms the danger of 
the path that they tread. 

Now, Mr. pass Hi I want to go alittle further in this matter 
of representation of the South. Let us make some comparison 
between States as a whole. I have taken for this purpose ten 
States in the South—Arkansas, Mississippi, South Carolina, Ten- 
nessee, Kentuc Virginia, Georgia, North Carolina, Alabama, 
and Louisiana. ese ten States have 86 members sitting in this 
Congress as their Representatives. Rightside by side I have taken 
nine other States in this Union that have, as near as I could get 
it, the same number of Representatives, respectively, and they also 
have a combined representation on the floor of this House of 89 
members. 

Alabama has 6 members in this body. Nebraska has also 6 
members in this body. In Nebraska the population is 1,058,910. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman said that Alabama has 6 
members in this House. It he must be mistaken in the name 
of the State. 

Mr. BURKETT. If I said Alabama, I meant Arkansas. Now, 
Arkansas has a population of 1,128,182, more population than 
Nebraska, and they have the same number of Representatives here 
in Congress. Now, let us find out how they vote, . 

The 6 members who sit here in this y from Arkansas re- 
ceived a total vote of 24,972—24,000 men in Arkansas elected 6 
Congressmen to represent 1,123,000 people. In Nebraska it took 
98,891 men to send 6 members of this House to Congress. In 
Arkansas only 2,706 men were given an opportunity or dared go 
to the polls and register themselves in opposition to those 6 men. 
In Nebraska the 6 men elected had to overcome an opposition of 
89,465 votes before they could sit here representing the people of 
Nebraska. 

Let us take Mississippi, with 7 Congressmen, and Kansas, with 7. 
In Mississippi 22,365 votes were cast for 7 Congressmen; in Kan- 
sas 149,373 were required to elect 7 Congressmen. In South Caro- 
_ lina 7 men were sent to Congress by the voice of 26,027 voters, 
while in Minnesota it took 136,797 to send the same number o 
Representatives to Congress. N 

Let me give you these statistics as I have them, and from them 
you can make your own comparisons and draw your own conclu- 
sions. It is a comparative vote of Southern States and Northern 
8 of about equal number, population, and representation in 

ngress: 


lay down this proposition broad and deep, so that you will all hear 
and remember it—that whenever or wherever the Democratic 
party have got into power the very first thing they have done is 
to tamper with the ballot laws and manipulate the governmental 
machinery for partisan doa! ses This is not the fault of. indi- 
vidual Democratic voters. It is not hisidea. He is opposed to 
it. But, sir, North and South alike, I regret to say that such is 
the tendency of Democratic rule. 

Let us first begin with the laws and constitutions of those States 
from whence come all these contested-election cases. Let us see 
what kind of laws they have on their statute books. First, let me 
take the State of Mississippi—no, I will first take Kentucky; that 
is more modern; we are more familiar with the facts existing 
down in Kentucky. There has been a good deal said about that 
infamous Goebel law of Kentucky. Not that it is any worse than 
the laws of many other of those Southern States, but the blood- 
shed and the carnage resulting from it has especially attracted 
our attention toit. The people of Kentucky refuse to bow sub- 
missively, as in other States; hence has come all the notoriety and 
publicity of that law. I wish I had time to read to this body what 
the editor of the Louisville Courier-Journal has said about this 
law and what the Democratic press of the State of Kentucky has 
said about it. I want only to give a few quotations from those 
papers as collated in an editorial of the Louisville Evening Post 
of February 26, 1900. 

The Bourbon News said: 

A bill more fraught with disaster and degradation to the State of Ken- 
tucky has never been entered in the Kentucky legislature. 

The Interior Journal hoped that a bill would be presented and 
agreed upon free from the objections ur; against the measure 
now before the body, which seemed to be so utterly subversive 
to free institutions as well as Democratic principles.’ 

The Winchester Democrat said: 

It is a force bill scarcely less odious than that which the Republicans at 
Washington tried several years ago to foist upon the people of the whole 
country. It may give bomponi advantage tothe y in power, but it 
will eventually prove its ra 

The Anderson News says: 

All this talk about a caucus on the subject was inexcusable rot. 

The Versailles Sun spoke of it as— 
the worst measure ever put before the Kentucky legislature. 

The Lexington Argonaut said: 

The passage of the Goebel election bill will prove to be a submarine mine, 
and blow the Democratic party into utter no gness. 

The Owingsville Outlook said: 

It isa force bill as bad as that fought in Congress by the Democratic party 


in the past. Nothing as bad has ever been attempted against honest elections 
in Kentucky since the war. 


TEN SOUTHERN STATES. The Owensboro Inquirer said: 
Total vote | If the election bill becomes a law, and the State goes Republican in 99” by 
Nu oE wenn | Total op- | Grand 25,000, we don’t want to hear anybody say that MARK HANNA stole it. 


ber of | bers elect- 

State. Repre-| ed at last eee 
senta- | Congres- sional 

tives. | sional election. 

election. | ection. 


Some gentleman on the other side of that aisle—I do not remem- 
ber who—took the floor a few days ago to defend that Kentucky 
election law. Let me tell you about that law. 

In the first place it provides that the general assembly shall 
select three commissioners, who shall be styled ‘‘ The State board 


2,706 of election commissioners.” 
$ el Nothing in the law provides against their all being from one polit- 
60, 394 ical party, and of course they will all be Democrats. 
127,800 This board of election commissioners select three county com- 
oo. missioners from each county. Nothing in thelaw prohibits these 
150, 801 county commissioners from all being selected from one political 
20,711 party, and hence they are Democrats. 
5,278 The county board is to select the election officers for each elec- 


tion precinct, which consist of two judges, one clerk, and one 
sheriff of election. 

While the law provides that the judges shall be of different politi- 
cal pores, yet it says that they must all be ‘‘discrete” persons. 

The law provides for the removal of the election officers by the 
county commissioners, and in fact of the county commissioners 
by the State board of elections, 

Such removal of a member of the election board in any precinct 
8 : may be made at any time, apparently without any cause, simply 
1 233,456 | 188,538 691 | at the will and caprice of the county < 

232, 525 + 77 , This, together with the other parts of the law constituting the 

1 3 ; È various commissioners and boards judges of all returns, throws 

P i x ng eke mene of GEENA 5 in 1 es sec isin in 

——wihaminolanaanl|aanoul the hands of a comparatively few men, and those the rankest par- 

3 1,614,419 | 1,518,348 | 8,800,286 | 15,775,215 | tisans and ward heelers of the dominant political party of the 
SE PELE a 18, 139 17,003 87,7 State, 

The next State to which I want to call attention is the State of 
Mississippi. Let me read to you from the constitution with ref- 
5 the qualification of voters. I read section 244 of Arti- 
cle - 


On and after the Ist day of January, 1802, every elector shall, in addition 
to the other qualifications, be able to read any section of the constitution of 
this State; and he shall be able to unders' the same when read to him, or 
give a reasonable interpretation thereof. 


2 5 
8 8 


Now, without Boing further along this line, for my time is now 
very limited, and I have already talked much longer than I had 
anticipated, I want, if I can, to give the reason why there are so 
few voters in those Southern constituencies compared with the 
North. I want to bring to the attention of this body some of the 
laws which have been put in force down in that country, and to 
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Now, I submit to this House, in view of all the constitutional 


arguments—— 

Nir. GROSVENOR. I would like to suggest to the gentleman 
this question: How could we get along in this House at this time 
if all the members had to be cross-examined on the Constitution 
of the United States? [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURKETT. I was just about to say 


Mr. BARTLETT. I did not hear the remark of the tleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR]. I am always interested in what he 
has to say. I hope he will repeat it. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I was asking how the members of this 


House could get along if we had to givea uniform explanation of 
the meaning of different provisions of the Constitution of the 
United States. 

Mr. LATIMER. I would like to say that the board of registra- 
tion in the State of Mississippi is not composed of lawyers, 

Mr. GROSVENOR, That is a glorious thing! 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Iwas about to say, in view of what we 
have heard here within the last month, that there is not anybody 
in this House who could qualify himself as a voter down in Mis- 
sissippiif some gentleman on the other side of those constitutional 
controversies sat as inspector of the election. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Does not the gentleman know that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has upon the construc- 
tion of the Mississippi election law and has determined that it is 
not in violation of the fourteenth amendment of the Constitution? 

Mr. BURKETT. That does not violate any propon uot that I 
have laid down in this connection, even if it be true. I only 
wanted to show in these citations the disposition of the Democratic 
party, wherever it is in power, to so manipulate the ballot boxes 
under the guise of election laws that it is impossible for a man to 
vote who does not vote their ticket. 

But let us on now to Virginia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman pardon me if I ask him 
to give us the Massachusetts law 1 this question? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. I have it before me and will give 
it with pleasure. Article XX of the Massachusetts constitution is 
the particular part in point and provides: 

No person shall have the right to vote or be eligible to office under the con- 
stitution of this Commonwealth who shail not be able to read the constitu- 
tion in the en language and write his name: Provided, however, That the 


provisions of this amendment shall word WBB to an rson prevented by a 


physical disability from complying wi Proc a ee nor to any person 
who now has the right to vote, nor to an: 


person who s 60 years ofage 
or upward at the time this amendment take effect. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Thank you. 

Mr. BURKETT. And, Mr. S. er, let me say there is much 
difference between the constitution of Massachusetts and the con- 
stitution of 5 and the proposed constitution and law of 
North Carolina, to which I am now going to call your attention. 
The Massachusetts law recognizes man’s inherent and constitu- 
tional right, and does not lightly set it aside. In fact, it does 
not of itself alone disenfranchise any man. The man’s rights are 
maintained inviolate except as penalty for his own wrongful acts 
or neglect to prepare himself for the responsibilities of franchise 
in the future. 

The Massachusetts law is not retroactive. It recognizes that a 
man in that State if once eligible can not be disfranchised except- 
ing for crime. That principle does not prevail in these other con- 
stitutions and laws. Acquired rights are ruthlessly thrust aside. 
Let me give you the Virginia law, without comment, as I am anx- 
ious to get to a State thatis now attracting attention by reason of 
its proposed constitution. The legislature here select the county 
boards, and of course they constitute a partisan board. The sec- 
tion pertaining to their appointment is as follows: 


Sego. 117. How judges of election appointed; failing to attend, who to act. 
(As amended by an act approved March 3, 1898.)—1t shall be the duty of the 
electoral board of each city and county, elected at the present session of the 
general assembly, on or after the Ist day of June, 1898, and on or after the lst 
day of June in each year thereafter, to appoint three competent citizens, being 
qualified voters, who shall constitute the judges of election for all elections 
to be held in their respective election districts for the term of one year, datin; 
from their appointment or until their successors are appointed, and who sha’ 
have power to appoint two clerks for each place of voting at such election, to 
whom shall be administered by the judges, or either of them, or by the officer 
swearing the judges, the same oath as that taken by the said judges. 
Whenever it is possible to do so, the persons so appointed sade of elec- 
ticn shall be chosen for each Tong place from persons known to belong to dif- 
Terent political parties, each one of whom shall be able to read and write. The 


members of any electoral board who shall willfully fail to comply with this 


qualify? Isthere a man 


requirement shall be deemed ty ot a misdemeanor, and on conviction 
thereof shall be fined not less one hundred nor more than five hu 

dollars; but no election shall be deemed invalid when the judges shall not 
belong to different political parties, or who shall not possess the above quali- 


fications. 

I desire especially to call attention to the penalty provided for 
failure to comply with this law by way of making the ey ky of 
election nonpartisan. A fine of 8100 is imposed. It is not a felony 
for a Democratic election board to openly and flagrantly defy the 
law, but notice the penalty for a poor, ignorant negro who gets 
too close to the polls: 

18. It shall not be lawful upon the day of election for persons to con; 
and crowd upon the public highway within 100 feet of any of the voting 


laces, and any persons viola the provisions of this section shall, upon 
8 3 pay a fine of oie confined in jail not exceeding oo 


days. 
The pores, is the assistance this law provides for the igno- 
rant or physically unfortunate voter. You will observe that one 


of the judges acts as marker, of course, always of the dominant 
pa What protection has an illiterate or blind voter in the 
ands of an unscrupulous marker of opposite political faith? 

17. The judges of election or a majority of them shall appoint and desig- 
nate one of their number, whose duty it shall be, at the request of an 
elector who may be physically or educationally unable to prepare his ballot, 
to enter the booth with said elector and render him assistance in preparin. 
his ballot by reading the names and offices to be voted for on the Faller jo 
pointing out which name or names the said elector may to strike ont, or 
otherwise aid him in pre ng his ballot. The said judges, or amajority of 
them, shall have power from time to time, when and as often as they ma 
see DEODAT, to change Leeds 1 be jorge and d. tion of the judge 1 
discharge the duties pr d by this act and designate another judge in 
his place and stead to perform the same. 

Let us now take up for consideration the proposed constitution 
of North Carolina. It is now before the people of that State for 
their adoption or rejection. Thus we see that gradually, one at a 
time, these laws are creeping over the entire South. The object 
is apparent. It is to defeat the fundamental law of the land in 
actual practice. It is to take away the right of franchise from 
the poor colored man which this country said in tears and blood- 
shed was his. Aye, more, it is to place an educational and prop- 
erty test upon electors, and in the end to place the governing 
power in the hands of the few learned in letters and fortunate in 
purse. Again I say it only shows the tendency of the Democratic 
party wherever it is in power to make it impossible for anybody 
to have the right to vote who does not believe as they believe. 

It also shows their hypocrisy in their lavish and profuse solici- 
tude for the poor man. When they get him deprived of his ballot 
and shorn of his power methinks this love must wane. No such 
conditions prevail in the constitution or laws of Massachusetts. 
This, however, seems to meet the approval of these gentlemen 
from the South. For they are here defending it day after day. 
Let me give to you some of the. provisions of that new proposed 
constitution of North Carolina, 

Section 2 provides for residence in the State two years, in the 
county six months, and in the precinct four months before one is 
entitled to register preparatory for voting. 

The old law provides, respectively, one year in the State and 
three months in the county. 

Section 3 provides that every person offering to vote shall be 
legally registered, not only in the cities, but in the country pre- 
cincts as well. 

Section 4 provides the . necessary to entitle one to 
registration, and is as follows: 

Sec. 4. Every person aera geen himself for registration shall be able to 
read and write any section of the constitution in the English language; and 
before he shall be entitled to vote shall have paid, on or before the ist da: 
of of the year in which he proposes to vote, his poll tax, as prescri 
by law, for the previous year. Poll taxes shall be a lien ee 3 on assessed prop- 
erty, ae no 2 fee no i to enforce the collection of the same, except 

Section 4 provides an educational qualification for the voter, but 
section 5 is a waiver of the educational proposition—as to whom? 
As to the man who could have voted on January 1, 1867. This sec- 
tion 5 is as follows: 

Sec. 5. No male person who was on January 1, 1867, or at any time prior 
thereto entitled to vote under the laws of any State in the United States, 
wherein he then resided, and no lineal descendant of any such person shall be 
denied the right to register and vote at any election in the State by reason of 
Ha ei se possess the educational qualifications prescribed in section 4of 

Is there any question whom that section was intended to dis- 
here who could deny that that clause 
was specially aimed at the fifteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion? The black man of the South was the one who could not vote 
on January 1, 1867. There is the difference between these con- 
stitutions, and I hope gentlemen will see it—I mean between the 
constitution of Massachusetts and those that I have referred to 


here. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina, Will the gentleman yield to 
me for a moment? 

Mr. BURKETT. Certainly. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Iwanttoask the gentleman, 
so long as he is talking of my State. North Carolina, if he ever 


. 
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Aam ee 5 election law passed by the fusion party in North 
olina 

Mr. BURKETT. Br whom? 

8 Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. By the Fusionists of my 
tate. 

Mr. BURKETT. Well, Ido not know anything of the Fusionist 

in North Carolina. Iknow I have been fighting them pretty 
in Nebraska nearly all my life. What is the Fusionist party 
of North Carolina? 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. Itis a mongrel combination 
of Populists and Republicans, and I wish the gentleman would 
read that law. 

Mr. BURKETT. Let me proceed now, Mr. Speaker, and call 
your attention to the peculiar provisions in the constitution of 
the State of North Carolina as to her suffrage qualifications. In 
the first place, a man must be able to read and write the consti- 
tution in the English language. In the second pa he must 
have paid his poll tax. en? Not by the time he asks to reg- 
ister, but he must have paid his poll tax by March 1, previous to 
that time. Any payment after that time, under that constitu- 
tion, would not entitle him to a vote. 

Now, the other proposition that is most peculiar is the part that 
waives that educational qualification to those people who were 
entitled to vote on the ist day of January, 1867. Let us ask those 
who are advocating that law, Why was that peculiar language 
inserted into that law? It is apparent to everybody. You wanted 
to dis franchise one particular race of people in this country. The 
people of North Carolina want to say, with all the braggadocio 
and defiance of the contestee in this case, that he did not want 
to go to Africa to get his votes.” 

I want to say to the gentleman from Alabama and to the people 
of North Carolina that the people of these United States, tn a 
constitutional amendment which they have adopted, determined 
who should have the right to vote in this country, and it is not 
proper that the State of North Carolina or any other State, or the 
gentleman from Virginia, should so defy that fundamental law 
of the land as to say that these men shall not have a right to exer- 
cise their constitu ee ee 

Now, Mr. Speaker, before I proceed further and before leaving 
North Carolina, I want to show you the ends they resorted to to 
carry out their aims when they proposed that amendment to the 
constitution to be voted upon. They did not propose that the 
thing should miss fire. 

To use the words of an illustrious man in an expression that 
has gone through the press recently, The Democratic party took 
no risks.” They wanted a sure thing. They were not willing to 
let ere have a free, open chance at that constitution, with a 
free ot and a fair election. They made a special law to pass 
it by, and so, down in North Carolina, after they had ratified that 
amendment to the constitution on the 21st day of February, if 1 
remember the date rightly, they a law on the 6th day of 
March under which this constitution should be voted upon. For, 
in connection with that amendment und as a part of it, they had 
said it should be voted on according to the law that was in force 
and effect on the 1st day of May, 1899. Then the very next week 
we see they turned around and passed a law specifically regulating 
the voting upon that constitution. 

Now, what did they do? They put into that law which pro- 
vided for the voting upon this constitution the same obnoxious 
things that the constitution was going to provide. They did not 
wait until they found out whether or not the people wanted such 
limitations and qualifications. In short, they disfranchised the 
same men under that law that the constitution which they pro- 
posed will disfranchise if that constitution is put into force and 
effect. At one fell stroke they eliminated a great measure of the 
votes that would have been registered against it. 

Now, you ask, What of that? I will tell you what of that. It 
Was more far-reaching than you might imagine at first. The 
constitutionality of that law could not be tried before they voted 
upon the constitutional amendment. It has been decided by the 
courts, as the gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] told 
us the other day, if I remember rightly, that you could not raise 
the question of the constitutionality in the way in which he had. 
ho it could, and the lawyers had decided that there was no 
relief from this specially prepared election law. 

Mr. LINNEY. By injunction. 

Mr.BURKETT Byinjunction. Now let me read you section 
11 of that law. 

Sec. 11. That before the next general election, on the first Thursday in 

t, in the year of our Lord 1800, provided for in this act, there shall be an 
i of all persons who shall be entitled to register in 


such persons as are registered 
ndot this act; that in all cases 
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house in which he lives, then he shall state the name of the person who does 
own the same or upon whose land he lives; the time of his residence in said 
county, ward, or election precinct, his avocation, place of business, where and 
by whom employed. if employed; if a newcomer, from whence he comes and 
his post-office address before removal; whether he has been disqualified as a 
voter by ates or decree of any court; if so, by what court reinstated; 
whether he has listed for taxation his poll for the current year in which he 
proposas to register, and for thè year next preceding, if liable to pay a poll 

„and any other questions which may be oarde by the registrar as ma- 
terial upon the question of the identity and qualification of the said applicant 
to be admitted to ration. The registrar may require the applicant to 
prove his identity or age and residence by the testimony of at least two elect- 
ors under oath. 

Now, think of it. After the man has told where he comes from, 
where he is living now, who his ancestors were, what his age is, 
whether he lives in a rented house or not and who is the owner, his 
vocation, place of business, by whom employed, and every other 
ridiculous sort of a proposition which no man on earth ever heard 
of before, then they turn around and say that in addition to that 
the registrar can ask him any other question he wanis to. 

Mr. LINNEY, And the registrar is made the judge of his quali- 
fications, 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, notice: 

And thereupon, if the said registrar shall adjudge the applicant to be dul 

ualified and entitled to register as an elector, he shall 9 the name ot 
the applicant. 

Now, then, a little further along it says that— 


Nong herein contained shall prevent any elector or judge of election on 
the day of election, when the elector presents himself to vote, to challenge 
the right of the elector to vote. 

After he is registered under the most severe law of this country, 
and when even the registrar arbitrarily can refuse to register him, 
alter he has run all this gauntlet, yet when he L progoni i to 
vote still he can be thrown out. Notice, too, the law says: 

Every person adjudged by the registrar as qualified as an elector shall 
tuke the following oath. 

After he has taken an oath to answer these questions, and he 
takes it, and the registrar admits him to vote, then they turn around 
and make him take upon himself another oath that is a still more 
ridiculous oath, as follows. 

Ido solemnly swear (or affirm) that I will support the Constitution of tho 
United States and the constitution of the State of North Carolina; thatI have 
been a resident of the State of North Carolina for twelve months and of the 
County of for ninety days; that I am 21 years of age; that I have not 

tered for this election in any other ward, precinct, or township; that I 
am the identical person that I represent m ie to be, and that lama bona 
fide resident of precinct. So help me God. 

Then, after taking this second oath, on election day he may still 
be refused his vote. 

Section 21 of the law provides as follows: 

On the day of election any elector may, and the judges of election shall, 
challenge the vote of any person who may be known or suspected not to be 
a duly qualified voter. 

Section 22 provides, among other things, that when any person 
ig cliallenged an above. fin Sanit take an tail of whieh ti follow 
ing is a part: 

You do solemnly swear (or affirm) that you are a citizen of the United 
States, that you are 21 gent old, and that you have resided in this State 
for twelve months and in this county for ninety days next preceding this 
election, and that you are not disq ed from voting by the constitution 
and laws of this State. 

: And also, even after this third oath, that same section 22 of the 
aw says: 

eee That 9 0 mea DETS 5 8 tenor ie ee — 

may, never re 0 n 
— satisfied. that he ‘ian legal voter. xa sii aha * * 
Mr. BARTLETT. Now, I would like to ask of the gentleman 
uestion ngat there. 
. BURKETT. Very well. : 
Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman tell me in what partic- 
ular the conduct of the election case now being considered pro- 
poses to violate those provisions? 

Mr. BURKETT. the gentleman had listened to my remarks 
he would have known how it does. I told him in the ginning 
that I was talking about a Democratic community, and I lai 
down the proposition in the beginning that here where the Demo- 
cratic party was in absolute power you could not have a fair 
election, and I propose to prove it by their laws. 


DRE: BARTLETT. They have a Republican governor down 
ere. 

Mr. BURKETT. I would like to read also the penalty thrown 
about the registration laws: 


Sec. 11. If any applicant for r who is permitted to register shall 
confess upon his examination under cath at the time he is admitted to regis- 
tration that ho has not listed his poll for taxation for the current year, if the 
time of his said application is after the time fixed by law for listing taxes in 
that year, or if he shall admit that he did not list his ora kind taxation for the 
year next preceding, it shall be the duty of the regis to certify said fact 
or facts to the clerk of the superior court of his county, and the said clerk 
shall hand such certificate to the solicitor for the district at the next term of 
the superior court, and the solicitor shall, without delay, draw and send to 
the grand iore bill of indictment against such elector so registering for 
failure to is poll 
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tax. 
And if any — — Shall falsely swear he has listed his poll for taxation 
he shall be guilty of perjury and punished as prescribed by law. 
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This shows the leve they took upon those poor, ignorant 
blacks, and whitesas well. These oaths and penalties that a Solo- 
mon could not . and know were intended not for pure 
elections, but as a bugbear to frighten those men from the Polls. 

Thus we see that; the same result practically is attained from 
that special law as is contemplated by this constitutional amend- 
ment, The very men whose liberties are struck at in the amend- 
ment are prevented from registering their opposition to it by the 
law. . F 

Now, let me make another suggestion for you to cogitate upon. 
Wherever the Democrats come into power, the first thing they do 
is to change the election laws. The distinguished gentleman here, 
my colleague on this side of the House from St. Louis, a few days 
ago rose and stated what they did to get control of the Republican 
city of St. Louis. He said that one of the first things the Demo- 
cratic legislature did in Missouri was this. 

They looked upon St. Louis as a Republican city, almost unani- 
mously Republican—unanimous so far as the election of officers 
wasconcerned withsolictude. Not satisfied with Democratic Mis- 
souri, they wanted a Democratic St. Louis. So they passed a law 
in Missouri that put St. Louis in the hands of the Democrats. They 
took away from St. Louis the right to manage its own elections. 
How? Why, they said that the legislature shall select three men 
who shall constitute the election board there in St. Louis. They 
went further than that, even, to get control of the city, and said 
that we must have control of the police and fire department of St. 
Louis, and they made St. Louis a Democratic city in that particular 
by State legislation. . were displaced as policemen 
and Democrats put in their stead by the State government, 
through a ly appointed commission. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of order. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. SHattuc). The gentleman 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. SIMS. I understand that perhaps North Carolina may be 
pertinent; but what has St. Louis got to do with this question? 

Mr. BURKETT. It is evident that the gentleman has not been 
listening to my remarks or he would have known. I am stating 
how the Democrats get control and what the Democrats did when 
they got control in Missouri. That is what I am talking about. 
I am now speaking of Democratic tendencies, 

Mr. SIMS. I make the point of order, which ought to be sus- 
tained, that the gentleman should confine himself to the case under 
consideration. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman’s point of order 
is overruled. eer aiid, : 

Mr. SIMS. I withdraw it, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. BURKETT. Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to come a little 
closer home still. There was a time when the State which I have 
the honor to represent in part was a Republican State. We had 
a Republican legislature and we had Republican governors. But 
calamity came upon us, politically, as it did upon the whole 
American poopie, when Grover Cleveland went into the White 
0 and we went Democratic Populist, as they call it out 

ere. 

Now, right here, Mr. Speaker, I should like to say that I have 
been in contests against Democrats, and I have been in contests 
against Populists, and in contests against both of them combined. 
Iam familiar with every Democratic theory, and likewise every 
Populist vagary, but this is the first time that I have ever taken the 
floor to advocate the election of a Populist as against a Democrat. 
There are members from my State who occupy seats upon the floor 
of this House that probably will not find themselves as much em- 
barrassed so far as political questions are concerned as I am, and 
still I am alittle anxious to know how they will act between a 
Populist and a Democrat. Here isa place where fusion can not 
be worked. They must line up with a Democrat or keep in “the 
middie of the road.” 

Mr. BARTLETT, Does the gentleman say that Mr. Aldrich is 
a Populist? 

Mr. BURKETT. pea in the election there he was. 

Mr. BARTLETT. o is the Populist in this case, then? 

Mr. BURKETT, Why, the evidence showed that Mr. Aldrich 


was. 
Mr. BARTLETT. He is not a Republican, then? 
Mr. BURKETT. You said there were no Republicans down 
South, I say that all the Republicans down there do not have 


a le and 5 never did. 
. GROSVENOR. I rise to a question of order. 
3 SPEAKER pro tempore. What is the gentleman’s question 
order. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. That on a judicial question like this, no 
one has a right to bring in a man’s politics. [Laughter.] 
Mr. BURKETT. There was a time when Nebraska had a Re- 
publican legislature and a Republican governor—of course those 
easant spots in our life as a State are only history now—but a 
ew years ago the enemy fused on us, and we have been confused 
ever since to know just where we were at. They elected a fusion 


legislature composed of Democrats on the one side and Populists 


on the other; they all come in under one or the other. I believe 
there was one man who said he was a Silver Republican, but he 
acted just like the rest and voted just like the rest. The only 
point of difference ever observed were his good habits and his 
educated whiskers. But they all crawled under the same cover; 
they supped out of the same dish, voted the same way, were guilty 
of the same nefarious practices, so that we never were able to state 
with any degree of satisfaction which was a Populist and which 
was a Democrat. 

Now, when our fusion friends got into power, with the legisla- 
ture and the governor, what do you suppose was the first thing 
that fusion legislature did in Nebraska? They were elected ona 
platform that promised a good many desirable things for the 
State. Among others their platform said one of the things they 
were going to do was to reduce the running expenses of our 
State. 1 them to do away with a railroad commission 
that we in Nebraska. They said it had been riding on passes 
and imposing on the people and voting with the corporations for 
lo! these many years. 

They said, We are going to put into force new revenue laws 
that will reduce the taxation on the poor man and put it on the 
rich man and the corporations.” Sie Sree they were going to 
reduce salaries up in the statehouse. ey came into power on a 
platform pledging them to do all these things. They went there 
specially commissioned to relieve the people, to consider tĦings 
beneficial to the people. They were, as they pledged themselves, 
the special ea and conservators of the people's rights and 
interests. Now, what do you suppose they did? 

Gentlemen, the very first law that fusion legislature passed for 
the State of Nebraska was a law poang an ap ropriation 
to pay their own salaries, [Laughter on the Republi side.] 
They had not gotten their seats warm. They had not learned the 
way to the statehouse so as to be safe to es with a guide 
when they tapped the treasury for $90,000. next law was to 

rovide for an 5 to pay their incidental expenses. 
8 on the Republican side.] 

But this has nothing to do with the question here. I want to 
get to the point, About the third or fourth law they passed was 
a law like this: They looked down upon the city of Lincoln, a 
Republican city always, and they said, We must control that 
Republican city;” and they laid their vile hands upon it and passed 
a law, anew charter, as they called it, for the city of Lincoln. 
They provided in that law that a governor elected away out from 
the western end of the State, a man that had been loaning money 
on spotted cows” and boar black pigs,” a man who knew noth- 
ing about the city of Lincoln, should practically control it. 

Think of it! A city of 60,000 of the most intelligent people in the 
world, the capital of a State with the s est per cent of illiter- 
acy in the Union, a city the queen of the prairies, noted for her 
educational institutions and churches, peopled with the cream of 
inhabitants from Iowa, Illinois, Indiana, Ohio, and other older 
States! Think of the selfish partisanship that would prompt such 
action as was taken! Imagine the depths of desperation to which 
they were willing to go when they denied that city, resplendent in 
its own beauty, proud of its bright men and noble women, the 
right to local self-government! 

they passed a law providing that the governor should appoint 
three men, called an excise board, who should have control of the 
firemen and policemen. They chose this method of running the 
city in their own sweet Populistic way—for what? That they 
might gain politically. It was an eyesore to them politically. It 
was the home of Mr, Bryan. It must be won for Bryan and 
Democracy. Well, they were not satisfied with Lincoln, so they 
went to Omaha, a city that sometimes goes Republican and occa- 
oe disappoints us. But it was not sure enough Democratic 

or them. 

They wanted a sure thing. They wanted a certainty, and so 
they passed a similar law through that Democratic legislature, 
giving the governor control of the city of Omaha in that same 
way. This is their record in Nebraska along the lines I have men- 
tioned. I might add. however, that instead of a blessing it proved 
a curse, as injustice always does. Americans like to govern them- 
selves, and they want no paternalism. 

Gentlemen, I have tried to show to this House that it isnot only 
in the South that these Democratic tendencies are observed, but 
in the North as well. It is not only in these States where they aro 
unanimous almost in their majorities, but it is also in those States 
where they get in control temporarily. It is their method; I will 
not say their nature, for the rank and file are better than their 

y. Butitis the method of their leaders, when they once get 
control, to perpetuate such control. Lacking, as they always 
have, the genius of government to meet and solve great ques- 
tions to the approval of the American people, fearful of their own 
ability to retain the confidence of the voters, they resort to un- 
worthy methods to perpetuate themselves in power. í 
Now, Mr. Speaker, in conclusion, thisquestion is, as I said before, 
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of more than passing importance. It is not ore ok whether Mr. 
Robbins, the contestee shall be permitted to keep his seat or 
whether Mr. Aldrich shall be given the place. The question goes 
further, out and beyond this; itis whether the members of this 
House are going to permit this miserable, nefarious ballot-box 
stuffing to defeat the Constitution of the United States. Itisa 
stench that reaches up to high heaven. It is one that the mem- 
bers of this House ought not to permit to go on. 

This House should register now and here the decree that plants 
every clause of the Constitution in Alabama as unquestionably as 
our friends on the other side insisted for Puerto Rico and the 
Philippines. It should say to Mr. Robbins in no uncertain terms, 
Go back to the Fourth district of Alabama and be elected in 
accordance with the correct and honest interpretation of your 
laws and the Constitution of the United States before we can re- 
ceive you. You will not be permitted to take a seat here, reekin 
as your certificate is with vice and corruption. Go back an 
cleanse those precincts, reorganize them, allow the people their 
rights that the Constitution gives them. When you come here 
your demeanor politically must be correct, for none can enter here 
with their skirts bedrabbled with the muck and the mire and filth 
of Southern election frauds. The Poopo of the North cry out 

inst them. The world stands ag at them, and the people 
of the South shall be protected agaìnst them, The Constitution 
still stands, strengthened and beloved by lapse of years. Fromit 
you must not take a syllable, nor to it add a word; neither under it 
shall you defy it. The right of citizens of the United States to 
vote shall not be denied or abridged by the United States or by 
any State on account of race, color, or previous condition of serv- 
itude.“ [Loud ey at on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Mr. Speaker, I hope the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] will now occupy a part of his time. 

Mr. BAR . Mr. Speaker, may I inquire of the Chair how 
much time has been used on this side? 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Snarruo). Two hours and 
forty-eight minutes on the Republican side and one hour and 
nineteen minutes on the Democratic side. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I now yield to my colleague on 
the committee, the gentleman from New York [Mr. GLYNN] such 
time as he may occupy. 


[Mr. GLYNN addressed the House, See Appendix.] 


Mr. BARTLETT. Is it the desire of the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Mann] that I proceed further at this time? 

Mr. I should like to have the gentleman from Georgia 
occupy some more of his time, 

Mr. BARTLETT. Allright, sir. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, in any event it is understood be- 
tween the gentleman from Georgia and myself that the time which 
is to be occupied to-morrow shall be equally divided between the 
two sides, whatever may oe the time occupied to-night. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I thank the gentleman very much for his 
kindness. I yield to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE 
ARMOND]. 

Mr.DE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, a stranger in the House, look- 
ing from the galleries, no matter what his political views might 
be or what his previous training or information, would be im- 
pressed with the fact that so often in the consideration of these 
election cases comparatively few members upon either side are 

resent to hear the discussion. He might at first suppose this is 
3 each one reads the record for himself, familiarizes him- 
self with everything in the case, and is thoroughly prepared to 
vote according to the merits as they shall appear to a man of full 
information, and therefore, having fully informed himself, that it 
is unnecessary for him to give more time to the matter. 

The actual fact, however, is that a large number take these 
matters for granted, or, rather, vote without any information upon 
the subject and, harsh asit may seem in the saying, really without 
any particular desire for it. It is only justice to the men upon the 
several sides of these controversies, only fair play to the members 
of the committee who give their time to the investigation of these 
cases, that the information which they gather and the reasons 
which they have to offer should be heard and considered by those 
who are to act upon the cases in the House. 

Those who suppose that the work of an election committee is 
light anda mere holiday matter are much mistaken. A great 
deal of it is a work of drudgery, a work of self-denial, as far as 
the committee are concerned, Often it is necessary for those who 
would be informed to study a record of great length, the mere 
reading of which is no light task. It is necessary for them, in 
order to reach conclusions, to gather the comparatively few grains 
of wheat from out the great mountain of chaff. Now, when the 
members of the committee have done that and present their views 
to the House, it is unfortunate, to say the least about it, that they 
do not have, upon both sides, a full and fair hearing. 

As parties come and go, the political ascendency sometimes be- 


ing with one party and sometimes with another, it seems to me, 
not to put it upon any higher plane than that of mere expediency, 
that it is to the interest of those who may have good claims and 
those who have good title to seats that election contests should 
be decided as nearly as possible according to their merits. 

Mr. Speaker, very 3 it follows that an unjust decision, 
a decision not really warranted by the facts and the law, does little 
pood to those who apparently get the advantage of it for the time 

ing, and does some of them much harm later on. Averaging it 
up, one Congress with another, and one case with another, each 
side profits by the correct decision of these controversies, and each 
in turn is liable to suffer from an erroneous decision. There is a 
disposition often engendered to make reprisals, a disposition to 
retaliate, which is totally unsuited to that judicial frame of mind 
in Shei all ought to be when they are passing upon questions of 
right. ’ 

This case, like all other cases, ought to be decided according to 
its actual merit. If Mr. Robbins is entitled to retain the seat in 
controversy, then, because he is entitled to it, he should be per- 
mitted to retain it. If, upon the contrary, he ought not to have 
it and it should be given to Mr. Aldrich, the contestant, then, 
equally, should Mr. Robbins be unseated and Mr. Aldrich seated. 

Passing beyond these men, and applying the decision in this 
case to other cases which may arise or which may now be pend- 
ing in the House, and respecting the rights of the parties them- 
selves, it is really in the interest of all who desire fair play that 
this case should be decided according to its merits. wrong 
shall be done in this case, it surely be a provocation and an 
excuse for wrong insomeothercase. The gain which might come 
to either party in the one case by retaining the seat and in the 
other case by acquiring it—if secured by a wrongful decision— 
would be more than met and more than counterbalanced by the 
harm which later on almost surely must result as a consequence 
of such action. 

Now, it has seemed to me, on such investigation as I have given 
to this case, and from what I have heard in argument of it, that 
to decide this contest in favor of Mr. Aldrich, to unseat Mr. Rob- 
bins and give his seat to Mr, Aldrich, is to proceed upon some 
lines that are new and that, I think, certainly can not traced 
by reason or authority. 

A number of things all have to come together, have to unite, 
each one of them extraordinary, in order to justify the giving of 
this seat to Mr. Aldrich. The election law of Alabama requires 
that inspectors of elections be not all appointed from the same 
political party. Thatisa provision that ought to exist and ought 
to be observed everywhere. The reasons for it are so plain that 
no man may need spend time in stating them or enlarging upon 
them. It seems that in some precincts in this district persons 
suggested by Mr. Aldrich or his managers for inspectors were not 
appointed, 

The law and the principles of justice requiring that i ctors 
from the two sides should be appointed, do not require and do not 
even suggest that any particular, unofficial person, having him- 
self an interest in the election, should name the ms to be ap- 
pointed. In other words, while Mr. Aldrich, under the law, asa 
matter of right, independent of law, was entitled to representa- 
tion upon the election boards, he was not entitled, as a matter of 
law, asa matter of reason, asa matter of justice, or upon any 
sound general principles, to name particular persons who should 
be appointed. Hence the failure or refusal to appoint persons 
named by him for appointment is not in itself any reason for dis- 
turbing the election returns in the particular precincts in which 
his suggestions were not followed. 

Now, I do not believe that proposition is susceptible of refuta- 
tion. I do not believe there is a ground or basis for a reason or 
argument against it. 

The f aie existed in the boards not to appoint men 
suggested by Aldrich, though it is not to be exercised arbitrarily 
and without reason. It does not appear from the record, as I un- 
derstand that the Aldrich men who were rejected have been 
shown to be suitable men for appointment. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman from Missouri will permit 
me, I would suggest that in some few of the cases they were not 
appointed because there were no such men known to exist in the 
precincts where they were wanted, 

Mr. DE ARMOND. That makes the contention which I am 
now advancing all the more forceful. It does not follow, as a mat- 
ter of conrse, nor as a matter of inference, nor as a matter of rea- 
sonable judgment, that where there is a failure to appoint as an 
inspector or any other election officer somebody suggested by 
a apaty candidate or his manager wrong has been done. The 
officers there, as officers everywhere, are presumed to have done 
their duty; and when they did not appoint according to Aldrich’s 
choosing, it is to be presumed that there was sufficient reason for 
their action. N 
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Mr. BARTLETT. Will the 1. 1 N J permit me to make an- or to one hundred precincts. As the 
T 


other suggestion? In this record it is shown that the only place 
where the box was improperly gone into it was gone into by a 
man 15 at Mr. Aldrich’s suggestion at Burnsville. 

Mr.DEARMOND. Thatsuggestion is most timely and forceful. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, assume that A was first suggested as an 
election inspector in a particular precinct, suggested by a party 
candidate. He is not appointed, and B is appointed. So far there 
is no room for an inference that wrong has been done or the law 
violated. It is necessary to show that B isan improper person to 
be appointed, or else hi appoinment is perfectly warranted 
under the law and unassailable. Suppose it turns out that Bis 
not a proper man for the 5 This is not enough to 
sustain a charge of misconduct lodged against the appointing 
power. It must be shown that A wasa proper person for the place 
to be filled, and even then account must be taken of errors of 
judgment, free from evil intent. 

Those who arecharged with the appointment are charged nec- 
8 with the exercise of judgment; they are presumed to act 
in good faith; but that aside, they are ee with the exercise 
of judgment, and their judgment is not to be impeached merely 
because they do not surrender their own power and their own right 
and submit themselves to the dictation or the suggestion of some 
interested party. . 

The contestant starts with the proposition that some men sug- 

ested for inspectors were not appointed. As the gentleman from 
Georgis [Mr. BARTLETT] has said, in most instances it has been 
shown, not that these men were qualified and did exist, but infer- 
entially that they were not qualified or did not exist, or their ex- 
istence was not known. So, there can be no fault found with the 
failure to appoint these men, and there can be no basis for a con- 
test or for unseating anybody on that account. As to the men 
o/s se there ought to be exercised honest judgment. 

e fact that a man may have been appointed whose appoint- 
ment ought not to have been made, the fact that the selection may 
not have been a good one, does not warrant the conclusion, or even 
the inference, that any improper motives influenced the appoint- 
ment. There may have been an error of judgment; there may 
have been an honest mistake committed. Even where the wron 
man was appointed, and it was known that the wrong man 
been appointed, still no right exists to nullify the election, and no 
such excuse will serve for those who might have voted, but chose 
instead to remain away from the polls. 

Passing from the question of inspectors, we find that this con- 
test rests upon the further proposition that, the persons suggested 
for inspectors not being appointed in certain precincts, one of the 
candidates then had a right to issue an ukase, a manifesto, a direc- 
tion or command, I do not know what you might call it 

Mr. BARTLETT. They call it an order. 

Mr, DEARMOND. Yes; an order; that is better to issue an 
order to those who were inclined to support him to remain away 
from the polls and not participate in the election. In order to 
justify the seating of Mr, Aldrich and the unseating of Mr. Rob- 

ins, it is necessary to concede also this second proposition, that 
upon the failure or refusal of the appointing power to name as 
inspectors persons suggested by Mr. Aldrich or his friends for in- 
spector, Mr. Aldrich possessed a right of eta? here and now to 
order his followers to remain away from the polls; and his follow- 
ers heeding that order and remaining away, then from these two 
things put together—the failure to appoint the men suggested for 
ak pane and the order to the voters to remain away from the 
polls, and their remaining away—the whole election goes with 
the winds; that the election is the same as though not held, and 
the precinct returns and votes are to be thrown out. 

Now, these propositions are decidedly novel. One, Lthink, would 
search the books in vain to find support for either of them. What 
right has a candidate for office to direct his followers to remain 
away from the polls, and then make that order a basis for the claim 
that the returns should be thrown out and that the result of the 
election should be ages yao 

Mr. BARTLETT, ill my friend pardon me again? 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The manager of Mr. Aldrich's campaign dis- 
tinctly said that he did it for the purpose of making a contest. 

Mr. DEARMOND. Les. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I want to make the suggestion to my 
friend that the committee took that action only in four precincts, 
and held the other way in all the rest of the precincts, 

Mr. BARTLETT, Although the same conditions existed. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. I was discussing, however, the principle, 
without reference toits application in this placeor that place. The 
principle is correct or incorrect; it is sound or unsound. It isa 
question of the right of aman whois a candidate for office to direct 
his followers to remain away from the polls, and then insist that 
the result of the election be nullified because they have remained 
away. It is not a question whether you apply it to one precinct 


ntleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT] has suggested, Mr. Aldrich was a candidate, 
not really for election by the people, but for a contest and for an 
election here in the House of Representatives, and the election, 
unless the case is to be decided upon the true basis of a contested 
election, is to take place here a little later. 

What a droll Seg Py man being a candidate for a contest! But 
it is suggested that Mr. Aldrich directed his supporters to remain 
away from the polls because if they went their going would facili- 
tate the perpetration of a wholesale frand upon him; that his 
votes would be counted for the other party. In the first place, 
that is a bold assumption, and in the second piace, if it were true 
the principle involved would afford the very best reason for. not 
throwing out the poll or disregarding the returns in this case as 
made by the record. The principle of law that applies in regard 
to these things is not the subject of dispute, but it is well estab- 
lished. Itis the duty of those who pass upon election returns to 
uphold them, if they can in fairness and justice; otherwise there 
is no use to hold elections. 

There are informalities at almost every election. This little 
thing that ought to have been done is not done; another little 
thing that should not in strictness have been done has been done. 
Things that should be done one way are done another way. The 
real object in election cases is always to ascertain—and in the first 
place, of course, to ascertain by the returns, if it can be done— 
what has been the judgment and decision of the people at the 
polls. Our whole Government rests upon that philosophy, that 
the people do the electing. They may choose unwisely. Those 
who act for the time being in conducting the election may not att 
strictly within the province of the law. But the real question is, 
What did the people say about their choice of officers? Who has 
been elected according to the declaration of the majority, or plu- 
rely as the case may be, of those who did vote and had the right 

o vote? 

Now, I say small informalities, trifling cases of disregard of the 
law, or even serious ones, if you please, here und there, so long as 
Dey do not affect the integrity of the poll, are to be disregarded, 
with a view of getting at the result and making effective the voice 
of the people who have declared their choice in the only way that 
they can declare it under the law and customs of our country. 
It is a serious thing when a single honest man entitled to vote, 
and having cast his vote, is deprived of that vote by reason of any 
misconduct whatsoever on the part of the election officers, The 
election officers have no right of control, positive or negative, 
over the choice of the people, except in so far as they are required 
to discharge their duties and transact their business in general 
oon otmay to certain rules and regulations. 

If the officers have departed from those, if they have been so 
dishonest and corrupt as that the whole poll is tainted, the whole 
thing rotten, so that no credence is to be given to any of it, so 
that none of it is entitled to respect, then as a dernier ressort, not 
as a matter of choice, not as something to be desired, but as some- 
thing that can not be escaped, the returns must be disregarded 
and the poll thrown out. 

It is not every little thing, it is not misconduct of this or that 
man, it is not intention on the part of this man or that man to 
commit fraud, it is not even actual fraud upon the part of this 
man or that man, but it is so much fraud or irregularity, such 
gross departure from prescribed methods that you can not regard 
the poll as worth anything and must throw it out, that can jus- 
ba Bara to such a remedy, 

is is simple fundamental election law; it is nothing new or 
strange; it is to be observed not merely by one Congress, one party, 
or one section of the country; it is universal in its application; it 
rests upon common sense and the necessities of common experi- 
ence. ow, tested thus, a considerable number of polls which 
have been thrown out in this case would not be thrown out. 

The fact that a particular man who was suggested for appoint- 
ment as inspector was not appointed—the fact that Mr. Aldrich | 
ordered his followers not to attend the election, not to vote—these 
things do not constitute a legal reason for throwing out any poll. 
The suggestion that if these men had gone and voted their votes 
would have been turned over and counted for Mr, Aldrich’s oppo- 
nent, that fact—that fact, if they had voted and their votes had 
been stolen, thus making the fact—might have afforded a reason 
for throwing out the poll; that might have been conclusive and 
overwhelming evidence of fraud—fraud so gross, so completely 

ermeating the whole box and everything in it that you would 
ve to throw out the poll. 

So it was not necessary for Mr. Aldrich’s followersto stay away 
from the polls in order to insure him fair play and justice. Sup- 
pose, for convenience of illustration, that there were 100 voters in 
a particular precinct, 50 favorable to Aldrich and 50 to Robbins. 
Suppose that Aldrich advised his 50 to stay away from the polls, and 
thatalldidstayaway. Supposethatthe 50 Robbins men went to the 
polls and voted, cast their ballotsfor Mr. Robbins, Supposeeven 


the throwin 
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that Mr. Aldrich's party had no representation upon the election 
board, that not a man of those suggested by them for appointment, 
not a man of his party, had been de e this is putting it 
ee far more strongly than the facts in this case warrant— 
still, I say, all this could not justify a disregard of the returns or 
out of the votes of honest electors, honestly cast for 
the man of their choice. 

Suppose, on the other hand, that Aldrich’s 50 men went to the 
polls and voted and their votes were counted for Robbins, so that 
there is a return of 100 votes for Robbins and none for Aldrich. 
How easy to show such a fraud as that, such wholesale, such un- 
blushing fraud, such outrageous fraud as to justify throwing out 
the whole poll and relegating each candidate to his right of prov- 
ing the vote that was cast for him. 

. BARTLETT. While the gentleman is on that 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I am so much ivterested in the gentleman’s 
argument I desire to make this suggestion 

r. DE ARMOND, I am glad to have it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. In those four precincts where they discard 
the entire poll because of the failure to appoint representatives 
the committee find that Robbins proved, aliunde proof, so 
many votes and Aldrich so many, but they refused to count them 
for him in the general result. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Of course I can not understand the phi- 
losophy of that. My understanding of this matter is that when a 
poll is thrown out each party has an absolute, unqualified right 
to prove as many votes cast for himself as he can prove, and that 
whenever it is found that one vote or a hundred votes or any num- 
ber of votes were actually cast by qualified voters for either of the 
candidates he is entitled to have those votes counted for him. Or- 
dinarily the returns are evidence of what votes were cast for this 
man or that man, but the returns being ont, there being no other 
evidence, then you are remitted to the testimony of the voters 
themselves, and I have always thought that the votes proven in 
those cases are to be counted for the man for whom they are proven 
to have been cast. 

Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DEARMOND. [I yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. I quite agree with almost all, if not all, the propo- 
sitions laid down by the gentleman from Missouri, except the 
proposition that it is very easy to show fraud 

r. DE ARMOND., ell, in the case I supposed. 

Mr. MANN. Where they count the ballots for one man when 
they have been cast for the other man, and I simplycall the atten- 
tion of the gentleman to the very first precinct that is noticed in 
this case, Valley Creek precinct, No. 4, where the returns for 
Aldrich were 44 and where 121 witnesses swore they voted for 
Aldrich. I mention this not for the pu of involving the 
gentleman, but for the p se of calling his attention to the fact 


that it is not very easy to discover fraud, because the committee 
on the two sides do not agree as to whether that proof does dis- 
close the fraud, 


Mr. DEARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I did not make the assertion 
and do not wish to be und as saying that frand is an easy 
thing to prove. I concede that fraud often is a difficult thing to 
prove. I concede that very fully. 

Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman said it was very easy. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. But in the case that I supposed fraud, if 
it existed, could be shown easily enough. I supposed it for the 
purpose of illustration, to show that in order to get justice it was 
totally unnecessary for Mr. Aldrich to order or advise his follow- 
ers to remain away from the polla; that he had no right to do that; 
and that if he did it, if he did order them to remain away, he has 
no right on account of that fact to have the poll thrown out. 

Mr. GAINES, That would be taking advantage of his own 
wrong, would it not? 

Mr. DEARMOND. That is what it would amount to. Now, 
I concede that very frequently it is very difficult to prove fraud. 
That is a fundamental proposition, of course, which is well known 
to lawyers; but there are cases—— 

Mr. . Will the gentleman pardon me again? 

Mr. DE ARMOND, Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Missouri is well aware, I 
suppose, that the majority of the committee do not rest their con- 
clusions upon the proposition which the D is talking 
about; in any event, so far as the report is concerned. While 
they differ with the gentleman as to the proposition, they do not 
base their Seg on that, and so state, 

Mr. BARTLETT. The case does rest absolutely upon it. 

Mr. DE ARMOND. Now, coming to the matter of proof, there 
is this peculiar condition of things which arises in this case, which 
ee is worthy of a word of comment in passing. 

The gentlemen who contend that Mr. Aldrich ought to be seated 
and Mr. Robbins unseated proceed largely upon the theory that 
where there was an opportunity to co t a fraud these election 


officers, rds those opposed to Mr. Aldrich in politics, did 
commit it; and that when you find an election board upon which 
Mr. Aldrich had no representative who was satisfactory to him, 
they seem to pass from that position at once to the conclusion 
that fraud was committed. 

Now, what does that rest upon? It rests upon the assumption 
that a large number of men of good intelligence and good charac- 
ter, not impeached by the testimony, are ready to falsify their 
oaths and to commit the grossest of frauds, and that such men 
did commit such frauds in this election, and a great deal of the 
testimony offered is the testimony of men who, to say the least, 
must be regarded as unreliable, 

It is notorious that a large number of men who vote for A, 
across party lines, when they come to testify about the matter, 
especially under some stimulus and encouragement, will swear 
that they voted for B. In other words, when upright and hon- 
orable election officers declare that at a 8 precinct Mr. 
Robbins received 75 votes and Aldrich 25 votes, and when 50 peo- 
ple swear that they voted for Aldrich, it by no means follows that 
Aldrich, in fact, did receive 50 votes and that 25 votes were taken 
from him and carried over to Robbins. 

Against the testimony of these ignorant men, upon whose testi- 
mony the proposition to seat Aldrich, so far as it has support in 
the evidence, must rest, and whose ignorance is also accompanied 
by corruption in many instances, there stands the official oath, 
and often the additional oath, administered in the taking of testi- 
mony in this contest, of men of the very highest character. 

Mr. BARTLETT, In every 1 in this contested county 
they were men of the highest character. : 

Mr. DE ARMOND. The returns are assailed, in large part, by 
the testimony of men who are grossly ignorant and in large part 
by the testimony of men unworthy of credibility. 

Now, because an ignorant black field hand says that he voted 
at a certain election, and that he voted for Aldrich, when the re- 
turns show that he either is not telling the truth or that the elec- 
tion officers who counted his vote returned it for Robbins instead 
of for Aldrich, it by no means follows that he did vote for Aldrich 
and did not vote for Robbins. And yet that conclusion must be 
reached and carried out through this whole case, or the decision 
can not be in favor of Aldrich. 

The assumption, too, is made that it is perfectly legitimate and 

roper to dispose of this case upon the history of the district. 
ow, how significant that is. It seems to me that the majority 
of the committee must have been conscious of the weakness of 
their claim—I say this with all due respect, because I am trying 
in my remarks to speak to the merits of this case as they Soret 
to me, and not to criticise anybody or find fault with anybody— 
it seems to me that they must have been conscious of the weak- 
ness of their contention, when they make a large part of their ar- 
gument upon the previous history of the district and the decisions 
of former commi upon former contests. Not only that, but 
er go to other States and to other districts. 
ow, everybody knows that one election is not necessarily a 
pattern for another election. Everybody knows that methods 
pursued in one election may not be pursued in another. There is 
no way of getting rid of a bad record, whether the bad record is 
deserved, or whether it is made in error or in malice, unless each 
transaction be looked at simply by itself and in the light of the 
testimony brought to bear upon it. What difference does it make 
that in 1894 there was a contest of Aldrich against Robbins and 
the eee found so and so in this precinct and in that pre- 
cinc 

What light does it shed upon this case that in 1896, when Aldrich 
and Plowman were the opposing candidates, Plowman received 
the certificate of election and Aldrich contested his seat, and the 
committee decided in favor of Aldrich, and that the House sus- 
tained that decision? What has that to do with this particular 
contention? 

How natural it would be that Mr. Robbins, in his own home 
county, should receive a good vote. As I understand, there was 
no officer to be elected then except a Representative in Congress. 

Mr. BARTLETT, That is correct, 

Mr. DE ARMOND, That was the only officer to be elected. 
There was nothing to arouse that sort of partisan prejudice, or to 
draw the partisan lines with that degree of closeness which may 
prevail in a general national election. : 

The record shows that at this election Mr. Robbins’s friends en- 
deavored to get the votes of black men as well as of white men. 
And yet the ground isassumed and taken thatif he did get the votes 
of black men and the votes of the black men were counted for him, 
they were stolen and should be counted for Aldrich. This is an 
assumption, and yet it is absolutely necessary to come somehow 
to such a conclusion in order to determine this contest in favor 


of Mr. Aldrich. 
As a matter of fact, many colored men were put upon the stand 
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and testified that they voted for Robbins. Are they to be be- 
lieved? Had they said they voted for Mr. Aldrich that testimony 
would have been taken by the committee readily against the testi- 
mong or reputable white men and officers as sufficient to warrant 
the throwing out of disputed precinct returns. Why is it not to 
be taken when it is for Robbins to show that eee actually 
vote for him? Take it that they did vote for Rob and he is 
elected. Proceed according to the proof which has been given 
and Robbins is elected. 

Follow the geen ents and the principles of law that have been 
laid down and established time and again, and Mr. Robbins is 
elected. New principles have to be incorporated in this case, a 
new 9 applied to it, in order to reach a different decision; 
but if the purpose is to follow the law and the evidence, then it 
must bein favor of Robbins. With such examination as I have 
been able to give the case, and I am not as familiar with it, I 
know, as those gentlemen who are on the committee, it does seem 
to me that without disregarding the prior decisions of the House, 
without introducing anything new and strange, unsound and 
dangerous, but following the beaten track, pursuing the regular 
course of ordinary fairness, Mr. Robbins is entitled to retain his 
seat. 

Now, if that be true—of course I may bein error in my judg- 
ment—if that be true, then if Robbins be unseated, not only will 
wrong be done to him, but to this House; and there is no telling 
who may be called upon at some time to suffer for the wrong. 
Any man may have a contest. That is a mere matter of chance 
and accident. A thousand causes may produce it. Some men 
make an industry of contesting seats. Other men start a contest 
because they are disappointed, and begin the contest as a means 
of letting themselves down, with the formal pompous declaration 
that they were elected and swindled out of the seat. 

Some peona make contests for the incidental allowances that 
they will receive; and then they may get into the House. Any- 
how, they will get more than they could earn in any other way, 
8 they get the ordinary amount allowed to contestants. 

Zvery man whose seat is contested is bound to defend it or sur- 
render it. He has to protect his rights no matter how clear they 
are. A man whose seat is contested is in an anomalous condition 
in the House. He knows nothing about how long he may retain 
his seat; knows nothing as to what the decision will be, whether 
judicial methods will prevail or whether his seat will be taken 
from him merely to give it to another. 

Therefore it is in the interest of every man in the House, with- 
out reference to politics, or how long or short a time he has been 
a member, how prominent or obscure—it is the interest of every 
man in the House, and the interest of every constituency, that 
cases be determined as nearly as may be as the decisions of the 
courts would determine . the merits. 

It has been my observation in the little time that I have been 
in the House that contests decided on other principles than those 
which underlie even-handed justice have more than once brought 
retribution. Iam satisfied that men have been unseated or kept 
in seats in this House as a matter of retaliation. 

So, then, fairness is in the interest of all of us. In a sense, 
every man has a stake in the fairness and correctness of the de- 
cisions in these cases, 

I am one of those whose fortune has been a time or two, and 
more than a time or two, to vote against most of my party col- 
leagues upon election contests, following my own judgment about 
it; and whatever others may have thought, I have had no occasion 
to regret my course in these particulars. I believe it 1s not only 
the fair and right thing for a man to do, aay as a man, as an 
independent Representative on this floor, but I believe it is the 
wise thing for a man to do in the interest of his party. I believe 
that whenever my party does a wrong in one of these cases it is 
liable to suffer for that wrong, and that somebody who ought to 
retain a seat is going to be deprived of it, or some other y en- 
titled to a seat will be denied it, by way of evening up; and what 
8 upon the one side applies also upon the other. 

f Mr. Robbins is unseated in this case and Mr. Aldrich is given 
the seat, it must be by the application of principles that are new 
and strange and find no support either in the action of this House 
or in the law books. The refusal to appoint inspectors in some 
instances, at Aldrich's suggestion, can not bea und for seating 
him, and yet without that his contest must fail. The order by 
Aldrich to his supporters to remain from the polls must invalidate 
election returns or Aldrich can not be seated, and that can not be 
true. If that were true, elections could be nullified anywhere. 

Suppose I am a candidate for election, and I know that in a par- 
ticular precinct the majority of the votes will be cast against me. 
What better expedient for me to suggest to my friends than to 
remain away from the polls and then have the returns thrown 
out? It may be that I can prove up more votes than the other 
man, because it may be that the persons who voted for me are 
more easily reached; it may be their testimony will bear examina- 
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tion better. 1 may be a minority candidate in a particular pre- 
cinct, and yet I may be able, if the returns be thrown out, to show 
more votes cast for me than my opponent could possibly show 
cast for him, because my facilities for bringing forward my wit- 
nesses, easily identified and secured, may enable me to do so. 

It will never do, Mr. Speaker, to incorporate into the election 
law of this House the principle that a candidate can so simply de- 
termine that so far as he is concerned there will be no election in a 
particular case, and that then thereshall benone. How about th 
that go to the polls and vote and who are entitled to vote? Sh 
his suspicions, shall his arbitrary action, shall his failure to suc- 
ceed in his dictating a particular man for an election officer, shall 
those things coupled together sweep away the right of the people 
to vote and nullify the action of those who do vote? That isessen- 
tial in this case, or Mr. Aldrich’s contest must fail. 

Moreover, it is essential that you gather different and strange 
elements when you make out this case. Mr. Aldrich has what he 
ran for, the contest. He was not elected; and if I could believe 
that the members of this House had given to the case the atten- 
tion to which it is entitled, I would be sure that the House wou!d 
not now usurp the functions of the Fourth Alabama district and 
elect him. If he is elected, it is going to be done by the votes of 
men who know nothing about the case or men who do not care 
aang about the right or the wrong of the case. 

Now, I do not make any pretense to being clear of partisanship, 
I regard myself as a pretty intense partisan. I regard it as a 
merit and not a demerit, upon occasions which are timely and 
proper, for a man to push his nship. I believe in my party 
and believe in its principles. I believe in battling with the breth- 
ren on the other side, whose views are different from ours, in sharp, 
earnest contest, with the hope that under our theory of govern- 
ment we shall bring out that which is good and sustain it, or de- 
velop, on the other hand, that which is bad and overcome it. It 
is 2 in that philosophy that a free government can be main- 
tained. 

I believe that it is the duty of every man individually to look at 
this case as if this were not a partisan body—as if these two men 
were of the same party or of no party. I believe that not only is 
that right, but even upon narrow partisan grounds that what is 
right in these cases, what is warranted by the well-settled princi- 
ples of law and the facts of the case, is the wisest partisanship. 

There is, of course, very little incentive to anyone to address 
himself to these questions when so few people are interested in 
them. I have talked to the House, or that fraction of it which is 
here, longer than I meant to do upon this case, and I shall not 
detain it any further. I certainly have had no other object than 
to try to discuss, in my own way, a few familiar principles of law, 
and to contrast them with principles—if they can be called prin- 
ciples; I think they are not—which are unfamiliar, not sustained 
by any authorities, and to draw the conclusion which to me seems 
inevitable when correct principles are applied to the facts of this 
case. According to plain, recognized, well-established principles 
of law Mr. Robbins must retain his seat. To deprive him of it 
and give it to Mr. Aldrich is to invent new law and to make 
strange application of that invention, I thank the House for its 
attention. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. BENNETT, its Secretary, an- 
nounced that the Senate had agreed to the report of the committee 
of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses on the 
amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 1) to define and tix 
the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all forms of 
money issued or coined by the United States, and for other pur- 


poses. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 7737. An act to change the name of the Potomac Insur- 
ance Company of Georgetown, and for other purposes; and 

H. R. 6403. An act for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawat- 
omie Indian, and his adult children. 

Mr. MANN. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


Pending the announcement of the vote on the motion to ad- 
ourn, 

: Mr. SPALDING, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence 

for three days, on account of important business, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House a document of the follow- 
ing title, with the recommendation that its reference be changed 
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from the Committee on Naval Affairs to the Committee on Appro- 
priations; which, by unanimous consent, was agreed to: 

House Document No. 467. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Treasury, transmitting a copy of a communication from the Sec- 
retary of the Navy submitting an estimate of appropriation for 
yards and docks. / 

The result of the vote on the motion to adjourn was then an- 
nounced; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the 
House adjourned. > 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under Clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
ene were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as 
follows: : 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a list 
of suspensions in the accounts of Maj. Charles W. Raymond, and 
recommending that provisions be made for his relief in the next 
general deficiency bill—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 
sponse to the inquiry of the House as to expenditures for military 
operations in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Insular 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. í 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Archibald Rutherford against the United States—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


—_—— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to the 
5 75 and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. CORLISS, from the Committee on Interstate and 1 A 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
6874) to create an additional life-saving district and 3 
certain changes in the serial numbers of existing districts, reporte 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 532); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MOODY of Oregon, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2976) 
reserving from the public lands in the State of Oregon as a public 
park for the benefit of the people of the United States, and for the 
protection and preservation of the game, fish, timber, andall other 
natural objects therein, a tract of land herein described, and so 
forth, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 533); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Forei 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8247) to amend an act entitled An act to authorize the construc- 
tion of a bridge across the Mississippi River at Memphis, Tenn.,” 
approved 1 24, 1888, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a rt (No. 540); which said bill and report 
were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. PHILLIPS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2937) authorizing and direct- 
ing the Secretary of the Interior to examine certain claims of per- 
sons whoowned or occupied buildings on the Hot Springs Mountain 
Reservation which had been condemned by the Hot Springs Com- 
mission and afterwards burned, and to fix a reasonable value 
thereof, and making appropriations for the payment of said claims, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 
541); which said bill and report.were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. FLETCHER, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2869) 
authorizing the Cape Nome Transportation, Bridge, and Develop- 
ment Company, a corporation organized and existing under the 
laws of the State of Washington and authorized to do business in 
the Territory of Alaska, to construct a traffic bridge across the 
Snake River at Nome City, in the Territory of Alaska, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 542); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 198) to reimburse the State of 
Wyoming for money expended by the Territory of Wyoming pro- 
tecting and preserving the Yellowstone National Park during the 
years 1884, 1885, and 1886, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 543); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union, 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 


following titles were severally reported from committees, de-* 


livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5209) ting an in- 
crease of pension to Samuel A. Greeley, rep the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 494); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8112) granting a pension to John Vogler, 
oe aah the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 495); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. f 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4681) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Keiff, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 496); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8378) for the relief of Mary Steffens, 
widow of Henry Steffens, deceased, Company F, Ninth Ohio In- 
fantry Volunteers, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 497); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1147) 
granting an increase of pension to Dr. Luke H. Cooper, now 
totally blind, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 498); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5127) granting a pension to John Lafol- 
lett, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 499); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4138) granting a pension to Elizabeth A. 
Hyatt, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 500); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3642) granting 
an increase of pension to Adolphus Lavine, late of Company I, One 
hundred and sixty-ninth New York Volunteers, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a rt 8 5 501); Which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4276) granting a pension to John R. 
Eggeman, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 502); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6900) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin F. Kurtz, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 503); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6885) granting an increase of pension to 
Horace B. Durant, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panes by areport (No. 504); which said bill and report were re- 

‘erred to the Private Calendar. . 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5886) 
granting a pension to William H. Lane, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 505); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6952) to pension Carrie 
L. Dale, widow, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 508); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 457) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Clara L. Harriman, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 507); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3131) to restore 
to the pension roll the name of Matilda O’Connor, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 508); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the House (H. R. 3941) to restore the pension of Samuel B. 
Weeks, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 509); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4654) granting a pension to Simon Van 
Der Vaart, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 510); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5170) granting a pension to John- 
son, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(N ` T which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8610) | emer a pension of $50 per month 
to Abner S. Crawford, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 512); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1254) granting a pension to Catherine E. 
O'Brien, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 513); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. COCHRANE of New York, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8120) 
granting an increase of pension to David L. Wentworth, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 514); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the House (H. R. 7535) granting an increase of pension to 
Clare H. Burleigh, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 515); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 493) granting a pension to Fanny M. 
Hays, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 516); which said bill and report were referred to the 

ivate Calendar, 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 642) 
to increase the pension of Gen. C. C. Doolittle, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 517); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ee also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1681) granting an increase of pension to 
Isaac M. Lock, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 518); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4398) to grant 
a pension to Julius Vogt, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied b a report (No. 519); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1172) granting a pension to Mrs. Rebecca 
J. Jones, rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No, 520); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4562) for the re- 
lief of Lois A. Fields, widow of George W. Fields, late of Com- 
pany I, Forty-seventh Pennsylvania Militia Volunteers, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 521); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H.R. td piesa. apension to Arnold Bloom, 
of Curwensville, Pa., reported the same with amendment, accom- 
penis by a 2 (No. sao which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 3 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4030) for the relief of Minnie and Lotta 
M. Coleman, helpless children of Thomas R. Coleman, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 523); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the House (H. R. 5435) to increase the pension of Alexan- 
der P. Baugher, of Company G, Two hundred and ninth Regi- 
ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 524); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3021) granting a 
pension to Eliza H. Getchell, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 525); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 2397) granting a pension to Eliza S. Red- 
field, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 

rt (No. 526); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4832) 
granting a pension to Martha E. Graves, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No, 527); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6195) granting a pen- 
sion to Livingston B. Gregory, formerly private, Company F, 
One hundred and eighty-ninth Regiment, New York Volunteer 
Infantry, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 528); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6731) granting a 
pension to William F. Tait, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 529); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2203) to 
increase the pension of John M. Garrett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 530); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3693) granting an 
increase of pension to Abraham Sanford, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 531); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3819) for the relief 
of the widows and children of William Ryan and John S. Taylor, 
deceased, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 534); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5739) for the relief of Gus A. Nowak, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
nee said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1196) for relief of George C. Ellison, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
N 1 eh: which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

Jalendar. 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 1453) for the relief of John C. 
White, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 537); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 6146) for the relief of the admin- 
istrators of William B. Moses, deceased, and of Lebbeus H. Rogers, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied bya report (No. 
pee Ea said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


endar. 

Mr. NEEDHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1894) for the relief of the Union 
Iron Works, of San Francisco, Cal., reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 539); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3273) to repay to the city 
of Denver the sum of $3,200 for amounts of judgments it has been 
compelled to pay for incurred by reason of negligent con- 
struction by the United States of sidewalks adjacent to post-office 
building in that city, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ied by a report (No. 544); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4120) to pay Eliza R. Craw- 
ford the amount of a United States loan certificate issued in 1779, 
5 the same with amendment. accompanied by a report 
Te z ); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions and memorials 
os the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
OWS: 
By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: A bill (H. R.9197) in relation to 
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suits against steamship companies and other carriers of passen- 
gers and on the Committee on the Judiciary. 

fag OX: A bill (H. R. 9198) to disapprove an act passed 
by the legislative assembly of the Territory of New Mexico, ap- 
proved February 23, 1899—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. ER (by request): A bill (H. R. 9199) to authorize 
the purchase of the property known as the Corcoran Art Gallery, 
in the city of Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on Public 
Buildings and Grounds, . 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9200) to provide 
for the repayment-of certain purchase money paid as double mini- 
mum fee on lands situate within Ponca Sioux lands, opened to 
settlement under act of March 2, 1889—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 9201) authorizing the President to 
appoint additional cadets at large at the United States Naval 
Academy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 9243) to provide for regu- 
lations to limit the length and width of tows in United States in- 
land waters—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fish- 


eries. 

By Mr. GROUT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 195) authoriz- 
ing the erection of a bronze statue in the District of Columbia in 
honor of the late Justin S. Morrill, a Senator of the United States 
from the State of Vermont—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LEVY: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 196) for the re- 
payment of the amount ded by the United States Govern- 
2 behalf of the island of Cuba - to the Committee on Insu- 

ar Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 9202) granting a pension to 
Alvin Seagroves, late private in Company L, Second Arkansas 
Volunteer Cav: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALD LL: A bill (H. R. 9203) granting an increase 
x pension to Ebenezer Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9204) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the record of Frank Gaffney, late of the gunboat Crusader, in the 
war of the rebellion—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9205) granting a 
pension to J. H. Milroy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9206) ting a pension to George H. Rob- 
erts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CAPRON: A bill (H. R. 9207) granting a pension to 
John F. Kelly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DICK: A bill (H. R. 9208) granting a pension to Ellen 
D. pbell to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9209) to confer jurisdiction upon the Court 
of Claims to hear and adjudicate the claim of the personal repre- 
sentatives of William Kiskadden, deceased—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9210) to remove the charge of desertion and 
grant an honorable discharge to John Leisure—to the Committee 
on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9211) for the relief of Carl F. Kolbe—to the 
Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9212) to amend the muster roll of Company B, 
Ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteers, so as to place thereon 
the W William C. Armstrong—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9218) for the relief of George S. Curtis—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9214) granting a pension to Thomas Morris— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9215) granting a pension to Sue C. Eva, widow 
of Sardis H. White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9216) granting an increase of pension to 
Almira G. Johnson, widow of Madison J. Johnson to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. y 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9217) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
gore L. Getty, widow of Ebenezer Getty—to the Committee on 

nvalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9218) ting an increase of pension to George 
W. Hissey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9219) granting an increase of pension to George 
A. Breckinridge—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9220) granting an increase of pension to 

O. Lyon, widow of George G. Lyon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill — R. 9221) granting an increase of pension to 

les H. Barber to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9222) for the relief of John C. De Lany—to 
the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 9228) to cor- 
rect the military record of Mathew H. Cole and grant him an 
honorable discharge—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 9224) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Francis Reilly—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 9225) for the relief of Henry 
S. Branaman, of Rockcastle County, Ky.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. GROUT: A bill (H. R. 9226) granting an increase of 
pension to Ransom O. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 9227) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now standing against William J. Dempsey—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9228) granting a pension to Lewis 
Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 9229) for relief of Elizabeth 
B. Russell—to the Committee on Claims. 

8 RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 9230) for the relief of Mrs. Bessie 
H. Lester, of Culpeper, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

_ Also, a bill (H. R. 9231) for the relief of James Downs, of Wash- 
ington, D. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9232) for the relief of E. B. Harrison, of Lees- 
burg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9233) for the relief of George H. Shaver, of 
Fauquier County, Va.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 9234) for there- 
lief of John Breitling—to the Committee on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9235) granting a pension to Peter Lundberg, 
of Wayne, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: A bill (H. R. 9236) to t a pen- 
sion to Herman S. Soules—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9237) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert J. Carr, a Mexican war veteran—to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9238) granting 
a pension to Kate Pearce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9239) granting a pension to Henry K. Davis 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 9240) ganting a pension 
to Cyrus Schull—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. RIXEY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9241) for the relief 
of Emma H. Slamm and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 9242) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Benjamin F. Clark—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of James Ely C. A. Passmore, and 
others, of Gap, Pa., favoring the Grout bill, relating to oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolutions adopted by the Epworth League of Cookman 
Methodist Episcopal Church, Columbia, Pa., relating to ourinsular 
possessions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of W. T. Jackman, A. D. Me- 
Gehee, J. G. Horn, R. S. Clayton, and other stockmen, in the 
State of Texas, eaten ae the Government continue the manu- 
* = distribu of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on 

culture. 
P, Mr. CAPRON: Pa to accompany House bill granting an 
a of pension to J F. Kelly to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 


By Mr. CARMACK: Paper relating to the claim of Lindsay C. 
Hardwick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of W. C. Shattuck and 
other citizens of the State of Missouri, asking for the enactment 
of a law granting a pension to Missouri State Militia—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petition of H. W. Swartz, E. G. Biesecker, 
A. J. Noble, and others, of Moscow, Pa., Frank Alt and M. E, 
Westcott and others, of Madisonville, Pa., to amend the oleomar- 
garine law—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of United Mine Workers of America, of Taylor 
Pa., for the passage of House bill No. 5450, for the protection of 
free labor against prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Resolution of Local Union No. 855, United 
Mine Workers of America, Lehigh, Iowa, favoring the passage of 
House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor on public works, 
and House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor against 
prison labor—to the Committee on Labor, 
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By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the Retail Lumber Dealers’ Asso- 
ciation of Wisconsin, in favor of Senate bill No. 1489, relating to 
an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petitions of J. H. Wilson and others, Walter 
F. Meyer and others, druggists, of Chicago, III., for the repeal of 
oe stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of O. A. Aberl, of Alcester, S. Dak., 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of the Grain Growers’ Cooper- 
ative Association at St. Paul, Minn., February 6 to 10, 1900, upon 
various subjects, viz: Foreign markets, American ships, Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, Industrial Commission, Government 
crop reports, war tax on agricultural products, pure food, rural 
postal delivery, Paris exhibit, etc.—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Affidavit to accompany House bill No. 
6980, that a pension may be granted to Emily J. Smith—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of B. S. Barrett and others of 
Rutland, Ohio, F. H, Dunn and others of Bainbridge, Ohio, drug- 
gists, relating to the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cos- 
metics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Petition of B. Howes, Island Pond, Vt., pray- 
ing for an 1 sufficient to enable the granting of thirty 
days’ annual leave and thirty days’ sick leave to the employees of 
the Bureau of Animal Industry stationed outside of the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, testimony to accompany Honse bill . a pension to 
Samuel Packman, of Bridport, Vt.—to the Committee on Invalid 
sarcomas t H bill ting an i £ 

s0, papers to accompany House gran an increase o 
pension to Ransom O. Smith, of Lunenburg, Vt.—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of the Erie County Pharmaceutical Association, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., relating to the stamp tax on medicines, per- 
fumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of Louis D. Janeck and 
other druggists of North Yakima, Wash., for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Local Union No, 242, United Mine 
Workers of America, of Avery, Iowa, favoring the p of 
House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor on public works, 

. and House bill No. 5450, for the protection of free labor against 
prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, resolutions of Company K and Company L, Fiftieth Reg- 
iment, Iowa National Guard, in favor of House bill No. 7936, 
making an increase in the appropriation for arming and equipping 
5 militia of the States and Territories - to the Committee on 

ilitia. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of the Society of the Cincin- 
nati of New Jersey, for the erection of a monument to Gen. Henry 
Knox—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Lewis Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolution of the Waiters’ Union of Omaha, 
Nebr., against the leasing of public lands, etc.—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of William Boettger of Florence, Nebr., in favor 
me Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Ag- 
riculture. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of the Peoples’ Independent 
Party of Keith Connty, Nebr., opposing the leasing or cession of 
the unoccupied public lands and demanding that such lands be 
held for actual settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. OTJEN: Petition of Wisconsin Retail Lumber Dealers’ 
Association, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, toamend 
the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 

- Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. RLXEY: Paper in support of bill for the relief of Bessie 
H. Lester, of Culpeper, Va.—to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, paper in support of bill for the relief of E. B. Harrison, of 
Leesburg, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 8441, for the relief of 
the estate of . W. Nowland, of Loudoun County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of Emma H. 
Slamm and others—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Sundry affidavits in support 
of House bill No. 8570, for increase of pension to Joseph West- 
Brooks of St. Edward, Nebr.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ons, . 


Also, paper to accompany House bill rela’ to the claim of 
Frank Leach—to the Committee on the Public ds. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Resolution of the Norwich (Conn.) Central 
Labor Union, against the alienation of public lands by the United 
States to any but actual settlers, and also in favor of Government 
building of reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

By . RYAN of New York: Petition of Albert Nowak, of 
Buffalo, N. Y., against the pa e of House bill No. 6071—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Buffalo Musicians’ Protective Associa- 
tion, in favor of the passage of the bill for the employment of en- 
listed men in competition with civilian musicians—to the Com- 
mittee on Labor. 

By Mr. STEELE: Protest of Local Union No. 215, Cigar Makers’ 
International Union, of Logansport, Ind., against free trade with 
Puerto Rico, Cuba, or the Philippines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STEVENSof Minnesota: Petition of Company A, Fourth 
Regiment, National Guard, Minnesota State Militia, in favor of 
House bill No. 7936, making an increase in the appropriation for . 
arming and equipping the militia of the States and Territories— 
to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. WACHTER: Papers, consisting of letters, petitions, 
maps, and affidavits, relative to appropriation for dredging chan- 
nel 33 Rock Hall Harbor, Rock Hall, Md. to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Resolution of Macedonia Post, 
No. 469, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ilinois, to 
accompany House bill granting a pension to Alfred N. Whiffen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petition of Hance Bros. & 
White, of Philadelphia, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, petition of John Wyeth & Bro., Philadelphia. Pa., for the 
improvement of Trinity River to the city of Dallas, Tex.—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, petition of John Wyeth & Bro., Philadelphia, Pa., ing 
the passage of House bill No. 5765, known as the Russell bill, re- 
lating to the revenue tax on alcohol in manufactures, etc.—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Erie County Pharmaceutical Association, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of the Firemen's Association of the State of 
Pennsylvania, in favor of establishing a division in the Treasury 
Department for the regulation of insurance among the several 
States—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 


SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 7, 1900. 


The Chaplain, Rey. W. H. MiLRUnN, D. D., offered the follow- 
DE DN 
Thou, the King immortal, invisible, eternal, as we are again 
summoned by the mystery of death in the House of Representa- 
tives, calling the Father of the House” from the busy paths of 
life to the stillness of the grave, hearken to our cry in behalf of 
the widow and her children, who sit shrouded in sorrow and 
hushed in the home made desolate. Grant them the ministry of 
consolation which comes alone through Jesus and the resurrec- 
tion, and may their ears be gladdened with the gracious words, 
“And there shall be no more death, neither sorrow nor crying, 
neither shall there be any more pain, for the former things are 
— away.” We ask in the beloved and sacred name of Jesus 
hrist our Saviour. Amen. 


THE JOURNAL. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 


ceedings. 

Mr. BURROWS. Lask unanimous consent that the further 
pending tee Journal be dispensed with. 

Mr. Before that is done, I should like to see whether 
the Journal was corrected in accordance with the order of the 
President pro tempore with reference to the vote of the Senator 
from Montana [Mr. CLARK]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read that 
portion of the Journal. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Senate resumed the consideration of the report of the committee of 
conference on the et, Pee | votes of the two Houses on the amendments 
of the Senate to the Be . 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to 
ain the parity of forms of money issued or coined by the United 
States, and for other 5 

n the ion to agree to the report, 
It was ded in the affirmative—yeas 44, nays 26. 
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On motion by Mr. COCKRELL, 
The yeas and nays being desired by one-fifth of the Senators present, 
Those who voted ia pomp desiron by are Messrs. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The names need not be read, 

Mr. HALE. The 26 votes in the negative include the vote of 
the Senator of Montana [Mr. CLAR]? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That vote is included. 

Mr. BACON. With reference to this matter, before it is finally 
disposed of, I wish to call attention to the fact that the yeas and 
nays as stated in the RECORD, as first announced, still state it in- 
correctly. In other words, I take the liberty of calling attention 
to the fact that the Senator from Montana is put down as not 
voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The RECORD will be corrected. 

Mr. BACON. I think the RECORD should be corrected in that 

articular. In the list of yeas and nays the name of the Senator 
rom Montana should be put down among those voting in the 
negative, and his name should be withdrawn from the list of those 
not voting. 
r COCKRELL, And that should be the only mention made 
of it. 

Mr. BACON. He is put down as not voting. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Rxconp will be corrected 
in accordance with the fact. Is there objection to the further 
reading of the Journal being dispensed with? The Chair hears 
none. Without objection, the Journal will stand approved. 


NIGHT SESSION—CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in the closing hours of yester- 
day’s session I requested unanimous consent that at the usual 
hour for adjournment this evening the Senate should take a re- 
cess until 8 o'clock for the pu of proceeding with the formal 
reading of the Alaska bill. I nowask unanimous consent thatthe 
order then made, or the understanding arrived at, be continued 
for to-morrow evening instead of this evening. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator name a time 
at which the Senate shall take a recess? 

Mr. CARTER. I will then ask, in order to get the matter into 
definite form, that at the hour of 5 o'clock to-morrow evening the 
Senate shall take a recess until 8 o'clock, at that time to proceed 
with the formal reading of the bill (S. 3419) making further pro- 
vision for a civil government for Alaska, no other iness tő be 
transacted than the formal reading, and no amendments to be 
acted upon during the session. 

Mr. BATE, I should like to ask the Senator why that can not 
be done in the evening after 3 or 4 o'clock without bringing a few 
of us back here at night? I have no idea that there would be 
more than half a dozen Senators here at a night session. I have 
seen that tried before. I do not care myself to come and I do not 
suppose others do, but if it is work that needs the attention of the 
Senate it ought to be done accurately and correctly and at the 

roper time. I am willing to come if that course is insisted upon, 
but it seems to me the object would be attained more easily by 
agreeing that at 3 O clock in the evening the bill will be taken up, 
devoting two or three hours, or something like that to its reading, 
instead of coming back here at night with no Senate whatever and 
only half a dozen Senators present. 

r. CARTER. The Senator well knows that the bill which is 
to be formally read under the unanimous consent requested con- 
tains . over 2,000 sections and over 600 es. It will be 
quite impossible to have it read during the day without very seri- 
ously interfering with the regular business of the Senate. Asis 
well known, many matters of grave importance are being pressed 
and will be pressed during the month. 

It is of vital importance that there should be legislation on this 
subject, and in connection with it is the fact that the code pre- 
pared is largely a formal matter, providing a code of civil pro- 
cedure following the lines embodied in the statutes of the State 
of Oregon and adjusted only to the peculiar conditions existing in 
Alaska. It seems that there may be some amendments offered, 
but the request now made does not touch amendments nor limit 
debate nor consideration of any part or portion of the bill. It 
must be read formally at some time, and it can be, I assume, read 
in the evening without prejudice to anyone's rights or without 
limiting the right of amendment or the privilege of debate. 

The requestnow pending, Mr, President, is merely forthe change 
of the time during which unanimous consent shall take effect. 
Unanimous consent was given yesterday evening that upon the 
arrival of the hour which would ordinarily be the hour of ad- 
journment the Senate this evening instead of adjourning should 
take a recess until 8 o'clock, and at that hour the formal reading 
of the bill should be proceeded with. 

I now ask, in view of certain conditions not then anticipated, 
that the time for the reading be transferred from this evening un- 
til to-morrow evening, and that the Senate upon to-morrow at 5 
o'clock shall take a recess until 8. 


Mr. BATE. I offer no objection to the change the Senator pro- 
to make, but I want to appeal to him not to bring the mem- 
rs of the committee and others here after night. We have 
plenty of time, certainly, to consider the bill. It is in the early 
part of the session. e could devote some two or three hours 
ever ay ss it after 3 o’clock or half past 3 o’clock. That 
would suit Senators much better than holding sessions after 
night, with five or six Senators only in their seats. In a matter 
of grave importance we ought all to have a chance to be present. 
Mr. CARTER. Isuggest to the Senator that we meet to-morrow 
evening under the unanimous-consent agreement, beginning at 8 
o'clock, and of course it will require an extension of the unani- 
mous-consent agreement to meet on evenings thereafter. 

Mr. BATE. I do not believe there is any special reason for 
meeting to-morrow evening. I have not interposed an ob‘ection 
toit, but I say it isa tax upon us to be brought here at night to con- 
sider an important bill, and it onght not to be done. 

Mr. HALE, L hope the Senator from Tennessee will permit the 
Senator from Montana, who already has obtained the unanimous 
consent of the Senate to take ag Sire to have the arrangement 
N until to-morrow. He can go on and take up to-night, 

ut owing to an announcement which will soon be made from the 
House of the sudden death of an old and distinguished member of 
that body, the Senate ought not to takea recess. It never does 
take a recess under such circumstances; it adjourns out of respect 
to the event. Therefore, because of that, the Senator from Mon- 
tana asks that to-morrow night be substituted for to-night. 

Mr. BATE. To that I do not object. I understand the situa- 
tion. But I do object to proceeding after night with the consid- 
eration of that bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Montana 
asks unanimous consent that the Senate to-morrow at 5 o'clock 
shall take a recess until 8 o’clock in the evening for the purpose 
of formally reading the bill in relation to the Territory of Alaska, 
that no amendments shall be acted upon, and no other business 
than the formal reading of the billshall be done. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none. It is so ordered. Petitions and 
memorials are in order. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PERKINS. I present a petition of the legislature of Cali- 
fornia, praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion of roads in and about the Yosemite National Park. I ask 
that the petition be printed in the RECORD, and referred to the 
Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game. 

There being no objection, the petition was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game and 
ordered to be printed in the RECORD, as follows: 


{Assembly concurrent resolution No.2. Introduced by committee on roads 
and highways, February 7, 1900.] 
Assembly concurrent resolution No. 2, relative to . for roads 
in and about Yosemite National k. 

Whereas by an act of Congress approved October 1, 1890, the tract of land 
in the State of California described as townships land 2 north. and townships 
1, 2, 3, and 4 south, all of ranges 19, 20, 21, 22, 23, and 24 east; also townships 1, 
2, 3, and 4 south, of range X5 east; and also townships 3 and 4 south, of range 
26 east; excepting therefrom the tract of land known as Yosemite Valley, 
granted to the State of California for a public park by an act of Congress ap- 
pearen June 30, 1864, as the same has been surveyed out and accepted by said 

tate, have been set apart for a public park, and the same is known as the 
“Yosemite National Park;" and 

Whereas such park withdraws from settlement and production a vast area 
within the State of California; and 

Whereas to the present time the appropriations for the improvement and 
maintenance of said hay n so limited in character that it remains a 
park in name but not in fact, and is furthermore inaccessible to the ple 
of the United States and the State of California, and therefore of no benefit 
to said people for the purposes intended; and 

Whcreas to make said park accessible it will be necessary to construct va- 
rious roads to and through said park, and to acquire the existing toll roads 
in and about said park, 3 national expenditure, due to the fact that 
said park is under national control; and 

Whereas at the last session of Con a special commission was created 
to examine and report u the f lity of acquiring the existing roads in 
and about said k. and for the construction of other necessary new roads 
within said park; an 

Wherees said commission has reported fully as to the needs of said park 
and the amount of expenditure necessary therefor: Therefore, be it 

Resolved by the assembly (the Senate concurring), That our Senators in Con- 
gress be instructed, and our Representatives be requested and urged, to take 
such action as shall result in thesecuring of proper appropriations in accord- 
ance with the report of said commission, for these most necessary improve- 
ments, to the end that said Yosemite National Park shall be made a park in 
ox as well as in name, accessible to the people of the United States at all 


es. 
Resolved further, That the chief clerk of the e be instructed to 
transmit by mail a copy of this resolution to the President of the Senate and 
to the Speaker of the House of Representatives of the United States of Amer- 
ica, and to each Senator and Representative of the State of California at 
Washington, D. C. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition cf Broncho 
Lodge No. 129, of North Tonawanda, N. Y., raying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the salaries of machinists employed 
in the Government Printing Office, at Washington, D. C.; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing, 
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He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of New York, 
praying for the repeal of the stamp-tax clause in the internal- 
revenue law; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of the Herald, of Fairport; the 
Gazette, of Baldwinsville; the Clinton County Farmer, of Platts- 
burg; the Labor World, of Syracuse, and the Nordisk Tidens, of 
Brooklyn, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
— 5 a were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

ads. 

He also presented a petition of the Sixteenth assemby district 
Republican committee, of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying that the work 
in the construction of new battle ships be done at the Brooklyn 
e which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs, 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the People’s Independent 
Party, of Keith County, Nebr., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the leasing of the unoccupied public domain to 
individuals or corporations, etc.; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of Local Union No. 352, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Anderson, Ind., 
and a petition of Federal Labor Union No. 7145, of Brazil, Ind., 
praying that all the public lands of the United States be held for 
the benefit of the whole people, and that no mts of the title to 
any of these lands be made to any but actual settlers and home 
builders on the land; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

He also presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Elkhart, Ind., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called parcels-post 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Elkhart, Ind., 
pra ng for the passage of the pure-food bill; which was reterred 
to the Committee on Manufactures. 

He also presented memorials of the Banner, of Bristol; the 
Witness, of Berne; the Standard, of Colfax; the Examiner, of 
Connersville, and the Hoosier Democrat, of Charlestown, all in the 
State of Indiana, remonstrating against the of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. MASON presented a petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of the Baptist Church of Wheaton, III., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxi- 
cating liquors and opium in Hawaii; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the Retail Clerks’ Association 
of Pana, III., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 

arcels-post bill; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of Cham- 
paign County, III., praying for the establishment of free rural mail 
delivery throughout the country; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 393, Machinists’ 
Union, of Centralia, III., and a petition of Local Union No. 52, 
Coal Miners’ Union, of Centralia, III., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to pores free labor from prison competition, and 
also to regulate the hours of daily service of laborers and mechan- 
ics on the public works of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor, 

He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 114, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Jacksonville; of Local Union No. 
157, Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Belvidere; of Local 
Unions Nos. 14, 15, 217, and 227, Cigar Makers’ International Union, 
of Chicago; of Local Union No. 47, Cigar Makers’ International 
Union, of Quincy, and of Local Union No. 118, Cigar Makers’ In- 
ternational Union, of Peoria, all in the State of Illinois, remon- 
strating against the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free 
of duty; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented sundry petitions of druggists of Chicago, III., 
praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medi- 
cines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a meeting of sundry 
citizens of Clallam County, Wash., expressing sympathy for the 
people of the South African Republic; which were referred to the 
Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. SCOTT presented a petition of sundry fourth-class post- 
masters of West Virginia, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to increase the salaries of fourth-class postmasters; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. DEPEW presented a petition of the New York Board of 
Trade and Transportation, praying for the reorganization of the 

y 3 service; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
ons. 


He also presented petitions of 53 citizens of New York City, 92 
citizens of Oswego, and of sundry citizens of Middleport, Roches- 
ter, and Reynales Basin, all in the State of New York, praying 
for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which were 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, à 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Moira, N. V., 
praying for the enactment of legislation regulating the manufac- 
ture and sale of oleomargarine; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. BACON presented the petition of Mary L. McLendon, pres- 
ident, and Gertrude C. Thomas, secretary, on behalf of the Woman 
Suffrage Association of Georgia, praying for the adoption of a 
sixteenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfran- 
chisement of United States citizens on account of sex, and also 
that the women of Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philip- 

ines be given the a of suffrage; which was referred to the 

lect Committee on Woman Suffrage. l 

Mr. COCKRELL presented memorials of the Missouri- School 
Journal, of Jefferson City; the Lathrop Herald, of Lathrop; the 
Mail, of Otterville, and the Macon Democrat, of Macon, all in the 
State of Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Foreign Relations, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. Hoar on 
the 6th instant, relative to the payment to Liliuokalani, lately 

een of the Hawaiian Islands, upon the warrant of the Secretary 
of State, of the sum of $250,000, intended to be proposed to the con- 
sular and diplomatic appropriation bill, reported it with an 
amendment, and moved that it be referred to the Committee on 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3010) for the benefit of the heirs and legal representatives 
of John P. Maxwell and Hugh H. Maxwell, deceased, asked to be 
discharged from its further consideration and that it be referred 
to the Committee on Private Land Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3207) a 3 a revision and adjust- 
ment of certain salesof Otoe and Missouria lands in the States of 
Nebraska and Kansas, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3329) granting a pension to Kate B. 
Warren, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 

REPORT OF THE GEOLOGICAL SURVEY IN MONTANA, 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CLARK of Montana on the 2d instant, reported it without amend- 
ment, and it was considered by unanimous consent and agreed to, 
as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of tatives concurring), That there 
be printed at the Government Printing Office 1,500 jes, in addition to those 
heretofore auth by law, of a papar in Part IL or the Twentieth Annual 
Report of the Songs Survey, entitled * soot of the Little Belt Moun- 
tains, Montana, with notes on the mineral de ts of the Neihart, Barker, 
Yogo, and other districts,” by Walter Harvey Weed. 


REPORT OF INDUSTRIAL COMMISSION, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following order; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the usual number of copies of the report of the Industrial 
Commission be printed for the use of Congress. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 3473) for the relief of 
Corinne Strickland; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BATE introduced a bill (S. 3474) for the relief of the Bap- 
tist Church at Bolivar, Hardeman County, Tenn.—which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3475) for the relief of James 
A. Carroll; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companying papers, referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 3476) for the relief of Mary 
A. Swift; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HARRIS introduced a bill (S. 3477) granting an increase 
of pension to Daniel T. Rose; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 8 
Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 3478) for the relief of St. 
Luke's Protestant Episcopal Church, of Atlanta, Ga.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 8479) for the relief of the trustees 
of St. Phillip’s Church, of Atlanta, Ga.; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3480) granting a ion to 
John Holland; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accom nying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. MASO introduced a joint resolution (S. R, 98) authorizing 
the Secretary of the Navy to cause to be struck bronze medals 
commemorating the naval engagements on the Cuban coast, and 
to distribute such medals to the officers and men of the ships of 
the North Atlantic Squadron of the United States; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs, 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO- 


Mr. ALLEN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes; 
which was ordered to be printed and lie on the table. 

THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. SULLIVAN. {submit a concurrent resolution; which I 
ask may be read and lie on the table, and be printed. 
The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 
Resolved by the Senate of the United States of America in Congress assembled, 
10 vital property, 


That the P e Islands, j 
honorably peta aoe A of the 
t the world 


continue the present war, brought on 
by them, of the United States, resul in the 
wounding and death of our soldiers; so long as a single gun in their 
hands is trained upon our no expression of intention as to the future 
ERS OF Si VO: SRNR HEI ENERO: SMD SOAS DA E D Oe 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will 
lie on the table at the request of the Senator from Mississippi. It 
will be printed under the rule. 


BRUNSWICK (GA.) HARBOR IMPROVEMENT, 


Mr, CLAY submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be, and he is hereby, directed 
to send to the Senate the report, . made by H. L. 
the officer of the Coast Geodetic Survey detailed by the Secretary of 
War, under the provisions of the river and harbor acts of 1896, and 1899, 


man 


to — 1 2 2 the outer bar et 8 Ga., filed in — 1 — porary 
Dece 1899, together report su hereto, an 
tran a (an official of the Treas- 


transmitted to the Auditor for the War 
ury Department) December 22, 1899. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVAL, 

A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
O. L. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
dent had, on the 6th instant, 3 and signed the act (S. 2477) 
authorizing the construction of a bridge across the Mississippi 
River at Dubuque, Iowa. 

SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIO. 


Mr. LODGE, Mr. President 


Mr. MASON. Will the Senator give me just time to give a 
notice? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON. I desire ive notice that to-morrow, after the 


morning hour, I shall move that the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions be discharged from the further consideration of the resolu- 
tion offered by me three months ago yesterday, December 6, 1899— 
a oe proposing to give sympathy to the South African 
Republic. 

T desire: before I sit down, simply to say that I intend to make 
this motion without any intention of violating any of the rules or 
without intending to be ful to the committee. I have 
waited now much longer than I intended to wait. There is clearly 
a determination on the part of the committee not to give the mem- 
bers of this body an opportunity to vote. I intend to ask to-mor- 
row morning, after the morning hour, that the committee be dis- 
charged from the further consideration of the resolution, and that 
it be instructed to report the same back to the Senate, that it may 
be placed on the Calendar. s 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. After the morning hour or 
after the routine business to-morrow? 

Mr. MASON. After the routine business. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 

Mr. 3 given notice that he intends to address the 
te immediately after the routine business to-morrow morn- 


ing. 
Ur. MASON. Then I give notice to follow in the morning 
hour. I will wait until the Senator from Alabama finishes. 
Mr. President, I have no desire to with the case in this 
way, or to be discourteous to the committee. The committee can 
ve us a report. If they are not in favor of the resolution, let 
report it adversely. Let them give us some opportunity at 


least to vote on this subject. In my on 95 per cent of the 
people of this country favor a resolution of this kind, and it is 
simply child’s play that we should sit here for three months and 
allow the minority of this body to keep us from a vote, for Iam 
satisfied that a majority of this body is in sympathy with that 


Republic. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT SPOKANE, WASH, 


Mr. TURNER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Washington? 
_ Mr. LODGE. Certainly; I yield to the Senator from Wash- 


n. 

r. TURNER. I would not ask the Senator to yield but for 
the fact that I wish to correct an error in a bill which was passed 
yesterday, and it is a routine matter. It is necessary to have ac- 
tion taken before it passes from the jurisdiction of the Senate be- 
fore the enrollment of the bill and its transmission to the House, 
It must therefore be acted upon this morning. It is the bill (S. 98) 

roviding for the erection of a public building at the city of Spo- 
ne, in the State of Washington. The Treasury 8 
recommended an a} priation of $500,000 for that building in- 
stead of the sum of $350,000, as the original bill provided. Yes- 
terday, before its passage, the bill was amended in one place, but 
the sum of $350,000 still remains in the bill. Idesire to ask unani- 
mous consent to reconsider the votes by which the bill was ordered 
to a third reading and passed, that it may be amended in accord- 
ance with the recommendation of the Treasury Department, and 
be put upon its e again. 

e PRESID protempore, TheSenatorfrom Washington 
asks the unanimous consent of the Senate that the vote by which 
the bill (S. 98) providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Spokane, in the State of Washington, was ordered to 
a third reading and read a third time, and the vote by which it 
was finally passed, shall be reconsidered. Isthereobjection? The 
Chair hears none; and the bill is before the Senate and open to 
amendment. 

Mr. TURNER. On page 2, Iine 2, before the word ‘‘thousand,” 
I move to strike out ‘‘three hundred and fifty” and insert ‘‘five 
hundred;” so as to read: 

And the sum of „000 is hereby a ria à 
Treasury not 3 a; — fom the penton te mid tie can tas 
completion of said building. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


NATIONAL CELEBRATION IN 190, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on the Centennial Anniversary of the Establishment 
of the Seat of Government in Washington, and ordered to be 
printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of Congress, the report of the 
igs of the committee 9 in conformity with an act of Con- 

gress entitled An act to provide for an'a te national celebration of 
the estab! the District of Columbia,” 


ne p ere 228.38 seat of Government 
approv ‘ebruary 28, 1800. 
cia WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 7, 1900. 
THE PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, 


Mr. LODGE, I shall ask the indulgence of the Senate, Mr. 
President, that I may be allowed to proceed without interruption, 
Such arguments as I desire to present I should like to present as 
a whole, and I am sure I shall be excused if I decline interruption. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Shall the Chair lay before the 
Senate the bill to which the tor intends to speak? 

Mr. LODGE. Ishall ask for the ing of the billin a moment, 
I shall be most happy, if any Senator desires to ask me any ques- 
tions when I conclude, to answer them if I can. I ask the Secre- 
tary to read Senate bill 2355, reported from the Committee on the 
Philippines. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppres- 
sion of insurrection and to the government of the Philippine Is- 
lands, ceded by Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded 
at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, reported from the 
Committee on the Philippines, as follows: 

Be it e ion e sovereignty an 
woe eee i Tat ee 


by treaty concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, shall have 
been 3 suppressed military and nayal forces of the United 


and persons, and shall be exercised in such manner as the President of the 
United States shall direct for ey ert and protecting the inhabitants of 
said islands in the free enjoyment of liberty, property, and religion. 


1900. 
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Mr. LODGE. This bill, Mr. President, issimple but all sufficient. 
It makes no declarations and offers no promises as to a future we 
ran not Pa predict. It meets the n of the present and stops 
there. e President, under the military power, which still con- 
trols and must for some time control the islands, could do all that 
this bill provides. But it is well that he should have the direct 
authorization of Congress and be enabled to meet any emergency 
that may arise with the sanction of the lawmaking power, until 
that power shall decree otherwise. Above all, it is important that 
Congress should assert its authority; that we should not leave the 
Executive acting with the unlimited authority of the war power 
to go on alone after the conclusion of peace, but that he should 
eee under the authority of Congressin whatever he does until 

ngras shall otherwise and more specifically provide. By this bill 
we follow the well-settled American precedents of Jefferson and 
Monroe, which were used still later in the case of Hawaii. Toleaye 
the war power unrestrained after the end of war, as was done in 
the case of California and New Mexico, is to abdicate our own 
anthora This bill is the assertion of Congressional authority 
and of the legislative power of the Government. To undertake 
any further or more far-reaching legislation at this time would 
be, in my judgment, a great mistake. But I believe it to be of 
great importance to define our position, so that it may be perfectly 
understood by the inhabitants of the Philippines, as wellas by our 
own people. ; 

Negotiations, concessions, 8 and hesitations are to the 
Asiatic mind merely proofs of weakness, and tend only to encour- 
age useless outbreaks, crimes, and disorders, A firm attitude, at 
once just and fearless, impresses such people with a sense of 
strength and will calm them, give them a feeling of security, 
and tend strongly to bring about peace and order. This 
bill conyeys this impression, states the ut position of the 
United States, and does nothing more. The operative and essen- 
tial part of it isin the very words of the act by which Congress 
authorized Jefferson to govern Louisiana, and which received his 
approbation and signature. It was also used by Con and by 
President Monroe in 1819 in regard to Florida. I think that in 
such a case, we may safely tread in the footsteps of the author of 
the Declaration of Independence. Hesawnocontradiction between 
that great instrument and the treaty with Napoleon, or the act to 
govern Louisiana. Some modern commentators take a different 
view and are unable to reconcile the acquisition of territory with- 
out what they call the consent of the governed with the principles 
of the Declaration. Jefferson found no such difficulty, and I can 
not but think that he understood the meaning of the laration 
as well as its latest champions and defenders, At all events, I am 
content to follow him, content to vote for his bill, content to 
accept his interpretation of what he himself wrote. Even if he is 
wrong those of us who agree with him can console ourselves by 
Sows that it is perhaps “better to err with Pope than shine 

ye.” 

The questions involved in the future management of these 
islands and in our policy in the far East are of a nature to demand 
the highest and the most sagacious statesmanship. I have alwa; 
thought with Webster that party politics should cease ‘‘at the 
water's edge.” He spoke only in reference to our relations 
with foreign nations, but I think we might well apply his patri- 
otic principle to our dealings with our own ins possessions, 
both in the Atlantic and the Pacific. The Philippines should be 
an American question, not the te of parties or the subject of 
party creeds. The responsibility for them rests upon the American 
people, not upon the Democratic or Republican party. If we fail 
in dealing with them we shall all alike suffer from the failure, 
and if we succeed the honor and the profit will redound in the 
end to the glory and the benefit of all. This view no doubt seems 
visionary. It certainly ought not to be so, and in time I believe it 
will be ted. Unfortunately it is not the case to-day. 

One of the great political parties of the country has seen fit to 
make what is called ‘‘an issue” of the Philippines. They have no 
alternative policy to propose which does not fall to pieces as soon 
as itis stated. A large and important part of their membership, 
North and South, is heartily in favor of expansion, because they 
are Americans, and haye not only patriotism, but an intelligent 
perception of their own interests. They are the traditional party 
of expansion, the party which first went beyond seas and tried to 
annex Hawaii, which plotted for years to annex Cuba, which have 
in our past acquisitions of territory their one great and enduring 
monument. in their new wanderings they havedeveloped a highly 
commendable, if somewhat hysterical, tenderness for the rights of 
men with dark skins e Jae the islands of the Pacific, in pleas- 
ing contrast tothe harsh indifference which they have always mani- 
fested toward those American citizens who “‘wear the shadowed 
livery of the burnished sun” within the boundaries of the United 
States. The Democratic party has for years been the advocate of 
free trade and increased „but now they shudder at our 
gaining control of the Pacific and developing our commerce with 
the East. Ready in their opposition to protection, to open our mar- 


kets to the free competition of all the 


tropical, all the cheapest, 
labor of the world, they are now filled with horror at the thought 
of admitting to our markets that small fragment of the world’s 
cheap labor contained in the 3 Islands, something which 
neither Republicans nor anyone else think for one moment of 
doing. Heedless of their past and of their best traditions, care- 
less of their inconsistencies, utterly regardless of the obvious 
commercial interests of the South, which they control; totally 
indifferent to the wishes and beliefs of a large penon of their 
membership, and to the advice and example of some of their 
most patriotic, most loyal, and most courageous leaders, to 
whom all honor is due, the managers of the Democratic organi- 
zation have decided to oppose the retention of the Philippines 
and our policy of trade expansion in the East, for which those 
islands supply the corner stone. Their reason appears to be 
the highly sagacious one that it is always wise to oppose what- 
ever Republicans advocate, without regard to the merits of 
the policy or to the circumstances which gave it birth. I will 
make no comment upon this theory of political action, except 
to say that it has seemed for a long time exceedingly congenial 
to the intelligence of the Democratic party, and that it may 
8 account for the fact that since 1860 they have only held 
or eight years a brief and ineffective power. As an Ameri- 
can I regret that our opponents should insist on making a part 
question of this new and far-reaching problem, so fraught wit 
great promise of good both to ourselves and to others. As a party 
man and as a Republican I can only rejoice. Once more our op- 
ponents insist that we shall be the only political party devoted to 
American policies, As the standard of expansion once so strongly 
held by their great predecessors drops from their nexveless hands 
we take it up and invite the American people to march with it. 
We offer our policy to the American people, to Democrats and to 
Republicans, as an American policy, alike in duty and honor, in 
morals and in interest, as one not of skepticism and doubt, but of 
hope and faith in ourselves and in the future, as becomes a great 
young nation which has not yet learned to use the art of retreat 
or to speak with the accents of despair. In 1804 the party which 
opposed expansion went down in utter wreck before the man who, 
interpreting aright the instincts, the hopes, and the spirit of the 
American people, made the Louisiana purchase. e make the 
same appeal in behalf of our American policies. We have made 
oe appeal before, and won, as we deserved to win. Weshall not 
now. 

Before explaining our policy I should be glad, asa preliminary, 
to state the policy proposed by our opponents, so that I could con- 
trast our own with it, but I have thus far been unable to discover 
what their policy is. No doubt it exists, no doubt it is beautiful, 
but, like many beautiful things, it seems to the average searcher 
after truth both diaphanous and elusive. We have had presented 
to us, it is true, the policy desired by Aguinaldo and his followers, 
that weshould acknowledge him asa government, enforce his rule 
upon the other eighty-three tribes and upon all the other islands, 
and then protect him from foreign interference. This plan, which 
would involve us in endless wars with the natives and keep us em- 
broiled with other nations, loads us with responsibility without 
power and falls into ruin and absurdity the moment it is stated. 
Another proposition is that we should treat the Philippines as we 
treat Cuba. That is precisely what we are doing. But what is 
really meant by this demand is not that we should treat the Phil- 
ippines as we treat Cuba, but that we should make to them a prom- 
ise as to the future. And that is what every proposition made by 
those opposed to the Republican party comes down to, a promise 
as to the future, Weare to put down insurrection and disorder 
and hold the islands temporarily without the consent of the gov- 
erned, but simultaneously we are to make large promises as to the 
future which will look well in print and keep insurrection and 
disorder alive. . 

The resolutions offered by Senators on the other side and the 
tenor of their speeches are all of this wera satan They present 
no policy, but invite us to make promises. Promises are neither 
action nor policy, and, in the form of legislation, are a graye mis- 
take. Those which involve us in pledges of independence have 
the additional disadvantage of being the one sure means of keeping 
alive war and disorder in the islands. Those who offer them or 
urge them proceed on the assumption that you can deal with an 
Asiatic in the same manner and expect from him the same results 
as from a European or an American. This shows, it seems to me, 
a fatal misconception, The Asiatic mind and habit of thought 
are utterly differentfrom ours. Wordsor acts which to us would 
show generosity and kindness and would bring peace and order, 
to an Asiatic mean simply weakness and timidity and are to him 
an incentive to riot, resistance, and bloodshed. Promises of this 
kind, therefore, are neither effective action nor intelligent policy, 
but the sure breeders of war. If we must abandon the Philip- 
pines, let us abandon them frankly. If we mean to turn them 
over to domestic anarchy or foreign control, let us do it squarely. 
If we are to retain them, let us deal manfully with the problems 


2618 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


MARCH 7, 


as they arise. But do not indulge in the unspeakable cruelty of 
making promises which our successors may be unable or unwill- 
ing to fulfill, and which will serve merely to light the flames of 
war once more and bring death to hundreds of natives and to 
scores of American soldiers. Let us not attempt in such a situa- 
tion and with such responsibilities to mortgage an unknown 
future and give bonds to fate which will be redeemed in blood. 

The policy we offer, on the other hand, is simple and straight- 
forward. e believe in the frank acceptance of existing facts, 
and in dealing with them as they are and not on a theory of what 
they might or ought to be. We accept the fact that the Philip- 

ine Islands are ours to-day and that we are responsible for them 
fore the world. The next fact is that there is a war in those 
islands, which, with its chief in hiding, and no semblance of a gov- 
ernment, has now degenerated into mere guerrilla fighting and 
brigandage, with a precarious existence predicated on the Novem- 
ber elections. Our immediate duty, therefore, is to suppress this 
disorder, put an end to fighting, and restore peace and order. 
That is what we are doing. That is all we are called upon to do 
in order to meet the demands of the living present. Beyond this 
we ought not to go by a legislative act, except to make such pro- 
vision that there may be no delay in reestablishing civil govern- 
ment when the war ends. The question of our constitutional 
right and power to govern those islands in any way we please I 
shall not discuss. Not only is it still in the future, but if author- 
ity is lacking, the Constitution can be amended. Personally I 
have no doubt that our Constitution gives full right and author- 
ity to hold and pavers the Philippines without making them 
either economically or 8 part of our system, neither of 
which they should ever be. When our great Chief Justice, John 
Marshall—“‘ magnum et venerabilenomen "—declaredin the Chero- 
kee case that the United States could have under its control, exer- 
cised by treaty or the laws of Congress, a domestic and dependent 
nation,” I think he solved the question of our constitutional rela- 
tions to the Philippines. Further than the acts and 8 1 2 which 
I have just stated, I can only give my own opinion and belief as to 
the future, and as to the course to be pursued in the Philippines. 
I hope and believe that we shall retain the islands, and that, peace 
and order once restored, we shall and should reestablish civil gov- 
ernment, nning with the towns and villages, where the inhab- 
itants are able to manage their own affairs. e should give them 
honest administration, and prompt and efficient courts. Weshould 
see to it that there is entire protection to persons and property, in 
order to encourage the development of the islands by the assur- 
ance of safety to investors of capital. All men should be pro- 
tected in the exercise of their religion, and the doors thrown 
open to missionaries of all Christian sects. The land, which be- 
longs to the people,and of which they have been robbed in the 
past, should be returned tothem and their titles madesecure. We 
should inaugurate and carry forward, in the most earnest and 
liberal way, a comprehensive system of popular education. 
Finally, while we bring prosperity to the islands by developing 
ir resources, we should, as rapidly as conditions will permit, 
bestow upon them self-government and home rule. Such, in out- 
line,is the policy which I believe can be and will be pursued 
toward the Philippines. It will uire time, patience, honesty, 
and ability for its completion, but it is thoroughly practicable 
and reasonable. 

The foundation of it all is the retention of the islands by the 
United States, and it is to that question that I desire to address 
myself. I shall not argue our title to the islands by the law of 
nations, for it is perfect. No other nation has ever questioned it. 
It is too plain a e to Warrant the waste of time and 
words upon it. Egually plain is our right under the Constitu- 
tion, by a trea which is the supreme law of the land, to hold 
thoseislands. I will not argue this point nor the entire legality 
of ail that the President has done in accordance with his consti- 
tutional power and with the law passed by Congress at the last 
session which recognized the necessity of an increased army in 
order to cope with the existing insurrection. The opposition to 
the Republican policy rests its weight on grounds widely differ- 
ent from these. They assert that on mora grounds we have no 
right to take or retain the Philippines, and that as a matter of 
expediency our whole Fastern policy is a costly mistake. I trav- 
erse both assertions. I deny both propositions. I believe we 
are in the Philippines as righteously as we are there rightfully 
and legally. I believe that to abandon the islands, or to leave 
them now, would be a wrong to humanity, a dereliction of duty, 
a base betrayal of the Filipinos who have supported us, led by the 
best men of Luzon, and in the highest degree contrary to sound 
morals. As to expediency, the arguments in favor of the reten- 
tion of the Philippines seem to me sooverwhelming that I should 
Te: their loss as a calamity to our trade and commerce and to 

our business interests so great that no man can measure it. 
Let me take these propositions in their order, beginning with the 
qador of right and wrong, of morals and duty, involved in our 
action. 


Our opponents put forward as their chief objection that we have 
robbed these people of their liberty and have taken them and hold 


them in defiance of the doctrine of the Declaration of Independence 
in regard to the consent of the governed. As to liberty, they have 
never had it, and have none now, except when we give it to them 

rotected by the flag and the armies of the United States. Their 
insurrection against Spain, confined to oneisland, had been utterly 
abortive and could never have revived or been successful while 
Spain controlled the sea. We have given them all the liberty they 
ever had. We could not have rob them of it, for they had 
none to lose, 

The second objection as to the consent of the governed requires 
more careful examination, because of the persistency with which 
it has been made the subject of heated declamation. I can not hope 
to rival the ae ary and the oratory which have been devoted to 
this point, but I shall try to make a plain and simple statement in 
regard to it, lighted on my way by the facts of history, and if not, 
like so many of our opponents, a master of rhetoric, at least I shall 
go forward undazzled by its deceptive radiance. 

It has been stated over and over again that we have done great 
wrong in taking these islands without the consent of the governed, 
from which, eee e be American principles, all just goverument 
derives its powers. The consent ot thegoverned! It is a fair phrase 
and runs trippingly upon the tongue, but I have observed à great 
lack of definite meaning in those who use it most. I have always 
thought it well in discussing any subject to know, as a prelimi- 
nary precisely what we mean by a word or a phrase. Whatdo we 
mean by the consent of the governed?” We quote it from the 
Declaration of Independence. What did Jefferson mean by the 
phrase? Some persons say that he meantthe consent of all the 
governed. Others that he meant the consent of someof the gov- 
erned. Sentiment seems to be with the former amendment to Jef- 
ferson’s language; the facts appear to be with the latter. But 
neither all“ nor “some” are in Jefferson’s famous sentence. 
Nor is there any indication of how the consent is to be obtained 
or expressed, although the present especial guardians of the 
Declaration seem to assume that it must 8 a vote. 

In order to interpret Jefferson's language aright let us see what 
kind of a government he was himself engaged in setting up, for there 
alone can we get light as to his meaning. The Declaration of In- 
dependence was the announcement of the existence of a new revo- 
lutionary government m American soil. Upon whose consent 
did it rest? Was it upon that of all the people of the colonies duly 
expressed? Most assuredly not. In the first place we must throw 
out all negroes and persons of African descent, who formed about 
one quarter of the population, and who were not consulted at all 


as to the proposed change of government, So we must immedi- 
ately insert the word white” in Jefferson’s sentence. Let us go 
a step further. Were women included in the word governed?“ 


They certainly were not permitted by voice or vote to express an 
opinion on this momentous question. They must, therefore, be 
excluded, and we must add to the word white” the word male” 
as a further limitation upon the governed whom Jefferson had in 
mind. Did the revolutionary government rest on the consent of 
all the white males in the colonies? Most assuredly not. There 
was the usual age limitation which shut out all male persons 
under twenty-one, and manhood suffrage, as we understand it, did 
not exist in a single colony. Everywhere the suffrage was lim- 
ited, generally by property qualifications, sometimes by other 
restrictions. So another amendment becomes necessary to Jeffer- 
son’s phrase if we are going tomakeit fit the government which ho 
was actually engaged in setting up. Conforming to the facts the 
sentence then would read something like this: ‘Deriving their 
just powers from the consent of the white male governed who have 
the right to vote according to the laws of the various colonies.” 
This is not all. The white male population of voting and military 
age in thecolonies was divided upon the question of the Revolution. 
In some States the Loyalists were in a majority; in others the 
Patriots were in a majority, and in still others the two parties 
appear to have been pretty evenly balanced. Taking the colonies 
as a whole, a very large minority, if not half, of the people whom 
the Continental Congress proposed to govern were utterly op- 
posa to the Revolution, d we ask their consent? Not at ail. 

We crowded the revolutionary government on the Loyalists at the 
point of the bayonet, and when the Revolution was over they had 
to accept the government thus forced upon them or go into exile, 
which many of them did, Therefore, if we test Jefferson’s phrase 
by the facts of the government which we see he was engaged in 
setting up himself we find that it does not in the least meet the 
fantastic extensions which it has been sought to put upon it in 
the interests of the Filipinos. 

The truth is that those were the days of Rousseau and his 
theories, and the doctrines of the social compact were strong in 
their influence upon all the political thought of the time. e 
can trace, I think, Jefferson’s aphorism to this source. What 
Jefferson really did—with Rousseau and the theory of the social 
compact in mind—was to put in the form of a large generaliza- 
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tion the principle for which the colonies engaged in the Revolu- 
tion, which was that they were not to be taxed without sopro 
sentation and without their consent. He was not drafting a law 
or a constitution providing for all contingencies and setting up 
all sorts of limitations. If he had done that no one would have 
heeded his declaration at the moment, much lessread and repeated 
itsince. Jefferson was saying to all the world what the American 

le, whom he represented, felt and what he himself believed. 
Mo to this he set forth a series of general principles in broad and 
brilliant terms, so that the whole world listened then, and the 
American people have repeated his sentences from that day to 
this. He would have been the first to deny the narrow, rigid 
interpretation which, in the exigencies of debate, men have 
sought to placeupon his words. But we are not at a loss to know 
what Jefferson himself thought. He was the greatest expan- 
sionist in our history. He acquired a vast territory for the 
United States. Did he ask the consent of the 30,000 white men 
at the mouth of the Mississippi, or of the Indians roaming over 
the wide expanses of the Louisiana purchase? Such an idea never 
occurred to him forone moment, He took Louisiana without the 
consent of the governed, and he ruled it without the consent of 
the governed. It was not a question then of all“ or “some.” 
He never asked the consent of any of the governed, either to take 
the territory or to rule it afterwards, 

But it is not necessary to stretch Jefferson’s phrase embodying a 

eneral principle in which we all believe on the Procrustean of 
Facts. As the Frenchman said, ‘‘ No generalization is completely 
true, not even this one.” To pull a sentence out of arevolutionary 
manifesto and deal with it as if it was one of the labored and 
chiseled clauses of the Constitution shows a sad confusion of 
_ thought. Neither Thomas Jefferson nor any other sensible man 
supposed for one moment that it was possible to have a govern- 
ment rest on the expressed consent of all the governed. No such 
government has ever existed, or ever can exist, and yet the Gov- 
ernments of the United States and of the several States of the 
Union rest to-day firmly and absolutely upon the consent of the 
governed. Take my own State of Massachusetts. The total pop- 
ulation of the State is, in round numbers, 2,500,000. The total 
number of registered voters for the State election of 1899 was 
490,483. The other 2,000,000 inhabitants of Massachusetts, men, 
women, and children, had neither the right nor the power in any 
way to express their consent to the government of the State. The 
people who had the right to rule this State were a little less than 
one-fifth of the population, and of those people 297,000 only exer- 
cised the privilege last November. Of the two million and a half 
people resident in Massachusetts, less than three hundred thou- 
sand have expressed their consent to the government which to-day 
rnles over them. Yet the government of Massachusetts rests on 
the consent of the governed, if any government of the world 
ever did, and we know it not from the number of voters who 
vote, but from the fact that the entire pepulation acquiesce in 
the form of government under which a majority of a small mi- 
nority of the people rule the State. In other words, the consent 
of the governed is not to be determined by votes alone, nor their 
dissent by the riot, insurrection, or disorder of a fraction of the 
poraa ok The plebiscites which supported the third Napo- 
eon on his throne did not represent the consent of the people of 
France, and yet they were large and nearly unanimous. ile, 
on the other hand, the closely divided vote of our last general 
election supplies in its result, which all men accept, the firm foun- 
dation upon which the Government of the United States to-day 
rests with the consent of all the governed. From this it follows 
that the consent of the governed is a plirase which represents a 
eat and just principle, but which in practice must have its ex- 
ence determined by actual facts and conditions, and is not to 
be ascertained merely by voting or in any other one way. 

But this is not all. e must go a step farther and see how the 
American people throughout their history have applied this prin- 
ciple to the vast territory which they have acquired. We have 
an immediate interpretation of the Declaration in the secret treaty 
made with France at the time of the treaty of alliance in 1778. 
In that treaty occurs the following article: 

If the United States should think fit to attempt the reduction of British 
power remaining in the northern parts of America. or the islands of Ber- 
mudas, those countries or islands, in case of success, be confederated 
with or dependent upon the said United States. 

It will be observed that this clause provides for the acquisition 
of inhabited territory vd conquest, and asserts the right of the 
United States to govern the territory so conquered as a dependency 
of the United States, if it sees fit. I find nothing in it about the 
consent of the governed, yet that treaty clause was drawn by 
Benjamin Franklin, who was on the committee which drafted 
the Declaration of Independence, and to whom it was submitted 
for amendment and correction. I can not but feel that Franklin 
knew what the Declaration meant, and that he saw no inconsist- 
ency with it in bynes a the clause of the treaty which I have 

. quoted and which the ces of the time demanded. 


Hard upon this first practical interpretation of the Declaration 
of Independence came our first extension of territory through the 
conquest of the Ilinois country by George Rogers Clark. That 


brilliant feat of arms carried our boundaries to the ee on 
the west and to the Great Lakes onthe north. But I never heard 
that we asked the consent of the French inhabitants of that region, 
which had been wrested from France by England, to our govern- 
ment, when by the right of conquest they were ceded to us under 
the treaty of Paris, 

The next, and the greatest of all our expansions, was the Louisi- 
ana purchase. There is no word in the treaty about the consent 
of the governed, nor in the resolutions of Congress which gave 
Jefferson the power to rule over that vast region, nor in the act 
organizing the Territorial government, which was to be the crea- 
tion of the Executive power. Yet there were 30,000 white men 
settled at the mouth of the Mississippi and in its neighborhood 
who had no good will to this Government, and whose wishes were 
never consulted at all by the nations which decided their fate. 
Are we to be told that this differs from the case of the Filipings 
because the inhabitants of Lonisiana were few and the territory 
was vast and sparsely populated? I have heard such an argu- 
ment advanced, incredible as it may seem, and I can only reply 
to it by asking if the consent of the governed rests upon the 
number of the people involved? If so, atwhat point in the census 
does this great doctrine begin to take effect? I confess, Mr. 
President, that my principles in regard to the rights of man are 
not quite so flexible as that. The doctrine of the consent of the 
governed is just as sacred for one man as for ten, for thirty 
thousand as for ten million. To say that it is modified or deter- 
mined by land areas or census statistics is as apposite as to 
declare that it is controlled by the abundance of springs or the 
paucity of trees. Such a proposition is fit to go hand in hand 
with that other which I find in resolutions and speeches here, to 
the effect that it is permissible to rule without the consent of the 
oo if you will promise to do it only for a little while. No, 

r. President, if the consent of the governed is a rigid and immu- 
table principle, no casuistry of this sort can make it at-once abso- 
lute and open to modification. It is either subject to the laws 
of common sense in its application or it is fixed and unchange- 
able. It can not be both at once. Jefferson's mind was certainly 
free from all such confusions. He did not attempt to rest his 
acquisition and government of Louisiana without the consent of 
the governed on any such grounds as the numbers of the popula- 
tion or the size of the territory. He put it on the real und, 
that of truth and common sense, for in 1803 he wrote to De Witt 
Clinton: 

Although it is acknowledged that our new fellow-citizens are as yet inca- 
pable of self-government as children, yet some can not bring themselves to 
suspend its principles for a single moment.? 

Thus, then, under the guidance of Thomas Jefferson, and with 
a Congress obedient to his slightest behest, we took Lonisiana 
without the consent of the governed, and ruled it without their 
consent so long as we saw fit. Whois there to-day who will stand 
up and say that Thomas Jefferson did not do well and rightly 
when he bought Louisiana? 

A few years more passed, and, in 1819, we bought Florida from 
Spain without the consent of the governed, and this crime against 
the Declaration of Independence was perpetrated by John Quincy 
Adams and James Monroe. Moreover, Congress placed in the 
hands of President Monroe, the principal criminal, power to gov- 
ern this new territory absolutely, in the very terms employed by 
a previous Congress when they conferred a like authority upon 
Thomas Jefferson. 

The next case is Texas, There we had technically the consent 
of the governed, but it so happened that those who ruled Texas 
were Americans, They had gone into that region, settled the 
country, and conquered it in war from Mexico. Having donethat, 
they decided to rejoin their own country, bringing their conquered 
territory with them. The way was a little more roundabout, but 
the result was the same as if the Government of the United States 
had conquered Texas for itself. I never have been able to dis- 
cover any indication that the Mexicans who lived in that great 
region had their consent asked, and I have a very strong impres- 
sion that the rule of the American invaders was forced upon such 
persons as happened to be there before their arrival, without 
regard to the latter’s wishes. 

Then came the Mexican war, and by the treaty of Guadalupe 
Hidalgo we received a great cession of territory from Mexico, 
including all the California coast; and although we paid Mexico 
twenty millions as indemnity I think it has been held that the 
cession was one of conquest. There were many Mexicans living 
within the ceded territory. We never asked their consent. Must 
we again draw the census line and say that the country was too 
large and they were too few to be entitled to a consent? There 
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seems to be no other escape, if it is desired to distinguish the 

California acquisition from that of the Philippines. I need not 

dwell Span the Gadsden purchase which followed in 1852, except 

to say that under its provisions we bought territory with the peo- 
le on it from Mexico, and nobody was consulted except the 
overnments of Mexico and of the United States. 

The consent of the governed gong next in a question which 
involved, not the expansion of the United States, but the reten- 
tion of a large part of its existing domain. In 1861 eleven States 
of the Union decided to leave it. With the profoundest faith in 
the justice of their cause, with the utmost bravery and the highest 
military skill, they fought their battle for four long years. at 
was the reply of the people of the United States to the proposition 
of the eleven seceding States? Simply this, You shall not Er 
and the people of the United States, with the profoundest faith in 
the justice of their cause, and with bravery and skill quite equal 
to that of their Southern brethren, fought for their belief for four 
yas and won. We forced the Southern States back into the 

nion, and will anyone tell me that we asked the consent of the 
governed? I have heard it said that this was a case to which the 
consent of the governed could not apply, because it was rebellion 

t the will of the majority, which we had all agreed to obey. 
ven this poor quibble will not serve. The great President, one 
of the greatest men of the century now dying, who led his coun- 
try through those awful years, and who finally laid down his life 
in her behalf, was elected President in 1860 by a minority of the 
popular vote. No, Mr. President, the existence of the Union was 
at stake in the civil war, and all questions about the consent of the 
governed went down into nothingness, as they deserved to go, in 
the presence of that master issue. 

One more case and I have done with the list of expansions. In 
1887 we purchased Alaska from Russia, territory, people and all. 
Let me call attention to article three. It is there said that 
the inhabitants of the ceded territory, according to their choice, reserving 
their natural allegiance, may return to Russia wi three years, but if they 
should prefer to remain in the ceded territory they, with the exception of 
uncivilized native tribes, shall be admitted to the enjoyment of 3 Tigh 


advantages, and immunities of citizens of the United tates, and be mai 


tained and protected in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and 
e uncivilized tribes will . iti 


23 be subject to such laws and ons 
as the United States may from time to time adopt in regard to aboriginal 
tribes of that country. 

It will be observed that to the white inhabitants we allow the 
liberty of returning to Russia, but we except the uncivilized 
tribes specifically. They are to be governed without their consent, 
and they are not even to be allowed to become citizens. Why, 
only the other day, Mr. President, a great Democratic thinker 
announced that a republic could have no subjects, He seems 
to have forgotten that this Republic not only has held subjects 
from the beginning, in the ms of those whom we euphemis- 
tically call the “wards of the nation,” but that, to our shame be 
it said, we once authorized the slave trade in our Constitution, 
and provided for fugitive-slave laws. More than this, if he had 
been familiar with the Alaskan treaty he would have known 
that we not only hold subjects, but have acquired them by pur- 
chase. This Alaskan treaty passed without serious opposition, 
and when the gehts wpe to carry it out went through the 
House the House added to the bill a specific approval of the 
treaty. This infringement of the constitutional right of the 
Sanata was stricken out when it reached the treaty-making 
branch, but it is of interest because the House in voting for it 
gave formal approval to the treaty provisions, They approved 
of the provision which transferred the inhabitants without their 
consent to the jurisdiction of the United States, and which denied 
to the Indian tribes even the right to choose their allegiance, or to 
become citizens. It interested me to notice, although the point is 
a very unimportant one, that among those who in the House ap- 
proved this vast acquisition of territory without the consent of the 
governed, and with the careful exclusion of the Indians from all 
rights, was my eminent fellow-citizen ex-Governor Boutwell. 

rophets of evil are not lacking to declare ruin inevitable if 
we persist in our career of expansion and in setting no fixed 
bounds to the progress of the country. Like the raven of Macbeth 
they croak themselves hoarse in predicting the downfall of the 
Republic. These dire forebodings are not new. Look back to the 
debates of 1803 and the succeeding years, and you will find there 
all that is being said now in almost the same language, and with 
the same certainty of swift-coming disaster. In view of the re- 
sults of the Louisiana purchase the gloomy prophecies of these 
old Cassandras look very queer and make us smile. But they are 
no queerer than the black predictions of their successors of to-day 
will appear to the next generation. The downfall of the Republic 
has been . confidently foretold many times since the 
foundation of the Government, generally on trivial grounds, and 
always when a great expansion of territory took place. Never 
has it come true. Only once was the great peril real and near, 
and that was not when men were trying to widen the bounds of 
the Republic, but when they sought to divide itand make it small, 


Thus, Mr. President, I have reviewed our former acquisitions 
of territory. The record of American expansions which closes 
with Alaska has been a long one, and to-day we do but continue 
the same movement. The same policy runs through them all 
the same general acceptance of the laws of nations, in regard 
to the transfer of territory, the same absence of any reference to 
the consent of the governed. It has not only been the American 
policy, it is the only policy practicable in such transactions. Why 
should we now be suddenly confronted with the objection that it 
is a crime to acquire the territories ceded to us by Spain in 
1898, when we cheerfully accept all the previous cessions, which 
do not differ one whit in 3 from the last? If the argu- 
ments Which have been offered against our taking the Philippine 
Islands because we have not the consent of the inhabitants be 
just, then our whole past record of expansion is a crime, and 
Thomas Jefferson, and John Quincy Adams, and James Monroe, 
and all the rest of our Presidents and statesmen who have added 
to our national domain are traitors to the cause of liberty and to 
the Declaration of Independence. Does anyone really believe it? 
I think not. Then let us be honest and look at this whole question 
as it really is. Iam not ashamed of that long record of American 
expansion. Iam proud of it. Ido not think that we violated in 
that record the Panpi of the Declaration of Independence. 
On the contrary, [ think we spread them over regions where they 
were unknown. Guided by the principles of that record, I am 
proud of the treaty of Paris, which is but a continuance of our 
American policy. The taking of the Philippines does not violate 
the principles of the Declaration of Independence, but will spread 
them among go people who have never known liberty and who in 
a few years will be as unwilling to leave the shelter of the Ameri- 
an ig: those of any other territory we ever brought beneath 
its fo 

The next argument of the opponents of the Republican policy 
is that we are denying self-government to the . Our 
reply is that to give independent self-government at once, as we 
understand it, to a people who have no just conception of it and 
no fitness for it, is to dower them with a curse instead of a bless- 
ing. To do this would be to entirely arrest their progress instead 
of advancing them on the road to the liberty and free govern- 
ment which we wish them to achieve andenjoy. This contention 
rests, of course, on the proposition that the Filipinos are not to-day 
in the least fitted for self-government, às we understand it. The 
argument on this point is, I will admit, much simplified by the 
admissions of our opponents. The past, present, and prospective 
leader and Presidential candidate of the Democratie party said at 
Minneapolis, on January 10: 

Iam a firm believer in the enlargement and extension of the limits of the 
republic. I don't mean by that the extension by the addition of contiguous 
territory, nor to limit myself to that. 

Wherever there is a people intelligent enough to form a part of this repub- 
lic, it is my belief that they should taken in. Wherever there is a people 


who are capable of having a voice and a representation in this government, 
there the its of the republic mav be extended. 
The Pilipinos are not such a people. The Democratic has ever 


es the acquisition of subject territory to 
men 

I do not assert that this is his view to-day, for Mr. Bryan gives 
forth a great variety of opinions on a great variety of 5 1 
have not, unfortunately, either time or opportunity to indulge in 
the delight of reading all he says, for even if he does not from 
night to night show knowledge, he certainly from day to day 
uttereth speech. The passage that I have quoted seems, how- 
ever, to be the last authentic deliverance on the subject, and in it 
Mr. Bryan distinctly admits that the Filipinos are unfit for self- 
government, as we understand it. What is far more important and 
to the purpose, the Senator from Washington, in the able and inter- 
esting speech which he delivered on this subject, has made the same 
admission, Thus our differences narrow. They think that we 
should abandon the Philippines because they are not fit for self- 
government. I believe that for that vory reason we should retain 
them and lead them along the path of freedom until they are able 
to be self-governing, so far, at least, as all their own affairs are 
concerned. I should be glad to let the matter rest here and confine 
myself tothis very narrow ground of difference, but, unfortunately, 
there are poopie who 5 facts so frankly as the Senator 
to whom I have referred, and who contend either that the Filipinos 
are fit for self-government in the highest acceptation of the term, 
or that itis our duty to withdraw and leave them to set up such a 
government as they can evolve for themselves. 

Mr. BACON, In view of the Senator's request that he should 
not be interrupted, I have forborne several times when I had the 
inclination to do so, and I will not interrupt him now to the ex- 
tent of making any inquiry of him. I simply desire to state that 
he has absolutely incorrectly stated my position, 

Mr. LODGE, I did not mean to misstate the Senator’s position. 
I understood him to say that he did not consider the Filipinos fit 
for self-government as we understandit. If I misquote him, of 
course I will withdraw it entirely. 


held under colonial govern- 
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Mr. BACON. The Senator has entirely misquoted me, and 
when he has finished I will state what my position is. 
Mr. LODGE. I hope the Senator will allow me to proceed. I 


will make any correction he desires. 

Mr. BACON, I did not desire by my silence to have it appear 
that I acquiesced in his statement of my position. 

Mr. LODGE. If he will allow me to proceed, I will be indebted. 
I will withdraw it entirely as to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BACON. No, sir; no withdrawal is required. I simply 
desire that it shall not appear that heis stating me correctly. I 
will take occasion to make my own statement at the proper time. 

Mr. LODGE. Ido not think the Filipinos are fit for self-govern- 
ment as we understand it, and I am certain that if we left them 
alone the result would be disastrous to them and discreditable to us. 
Left to themselves the islands, if history, facts, and experience 
teach anything, would sink into a great group of Haitis and St. 
Domingos, with this important difference, that there would be no 
Monroe doctrine to prevent other nations from interfering to put 
an end to the ruin of the people and the conversion of a fair land 
into a useless and unproductive waste. The nations of Europe 
are not going to stand idly by and see the islands of the Philip- 
pines given over to anarchy and dictatorships of the Haitian type, 
while their waters swarm again with pirates whom Spain sup- 

ressed, and whom we have now the responsibility of keeping 
a and extinguishing. We have no right to give those islands 
over to anarchy, tyrannies, and piracy, and I hope we have too 
much self-respect to hand them over to European powers with the 
confession that they can restore and order more 3 
justly than we, and lead the inhabitants onward to a larger liberty 
and a more complete self-government than we can bestow upon 
them. Therefore, Mr. President, I desire to show why I feel so 
confident that the Filipinos are not now fit for self-government, 
and that their only hope of reaching the freedom, self-govern- 
ment, and civilization which we desire them to have lies in our 
now holding, governing, and controlling the islands. 

Let us look first for a moment at the new territory of which 
we have thus become the possessors, The Philippine group 
extends over a distance of 1,000 miles north and south. The 
large-scale maps show that it consists of 1,725 islands, t and 
small. Of these at least 60 are over 20 miles square. graph- 
ically, therefore, itis a broken and separated territory, scattered 
over a wide extent of ocean. It is physically without unity or 
connection. The best statistics—and the best are poor—indicate 
that there is a population in all the islands of over 8,000,000. This 

opulation consists of different races, of many tribes—Presi- 
kent Schurman and Professor Worcester say there are 84— 
speaking 50 or 60 languages and dialects. Most of these people 
are of the Malay stock, but in many of the tribes the Malay blood 
is greatly mixed. One division consists of the Negritos, few in 
number, and steadily declining, who are ethnically totally differ- 
ent from the Malays, largely savage wanderers in the mountain- 
ous and wooded interiors of the islands, and who are in the lowest 
stageofbarbarism. They are racially as different from the Malays 
as we are. Another, and a large division, consists of people of 
what is sometimes called the Indonesian stock, who are physic- 
ally a finer race than the Malays, bus who are still entirely 
uncivilized, and who are pagans in religion. There are also in 
the interior many wild and barbarous Malay tribes with no 
conception of government whatever, except in the case of cer- 
tain of them like the Macabebes, who have one fixed political 
idea, which is that they will fight the Tagals to the death and 
will unite with anyone against them. The Malay tribes are al- 
most as widely divided among themselves as from the Negritos. 
Those of the Sulu archipelago and Mindanao are Mohammedans, 
and bitter foes of the Christianized Malays of Luzon, and among the 
Christianized Malays some are as hostile to the Tagals as they are to 
the Moros, while the wild tribes, or Infieles,” are hostile to both. 
The islands fell an easy prey to the Spanish conquerors, because 
there was no unity ae. them. They were occupied by detached 
tribes living under the despotism of local chiefs. There was no 
consolidation, no unity, even among the inhabitants of a single 
island. The Filipinos have never been either a people or a nation. 
There has never test any single sovereignty there, or any central 
government, except that of Spain, to which we succeeded. To 
accept the Tagal followers of Aguinaldo as representing the inhab- 
itants of the $ ilippine Islands would be just as intelligent as to 
hold that because William Penn made a treaty with the Delawares 
we thereby bound and were bound to the Sioux, Pawnees, and 
Apaches, who roamed over the great plains of the West. There 
has never been a Filipino nation, there has never been a Filipino 
government, there is not a scintilla of evidence that at any period 
they had any central government whatever or were capable of 
having any form of government larger than a village community 
which was not an unrestrained Asiatic despotism, whether exer- 
cised by a Sultan in the Mohammedan regions or by some military 
dictator of like political instincts among those who come under 


the rule and example of Spain. Of self-government, as we under- 
stand it or as it is understood by Western civilization, there has 
never been the faintest conception in the Philippine Islands, and 
there never will be unless we give them the aif sche and b 
slow processes teach them what it is. . and ethni- 
cally because they are scattered islands and because the people 
are divided among 84 tribes in all stages of development, from 
savagery to civilization, speaking fifty or sixty different dialects 
or langu with every form of religion—they are to-day not 
only unfit for self-government, but from the physical facts alone 
self-government is impossible to the Philippines as a whole. 
There must be one central, strong, civilized power which shall con- 
trol all the islands and thus give them in the only possible way 
the opportunity of rising to freedom and home rule. 

The capacity of a people, moreover, for free and representative 

vernment is not in the least a matter of guesswork. The 

orms of government to which nations or races naturally tend 
may easily be discovered from history. You can follow the story 
of political freedom and os adipsia ihe government among the 
English-speaking people back across the centuries until you reach 
the Teutonic tribes emerging from the forests of Germany and 
ee with them forms of local self-government which are 
repea’ to-day in the pure democracies of the New England 
town meeting. The tendencies and instincts of the Teutonic 
race which, reaching from the Arctic Circle to the Alps, swept 
down upon the Roman Empire were clear at the outset. Let the 
individual freedom and the highly developed forms of free gov- 
ernment in which these tendencies and instincts have culminated 
in certain countries and under the most favorable conditions 
have been the slow growth of nearly fifteen hundred years. 

There never has been, on the other hand, the slightest indication 
of any desire for what we call freedom or representative govern- 
ment east of Constantinople. The battle of Marathon was but 
the struggle between a race which had the instinct and desire for 
freedom and the opposite principle. The form of government 
natural to the Asiatic has always been a despotism. You may 
search the history of Asia and of the East for the slightest trace. 
not merely of any understanding, but of any desire for political 
li , as we understand the word. In the village communities 
of India, in the Mura of Japan, in the towns and villages of China 
you can find forms of local 1 which are as success - 
ful as they are ancient. The Malays of Java and of the Philip- 
pines as well display the same capacity, and on this old and deep- 
rooted practice the self-government of provinces and states can, 
under proper auspices, be built up. It is just here that our work 
ought to begin. But this local self-government never went be- 
yond the town or the village; it never grew and spread, as was the 
case with the Teutonic tribes and their descendants. The onl 
central, state or national governments which the Eastern and Asi- 
atic people have formed or set up have been invariably despot- 
isms. They may have been tempered by assassination and palace 
intrigues, the revolts of factions may have changed dynasties, 
the wave of conquest may have ebbed and flowed. but the prin- 
ciple ot the unlimited power of one man, of the pure despot, 
whether it be Xerxes or Genghis Khan, the Sultan of Sulu, or an 
adventurer like Aguinaldo, has never failed and has maintained 
an undisputed acceptance throughout all the vast regions of the 


You can not change race tendencies in a moment. Habits of 
thought slowly formed through long periods of time and based on 
physical, climatic,and geographical peculiarities are more inde- 
structible than the pyramids themselves. Only by very slow 
processes can they be modified or changed. Buckle's theory, that 
you could make a Hottentot into a European if you only took 
possession of him in infancy and gave him a European education 
among suitable surroundings, has been abandoned alike by science 
and history as grotesquely false. It is perhaps possible for an 
extremely clever and superior people like the Japanese, with their 
unsurpassed capacity of imitation, to adopt Western forms of gov- 
ernment, but whether the underlying conceptions—which are the 
only solid foundation of free institutions—can exist under such 
circumstances is yet to be proved, and all human experience is 
against the theory. These political conceptions are of very slow 
growth even among the races whose natural tendencies and in- 
stincts lead toward them, but in the particular instance which we 
are called upon to consider we are not left in thedark. Weknow 
what sort of 5 the Malay makes when he is left to him- 
self. Study the history of the Malay States, and you will find that 
before the advent of the British residents they were governed by 
ae tgs chiefs, and their condition was one of incessant private or 
public war, coupled with a condition of society little, if any, short 
ofanarchy. But we have an even better example in the Philippine 
Islands themselves. In the Sulu group, and in the island of Min- 
danao you find perfect types of the government which the Malay, 
when left to himself, naturally procura These islands are ruled 

vea general authority, and more 


by sultans, who are supposed to 


2622 


directly by datos, or local chiefs. Every one of these governments | Department in which he stated the condition of affairs at Manila, 


is a personal despotism of a more or less murderous character. 
The people of the islands which fell under the control of Spain 
have changed their religion, but they have not changed: their 
habits of mind or their naturalinstincts. Give them unhampered 
liberty to do what they like and you would have the governments 
of Sulu or Mindanao repeated. There would be modifications 
Lp Megat pag E because Christianity has modified the character 
of the people, but their political instincts are unchanged, and the 
only model of civilized government which they have had oppor- 
tunity to know is the corrupt and broken rule of the i eel 
who has himself emerged from despotism less than a hundred 
years ago. I am far from criticising or finding fault with the 
people about whom I make this statement. Aguinaldo’s govern- 
ment was a pure military dictatorship. He took possession of the 
governmental machinery of Spain, such as it was, but the military 
power, as you may see by referring to the account of ths two naval 
officers who traveled throughout the island, was everywhere dom- 
inant. In Negros, which was friendly to us from the beginning, 
we gave the people the utmost latitude to do as they liked. 
They set up a government of their own and chose their best men 
for office. It broke down, and they came of their own accord to 
our eral and asked him to again assume control. They were 
not fit to carry on a general government for themselves, and they 
themselves recognized it. Free government, as we know it, is no 
child's play to be learned in a monfent. A republic like our own 
we know to be the freest and the most representative government 
on earth, but we are apt to forget that it is also the most compli- 
cated and the most difficult. We are so accustomed to it that we 
do not remember that it is the result not merely of centuries of 
struggle, but, what is far more important, of a training and a 
mental habit which stretch back to the twilight of history. 

Is it to be supposed that a people whose every instinct, every 
mode of thought, and every prejudice is hostile to what we con- 

sider the commonplaces of political existence are going to take u 
in the twinkling of an eye and work successfully the most intri- 
cate forms of self-government ever devised by man? To make 
such an assumption is not only to betray an utter ignorance of 
history. but is to give the lie to all human experience. We must 
not confuse names with things. It does not follow because a gov- 
ernmentis called a republic that it is therefore a free government, 
as we understand it; or because it is called a monarchy that it is 
therefore a tyranny or a despotism. To the south of us lie many 
governments called republics. Are they free governments, as we 
understand the term? He would bea bold man who would under- 
take to answer that question in the affirmative. Haiti and Santo 
Domingo are called republics, and yet they are bloody tyrannies, 
The condition they create is anarchy. Neither life, liberty, nor 
property is safe, and as the island slides downward in the scale of 
Eivilization the controlling p> wer shifts from the hands of one mili- 
tary adventurer to those of another. Because they are called re- 
ublics, will anyone say that they are freer, more representative, 
tter for individual liberty and for civilization than the Govern- 
ment of Holland, which is called a monarchy? ray Isay, let us 
not confuse names with things. The problem we have before usis 
to give to people who have no conception of free governmént, as 
we understand it and 8 it on, the opportunity to learn that 
lesson. What better proof could there be of their present unfit- 
ness for self-government than their senseless attacks upon us before 
anything had been done? Could anything demonstrate more fully 
the need of time and opportunity to learn the principles of self - 
government than this assault upon liberators and friends at the 
bidding of a self-secking, self-appointed, unscrupulous auto- 
crat and dictator? Some of the inhabitants of the Philippines, 
who have had the benefit of Christianity and of a measure of edu- 
cation, will, I have no doubt, under our fostering care and with 
peace and order, assume at once a degree of self-government and 
advance constantly, with our aid, toward a still larger exercise of 
that inestimable privilege. but to abandon those islands is to leave 
them to anarchy, to short-lived military dictatorships, to the strug- 
gle of factions, and, in a very brief time, to their seizure by some 
t Western power who will not be at all desirons totrain them in 

e principles of freedom, as we are, but who will take them 
because the world is no sone large enough to permit some of its 
most valuable portions to lie barren and ruined, the miserable 
resulis of foolish political experiments. 

Now, Mr. President, before discussing the advantages to the 
United States which will accrue from our possession of these 
islands. I desire to state briefly the course of our action there since 
the outbreak of the insurrection. I can do that best by dealing 
directly with an assertion that has been reiterated here to the effect 
that in some way we recognized the government which Aguinaldo 
set up, a government representing all the Filipinos and founded on 

assent, and that therefore we have been doing those people a 
wrong and have been engaged in a war of conquest, or, in 
he cant phrase, of criminal ag ion.“ 


gress 3 
On March 31, 1898, Admiral Dewey sent a dispatch to the Navy 
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because he already foresaw that if war should break out with 
Spain that would the point of attack.“ He gave u list of the 
Spanish ships there, some statements in regard to the batteries 
and the soldiers, and then said that the islands were in a state of 
insurrection, and that he had been informed that there were 
5,000 armed rebels in camp near Manila. A month later he was 
on his way to the Philippines, and on the ist of May fought the 
batile which resulted in the destruction of the Spanish fleet. 
After the battle was over Admiral Dewey found that he had been 
entirely misinformed by Mr. Williams, our consul at Manila, as 
to the existence of an insurrection in the islands, He also found 
that there was no organized insurgent force of any kind, and that 
the information that there were 5,000 armed insurgents near 
Manila was absolutely without foundation. No such force ex- 
isted. Before heleft Mirs Bay the admiral had been put into com- 
munication with Aguinaldo through Mr. Pratt, our consul at 
Singapore. What N is completely stated in a memoran- 
dum furnished to the Philippine Commission by Admiral Dewey, 
and to be found on page 6 of their preliminary report, which I 
will now read: 
MEMORANDUM OF RELATIONS WITH AGUINALDO. 

On Spa 24, 1898, the following cipher dispatch was received at Hongkong 

from Mr. E. Spencer Pratt, United States consul-general at r yes with 
ge 


"Aguinaldo, insurgent leader, here. Will come Hongkong. 
commodore for general cooperaticn nts, Manila, f desired. Tele- 
SPRATT.” 


graph. 

On the same day Commodore Dewey telegraphed Mr. Pratt.“ Tell i- 
naldo come soon as possible,” the necessity for haste being due to the fact that 
the squadron had been notified by the Hongkong Government to leave those 
waters by the following day. The squadron leit Hongkong. on the morning 
of the 25th, and Mirs Bay on the 27th. Aguinaldo did not leave Singapore 
until the 26th. and so did not arrive in Hongkong in time to have a conference 
with the admiral. 

It had been reported to the commodore as ag hee March 1, By Se United 
States consul at Manila and others, that the Filipinos had broken out into 
insurrection aeons the Spanish authority in the vicinity of Manila, and on 
March 30 Mr. Williams had telegraphed: “Five thousand rebels armed in 
camp near city. Loyal to us in case of war.” 

Upon the arrival of the squadron at Manila it was found that there was 
no insurrection to speak of, and it was 58 decided to allow Agui- 
naldo to come to Cavite on board the McCulloch. He arrived with thirteen 
of his staff on May 19, and immediately came on board the Olympia to call 
on the commander in chief, after which he was allowed to land at Cavite and 
organize an army. This was done with the purpose of strengthening the 
United States forces and weakening those of the enemy. No alliance of any 
kind was entered into with Aguinaldo, nor was any promise of independence 
made to him, then or at any other time. 


Thus it will be seen that there was no insurrection in the islands; 
that the movement which had been brought to an end by the 
treaty of Biac Na Bato had died ont, and that Admiral Dewey 
had caused Aguinaldo to be brought over in the hope of reviving 
the native resistance to the Spaniards, which was a judicious mili- 
tary measure in view of the fact that Admiral Dewey had no 
United States troops with which to carry on land operations, 
Aguinaldo, as stated in the memorandum, arrived in Manila on 
the 19th of May. The next day Admiral Dewey cabled: 

Aguinaldo, the rebel commander in chief, was brought down by the A/eCul- 
ogee . forces near Cavite, aud may render assistance which will 

At first Aguinaldo seemed to get little support, and was so 
discouraged that he talked of returning to Hongkong, but was 
urged to remain by Admiral Dewey, and after a short time the 
natives began to gather in the neighborhood of Cavite, and Ad- 
miral Dewey furnished them with some arms from the arsenal at 
that place. Thus it will be seen that there was no insurrection 
against the Spaniards when Dewey arrived, and that the whole 
movement was created and made possible by the victory of May 
1, and could have had no existence without the American sup- 
port. On May 26 the Secretary of the Navy telegraphed to Admi- 
ral Dewey: 

It is desirable, as far as possible, and consistent for your success and safety, 


not to have political alliances with the insurgents or any faction in the is- 
lands that would incur liability to maintain their cause in the future. 


On May 30 Dewey telegraphed to the Secretary of the Navy: 


Aguinaldo, revolutionary leader, visited the Oiympia yesterday. He ex- 
pects to make a general attack on May 31.4 ciate! z: 


And on June 6 he cabled, in reply to the dispatch of May 26: 


Receipt of telegram of May 26 is acknowledged, and I thank the Depart- 
ment for the expression of confidence. Have acted according tothe spirit of 
Department's instructions therein from the beginning. and I have entered 
into no alliance with the insurgents or with any faction. This squadron can 
reduce the defenses of at any moment, but it is considered useless 
until the arrival of sufficient United States forces to retain possession.” 


I wish to draw most particular attention to these dispatches. 
It is very important to notice that within a week after the arri- 
val of Aguinaldo the Administration at Washington cabled Ad- 
miral Dewey that there must be no political alliances of any sort 
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with the native insurgents. Thus at the very start was the 
attitude of the Administration clearly defined, and from that atti- 
tude the President never departed. Now note Admiral Dewey's 
reply. He says that he has acted in accordance with the instruc- 
tions of the Administration from the beginning; that he has 
entered into no alliance with the insurgents or with any faction, 
and he adds that he could reduce the defenses of Manila at any 
moment without their aid, and does not do it simply because he 
thinks it better to wait until troops arrive from the United 
States. Nothing could be clearer or plainer than the facts set 
forth in these dispatches. Before Aguinaldohad started what he 
called his government the Administration had directed that there 
should be no political alliance with any faction of the natives, 
and the Admiral replied that there never had been nor ever would 
any. 

Mr. President, there is not the slightest ground upon which to 
found the assertion which has been made here and elsewhere that 
Aguinaldo or his government, after he had made it, received the 
slightest recognition from the Government of the United States, 
That loosely written and wholly unauthorized letters were sent him 
by some of our consuls I well know, but when or by what code of 
international law or where in the Constitution or the laws of the 
United States is it set down that the letter of a consul, who is not a 
diplomatic officer and has no authority to speak for his Govern- 
ment, constitutes a recognition of another government? Sucha 
claim is preposterous, and the only pores affected by those con- 
sular letters are the consuls themselves. It has been asserted on 
this floor and elsewhere that Admiral Dewey saluted the so-called 
Filipino flag. We know from Admiral Dewey's letter which [read 
to tho Senate, as well as from the official dispatches of the time, 
that that assertion is absolutely false. It has been asserted here 
and elsewhere, and,particularly by Mr. Mabini, who figured as 
A 3 secreta.y of state, that Aguinaldo was received by 
Admiral Dewey on the Olympia with military honors. This 
again, as we know from Admiral Dewey’s letter which I read to 
the Senate, is absolutely false. Ithasalso been said that Admiral 
Dewey recognized Aguinaldo and his government by turning 
Spanish prisoners over tothem. This is founded on the Subig 
Bay incident. The insurgents had taken posession of Subig Bay, 
but could not take the Isla Grande, where the Spaniards had a 
considerable force, because the German cruiser Jrene was in the 
harbor and prevented them and because of the garrison. Admiral 
Dewey, on July 7, sent the Raleigh and Concord to Subig Bay. 
Exactly what occurred is best told in the following extract from 
F ae addressed to me by Captain Coghlan, the captain of the 

eigh: 


My DEAR SENATOR LODGE: 
= * * * * * + 

I was in command of the expedition sent by the Admiral (Raleigh and Con- 
cord) to the mouth of Subig Hay, July 6, 1898, to capture Grande Island, then 
held By the Spaniards. I wish toaffirm as strongly as human words can do 
so that Agninaldo’s people did not accompany us, and that they took no part 
whatever in that capture. No one but the Admiral, Lieutenant Brumby, 
8 Walker, and myself even knew where we were to go. We left at 
midnight, without lights of any kind, not even signaling, as usual, for per- 
mission to get under way, and no one knew except the flagship and a vessel 
or two near as, that the vessels (Raleigh and Concord) had moved from their 
berths. It was not known until next morning that we had gone ont of sight 
of our fleet. At this very time the so-called gunboat of Aguinaldo was an- 
chored at Cavite, and did not learn of our departure until next day about 
noon. We captured Grande Island about 10.30 a. m., July 7, and no Filipino 
boat of any description 8 about Subig Bay until that evening about 
7 p. m., when the t we left at Cavite came in and expr the great- 
est surprise at our capture, telling us they had hoped to take part in the at- 
tack. So far as Agninaldo's people having anything to do with the cetara 
after it had been done I instructed their chief at Alongapo, about 5 miles up 
the bay, that his propis must in no way bother with the island, and to pre- 
vent them I moved the Raleigh out into the bay, where the searchlights were 
used all night to see that no insurgent went near the island. In my opinion, 
those on the island could have held out indefinitely, as rier were well pro- 
vided with everything, and the Aguinuldoites no lery—one small 
gun only on their so-called gun t, the rest of her armament (?) consisting 
of pieces of 3-inch pipe stuck through chocks and holes in her sides to simulate 
guns. 


There may not be much glory arising from that capture, but on behalf of 
my naval comrades, who did it alone, I object to having any of it taken 
away by anyone attempting to falsely assign us help. 

Yours, very truly, 
(Signed) J. B. COGHLAN, 
Captain, U. 8. N. 


The Irene withdrew and the American ships Raleigh and Con- 
cord, as Captain Coghlan states, then took the island. It will also 
be noted that Aguinaldo's boat was not convoyed and did not go 
up with our vessels and had no part in the capture. We had no 
land forces, and our naval force was unable to take or provide for 
the six or seven hundred Spanish prisoners, but the insurgents 
were not allowed to hold the island or its garrison until they had 
pven the most absolute pledges of humane treatment to the 

iards who fell into their hands.! In this instance, at least, 

e pledges were fulfilled. 

But suppose, Mr. President, that all these statements about 
saluting the flag, giving mili honors, and turning captured 
prisoners over were true instead of false, as all but the last are, 
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whatthen? Neither singly nor all 8 would they have con- 
stituted the slightest foundation for the claim that we had recog- 
nized Aguinaldo either as an ally or as a government. After the 
war broke out with Spain we were in constant communication 
with the insurgent forces in Cuba. We supplied them with arms 
and ammunition. We landed parties to assistthem. At Santiago 
their generals were in constant communication and conference 
with our naval and mili officers, and they cooperated with us 
in our military operations in that region. An effort has been 
made to twist a sentence in Admiral Dewey's letter into an ad- 
mission that he really made allies of the insurgents. His state- 
ment was that he— 


Never treated them as allies, but used them in his rations against the 
Spaniards. 55 si 


Familiar with the laws and language of war, Admiral Dewey's 
statement was as exact as it was true. Using troops or individuals 
in war does not make them either the political or military allies 
of the power using them. George ILI, for example, used Hessians 
in his operations against us, but the Hessians were not his allies— 
they were his mercenaries. We never cooperated with the Fili- 
pinos. We scrupulously avoided any connection with them. We 
never consulted with them in regard to our military operations. 
In a word, we carefully refrained from maintaining with them 
any of the relations in which we freely engaged with the Cubans, 
Yet will anyone undertake to say that by our treatment and rela- 
tions with the Cuban army we recognized the Cuban Republic, 
which those armies served? No one ever suggested or would 
think of suggesting such a manifest absurdity, and with this fact 
known to everybody there are still persons who undertake to say 
that we recognized Aguinaldo as a government, when we never 
had the relations with him which we had with the Cubans, and 
when from the beginning our nayal and military representatives, 
in the Philippines, under the explicit direction of the Administra- 
tion, refrained with the most minute care from any act which 
could be construed into a recognition of any sort of Aguinaldo 
and his followers, whether as an ally or a government. The case 
is so plain that I almost feel that I ought to ask the pardon of 
the Senate for even stating it. Governments are not r i 
by the careless letters of consuls nor by the unauthorized acts 
of military or naval officers, and in this instance no military or 
naval officer ever committed any act which could possibly be 
construed as even suggesting recognition. The ition of 
one government by another is a much more serious business than 
this. It must be the solemn act of the constituted authority of 
the recognizing government. When Secretary Long sent the 
dispatch of May 26 he established the position of our Government. 
The only authority in the United States capable of recognizin 
another government said within a week after Aguinaldo ended 
at Cavite that there was to be no political alliance with the insur- 
gents or any faction of the natives. The only person who could 
give recognition on the part of the United States was the Presi- 
dent, and his orders of the 26th of May, transmitted through the 
Secretary of the Navy, declared that there wasto benone. There 
has been no alteration since the date of that dispatch in the atti- 
tude of our Government, and while that dispatch stood, while the 
President held that position, no act of anyone in the Philippines, 
even if such had been committed, and none such was committed 
could by any possibility have caused a recognition by the United 
States of any government, real or alleged, in those islands. 

But, Mr. President, there are some persons—very few, I think— 
who are indifferent to facts, who care nothing for the testimony 
of the official records, who will not accept the word of the Presi- 
dent, or of the Secretary of the Navy, or of Admiral Dewey or 
of the 5 of the United States, in regard to any transaction 
in the Philippines. For the benefit of those persons I desire to 
call, on this point, another witness, one in whose veracity I have 
not myself the slightest confidence, but whom 1 cite in this in- 
stance because here he is testifying against himself and against 
the contention which his friends make in his behalf. On January 
5, 1899, when Aguinaldo was engaged in rousing his followers to 
attack the Americans, he issued a proclamation in which he set 
forth his grievances. Among the many complaints which he 
made I extract the following: 

The American generals not only ignored me entirely in the stipulations for 
capitulation. but also requested t my forces should retire from the port of 
Cavite and the suburbs of Manila. 

Irepresented to the American generals the injustice done me, and requested 
in friendly termsthat the should at least expressly recognize my cooperation 
but ey, utterly declined to do so. 

In spite of these concessions ( aldo’s withdrawal of his army). not 
many days passed before Admi Dewey, without any reason whatever, 
arrested our steam launches, which had aan plying in the bay of Manila 
with his express consent. * 

On January 9 Aguinaldo addressed a letter to General Otis, in 
which he said: 

Ihave been informed after the interview between the commissioners of 
my government and Mr. Carman that there will be no inconvenience on your 
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in naming, as comman: tatives that will confer 


with those —— I will name for the same ob; 
Although it not being explained to me the reason yay you could not treat 
with the commissioners of my government, I have the faculty for doing the 


same with those of the commanding general who can not be 


On January 23 he wrote another letter to General Otis, announc- 
ing the promulgation of the 8 constitution of the Philip- 
pine republic, and used the following language in the last clause: 


And taking the liberty of notifying your excellency, I confidently Sope 
e 


that doing justice to the Philippine people you will be pleased to inform 


Government of your nation that the desire of mine, upon being accorded o, 
ci ition, is to contribute to the best of its scanty ability to the esta 
lishment of a general peace.? 


Thus it will be seen that Aguinaldo himself says that our gen- 
erals declined to recognize his cooperation in the siege of Manila 
or to let him take pat in the stipulations for capitulation, He 
further complained that Admiral Dewey had seized his steam 
launches, a perfectly proper military precaution against aù attack 
by the insurgents, which Admiral Dewey justly apprehended, but 
something which he would hardly have done to an ally or a gov- 
ernment recognized by him. On January 9 Aguinaldo complains 
that General Otis will not recognize his commissioners in any 
formal way, and on January 23 he admits that no recognition had 
been accorded to the Philippine republic. On February 4 hos- 
tilities began, just a week after this last admission, and I do not 
think that even the most enthusiastic friend and admirer of 
Aguinaldo could claim that we have recognized him as anything 
but an enemy since the fighting started. Thus is it proved by 
Aguinaldo’s own admissions that never in the slightest way did 
our military or naval officers give him any recognition as an ally, 
much less as a government. 

Let me now return to the narrative of events. On the 24th of 
May, 1898, Aguinaldo issued three proclamations, one containing 
decrees as to the treatment of the enemy, another announcin, 

“the establishment of a dictatorial government by himself an 
with himself as dictator, and the third containing further decrees 
with reference to carrying on military operations. This govern- 
ment was the pure creation of Aguinaldo himself, and was a 
simple seizure of power.’ The natives were now flocking to his 
standard, and the Spaniards being rendered helpless through 
Dewey’s victory, the acs doer began to spread over the island 
and cut off outlying Spanish garrisons, During all this time Ad- 
miral Dewey carefully refrained from assisting Aguinaldo with 
the force under his command, and declined his request to do so, 
telling him the squadron could not act until the arrival of United 
States troops. He treated him as a friend, but kept aloof from 
his confidence and consistently held to the position that the 
United States was not bound to assist the insurgents or the in- 
surgents to assist the United States.“ 

Whatever the insurgents did was done voluntarily but the 
increase of his force and his success against the Spanish garri- 
sons very soon had the effect of completely turning Aguinaldo's 
head, and on June 18 he established what he called a revolution- 
ary government, of which he made himself president by procla- 
1 on July 1.“ This was a mere extension of the dictatorial 

vernment under a new name to civil as well as military affairs. 

e first detachment of our army arrived on July 3, the cecond 
on July 20, Our Army officers maintained toward Aguinallo the 
same attitude as that of Admiral Dewey, refusing to cooperate 
with the insurgents or to recognize them in any way, treating 
them merely as a friendly force opposed to a common enemy; 
but Aguinaldo, rapidly enlarging his pretensions, as his sense of 
his own importance passed beyond his control, in July dec:ired 
martial law to exist over all the islands; that is, he asserted his 
authority, which was purely dictatorial, over islands inhabited by 
different tribes, and where he had not the slightest foothold or 
the faintest claim of any kind.“, 

On July 25, 1898. General Merritt arrived and took command of 
all the mili forces of the United States. The following dis- 
patch from Admiral Dewey exactly describes the situation and 
shows how Aguinaldo had already begun to threaten the forces 
of the United States, without whose assistance he would have 
been vegetating in a forgotten exile at Singapore or Hongkong. 
The dispatch is as follows: 

Merritt arrived yesterday in the Ne . The remainder of the expedi- 
tion is expected within the next few days, Situation is most critical at 
Manila. The Spanish may surrender at any moment. Merritt's most diffi- 
cult problem will be how to deal with insurgents under Aguinaldo, who has 
become aggressive and even threatening toward our army.” 

It is es gears to note at this point that the hostility of Agui- 
naldo and his followers was so threatening on July 25, 1898, as 
to embarrass our operations for the capture of the city. This dis- 
poses entirely of the idea that we forced resistance upon Agui- 


1 See report of Major-General Otis for 1899, page 80. 
2See report of Major-General Otis for 189, page 85. 

3 See Abridgment of Messages and Documents, 1898-99, volume 4, page 104. 
*See Abridgment of Messages and Documents, 1598-99, volume 4, page 103. 
See Abridgment of Messages and Documents, 1693-99, volume 4, page 111. 
ê See Abridgment of Messages and Documents, 1898-99, volume 4, page 113. 
See Abridgment of Messages and Documents, 1898-99, volume 4, page 118. 


naldo. He had begun to manifest hostility toward us even before 
Manila had fallen, and he did so because he had begun to under- 
stand that we would not allow him to loot the city, a distinct in- 
terference with his right to liberty and self-government. Utterl. 
unmindful of what he owed us, and of the fact that if we ha 
withdrawn our troops and ships he could never have overcome the 
Spaniards alone, he was none the less plotting against a friendly 
wer to whom the very existence of fimself and his army was 
ue. Ican not give the history of the events which followed the 
dispatch just quoted better than in the words of the commission 
composed of Admiral Dewey, General Otis, President Schurman, 
„ Worcester, and General Denby in their preliminary 
report. 


Upon landing and joining the troops at Camp Dewey, Brigadier-General 
Anderson. the ranking brigadier-gencral, assumed command of the division. 
PREOT afterwards, upon the arrival of General Merritt, the insurgents were 
notified that our troops intended to commence operations against Manila, 
and would establish a line of works commencing at the base and extending 
east in front of the outposts then maintained by them. This movement was 
not received kindly by the Filipinos, but on the establishment of our line 
on their front they gradually retired. Thero were no conferences between 
the officers of the Filipinos and our officers with a view of operating against 
the Spaniards. nor was there any cooperation of any kind between the respec- 
tive forces, and the relations between the two forces were strained from the 
beginning. Upon our landing they furnished our forces no protection nor 
support. The natives objected to our establishing camps, and were only 
quieted by the assurance that the United States would ey, for all the dam- 
age done and for all wood and other articlesconsumed. Therenover was any 
preconcerted operation, or any combined moyement by the United States 
and the Filipinos Syme the Spaniards. When the city of Manila was taken 
on August 15, the Filipinos took no part in the attack, but came following in 
with a view of looting the city and were only prevented from caure by our 
forces preventing them from . l claimed that he had the 
right to occupy the city; he demanded of General Merritt the cession of the 
Palace of Malacafian for himself, and the cession of all the churches of Manila, 
Paco, and Ermita, and also that a part of the money which was taken from 
the Spaniards as spoils of war should be given up, and above all that he be 
given the arms ofthe 8 h prisoners. is confirms the statement already 
made that he intended to get on of these arms for the purpose of at- 
tacking us. All these demands were refused. 

After the taking of Manila the feeling between the Americans and the in- 
surgents grew worse day by day. All manner of abuses were indulged in by 
the insurgent troops, who committed assaults and robberies, and under the 
order of General Pio del Pilar even kidnaped natives who were 8 
toward the Americans and carried them off into the mountains or kill 
them. In the interest of law and order it became necessary to order the 
Filipino forces back, and this order made them angry. Aguinaldo removed 
his seat of government to Malolos, where the so-called Filipino con S As- 
sembled. The anti-American feeling was steadily nourished by the Filipino 
poreon gua which were directed to foster it. At this time Sandico began to 
establish what were called“ mlar clubs” in Manila and the neighboring 
villages and towns. Ostensi they were intended to promote inter- 
courso and the instruction of the people; their actual object was to provoke 
bitterness toward the Americans. Their influenge was far-reaching, and 
from their membership was recruited later on the local militia, which was to 
ee within Manila while the regular insurgent troops attacked us 

rom ou 

On the 2Ist of September a significant decree passed the Filipino congress 
im g military service on every male over 18 years of age. excepting those 
holding government In every carriage factory th 
shop in a bolos ves) were being made. 

It is in proof before us that A o was urged at this time to make some 
immediate determination in regard to the settlement of affairs with the 
Americans. At this time we were about to discuss the futuro of the Philip- 
pines in Paris, and many of the leading Filipinos believed that America 
would abandon this country. It was made plain to Aguinaldo that it was not 
pester . for the Filipinos to desire America to sone in the islands, but that it 
would be desirable for them toshow America that it would boto herintero:t to 
keep the country. Aguinaldo was advised to write President McKinley und 
ask what desires he had about the country and what form of government ho 
wished to establish, and to ask him not to abandon the Filipinos. This view 
mae accepted git ee by 5 eee t — many 1 of line 

no congress, ere was, hoWever, co: rable opposition, especially from 

aterno, Mabini, and Sandico. While it seemed to appear that the DRIN 
eignty of America was acceptable to Aguinaldo, still he was always urging 
the milit: men to prepare for war. The cabinet at Malolos decided to 
send to the President of the United States the propositions above mentioned, 
but Aguinaldo did not wish todoso. He first stated that he desired to trans- 
late them into Tagalog, and afterwards that he wished to put them into 
cipher, and so delayed the sending of them. 

anger signals now multiplied. Aguinaldo endeavored to get the war- 

making power transferred from Congress to himself. He also urged a hoa 
bond issue to secure one million dollars for the purchase of arms and ammuni- 
tion. Itis now known that elaborate plans been perfected for a simul- 
taneous attack by the forces within and without Manila. The militia within 
the city numbered approximately ten thousand; they were armed for the 
most part with bolos. General Piodel Pilar slept in the city 8 . No 
definite date had been set for the attack, but a signal by means of rockets had 
been agreed upon, and it was universally understood that it would come upon 
the occurrence of the first act on the part of American forces which would 
afford a pretext; and in the lack of such act in the near future at all events. 
Persistent attempts were made to proyoke our soldiers to fire, The insur- 
gents were insolent to our guards and made persistent and continuous efforts 
to push them back and advance the insurgent lines further into the city of 
Manila. It was a long and trying poriod of insult and abuse hea: upon our 
soldiers, with constant submission as the only means of avoiding an open 
rupture. The 0 paced had concluded that our soldiers were cowards and 
boasted openly that we were afraid ot them. Rumors were always prevalent 
that our army would be atiacked at once. 

With great tact and patience the commanding general had held his forces 
in check, and he now made a final effort to preserve the penco by appointing 
a commission to meet a similar body appointed by Aguinaldo and to “confer 
with 5 to the situation of affairs and to arrive at a mutual understand- 
ing of the intent, pur “8, aims. and desires of the Filipino people and of the 

ple of the United States.“ Six sessions were held, the last occurring on 
33 20, six days before the outbreak of hostilities. No substantial re- 
ed; the Filipino commissioners being either unable or 


sults were ob 
unwilling to fixe any definite statements of the intent, purposes, and aims 

h ; at the close of the last session they were given full assu- 
United States troops. 


w 
of t oar porn 
rances no hostile act would be inaugurated by 
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The critical moment had now arrived. 


o secretly ordered the 


outside the city. The Ne- 
at Mesa, 


the outposts in front of the regiment had been openly menaced an 
ing to push our ontposts 
They made light of our sentinels and persist- 


an insurgent officer came to the 


8 ored their orders. 
n 
to pass the on the San Juan 
of the bridge. The 


O evi of the 4th of F 
front with Me rem of men and attem: 
Nebraska sentinel drove them back without iy tr few minutes before 
9 o'clock 5 a large body of insurgent mad 
the South Dakota outposts, which fell back rather t! 
ts came in force to the east end of the San 


ently i 


in th coming regular’ 
of the Nebraska regiment, and 1 force the out 
isti: guard within the Nebraska lines; and at this time 
n mD Fist Nebraska Volunteers, the 
a) vate Gra: A e un 
— TEN Ho alter halting them three tim * 


Immediately rockets were sent up by the Filipinos, and they 
firing all tite es line. 

The story of the actual nen has often been told by military men who 
were in it, and we do not deem it necessary to give a description of 
it here. It is known of all men that immediately after the first shot the 
SEED L OAT abous € o'clock te tm meeting of Bebruary 1 — 
mi ; and a o'clock on the morning e 0 

o; fi: Tanto 


do made up his 
te fit the ere and after the making of the treaty of 
not openly de- 


o alternative was left to us, ex ignominious retreat. 
American w. have sanctioned th 
der of Manila to the i Our obligations to other nations, and to the 
friendly Filipinos, and to ourselves and our flag demanded that force sh 
be A* force. Whatever the future of the Philippiues may be, there is no 
course open to us now except the prosecution of the war until the insurgents 
are reduced to submission. The commission is of the opinion that there has 
been no time since the destruction of the Rpanisa squadron by Admiral Dew: 
when it was possible to withdraw our forces from the ds either 
honor to ourselves or with safety to the inhabitants. 


This account of events leading up the insurgent outbreak really 
needs no addition, but as it is constantly reiterated that we began 
the war because an American soldier fired the first shot, it is per- 
haps well to say a single word on that point. For some time be- 
fore February 4 the insurgents had been insulting our soldiers, 
paag upon our outposts, and trying to through our 
ines. On February 2 bef sent a party to draw the fire of our 
outposts and failed. On February 4 they succeeded. To declare 
that because our sentinel fired the first shot we began the war is 
as absurd as to say that because a householder fires on a burglar 
breaking into his house he has attacked a peaceful citizen, or be- 
cause a policeman fires on a mob trying to sack a public building, 
that the officer of the law nariot. The sentinel was simply 
doing his military duty and the only criticism that could 2 
be made is, not that he fired, but that he refrained so long and 
under such serious and menacing provocation from doing so. We 
are not left in the dark, however, upon this point. The action of 
the insurgents makes their intentions clear. The moment the fir- 
ing began rockets went up and there was a general movement of 
the insurgent lines. That night, also, Aguinaldo issued the fol- 
lowing proclamation declaring war: > 


i 
GENERAL ORDER TO THE PHILIPPINE ARMY. 


Nine o'clock p. m., this date, I received from Caloocanf station a message 
communicated to me that the American forces, without prior notification or 
any just motive, attacked our camp at San Juan del Monte and our forces 
garrisoning the blockhouses around the outskirts of Manila, causing losses 
among our soldiers, who, in view of this unexpected aggression and of the 
decided attack of the ng rs. were obliged to defend themselves until the 
firing became general all along the line. 

No one can deplore more than I this rupture of hostilities. I have a clear 
conscience that I have endeavored to avoid it at all costs, very all my efforts 
to preserve friendship with the army of occupation, even at the cost of not a 
few humiliations and mey sacrificed in 

But it is my unavoidable duty to maintain the integrity of the national 
honor aud that of the army 50 3 attacked yA those who, posing as our 
friends and liberators, attempted to dominate usin place of the Spaniards, 
as is shown by the grievances enumerated in my manifest of January 8 last; 
such as the continued outrages and violent exactions committed against the 
people of Manila, the useless conferences,and all my frustrated efforts m 

vor of peace and concord. 

Summoned by this unexpected provocation, urged by the duties imposed 
upon me by honor and patriotism and for the defense of the nation intrusted 
to me, calling on God as a witness of my good faith and the uprightness of my 
intentions— 

I order and command: 

1. Peace and friendly relations between the Philippine forces and the 
American forces of occupation are broken. and the latter will be treated as 
enemies, with the limits prescribed by the laws of war. 

2. American soldiers who may be captured by the Philippine forces wiil 
be treated as prisoners of war. i 

8. This proclamation shall be communicated to the accredited consuls of 

and to in order that it may accord the suspension of the 


congress, 
ee puaran ties and the resulting declaration of war. 
Given at Malolos, Fe 4, 1898, 
EMILIO AGUINALDO, 
Generat-in-Chief. 
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. These are not the words of a man taken by surprise, but a care- 
fully prepared utterance to meet an anticipated event. In the 
presence of such facts as these, and of the unbroken testimony of 
the officers of the Army and Navy and of our commission, that 

inaldo began to manifest hostility to us even before Manila 
fell, how worse than idle it is to insist that we began a war which 
he and his counselors had been plotting and which, heedless of 
the dictates of gratitude and conscience, they brought down upon 
their own head. 

It is not necessary to follow in detail the events of the war 
which thus began on February 4, 1899. The insurgents, ey pe 
with heavy loss in their attack on Manila, were afterwards forced 
back from the immediate neighborhood of the city, An expe- 
dition under General MacArthur captured Malolos, which Agui- 
naldo had selected as his capital, and various other expeditions 
were equally successful; but we had not enough troops to hold 
and ison the points thus taken. A large force was i 
in „our army was small, it was necessary to send home 
the volunteers and replace them by regular 3 While the 
rainy season made all military operations for a time impracticable. 
General Otis, therefore, contented himself with holding Manila 
and its immediate neighborhood, and with carrying through the 
return of one army to the United States and the organization of 
a new one which was sent out, All this dificult and trying work 
was successfully accomplished. The various insurgent attempts 
to burn the city, and thus create panic and disturbance, were 
successfully repressed. The insurgents were held at a safe dis- 
tance, and when the dry season came again the old army had 
gona; the new army had come, and we were able to take the field 

ectively. 

Since that time northern Luzon has been cleared and its ports 
opened. The same work has been nearly, if not quite accom- 
plished in southern Luzon. The insurgent forces have been scat- 
tered, the insurgent government has been broken up, and nothing 
now remains but guerrilla fighting and brigandage. Aguinaldo, 
the titular head of the ins on, after some weeks of rapid 
flight, is in hiding. He appears to have no love of a stricken field, 
does not seem ever to have led a column into battle, and appar- 
ently prefers to let others do his fighting for him. His cabinet, 
or advisers, are nearly all mili prisoners. There is no longer 
any semblance of a government there to be reco The gov- 
ernment which Aguinaldo personally established, and which some 
people in this country were so anxious to recognize, has ceased to 
exist. There never was anything really to be recognized except 
Aguinaldo himself and the adventurers who surrounded him, and 
now his counselors are in prison and he can not be found. He, 
with his government concealed about his person, is lost somewhere 
in the jungle. 8 

But although Aguinaldo and his government have melted away, 
there are some facts in regard to him and his followers which 
should be noted, because they throw light upon the leader himself 
and his purposes, and disclose at once the utter absence of any 
ground for recognition and at the same time the most conclusive 
reasons against it, Aguinaldo himself is what is known in the 
islands as a Chinese Mestizo. In his first cabinet he had some rep- 
resentatives of the Spanish Mestizos, but they are not energetic 
and are naturally a quiet people, who were o to the wild 
scheme of independence. his second cabinet, therefore, he 
got rid of them, and his advisers were almost all Chinese half- 

reeds, like himself. These Chinese Mestizos are the most active, 
energetic, restless, and unscrupulous class in the islands. Al- 
thongh relatively but a very small. element in the population, 
there are many thousands of them, and they are almost altogether 
in the neighborhood of Manila, where the Chinese are chiefly 
gathered, and the intermixture has taken place with the Tagalos 

cause that is the tribe nearest to the capital city. It was to 
pore of mixed blood like himself and to the Tagalos that Agui- 
naldo naturally made his a and it was from these sources 
almost exclusively that he w his followers and soldiers, The 
first government he set up was a pure dictatorial government, 
created by himself. The revolutionary government, of which he 
made himself president, differed from the first only in name, and 
the constitutional government which succeeded that was still the 
same, with the addition of certain forms imitated from American 
and European constitutions, There is no proof that any election 
was held which indicated in any way a general popular acceptance 
of this government, even by the Tagals, and it is knownthat many 
members of the congress which he assembled were appointed by 
ainai himself as 1 outlying provinces. They were 
all liable to removal by him, and this gave to him absolute con- 
trol of the body whose powers, in any event, were more nominal 
than real.! 

He established his government by seizing on the machinery of 
the Spaniards, as anyone else co have done who was first in 
the field, and to the government organization, no matter who 
holds it, there is a strong tendency in the Asiatic mind to yield. 


See Preliminary Report of Philippine Commission, 
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Even then, with all this advantage, his actual power seems to 
have been confined to the ten Tagalog provinces, namely: Manila, 
Cavite, Laguna. Batangas, Morong, Bulacan, Nueva Ecija, Prin- 
cipe, Infanta, and Zambales. It was strong in the first six and 
hardly existed in the last four, and even in the first six there was 
a very large element of opposition to Aguinaldo, composed of the 
best elements of the population, who realized that peace and 
good order were only to be found in American supremacy.’ 

Moreover in these ten provinces, divided as they were, the popu- 
lation is only a million and a half, which represents the full 
strength of the Tagal tribe, out of a total popu ation of 8,000,000 
and more. Thus it will be seen that Aguinaldo in no sense repre- 
sented the inhabitants of the islands, or succeeded in establishing 
his dictatorial government even partially over more than one tribe 
and a limited area. As has been said, there never was any such 
thing as a Philippine nation,” and Aguinaldo never represented 
or had the support of more than a fraction of all the Filipinos. 
In the island of Luzon alone there are 21 wild tribes which had 
never been subdued by Spain, and which, as a body. gave no 
adherence to the insurgents. Some, like the Macabebes, made 
haste to join the Americans in order that they migni fight the 

Tagals, who are their deadly enemies. Others, like a portion 
of the Cagayanes, who are fanatics desiring to restore the old 
fetich worship and the old paganism and for that purpose wish to 
destroy all foreigners, joined Aguinaldo in attacking the Ameri- 
cans, and on more than one occasion tried to ambush parties of 
American soldiers. The humane Aguinaldo did not hesitate to 
employ these religious fanatics in his warfare. He also sent expe- 
ditions to stir up revolts in other islands, chiefly among the Visay- 
ans, who are the largest tribe. In some cases, as in Panay, he 
was successful. In other cases, as in the island of Negros, he 
utterly failed, and at Zamboanga, in the island of Mindanao, the 
native leaders murdered his agent and surrendered the town and 

rovince to the Castine. How idle it is, in the presence of facts 

ike these, to talk about Aguinaldo’s government as representing 
the Filipinos. But this is not all. He met resistance in many of 
the towns andin many parts of Luzon. In numerous towns and 
villages the inhabitants yielded only through terror, dreaded his 
approach and that of his agents, in some cases resisting, while in 
very many others ss J welcomed the American troops as protec- 
tion against the new despotism, which they hated worse than that 
of S. . 
“Phroughout the archipelago there was trouble only at those 
points to which armed Tagalogs had been sent in considerable 
numbers.“ a : 

The government of Aguinaldo plundered the people under pe 
tense of war contributions, while his officials grew rich. The 
administration of justice was paralyzed, and erime of all sorts 
was rampant. ‘‘ Never in the worst days of Spanish misrule had 
the people been so overtaxed or so badly governed. In many prov- 
inces there was anarchy,”! and from all sides there came petitions 
to us for protection and help. Wherever we got possession of a 
town, like Imus or Bacoor, civil government was established and 
peacefully carried forward. Observe, now, the methods of war 
pursued by Aguinaldo’sarmy. As our troops advanced, the insur- 

ts drove out the inhabitants of the villages and burned their 
ouses, to be rebuilt when we came in and when the deserted fields 
were once more cultivated. The inhabitants were plundered by 
the insurgent troops, who robbed them of jewels, clothing, and 
food, so that they were starving. Peaceable citizens were fired upon 
and women maltreated. In southern Luzon the Bicols, a large and 
powerful tribe, rose against their Tagal masters. Even the two 
naval officers who made a hurried 15 through the island before 
hostilities with the United States had broken out said that the 
military power was everywhere dominant, and showed itself arbi- 
trary AD despotic.* 5 

These were the methods which Aguinaldo employed toward the 
people of the Philippines immediately in reach of his soldiers. His 
performances in other directions were no better. Captain Ar- 

elles was one of the officers sent to negotiate with us. Because 

e told the truth about us and our intentions he was considered too 
friendly to the United States, was deprived of his rank, dismissed 
the service, and sent to prison for twelve years, an example of the 
Aguinaldo conception of free speech. Here is another case. One 
of the most active and energetic of the insurgent chiefs was General 
Luna. He wasso popular and strong that he was thought to be 
dangerous, and Aguinaldo had him assassinated, which throws 
some light on the conception entertained ot representative of 
free government as to the manner in which free government 
should be conducted. We may also learn something from the 
record of his manner of conducting war. He had organized bands 
in Manila for the purpose of an uprising in the city and for de- 
stroying it by fire. On the night of February 22, 1899, some 500 


men entered that part of the city known as Tondo, started a fire, 


e Commission. 
Fifty- 


2See Preliminary Report of the 


a See Senate Document No. 66, first th Congress. 


and attacked our guards. It had been planned that the local 
militia should join the attack. All the whites were to have been 
massacred. This attempt was crushed by General Hughes, and 
was not repeated. Nevertheless incendiary fires occurred daily, 
and all Filipinos favoring the Americans feared assassination.’ 
At a very recent date they had a plan to throw dynamite bombs 
into the funeral procession of General Lawton, thus causing an 
uprising in the city, but this failed, for at that period the time had 
entirely d when such a proceeding was possible. One more ex- 
ample of the character of this government and I have done. On 
February 15, 1809, Aguinaldo’s secretary of the interior, who was 
also a member of his staff, issued a proclamation calling on the 
Filipinos in Manila and elsewhere to join in the massacre of every 
foreigner. I give the exact words of this precious document: 
First. You will so dispose that at 8 o'clock at night the individuals of the 


territorial militia at your order will be found united in all the streets of San 
Pedro armed with their “ bolos“ and revolvers and guns and ammunition, 


if convenient. 
ted. They should not be 


Second. Tampines familes only will be respec 
molested, but all other individuals, of whatever race they may be, will be 


5 without any compassion after the extermination of the army 
of occupation. 

Third. The defenders of the Philippines in your command will attack the 
guard at Bilibid and liberate the prisoners and presidiarios,” and, having 
accomplished this, they will be armed, saying to them, Brothers, we must 
avenge ourselves on the Americans and oxterminate them, that we may take 
onr revenge for the infamies and treacheries which they have committed 
upon us. Have no compassion upon them; attack with vigor. All Filipinos 
‘en masse’ will second you. Long live Filipino independence!“ 

* * * * * * * 


Fifth. The order which will ba followed in the attack will be as follows: 
The sharpshooters of Tondo and Santa Ana will n the attack from with- 
out, and these shots will be the signal for the militia of Trozo, Binondo, 
ee and Sampaloc to go out into the street and do their duty. Those of 

aco. Ermita aud Malate, Santa Cruz and San Miguel will not start out until 
12 o'clock unless they see their companions need assistance. 

Sixth. The mili.a will start out at 3 o'clock in the morning. If all do their 
duty our revenge will be complete. Brothers, Europe contemplates us. We 
know how to die as men, shedding our blood in defense of the liberty of our 
country. Death tothe tryar4s; war without quarter to the false Americans, 
who have deceived us! ther independence or death!* ~ 


Thus we seo that under Aguinaldo's government, which repre- 
sented only the leaders who set it up, and never had the sup- 
port of anything but a very small proportion of the Filipino 
population, warfare of the most barbarous sort was carried on, 
and every kind of crime was committed, not only against every 
open enemy, but against helpless prisoners, and against the 
inhabitants of the islands, of whose freedom they were loudly 
proclaiming themselves the champions for the benefit of their 
sympathizers in the United States. We have no need to say that 
if we had left the Filipinos alone anarchy would have come. 
Anarchy came, and existed in full force wherever Aguinaldo held 
sway, coupled with bloodshed, pillage, and corruption. 

Such were the men to whom it is seriously proposed that we 
should intrast the contro! of all the other millions of human 
beings, some half civilized, some wholly wild, who live in these 
otherislands. Such is the government, stained with assassination, 
with the burning and pillage of the villages of their own people, 
with plans for the massacre of all foreigners, and for murder and 
looting in Manila, cruel, arbitrary, despotic, treacherous; such, I 
say, is the government which we are gravely asked to assist in 
forcing upon the innocent population of those islands, and are 
denounced because we have not done so. To have recognized 
Aguinaldo's government and helped him to thrust it upon the 
other natives, or to have drawn aside and allowed him to try to 
wade ‘‘through slaughter to a throne ” by himself would have been 
a crime against humanity. Those who have urged, or who now 
urge, such a policy should study with care and with thoroughness 
the government of Aguinaldo. They never do so. They never 
take the trouble to learn the facts about the despotism which 
Aguinaldo and his friends tried to setup. They laugh at facts, 
deride all who are in a position to bear witness, sneer at history 
and experience, and declaimagainst the Government for not giving 
recognition and support to something which never existed, which 
is the mere creature of their fancy. 

How different their attitude when they come to considering 
the actions of their own countrymen. Men who will take the 
lightest word of a half-bred adventurer, of whose existence they 
had never heard two 3 ago, impugn the actions and doubt 
the statements of the highest officers of our Government, of the 
commanders of our fleets and armies, of men who have gone 
in and out before the American people for years, and whose 
courage, patriotism, and honor have never been questioned or 
assailed, It must be a weak and bad cause ind which rests 
its support upon accusations of falsehood and prevarication directed 
against the President and his advisers, and against the gallant and 
honorable men who wear our uniform and lead our Army and our 
Navy in the day of battle. The opponents of our policy have 
searched the record for every careless word; they have thrown 


1See Preliminary Report of the spony “died Commission. 
2 Report ot Major-General Otis, page 
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themselves eagerly on every idle rnmor; they have twisted facts; 
they have imputed the worst motives to men who have proved 
their devotion to their country on the field of battle and in every 
department of civil life. Let us be just at least to our own. I 
sake no more. Take the evidence of all men who have been in 
those islands and whose knowledge and experience entitle them 
to speak, take the official record from day to day since the Spanish 
war began, examine the report of your commissioners, your men 
of science, your y and Navy officers, read the utterances and 
the proclamations of the insurgent leader, weigh, sift, discuss, 
Then face the facts, all the facts, and set down naught in malice. 
If this is done there can be but one result. The government of 
Aguinaldo will stand out as I have described it, for there is no es- 
cape from the evidence. Turn to the other side and you will find 
not that in a situation of great difficulty and delicacy there were 
no mistakes, but great cause for wonder that so few were made. 
You will find that our Admiral and our generals never swerved 
from the line laid down; that they made no false promises; that 
they carried patience and forbearance to such a point that it en- 
couraged men of Asiatic mind to think us weak and timid, fit 
subjects for attack. You will find that they saved the great city 
from fire and sword; that they curbed the insurgents; that they 


dealt with them justly; that they grasped at every chance for 


peace, only to find that each proposition was a sham, with neither 
substance nor honesty in any negotiation offered. You will also 
find that when war was forced upon them, so soon as they had 
troops and opportunity they pushed it rapidly, effectively, and 
with the skill and gallantry characteristic of American soldiers to 
a successful conclusion. 

Behind all this lies the policy of the President, which our offi- 
cers followed by sea and land. History will say that it has been 
firm, consistent, and humane from the beginning. No false hopes 
were held out. From the dispatch of May 26 onward the attitude 
of our Government was clear and unmistakable. But every real 
hope, every proper promise, was freely offered and never violated. 
There are many duties imposed upon a Presideut in which it ês 
easy to imagine a personal or selfish motive, in which such motives 
might exist even if they do not. But here even the most malig- 
nant must be at a loss to find the existence of a bad motive possi- 
ble. Suddenly at the end of the Spanish war we were confronted 
with the question of what should be done with the Philippines. 
Their fate was in our hands. We weyeall able to discuss them and 
tospeculate as to what that fate should be. Noresponsibilityrested 
upon us. But one man had to act. While the rest of the world 
was talking he had to be doing. The iron hand of necessity was 
upon his shoulder, and upon his alone. Act he must. No man in 
that high office seeks new burdens and fresh responsibilities or 
longs to enter on new policies with the unfo n dangers which 
lie thick along untried paths. Every selfish motive, every per- 
sonal interest, cried out against it. Every selfish motive, every 
personal interest, urged the President to let the Philippines go, 
and, like Gallio, to care for none of these things. It was so easy 
to pass by on the other side. 
which surged up around him. When others then knew little he 
knew much. Thus he came to see what duty demanded, duty to 
ourselves and to others. Thus he came to see what the interests 
of the American people required. Guided by this sense of duty, 
by the spirit of the American people in the past, by a wise states- 
manship, which looked deeply into the future, he boldly took 
the islands. Since this great decision his policy has been firm and 
consistent. He has sought only what was best for the people of 
those islands and for his own people. It is all there in therecord. 
Yet although he fought in his youth for liberty and union, he is 
now coarsely accused of infatuation for a vulgar Cesarism. He 
who is known to everybody as one of the kindest of men, eager 
to do kindly acts to everyone, is denounced as brutal and inhu- 
man to a distant race whom he has sought in every way to ben- 
efit. When every selfish interest drew him in the other direction 
he has been charged with self-seeking for following the hard and 
thorny path of duty. 

I hesitate, Mr. President, in saying even as much as I have said. 
The President of the United States needs no defense at my hands. 
His own policy and his own acts in the East are his all-sufficient 
defense, both now and in history. But I have read and heard 
with amazement and regret the attacks which have been made 
upon the President in connection with the Philippines. Iam well 
aware that malignity can not raise imbecility above contempt. I 
know that only weak minds and bad tempers mistake abuse for 
argument. I am sure that it is needless to repel attacks from such 
sources. But, none the less, as one who has followed and studied 
all the details of his Eastern policy, I wish to make public record 
of my admiration for that policy and of my belief in it. As an 
American I believe it to be at once courageous, wise, and patri- 
otic. The words of criticism or of praise which we utter here will 
pass with the hour of speech, but the great facts of the last two 
years will stand. In the long process of the patient years those 


-hold in the 


But he faeed the new conditions- 


who now assail the President with epithet and imputation will 
shrink down beyond the ken of even the antiquarian’s microscope; 
but the name of the President who took the Philippines and 
planted our flag at the portals of the East will stand. out bright - 
and clear upon the pages of history, where all men may read it, 
and he will have a monument better than any reared by human 
hands in fair and fertile islands blooming after long neglect and 
in a race redeemed from tyranny and lifted up to broadening 
freedom and to Ianger hopes. [Applause in the galleries. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No applause is permitted in 
the galleries, and, if it is repeated at any time, the galleries will 
be cleared. 8 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

Mr. LODGE. U beg that the Senator will not interrupt me now. 
Jam nearly through. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator was through. 

Mr, LODGE. Icomenowtoa consideration of theadvantages to 
the United Statesinvolved in our acquisition and retention of the 
Philippine Islands, although I can not hope in this respect to add to 
the eloquent statement made from personal knowledge by the Sen- 
ator from Indiana. When these arguments are offered in behalf of 
our Philippine policy the opponents of that policy stigmatize them 
as sordid. I have never been able to see why they were any more 
sordid than arguments of exactly the same character urged 
against the retention of the islands, but we may let that incon- 
sistency pass as one of the familiar incidents of political discus- 
sion, I do not myself consider them sordid, for anything which 
involves the material interests and the general welfare of the 
people of the United States seems to me of the highest merit and 
the greatest importance. Whatever duty to others might seem 
to demand, I should pause long before supporting any policy if 
there were the slightest suspicion that it was not for the benefit 
of the people of the United States. I conceive my first duty to 
be always to the Anierican people, and I have ever considered it 
the inal principle of American statesmanship to advocate 

licies which would operate for the benefit of the people of the 

nited States, and most particularly for the advantage of our 
farmers and our workmen, upon whose well-being, and upon 
whose full employment at the highest wages, our entire fabric of 
society and government rests. In a policy which gives us a foot- 
ast, which will open a new market in the Philippines, 
and enable us to increase our commerce with China, I see great 
advantages to all our people, and more especially to our farmers 
and our workingmen. 

The disadvantages which are put forward seem to me unreal or 
at best trivial. Dark pictures are drawn of the enormously in- 
creased expense of the Navy and of the Army which will be neces- 
sitated by these new possessions. So far as the Navy goes, our 
present fleet is now entirely inadequate for our own needs. We 
require many more ships and many more men for the sure defense 
of the United States against foreign aggression, and our guarantee 
of peace rests primarily upon our Navy. Neither the possession 
nor the abandonment of the Philippines would have the slightest 
effect upon the size of the Navy of the United States. If, as I 
hope, we shall build up a Navy adequate to our needs, we shall 
have an abundant force to take care of the Philippines and find 
employment there in times of peace without the addition of a man 
or a gun on account of our ownership of those islands. 

The Philippines will entail upon us no naval expenses that we 
should not have in any event with a proper naval establishment. 
But the great bugbear is the Army. Enormous sums have been 
stated here, all of them mere guesswork, to represent the increased 
expense to which we have been put by the call for troops for the 
Philippines. Although these statements are exaggerated, there 
can be no question that our military expenditure during the past 
year has been increased by the Philippines, because there has been 
a War going on in those islands which demanded a large body of 
troops. But that war is practically over. There is no reason to 
doubt that in a comparatively short time peace and order will be 
restored, and when we are considering what burden the posses- 
sion of the islands will impose upon us we must proceed upon the 
normal conditions of peace. If we should employ in the Philip- 
pines as many American troops, proportionately, as England em- 
ploys in British India, we should keep there an army of 2,500 to 
3,000 men, but the fact that the Philippines are composed of scat- 
tered islands would undoubtedly necessitate the employment of a 
larger bodythanthis. Spain found less than 15,00) men sufficient, 
and I think it is safe to say that if Spain was able to manage with 
15,000 men, thesame number of American soldiers would be enough 
to do very well what Spain did very badly. As to the expense 
involved, it seems to be entirely forgotten that the islands them- 
selves are abundantly able to pay for the establishment there, 
both civil and military. Under Spanish rule, with all its bad ad- 
ministration and profound corruption the islands not only paid all 
their expenses, but made at times at least a return to the Span- 
ish treasury. With revenues well and honestly administered, 
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and with wise and honest expenditure, the islands in our hands 
would not only easily pay all the expenses of the military estab- 
lishment, but of the civil government as well, and we could at 


the same time, by our superior honesty and efficiency, tly 


lighten the burden of taxation. In a word, the Philippine Islands, 
as we should govern and administer them, would be entirely 
self-supporting, and would throw no burden of expense at all on 
the le of the United States after peace and order were once 
restored and business was again flowing in its normal channels, 
We are also told that the possession of these islands brings a 
great responsibility upon us. This, Mr. President, I freely admit. 
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the rails and the bridges would come from American mills, the 
locomotives and carsfrom American workshops. Thesame would 
hold true in regard to electric railways, electric lighting, tele- 
graphs, telephones, and steamships for the local business. Some 
indication of what we may fairly e t may be found in the fol- 
lowing tables of our exports to, and our imports from, our new 
possessions and Cuba in 1899 as compared with 1897. 
United States exports. 


great nation must have great responsibilities, It is one of the | Caf 


enalties of greatness, But the benefit of responsibilities goes 
d in hand with the burdens they bring. The nation which 
seeks to escape from the burden also loses the benefit, and if it 
cowers in the presence of a new task and shirks a new responsi- 
bility the period of its decline is approaching. That fatal hour 
may draw near on leaden feet, but weakness and timidity are sure 
signs that it is coming, be its progress swift or slow. These 
islands, I well know, impose upon us new and great responsibili- 


ties, and I do not doubt that we shall make mistakes in dealing Pueri 


with them before we reach complete success, but I firmly believe 
that they will enure to our lasting benefit. The athlete does not 
win his race by sitting habitually in an armchair. The pioneer 
does not open up new regions to his fellow-men by staying in 
warm shelter behind the city walls. A cloistered virtue is but a 
poor virtue after all. Men who have done great things are those 
oe right calities tu lisa, responsibility sober, strengthens, and 
Ə qualities , responsibility so 8 hens, an 
develops him. The same is true of nations. The nation which 
fearlessly meets its responsibilities rises to the task when the pres- 
sureis uponit. I believe that these new possessions and these new 
questions, this necessity for watching over the welfare of another 
le, will improve our civil service, raise the tone of public life, 
and make broader and better all our politics and the subjects of 
1 discussion. My faith in the American people is such that 
have no misgiving as to their power to meet these res ibili- 
ties and to come out stronger and better for the test, doing full 
justice to others as well as to themselves, 
So much for the objections commonly made to our Philippine 


policy, which have as little foundation, in my opinion, as those, 


which proceed on the theory that we are engaged in the perpe- 
tration of a great wrong. Let us now look at the other side, and 
there, I believe, we shall find arguments in favor of the retention 
of the Philippines as possessions of great value and a source of 
great profit to the people of the United States which can not be 
overthrown. First, as to the islands themselves. They are over 
a hundred thousand square miles in extent, and areof the 8 
richness and fertility. From these islands comes now the best 
hemp in the world, and there is no tropical product which can not 
be raised there in abundance. Their forests are untouched, of 
great extent, and with a variety of hard woods of almost unex- 
ampled value. Gold is found throughout all the islands, but not 
in quantities, and there is no indication that the production 
of gold could ever reach a very great amount. There appears to 
be little or no silver. There are regions in Luzon containing great 
and valuable deposits of copper which have never been developed. 
But the chief mineral value of the islands is in their undevelo 
coal beds, which are known to exist in certain parts and are 
lieved to exist everywhere, and which are certainly very extensive 
and rich. The coal is said to be lignite, and, although 20 to 30 per 
cent inferior to our coals or to those of Cardiff, is practically as 
good as the Australian coal and better than that of Japan, both of 
which are largely used in the East to-day. To a naval and com- 
mercial power the coal measures of the Philippines will be a 
source of great strength and of equally great value. It is suffi- 
cient for me to indicate these few elements of natural wealth in 
the islands which only await development. 

A much more important pomt is to be found in the markets 
which they furnish. The total value of exports and imports for 
1896 amounted in round numbers to $29,000,000, and this was be- 
low the ave: The rts were nearly $20,000,000, the imports 
a little over $9,000,000. e took from the Philippines 
the value of $4,308,000, next in amount to the exports to Great 
Britain, but the Philippine Islands took from us imports to the value 
of only $94,000. There can be no doubt that the islands in our peace- 


imports. Even as the islands are to-day there is opportunity for 
a large absorption of products of the United States, but it must 
not be forgotten that the islands are entirely undeveloped. The 
people consume f: im 
than $1 per capita. ith the development of the islands and the 


foreign imports would rapidly advance, i 

should reap the chief benefit. We shall also find great t in 
the work of developing the islands. e e railroads every- 
where. Those would be planned by American engineers, 


233, 
4,352,181 
15,311, 685 
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By these figures it will be seen that our imports from the islands 
have increased $23,000,000 and our to them $25,000,000, 
The increase in exports is almost wholly to Cuba, Puerto Rico, 
and Hawaii, amounting to $24,000,000 as against $1,000,000 in- 
crease to the Philippines. Yet the opportunity for export to the 
Philippines is larger than to all the rest put together. The fact 
of the insurrection in the former accounts of course for the dif- 
ference, but the great increase of exports to the islands where 
2 zegas shows what may be expected of the Philippines when 

ə conditions prevail there. An increase of $25,000,000 in our 
exports to the islands may strike some lofty minds as “sordid.” 
To me that increase means wages and employment to a large 
number of American farmers and workingmen, and I therefore 
regard it as of the highest beneficence and importance, and as a 
striking justification of the policy which finds in our possession of 
these islands not only advan to their inhabitants, but an ex- 
pansion of trade of great profit and value to American labor and 
American industry. Thus is it demonstrated that we should gain 
in the Philippines themselves, under normal and peaceful condi- 
tions and with the growing prosperity which our control would 
bring, a market of very great value to the workingmen, the oper- 
atives, and the farmers of the United States. 

But the valué of the Philippine Islands, both natural and 
acquired, and as a market for Sar produci; great as it undoubt- 
edly is, and greater as it unqu: erie Pade be, is trifling com- 
pared to the indirect results which will flow from our possession 
of them. From the time of the war between China and Japan 
it became apparent that great changes were impending in the 
East, changes which many economists and publicists believed 
would play the master part in the history of the next century. 
The struggle for the world’s trade, which has for many years 
been shaping ever more strongly the politics and the history of man- 
kind, has its richest prize set before it in the vast markets of China, 
Every great nation has recognized the importance of this prize, 
either by the acquisition of Chinese territory or by obtaining certain 
rights and privileges through treaty. But after the war between 
China and Japan this movement rapidly assumed an acute form. 
It grew daily more apparent that Russia was closing in upon the 
Chinese Empire, and that her policy, at once slow and persistent, 
aimed at nothing less than the exclusion of other nations from the, 
greatest market of the world. To us, with our increasing popula- 
tion, and an agricultural and industrial production which was ad- 
vancing by leaps and bounds, the need of new markets in the very 
near future, if we hoped to maintain full employment and ample 
returns to our farmers and our workingmen, was very clear. More 
than ready to take our chance in a fair field against all rivals, and 


to | with full faith in the indomitable ingenuity and enterprise of our 


people, it was more than ever important that we should not be 
shut out from any market by unjust or peculiar discriminations 
if by any methods such a misfortune could be avoided. The 
great danger to our interests in China became clearer and clearer 
as the months went by to those who watched the pones of 
pa economic and political forces outside our own boundaries, 

do not think that there were many who did so, but I remem- 
ber very well that some time before the Spanish war the senior 
Senator from Colorado pointed out in a pu interview the im- 
portance of the Chinese question and the necessity that would 
soon be upon us of taking some — in conjunction with England 
and Japan, and very probably with Germany and with France, 


in order to prevent our exclusion from that empire by the great 
power of the north which was closing down uponit. There were 
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others who felt in the same way, although I do not think they 
were very numerous, but I am quite sure that nobody saw very 
clearly how we were to assert in the East our rights and interests 
which were so important to the welfare of our agriculture and 
ourindustry. That Hawaii was necessary as the first and essen- 
tial step toward our obtaining that share to which we were 
entitled in the trade of the Pacific, the ocean of the future, was 
obyious enough, but beyond that all was doubt and darkness, 
Then came the Spanish war, and the smoke of Dewey’s guns had 
hardly cleared away when it was seen by those who were watch- 
ing that he had not only destroyed the Spanish fleet, but had 
given to his countrymen the means of solving their problem in 
the far East, He had made us an Eastern power. He had given 
us not only the right to speak, but the place to speak from. 

Let me now try to show the importance and meaning of the 
Eastern question, with regard to which Dewey's victory has 
given us such a commanding position. The Empire of China has 
a population of which we have no accurate statistics, but which 
is certainly over four hundred millions. The rate of consump- 
tion among the Chinese per capita is at present low, but even as 
it stands it affords a great market for foreignimports. The work 
of opening up the country by railroads and of developing its 
still untouched natural resources has begun and is advancing 
with giant strides. There is the greatest opportunity in China 
for trade expansion which exists anywhere in the world. I de- 


_ sire to call the attention of the Senate to the value of the Chinese 


trade to us now despite our neglect of it, and to the enormous 
advance which that trade has made in the last four years, and 
more especially since the Spanish war carried our flag into the 
East and turned the attention of our people more sharply to the 
unlimited opportunites for commerce which there exist. 

In our commerce with China during 1889-1899 there was a gain 
of $13,293,168. The increase occurred almost entirely in the 
export trade, which advanced from $2,791,128 in 1889 to $14,493,440 
in 1899. Our imports for 1899, amounting to $18,619,268, were 
only slightly larger than in 1889, when a value of $17,028,412 was 
report The exports to China, like those to Japan. showed an 
exceptional growth in 1897, 1898, and 1899, the records for these 
years being $11,924,433, $9,992,894, and $14,493,440, respectively. 
Our trade with the port of Hongkong, although less important 
than that credited directly with China, was nearly doubled dur- 
ing 1898-1899, making a gain of $5,045,149. The exports for 1899 
had a value of $7,732,525 as compared with only $3,686,384 for 
1889. The imports were considerably smallerand showed marked 
fluctuations. In 1889 they were valued at $1,480,266, but these 
figures were not equaled again until 1899, when a value of 
$2,479,274 was recorded. From these figures it will be seen that 
our exports to China and Hongkong in 1899 were over 822,000, 000, 
and that the growth in the last three years had been phenomenal. 
The gain in exports to China, Hongkong, and Japan in 1899 over 
1889 was 256 per cent, and it almost all came in the last years of 
the decade. 

I will not take the time of the Senate in analyzing these figures 
and showing the different articles of rt which make up these 
totals. That has all been most admirably done in the bulletin of 
the Department of Agriculture prepared by Mr. Hitchcock . 
our trade with China, Japan, and Hongkong. I have not touched 
upon our trade with Japan at all, but I would strongly recom- 
mend a study of this bulletin, which shows how much our pos- 
session of the Philippines and our increased interests in the East 
have stimulated our trade with that country. There are two 
tates however, to which I wish to call especial attention, 

ause they emphasize and demonstrate the great value to our 
farming and manufacturing interests of this vast Chinese mar- 
ket into which we are just entering. In 1898 wesent nearly four 
million dollars’ worth of wheat flour to Hongkong alone, while to 
China we sent $5,203,427 worth of cotton manufactures in the 
same year and over $9,000.000 worth, as compared with only 
$2,854,221 worth for 1894, These are illustrations in two leading 
articles of what the Chinese market means to the Western grow- 
ers of wheat and to the manufacturers of cotton. Nearly all these 
cotton manufactures came from the South, and have been to our 
Southern mills a source of great profit, while at the same time 
they have relieved the pressure npon the domestic market and are 
thus a direct benefit to every cotton factory in New England or 
in any other part of the country. Ex pede Herculem! From these 
two items as well as from the long lists of Mr. Hitchcock we can 
judge what the trade of China is to us to-day and what it is des- 
tined to be. The loss of that market and of its prospects and pos- 
sibilities I should regard as one of the greatest calamities which 
could befall the farmers and the workingmen of the United States, 
How, then, are we to hold and develop it? Look at your tables of 
statistics and note the increases which have occurred since the 
capture of Manila. The mere fact that we hold the Philippine 
Islands increases our trade with all the East—with China and 
Japan alike. Trade certainly has followed the flag, and its appear- 
ance at Manila has been the signal for this marked growth in our 
commerce with the neighboring states and empires, 


But we must go a step further. Having this e to 
obtain a large and increasing share in the trade of China, how 
shall we make sure that it is not taken from us? We know well 
that China is threatened by Russia, and that Russian dominion, 
if unrestrained, would mean discrimination and exclusion in the 
Chinese markets. Sooner than anyone dreamed it has been 
shown how far the Philippines have solved this pressing problem 
for us. The ion of the Philippines made us an Eastern 
power, with the right and, what was equally important, the force 
behind the right to speak. Mr. Hay, as Secretary of State, has 
obtained from all the great powers of Europe their assent to our 
demand for the guaranty of all our treaty rights in China and 
for the maintenance of the policy of the open door. I do not 
belittie one of the most important and most brilliant diplomatic 
achievements in our hundred years of national existence when 
I say that the assent of these other powers to the 8 of 
the United States was given to the master of Manila. They 
might have turned us aside three years ago with a shrug and a 
smile, but to the power which held Manila Bay, and whose fleet 
floated upon its waters, they were obliged to give a gracious 
answer. Manila, with its ificent bay, is the prize and the 
rl of the East. In our hands it will become one of the greatest 
istributing points, one of the richest emporiums of the world’s 
commerce. Rich in itself, with all its fertile islands behind it, it 
will keep open to us the markets of China arid enable American 
enterprise and intelligence to take a master share in all the trade 
of the Orient. We have been told that arguments like these are 
sordid. Sordidindeed! Then what arguments are worthy of con- 
sideration? A policy which proposes to open wider markets to the 
people of the United States, to add to their employment, and to 
increase their wages, and which in its pursuit requires that we 
should save the teeming millions of China from the darkness of 
the Russian winter, and keep them free, not merely for the 
incoming of commerce, but for the entrance of the light of West- 
ern civilization, seems to me a great and noble policy, if there 
ever was such, and one which may well engage the best aspira- 
tions and the highest abilities of American statesmanship. 

Thus, Mr. President, I have shown that duty and interest alike, 
duty of the highest kind and interest of the highest and best kind, 
impose upon us the retention of the e the development 
of the islands, and the expansion of our tern commerce, 
these things, in my belief, will come to pass, whatever the divi- 
sions of the present moment, for no people who have come under 
our flag have ever sought to leave it, and there is no territory 
which we havé aired that any one would dream of giving up. 
All our vast gro and expansion have been due to the spirit of 
our race, and have been guided by the instinct of the American peo- 

le, which in all great crises has proved wiser than any reason- 
ing. This mighty movement westward, building up a nationand 
conquering a continent as it swept along, has not been the work 
of chance or accident. It was neither chance nor accident which 
brought us to the Pacific and which has now carried us across 
the great ocean even to the shores of Asia, to the very edge of the 
cradle of the Aryans, whence our far distant ancestors started on 
the march which has since girdled the world. 

Call up your own history as witness. It was not inevitable that 
we should take Louisiana. We could have remained shut up be- 
tween the Mississippi and the Atlantic and allowed another people 
to build the great city where New Orleansstands. But it was in- 
evitable, if we followed the true laws of our being, that we should 
be masters of the Mississi pi and spread from its mouth to its 
source, It was not inevitable that the union of States should en- 
dure. Had we so chosen we could have abandoned it, but if we had 
abandoned it we should have gone down to nothingness, a disin- 
tegrated chaos of republics. We determined that the Union 
should live, and then it was inevitable that it should come to what 
it is to-day. There was nothing inevitable about the Monroe doc- 
trine. We need never have asserted it, need never have main- 
tained it. Had we failed to do both we should have had Europe 
established all About us; we should have been forced to become a 
nation of great standing armies; our growth and power would 
have been choked and stifled. But we have declared and upheld 
it. We have insisted that all the world should heed it, and it 
is one of the signs of the times that in The Hague Convention 
we have obtained at last a formal recognition of it from all 
the nations of Europe. Yet the Monroe doctrine is far more 
than a proposition of international zaw which we have laid down. 
Millions of men are ready to fight for that doctrine who could 
not define its terms, and who have never read, perhaps, the fa- 
mous message which announced it. That is because the instinct 
of the people recognizes in that doctrine a great principle of na- 
tional life. Without clinging to it we should in constant 
pea our evolution would be retarded, our existence menaced. 

e European power which attempts to establish itself in new 
possessions in the Americas, whether on a little island or in a con- 
tinental state, from Patagonia to the Rio Grande, is our enemy. 
We are ready to fight upon that theme until our eyelids do no 
longer wag.” Is it because we want territory to the south of us? 
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Far from it. It is because we know by instinct that it is a law of 
our being, a principle of our national life, that no power from over 
seas s come into this hemisphere to thwart our policy or to 
cross our path. The Monroe doctrine, with all it implies, is in- 
evitable if we are to be true to the laws of our being. 

Like every great nation, we haye come more than once in our 
history to where the road of fate divided. Thus far we have never 
failed to take the right path. Again are we come to the parting 
of the ways. Again a momentous choice is offered tous. Shall 
we hesitate and make, in coward fashion, what Dante calls the 
great refusal?” Even now we can abandon the Monroe doctrine, 
we can reject the Pacific, we can shut ourselyes up between our 
oceans, as Switzerland isinclosed among her hills, and then it would 
be inevitable that we should sink out from among the great powers 
of the world and heap up riches that some stronger and bolder peo- 
ple, who do not fear their fate, might gather them. Or we may 

ollow the true laws of our being, laws in obedience to which 
we have come to be what we are, and then we shall stretch out 
into the Pacific; we shall stand in the front rank of the world 
powers: we shall give to our labor and our industry new and 
and better opportunities: we shall prosper ourselves; we 

shall benefit mankind. What we have done was inevitable 
because it was in accordance with the laws of our being as a 
nation, in the defiance and disregard of which lie ruin and retreat. 

I know well the objections which are made to this theory of 
national life. I have heard much criticism upon the word 
„inevitable“ as applied to our movement into the far East. Still 
more censure has been directed against our familiar phrase of 
„manifest destiny.” It has been intimated that it is the tyrant’s 
and the robber’s plea, the coward’s excuse, and the h Tite's 
yoran to say that these events which have taken pláce since 

898 were inevitable. Such criticism p on what seems to 
me a total misconception. I should be the last to deny the doc- 
trine of free will, but I believe most profoundly that when certain 
conditions are given, certain results are sure to come. I believe 
this because I believe in the reign of law. We stand like children 
on the seashore, knowing only the shells and the pebbles where 
we tread, understanding only the ripple of the waves breaking 
at our feet, while far away before us stretches the great ocean of 
knowledge, whose confines we can not see, and whose possessions 
we can only dimly guess. We catalogued the visible stars and 
then photographed the heavens, only to find far beyond the bodies 
which the most powerful telescopes can disclose myriads of stars 
and systems glimmering away into infinite space. What they are, 
what other worlds than ours there may be we do not know, but 
we have learned that they move in o ence tolaw. When sci- 
ence demonstrates its theories it tells us little more than that— 

The spangled heavens a shining frame, 
Their great original proclaim. 

The doctrine of the old theologians and schoolmen that the uni- 
verse was all made for man is no more vain and arrogant than 
the assertion that man is too insignificant to find placein the great 
system of universal law. The same laws which govern the move- 
ments of the uncounted stars in space, tint the wings of the 
moth so that his keen-eyed enemy can not distinguish him from 
the dead leaf or the roughened k, and paint the little sand 
spider so cunningly that unless he move his most virulent pur- 
surer would not know that he was not part of the glittering grains 
among which he hides. If we assume a system capable of regu- 
lating the stars in their courses, it must one equally able to 
color the moth or hide the spider. There must be a power which 
grasps the infinitely little as well as the infinitely great, for any 
other would be limited and finite. If we say with reverence, as 
the greatest of poets said, that we are in the care of Him who 
doth the ravens feed; yea, providently caters for the sparrow,” 
are we to suppose that nations alone are not subject to law? Are 
we to believe it = that the races of men go stumbling 
blindly through the centuries, the playthings of chance, the help- 
less victims of their own passions? = 

Science has revealed the immense antiquity of man, and has 
demonstrated that through eons of time the race has been mi- 
grating hither and thither, shifting and changing, developing 
civilizations which have perished off the face of the earth, leavin 
only dumb symbols carved on stone, or hardened bones whic 
the rock alone preserves, Yet were they always moving, these 
long-vanished people, always striving, always rising up or sinkin 
down in obedience to unknown, inexorable laws which governe 
alike their growth and their decay. There was a process of evo- 
a verned by law, which ruled them and their fate; that is 

we know. 

Then history takes up the wondrous tale and the whole effort of 
modern research is in the passionate demand that she reveal to us 
the laws which have ruled in the short period over which she 
holds sway. That there were laws we know, and very slowly, 
very dimly, we are beginning to discern what they were. We 
detect them in the migrations of tribes and races; wecan see their 
operations in the rise and fall of nations and empires. One peo- 


ple fades out of existence, another grows, and climbs, and inherits 
the earth. Very far removed as it is from an exact science, his- 
tory still teaches clearly enough that the evolution of nations 
depends u laws of their being, which, if obe lead in one 
direction, if disobeyed are ee by others which will carry the 
disobedient to a widely different fate. I believe, therefore, that 
men and nations are like all else in the universe the subjects of 
law; that if they obey the laws of their being and follow them 
rightly they will succeed; that if they violate these laws they fall 
eae of others equally powerful and go down to failure and 
ishonor. 

I do not believe that this nation was raised up for nothing. I 
do not believe that it is the creation of blind chance. 1 have faith 
that it has a great mission in the world—a mission of good, a mis- 
sion of freedom. I believe that it can live up to that mission; 
therefore I want to see it step forward boldly and take its place 
at the head of the nations. I wish to see it master of the Pacific. 
I would have it fulfill what I think is its manifest destiny if it is 
not false to the laws which governit. Iam not dreaming of a 
primrose path. I know well that in the past we have committed 
grievous mistakes and paid for them, done wrong and made heavy 
compensation for it, stumbled and fallen and suffered. But we 
have always risen, bruised and grimed sometimes, yet still we 
have risen stronger and more erect than ever, and the march has 
always been forward and onward. Onward and forward it will 
still be, despite stumblings and mistakes as before, while we are 
true to ourselves and obedient to the laws which have ruled our 
past and will still govern our future. But when we begin to dis- 
trust ourselves, to shrink from our own greatness, to shiver be- 
fore the responsibilities which come to us, to retreat in the face 
of doubts and difficulties, then indeed peril will be near at hand. 
I would have our great nation always able to say: 

It matters not how strait the gate, 
How with punishments the scroll, 

Iam the master of my fate, 
Iam the captain of my soul. 

I have unbounded faith and pride in my e I am proud 
of her past, and in that past I read her future. I do not read it 
in any vain or boastful temper, but with a spirit of reverence and 
gratitude for all that has gone, and with a very humble prayer 
that we may make the present and future worthy of the past, and 
that, in the old Latin words— - 

Sicut patribus sit Deus nobis. 


APPENDIX. 


A 

Section 2 of an_act approved October 81, 1803, to enable the 
President of the United States to take possession of the territories 
ceded by France to the United States by the treaty concluded at 
Paris on the 30th of April, 1803, and for the temporary govern- 
ment thereof: 

SEO. 2. And be it further enacted, That until the expiration of the present 
session of Congress, unless provision for the temporary government of said 
territories be sooner made by Congress, all the military, ¢ivil, and judicial 
powers exercised by the officers of the existing government of the same 
shall be vested in such person and persons, aud shall be exercised in such 
manner, as the President of the United States shall direct for maintaining 
and protecting the inhabitants of Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and religion. 

B. 


Part of section 2, of an act 1 cree March 3, 1819, to author- 
ize the President of the United States to take possession of East 
and West Florida, and establish a temporary government therein: 


SEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That until the end of the first session of 
the next Congress, provision for the temporary government of said 
territories be sooner made by Con; all the military, civil, and judicial 


person 1 an be exercised in 
such manner, as the President of the Uni States shall direct, for the main- 
taining the inhabitants of said territories in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and religion. 
Cc. 


Paragraph 3 of an act approved July 7, 1898, to provide for 
annexing the Hawaiian Islands to the United States: 


The existing laws of the United States relative to public lands shall not 
apply to such lands in the Hawaiian Islands; but the Congress of the United 
States shall enact special laws for their management and disposition: Pro- 
vided, That all revenue from or proceeds of the same, except as regards such 
part thereof as may be or en for the civil, military, or naval 
purposes of the United States, or may assigned for the use of the local 

overnment, shall be used solely for the benefit of the inhabitants of the 
waiian Islands for educational and other public purposes. 


D. 

The following two cablegrams from Major-General Otis and 
letter from General Lawton are on file at the War Department in 
regard to the assassination of General Luna: 

MANILA, June 13, 1899. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 
Washington: 
It is believed that the killing of Lieutenant-General Luna on the 8th instant, 


1900. 
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near San Isi 
sults not A 


* 


inaldo’s guard, will be attended with important re- 
9 U States interests. OTIS. 


MANILA, June 14, 1899. 


ADJUTANT-GENERAL, 

Washington: 

General Luna, killed 8th instant at Aguinaldo's headquarters, held supreme 
military command, was uncompromis: for continuation of war, influenced 
lower and robber classes, demanded confinement or death of all who should 
advise peace, and greatly feared by natives in country occupied by his 
on account of cruelties practiced. He dominated Aguinaldo and all insur- 
eat officers, civil and military. His death received with satisfaction by all 

uential Philippines. Orta. 


Also the following, from Lawton to MacArthur, May 18, which 
doubtless explains the occasion for the assassination: 


HEADQUARTERS FIRST DIVISION, EIGHTH ARMY CORPS, 
In the id, San Isidro, May 18, 1899. 


GENERAL MACARTHUR, San Fernando: 
Four commissioners, headed by Gen. Gregorio del Pilar, will go under escort 


to-morrow, via Malolos, to see General Ae rt Sar mea = from what I can 
understand, will not have definite results. inquiry with one of itsmem- 
bers, one of my staff officers reports that the former commission DaDo oE 
o to treat for peace has been by Luna. The latter ar 

Buencamino and ellas in Ca sent them to Talavera. 
er Moods of the army (five 

guinaldo fears Luna and is but nomi- 
Present commission no more power than to request sus- 

pension of hostilities for short time to call congressional assembly for further 
action. proposition from General Luna. Again, one of the commission 
reports that previous to the capture of Calumpit, Aguinaldo had given Pio 
del Pilar orders tomove from Antipolo tothe assistance of G: rio del Pilar at 


ea Pio did not comply with the order, deeming it inadvisable. Now 
it is said, Pio is on the road with 1,000 men to invade towns in the province of 
Bulucan. 
LAWTON, 
Major-General Volunteers. 


E. 


TABLES SHOWING OUR IMPORT AND EXPORT TRADE WITH CHINA AND HONG- 
KONG DURING EACH FISCAL YEAR FROM 1859 TO 1599, 


Following is a statement of the aporis andexports in our direct 
aca with China during each fiscal year from 1889 to 1899, in- 
clusive: 


Value of merchandise imported and exported by the United States in the trade with China during each fiscal year from 1889 to 1899, inclusive. 


Years ended June 30— 


8 

88883 

88828 
S8 


82 


4,799, 700 4,800, 460 


stata 
3288 
SE ge. 
BERGE 
28888 


— 


The following statistics show the annual value of our import and export trade with Hongkong during the fiscal years 1889-1899: 


Value of merchandise imported and exported by the United States in the trade with Hongkong during each fiscal year from 1889 to 1899, inclusive. 


Years ended June 30— 


E 


28882 888885 


83885 


28888 


During the delivery of Mr. LODGE'S s h, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. BEVERIDGE in the chair). 
The Senator from Massachusetts will suspend. The hour of 2 
o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfin- 
ished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 

urposes. 
8 r. FORAKER. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside without prejudice, that the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts may proceed. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks that 
the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is there objec- 


tion? The Chair hears none. The unfinished business is tempo- 
rarily laid aside, and the Senator from Massachusetts will proceed. 
After the conclusion of Mr. LODGE’S speech 
Mr. Proctor and Mr. TILLMAN addressed the Chair. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Vermont. 
Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, if the order of business can be 


Excess of 
ports and ores 
expo! imports. 
Dollars, Dollars. Dollars. 
3,686,384 | 5, 160, 650 2,206, 118 
4, 4,439,153 | 5.408, 898 3, 469, 408 
4. 4,768,697 | 5,831,972 4, 205, 422 
4. 4.804,09 5,657,372 4, 130; 726 
4. 4,216,602 5,004, 680 3, 838, 524 
4,391,132 4,400,977 | 5,381,914 8, 470, 040 
4,208, 128 4,200,847 | 5,108,858 3,317, 336 
4.244, 895 4,253,040] 5.020.518 3, 476, 564 
Brose 180 Sooo | Gasset] 11 
6, 233, 607 6,265,200} 7,011,717 5,518, 683 
5, 084, 088 6,047, 559 4,144,171 
ae 10, 211,799 5, 253, 251 


temporarily laid aside, I should like to read two letters from Army 


officers in the Philippines, which seem to come in very appro- 
priately in connection with the speech of the Senator from 
sachusetts. 

The first letter is from Col. L. W. V. Kennon, commanding the 
Thirty-fourth Regiment in Manila, Colonel Kennon is a very in- 
telligent officer; was for some years the special personal staff offi- 
cer of General Crook. Later he was in Central America, and he 
was one of General Brooke's staff officersin Cuba. No man in the 
Army is better acquainted with Spanish America, and he is in all 
respects a very able officer. A slight portion of the letter is per- 
sonal, but most of it isa statement of existing conditions there, 
which is interesting, and will give much valuable information: 


SAN JOSE, PHILIPPINE ISLANDS, December 22, 1899. 
My DEAR Mr. Procror: Since writing last, the Thirty-fourth Infantry 
has seen a great deal of very varied service, with but little fighting. As soon 
as we landed in Manila we were puton the south line of defenses; hardly were 
we acquainted with the ground inthat locality before we were detached and 
ordered to go with General Lawton's northern e tion. This gave mea 
brigade command until a senior officer arrived, but it was my fortune to 
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B e t 
was accom: ed. Then the General was ordered south, and I was left high 
and dry, stranded on the and practically without command. My bri- 
e co of two regiments regular try, two of volunteers. a 
„and a battery of artillery. There was no e 
this force asa body; our operations consisted principally in push- 
rs” along a line which gradually extended toa hundred miles in 
This line was defended against our advance by gg, Soa oe! con- 
structed intrenchments, but they were poorly defended. e insurgents 
confined themselves to firing from trenches, opening — us when we came 
in sight. A flanking party was at once sent around them, when they fled 
pitately, usually losinga few men at this time. Our losses in such actions 
were very light, We have not had asingle man killed in my regiment up to 
date, though a number have been wounded. 

All the Filipino army of the north, defending the town of Tarlac and the 
granary of the island, as this section is called, has melted away upon our 
advance. A fewscattered remnants are hiding in the mountains to which 
they fled for safety, believing that we could never reach even as far as this 
point of San Jose. Our work now is to guard the mountain passes and pur- 
sue these small bands. Aguinaldo and a few followers are fugitives. Noone 
can tell where he is. He may pass anywhere, for he has t facility in dis- 
guising himself. Asa Chinaman, I am told that Le bon Dien” couldn't rec- 
ognize him. I have searched through and even beyond my jurisdiction for 
him, but have succeeded in capturing only his orms, swords, etc., with 
four large boxes of his officialand private papers. Among the captured Prop. 
erty were also the golden and jeweled aureole, collar, and scepter which it 
is said he wore on state ions of ceremony; an American flag, sup- 
posed to have belonged to a launch of the Yorkt 


jon 
ig 


‘orktown. 
Hundreds of captured 8 and a few American prisoners have been 
liberated, but Aguinaldo himself we have not laid eyes on to our knowledge. 
Our extended movements havegiven usa idea of the country and its 

o away from Manila and a far better idea of the situation than we could 

ve obtained from an acquaintance with the tribe of Filipinos, which 
occupies the country about Manila, the Lagunda de Bahia, and as far north 


as Very many points have been made clear by a perusal of Agui- 
— the greater part, probably, of which, fell into my 

As you may be interested in getting a little first-hand information con- 
cerning the Philippines, I shall give you some of the facts I have found to 


exist and opinions I have formed since my arrival here. 

The coun’ is beautiful, exceedingly fertile, and, for a tropical climate, 
There are many opportunities for the investment of capital 
roducts. Cattle do well. 


transportation are poor, except for therailway between Manila and ee: 
„ the roads, and boats, either pad or 
poled, on the rivers. Light-draft stern-wheeled steamers on the main rivers 
would reach a large section and would pay well. Asteam or electric railway 
is needed to connect with the northern districts, which are rich, but unde- 
veloped. A road could be easily built and would yield large returns to the 
. There is magnificent water power on both sides of the mountains 
near the main pass. 
. popia are very mixed in type, and include, it is stated, as many as 
70 different tribes, speaking as many different or dialects. the 
pagal tribe, having 55 the richest portion of the country, near Manila, 
is most advanced. to § | favor, it has the most prestige. 
The whole tribe is but a small portion of the Philippine population, and is a 
sited tn tin AAT TAE AA trims Manta pore 
m e . Away from r 
of the mountains, the Igor- 
all the other 
er Chinese or re- 
icted to the use of clothing; either by male or female. 
that I have seen do not seem to be fierce in character, but rather of a 
harmless nature, who have been too poor to be either rob! or educated. 
So far as my observation goes, the Filipinos are in no way fitted for self- 
t. Without entering into the question of who should hold them 
strings until they are able to stand alone, I am convinced that to 
vernment at this time would be to deliver the country over 
anarchy, to hed. slavery, £o far as the vast mass of the people 
are concerned, and would be an unpardonable crime against civilization. 


Mr. President, as I am a little hoarse, I will ask the Senator 
from Indiana [Mr. BEvERmGE] to finish the reading. 
Mr. BEVER E read the remainder of the letter, as follows: 


A sufficient proof of their incapacity is the present insurrection, into which 
they were driven bya few ambitious leaders, whom they feared. I can give 
no adequate idea of an ignorant, timid, and superstitious people, whose 
evelopment has been arrested for centuries by a government which used 
them for its own profit, and converted them to anity for their more 
a and easier control. ion amounts to little more than crude 


some may have been 


but the few iron implements are of foreign mak 
ts are of w. cocoanut shells, rds, etc. A native 
eds. A wooden bowl 


1 put on the floor; the 
convey the food into 


1 have never seen any Filipino eat otherwise, and I have seen presidentes, 
“yoo men, etc., at their meals. They live now as their ancestors have 
or Ex Manila 


mung the intelligence of the leaders, there are few who will not bear witness 
to the dense, crass ignorance of the masses. They are more savage than any 
erica, but I believe them capable of pa develop- 
m Ordinarily they are simple minded, cheerful, and obedient 
—— at 12 years of age and the boys at 14, and after marriage schooling 
an end, 
The penis have been governed through presidentes of towns, who gave 


tribe I saw in Central Am 
ent. y they to anthor- 
piis Education is now difficult. As a school-teacher, a mestiza, told me. the 
at though they may retain an ability to write their names. A very 
large percentage can not even do 
men or cabezes, each of whom controlled from 100 to 150 


families; practically a military hierachy. They have been taught simply to 


obey orders without question. If men are wanted to work on roads, to carry 
burdens, or similar service, the cabeza orders them, and they work. If rice, 
cattle, carts, or timber are wanted, they are similarly ordered and brought. 
If men are wanted for soldiers, they go in the same way. They are hardly 
more cattle. Accustomed to o ence, it was an easy matter, once the 
native presidentes could be won over by interest or fear, to make a great 
showing of a popular move. The wealthier aud educated Tagals waxed 
haughty and resented Spanish rule. They planned an insurrection which 
was justified to the people by the conduct of the civil and religious repre- 
sentatives of the Government of Spain. I weuld not venture to say that this 
uprising was not fully justified. It proved a failure, and its leaders, Agui- 
naldo in lar, were bought off and for a sum of money agreed to leave 

. When Dewey's ee eo sailed the Filipino insurrection was 
y dead. With the probability of American success an rtunity 
arose which was shrewdly en advantage of by Aguinaldo and bought- 
off associates. 

I haye heard it said that the fact that Filipinos were at first our friends 
and became afterwards our enemies implied woeful mismanagement some- 
where. I do not believe this. The present war was inevitable. On the ith 
day of May, 1898, before the news of Dewey's victory had reached Hong- 
kong, Aguinaldo, Agoncillo, and a few others held a meeting in that city, in 
which the present war was 1 ey in case the government of the islands 
7 — not turned pore to them —— a as to ba noted ia 5 — the 
time in question they were not struggling 0 ut boug raitors, 

‘altions to their own personal ad- 


daily re} of their smallest movements were made by secret 
es of these reports, dating back to September, i: 


was established the Filipino o as presi- 
dent. War been “voted for“ by the the end of 
vague, indefinite documents, which clearly 


doing it. m the summer of when e spontaneously 
cheered the American liberai to February. Aguinaldo and his agents 
had managed to instil a feeling fear, and ke of Americans in 


the hearts of thousands of natives who 


thappealed tothe ambi- 
tion of leaders, and the people had not to be consulted; they were like sheep, 
and followed or were driven by their chiefs. It was with them no question 
of freedom or liberty; it was a mere question of obedience, So one of their 
captured generals told me, adding that such people were far, far from being 
capable of self-government. 

It should be understood that this is in no sense a war by the people nor for 
the le; nor was it in any way contemplated that a government of the 
People should be formed, but, as Aguinaldo said in one of his speeches, that 
*Filipinos should 1 their Filipino children.“ He was to be thé father. 
(This speech was delivered, by the way, on the 3d of August, 1808.) 

The insurrection has been widespread, though in truth the T is seem 
to be the only tribe really in earnest. The others have entered it through 
persuasion or coercion. It is not generally popular. As in Central America, 
the party which secures firearms dominates and controls the rest, who 
acquiesce and care not so long as they are left alone. If some one can A on 
the drop” on the existing government, there is a revolution and another 
takes charge. It is usually profitable, for the rulers . get wealthy 
if they can remain in power for a few years, for with them public office is the 
shortest road to wealth. 1 z ae 

The leaders make a tty plea for inde; ence, for liberty, for freed: 
and one well ealonlated to Tessh the Assartoas: heart. Until I came here an 
saw the actual existing conditions, I did not realize how much these words 
had influenced my opinion as to the righteousness of the cause in these 
islands. On paper: the insurgent cause is made to resemble our own early 
struggle for independence, but in fact there is no parallel. They paraphrase 
the words of our own patriots, but there the ends. The conditions 
are entirely different. We had men who voiced the aspirations and desires 
of a people who had! been free and who resisted an invasion and limita- 
tion of their cherished rights and liberties. The patriot fathers represented 
afree people. These goonie have never been free, and they know not what 
freedom is. Their self-constituted, but none the less ers talk of 
independence, freedom, liberty, but all this is not for the ple, but for 
the: ves, whom alone they represent. They are no doubt really sincere 
in their desire to govern the people. Their ideas of government are derived 
from Spain, and all the methods and lan; of the insurgent government 
are merely a legacy of Spanish rule. e constitution been a mere 

por, thout meaning or practical pnp bee Aguinaldo's govern- 
ment has, in point of fact, been a government of despotism, gouge blood, 
hich he bas controlled. And this, too, from the 
vT beginning. ose who refused to sign a declaration of all ce to 
and of war upon the Americans either fled the country for their lives or were 
killed pour encourager les autres.“ 


om E Pad 
y certainly! We hare 

the of our secret order. 

y deceived thereby, 
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them. The natural desire of a Filipino was to kill a prisoner as a matter of 
course, or rather not to take any; so Aguinaldo found it necessary to order 

ently that they should be well treated. He explains in his instructions 
that the possession of these prisoners is “his main reliance.” His idea was 
to communicate with Spanish diplomatic officials in Manila and treat with 
them for the surrender of the Spanish prisoners, thus securing a recognition 
z Spain of his government. In this way was explained this strange freak 

Aguinaldo’s to his subordinates. 


so greatly 
ine of the 


to join the American forces as volunteers to bring about peace. They donot 
want independence. They want security to marry and be given in marriage, 
and to raise families and rice with which to feed them. They all want pro- 
tection by some one powerful enough to 1 it, they hardly care whom. 
It Aguinaldo could have given „ Well and good; if not, and the 
Americans can, better. They want Americans; above all, they want protec- 
tion. That is characteristic. irae | are incapable of protecting themselves. 
These are not the characteristics of a free people nor of a people who deserve 
to be free. Theyare not ready for any but such freedom as may be accorded 
to them by a paternal government—the only kind now suited tothem. Their 
Pr = 5 son self-governmentis—nothing. o Indians of America are better 
or 

They need education of all kinds and in all directions. They need a strong 
hand to direct them, and will need it for many years to come. My belief is 
that our national duty is to lend that hand, and that their education should 
be begun at once. A thousand priests and ministers of assorted denomina- 
tions and 10,000 Yankee schoolmiatresses could find their mission in life right 
here among these le. They will respond picky to teaching, and, bar- 
ring the s, who have imbibed so much oi e sh pride and modes of 
thought, will soon learn to appreciate the sign cation of the words “ free- 
poa son “liberty,” which have heretofore fallen a mere unmeaning sound 
on their ears. 


With cordial regards to Mrs. Proctor and your daughter, I am, as always, 


SSE RON EAN L. W. V. KENNON 
Colonel Thirty-fourth Infantry, U. 8. V. 


Mr. PROCTOR. Mr. President, as showing that the Ameri- 
cans were not responsible for the outbreak a year ago in Febru- 
ary, Colonel Kennon incloses a part of the record of the town of 
Aliaga, which I will read. It is very brief, and is as follows: 


Literal translation of the sanction of the declaration of war against the United 
States by the township of Aliaga. 


ing in this country, the principal 
in the president's office, offering all their 
and to the honorable ot agonal A Pe. ent, Sr. Emilio A 


who does not join us will be regar his coun- 


ee following. 
teral translation from original. 


(Here follow signatures.) 
Colonel Kennon adds this note: 


RA temp se te points noticed in this document there may be men- 
tioned the date, wing that the Filipino leaders had resolved on war before 
the outbreak in February 


This statement being dated the 9th of January, 1899— 


the vagueness of the charge against the United States: the action taken in 
obedience to notification received, and the threat to those who do not join 
them. It may be added that each principal orders at will all the people of 


his ward. Under his orders they render personal service, or deliver up their 
oer such as oxen, carts, or provisions. The Filipinoarmy was supplied 


lyin that way. Many orders are in my possession on different towns 
for service of this character. No native dare refuse to give, even if it be his 
last pound of rice. 1. W. V. K 


DEATH OF REPRESENTATIVE HARMER. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowNING, its Chief Clerk, communicated to the Senate the in- 
telligence of the death of Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, late a Repre- 
sentative from the State of Pennsylvania, and transmitted the 
resolutions of the House thereon. 

The message also announced the appointment by the Speaker 
of the House of Representatives of a committee on the part of the 
House to take charge of the funeral arrangements. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania allow me 
to make a brief explanation? 

Mr. PENROSE. I should like to have the resolutions from the 
House of Representatives, in relation to the death of my late col- 
league in the House, laid before the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishall only occupy a minute, or half a minute. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Penn- 
sylvania yield to the tor from South Carolina? 

Mr. PENROSE. I yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, owing to the fact that the 
junior Senator from Massachusetts Mr. LopGE] requested that 
no interruptions should be made during the course of his speech, 
those of us who were 3 to controvert his arguments and 
also to dispute some of his statements were not allowed an oppor- 
tunity to do so; and now that a condition has arisen requiring the 
announcement of the death of a late Representative from the State 
of Pennsylvania, of course debate can not continue. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask the Chair to lay before the Senate the 
resolutions which have just been received from the House of Rep- 
resentatives. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the 
Senate the resolutions from the House of Representatives, which 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, March 7, 1900. 
Resolved, That the House has heard with a regret and profound sorrow 
of the death of the Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, for twenty-seven years a reie 
resentative from the State of Pennsylvania, and the senior member of 
House in time of continuous service. 

Resolved, That a committee of fifteen members of the House, with such 
members of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral 
at Philadelphia, Pa., and that the necessary expenses attending the execution 
of this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, That the Sergeant-at-Arms of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 

The Speaker announced (the ap tment of Mr. BINGHAM, Mr. ADAMS, 
Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvy: Mr. McALEER, Mr. DALZELL, Mr. WANG ER, 
Mr. BROSIUS, Mr. BUTLER, Mr. McCLeary, Mr. KETCHAM, Mr. Basco: 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. CATCHINGS, Mr. TERRY, and Mr. FITZGERALD of 
Massachusetts as members of said committee on the part of the House. 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, in consequence of the an- 
nouncement which has just been made of the action of the House 
of Representatives upon the death of my late colleague in that 
body, Mr. Harmer, I submit the resolutions which I send to the 
desk, and ask unanimous consent for their immediate consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania submits resolutions which will be read. 

The Secretary read the resolutions, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Senate has heard with vagy sensibility the announce- 
ment of the death of Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, late a Representative from 

the State of Pennsylvania. 
Resolved, That a committee of five Senators posppomsed by the President 
ro tempore to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of 
resentatives to take order for superintending the funeral of the doceased. 
tesolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 

of Representatives. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Under the second resolution 
the Chair appoints as the committee on the part of the Senate 
Mr. PENROSE, Mr. Mason, Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. SULLIVAN, and 
Mr. SCOTT. 

Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, as a further mark of respect to 
the memory of my deceased colleague in the House of Represent- 
atives, I move that the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was unanimously agreed to; and (at 8 o'clock and 
48 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until. to-morrow, Thurs- 
day, March 8, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


\ 


2634 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. MARCE 7, 
HOURS OF SUPE or often as aay of sit notes shalt be redeomed from suid fund ie shall bo the 


WEDNESDAY, March 7, 1900. 
8 The Honno met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 


5 The “Chaplain, Rey. HENRY N. CouDeN, D. D., offered the fol- 
owing er: 

Wet Thee, Almighty God, our Heavenly Father, for that 
deep, persistent, and ever-abiding faith in Thee which, through 
all the varied circumstances of life, holds us close to Thee anå 
makes the whole world akin. For as we have many members in 
one body, and all members have not the same office, so we, being 
many, are one body in Christ, and every one members one of 
er,” so that when one member suffers the whole body suffers 


with it. 
For a third time since the 1 8 of Congress, death has 
entered this Congressional fami en away one of its mem- 


and 
bers, who, b 2e „ faithful, efficient, and patriotic 
service, has rightly st; ia “the Father of the House.” 

Let Thy “blessing descen n these Thy servants, and com- 
fort them i in the blessed odg t that death, which comes to all 
from a loving Father, must be a good thing, a and help them to 
emulateall that was pureand noble in him. t Thy loving arms 
abont the widow and his children, and give them all that peace 
which comes gently down from heaven to comfort the afflicted, 
and help us all to look forward in faith to Thee— 


That God, which ever lives and loves, 
One God, one law, one element, 
And one “far-off, Divine event, 

To which the whole creation moves. 


And Thine shall be the praise; in the name of Christ. Amen. 
Lond nit of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 
prov 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH VS. ROBBINS. 


Mr, MANN. I ask unanimous consent that the order of the 
House with reference to the debate and vote in the Aldrich- 
Robbins contested-election case be changed so as to substitute 
to-morrow in pes of to-day. 

5 ETT. Mr. Speaker, I hope that request will be 
granted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] asks 
unanimous consent that the order for the treatment of the case of 
Aldrich vs. Robbins be canceled for to-day and made operative 
for to-morrow. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I submit the following priv- 


il report. 
0 SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVER 

STREET] submits a AET e report, which the Clerk will read. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Speaker, I ask that the reading of 
the conference report be dispensed with and that the statement of 
the House conferees on the bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the stand- 
ard of value, maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States, and for other purposes, be read in- 


The statement of the House conferees was read. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the report and 
rors be printed in the Record and lie upon the Speaker's | dooce 
table. 

The SPEAKER. That order will be made. 

z conference report is as follows: 


e managers on the part of the House of tlie conference on the disagree- 
ng votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill 
(it R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of all 
orms of money issued or coined by the United States, and for other — 
poses, submit the following written statement in explanation of the 
of the 8 agreed upon and recommended in the accompanying 833 
T 
e conference committee have agreed 3 a substitute for the bill as 
passed by the House and amended by the Senate 
Unders an hogy of the Senate, February 23, 1900, and of the House, March 
there has been printed, for the information of the Senate and House of 
esentatives and of the public, the bill as passed if Hany House, the amend- 
ments of the Senate, and the substitute agreed upon by the conference com- 
mittee for both the House and Senate measures. 
The substitute agreed upon and recommended by the conference committee 


is in full as follows: 
That the dollar consisting of 25.8 grains of poa 0.9 fine, as established b; by 
section m of the Revised Statutes of the United States, shall be the stan 
ard unit of value, and all forms of money issued or coined by the United States 
shall be maintained at a parity of value with this pene „and it shall be the 
duty of the Secretary of the ury to maintain such pari he § 

Sec. 2. That United States no and Treasury notes under the act 
of J my 14, 83 when 3 tothe Treasury for redemption, shall be re- 
deemed the standard fixed in the first section of this act, and 


in e E tome secure Pe tho prompt and certain redemption of such notes as herein 
e * 55 ye the Secretary of the Tn to set apart in 
of $150,000,000 in gold coin 


rovided it shall be 
Treasu: 


Ty a reserve fund bullion, which 


duty of the Secretary of the . 
store and maintain such reserve fund in the manner following, to wi i: Fiat, 

2 exchanging the notes so redeemed for an gold coinin the general fu 

the Treasury; second, by accepting de of gold coin at 
or at any subtreasury in e Pela for the United States notes so redeem 

third, — 5 procuring gold coin by she use use oe! said notes, in accordance with the 
ons of section auans the tutes of the United States. If the 
Recretary of of the Treasury is unable to anpa and tain t ld coin in 
the reserve fund by the foregoin 3 and the amount of such gold 
coin and bullion in said fund s 1 0g fall below $100, on, 000, then it 
shall his duty to restore the Wee maximum sum of $150, 000,000 
by borrowing money on the credit of the United States, opie for the debt thus 
incurred to issue and sell —— or red bonds of the United States, 
in such form as he may prescribe, in denominations of $50 or any multiple 
thereof, bearing interes 5 the rate cf not exceeding 3 per cent per annum 
Begins quarterly. such bonds to be w ble at the pleasure of the United 
tates after one year from the date of their issue, and to be payable, princi- 
yal and interest, in eae coin of the present stan standard rai. and to be exempt 
rom the prum all taxes or duties of the United States, as well aş from 
taxation form by or under State, munici or local authority; and 
the gold coin eee rom the sale of said bonds shall first be covered into 
the general fund of the Treasury and then e in the manner herein- 
before provided, for an equal amount of the notes redeemed and held for ex- 
change, and the efor gold, or of the Treasury ma discretion, use said 
notes in exchange for gold ot to 2 or eem any bonds of the United 
States, or for any other la the public interests may require, ex- 
cept Seat moe yf shall not ioe — to meet deficiencies in the current revenues. 
That tates notes when redeemed in 8 with tho visions 


of this seckion shall be reissued, but shall be held in the reserve d until 
exchanged for eect a se n pe po and the gold coin and bullion in the 

reserve fund, to e redeemed notes held for use ra aea in 
kg section, 


Ars 8 7 — phe ~ Lapa pr sum of $150, 
SEC. 3. That nothing contained in this act shall be construed to affect the 
legai-tender quality as now ed’ by thet z — of the silver dollar, or of any 
other money coined or issu Aad the Un tea — States. 

Sec. 4. That there be establis mag Fee ent, as a Wide! of 
the office of the Treasurer of thet United States, ions to be d 
and known as the division of issue and the division of pi, ret Aen to znatod 
shall be assigned, respectively, under such regulations as the Secretary of the 
Treasury may approve, all records and accounts relating to the issue and re- 
demption of United e certificates, silver certificates, and — 
rency certificates. There shall be transferred from the accounts of the 
eral fund - the Treasury of the United States, and taken up on the boo! of 
raid di ms, respectively, accounts relating to the reserve fund for the re- 
demption of f United Stakes notes: and Treasury no the gold coin held 
outstanding gold certificates, the United States notes held outstand- 
ing currency certificates, and the silver dollars 8 Snes outstanding silver 
certificates, and each of the funds represented by these accounts si be 
used for the redemption of 1 notes and ce cates for which they are 
respectively pledged, and shall be used for no other purpose, the same being 
held as trust fun 

Sec. 5. That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of the Treasury, as fast 
as standard silver dollars are coined under the ee of the acts of Ju 
14, 1890, and June 13, 1898. from bullion ee under the act of July 1. 
1890, to retire and cancel an equal amount of Treasu 
ceived into the Treasury, either by exchan 
sions of this act or in the 9. 
tion of 
dollars so coin 


notes whenever re- 
in acco; ce with the provi- 
y course o . sna upon the cancella- 
ary notes silver certificates shall be issued against the silver 


rected to receive de 


treasurer of the Uni a States in sums of not less than and to issue gold 
certificates therefor in denominations of not less than $20, and the coin so de- 
posited shall be retained in the and held ee the persone of such 


certificates on demand, and used for no 


Such certificates shall 
be receivable for customs, tax 2 and all public dues. 
: Provided, T 


neces when so received 
nking association may be 


Goma further, That the 


te 10 per ge 
— ings of the Seoretary of 
the Treasury, ma: 


certificates of higher denomination ae $10, except as herein rovided, shall, 
whenever received at the and canceled, 
and certificates of denominations oi 10 or less shall be substituted therefor, 
and after such substitution, in 8 —— aa in PE eked a like volume of United 
States notes of less denomination tha: from time to time be retired 
and canceled, and notesof — arrr $10 and upward shall be reissued 
in 1 therefor, with like qualities and restrictions as those retired 
an 

SEO. 8. That the 3 of the Treasury is hereby authorized to use, at 
his discretion, any silver bullion in the Treasury of the United States pur- 
chased under the act of J uly 14, 1890, for coinage itoi such denominations of 
subsidiary silver coin as may be necessary to meet the public requirements 
for such coin: Provided, That the W o of e silver coin outstand- 
ing shall not at any. timo exceed in th et 000,000. Whenever any, 

silver bullion purchased under the act tof nig 4, 1890, shall be used in the 
coinage of subsidiary silver coin, an amount of mury notes issued under 
said act equal to the cost of the ‘bullion contained in such coin shall be can- 
celed and not reissued. 

Sec. 9. That the Secretary of the Treas pany is hereby authorized and di- 
rected to cause all worn and uncurrent subsidiary Mren coin of the United 
States now in the Treasury, and hereafter received, to recoined, and to 
reimburse the Treasurer of the United States for the difference between the 
nominal or face value of such coin and the amount the same will produce in 
new coin from any 1 the Treasury not otherwise appropriated. 


Sec. 10. That section 5138 of the Revised Statutes is hereby amended so as 
to read as follows: 
“Sec, 5138. No association shall be organized with a less capital than 


$100,000, except that banks with a capital of not less than $50,000 may, with the 
approval of the Secretary of the 7 5 — be o. in any place the 
88 of which does not exceed 6,000 inhabitants, and except that 
with a capital of not less than 000 may, with the sanction of the Secre 
of the ppt be organized in any glace the population of which does not 
exceed 3,000 bitants. No association shall be 1 in a cit: hapon 
ulation of which exceeds 50,000 persons with a capital of less than Sn Ke 
Sec. 11. That the Secretary of the Treasury is hereby authorize re- 
ceive at the any of the outstan bonds of the United States bear- 
ing interest at 5 per Sorpa annum, payable February 1, 190t, and any bonds 
of the United States bearing interest at 4 per cent — annum, payable July 
1, 1907, and any bonds of the United States bearing interest at 3 p cent per 
annum, payable August- 1, 1908. and to issue in exchange therefor an equal 
amount of coupon or registered bonds of the United States in such form as 
he may prescribe, in denominations of $50 or any multiple thereof, bearing 
interest at the rate of 2 per cent per annum, 
to be payable at the pleasure of the United States thi 
the date of their issue, and said bonds to be payable, principal an 
in gold coin of the present standard Mog tees 
ment of all taxes or duties of the United States, as well as from taxation 
any form by or under State, municipal, or local authority: Provided, Tha 
such 8 bonds may be received in exchange at a valuation not 
greater than their present worth to yield an income of 2 pe: 
and in consideration of the reduction of interest eff 


ynei 3 bonds 


ears from 
interest, 


erwise 
resent 


the bonds so de 2 ng 

ds on Ne for the haying let circulating notes, and upon which an 
amount of circulating notes has been issued less than the par value of the 
bonds, shall be entitled, upon due ages to the Comptroller of the Cur- 
rency, to receive additional circula g notes in blank to an amount which 
will increase the circulating notes held by such association to the par value 
of the bonds deposited, such additional notes to be held and treated in the 
same way as a Acre notes of national banki ations heretofore 
issued; and subject to all the provisions of law affecting such notes: Provided, 
That nothing herein contained shall be construed to modify or repeal the pro- 
visions of section 5167 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, authoriz- 
ing the Comptroller of the Currency to require additional deposits of bonds 
or of lawful money in case the market value of the bonds held to secure the 
circulating notes shall fall below the par value of the ulating notes out- 
standing for which such bonds may be d ted as security: And provided 
Further. That the circulating notes furnished to national banking associations 
under the provisions of this act shall be of the denominations Fen by 
law, except that no national banking association shall, after the passage of 
this act, be entitled to receive from the Comptroller of the Currency, or to 
issue or reissue or pack in circulation, more than one-third in amount of its 
circulating notes of the denomination of $5: And provided further, That the 
total amount of such notes issued to any such tion may equal at any 
time but shall not exceed the amount at such time of its capital stock actually 
paid in: And provided further, That under regulations to be prescribed b 
the Secretary of the asury any nati banking association may substi. 
tute the 2 per cent bonds issued under the provisions of this act for any of 
the bonds deposited with the Treasurer to secure circulation or to secure 
ei Fe of public money; and so much of an act entitled An act to enable 
national banking associations to extend their co: te existence, and for 
other purposes,“ approved J ay. 12, 1882, as prohibits any national 
which makes any deposit of lawful money in order to withdraw its circulat- 
ing notes from receiving any increase of its circulation for the period of six 
months from the time it made such deposit of lawful money for the purpose 
aforesaid, is hereby repealed, and all other acts or parts of acts inconsistent 
with the provisions of this section are hereby re ed. 

Sec. 13. That every national banking association having on deposit, as 
provided by law, bonds of the United States bearing interest at the rate of 2 
per cent per annum, issued under the provisions of this act, to secure its 
circulating notes, shall Py to the Treasurer of the United States, in the 
months of January and July, a tax of one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year 
upon the average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are based upon 
the deposit of said 2 per cent bonds; and such taxes shall be in lieu of exis 
ee Fas its notes in circulation imposed by section 3214 of the Re 

tatu 

Sec. 14. That the provisions of this act are not intended to preclude the 
accomplishment of international bimetallism whenever conditions shall make 
it expedient and practicable to secure the same by concurrent action of the 
leading commercial nations of the world and at a ratio which insure 
permanence of relative value between gold and silver. 

Amend the title so as to read: An act to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the ty of all forms of 5 or coined by the 
United States, to refund the public debt, and for other Gen * 

JESSE STREET, 
M. BROSIUS, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


The statement of the House conferees is as follows: 


The effect of the conference agroement isa bill along similar lines adopted 

in the original House bill, with the exception that the plan for the refundin 

of the public debt, agreed to by the Senate, has been accepted as a part o 

the bill submitted by the conference committee. The bill as herewith sum- 

aia pd the same arrangement as to subjects as found in the original 
ouse Dill, 

The first change from the House biil is in phraseology and arrangement of 
section l. While the House bill originally confined the first section to the 
definition of the standard of value, the new section embodies with the defi- 
nition the declaration for the maintenance of parity of all forms of money 


to be exempt from the ag’ Al 
t 


e e nds. The provision 
conformity with the gold stand - 


vision 
to section 2 of the bill 


ge the reserve fund is 1 ely to the redemption of 
wisi 

United States notes and Treasury notes, and the provisions for maintaining 
said reserve fund are modified by g poenom that such fund ma; 
be replenished by exchange of redeemed notes for gold from the general fun 
of the Treasury, or by exchange for gold under section 3700, Revised Statutes. 
A further change in this same section permits the use of United States notes, 
when redeemed, for the purchase or redemption of any bonds of the United 
States, or for any other lawful purpose the publicinterest may require, except 
that they shall not be used to meet deficiencies in the current revenues. 

The next change is in the phraseology of section g; of the House bill, which 
is made section 4 of the new bill, relative to divisions of issue and redemption, 
which „5 direct the use of the funds pledged for the a paate 
tion of outstandingnotes and certificates to the sole purpose of such redemp- 
tion, said funds being held as trust funds. 

The next cuango is the acceptance of the section in the Senate bill, be 
section 5 of the bill herewith submitted, providing for the retirement an: 
cancellation of United States Treasury notes whenever received into the 


change being a limitation of issue of sub- 

of an unlimited issue permittea by the re- 

pa of the present statute, as was originally provided for in section 6 of the 
ouse bill. 

The next change is in section 7, which is also section 7 of the bill agreed 
upon. The original House bill provided for the issue of United States notes 
in such denominations, not less $1, as the Secretary of the Treasury 
might prescribe, and the issue of silver certificates in denominations only of 
$1, $2, and $5, and the reconversion of silver certificates of denominations 
above $5 into lower denominations. These provisions are so changed that 
silver certificates be issued in denominations of $10 and under, except 
that not exceeding in the aggre 10 per cent of the total volume of sil- 
ver certificates may be issue enominations of $20, $50, and $100. All sil- 
ver certificates of denominations higher than $10, except the proviso con- 
cerning 10 per cent of the segregate of certificates, shall, when received 
at the por cei be retired and canceled, and certificates of denominations 
of $10 or less shall be substituted therefor, and alike volume of United States 
notes of less denomination than $10 shall be retired and canceled and notes of 
denominations of $10 and upward reissued in substitution therefor. 

The next change is the dropping out of sections 8.and 9 of the House bill. 
These two sections of the House made provision for the increase of bank- 
note circulation to the = value of the bonds deposited. not exceeding, how- 
ever, the amount of the capital stock paid in, this principle haying been 
em in section 12 of the bill agreed upon. 

The next change is the Groping out of section 10 of the House bill, which 
provided for the taxation of franchises of national banks and the repeal of 
the statute im a tax upon bank-note circulation. . 

The next change is in section 11 of the House bill, whereby the limit of 
population in a place where a national bank of $25,000 sapa stock may be 
8 is fixed at 3,000 inhabitants, instead of 2,000 inhabitants, as speci- 
fied by the House bill. This section becomes section 10 of the bill agreed upon. 

Sections 11, 12, and 13 of the bill agreed upon make provision for the re- 
funding of the 5 per cent bonds of 14, the 4 per cent bonds of 1907, and the 
3 per cent bonds of 1908 into 2 per cent gold-bearing bonds. Permission is 
thereby given to all national banks i ge gs ann any bonds of the above-men- 
tioned classes for the 2 per cent bonds to increase their note circulation to 
the par value of the bonds, not in excess, however, of the capital stock paid 
in, and provides, further, that in case of such excha the tax upon the bank- 
note circulation of such banks shall be one-fourth of 1 per cent each half year 
upon the average amount of such of its notes in circulation as are upon 


the deposit of said 2 per cent bonds. 
m provides that this act is not intended 


Section Mof the bill agreed u 
55 5 the accomplishment of international bimetallism whenever con- 
i 


itions shall make it expedient and practicable to secure the same by con- 
current action of the leading commercial nations of the world and at a ratio 
which shall insure the permanence of relative value between gold and sil- 
ver.” This section has no legislative effect different from éxisting law, and 
is merely declaratory that any future effort in that direction shall not be 
foreclosed by the enactment of this act. 
The title of the bill remains the same as the title of the House bill, except 
that the words to refund the public debt” are made a part of the title. 


Mr. McRAE, Mr. Speaker, I wish to ask the gentleman from 
Indiana how much time is likely to be allowed for the discussion 
of this bill? 

Mr. SWANSON. And when is it to be taken up? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That is a matter to be determined. I, on 
my part, have had exceedingly little demand for time. 

Mr. MCRAE. When does the gentleman expect to call it up? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That will depend upon the pleasure of 
the House, but I will say to the gentleman that it will be as soon 
as possible. Ishould very much like to have it disposed of to- 


morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Surely the gentleman will not call it up 
without notice. There is a contested-election case set down for 
ee: The gentleman would not call it up without some 
notice. 
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Mr. OVERSTREET, Iwill be very frank with the gentleman 
and ar that I should like to dispose of it to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But there is an election contest fixed for 
to-morrow already? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not intend to ask that the consider- 
ation of the conference report take the place of the special order 
which the House has already made. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then there is another contested-election 
case to follow this. I should like to know whether the gentleman 
intends to displace that one, or whether he will wait until both 
are voted upon. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say that if I should call it up to- 
morrow, it would be immediately after the disposition of the 


pending contested-election case, which has had the attention of |- 


the House now for two or three days. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The 8 must understand that we 
desire some time to debate the conference report, and we shall 
insist upon it. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Howmuch time does the gentleman think 
that side would desire? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At least four gentlemen have asked me 
for time to debate it, and it would take some time for those gen- 
tlemen to be heard. ; 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman that there is 
nothing newin the measure, excepting the proposition for the 
refunding of the public debt. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, you have some other new matters 
init. You have a bimetallic provision in it, I am sure, that was 
not in the bill when it passed this House, and that certainly 
raises s very broad question. 

Mr. OVERSTR T. That, I will say, has so little in it that 
I imagine there will be say little desire for discussion of it, 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman concedes that that is un- 
important, then. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Isay to you very frankly that I think it 
is of et? little importance. 

Mr. RICHAR IN. Well, we want to show that by the dis- 
cussion. But that is by the way. We should like to have at least 
four hours on this side. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman that inas- 

much as full discussion was had before, and as there is not a 

t deal of new matter, I feel that very little time is necessary 

or further discussion. I should very much like to dispose of it 
to-morrow. : 

Mr. MCRAE. I wish to ask the gentleman from Indiana for 
an opportunity to occupy some time on this bill. I was not pres- 
ent, on account of sickness, and not able to discuss the bill when 
it passed the House, and desire to do so when the report of the 


conferees is presented. 
Mr. OVERSTREET, I do not hear the gentleman from Ar- 


Mr. McRAE. I wanted to ask the gentleman for an oppor- 
tunity to discuss the bill. I was not able, when it was before the 
House, to take part in the discussion, and while I have been 

ted leave to print, I have not yet availed myself of that privi- 
bzo and very much prefer to say what [have prepared before the 
report is voted upon. I would like to discuss this report, and was 
promised by the Democratic conferee on the part of the House 
such time as he could secure for me. As he is absent on account 
of sickness, I wish to appeal to the gentleman from Indiana to 

ive me at least thirty minutes on the bill. Some of the data I 

ve prepared I will print as an appendix under the former leave 
granted me, aes 1 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I was notinsisting this morn- 
ing on fix ing any particular limit to the discussion or when a vote 
shall be taken; but simply desired to bring the matter before the 
House, with the understanding that at the earliest ible mo- 
ment I would like to dispose of it. I have stated already that I 
should be glad, if possible, to take it up to-morrow immediately 
after the election case, but will not ask the House now to fix any 
time or say absolutely that it will be considered to-morrow. I 
will confer with gentlemen on the other side later in the day, with 
the hope that some satisfactory arrangement may be arrived at, 
always with the understanding that no prolonged delay in the con- 
sideration of the bill will be had. 

Mr.RICHARDSON. The gentleman will understand, of course, 
that the conferee representing this side of the House has been ill 
ever since the bill went into conference, and is now absent at a 
health resort, and it puts us at considerable disadvantage in com- 
ing to an agreement. We hope the gentleman will therefore give 
sufficient time in order that the question may be fully discussed 
5 this side of the House. We want at least four hours on our 
side, 

Mr. OVERSTREET, Mr. Speaker, I can not promise now that 
such a length of time will be given. 


MAROH 7, 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, we willinsist upon that and ask the 
House to give it to us. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I just wanted to have the matter brought 
up before the House and let it lie upon the Speaker’s table for the 
resent. The question of the length of time to be allowed for the 
iscussion will come up hereafter. 


DEATH OF HON. ALFRED C. HARMER, 


Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, it is more than a sad duty, and 
certainly most painful to me, personally, to announce to the House 
the decease of my esteemed and loved colleague, the Hon. ALFRED 
S late a member of Congress from the State of Penn- 
Sylvania. 

He was recognized, as of right, the Father of the House,“ by 
reason of long: continued service, and not only that, but was also 
esteemed the father of the House, because of the affection and 

igh regard that the members cf this body held for him. 

t is not my purpose at this time to make any extended remarks, 
but I would feel that I was doing far less than my affection calls 
for if I did not say a few words in tribute to the deceased. 

ALFRED C. HARMER was born in 1825 in Germantown, now a 
part of the city of Philadelphia. From his twenty-first year he 
commenced his public service as a representative of his people, 
and until the day of his death; with but few years of intermission, 
he continued their representative, either in the councils of the 
city, in offices of trust, or as a member of this body. 

He died in the same community in which he was born and among 
the people who, for more than half a century, loved and honored 
him personally and held him in such high esteem and confidence 
that only death could sever their close relations. 

He was one of a marked group of four men whom the city of 
Philadelphia sent to the American Congress, men most exceptional 
in their usefulness and years of service to the people of their own 
home constituencies, as well as to their State and the nation. 

I desire, before offering the resolutions which I shall send to the 
Clerk’s desk, to grbup together the names of those four members 
whose record to-day belongs to the whole country and for whose 
memory the people of Philadelphia have especial affection: Judge 
W. D. Kelley, who was elected to 15 Congresses and who served 
twenty-nine years; Mr. Charles ONeill, who also was elected to 
15 Congresses and served twenty-nine years; Mr. Samuel J. Ran- 
dall, who was elected to 14 Congresses and served twenty-seven 
years; and our colleague just deceased, Mr. A. C. HARMER, who 
likewise was elected to 14 Congresses and served twenty-seven 
years; in all, one hundred and twelve years of service given by 
those four distinguished dead—a record unparalleled in the his- 
tory of the country. 

At a later date I shall ask the House to assign a day for memorial 
services in honor of our dead colleague. I offer the resolutions 
which I now send to the Clerk's desk. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 5 

Resolved, That the House has heard with deep regret and profound sor- 
row of the death of the Hon. ALFRED C. HARMER, for twenty-seven years a 
Representative from the State of Pennsylvania, and the senior member of 
this House in time of continuous service. 

solved, That a committee of 15 members of the House, with such mem- 
bers of the Senate as may be joined, be appointed to attend the funeral at 
Philadelphia, and that the n expenses attending the execution of 
this order be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. 

Resolved, t the Sergeant-at- of the House be authorized and di- 
rected to take such steps as may be necessary for properly carrying out the 
provisions of this resolution. 

Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to the Senate and 
transmit a copy thereof to the family of the deceased. 


The resolutions were unanimously agreed to. 

The SPEAKER announced the appointment of the following 
committee in pursuance of the resolutions just adopted: 

Mr. Bincuam, Mr. Apams, Mr. Youne of Pennsylvania, Mr. 
MCALEER, Mr. DALZELL, Mr. Brostus, Mr.W ANGER, Mr. BUTLER, 
Mr. KETCHAM, Mr. MoCieary, Mr. Bascock, Mr. RICHARDSON, 
ae Mr. Terry, and Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachu- 
se 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Speaker, as a further mark of respect to 
our deceased colleague, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 12 o’clock and 
28 minutes p. m.), the House adjourned, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
te abe and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 793) providing for the ad- 
justment of the swamp-land grant to the State of Wisconsin, and 
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for other purposes, soportea, thesame without amendment, accom- 
pee by a report (No. 548); which said bill and report were re- 
5 to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 

nion. : ö 

Mr. KNOX, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 222) to provide a govern- 
ment for the Territory of Hawaii, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report ( No, 549); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union, 


— 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole House, 
as follows: 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3129) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry McMillen, reported same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 546); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. KINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7479) for 
the relief of John A. Narjes, of W , D. C., reported the 
same without amendment, accom by a report (No. 547); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII. committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9210) to remove the charge of desertion and grant 
an honorable discharge to John Leisure—Committee on War 
1 discharged, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

A bill (H. R. 9180) granting an increase of pension to Nathaniel 
L. Colson—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
1 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 
By Mr. EDDY: A bill (H. R. 9244) extending the provisions of 
section 2301 of the Revised Statutes of the United States to home- 


stead settlers on the ceded Indian reservation in Minnesota—to Pensi 


the Committee on the Public Lands. . ; 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9245) to segregate from 
Pablo lands certain tracts on which are situated ancient houses 
and ruins and to provide protection for these—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 9246) for improvement 
of Missouri River at Overton, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9247) for improvement of Osage River in 
Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9248) for the improvement of the Missouri 
pees in Callaway County, Mo.—to the Committee on Riversand 
. Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9249) for improvement of Gasconade River 
in Missouri—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
zne following titles were introđuced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9250) for the relief 
of Milton Crawford—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. BROWN: A bill (H. R. 9251) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Edward Furgison—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9252) to remove the charge of desertion and 
disloyalty from the military record of Joseph Shuman—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9253) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Arthur B. S , late a private of Com- 
pany B, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry—to the Com- 
mittee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BAILEY of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 9254) for 


the relief of the heirs of James C. Lipscomb—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 


Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 9255) granting a pension to Mrs. 
Mason Pose 


8 the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 9256) for the relief of the estate of 
Mrs. E. M. Booker, deceased, late of Columbia, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9257) for the relief of the estate of N. E. Per- 
kins, deceased, late of Williamson County, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9258) for the relief of the trustees of the 
Cumberland Presbyterian Church, of Pulaski, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9259) for the relief of W. S. Reid, adminis- 
trator of Mrs. F. M. Harris, deceased, late of Franklin, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9260) for the relief of H. J. Brewer, of Wayne 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Cluims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9261) for the relief of F. M. Fitzgerald, ad- 
ministrator of the estate of John Chandler, deceased, late of Maury 
County, Tenn.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9262) for the relief of Alexander Bennett—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9263) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of John Jones—to the Committee on Military 


By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 9264) grant- 
ing a pension to Napoleon B. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9265) for the relief of Elida J. Davis, widow 
of Capt, Freeman Davis, deceased—to the Committee on Military 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9266) granting an increase of pension to 
James H. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVIS: A bill (H. R. 9267) for the relief of Ed. W. 
Ramage—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. FREER: A bill (H. R. 9268) to pension Christiana 
Rogers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9269) to pension Miss Olie Heaton, dependent 
daughter—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HENRY of 3 A bill — R. 9270) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Thomas S. Maben, ased, late of Hinds 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: A bill (H. R. 9271) to remove the charge 
of desertion against Charles Schaupp, alias Phillip Schaupp, and 
5 his honorable discharge to the Committee on Mili- 


By Mr. LLOYD (by request): A bill (H. R. 9272) granting a 
msion to Solomon J. McMillen—to the Committe on Invalid 


ensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9273) granting a pension to Mrs. Jane Baker, 
widow of Johnson Baker, . the Committee on Invalid 


ons. 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 9274) for the relief of es- 
tate of Margaret Barge, deceased, late of Campbell County, Ga.— 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 9275) appropriating 
5 55 to widow of late R. P. Bland - to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9276) for the 
relief of William Congdon—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 9277) to increase the pension 
of Michael G. Lawrence, of Company C, Two hundred and second 
pe, ae Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9278) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of George W. Cook—to the Committee on 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petition of O. H. Gulick, H. E. Coleman, 
and three other members of a committee, Rev. J. Kekahuna and 
numerous natives of the Hawaiian Islands, urging the enactment 
of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufac- 
ture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling 
and the 5 2 85 trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petition of Carpenters’ Union No. 144, of 
the United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Macon, Ga., 
erone Hona bill preventing the transportation of prison-made 
goods—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of the National Board of Trade, 
commen: the Paris Exposition, the Pan-American ition 
at Buffalo, N. Y., in 1901, Ohio Exposition at Toledo, Ohio, in 
1902, and the World’s Exposition at St. Louis, Mo., in 1903—to the 
Comunittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 3 
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Also, resolution of the National Bourd of Trade, urging the im- 
mediate construction of the Nicaragua Canal—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, urging the early 
completion of the system of contract improvements, by locks and 
dams, upon the Ohio River—to the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, . 

Also, resolution of the National Board of Trade, commendin 
the banking and currency bill—to the Committee on Banking and 


Currency. ` 

Also, resolutions of the National Board of Trade, urging the 
consolidation of several Government bureaus relating to forestry 
sag pe preservation of forests—to the Committee on the Public 

nds, 

Also, joint memorial of the maritime, commercial, and trade 
organizations of Philadelphia, Pa., urging liberal e 
for the ap hae of the Hydrographic Office of the Navy Depart- 
ment—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petitions of L. G. Gould, of Eaton, and 
F. N. Plessinger, of Germantown, Ohio, against the passage of 
House bill No, 6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition and papers to accompany House 
bill No, 6094, granting a pension to Mary A. Ellis—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Petition of T. M. Yett, Rudolph Ebeling, 
R. L. Lacey, and other ranchmen and stock raisers in the State of 
Texas, favoring Government distribution of blackleg vaccine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FREER: Papers and evidence in support of House bill 
granting a pension to Olie Heaton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of C. J. Lavery, publisher of the 
Fairplay, of Fort Pierre, S. Dak., against the passage of House 
bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the American-German League 
of Western Pennsylvania, Max Kurniker, secretary, Pittsburg, 
Pa., urging that the Government of the United States use its 
friendly offices to brin 
Great Britain and the 
on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Erie County Pharmaceutical Association, 
of Buffalo, N. Y., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Resolution of the Boston 
Associated Board of Trade, in favor of the establishment of the 
department of commerce and industries—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Medical certificate to accompany House 
bill No. 3784, granting an increase of pension to Lindsay C. Jones 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOY: Petition of A. H. Foote and 10 other members of 
the St. Louis Credit Men’s Association, favoring amendment of 
bankruptcy law and opposing repeal—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting a pension to 
Caroline Brune—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Robert Welsh and other citi- 
zens of Coleman Station, N. V., for a law subjecting food and 
dairy products to the laws of the State or Territory into which 
they are imported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Petition of T. A. Day and others, of Kasey- 
ville, Mo., for the relief of Jane Baker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LONG: Petition of W. P. Morrison, of Sterling, Kans., 
aga nst the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petitions of Gem Drug Company and others, of Medi- 
cine Lodge; Bixby & Lindsay, of McPherson; H. O. Harris and 
51 others, of Mount Hope; J. A. Foster and Charles Roberts, of 
Marguette, Kans., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. NAPHEN; Petition of the graduate nurses in the State 
of Massachusetts, favoring the passage of House bill No. 6879, 
relating to the employment of graduate women nurses in the hos- 

ital service of the United States Army—to the Committee on 
ilitary Affairs. : 

By Mr.STARK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 3960, grant- 
ing a pension to John Fisher, of Wilber, Nebr.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition and affidavits in support of House 
bill for increase of pension to Michael G. Lawrence, of Company 


about a cessation of hostilities between 
uth African republics—to the Committee 
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SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 8, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 


ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. RAwLINS, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was nsed with. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


ithont objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. . 


RELATIONS WITH THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that on 
Monday next, after the routine morning business, I will submit 
some remarks, if convenient to the Senate, on our relations with 
the Philippines. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 282) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887; 

A bill (S. 3266) authorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issue a permit for the removal of the remains of the 
late Maj. Gen, E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of 
Sonon to the United States National Cemetery at Arlington, 

a.; an 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 170) providing for the acquisition 
of certain lands in the State of California. 


AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATIONS, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the fol- 
lowing message from the President of the United States; which 
was read, and referred to the Committee on Printing: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

1 transmit herewith a ort from the Secretary of Agriculture on the 
work and expenditures of the agricultural experiment stations established 
under the act of Congress of March 2, 1887, for the fiscal. year ended June 30, 
1899, in accordance with the act making appropriations for the Department 
of Agriculture for the said fiscal year. 


EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 8, 1900. 
VISITORS TO ANNAPOLIS. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore gf ee Mr. HANNA and Mr. 
TILLMAN members of the Board of Visitors on the part of the Sen- 
ate to attend the next annual examination of cadets at the Naval 
Academy at Annapolis, Md., under the requirements of the act 
of February 14, 1879. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of the Machin- 
ists’ Protective Association of Buffalo, N. Y., praying for the en- 
actment of legislation relative to the employment of enlisted men 
in competition with civilian machinists; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of 53 citizens of New York City, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Riverside Republican Club, 
of New York City, praying for the enactment of legislation in re- 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


lation to our trade with China; which was referred to the Com- . 


mittee on Commerce. 

Healso presented petitions of Local Lodge No. 245, International 
Association of Machinists, of Buffalo; of Columbus Lodge, No. 
401, International Association of Machinists, of Brooklyn, and of 
Local Lodge No. 421, International Association of Machinists, of 
Elmira, all in the State of New York, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to increase the salaries of machinists in the United 
States Government Printing Office, at Washington, D. C.; which 
were referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented memorials of the Health Culture, of New 
York City; the New York Education, of Albany; the Homeopathic 
Eye, Ear, and Throat Journal, of New York City; the Citizen, of 

legany; the Hobart Herald, and the Daily News, the Free Press, 
and the Regulator, of Cohoes, allin the State of New York, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 5 

Mr. COCKRELL presented memorials of the Republican, of 
Lamar; the Democrat, of Dearborn; the Democrat, of Monroe 
City; the Democrat, of Lamar; the School and Home, of St. Louis; 


C, Two hundred and second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer | the Chief, of Cowgill; the National Land News, of Green Ridge; 
Infan the Enterprise, of 


try - to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


beral; the Commercial Lawyer, of St. Louis, 
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and the Reflector, of Holt, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter: which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. NELSON presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Elbow 
Lake, Minn., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to prevent the use of trades checks; which was referred to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. , 

He also presented memorials of the Cigar and Tobacco Journal, 
the Gazette, the Commercial Bulletin, and Northwest Trade, of 
Minneapolis, allin the State of Minnesota, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads, å 

Mr. SCOTT presented memorials of sundry citizens of West Vir- 

inia, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
ill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

Mr. MCBRIDE presented a petition of 80citizens of Lane County, 
Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and the sale and im- 
portation of opium in Hawaii; which was ordered to lie on the 


table. 

Mr. SPOONER presented a petition of the Builders and Traders’ 
Exchange of Milwaukee, Wis., and a petition of the Wisconsin 
Retail Lumber Dealers’ Association, praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Wisconsin Cheese Makers’ 
Association, praying for the enactment of legislation to regulate 
the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine and all other imitation 
dairy products; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of the Trades and Labor-Assem- 
bly of Superior, Wis., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to abolish the use of eighth stamps upon beer barrels; 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented memorials of Aut Novak, of Milwaukee; Rev. 
Albert Haupert, of Watertown; J. M. Hibbard, of Strouthton; 
H. J. Leighton, of Chilton; Cordial G. Hinley, of Waveno; Bron- 
son & Glover, of Menasha; Frank E. Noyes, of Marinette; John 
E. Thomas, of Sheboygan Falls, and Samuel Shore, of Crandon, 
all in the State of Wisconsin, remonstrating against the passage 
of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
2 were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads. 

He also presented a petition of Stevens Point Post, No. 156, De- 
partment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, prayin 
tor the enactment of legislation in reference to civil service an 
5 thereunder; which was referred to the Committee 
to Examine the Several Branches of the Civil Service. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial of Local Union No. 38, 
Cigar Makers’ International Union, of Springfield, III., remon- 
strating against the importation of cigars from Puerto Rico free 
of duty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Company D, Second Regi- 
ment Nebraska State National Guard, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to increase the appropriation for the mainte- 
nance of the National Guards of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the Nebraska and Kansas 
Farmer and Breeder, and a memorial of the News, of Nebraska 
City, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Building Trades Council of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying that the Government build reservoirs and 
irrigation works; and that the remaining public lands of the 
United States be held for the benefit of the whole people, and that 
no grants of title to any of these lands be made to any but actual 
settlers and home builders on the land; which was referred to the 
Committee on Irrigation and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented resolutions adopted at a mass meeting of citi- 
zens in Omaha, Nebr., relative to the war now being waged 
against the Transvaal Republic and the Orange Free State in 
South Africa; which were referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Harrison, 
Nebr., praying for a continuance of the free distribution by the 
Department of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. CULLOM presented a memorial of the Federation of Musi- 
cians of Chicago, III., remonstrating against the cession of public 
lands to the several States; which was referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands. i 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 19, Journeymen 


Tailors’ Union, of Peoria, III., praying for the enactment of leg- 


islation to protect free labor from prison competition, and also to 
limit the hours of daily service of workmen and mechanics on the 
public works of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Typographical Union of 
Joliet, III., praying tor the enactment of legislation to print the 
label of the Allied Printing Tradeson all publications of the Gov- 
ernment; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented memorials of the Free Press, of Carbondale; 
the Riverton Enterprise, the Mechanicsburg News, the Buffalo 
Press, the Chicago Unity, the Nashville Democrat; the Farm 
Home, of Springfield;.the Bureau County Republican, of Prince- 
ton; the Independent Star, of Elizabethtown; the Pilot, of Noble; 
the Home News, of Elizabethtown; the Weekly Citizen, of Schuy- 
ler; the Daily Citizen, of Rushville; the Leader, of Walnut; the 
Cycle Age and the Motor Age, of Chicago; the Pratt County Pilot, 
of Monticello, and the School and Home Education, of Blooming- 
ton, all in the State of Illinois, and a memorial of the Philanthropic 
Index and Review, of Kalamazoo, Mich., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a memorial of the Maine Academy of Medi- 
cine and Science, remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the Dis- 
trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Maritime Association of 
the Port of New York, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation to regulate towing in the port of New York; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented the petition of Charles P. Lincoln, of Wash- 
ington, D. C., praying for the enactment of legislation relative to 
the Jerome treaty with the Comanche and other Indians of the 
ecm Territory; which was referred to the Committee on Indian 

airs. 

He also presented a petition of the senate of Temple Congress, 
praying for the establishment of free commercial intercourse be- 
tween Puerto Rico and the United States; which was ordered to 
lie on the table. . 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. COCKRELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 743) to relieve Benjamin F. Bur- 
gess of the charge of desertion, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HARRIS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
ar which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- 

efinitely: 

A bill (S. 1562) for the relief of Wilbur F. McCue; 

* bill (S. 961) to place John M. Cunningham on the active list; 


an 

A bill (S. 2932) to provide for macadamizing Fort Crook mili- 
tary boulevard from Fort Crook, Nebr., to ha, Nebr., and 
appropriating money therefor. 

. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports 
8 which were agreed to; and the bills were postponed in- 

efinitely: 

A bill (S. 805) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of David Dunwoody; 

A bill G. 999) to remove the charge of desertion standing against 
Thomas B. Peterson; and 

A bill (S. 799) to correct the military record of John Scanlin. 

Mr. SHOUP, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2762) to authorize the Secretary of War tocorrect the 
military record of Wynn W. Pefley; and 

A bill (S. 3283) fer the relief of Isaac R. Dunkelberger. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3301) to provide an American register for the 
barge Davidson, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon, x 

Mr. TURNER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S, 2938) granting an increase of pennon to Joseph 
Longmire, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 


STEAMER WINDWARD, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 6767) to grant an 
American register to the steamer Windward, to report it without 
amendment. As it is a very brief bill, to which I feel sure there 
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will be no objection, I ask unanimous consent for its present con- 
sideration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REVIEW OF THE WORLD’S COMMERCE, 


Mr. PLATT of New York. I am directed by the Committee on 
Printing to report a concurrent resolution, and I ask unanimous 
consent for its immediate consideration, 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives 8 That there 
be the Department of State, 10,000 of the general 
mew psf ent the World's Comm the year 189), 
and copies of Commercial Relations of the United States for the year 
1899, uding the summary. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Is that only for the benefit of the State De- 
tment? Lask the Senator from New York reporting the reso- 
ution whether the Senate and House will get any copies of this 
publication? 
Mr. PLATT of New York. I understand they will. 


Mr. COCKRELL. The resolution does not give any copies to | Aff: 


the Senateor House. Let the first part of the resolution be again 


read, 

The Secretary again read the resolution. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not remember that that document has 
been ordered printed for the use of the Senate and House. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly under this resolution all the copies 
would go to the Department. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Unless it has already been ordered printed 
for the use of the Senate and House, there ought to be some copies 
provided for Congress. 

Mr. HALE. I suppose probably what has been done is that as 
the documents have come in, the usual number, which is very 

has been printed for the use of the Senate and the House. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. There has been no such resolution 


Mr. HALE. But under the general rule as the documents are 
sent in, the usual number, which is very small, is printed. Then 
generally (I know that was my experience on the committee) we 
provided by a resolution for additional copies, of which so many 
shall be for the use of the House and so many for the use of the 
Senate and the remainder for the De ent. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. We will bring in a separate resolu- 
tion hereafter for copies for the Senate and the House. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think this number is none too 
large for the Department? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I presume not. It is the recom- 
mendation of the Department and of the President. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Has this document ever been printed? 
Has it been in the hands of Senators? Do we know anything about 
what the document is? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. Last year the same number of cop- 
ies of the same document was printed for the preceding year. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of this same document? 

Mr. PLATT of New York. No; not of this same document. 
It was the report for the preceding year. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It seems to me if the document is 
worth printing at all, there should be some copies of it printed for 
the use of Senators and Members of the House, and it ought not 
to be printed exclusively for the use of the State Department. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. I stated that hereafter we would 
bring in another resolution embodying the views of the Senator. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Why should it not be done now? I 
can not understand why the printing should be done for the use 
of me State Department before it is done for the use of the Senate 
itself, 

Mr. PLATT of New York. As the Senator from Arkansas is a 
member of the committee we will now make an amendment so as 
to have copies ordered for the two Houses. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas, I am perfectly willing to take the 
matter up in the committee at any time, whenever it is necessary 
to be done. I did not know anything about the facts in the case 
and I wanted to understand it. Isuggest that the resolution go 
over until to-morrow, and the Senator from New York can pro- 
dments as will be necessary to meet the require- 


e rel 
Shiney tha comtonicn pe donn k paraa Eora apy tor peeing 

wi w the resolution I r a sho 0 ‘or 

the Review of the World’s Commerce. Riz z 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Senator from New York 


asks leave to withdraw the report which was made by him this 
morning touching commercial rts. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and the resolution is withdrawn. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S.-3481) to permit certain burials 
of the dead in the lands of the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral 
Foundation of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BUTLER introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: ` 

A bill (S. 3482) granting an increase of pension to Elias M, 
L 17 accompanying papers); . s 

A bill (S. 3483) granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah 
Jackson (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3484) granting an increase of pension to William 
Flinn (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 2495) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the name of James W. Pace; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
airs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3486) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the name of Herrm HenrySchapers; which was read 
bye by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3487) to increase the pen- 
sion of Dr. William O. Osgood; which was read twice by its title, 
as with the accompanying papers; referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3488) to amend an act fix- 
ing the fees of jurors and witnesses in the United States courts in 
certain States and Territories; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the Ju SY 

Mr. DEPEW introduced a bill (S. 8489) authorizing and em- 
powering the Secretary of War to grant the right of way for and 
the right to operate and maintain a line of railroad through the 
Fort Ontario Military Reservation, in the State of New York, to 
the Oswego and Rome Railroad Company; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3490) in relation to ad- 
missionsto and dismissions from the Reform School of the District 
of Columbia; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 8491) to correct the mil- 
itary record of Hi Butler; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the ittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3492) for the relief of Andrew H. 
Plemmons; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill 05 8493) for the relief of E. B. Nor- 
ville: which was read twice its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3494) for the relief of 
James M. Howard, administrator of Thomas S. Howard, deceased; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions: 
Yon bill (S. 3495) granting an increase of pension to Merritt 
oung; : 

A bill (S. 8496) granting a pension to William Rommel; and 

A bill (S. 3497) ting a pension to James Edwards. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 3498) to authorize 
and regulate the sale and use of timber on the 1 
and unreserved public lands; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. NELSON (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3499) for the 
relief of Henry W. Lee; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

Mr. HANNA introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
red read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 3500) granting a pension to Mary Merideth (with an 
accompanying paper); 

A bill (S. 8501) granting an increase of pension to Kate Har- 
baugh (with an accompanying paper); and . k 

A bill (S. 8502) * a pension to Elisabeth Whisler (with 
accompan papers). i 

Mr. HANNA introduced a bill (S. 3503) to correct the mili 
record of Jacob McDowell; which was read twice by its title, an 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mili- 


Mr, SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 8504) for the relief of the 
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Menomonee tribe of Indians, in the State of Wisconsin; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian 
Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3505) Ee i gan increase of pen- 
sion to Edwin Culver; which was read twice by its title, and, with 
the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3506) 
for the relief of Bayles E. Cobb; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3507) for the relief of Betty 
Mosely and Martha B. Mosely; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 99) author- 
izing the President to appoint an inspector to be attached to the 
office of the Secretary of the Navy; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 100) pro- 
viding for the printing of additional copies of the Report of the 
Governor of Alaska for 1899; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying letter from the Secretary of the Inte- 
rior, referred to the Committee on Printing. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, « 


Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment relative to the claim of 
Morgan's Lonisiana and Texas Railroad and Steamship Company 
for transporting United States mails between July 1, 1878, and 
February 21, 1892, intended to be proposed by him to the sundry 
civil appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment relative to the appoint- 
ment of an inspector of accounts to be attached to the office of the 
Secretary of the Navy, intended to be Lah Page him to the 
naval appropriation bill; which was refe tothe ittee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. $ 

Mr. MASON submitted an amendment fixing the salary of the 
chief clerk, office of the First Assistant Postmaster-General, at 
$2,500 per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the legisla- 
tive, executive, and judicial appropriation bill; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


ADULTERATED FOODS. 


Mr. MASON (by request) subnfitted an amendment intended to 
be pro d by him to the bill (S. 2426) to prevent the manufac- 
ture of adulterated foods; which was referred to the Committee 
on Manufactures, and ordered to be printed. 


TRADE RELATIONS WITH PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. BACON. I send to the desk and ask to have read for infor- 
mation amendments intended to be proposed by me to the bill 
(H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues for the relief of the 
island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. 

The amendments were read and ordered to lie on the table and 
to be printed, as follows: 


Amendments intended to be proposed by Mr. BAcon to the bill (H. R. 8245 
entitled An act temporarily to provide revenues for the relief of the islan 
of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes,” viz: 

Strike out from section 8 all from the beginning thereof to and including 
the word “Congress,” in the twenty-third line, on page 8, und insert in lieu 
thereof the following: 

“SEC, 8, That on and after the date when this act shall take effect there 
shall be levied, collected, and paid upon all articles imported from foreign 
countries into Puerto Rico, which is hereby constituted a customs-co!lection 
district, the rates of duty mentioned and prescribed in the schedules and 
paragraphs of an act entitled An act to 8 revenue for the Govern- 
ment, and to 3 the industries of t 
24, 1897; and on and after the date when this act shall take effect, organizing 
and establishing civil government in Puerto Rico, there shall, in accordance 
with section 8, Article I, of the Constitution of the United States, be no duties 
or imposts levied, collected, or paid upon any articles imported into By 18 


United States from Puerto 
Strike out all of section 10, 


SABINE PASS IMPROVEMENT. 


Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following concurrent resolu- 
tion; which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be authorized and directed to submit a report of survey 
and estimate for the improvement, straightening, and widening the main 
ship channel in Sabine Pass, Texas, from a point 1,000 feet north of the United 
States 6 to Sabine Lake, and that said survey and i 
be made in accordance with the provisions of section 22 of the river and har- 
bor act of March 3, 1899. 


TEXAS STATE CLAIMS. 
Mr. CULBERSON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, directed to fur- 
nish the Senate a complete list of all claims audited and paid to individuals 
or corporations for expenses for the subsistence, rtation, shelter- 
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the inter val between 
their enrollment (enlistment) and their muster (or being sworn in) into the 
service of the United States; also all incidental expenses connected t with, 


ing, and generally the maintenance of volunteers, du 


such as the hire of officers’ clerks, messen etc.: for mustering officers 
for volunteers organized in the State of Texas in 1898 for the Spanish war, 
together with the names of the owners of each of such claims, the character 
and amount therof, and the date of the audit and payment of same, 


THE CLAYTON-BULWER TREATY, 


Mr. MASON submitted the following resolutions; which were 
refered to the Committee on Foreign Relations: 

Whereas Gen. Lew Wallace, of Indiana, a conspicuous citizen of the Repub- 
lic, who was elected a delegate at large from the State of Indiana to the 
Republican national convention meeting in St. Louis in 1896, alleges that the 
late James G. Blaine, then Secretary of State of the United States of America, 
told him, the said Lew Wallace, that he, the said James G. Blaine, had just 
finished the preparation of a note or manuscript of instruction to the minis- 
ter of the United States to the Government of Great Britain in which the 
contention was maintained that the Clayton-Bulwer treaty of 1850 had been 
rendered void by the acts of the British Government; and, 

Whereas the published correspondence of the Department of State of the 
United States of America indicates that the late James G. Blaine had main- 
tained in his official capacities that the treaty commonly called the Clayton- 
Bulwer treaty had been violated by Great Britain, and for that reason should 
be abrogated; and the late Frederick T. Frelinghuysen, Secretary of State of 
the United States Government, maintained in his correspondence that the 
Clayton-Bulwer treaty had been abrogated by the acts of Great Britain 
and the United States and was for that reason null and void; and 

Whereas the State Department has declared to the newspapers of the 
country that tho late Frederick T. ed tan et was the eee of 

wer treaty had n canceled: 


State who held the view that the Clayton- 
Therefore, be it 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
transmit to the Senate of the United States any and all correspondence be- 
tween the State Department of the United States and the Government of 
Great Britain, and particularly any notes or correspondence or declaration 
of policy relative to an isthmian canal, and to any treaties referring to such 
canal, that may have been written or dictated or authorized by the James 
G. Blaine; and be it further s 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State of the United States bo. and he hereby 
is, requested to furnish to the Senate a chronological recapitulation of the 
various contentions made by the Secretaries of State of the United States 
since the signing of the so-called Clayton-Bulwer treaty as to the validity of 
said treaty, the replies thereto by the Government of Great Britain, and the 
violations of the terms of said * the part of Great Britain which 
have been held by the Government of the United States or the Secretaries 
of State thereof to have 8 as an abrogation of said treaty; the pur- 
pose of this resolution being to secure from the State Department a com- 
pete explanation as to the attitude of the various Secretaries of State of the 

nited States relative to the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? If not, the morning buginess is closed, 

Mr. PETTUS rose. 

Mr. MASON. I do not wish to interfere with the notice given 
by the Senator from Alabama, as I understand the Senator gave 
notice he would address the Senate at this hour. I wish to give 
notice that upon the conclusion of his remarks I desire to up 
my. motion asking to relieve the Committee on Foreign Relations 
from the further consideration of the resolution which I intro- 
duced on the 6th os of December, 1899. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair is not informed 
that the Senator from Illinois has made any motion. If the mo- 
tion is made, it will lie over under the rule one day. 

Mr. HOAR. If objected to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Ves; unless the Senate other- 
wise orders. Does the Senator from Illinois make the motion? 

Mr. MASON. Well, I make the motion to-day. I gave notice 
yesterday; and I want to say to the members of the committee 
that I gave notice yesterday simply to emphasize the fact that I 
did not wish to take the resolution away from the committee if 
they had any. disposition to report it. They have had the resolu- 
tion three months and three days, and I now make the motion 
and desire to have it entered. If under the rules it goes over we 
“ae take it up to-morrow morning at the close of the morning 

our. 

Mr. HALE. At the close of the routine morning business, 

Mr. MASON. It will be included in the morning business, 
after the routine work of the morning hour. 

Mr. COCKRELL, After the morning business. 

Mr. MASON. As a part of the morning business, after the 
routine business to-morrow morning I desire to take it up. I 
make the motion now. 

ThePRESIDEN'! pro tempore. The Senator from Illinois moves 
that the Committee on Foreign Relations be discharged from the 
further consideration of the resolution 

Mr. MASON. The resolution introduced by me on the 6th day 
of December, 1899, of sympathy for the Boers, and that the said 
resolution be paoa upon the Calendar. 
oe ENT pro tempore. The motion will go over under 

o rule. 

HUDSON RIVER BRIDGE. 


Mr. SEWELL. I ask the unanimous consent of the Senate to 
call up the bill (S. 2871) to supplement and amend the act enti- 
tled An act to incorporate the North River Bridge Company and 
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to authorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at New 


York City across the Hudson River, to reguiate commerce in and 
over such bridge between the States of New York and New Jer- 
sey, and to establish such bridge a military and post road,” ap- 
proved July 11, 1890. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. SEWELL. I simply want to call up this bill, which was 
reported from the Committee on Commerce by the Senator from 
Missouri . VEST] some time ago. It will take but a minute. 
It proposes to extend the time for the construction of the bridge. 

. PETTUS. Very well. . 

The PRESIDENT ee tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House insists 
upon its amendment to the bill (S. 2354) enlarging the powers of 
the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company, agrees to 
the conference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. 
Curtis, and Mr, LITTLE managers at the conference on the part 
of the House. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I ask that House bill 8245 as 
amended in the Senate be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the following bill. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


5 Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, Job said, When I looked for 
good, then evil came;“ and every hopeful patriot mighit well use 
the words of that long-suffering man when he sees this proposed 
legislation for the government of the island of Puerto Rico. 

The President of the United States in his message to Congress 
gave his opinion as to the laws needed for good government in that 
territory of the United States. No sordid politician had put his 
vile fingersin the ink of that message. It advised justice and 
equal rights as the rules for our action in framing laws for the 

vernment of the new citizens of the United States in Puerto 

ico. He specially advised that there should be no tariff duties 
levied on goods coming to us from that island or going from the 
other parts of the United States to Puerto Rico. The President of 
the United States is the head of the party now in power in both 
Houses of Con, „ and we had the right to hope and to believe 
that he would have some influence over this Administration, es- 
pecially when the rallying cry of the party for three years has been, 
Support the Administration.” 

Then the President's Secretary for War gave in substance the 
same advice. But when I looked for good, then evil came.” 
The Secretary of War says: 


I wish most strongly to urge that the customs duties between Puerto Rico 
and the United States be removed. 


And now the public press are Cyg to induce us to believe that 
the Secretary of War wrote the bill, and that our President ad- 
vised a ‘‘ compromise” of justice to Puerto Rico in order to“ hold 
the party together.” For one I refuse to believe this charge 
against the President, and for answer say, There are no such 
things done as thou sayest.” For, though he may desire a reelec- 
tion, he was a brave soldier and an able, generous man; and for 
one like him, it is not all of life ” to be reelected by a party which 
he can not induce to do justice or to act for the common good of 
all our citizens as he sees it. When you pass this bill without 
doing justice to the people of Puerto Rico as the President has 
stated it, and he approves your act, then I may believe the next 
vile thing I hear asserted against a good man. i 

Then I may believe the awful picture drawn by a cartoonist in 
one of the papers of this city. It represented a small barefoot 
boy lying on the ground, face downward, and an enormous ele- 
phant standing with two feet on the boy's legs and the other two 
on the boy’s body, and the name of the boy was Puerto Rico,” and 
the name of the elephant was Grand Old Party.” The head of 
the 2 was hanging down, as though ashamed of his own 
condu 

Mr. President, when this bill is enacted by Congress in its pres- 
ent form and is 5 by the President, just men will be forced 
to write under that horrible picture, A true bill.” 

Mr. President, let me invite your attention to the condition of 
the people of Puerto Rico; and in order to do so I will read from 


age 19 of the last Annual Report of the Secretary of War to the 
President, where he draws a mild picture of the condition of 
Puerto Rico. He says: 


The year has been devoted to administering and improving the civil gov- 
At in the rudiments of Solf- 


dist te’ 

swept over the entire length of the island on the 8th of pee 1899, followed 
by a deluge of rain and a tidal wave on the south coast. result 
disaster was the loss of about 3,000 lives, the destruction of sugar mills, 
dwellings, roads, bridges, and wing crops. The principal crop of the is- 
land is coffee. and fully two-thirds of the coffee crop of the year was destroyed. 
Over 100,000 people were reduced to absolute destitution, without homes or 
food or means to obtain food, and at the same time the avenues of communi- 
cation were destroyed, so that many of the destitute were reached with the 
greatest difficulty. : 

An immediate nopeat to the people of the United States, through the War 
Department, met with a ee and vigorous response. Relief committees 
were organized in our principal cities, and their work was systematized bya 
central relief committee with its headquarters in New York. One thousand 
tons of food were sent to the island for distribution during each week until 
the middle of October, when it was possible to reduce the quantity to 500 tons 
a week. Great quantities of medicines and other supplies were also fur- 
JJC 
this Department, at an agsregate cost of $392,342.63, not including cost of 
transportation. 

Now, considering the distressed and impoverished condition of 
| these people, the policy of this bill is bad, apart from questions of 
law. Your pu of course, must be to make of the people on 

the island useful and eable and patriotic citizens; yet youcer- 
tainly know that such citizens can never be produced by oppres- 
sive and unjust legislation. 

This bill is bad in policy, in its provisions for levying taxes. It 
taxes what comes out of the island to other parts of the United 
States, and what goes into theisland, and also what staysin Puerto 
Rico. And for what purposes? 

1. To pay the legitimate expenses of the local government—to 
which pu no objection is made, 

2. But these people by this bill are taxed to pay the salaries of 
the United States district judge, the United States district attor- 
ney, and the United States marshal. Why not, on the same prin- 
ciple, make New York pay for the administration of the laws of 
the United States in the great State of New York? 

3. And they are to be taxed to reimburse the United States for 
any moneys which have been or may i expended for the relief of 
the industrial conditions of Pnerto Rico caused by the hurricane 
of August, 1899. This last item, when the Secretary of War made 
his report for last year, was $392,342.63. This last provision puts 
the United States in the unseemly attitude of generously relieving 
the sufferings of some of its citizens from the effects of a hurri- 
cane and a tidal wave, as this Government has done before at 
home and abroad, and then taxing those people to get back a gen- 
erous donation. That isa thing which this Government never 
did before, and I hope Senators will not allow such a thing to be 
done. It is illegal and hardly decent. 

As to the policy of this bill, I say itis bad. The policy is bad in 
the tariff tax levied by the bill; and I call your attention, Sena- 
tors, to what has been the action of the Chamber of Commerce of 
New York. Their opinion on this part of the bill was sent to 
Senators by the president of that distinguished body of merchants, 
Mr. Morris K. Jesup, I will read it. I want to prove that some 
good can come out of Nazareth: 

CHAMBER OF COMMERCE OF THE STATE OF New YORK. 

At the monthly meeting of the Chamber of Commerce, held Thursday, 
March 1, the following resolutions reported by its committee on foreign com- 


merce and the revenue laws, in reference to the Puerto Rican iff, were 
unanimously adopted— 


The merchants had no doubt about what they were saying. 
There was not a doubting Thomas among them. 


Whereas in accepting the cession of the island of Puerto Rico and in assum- 
ing the control of the destinies of this new Territory the people of the United 
States have undertaken a solemn duty and obligation toward the people of 
that island, and are in good faith bound to recognize the welfare and the 
interests of its inhabitants as identical in every particular with our own; and 

ereas the President of the United States in his message to Congress 
unequivocally declares that the markets of the United States should be opened 
to Puerto Rico's products, and that our plain duty is to abolish all customs 
tariffs between the United States and Puerto Rico, and to give to her prod- 
ucts free access to our markets; and 

Whereas the Secretary of War. in his last report to the President, states 
that the highest considerations of justice and good faith demand that we 
should not disappoint the confident expectation of sharing in our prosperity 
with which the people of Puerto Rico so gladly transferred their allegiance 
to the United States, and that we should treat the interests of this oe as 
our own, and should remove the customs duties between Puerto Rico and 
the United States: Now, therefore, be it È 

Resolved, That the Chamber of Commerce of the Stateof New York records 
its emphatic opinion that every consideration of honor, justice, and humanity 
demands that trade between the United States and the 
shall be unrestricted by any customs duties whatever; and be it further 
to redecmn the good talth and the ipod pledges of this netion as spsaece 

m the aith an e o nation as sponsor 
for the future welfare of Puerto Rico; and be it further 
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Attest: 

GEORGE WILSON, Secretary. 

New York, March 1, 1900. 

So much for the mere policy of this measure, 

Mr. President, my purpose in taking the floor was to call the 
attention of Senators to provisions in this bill which can not be 
enacted without a violation of the Constitution of the United 


States. 

This bill levies a tariff tax on goods imported into Puerto Rico 
from other parts of the United States; and also on goods imported 
from Puerto Rico into other parts of our country, Yet the Con- 
stitution declares: 

8 An duties, imposts and excises shall be uniform throughout the United 
8. 


And it also declares: 


No preference shall be given by any tion of commerce or revenue 
to the ports of one State over those of another; nor shall vessels bound to, or 
from, one State, be obliged to enter, clear, or pay duties in another. 


Now, what meaning will you give to the command, * Duties 
shall be uniform thoughout the United States?” 

Chief Justice Marshall, in Loughborough vs. Blake (5 Wheaton, 
817), decided in 1820, gives a direct and clear answer. He, giving 
the unanimous opinion of our Supreme Court, says: 


The eighth section of the first article gires to Congress the power to lay 
and collect taxes, dutics, imposts, and ex for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. is grant is general and without limitation as to place. It 
co nently extends to all places over which the Government extends. 

If this could be doubted, the doubt is removed by the subsequent words 
which modify the t. These words are, but all duties, imposts and 
excises shall be uniform throughout the United States.“ It will not be con- 
tended that the modification of the power extends to places to which the 


ower itself does not extend. The power then to lay and collect duties, 
Raposte, and excises may be exe and must be exercised throughout the 
United States. Does t 


term designate the whole or 1 por- 
tion of the American empire? Certainly this question can admit of but one 
answer. It is the name given to our great 2 which is composed of 
States and Territories. The District of Colum or the territory west of 
Missouri is not less within the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania; 
and it is not less necessary, on the principles of our Constitution, t uni. 
formity in tha imposition of imposts, duties, and excises should be observed 
in the one than in the other. $ 

Thus spoke the greatest of the judges, 

That decision merely establishes that the Constitution of the 
United States is the supreme law over all and every part of the 
territory of the United States, whether in or outside of the sepa- 
rate States. In other words, the United States can not have sov- 
ereign power over any spot on earth not subject to our Constitu- 


on. 

This decision, made by Chief Justice Marshall, has been, in sub- 
stance, fullysustained by very many decisions subsequently made, 
extending over the entire time from 1820 to 1897, when another of 
our great judges decided the case of Thompson vs. The State of 
Utah (170 U. S., 347), where Justice Harlan, speaking for the 
court, says: . 

It is equally beyond question that the provisions of the National Constitu- 
tion relating to trials by piy for crimes and criminal prosecutions apply to 
the Territories of the States. 

In the course of human events it becomes neces: to invent 
new theories, even for the construction of our fundamental law; 
and this is most often done in cases where the plain letter and 
true meaning of the Constitution are in conflict with the plans 
and purposes of a political party. And lately and in high place, 
as the papers inform us, it was boasted, and in reference to a con- 
stitutional difficulty, that ‘‘If the people want to do a thing, they 
will find a way to do it.” Partisans who use such language 
usually k of their pany as the people,” 

Even the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] in 
charge of this bill has his favorite theory, and he has reduced it 
to a maxim; in substance, that the Constitution does not extend 
into the Territories of the United States proprio vigore. If the 
Senator means by this favorite declaration that anything can be 
lawfully done in any Territory of the United States contrary to 
the provisions of our Constitution, he will find a plain denial of 
his assertion in the Constitution itself, And if his meaning is 
as I have supposed, the gren lawyer in charge of this bill 
admitted in the bill itself that his theory is without any real 
foundation. 

The United States can not actor speak except it be by some one 
or more of its officers: The President of the United States and 
the officers lawfully acting under him speak and act for the United 
States in all matters of an executive nature. The Congress and 
subordinate legislative bodies in certain localities speak and act 
for our National Government in all matters of a legislative na- 
ture; and all judicial speaking and acting for the nation must be 
by the Supreme Court and such other court as may be created by 
law. No other human being can speak or act for the United States 
except in a few particular cases, where officers of the State may 
exercise authority. È 

Mr. President, notice how wisely the great men who framed 


our Constitution wrote in reference to every human being who 
could possibly speak on act for the United States: 

The Senators and Representatives before mentioned, and the members of 
the several State legislatures, and all executive and judicial officers, both 
the United States and of the several States, shall be bound by oath or affirma- 
tion, to support this Constitution. 


Senators, if anyone should desire disobedience to our Constitu- 
tion in our territory of Puerto Rico, neither the President nor 
the Congress, nor the courts, nor any other officer can do the mean 
thing, because they have all sworn to support the Constitution; 
and they are all honorable men. 

The senior Senator from Ohio has admitted in his bill here that 
his pet theory is not sound, for in the fourteenth section of his bill 
he requires every officer sent to Puerto Rico to take an oath to 
support the Constitution. After taking that oath, does he propose 
that they shall break it or not be bound by it, either in their per- 
sonal or official conduct? 

The Constitution may not go proprio vigore,” it may not and 
ought not to! follow the flag,” for to follow means to go after. 
But the Constitution does go with the flag, for it is carried in the 
breast of every true and loyal officer of the United States into the 
Territories of the United States and wheresoever he may act for 
this great Republic. 

The amendment proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
Davis] is a most 1 specimen of inventive genius. He 

ro to send over to Puerto Rico the Constitution of the 
nited States, not all at once, but by installments—now a little, 
and then a little. His amendment says: 
for the of act the following provisions of the Constitu- 
tion of the United States E extended — 1 made applicable to Puerto 
co. 

And then follows the clauses grantingand regulating the power 
to tax. When and how did the Congress get authority to divide 
the Constitution or to repeal a part of it or to dole it out in homeo- 
pathic doses? 

Mr. President, there are other things which should be changed 
or stricken out of this bill, and I have called your attention to 
some of them in the amendments which I have presented, ButI 
will not now discuss these minor defects, 

Senators, I beg you not to change the Constitution by act of 
Congress. There is an order in the Holy Book, ‘‘Remove not the 
ancient landmark.” And then follows the penalty in these words: 

Cursed be he that removeth the landmark which his father hath set. And 
all the people shall say, Amen. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, it is not yet 2 o'clock, the 
time when the unfinished business should be properly laid before 
the Senate, and I do not know whether there is any other Senator 
present who desires to k on this bill. Neither do I know the 
desire of Senators as to the presentation of other business. 

Mr. MORGAN. The bill was laid before the Senate for con- 
sideration. 

Mr. FORAKER. The bill was laid before the Senate when the 
Senator's colleague commenced his remarks. If there is any other 
Senator who desires to speak, I shall be glad to yield tohim. If 
not, I will say something myself. 

Mr. MORGAN, I should like to 5 of the Chair what the 
question on this bill is now before the Senate? 

Mr. FORAKER. In answer to the Senator from Alabama, I 
can only say that the bill is the unfinished business of the Senate, 
It has been read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the Whole and open 
to amendment, 

Mr. FORAKER. Notice has been given of a great many amend- 
ments to be pro , but none has yet been offered. 

Mr. MORGAN. None have been acted on? 

Mr. FORAKER. None has been acted on. 
now lying on the table. 

Mr. MORGAN. The point of my inquiry is this—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. e real question before the Sen- 
ate, the Chair understands, is on the amendment reported by the 
committee. 

Mr. MORGAN, Aft the proper time, after the committee have 
gone forward and perfected their bill, if they intend to offer any 
committee amendments by which the bill is to be perfected. 

Mr. FORAKER. We are now considering the House bill, but 
the Senate Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico re- 
aie as a substitute for the House bill a Senate bill which they 

ad previously reported 11 ny: So we have now under con- 
sideration the House bill, but the main proposition before the 
Senate is the amendment proposed as a substitute by the Senate 
committee, and I will now to that in answer to the Senator 
from Alabama [Mr. Pettus] if there is no other Senator desiring 


to speak. 

Mr. MORGAN. Not with a view of cutting off debate or trying 
3 the question in any usual way at all, I wish to say 
this: t either when the Senator is through and other Senators 


A great many are 
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have spoken upon it, or at a later day in the progress of improve- 
ment an modification of the committee amendment, I propose to 
move to lay the entire substitute on the table, and shall ask for a 
yea-and-nay vote upon that proposition at the pee time. Ido 
not want to cut off anybody from debating it, but I want to give 
notice now that I intend to make that motion. 

5 AKER, Mr. President, in view of the expressed pur- 
pose of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morean], it will be neces- 
sary for those of us who desire to speak further to speak while 
we have the opportunity, as I understand, under the rules of the 
Senate, that motion is not debatable, and when made must be at 
once voted upon, Therefore I shall now briefly make answer to 
the criticisms made by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] 
upon this bill. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Petrus] com- 
menced his remarks with a Scriptural quotation. The trouble 
with my friend from Alabama seems to be that with which a good 
many men are afflicted—they know how to quote Scripture, but 
they do not always know how to make a correct application of it. 
The quotation was from Job: When 1 looked for good, then evil 
came.” Iam not at all surprised that the Senator from Alabama 
was looking for good; and I am not at all surprised that the Sena- 
tor from 9 imagines that only evil has come. It will be 
my purpose, if I can, to satisfy the Senator from Alabama that 
he is “mistaken, and that there is no case for the application of the 
Scriptural quotation he has made; that he not only looked for good, 
but that good has in fact been proposed by this measure. 

Now, upon what theory is it that the Senator from Alabama 
undertakes to make it appear that not good but only evil is pro- 

by this bill? His theory is the same as that upon which the 
ill has been criticised by other Senators in this Chamber and the 
same theory upon which it has been criticised by a good many 
newspapers throughout the country. The criticism is that this 
bill does not deal fairly in its propositions with the people of Puerto 
Rico; that we are dealing illiberally and ungenerously with them; 
and the Senator from Alabama, to be specific, points out that we are 
levying 15 per cent of the existing Dingley rates of tariff upon 
commerce between the United States and Puerto Rico and that 
we are requiring the people of Puerto Rico, out of their revenues, 
to pay the salaries of the officials of Puerto Rico, for the appoint- 
ment of whom we provide, to administer their government; and 
also that we provide in this bill for the issuance of bonds by the 
insular government, for which we are providing, to reimburse 
the United States for moneys expended by the United States to 
restore the industrial condition of thatisland. Let me now ad- 
dress myself to all this, for there seems to be a good deal of mis- 
understanding about the character of this bill, not only through- 
out the country, but here in the Senate, where every Senator has 
had an oppor suntty. to read every word and every line and to 
study and understand and appreciate it. 

I wish to commence by saying that instead of this bill being 
illiberal and ungenerous in its provisions toward the ple of 
Puerto Rico, it is the most liberal and generous bill in its provi- 
sions that has ever been proposed in Congress for any Territory of 
the United States since the beginning of our Government, It is 
the very opposite of what is said about it. Now, before passin 
to the specific objections made by the Senator from Alabama, 
call attention to the character of government, so far as its frame- 
work is concerned, that this bill provides for the island of Puerto 
Rico. You are all familiar with the Territorial governments that 
are now in operation. You know that for New Mexico, Arizona, 
and other Territories we have a governor, a judiciary, and we 
have also a legislative department. You are all aware that the 
governor and judiciary in these legislative governments are ap- 
pointed by the President. The people are not consulted about 
them. They are not allowed to vote. They have no choice. The 
President appoints. When it comes to the selection of a legisla- 
tive assembly. they elect and elect both houses. That is the pres- 
ent system. But it was not always so. Our first Territorial legis- 
lation was for Louisiana, and after that we had one legislative 
act after another establishing governments for Territories. 

I have before me the act under which we took possession of the 
Territory of Louisiana and provided for that Territory its first 
government. That act was passed in 1803, on the 31st day of Oc- 
tober, while Thomas Jefferson was President, and I have seen it 
stated in reliable and authentic histories that Thomas Jefferson 
and James Madison drew that act, one the author of the Decla- 
ration of Independence and the other a coframer of the Constitu- 
tion. They certainly ought to be good authority as to what the 
power of ane is to legislate for acquired territory and this act 
certainly ought to be a standard by which we have a right to 
measure the provisions we are now proposing for Puerto Rico, in 
order to determine whether we are dealing generously or illiber- 
ally by that people. 

will not stop to read this, but I will ask that the act to which 
Irefer may be incorporated in the RECORD as a part of my re- 


marks. I mig naro only to call attention to the fact that it was 
provided by this legislation that all military, civil, and judicial 
power should be vested for the government of that Territory in 
such person and personsas the President of the United States might 
select. The people were not consulted. There was no provid- 
ing, by any consultation with them, for a governor, or a judiciary, 
or a legislative department, but all powers were placed in the 
hands of the President, to be exercised by such agencies as he 
might see fit to provide. I ask that the act may be incorporated 
in the Recorp. It is short. There are only two sections. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the act to which he has referred may be 
incorporated in the RECORD asa part of his remarks, Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

The act referred to is as follows: 

CAAPTER I.—An act to enable the President of the United States to take 
possession of the territories ceded by France to the United States, by the 


treaty concluded at Paris, on the of April last, and for the temporary 
government thoreof. 


Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States 
of America in Congress assembled, That tho President of the United States, 
be, and he is hereby, authorized to take possession of and occupy the territory 
ceded by France to the United States by the treaty penciled at Paris, on 
the 30th day of April last, between the two nations; and that he may for that 

ur pose. and in order to maintain in the said territories the authority of the 

Jnited States, employ — pore of the Army and Navy of the United States 
and of the force autho: Mes, sn act passed the ad day of March last. enti- 
tied “An act directing a de ment from the militia of the United States 
and for erecting cer arsenals,’ which he may deem n j 
much of the sum . by the said act as may bo necessary 3 hereby 
appropriated for the purpose of carrying this act into oftect; to be applied 
under the direction of the President of the United States. 

BEC. 2. And be it further enacted, That until the expiration of the present 
session of Congress, unless provision for the tem government of the 
said territories be sooner made by Congress, all the tary, ci and judi- 
ar pavers exercised by the officers of the existing government of the samo 

be v. su n and persons, and shall be exercised in such 
manner, as the President of the United States shall direct for maintaining 
and protecting the inhabitants of Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, property, and religion. 

Approved, October 31, 

Mr. FORAKER. The same legislation was enacted for Florida 
when later we came by acquisition from Spain to take possession 
k that territory; and it was in effect repeated when we annexed 

awaii. 

Let me call attention, for Ihave taken the trouble to go over 
these various acts, to what was done in respect to other Territories, 
In the Northwest Territory, under the ordinance of 1787, preced- 
ing the adoption of the Constitution, it was provided that all gov- 
ernmental powers should be vested in and be exercised by the 
governor and judges, they to make laws until a general assembly 
should be selected. By the act of May 26, 1790. creating-a civil 
government for the territory south of the Ohio River, the provi- 
sions of the ordinance of 1787 for the government of the territory 
northwest of the river Ohio were adopted. 

By the act of May 7, 1800, it was provided that the government 
for the Territory of Indiana should be the same as the government 
for the Northwest Territory. In the act of October 31, 1803, es- 
tablishing a government for Louisiana, the provisions were as I 
have already recited. In a second act, providing a government 
for this same Territory, all power of government was lodged in a 
governor and secre and thi n councilors, Nobody was 
given a right to vote for any official, The governor and these 
thirteen councilors discharged all executive duties, did all legis- 
lation, and everything else, except only what was done by the ju- 
diciary, all the members of which department of government were 
appointed. Later, by the same act, a Territorial government was 
provided for the district of Louisiana. It was the northern part 
of the Louisiana purchase, and according to this act all the legis- 
lative, judicial, and executive powers were lodged in the officials 
already provided for the Territory of Indiana. They were to leg- 
islate for Louisiana, and Louisiana was not given any officials of 
its own, not even by appointment. 

So I might go on and show that in the case of Missouri, in the 
case of Arkansas, and in practically every case down to 1850, the 
whole power of government was placed by appointment in offi- 
cials whom the President might see fit to select, and the people of 
the Territory were not given any right of election whatever. 
Since that time generally, almost without exception, the rule has 
prevailed to which I have adverted, and the people have been 
allowed to elect their legislative branch of government. 

Now, in Puerto Rico we have departed from this last rule to 
this extent: We have provided that the 8 shall ba ap- 
pointed and the judiciary shall be 7 8 5 and the upper house 
of the legislature shall be appointed, but we have provided that 
the lower house shall be elected. So the difference between the 
latest and most liberal governments that we have established for 
the Territories is in the fact that we appoint instead of allowing 
Hro poopie to elect the upper house. 

President, there is good reason for that. The people of 
Puerto Rico differ radically from any people for whom we have 
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heretofore 3 They have had a different kind of erpii 
ence, especially in the matter of government, They have had no 
experience such as to qualify them, according to the testimony 
adduced before our committee at the hearings had, for the great 
work of organizing a government with all its important bureaus 
and departments such as the people of Puerto Rico are in need of. 
So the committee thought when they came to frame this biil, 
although they were anxious to give to the people of that island 
all the participation in government they could bring their minds 
to judge it was safe to give them, that as to these important 
officials the power should be reserved to the President to appoint 
them, thinking that by appointment of the President, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Senate, men of capacity for 
the great work of organizing those bureaus and starting that 
government as nearly as possible in harmony with the spirit of 
our institutions might be secured. That is the only reason for 
the departure. 

I take a great deal of pleasure in saying to the Senate that so 
far as I am aware no intelligent and appreciative man in Puerto 
Rico has taken any serious exception to that provision. There 
has no donbt been some dissent at times, but as the matter has 
come to be understood, as the great work to be done has been un- 
folded and they have come to understand and appreciate it, they 
all recognize the wisdom and the propriety of it, and the people of 
Puerto Rico are satisfied withit. They recognize that this is a 
far more liberal government than we ever gave to any Territory 
in the early ot of the Republic, and under the circumstances 
ae as liberal a government as any that we have authorized in 

ter years. 

Mr. President, the trouble with this bill, however, according to 
the criticisms that have been made, is not on this point, but it is 
with respect to the provision in the bill proposing a tax on com- 
merce between Puerto Rico and the United States and in the par- 
ticulars specifically mentioned by the Senator from Alabama. 
Now let me point out briefly why I said a moment ago that the 
Senator from Alabama does not recognize good when it comes, 
but mistakes it for evil, particularly in this instance. I have be- 
fore me the official report of General Davis, who has been military 
commander there for the last year. He is a very able, a v 
careful, a very conservative, and a very pain ing man, an 
his statements impressed the committee as absolutely reliable. 
We sent for him and had him come all the way from Puerto Rico 
to advise us as to the conditions existing in Puerto Rieo in order 
that we might be able to legislate intelligently. He told us about 
the people, and he told us abont their industrial conditions. 

I need not stop here to speak of what he said about the people, 
except only to say that it was creditable tothem in a high degree, 
yet coupled with the fact that perhaps 90 per cent, or at least 85 
per cent, of them are unable to read or writeand are not possessed 
of any property. That to which I wish to call attention because 
it has direct reference to and is the basis of this provision—is what 
he said about the industrial conditions in that island. Let me 
read a minute. He says in his report of September 5, 1899: 


Previous to the Sth of August 
Which was the date of the hurricane 
the industrial situation here was far from 


d. 
pain had been about 18,000,000 for several 
ears, and the taxes raised for the insular treasury and for Spain were about 
pcan nag The amount of municipal taxes would approximate another 
ion, f suppose. 
The exports for calendar year 1898, the year of the war, have not yet been 
ed, but the total must have been much less than formerly. There 
eee har aie eee Oy ap yen information as to the ambunts rai by taxes 
for insular and municipal treasuries. 

The exports d thecurrent calendar 1 5 will show a great falling off, 

while the present budget calls for an expenditure of about 3,000,000 pesos. 

pesos: 


The exports will stand something like the following, in 


= 7,000,000 
4,500, 000 
500, 000 


For next year tobacco as an export may be eliminated— 
fs I oe cane g 3 o this oe 3 een ore condi 
on and the capacity of the people to pay taxes may roug 
to the attention of the Senate— 


For next year tobacco as an export may be eliminated, as it will be planteđ 
only in sufficient quantities to supply home consumption, but of stocks left 
there may be for export 500,000 

The most sanguine estimate for next year— 

That is, this year— 


is one-third of a normal crop of coffee for export, or, say, 18,000,000 pounds, 
which at present prices will net the producers about 1,500,000 nacre 


I will say in this connection that in a subsequent report made 
in December he said to the War Department that instead of one- 


third of a coffee crop there will not be this year more than 10 per 
cent of a. ; that the hurricane was more disastrous than he 
had imagin 

It the destroyed or sugar mills are all restored, the export of 
e ee ttile 

6 have, a ora more 
than one-third the Ane Sans 8 * 

It does not ire a demonstration to show that the industrial conditions 
existing before the arricane, bad as they were, are excellent by comparison 
with those resulting from the storm. ; 

Formerly but two-thirds of the labor that sought employment at 30 cents, 


belief a pretext for nonpayment, and many others, who were well off, have 
no means whatever with which the 


Then he goes on. I will not detain the Senate to read it all, but 
I ask consent to insert it all in the RECORD., It is but a page ad- 
ditional and describes the very disastrous conditions that obtain 
in that island. : 

The matter referred to is as follows: 


The coffee lands suffered worst. These trees are planted on the hill and 

Gola tobe toy Con Wrens: KOAST tne ROL and tho Catoge of maser coavertet 
up joosene: 0 and the de of water conver’ 

the earth into a semifiuid. Pee 

Then followed landslides, and thousands of acres of coffee plantations slid 
down into the valleys; trees, soil, rocks, and every vestige of cultureare piled 
ap ne bottom of the valleys. In such cases there is no restoration pos- 
sible, for where there were smiling groves are now only bald rocks, which 
were uncovered by the avalanches. 

Where the soil was not disturbed the most of the coffee trees were either 


coffee, were blown down, and their protection to the coffee trees is also 5 
so where th Tries from 


to ee vegas, and there 
want and industrial . 


therefore rigi be 
hand. But for the fact that I prong t over from last fiscal year well on toa 
half million ofa ce, I would see no hope of administering the 


order to the indispensably necessary expenses of the government. The 
present ce in the insular treasury is just about $570,000, American cur- 
rency. 


The sugar ind has suffered much less than the others. Some cane 


wer is small, but there isa margin of proba 
fhe manufacturer who has modern machine ; but the old 


The municipal governments are many of them prostrate; the police can 
not be paid, the prisoners can not be fed, and the schools must be closed if 
not wholly supported from the i: treasury. 

From every town and eee remene a financial help—dona‘ 


tions; 
loans are asked, lored even, and t CEC 
the result of ref Proprietors beg for financial help and the homeless for 
rehabilitation of their dwellings. 


Mr. FORAKER. In other words, the statement made by Gen- 
os Dare FOORI be po we 8 5 of that island = 
absolutely par: and prostrated. He says in many municipali- 
ties no taxes can be gathered at all. He tells us that many people 
who have heretofore been accounted wealthy are unable to pay, 
have no money, and have no credit with which to command money, 
In other words, direct taxation upon the property in Puerto Rico, 
about which we have heard so much, is an impossible thing. 

We were called upon to provide a civil government. You can 
not set up governmental machinery and maintain it in operation 
unless that government have revenue. It was estimated that the 
revenues essential to the support of this government would be not 
less than $3,000,000 annually. Where were we to get the $3,000,000 
with which to support this government? Gentlemen tell us, You 
can get it by taxation.” e answer, there is the testimony that 
was before us, and to raise money for the support of that govern- 
ment by taxation was out of the question. You could not raise it 
in that way. They did not have it. 

Here, then, were 1a propis who were already in a state of bank- 
ruptcy practically before the hurricane came on August 8, 1899. 
By the disastrous effects of that hurricane they were absolutely 
ruined, and they would have been foreclosed and sold out had not 
the strong hand of this Government stayed the creditor by say- 
ing he should not enforce his claim, first for a year, and later it 
extended the time for six months additional. Nowthey will have 
to extend it again or else almost every plantation and every farm 
and every home in Puerto Rico will be sold at auction, for the 
record shows that there is a recorded mortgage debt upon the real 
property of that little island exceeding $26,000,000. 


2646 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr, President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me a moment, then 
I will gladly yield to him. It is said we ought to raise this money 
by direct taxation. Let me suggest what that means. Take the 
situation as it exists—their impoverished and bankrupt condition, 
their inability to pay anything. How much do you think the rate 
of taxation would have to be to raise $3,000,000 for insular pur- 
poses, to say nothing about municipal government? The total 
valuation at the highest figures I recall as having been given 
amounts to about 8150, 000, 000 for all the property in that island. 
Generally in the Northern States here I think we assess property 
for taxation at about two-thirds of its market value. That is 
called its full, fair value for taxation. A hundred millions of 
valuation would therefore be the basis on which you would have 
to raise by direct taxation $3,000,000. That is what the insular 
government alone needs. 

In addition to that we would have to raise, General Davis says 
at least a million dollars for municipal government. That would 
mean a tax rate of 4 per cent on every dollar's worth of property 
. the people of Puerto Rico and situated in that 
island. hen we were called upon to provide revenue, we said, 
in view of all this, the people of Puerto Rico in their devastated 
condition can not stand such a burden, and we will not impose it 
if we can find any way whereby we can 2 them from it and 
at the same time give them a revenue, and that is how and why 
we proposed these provisions. Now I will yield to the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iwas just thinking that the subject which 
the Senator from Ohio is discussing is a very important one, and 
one that vitally interests every Senator who has to vote on this 
measure. There are so few Senators here that | was going to call 
attention to the fact that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will be obli to the Senator if he will 


do so. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from South Carc- 
lina suggests the absence of aquorum. The Secretary will call 
the roll. 

The Secretary called the roll, and the following Senators an- 
swered to their names: 


Allen, Foraker, McBride, Scott, 
Alliscn, 8 e, 55 — 5 8 
Bacon, er, cCumber, oup, 
Baker, ig s McMillan, Bpoonsk, 
ada anus, Manih abr ince 
UrTAW. elson, ulliya: 
Butler, t Hawley, Perkins, Teller. 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Pettus, Tillman, 
Kean, Platt, Conn. Turner, 
Daniel, Kyle, Platt, Warren, 
Davis, Lindsay, Pritch Wellington, 
De Lodge, Rawlins, Wetmcre. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Forty-eight Senators have re- 


sponded to the roll call, There is a quorum present. The Cal- 
endar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I was addressing the Senate, 
with another occupant in the chair, when the Senator from Sonth 
Carolina interrupted and raised the question of the presence of a 


quorum. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair was not informed 
of that fact. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam very much obliged to the Senator from 
South Carolina for making that suggestion, for what I was talk- 
ing about is a matter that I want all Senators to hear. In view 
of the fact that there are some Senators in the Chamber now who 
were not present when I was talking a moment ago, I want briefly 
to recapitulate before I proceed. I was talking about this bill to 
provide a civil government for Puerto Rico, and I was talking in 
answer to the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Pettus]. I was an- 
swering his objection to the bill that we provide a tariff to the 
amount of 15 per cent of the existing Dingley rates upon products 
im from there into the United States and from here into 
Puerto Rico, a provision with which Senators and the whole 
country are familiar, and I was pointing out why in this bill we 
peye made the character of provisions in regard to revenue that 
we have. 

In that connection, Mr. President, I had just called attention to 
the report of Brigadier-General Davis, who for more than a year 
past has been the military governor of Puerto Rico. I called at- 
tention to the fact with which most Senators are familiar, I 
think, that General Dayis is a very trustworthy, reliable, safe 
man. Youcan depend upon the statements he makes. He has 
been on the ground; he is specially familiar with the whole sub- 
ject; and he tells us in his report of last September to the War 

partment that the industrial conditions of that island are abso- 
Intely prostrated. He tells us that they were in bad condition 
before the hurricane, and that they are in a worse condition since 
the hurricane. Coffee, which is the chief product of the island, 
— 3 as an industry, eliminated, the coffes plantations being 
troy 
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Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Kentucky? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If the Senator will ped for a question, I ask 
him whether Brigadier-General Davis does not, upon that state of 
facts, recommend that all tariff duties between Puerto Rico and 
the United States be removed? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, he does; and I will come to that if the 
Senator will content himself fora moment. 1 will speak about it 
now. 

Mr. President, it does not follow because General Davis, while 
giving us facts that we can all accept, should be followed when he 
gives us simply his opinion as to what should be done. Weare 
here to legislate not only with Puerto Rico in view, but with the 
interests of the whole of the United States in view; with the in- 
terests of other possessions than Puerto Rico in view, and with 
our obligations to other possessions of the United States than 
Puerto Rico in view. 

Now, I will tell you why the committee have provided as they 
have in the matter of revenue; I want to show that it is a good 
provision and not a bad one, as the Senator from Alabama has 
seemed tothink; thatit is in the interest of the Puerto Ricans and 
not contrary to their interests. It was conceived in mercy to the 
Puerto Ricans, and it stands in the matter of generosity toward 
the people for whom we are legis!ating absolutely without a prece- 
dent in all the Territorial legislation of this Government from 
the beginning of it until now. 

What is the condition as General Davis has depicted it? Ihave 
asked that it all be printed in the RECORD. Let me state here, 
therefore, briefly that according to General Davis in many mu- 
nicipalities in Puerto Rico a can not raise a dollar by a direct 
tax on property. Why? Simply because, as he points out, the 
property of the island is already burdened with debts that are 
evidenced by recorded mortgages to the amount of more than 
826,000,000, and but for the hand of this Government staying the 
tight of the creditor to foreclose the whole island would have 
been precipitated into bankruptcy, and all that property would 
have been sold under foreclosure long ago. To-day the creditor 
is compelled by the action of this Government to wait. The first 
order was that he should wait a year. The time has been ex- 
tended six months additional. It will be extended again, in the 
hope that some time in the course of human events the Congress 
of the United States will get done ee constitutional ques- 
tions and go to the relief of a starving people. 

Mr. President, General Davis shows us that the people are in 
such a situation that to raise revenue by way of taxation on prop- 
erty is an impossibility. How much revenue would have to be 
raised in that way? Has any Senator stopped to think? The 
committee did. It is an easy matter for those who do not stop to 
think, as the committee who investigated this subject were com- 
pelled to think, to criticise this measure. But have you who are 
in opposition stopped to think that to raise $4,000,000 of revenue, 
$8,000,000 for the uses of government, the lowest estimate any- 
body has made, and a million dollars additional for municipalities, 
would require a rate of taxation not less than 4 per cent? 

Are people who to-day can not buy bread to be subjected to that 
kind of a burden? We are familiar with what direct taxation 
meunsinthe United States. Thatisthesystem weempleythrough- 
out the States and Territories to raise revenue for our local gov- 
ernment. They are not familiar with the system there. It would 
take time, in addition to its burdensome feature, to put it into 
operation and to get a return. : 

So, it was, Mr. President, when we found the Puerto Ricans in 
that situation, we stopped to consider whether we could not in 
mercy toward those people, not in a spirit of illiberality, not lack- 
ing generosity, but practicing the most gracious generosity, find 
some way whereby we could exempt them from this ruinous bur- 
den and raise revenues for their government in some other manner 
that would rest more lightly upon them. 

In that endeavor we conceived the notion that we would do for 
Puerto Rico, and we have undertaken to do by the provisions of 
this bill, what has never before been done for the people of any 
Territory in the United States, something nobody thought to do 
for Louisiana, nobody ee to do for Florida, nobody thought 
to do for any Western Territory or Southern Territory. Nearly 
all the States here represented, all except thirteen, have been ina 
Territorial form of government. Not one of them ever had done 
for it what we are proposing to do for Puerto Rico. We extend 
the internal- tax laws of the United States into every Territory, and 
the people in every Territory are to-day paying the taxes prescribed 
by thatlaw. But where, when they have been collected, are the 
taxes taken to? To Washington, to the National Treasury, for the 
benefit of the whole nation, the whole common country. Never 
in a single instance has there been other provision than that made. 

But, Mr. President, in this instance we say to the people of 
Puerto Rico when they pay the internal-revenue taxes, paying 


hor 


1900. 
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precisely, and only precisely, the same as are paid elsewhere in 
the United States, t at shall have every dollar of benefit arising 
therefrom; that instead of being brought to Washington and put 
into the National Treasury for the benefit of the National Gov- 
ernment, they shall go into the insular treasury for the benefit of 
the people of Puerto Rico. 

That is not all. We have provided in this bill that the tariff 
laws of the United States shall be extended to Puerto Rico, and 
that full rates of duty shall be collected on all importations into 
Puerto Rico from countries other than the United States. Now, 
that has been the law in tho case of every Territory. When Flor- 
ida and Louisiana and Washington and Oregon were Territories, 
all goods imported into their ports of entry paid full tariff duties, 
and the collections so made were brought to Washington and put 
into the National Treasury for the benefit of the whole country. 
But in this case we not only say the people of Puerto Rico shall 
have the internal-revenue taxes, but that they shall also have all 
these tariff taxes. 

Now, Mr. President, we made a careful estimate. I am speak- 
ing unexpectedly to-day, and unfortunately I have not with me 
some papers I should have. Among other papers, I have not the 
estimate which we made of what would be derived from these 
sources. I can not now in the absence of that paper give you the 
details of it, but [remember well the aggregate result from internal- 
revenue taxation and from import duties upon s from for- 
aign countries. We estimated that there would be derived, all 
told, about $2,000,000. 

Mr. CHILTON. How much from each source? Do you re- 
member? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; Ido not remember, but I can give it, I 
think. It did not give it by countries either; it gave it simply in 
the aggregate. That is my recollection, but I can show to the 
Senator from that paper the amount we estimated would come 
from countries other than the United States, and the amount that 
would come from the United States. 

Mr. CHILTON. But I mean how much from internal revenue 
and how much from import duties? 

Mr. FORAKER,. Oh, I think it was about a million four hun- 
dred thousand dollars of tariff and about $600,000 of internal rev- 
enue. That is my recollection. I reserve the right to correct 
that if I am in error about it. But the most conservative esti- 
mate made as to expenditures necessary to conduct that govern- 
ment for this year, now in progress, would be about $3,000,000, 
What I have mentioned raised about $2,000,000. Where were we 
to get the other million? 

Mr. LINDSAY. I ask the Senator if he can inform me how 
much it cost to administer the government of Puerto Rico during 
the last year of Spanish domination? 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I can not recall now, but that is all 
shown in the reports. I think General Davis gave it in his state- 
ment before our committee, 

Mr. LINDSAY. I think it amounts to not more than one-third 
as much as yon estimate this year for expenses. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir; I will say to the Senator that it 
amounted to over $4,000,000. I remember that. 

oe SPOONER. And it was not a very good government, 
either. 

Mr. FORAKER. It was a miserable government at that, 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, he will re- 
member that we are providing about a million dollars to build 
school houses 

Mr. FORAKER. I am just coming to that. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And we are providing a million dollars to 
build some roads for those people, which they never have had. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Spaniards exacted from the Puerto 
Ricans, as I remember it, over $4,000,000 per annum, and they 
spent it as only Spaniards know how to md money. They did 
not spend it for schoolhouses. We have done more for education 
in that island since we have taken possession, hampered as we 
have been, than Spain did for education in three centuries of time, 
so far as inaugurating any general system is concerned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. ident 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator tell us how much of that 
$4,000,000 was sent to Spain as tribute from the island? 

Mr. FORAKER. I will gather all that and with pleasure an- 
swer any such question; but, as I said a moment ago, I did not 
expect to speak epay 

r. TILLMAN. am trying to get information. I did not 
seek to interrupt the Senator for any other purpose. 

Mr. FORAKER. At any time I will be glad to be interrupted, 
I have no speech to make, I have no oration to đeliver. Iam 
here in the discharge of a duty, mgt gf seeking to give to Senators 
information, and 1 want to give it in the most direct and most 
satisfactory vy Ican. Iam glad to have all kinds of questions 
asked, and I will give the fullest information I can. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 
Mr. FORAKER. Ishould like to proceed with the argument, 
but I yield to the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT. I merely rose to ask the Senator if the bill provides 
for different courts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, it provides for courts. As I have 
already said (the Senator, I suppose, was out of the Chamber at 
the time), the bill provides a complete civil government, repub- 
lican in form. We have an executive, a judicial, and a legislative 
department, and, according to this estimate of $3,000,000, we esti- 


mated in this way 81,000, 000 to defray the expenses of that gov- 


ernment, That means the executive department, the judicial 
department, and the legislative department, the management of 
jails, and the management of almshouses. Then we estimate, 
upon the recommendation of General Davis, for the expenditure 
of another million dollars for public improvements. 

Why, Mr. President, the General told us and other witnesses 
the same that in the island of Puerto Rico they have no roads ex- 
cept two or three military roads, one from San Juan to Ponce, 
and short spurs to that; and that throughout the island, except 
only as to these roads to which I refer, they have no highways, 
nothing but bridle paths practically, which they must use in going 
from the interior out to the seacoast with their products. The 
prosperity of that island requires, if we are to restore it, that 
there shall be large expenditures made in the near future, and the 
best interests of the people require that labor shall be furnished 
in that way to those who are without it now. We estimate that 
a million dollars of this $3,000,000 should be expended in that 
way, for roads, bridges, etc. 

‘The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohid will 
suspend one moment. The hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the 
ee before the Senate the unfinished business, which will 

stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


u es. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Ishould like to ask one question. How can 
it be for the benefit of the Puerto Ricans to lay a tax upon them, 
either an internal-revenue tax or this duty upon products shipped 
there, if the money is to be returned to them, if when returned 
it is just the amount taken from them less the expense of the col- 
lection? How can that benefit them? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the committee maybe in er- 
ror about it, but 1 can tell the Senator the view we take of that, 
and I will tell him, as I proceed, in connection with what I was 
just about to say. J want to finish what I wassaying when I was 
interrupted before I proceed to that. 

We found, Mr. President, that to raise this revenue of $4,000,000 
necessary for the insular and municipal governments, $4,000,000 
would have to be raised by direct taxation or in some other man- 
ner, and that to raise it we would have to levy taxes at the rate of 
4 per cent, which meant ruin, bankruptcy, and disaster to all who 
had property in the island. So we cast about to see if we could 
not find an easier way to raise it. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. In just one moment. We sought to raise it 
by internal taxes, which is largely an indirect method of taxation, 
and by the imposition of tariff duties for their benefit, or rather 
to turn them over to them instead of turning them over to the 
United States Treasury, which is another indirect and easy way 
for them to pay them. I was just proceeding to say that we had 
still a deficiency of at least $1,000,000, and we cast about to deter- 
mine how that should be raised, and we concluded that we could 
raise it by imposing a duty of 25 per centof the Dingley rates 
upon the commerce between Puerto Rico and the United States. 
The House bill cut it down to15 percent. In my opinion it ought 
to have remained at 25 per cent. That is very light, not at all a 
burdensome duty, and the Puerto Ricans did not, except on senti- 
mental grounds, make any complaint against it. They recognized 
that they could at once have prosperity in that way. : 

Now, to answer the Senator’s question, the advantage to the 

ople of Puerto Rico in raising that million dollars in that way 
instead of by a direct tax upon their property was that the men 
who were able to trade back and forth, particularly the people 
who pay here at the port of New York and other ports of this 
country, the people who pay in the United States, for that goes 
and makes up a part of it as well as what is paid in Puerto Rico, 
are able to pay it as a partof their business transactions, far more 
so than the people of Puerto Rico who own the property there 
upon which it would have rested as a burden if it were not raised 
in this indirect way. 

Now, I say we may be in error about that, but it does not seem 


to me so, and it did not seem so to the committee, Now I shall 
be glad to hear the Senator from Minnesota. 
r. DAVIS. For how many years is this $4,000,000 to be raised? 


Mr. FO The 15 per cent is to continue until the Ist of 
March, 1902. 

Mr. DAVIS. And you estimate $1,000,000 for schools and $1,000,- 
000 for roads? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS. Is it necessary to establish all those schools and 
build all those roads within two years? Why can not the time be 
properly extended? 

Mr. FORAKER. General Davis’s testimony and the testimony 
of others was to the effect that there ought to be at least $1,000,000 
expended on each of these accounts for quite a number of years 
to come. That $1,000,000 would make but very little of the re- 
quired amount of roads and other public improvements that are 
needed in that island. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator from Minnesota is not quite well 
heard on this side of the Chamber. I think Senators have a right 
to hear his question. 

Mr. DAVIS. I should like to ask the Senator from Ohio this 
question. He admits that this method of raising revenue and 
handing it back to a political subdivision, whatever you call it, is 
unprecedented, It has not been done to Hawaii. It never was 
done to any Territory. The theory and practice have always been 
for the General Government itself to pay all of the necessary ex- 

mses of the Territory, Why not raise the revenue as to Puerto 

ico the same as it is raised everywhere, cover it into the United 
States Treasury, and, as heretofore, if an appropriation is neces- 
sary for schools, for roads, or for administration, or to alleviate 
distress, do it by means of a direct appropriation? What is the 
reason, why is it, except in this matter of incidental distress, that 
this tariff rate, anomalous, unheard of, unprecedented, and tem- 
porary in its very conception, shall be applied to Puerto Rico, 
when the other day, in another place, $2,000,000 was ap riated 
from the General Treasury that came in under the tions 
of Puerto Rico with the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, answering the Senator from 
Minnesota, there has never been an instance that I know of where 
it has been the practice to collect revenues in a Territory, turn 
them into the United States Treasury, and then appropriate them 
out again for the benefit of the Territory, beyond the mere pay- 
ment of the salaries of the officials appointed by the United States. 
The United States Government has never undertaken to support 
a 9 in either State or Territory, and would not be 
allowed to do it if it did make such an effort. The case, there- 
fore, of Puerto Rico is anomalous, without precedent, as the Sen- 
ator says, but it is without precedent not only as to the legisla- 
tion which we propose, but as to the conditions that exist there 
and the requirements of that case. If Puerto Rico is to have 
schools, if Puerto Rico is to have roads, if Putrto Rico is to have 
the other improvements that we speak of, Congress must not only 
authorize the people of Puerto Rico by taxation to raise the needed 
revenue, but we must authorize a system of taxation that the 
people of Puerto Rico can conform toand administer successfully. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I say to the Senator from Minnesota that it 
is an utter impossibility to raise money on the island by the usual 
method of direct taxation on the property wherewith to conduct 
a government and pay its expenses. 

Mr. DAVIS. Then I say, those things being merely temporary, 
the proper and regular thing to do is to make appropriations from 
the general revénues. 

Now, another word. It has been proposed, and I think the 
measure is before this body, to appropriate $2,000,000 to Puerto 
Rico from the revenues coming to it in the present conditions. I 
want to know, and I ask the Senator most ively if I can, 
what effect it is going to have on a people of that kind to donate 
to them, in the first place, $2,000,000, and then let them under- 
stand that by a precedent of this character, year after year, they 
are to receive, in the status of. mendicants, as the recipients of 
alms, revenue collected in this way; that it is to be returned to 
them? I would rather, if the Senator will allow me, apply to 
Puerto Rico the system we apply to Alaska and what has been 
the general uniform practice of the Government from the begin- 
ning, not turning revenue into any place to meet a temporary 
exigency of distress even, but if necessary to make the proper 
appropriations for such time as may be necessary. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am gratified to have the views of the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota, but let me say, in answer to what the Senator 
from Minnesota has said, that if we were to apply to Puerto Rico 
the calm and irra system heretofore pursued, to use his 
language, by the United States Government, the le of Puerto 
Rico would be nearly all starved to death before this Government 
would have done anything for them. 
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Mr. DAVIS. I say make an appropriation, and others from 
time to time, as may be necessary. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; and the Senator would vote for it, and 
other Senators would not vote for it. But the committee conceived 
it was their duty to Tua papie of Puerto Rico to provide for that 
people a government make it self-supporting, and start them 
on the way of taking care of themselves. I do not believe in a 
propriating money out of the Treasury for the benefit of peop 
except only in cases of great emergency, and then I am willing to 


do it; but oe to a system of almsgiving to be continued 
indefinitely. I think it better to adopt a self-supporting system 
now. 


Now, Mr. President, it is premature to talk about sd wah Scag 
$2,000,000; but what General Davis says in his report 1s that they 
must have at least $10,000,000 to relieve their general condition— 
$3,000,000 for the government on the accounts I have mentioned, 
and the other $7,000,000 on other accounts that he ifies and 
which we have enabled them to raise by authorizing them to pro- 
vide a system of taxation and to issue bonds in anticipation of 
revenues from taxation and otherwise. 

_ Mr. President, what I wanted to point ont here is that this bill 
is not unjust and illiberal and ungenerous in its provisions for the 
Puerto Ricans, as charged by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
Petrus], but that, on the contrary, itis the very oppositeof all that; 
that we are doing for them what never has been done by this Gov- 
ernment for any other Territory since the i of the Gov- 
ernment; that we are, as the Senator from Minnesota has only 
emphasized, taking from them only the same internal-revenue 
taxes we collect elsewhere and then covering all back to them in- 
stead of putting those taxes into the National Treasury; taking 
from them only the same tariff taxes that we are taking from all, 
and, instead of putting those tariff duties into the National Treas- 
ury, turning them all into the treasury of the island of Puerto 
Rico for their benefit. 

Never, Mr. President, in the history of this Government has 
there been such unexampled generosity and liberality in legislat- 
ing for the people of any Territory. I say all this in answer to 
the criticism that this bill is unjust to Puerto Rico. Now, whether 
it is good policy for us to do this isa matter for the Senate to 
consider. I have undertaken to show that it is; that it is one of 
the necessities of the case; that we should be liberal and generous 
to the extent I have indicated and that this bill provides, and I 
x the Senate will a with us, 

r. DAVIS. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DAVIS. Where is the justice of imposing the Dingley Act 
upon Puerto Rico as to all the rest of the world, and then turning 
around and imposing upon the same island, the same people, 15 per 
cent of that act on im to that island from the United States? 

Mr. FORAKER. ell, Mr. President, so far as the first part 
of the Senator's question is concerned, Where is thejustice of im- 
posing upon the people of the United States the Dingley Act 

Mr. DAVIS. y question is not separable, 

Mr. FORAKER. Ah, but I 

Mr. DAVIS. You can not. 

Mr. FORAKER. I can. The Senator asks me where is the 
justice of imposing upon them the Dingley Act and then imposing 
upon the trade with the United States 15 per cent of the Dingley 
Act additional? I ony tp him that as to his first proposition I can 
answer ät by saying that his question implies that there is some 
injustice in imposing the Dingley rates. Certainly the Senator 
will agree that there is not. 

Mr. DAVIS. No— 

Mr. FORAKER. He voted for the Dingley bill. 

Mr. DAVIS. No; the—— 

Mr. FORAKER. It was a necessity of our conditions, and un- 
der it the country has been a to a degree of prosperity it 
has never before realized in all its history. ; 

Mr. DAVIS. No; Mr. President, as old a protectionist as I am, 
Iam not to be put in a false position by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will allow me to say that I do 
not want to put him in a false position. F 

Mr. DAVIS. What I want to know is why and where the jus- 
tice is, the Dingley Act being conceded tọ be just all round if ap- 
plied to all the people, of putting upon any political community 
in this land 15 per cent more? 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the 15 cent to which the 
Senator alludes has no connection with the Dingley rates that are 
put upon importations into Puerto Rico. That is what I have 
been trying to show to the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to put any Senator in a false 
position, and no Senator will be allowed to put me in a false 
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if I can help it. Iknow the Senator from Minnesota does | come 


not want to put me in a false position, and I do not mean that for 
him. I mean I would only do just what he was seeking to do. 

Mr. SCOTT. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 

Mr. FORAKER. With pleasure. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is it not the general report that the products of 
oar 7 58 pra now held by so-called 2 80 me the 15 rd 
cent du at you are now proposing evy upon the impo 
of Puerto Rico into this country would largely fall upon those 
trusts and not upon the people proper of Puerto Rico? 

Mr. FORAKER. Thatis according tomyinformation; I think 
that is according to the information of the members of our 
committee, and I think that is according to common rt. <As 
to what the facts are I have ae peeks: knowledge, but I do un- 
derstand—and it has been sta over and over in, and it has 
not been denied, so far as I have heard, by anybody—that practi- 
cally all the tobacco and all the sugar now ready for export from 
the island of Puerto Rico is owned by the tobacco and the sugar 
trusts. So the imposition of the duty of 15 pes, cen upon sugar 
and tobacco in the island is not, as it has in the 
newspapers—and I would not speak of it, I would think it be- 
neath the dignity of the Senate to refer to it, if the Senator had 
not called my attention to it—is not an imposition on the people 
of Puerto Rico proper, but an imposition of the tax upon those 
who own the sugar and tobacco and who must pay, for the bene- 
fit of the people of Puerto Rico, to whom we give it back as soon 
as it has been paid; but I do not put it on that ground. 

Mr. BACON, Will the Senator permit an inquiry in that con- 
nection? $ 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. I understand from the statement of the Senator, 
which he onge is in accord with general information, that the 
producers in Puerto Rico have already been paid for those prod- 
ucts. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. FORAKER. I so understand—I do not pretend to have 
any personal knowledge about it, and the Senator knows as much 
about it as I do—I understand that the tobacco and the sugar in 
the island have been bought up by the trusts very largely. 

Mr. BACON, If that is the case, and the ucers have al- 
ready received the money for their products, outside of the tor- 
nado over there, what causes the great distress in Puerto Rico, if 
it is not due to the fact that the people can not sell their products? 


Mr. FORAKER, It is because the people have been having to 
live meanwhile. It is not a rich country; their surplus for export 
and they have long ago lived up 


is but small for a million * 
all the surplus they had. They have been visited not only by a 
tornado, but by war. Our armies have been marching over their 
soil and have interrupted their business and vocations and pur- 
suits; and, as a result of it all, they are in a distressed condition, 
according to General Davis, to whom I have referred. I have not 
visited the island; but no man questions the truthfulness of the 
statement that has been made to us, and which I have had printed 
in the RECORD. 

Weall do know that no matter how the distress has come about 
this possession, of which we are justly so proud, because of the 
character of the people, the location of the island, the ambition of 
the people, which has been to make themselves agreeable to us and 
to make themselves an rig Signe part of this country—itis known 
to all of us, I say, that that people are in distress, in poverty, in 
squalor, hundreds of thousands of them; and if we are to relieve 
that people, if we are to legislate so as to give them prosperity, no 
one thing we can do in giving them civil government is so impor- 
tant to them as to exempt their property all direct taxation, 
and necessarily, in the absence of the provisions we have supplied 
to conduct their government, to set into oparakion a school system 
and a system of public improvements such as they need. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I should like at some time cueing 
the Senator’s argument to state a constitutional question whic 
has occurred to me for his answer. I do not know whether it is 
a convenient time to do so now. 

Mr. FORAKER, All seasons are summer when the Senator 
from Massachusetts has a panon to ask. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well, Mr. President. I wish to say, if I ma 
be allowed, that whatever may be or has been my opinion, an 
continues to be, about the desirableness of the Government of 
the United States governing dependencies not expected to be here- 
after a part of the United States, I conceive it my duty as a Sena- 
tor, when that is done, to help in my humble capacity in every 
way to have the best thing done for those people and for the United 
States; and with a desire to have the difficulty solved, if it can 
be, 1 55 this question to the Senator: The Constitution of the 
United States prohibits a duty upo exports from any State. 
I had always supposed that that was the provision which pre- 
vented, under the interstate-commerce power, the imposition of 
taxation upon an export from New York to Ohio, or to New 
Mexico, or to the Indian Territory, or to the District of Columbia; 
and whether these new acquisitions are Territories, or are to be- 


a duty upon 

to tax an shipped from Ohio or ork to Puerto 
Rico. Now, if that be true, I can not see how it is any the less a 
duty on exports whether you collect the duty at one end of the 
route or the other—whether you collect it in a port of the island 
or collect it in the port of the United States from which it starts. 
It is collected by United States, and it is equally a duty on 
something carried out of a State. I should like to understand 
what is the answer in the Senator’s mind to that proposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, my answer to that proposition 
is the same that has been given a thousand times over and over 
again, in one form and another, since this debate with respect to 
the power of Congress to legislate for these dependencies com- 
menced; and that is, that the constitutional prohibition to which 
he refers has no application whatever to the government of Puerto 
Rico or to the action of Congress in governing Puerto Rico. 

Mr. HOAR. But Iam not disputing—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, let me say to the Senator 

Mr. HOAR. I will continue for one minute, if the Senator will 
allow me. I will concede for the purposes of this discussion what 
so many gentlemen believe, and I suppose the Senator from Ohio 
believes, that there is no limit whatever in the Constitution in 
gornog Puerto Rico; but is it not just as much an export from 

oston to send the product from there to Puerto Rico, which is 
not under the Constitution, as it would be to send it to Ohio, which 
is under the Constitution, or to send it to Great Britain, which is 
not under the Constitution? : 

Mr, FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. HOAR. Just one sentence more. That being so, could 
you, under your claim, tax these things in the port of New York 
on their way to Puerto Rico; and, if you can not under that con- 
stitutional provision, can you tax them at the other end of the 
route before they get off the — 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the persistency with which 
the Senator presses his contention only illustrates what I intended 
to say a little bit later in the remarks I have in mind to make at 
this time. His | gah npc? simply shows, as I was going to sa; 
preiron ana will say it now—that this question has 
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yond the law-book stage. In other words, Mr. President, what 
I mean by that is this 

Mr. HOAR. That is the answer. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; it is not the answer. I gave the Senator 


the answer a moment ago; and the Senator knows that this was 
not intended as an answer. I say that the persistence of the Sen- 
ator, and now his repeated persistence here in coming in with an 
interruption, which is an unjust and unfair one, in the way of 
comment on what I said—and the Senator will acknowledge it 
shows, Mr. President, that with respect to this debate, which has 
been going on now for two years practically, there are two 
opposing views. I might stand here and quote from decisions of 
the Supreme Court of the United States from now until the time 
when the last Puerto Rican has starved to death without being 
able to make any impression whatever on the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts or other Senators who entertain views in opposition to 
the views I entertain; and they might quote in the same way and 
with the same absence of effect as to me. 

I believe, Mr. President, that these acquisitions are mere de- 
pendencies of the United States, and that Congress has not only 
an inherent but aconstitutional power to legislate, and also power 
under the treaty to govern these cular acquisitions as Con- 
gress may see fit, without regard to any of the restraints or limita- 
tions to which the Senator refers, except only qualified as I quali- 
fied thatremark a few days ago when speaking on this same sub- 
por That is my opinion. Other Senators entertain the opposite 
opinion. 

It is idle to quote law books any longer hour after hour, day 
S and to consume time with such quotations without any 
effec 

I am referring now to other Senators than myself. Longor] 
But, Mr. ident, what I refer to now is this: We have here a 
controversy, lines have been drawn with respect to it, and men 
have taken their positions. It is idle to debate longer. There 
will never be a settlement of that question except only by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States. When that tribunal all 
will bow in humble and respectful submission, and until then we 
will have our tive convictions. 

Therefore, I do not propose in this debate to bring here any law 
books. I simply plant myself on the general proposition and 
point to the authorities, with which Senators are all familiar, in 
support of it. There is where I shall stand until the Supreme 
Court tells me I am in error, if it ever is to so tell me, and I have 
no idea it ever will. Ihave confidence in my opinion; and there- 
fore. Mr. President, I rejoice in the fact that the provisions of 
this billare of such a character as to make it inevitable that the 
Ga pies Court of the United States will pass upon that question. 

ow let me say to the Senator from Minnesota eR Davis] 
and to the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], I do not know 
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precisely in detail what their views are; I think they know what 
mine are; but whatever they may be, it is of the highest impor- 
tance to everybody, to Democrats and Republicans alike, to the 
whole American people in common, that we know what is the 
e — of this controversy; that we know at the earliest opportunity 
what is the power of Congress to legislate for these dependencies, 
and whether or not we can levy what the Senator from Massachu- 
setts calls an export duty, but which, because of the way it is 
levied, I say is not such a duty within the meaning of the Consti- 
tution, and that we may have every other question settled. There- 
fore I rejoice that we have found a way to raise revenue for the 
people of that island without burdening them by direct taxation 
on their property, and at the same time raise questions that will 
bring all this controversy before the court, where we will ulti- 
mately get a settlement of it. 

Mr. President, let me dwell here for a moment, as Senators 
have precipitated this discussion—I spoke briefly about this the 
other day—let me advert to it again, and say that we can not sit 
here and 5 legislate if we do not take a more compre- 
hensive view of the field of legislation than that which com- 
prehends only Puerto Rico. We have got to take into considera- 
tion, as I said a while ago, our own conditions at home, and we 
have got to take into consideration, as bearing upon this general 
subject of legislation, the Philippines, as well as Puerto Rico. 

Puerto Rico and the Philippines came to us by the same instru- 
ment. They stand in precisely the same legal relation to this 
Government, the one as the other does. What we can do or can 
not do as to the one is true as to the other. 

Mr. President, is it true that we can not levy a tariff duty upon 
goods going into Puerto Rico from the United States? Is it true 
that we can not im a tariff duty upon goods coming into the 
United States from Puerto Rico? If so, we can not find it out too 
soon. I say it is not true. I say it is within the power of Congress 
to do it. Other Senators say the reverse. Let us hear what the 
Supreme Court of the United States will say on the subject; and 
when the Supreme Court has ken, then we will know how to 
legislate, and not until then will we know how to legislate. 

ow, consider the importance of that. It was only very re- 
cently, within a few weeks, announced, and everywhere accepted 
as one of the greatest diplomatic triumphs standing to the credit 
of our Government in recent years, that we had demanded and 
succeeded in securing an open door in the far East, as to China. 
But does any man imagine that we can demand and receive at the 
hands of the other nations and powers of the world an open dcor 
as to China, and not in turn be at least asked to give an open door 
in the Philippines? 

What does an open door” mean? It means, Mr. President, 
that ships and merchandise of other nations shall go into the ports 
of the Philippines on precisely the same terms that our ships and 
merchandise go there. If we can not levy a duty on imports into 
the Philippines from the United States because, as the Senator 
from Massachusetts suggests, it would be an export duty, what is 
the consequence? ‘We will have to ge in free of duty; and if we 
go in free of all duty, the ships and merchandise of every other 
nation will go in free of all duty. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Why? 

Mr. FORAKER, I have just said why. I say that an open 
door means that the ships and merchandise of every other nation 
shall have exactly the same privileges in the ports of the Philip- 
pions if we have an open door there, as our ships and merchan- 

ise have. If we can not levyaduty on the products from this coun- 
try going into the 5 if we are to be told, as the Senator 
from husetts undertook to tell us a moment ago, that that 
is an export duty prohibited by the Constitution—if that is the 
law, and the Supreme Court says so, then we can go in there only 
free of duty; and if we go in free of duty, Germany and England 
and France and Austria and every other power in the world will 
go in with their ships and merchandise free of all duty. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will wait a moment, I shall be 
glad to yield to him. 

I do not see how there is any escape from that difficulty. If we 
go into the Philippines free of duty, and they go in free of duty, 
itis because, as the Senator suggests, the Philippines have become, 
by this cession to the United States and our acceptance of it, so 
far an integral part of our country that they are the United States 
as much as any other Territory we have under the flag; and if 
they are the United States, and for that reason we can not levy 
an export duty, and for that reason when the ships and merchan- 
dise of other countries get within the ports of the Philippines 
they are within the ports of the United States, what is the conse- 
quence? Why, Mr. ident, you can not levy either a protective 


or arevenue tariff; you may as well dismantle your custom-houses 
and go out of the business of collecting tariff revenues. There is 
no escape from it. r 

I say, therefore, every Senator here—Democrat and Republican 
alike—should rejoice at the opportunity this bill provides for 


raising a question that will put at issue our differences upon that 

oint. I take it every Senator wants to reach a right conclusion; 

take it that no Senator would think we were safe in answering 
the demands in the affirmative for an open door in the Philippines 
until we know certainly what the law is that is to govern in that 
contingency. Therefore it is, I say, there can be no intelligent 
legislation for Puerto Rico until we take a commanding view of 
the whole situation. 

Mr, PETTUS. Will the Senator allow me to ask hima question 
for information? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. How was it settled that the Philippines should 
have any open door? 

Mr. FORAKER. It has not been settled that they shall have 
an open door; but I say it has been settled, as I am informed from 
that source of information which is common to us all, the news- 
papers, that we have demanded and we have received and been 
granted an open door in China by the other nations who trade in 
the East. I say we can not reasonably expect—I can go further 
and say I know we have no right to e t—that we will not be 
asked to give an open door in the Philippines; and if we get an 
open door we can not, without appearing very illiberal, niggardly, 
and mean, refuse an open door. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him, in order 
that I may have his views, what he understands by an open 
door” in China? 

Mr. FORAKER. I explained a moment ago. 

Mr. BACON. I was unfortunate in not hearing the Senator. 

Mr. FORAKER. I took the pains to say that by an open 
door” I understand that the same conditions are to exist and con- 
trol as to the ships and merchandise of all countries that go there. 
For instance, we are to go into China on the same terms that the 
ships of other nations go in on; we are all to go in on an equality. 
If they pay no duty, we do not; and whatever duty they pay we 
pay. So as to the Philippmes—the ships and merchandise of other 
nations are to be allowed to go in, if there is an open door in the 
sense I understand it, upon precisely the same terms that our 
* and merchandise go in. 

. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Philippines are an integral part of the 
United States, or if they are a part of our domain, I presume that 
the Dingley tariff, or any other tariff we may levy, will obtain 
there. China, as I understand it, does not belong to anybody 
yet, except to her own people, although there are spheres of influ- 
ence and interests claimed by Germany, France, England, Russia, 
etc. Why is it that we will be under obligations as to a part of 
our own territory, of our title to which the Senator says he has 
no doubt, and that we are to be forced to recognize the rights of 
other people in regard to our own territory and give them conces- 
sions in regard to our own territory? And, then, the obligation 
rests with us, as the Senator seems to think, of being obliged to 
give them those advantages because we demand that they shall 
not go in and 5 China and take it and divide it up and 
erect a tariff wall against us. E 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not said that we are under obligations, 
except only what you might call a moral obligation arising from 
the nature of the transaction. We want to trade with the far 
East. We have reached that point in the development of our re- 
sources, in the manufacture of products, in the aggregation of capi- 
tal, and in the command of ed labor when we are turning out 
annually millions in value more than we can consume at home. 
So we must find a market somewhere in the world. We can not 
find it in Europe, but it is in the far East. In recognition of that 
fact, an open door to the markets of China is of the highest im- 
portance, for in China and Japan and Oceanica and Australasia 
they have some six or seven or eight hundred million le pos- 
sibly, who are just now being introduced to our civilization and 
who are coming to want our products. ‘ 

Now, we say to Germany, to France, and to England, who have 
been making lodgments there and who are in command of the 
situation, You shall not shut these doors inst us,” as it was 
recently proposed they would. England said it two or three 
years ago; and I remember when she sailed her ships over to Che- 
mulpo, and stood them off opposite Port Arthur, and issued that 
proclamation which made the Anglo-Saxon blood start all over 
the world, in which she said, These ports of China shall be open 
to all or open to none.” ` ë 

Following that we have—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I wil) yield to the Senator in a moment. 

We have, without any such declaration, without any threat, 
without any menaces, succeeded in obtaining for ourselves what 
Great Britain was unable to accomplish, although she made that 
threat; we have been accorded an open door, and it is of the ut- 
most importance to us to consider what may be asked in return, 
for I say the probabilities are that we shall be asked to give an 
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open door in the n as soon as the insurrection there is 
suppressed and we institute a civil government. It is one of the 
inevitable romt questions, in my judgment. Now, when we 
are asked—we will not be necessarily required to give it, and we 
may not give it at all; but after we have so strenuously insisted 
upon it and received it, it strikes me it will be a little bit ein- 
barrassing to withhold it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me right there, 
there is no one more anxious than I am to secure the open door to 
China, because I would inform the Senator it is a local matter, 
so to speak, so as to secure a market for the cotton exports of the 
South, which is our staple; and the exports largely from my 
State are cotton goods with which England can not compete and 
no other nation can compete with us. New England can not 
compete with us, nor can any other section. We, therefore, are 
as anxious and as solicitous for an open door to China as the Sen- 
ator can possibly be. 

But, Mr. President, the Senator's argument, if it amounts to 
anything, has reduced itself to this: That he is not certain yet as 
to whether he wants the Philippines or not. If the Supreme Court 
shall determine that the Philippine Islands under the treaty are a 

art of the United States and that the laws and Constitution of the 

nited States will be enforced there, if they go there ex proprio 
vigore—to use the law phrase which has been dinged into our ears 
here for the last two years—if we have the Philippines as a part 
of this country, then he does not know whether he wants the 
Philippines or not. 

Mr. FORAKER,. It will be a question always what we shall 
do as to the Philippines; and I will frankly say to the Senator, if 
it shall be determined by the Supreme Court, when that question 
is properly presented, that we can not levy any tax on imports 
from this country into the Philippines, or on imports from there 
here. we may have to adopt a very different policy in respect to 
the Philippines from that which I now anticipate will be adopted? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then what becomes of the contention about 

hilanthropy and the flag and the glory and everything of that 
ind, and of the humanitarian aspects of the case? [Laughter.] 

Mr. FORAKER. There is an easy answer to that, Mr. Presi- 
dent. The Senator can not ridicule that idea in this connection. 
What I referred to in that connection was this: We want it set- 
tled not alone that we may know on what kind of conditions we 
can trade with that people, but we want it settled in order that 
we may know whether or not we can say to the people of the 
United States that the labor and the industry of this country shall 
be protected from what has been charged as the unjust competition 
8 0 Malay in the Philippines and the products of Malay cheap 

r 


All over the country in the last campaign, Mr. President—to be 
more cific with respect to that which was in my mind—we 
were told by those who represented organized labor; we were told 
by Democrats on the stump, all speaking, no doubt, according to 
their honest judgment, that by the annexation of the Philippines 
we had taken a propie into the United States against whom and 
whose systemsof labor there was no power in the Congress of the 
United States under the Constitution to defend and protect the 
labor and the industry of this country. We answered that there 
was such power under the Constitution; and we pointed to the 
judicial decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States to 
support our contention. But thosestatements and those authori- 
ties are not satisfactory to the Senator from South Carolina and 
others, and they still insist that they are right in their contention. 

I say, Mr. President, I have enough confidence in my proposi- 
tion, in the proposition upon which we stand in this matter, to 
have this question submitted to the Supreme Court and 
upon at the earliest ible time. I say not only should that be 
done, but, in my ju ent, it would be nothing short of criminal 
stupidity in the Congress of the United States not to legislate 
ee oe is necessity for it, so as to raise that question and have 
it settled. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Then, Mr. President, if the Senator will per- 
mit me, this whole Puerto Rican contention rests upon the theory 
that if we can stand free trade between Puerto Rico and the 
United States we would take that island under our sheltering 
wing and let the eagle brood over it; but we can not do the same 
thing in Asia. 

Mr. FORAKER. It does not raise any such thing. The Sen- 
ator misunderstands. He would not misrepresent, for he is one 
of those kind-hearted, good men who are always solicitous to be 
5 fair to everybody. . What I have said, and 

n at a great deal of pains to say, is that the conditions in Puerto 
Rico are such as to make it necessary, if we would have the nec- 
essary revenue raised in the easiest way possible, to raise it in the 
way provided by this bill. 

Then, in answer to the question propounded to me by the: Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], T took up the question about 
which I have now been aeng as one of the incidents of this leg- 
islation, and I have said that I rejoice in the fact that it will be- 


come necessary for the Supreme Courtto pass upon that question, 
and thus put an end toa controversy that is hopeless, so far as the 
ending of it otherwise is concerned. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator explain why it. was that the 
President of the United States, who had better sources of infor- 
mation than he did, prior to the assembling of Congress, in his 
message, gave us to understand that it was our bounden duty to 
have free trade between the United States and Puerto Rico, and 
that he himself introduced a bill without any mention of this 
great exigency, that this was necessary, or that this revenue must 
be derived to keep people from starving, and that in the House of 
Representatives there was introduced a free-trade bill, and they 
only found after Mr. Oxnard, the sugar-trust king, had gone 
before a committee that there were interests which would be 
jeopardized if sugar came in free—— 

r. FORAKER. Iwill have to refer the Senator to my col- 


eague, 
Mr. TILLMAN. To whom? 
Mr. FORAKER. . To my colleague. I do not know. I am not 


the keeper of the President's opinion. I do not-know whether my 
colleague can answer it or not, but I want to say to the Senator 
from South Carolina that the President no doubt spoke the senti- 
ment that was in his mind when he made that recommendation, 
and it is a sentiment which is in the highest degree creditable to 
him. I was of the same opinion. I wanted free trade with Puerto 
Rico. I think everybody else here wants free trade with Puerto 
Rico as soon as it can be safely had. Nowhere in the United 
States could. you find 11 men more thoroughly friendly to the 
Puerto Ricans and more thoroughly anxious to do for the Puerto 
Ricans everything in their power than constituted the Committee 
on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

It was a struggle with us to know how we could show them the 
most generosity, and, as the Senator from Minnesota has well said, 
the generosity we have manifested is absolutely without a prece- 
dent. In the first draft of the bill I made I did not have quite 
courage enough to put into it a provision that all the internal- 
revenue taxes collected in the island should go into the insular 
treasury; but after we studied and after we figured and after we 
found how prostrated were their industries, how little could be 
raised in this and that and the other way, and found it was neces- 
sary to resort to every method here provided to get se reye- 
nue to exempt them from direct taxation, then I was ing to 
agree to it and did. Now, then—— 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Cuay in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. FORAKER, I will yield in a moment. I do not know 
whether or not the President has changed his mind. Iknow noth- 
ing about that; I do not pretend to know; but I have no doubt 
that the President knows more about it now than he did then. I 
know Ido, I did not know much about the situation there exist- 
ing, although I had been reading the newspapers; but when we 
sat as a committee, when witnesses were brought before us, when 
they told us in detail what the existing situation was, and when 
we came to know what it was, then we conceived it to be our duty 
to do what we have done. It may be that the President knows 
more about it now than when he wrote his message; and if so, 
and if he shall have changed his mind, that is also to his credit. 
It is to his credit as a man, his credit as a statesman, his credit 
as President that he should have made the recommendations when 
he possessed the knowledge he then had, and equally to his credit, 
if such be the case, that, having more knowledge, he should change 
his mind if he thinks that the additional knowledge tends to show 
that he should. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In other words, if the Senator will permit me, 
he clings to the doctrine that protection to American labor is para- 
mount and supreme, and that he will hold to the horn of that altar 
without regard to any of this philanthropy of which we have 
heard so much. 

Mr. FORAKER, No, I do not do any such thing; but I do not 
think there is any higher or any better philanthropy than that 
which commences at home. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not believe there is, either. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not think there is any better philan- 
thropy than that which seeks to protect the wage-worker and the 
capital of this country from unjust competition from abroad. 

e fear no . from Puerto Rico; that has nothing to do 
with it; but in the contingency I have pointed ont there may and 
would come a competition which would be prejudicial; and if we 
are wise, we will now legislate to prepare the way for protection 
when that trouble comes, 

Mr, TILLMAN. Their sugar comes in direct competition with 
the sugar of Louisiana and their rice with the rice of South Garo- 
lina and their tobacco with the tobacco of the Southern States, 
which is largely of the same texture and quality. The Senator 
demands protection for the manufacturing industries of this coun- 
try. We of the South are opposed to admitting these islands in 
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the Pacific, because we will come in direct competition with them 
in the products of agriculture; and unless he shall strain the Con- 
stitution to the point where it will no longer be a Constitution for 
all who will be under the protection of the American flag, but 
that there will be subjects and citizens, unless there shall bea 
differentiation and a division and all our old ideas about the con- 
sent of the governed and the Soang of men are to disappear, the 
very fundamental principles of American freedom are to be over- 
turned in behalf of this doctrine of destiny, duty, and dollars, we 
have to face the alternative of considering the Filipinos as Amer- 
ican citizens; and if the Supreme Court shall declare they are not, 
then it will be because the Supreme Court acknowledges no God 
and no law other than its own will and is determined to adhere to 
its fealty to the moneyed classes of this country. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then, in advance we have a statement from 
the Senator from South Carolina to the effect that, no matter what 
the Supreme Court of the United States may decide, he does not 
propose to abide by it or respect it unless it is in accordance with 
the views he now entertains. 

. TILLMAN. There have been so many decisions from the 
Supreme Court that I had to swallow, whether I thought they 
were honest or not, that I expect to be forced to abide by this as 
we have had to abide by other decisions, 

5 . I can say for myself, and I think I can say 
for every other Senator in this Chamber or entitled to sit here, 
that there is for the Supreme Court of the United States and has 
always been only the supremest respect and the utinost confidence. 
I believe not only that the Supreme Court ought to settle that 
question, but I believe also that the Supreme Court will settle it 
nin e I believe they ought to settle it before gentlemen of 
whom the Senator from South Carolina is a type become so ex- 
cited about it that they can not speak of the decision when made 

TILLMAN 

Mr, TIL . Oh, Mr. President, I am not the first man 
either in the Senate or out of it who has spoken disr tfully of 
the Supreme Court. I call the Senator's attention to the fact that 
when the Dred Scott decision was made by the same august assem- 
bly the 27 of liberty, Abraham Lincoln, declared it was wrong. 

. FORAKER. Unquestionably, 

Mr, TILLMAN. The Republican platform declared it was 
wrong. It was said that it was a covenant with hell. 

Mr. FORAKER. But everybody bowed to the law thus declared 
until by the arbitrament of arms it was set aside. So I say no mat- 
ter what this, that, or the other individual may have in the way of 
an opinion with respect to the Supreme Court, that tribunal and 
it alone can end this controversy, and we should welcome an op- 
portunity to present the question to it; and because this bill pre- 
sents that question I am more strongly in favor of it than I would 
otherwise be, and I think every other Senator is who hasconfidence 
in the position he maintains. Senators on the other side generally, 
I think, will be to see it submitted, glad to have the court 
pass upon it, glad to have the legislative department of the Union 
instructed as to our relations to the island and as to the course of 
eee we can pursue. i 

t I haye been drawn here into a a irregular and a very 
extended sort of debate. I did not expect, when I arose, to consume 
anything like this much of the time of the Senate. I wanted, in 
a very brief way, to make answer to the criticism of the Senator 
from Alabama, that this bill is illiberal and unjust in its provi- 
sions with respect to Puerto Rico, I wanted to show that on the 
contrary it is the very opposite, and if I have accomplished 
that, it is all I started out to do at this time. Being in charge of 
the bill, I will, of course, have an opportunity to answer as to vå- 
rious legal propositions that may be raised as we proceed in the 
consideration of the measure, and I will have an opportunity to 
answer every question as it may be presented. I had no thought 
at this time of making any formal legal argument. I will say that 
the more I think of it the more I think I will not make any at all; 
for what is the use? 

Mr. BACON rose. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] has 
his view about it, and he bases it on authorities that he has exam- 
ined. He is an able lawyer. He reaches an opina only after 
examination and consideration. I know he will retain that opin- 
ion, no matter what I may say. It is useless for me to bring in 
the case of American Insurance Company against Canter, in 1 
Peters, or Sere vs. Pitot, in 6 Cranch, or the Mormon Church 
Case, in 186 U. S., or any of the many authorities which have 
been cited and can be cited, and thrash that straw all over again. 
I intend to rest the whole proposition right here, that, as I said a 
3 ago, we have got beyond the stage where quoting authorities 
Mr. President, I desire to occupy only a few 


Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
8 one moment, in order to quote Mr. Lincoln's words re- 
ing the Dred Scott decision? 


Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN, I will read them: 


Judicial decisions have two uses: First, to absolutely determine the case 
decided, and, secondly, to indicate to the public how o similar will 
be decided when they arise. 


cases 
For the latter use, they are called “ preced 7 
and “authorities. eon = 8 


cular cases decided, but the general policy of the b; 
disturbed only by amendments of the Constituti „5 
ment itself. More than this would be revolution. But we think the Dred 


Scott decision is erroneous. We know the court that made it has often over - 
ruled its own decisions, and we shall do what we can to have it overrule this. 
We offer no resistance to it. x 

= SPOONER. There is no imputation on the honesty of the 
court. 

Mr. HOAR, Mr. President, I understood when the Senator 
from Ohio his ar ent that he not only consented that 
any Senator who sought light at his blazing torch might ask ques- 
tions, but that he invited such interruptions, saying he would be 
very glad to help to remove any doubt that any Senator had in his 
mind. So I was quite disappointed when I found that the very 
simple question which I put to the Senator excited so much emo- 
tion in his excellent heart i 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Massachusetts is not, in 
a bigs som himself justice in making such a remark. 

r. HOAR. hat remark? 

Mr. FORAKER. The only thing said that was resented was 
when the Senator referred to a remark I made after I had passed 
from an answer to his question. He said, That is the answer.” 
The Senator knew that was not the answer, and the Senator knew 
when he said that—he certainly knew it, if he understood what I 
was saying—that it was not intended as an answer. I had already 
answered the Senator, and I had given a reason why I did not 
answer him at greater length. 

Mr. HOAR. Perhaps it is better to let the Senator’s observa- 
tion pass. He says that I told him that I thought something was 
an answer when I knew it was not. 

Mr. FORAKER. No; I think the Senator wants always to be 
fair and just, and therefore I say that I thought that he spoke not 
in his usual way, but in a way that is not characteristic of him at 
all. I answered the question of the Senator, and gave a reason 
why I made it brief. I did not p: to discuss that question, 
and gave the reason why. That is all that the Senator could ex- 
pect me to say under such circumstances. Then I proceeded to 
say, among other things, that we had now passed the point where 
a discussion of that would do any good, and the Senator seized 
upon that and said, “That is the answer of the Senator to my 

uestion.” 
i Mr. HOAR. I certainly understood that to be the answer of 
the Senator to my constitutional proposition, that we had passed 
the law-book stage, from which I su that he meant it was 
not worth while, in dealing with this particular exigency, to 
trouble ourselves much about the decisions of the court reported 
in the books. That is what I understood. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will recall, when I remind him, 
that I said, in answer to his question, that my answer was that 
the provision of the Constitution upon which he relied as a predi- 
eate for his question has no application to the case he put, and 
then I proceeded, after I so answered him, to go on, and I made 
the remark to which he referred in that connection, and then he 
seized that, saying that was my answer to his constitutional ques- 
tion. 

Mr. HOAR. I asked the Senator this question: Whether in his 
judgment a provision of the Constitution of the United States, 
— I did not quote exactly, but which I will now quote ex- 
actly— 

No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from ang State 


Was not just as much violated if you put a tax or duty on the 
article while in the ship at the end of the voyage as while in the 
ship at the 8 The Senator said, it is true, that he did 
not think the Constitution applied. That does not strike me as 
an answer to such a question—why it does not have a certain 
effect. Then he added that it had passed beyond the law-book 
stage. But, Mr. President, I suppose the lava in either the Sena- 
tor’s bosom or mine is entirely burned out by this time, and I will 
therefore proceed to discuss that question for a moment. 

I can not cures with the Senator from Ohio, profound as is my 
respect for the Supreme Court of the United States, that it is 
proper for Senators to vote for measures which they deem uncon- 
stitutional in the hope that pres will be instruc hereafter by 
the Supreme Court and set right if they are wrong. I think it 
was the expectation of the framers of the Constitution when they 
created the Senate and imposed upon us the oath to support the 
Constitution of the United States that there would be a Senate 

of constitutional jurists also, and that in the exercise of 
tive functions they would act on their judgment, each indi- 


com 
legi 


yidual Senator acting for himself, enforcing the Constitution as 
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he understands it and not under the guardianship or under the 
tutelage of any man or body of men sitting elsewhere. While I 
agree that i tho Supreme Court of the United States in a proper 
case shall adjudge that a certain power is not committed to Con- 
gress by the Constitution we ones to refrain from exercising that 
power hereafter, I do not at all agree or admit that the converse 
of the proposition is true, and that we have aright to exercise 
powers which we believe are not committed to us because the Su- 
preme Court says we may exercise them. 

Mr. FORAKER. Nothing that I said is capable of such a con- 
struction as I understood the Senator from Massachusetts to put 
upon my remarks. I did not say that we should frame a bill for 
the purpose of raising that question. I simply said, in answer to 
his question and in discussing the question raised by the Senator, 
that it so happened that the bill that we bring in does raise that 
question, and I rejoice in the fact that it does, because that will 
lead to the settlement of a controversy that can not be settled by 
debate between the Senator from Massachusetts and myself, but 
can be settled by the Supreme Court. 

Mr. HOAR. I submit that it can not lead to the settlement of 
a controversy, because if what I just said now be sound and true, 
questions arising hereafter will be questions for the conscience of 
each individual Senator whatever the Supreme Court may say. 

Mr. FORAKER. Of course, I was referring only to the ques- 
tion of power. The question of policy would remain as it always 
does. 

Mr. HOAR. I am referring to the question of power likewise. 
I repeat that if it be not within the constitutional power of Con- 
gress to hold dependencies and to legislate for them according to 
our conception of our interests and not according to our concep- 
tion of theirs, to frame tariffs for them intended for the protection 
of American manufactures and American produce, perhaps, 
even against their own—if that policy be unconstitutional and 
un-American in the opinion of any Senator. I do not see how an- 
other judgment of the Supreme Court of the United States toa 
different effect is to relieve his conscience. 

But, further, the Senator appeals to the Senate to pass this bill 
because of the imperative and pressing conditions of distress and 
hardship which exist in Puerto Rico. Stillhe is proposing a meas- 
ure for their relief which, according to his suggestion, it is at least 
quite possible and, in the opinion of some Senators, very probable 
will be held ineffective and inoperative by that high tribunal, and 
therefore this whole measure must be patched up or renewed or 
something else provided in its place a year hence when Congress 
assembles after we get the decision. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say right here, in answer to that 
suggestion, that the Senator will remember that I said I had no 
question in my mind on that point or on any other raised. 

Mr. HOAR. I thought the Senator spoke of it as one of the ad- 
vantages of this bill that we were to get a decision of the Supreme 
Court on this mooted and, in the minds of some Senators, doubt- 
ful question. 

Mr. FORAKER, Does not the Senator think that would be an 
advantage? 

Mr. HOAR. I think it would not be an advantage. 

Mr. FORAKER. Does not the Senator recognize that it would 
eliminate about nine-tenths of the debate we have had in this 
Chamber and in the other during this session of Congress? 

Mr. HOAR. Ido not see how, if the Supreme Court of the 
United States should hold that we had that power, any Senator 
who thinks we had not would be relieyed from the burden of his 
own official oath by the decision. 

Mr. FORAKER. In other words, the Senator from Massachu- 
setts would not accept, and deem himself bound in legislating by, 
the constitutional construction given by the Supreme Court of the 
United States, 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator asks me not to yield for a question or 
a suggestion or a correction, but for an argument. Perhaps he 
will prefer to make it after I finish. 

Mr. FORAKER. I supposed I might interrupt the Senator to 
the extent of understanding him; that is all. 

Mr. HOAR, Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is a very important statement which the 
Senator made, and I wanted to make sure that I understood it. 

Mr. HOAR. I think the simple thing to do in this matter is to 
make a provision of a sum of money for the immediate and press- 
ing n of that people, as suggested, if I understood him, by the 
Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Davis], the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. There is no donbt about that. 
There is nodelay about that. There is noinhumanity about that. 
There is no necessity of waiting a week if you do that. There is 
no customs service to be improvised; no officers are to be ap- 
pointed; no tariff law is to be interpreted or construed; no case 
made up for the court; no delay in any decision; and I appeal to 
the honorable Senator who has made this eloquent appeal for the 
now starving people of Puerto Rico not to keep the bread from 
their mouths while all these long and tedious processes are to go 


on, with doubt in the end whether his provision will turn out to 
be constitutional or not. : 

I want to repeat the 
question to the honorab 


89 which I put in the form of a 
e Senator from Ohio and which I thought 
he answered by saying we have got beyond the law-book stage, 
but which he says he did answer by saying that he did not think 
the Constitution applied. I want to repeat that proposition. 

Mr. FORAKER. I can not give the exact language employed 
in my answer, but I went on afterwards to use the expression the 
Senator refers to as the reason why I did not want to go into any 
argument about it. 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator state the substance of that lan- 
guage—the reason why? I will give way for that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I stated that the reason was because we had 
reached the point in regard to that and other questions where dis- 
cussion only prolonged discussion and did not bring any result. 

Mr, HOAR. Very well. I understand now that the answer of 
the Senator to this constitutional difficulty is that we havereached 
cs ae where prolonged discussion does not do any good. Is 

at i 

Mr. FORAKER. No. The Senator does not understand ay 
such thing. What I said to the Senator when he first interrup 
me and what I said to him two or three times in repetition and 
what I said to him just now and what I say to him again now is 
that the provision of the Constitution upon which he relies in my 
j Be 75 has no Applicaton to this question. 

. HOAR. Why not? 

Mr. FORAKER. Because we are 3 for a dependency 
to which the Constitution does not apply, and for the many rea- 
sons that have been assigned over and over again inthis Chamber 
and time and again by myself, and always 3 by authority. 
We are not restrained in so legislating by the provisions of the 
Constitution. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well. ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam not undertaking to make an argument. 
I am stating in a brief way why the Senator's proposition does 
not apply. ` 

Mr. HOAR, The Constitution of the United States provides 
that no tax or duty shall be levied on any article exported from 
any State. Now, as I understand, that is the only thing in the 
Constitution which 3 the putting of a tax on articles ex- 
ported from Ohio to New York or to New Mexico or to Arizona. It 
is not because the Constitution is not in Arizona. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Constitution 

Mr. HOAR. Iam gong to state this proposition consecutively. 

Mr. FORAKER, I thought the Senator asked me a question. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator can answer afterwards. 

Mr. FORAKER, I thought the Senator asked me a question. 
I beg pardon. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought he was asking if the Constitution 
had been extended to Arizona. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not ask any question whatever of the Sen- 


ator. 

Mr. FORAKER: We sitting here so understood. I beg the 
Senator's pardon. = 

Mr. HOAR. Now, Mr. President, you can not put a duty or 
tax on an article which is exported from a State, 

Mr. DAVIS. To any place. 

Mr. HOAR. To any place on the face of the earth. The Con- 
stitution is not binding in Russia, but you can not put a tax on 
an article exported from New York to Russia. Whether you send 
to St. Petersburg and get it on an American ship there, or whether 
you send an officer with the ship into mid-ocean and do it, or 
whether you put it on in the port of New York, it is an article 
exported from New York. As I was saying when I was inter- 
rupted, that is the only provision of the Constitution which pre- 
vents putting a tax on articles exported from any American State 
to any other. Under the power to regulate commerce among the 
States you could tax the lead of Colorado when it arrives at the 
Massachusetts boundary or on its way there, but it is an article 
exported from Colorado, and you can not touch it anywhere on 
the face of the earth. You can not touch it with your tax levied 
by authority of the United States in Russia or in Constantinople 
any more than you can in Ohio or New York, 

r. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. HOAR. I will yield when I have made my statement and 
not until then, if the Senator pleases. If that be true,it makes no 
difference whether Puerto Rico be a dependency, or a Territory, 
or a district, with certain peculiar provisions like the District of 
Columbia, or another State in the Union, you can not put your 
tax or duty upon the article. Does it make the slightest differ- 
ence, Mr. President, whether you undertake to collect that tax at 
one end of the route or at the other end of the route or midway of 
the route? Now, that is the provision, and if it has been answered 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


five hundred times or once, I have not been so fortunate as to hear 


the su tion of tlie answer. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I should like 
to give him the answer that I understand has been given a thou- 
sand times. 

Mr. HOAR. Very well; the Senator has said that not a thou- 
sand times, but a good many times. 

Mr. FO: I supposed the Senator was perfectly familiar 
when he asked me that question with the answer which has been 
constantly given and which I think is a sufficient one, that the 15 

cent provided to be paid on goods sent from here into Puerto 

ico is paid not for the 3 of exporting, but for the privi- 

lege of importing into that island after they have been exported; 

that is, for taking them into that particular territory, and that 

it is ira ipa for Congress so to provide, There is no export 
duty at all, 

Mr. HOAR. I never heard that answer before. Let us see 
whether it is a good one. The Constitution does not say you shall 
not pay a tax for the privilege of exporting. It says you shall not 
put a tax or duty on th article exported, and it is just as much a 
tax or duty on the article exported wherever in the route it is 

ut on. 
£ Now, Mr. President, what is the constitutional reason for this 
great provision, the justice and propriety of which no man, so 
far as I know, ever yet questioned? It is that if you put a tax 
on the products of different States, the States may combine to 
raise the duty in a way which will make it fall wholly on a few. 
Serpe we put an export tax on that great necessity to the 
world, cotton, and make our entire revenue, as we might have 
done to a very recent period, npon the cotton exported from the 
Southern States to England, and on tobacco, and on rice exported, 
the 41 or 42 States that do not raise cotton or tobacco orrice could 
compel the few States that raise these products to pay the entire 
cost of this Government if they saw fit,and they would be helpless. 

Now, itis pro to establish in Puerto Rico our Dingle 
tariff; that is, to havea certain percentage of our Dingley tarif 3 
a tariff established for our benefit alone, in which the people of 
that island were not at all considered. In that tariff lead has a 
considerable protection, copper is free for good reasons, and nickel 
practically, I think, is free. Some one will correct me if I am not 
right. I was so told just now. Therefore you are giving to the 

roducer of copper the right to send his copper to Puerto Rico 
Fas; you are giving to the producer of lead and nickel that privi- 
lege only on a most onerous and considerable condition, to wit, 
ying 25 per cent, if that is the percentage finally agreed on, or 
5, Whatever it is, of the tariff rate imposed on that as an import in 
the Dingley Act. Barley paid a little while ago 25 percent. It 
ys a larger sum now; I do not remember just at this moment. 
Rive was up under the Gorman-Wilson Act to nearly 90 per cent 
ad valorem. Now, that was for the protection of rice, which 
needed more protection than Danley or than wheat. This high 
duty is for protection, and under this policy of the Senator the 
p uct of the United States which in our judgnient needs and 
eserves the most protection is to have the most burden put upon 
it when it comes to be an export and is carried to Puerto Rico. 

Mr. President, this argument is not affected by the considera- 
tion that this is a foreign country, or is a dependency, or is not 
affected by the Constitution. Youare, by the powerof the United 
States, placing a burden on an American product of one State un- 
equal to the burden which you put on American products of other 
States. Whether it is an export to Russia, or to Turkey, or to 
Puerto Rico, or is carried to New Mexico from the State of Geor- 
gia, it is liable to the same objection; it falls under the same con- 
stitutional prohibition. 

Now, the honorable Senator said something about the open 
door, and that if we did not give the open door somewhere, we 
could not get it somewhere, edo not understand that this bill 
is giving an open door anywhere. If there is any part of that door 
open, it is shut as tight, so far as the conditions of this bill go, as 

e power and enuity of the honorable Senator can shut it, 
I conceive that if it were not so, no nation could refuse to give us 
equal terms with other nations in their own ports on the ground 
or under the pretext that we did not give her equal terms with us 
in these new dependencies, 

The principle of the most- favored-· nation clause, which declares 
the equality of nations with one another in the ports of third na- 
tions, always has been construed to mean equally with the most 
favored nations under the same conditions. It does not prevent 
reciprocity treaties, as wo have always held and claimed; and it 
certainly would not prevent our making special terms for our- 
selves if it were expedient and just so to do in places which were 
our dependencies, which we had liberated at our cost, and for 
which we were at the time making large expenditures from our 
own Treasury. As it seems to me, if the theory be correct of gen- 


tlemen who maintain our right to do what we have been doing 
and propose to continue to do with these possessions, it is utterly 
idle to say that they are bound by the open-door doctrine or the 


most-fayored-nation doctrine to deal with them precisely in all 
respects as we deal with other nations with whom we have friendly 
commercial relations, 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I sought the opportunity of ask- 
ing the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKER] a question, and I did 
not get it when he closed his speech. I want to know, if I can, 
the theory upon which the Senator presents this bill. I followed 
the Senator in his remarks, but I did not find out anything much 
except that he hoped the Supreme Court would have an oppor- 
tunity to determine whether this is pepper legislation or not. I 
want to know whether, according to the theory of the Senator 
from Ohio, if the bill becomes a law as it now stands, Puerto Rico 
will be a of the United States or not? 

Mr. FORAKER. I said expressly in the course of my remarks 
that I regard Puerto Rico asa dependency belonging to the United 
States, and not as a part of the United States in any integral 
sense, 

Mr. TELLER. Is that the position the Senator takes? 

Mr. FORAKER, That is the position I take now and have taken 
all the time. 

Mr. TELLER. If that is true, I want to call his attention to 
what, it seems to me, is the industrious way in which he has gone 
in to make ita part of the United States, and if possible I wish to 
have the Senator now or at some other time distinguish to us how 
Puerto Rico will be different from the Territories we have been 
legislating for during many years. 

Mr. FoRAKER rose. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not ask the Senator to do it now. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think I can do it now. 

Mr. TELLER. Well, the Senator may do it now, if he will. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think that all the Territories which we have 
acquired have been, independently of the treaty provisions, mere 
dependencies belonging, so far as acquisition went, to the United 
States; but ordinarily in the acquisition of territory heretofore by 
treaty there has been an apron stipulation that the territory and 
the inhabitants should be incorporated into the Union. In this 
case there is no such stipulation. Notwithstanding there has 
been that stipulation heretofore, our Supreme Court, as I read the 
other day, in 18 Wallace, reading from Mr. Justice Bradley, has 
uniformly held in effect, according to the language employed by 
him, that our Territories are mere dependencies of the United 
States, which the Congress hasa right, in the exercise of its power 
derived from the Constitution, to govern as it may see fit. 

Now, when we come to this territory it is much more a depend- 
ony than any of the other acquisitions were, because there is no 
such stipulation in the treaty, but, on the contrary, the stipulation 
is that Congress shall haye power to fix or to determine the civil 
and 3 status of the inhabitants. That means not only that 
we shall have a right to say whether they shall be citizens of the 
United States in a national sense or not citizens. or whether 
they shall vote or sit on juries or have į trials, but it also 
means that we have power to determine whether or not they shall 
be subjected to the same kind of taxation that the people of the 
United States elsewhere are subjected to, or whether they shall 
be favored in that respect as we have undertaken to favor them 
here. I think everything of that kind which relates to and affects 
their civil and political status is authorized by the treaty, which 
is as much a part of the supreme law of the land as the Constitu- 
tion itself, and is made so by the Constitution. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not myself differ very much 
with the Senator from Ohio as to the power of the General Gov- 
ernment over these new ons or over the Territories. I 
think when we took Louisiana we took it with a moral obligation 
at least to make a State of it; but until we did make a State of it 
we had the same power that we have over the new possession 
here. I find no difficulty whatever in managing this affair; but 
we must manage it, Ithink, upon either the theory that Puerto 
Rico is not a part of the United States or that she is. Now, if 
Puerto Rico is a part of the United States, I should like the Sena- 
tor to tell me where he gets his authority to treat Puerto Rico as 
a foreign country. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not treat 

Mr. TELLER. Wait a moment. Iwill not now go into the 
question that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] has 
just discussed, which has been in my mind all the time; but I 
should like to know whether there is not an obligation upon the 
Government to treat the citizens of every part of the 8 
alike, if these people are to be citizens and this is to be a part an 
parcel of the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have before me now the case 
in 18 Wallace to which I referred a moment ago, and I should 
like in this connection to read the 1 ge I referred to as used 
by Mr. Justice Bradley in the case of Snow vs. The United States, 
at page 319, 18 Wallace: 

The government of the Territories of the United States Deuk prineri 
to Congress, and, secondarily, to such agencies as Congress may blish för 


that p During the of their as Territories they are 
. pupilage y 


r 
cies of the United States. 
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Then he reiterates that expression further along in the opinion. 

Now, if Territories that were acquired under treaties that ex- 
pressly stipulated that they should be incorporated into the Union 
as States and the inhabitants of the Territories be admitted to 
citizenship in due time were dependencies, while in the state of 
pupilage that they were in as Territories, much more, it seems to 
me, have we a right to say that Puerto Rico is not a part of the 
United States within the meaning of the Constitution, but is a 
dependency of the United States, and, being a dependency of the 
United States, we have a right to legislate for it as a possession 
belonging to the United States, but not as a country thatis a part 
of it. 

Therefore, I say there is no difficulty to my mind in answerin 
the question the Senator from Massachusetts asked me, which 
did not think it necessary to answer beyond the answer I made, 
but which I will, now that the Senator from Colorado has again 
referred to it, answer further. The duty which they pay upon 
goods going into Puerto Rico is not for the privilege of exporting. 
The exportation has been completed when they pass out of our 
harbor. Butwhenthey go beyond our harbors and are on the high 
seas they can go to France, or Spain, or South America, or wher- 
ever they like, and enter upon such terms as may be prescribed 
for admission to those ports. If they see fit to go to this province, 
or colony, or dependency, or whatever you may see fit to call it, 
that is not the United States, but a possession belonging toit, they 
may have the privilege of entering there on the payment of this 
duty which we prescribe. Therefore, I say it is not a privilege for 
export, but it is purely and solely a privilege rat hig for entering 
the harbor of that possession or dependency of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. Tshonld like to ask the Senator another ques- 
tion, which it seems to me to be perfectly pertinent to what he has 
been 1 Have we the power now to lay a duty upon goods 

e 


going into New Mexico? 
Mr. FORAKER. No; certainly not. 
Mr. TELLER. Or coming from New Mexico? 


Mr. FORAKER. Certainly not. 

Mr. TELLER. Why not? 

Mr. FORAKER. Because while New Mexico is still a Territory 
and within this ee g. a dependency, yet the Constitution has 
been expressly extended to New Mexico, has been made the rule of 
action in the Territory as the organic law of that Territory there 
the same as here, 

Mr. TELLER. Iwill make anotherillustration that will perhaps 
suit the Senator better. I believe the Constitution has not been 
extended over Alaska. What will the Senator say about Alaska? 

Mr. FORAKER. I say it is in the power of Congress to do as 
it may like as to Alaska. Where the Constitution has not been 
extended and made the rule of action, it is within the power of 
Congress to say what shall be the regulation without regard to 
the restraints of the Constitution, except only with respect to 
those plain, positive negations that I have already referred to. 

Mr. TELLER. We have had Territories from the commence- 
ment of our constitutional history, and this is the first time we 
have ever undertaken to distinguish between the people of the 
Territories and the, States with reference to duties, imports, and 
exports. I donot care to-night to go into any discussion as to the 

ower. I wanted to find out exactly what was the Senator's idea. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think I understand the Senator, and I am 
trying to give him my idea. 

r. TELLER. Yes; I think I understand it now. 

Mr. FORAKER. Iam sorry the Senator was not in the Cham- 
ber, if he was not, when auring the first part of my remarks I 
spoke of a necessity for this kind of legislation and undertook to 
show how it was in the interest of the le of Puerto Rico that 
we were seeking to raise revenues, not by direct taxation on their 
property, which they could not pay, but by resorting to this indi- 
rect method of raising revenue, which they can stand, and which 
will give them a reyenue at once. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not care to-night—— 

Powe FORAKER, Will the Senator allow me just one word 
ere 

Mr. TELLER. Very well. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not said at any time that the purpose 
of this bill was to raise the question, but I say I recognize thaf 
3 is raised, and 1 am glad it has been raised, for I think 
there are such irreconcilable differences of opinion among Sena- 
tors that the question ought to be settled by somebody before we 
come o 8 ation where legislation in this regard will be more 
important. 

r. TELLER. I have not any question about the power of the 
United States to treat Puerto Rico as a dependency in the strong- 
est sense of the term, and as a province if you choose, a colony if 

‘ou choose. I donot think thereis any question about our power. 
e can treat her as a foreign nation if we see fit. We can main- 
tain our sovereignty over her and treat for her internationally, or 
allow her to have absolute self-government if we choose, the same 
as Great Britain 5 to Canada. But I do not my- 
self believe you can make rto Rico a part of the United States 


nor, by the legislation which is here proposed, after it shall have 
been enacted, to collect a dollar of revenue upon imports which 
come from that country into this. Ido not believe, under any 
conditions, whether she is a foreign country or whether she isa 
part of the United States, whether she isa Territory or whether 
she is a colony, that we can collect a duty on exports which 
there, and for the reasons the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
Hoar] has so well given. 

I do not intend togointo any discussion of this subject to-night. 
The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] has announced a doctrine 
here which I want to dissent from. I think it was a remarkable 
statement when the Senator from Ohio said, as I thought I under- 
stood him, that this legislation was intended to secure from the 
Supreme Court of the United States a declaration as to what was 
our power. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I have disclaimed that there 
was any such p se. I have simply said—and I was particular 
to say it—that I discussed this question in this connection only 
because the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] asked me 
the question which precipitated it. I say again, as I have said 
repeatedly, that while we did not frame the legislation for that 
purpose, yet I am glad, as one who wants to see the question set- 
tled by a tribunal to which we all bow in submission, that the ques- 
tion will be raised. 

Mr. TELLER. That is what the Senator said substantially, I 
think. That is the interpretation I put upon it. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. If the Senator from Colorado will permit 
me, I simply desire to say, as a member of the committee which 
reported the bill, that that question never was raised in the com- 
mittee oe ee consideration of the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the question never was raised until others 


raised it. 

Mr. TELLER. Itis absolutely immaterial what the purpose is. 
We may get an opinion from the Supreme Court of the United 
States; but I was educated in a school of politics, Mr. President, 
which taught me when I took the oath of office at that desk, which 
I did a good many years ago, and which I have taken several 
times since, that I took it to do my duty here as I understood it, 
and not as somebody else should decide for me. I believe that 
General Jackson laid down the proper rule for the legislative 
branch of the Government. It is true if the Supreme Court 
should decide that we have not the right to do a certain thing, we 
may refrain from doing it, because the power is there to upset 
what we do; but the Supreme Court of the United States can not 
release my conscience, and it ought not to release the consciences 
of men who are engaged in legislation that they do not believe in 
because the Supreme Court may have said it was constitutional, 
but, in their judgment, is against the Constitution. 

I shall follow and obey the decisions of the Supreme Court and 
shall refrain, if it be possible, from indulging in legislative meas- 
ures which the court say we have not a right to enact. But as a 
legislator the court shall never be allowed to say to me, You 
must legislate in a certain way,” nor can I acquit my conscience, 
Mr. President, when 1 know I ought not to so legislate, because 
the court has said I might. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say to the Senator that I agree 
with him precisely in what he is saying now. I rejoice not that 
I may be released from any of the conscientious convictions I may 
have as to what is right or wrong in the legal sense on this propo- 
sition, but because we shall then know whether or not it is a vain 
thing or otherwise to Taia ato as we may be called upon to do, so 
1 we may have the light and the guidance of the Supreme 


Mr. TELLER. Ishall never believe, if this bill passes, that I 
have the constitutional right to vote to impose a tariff duty on 
those people, for I believe this bill will make Puerto Rico a part 
of the United States. I shall govern myself not according to 
what the court may my I have a right to do, but according to 
what I believe to be right. 

But I want to say that all this talk that the imposition of a duty 
of 15 per cent is an outrage upon those people is not the question 
we are to address ourselves to, but it is the question of power, of 
justice, of equity, and of right. It may be that if we collect the tax 
for and pay it over to them there will be no injury to them, and yet 
Irecollect that the fathers of the Revolution declined to allow Great 
Britain to collect taxes from us and then turn them over to us. 
They said that would not be a settlement of the controversy. 
They said: So long as you claim the right to tax us without repre- 
sentation, you can not condone that wrong by giving to us the 
proceeds of your robbery.” 

Mr. President, I did not rise to make a speech on this question, 
which I intend to do some time later, but | arose tosay a wordin 
reference to the Supren Court. 

All my business life has been spent-as a member of. the legal 
profession. I have practically done nothing else than practicelaw 
except toholdan office. There is no man living who has greater con- 
fidence in courts than I have, although I confess some things have 
been done within a few years which have shaken my confidence, 
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Marcu 8, 


ung lawyer, when 


as my Sonne was shaken, when I was a 
the Dred Scott decision was proclaimed. I felt then, as did a great 
number of lawyers in this country, that the Supreme Court of the 


United States had gone out of its way to make a ruling which was 
contrary to the ruling that had been made theretofore, which was 
saad | to justice and to right, and was in the interests of human 
servitude and its extension into the Territories of the great North- 
west. 

Mr. President, I should have been ashamed of myself as a young 
man if I had not dared to stand up and say that was an unrighteous 
judgment. I did it from the hour that that decision went to the 
public, and so did all the leading men of the political party with 
which I was associated. In this Chamber it was criticised in a 
manner that would strike terror, I think, into the mind of the 
Senator from Ohio and into the minds of his political associates, 
remembering some things which they said during the campaign 
of 1896 about the Chicago platform. 

The Chicago platform was not such a criticism of the Supreme 
Court as we made of the court in 1860. It was a mild statement. 
Iam going to read it, and then I am going to call your attention 
to some criticisms which have been made upon the court by men 
high in public life; and that is about all I shall desire to say this 
evening. This was the declaration of that platform: 

Until the money question is settled we are opposed to any agitation for 


further changes in our tariff laws, except such as are necessary to meet the 
deficit in revenue, caused by the adverse decision of the Supreme Court on 


men 

Mr. President, that was not a condemnation of the court; it was 
not an indecent criticism of the court; it was not acriticism which 
might not have been made in the presence of the full bench by any 
lawyer; and the court could not have complained of such criti- 
cism as that. If the time ever comes when any Department of 
this Government is above the criticism of the public, when the 
people believe it to be wrong, there will be a very near approach 
to the end of the Republic. What is the use of talking of free 
speech, Mr. President, if there is a body which can undo what we 
do here, and if, then, the people are not allowed to say to them, 


“You have made a mistake,” you are wrong, if the people believe, 
as we all believed in 1860, that the court or a majority of it was 
moved by wicked influences. With all the respect I have for 


courts, I shall continue to criticise them, Mr. President, as I have 
done heretofore, because I believe that is the way to keep the 
courts pure and honest. 

. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ask the Senator from Colo- 
rado if that is not the ized constitutional right of every- 
Bony, 8 of a lawyer who practices in a court? 

. TELLER. Mr. President, I heard men say from the public 
stump in 1860, and I heard similar statements in 1896, that a crit- 
icism of the Supreme Court was practically treason against the 
Government of the United States; and that was the platform dec- 
laration of the Senator's political party speakers again and again 
all over the country in 1896, and of the Democratic party in 1860. 
The Democratic party has improved, and the Republican party, I 
am afraid, has degenerated. 

Mr. FORAKER, I am perfectly familiar with all that the Sen- 
ator saysas to the criticisms that have been indulged in of the 
Supreme Court and other courts; but I asked him if it was not the 
constitutional right, so recognized by 5 of a lawyer to 
criticise the court when it made a decision he did not agree to, 
but still if it is not also the recognized rule that everybody sub- 
mits to the law as expounded by the court and that nobody would 
be justified in putting it at defiance or disregarding it? 

Mr, TE There is nothing in the Democratic platform 
that intimates resistance to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not say there was. 


Mr. TELLER. And there was nothing in our platform in 1860 


that intimated a resistance to the Supreme Court. 

Mr. FORAKER,. Certainly there was not. That is what I 
wanted to call to the attention of the Senator—that however much 
we may dislike a decision and criticise it, which is our privilege, 
we bow to it. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator from Ohio is putting a bugbear of 
his own to distract attention from his position. e are not pro- 
posing to disregard the judgment of the court. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, what is the bugbear, if we may know? 


I ask the Senator if, while we have the right of criticism, yet we 

do not recognize that it is our duty to obey, toaccept, and to abide 

— a decision so long as it does stand as the decision of the court? 
is a polite question. = 


Mr. TELLER, Ifthe Senator wants to intrude that now upon 
the suggestion that I want to disobey the Supreme Court, I want 
to say to him very frankly that it is very far fetched and that he 
has gone out of his way to do it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not any such thought as that. Of 
course the Senator would not. That is all I was saying. I was 
not saying that nobody would criticise an opinion of the court, 
but I say we must abide by and be governed by the decision when 
it is rendered. 

Mr. TELLER. I made speeches, as I said, in 1860, and was 
called to task for my criticism of the court by the then oppo- 
sition. All at once they have become very fond of the court, a 
court which the Democratic party had criticised in early days; 
and no man ever criticised the court more severely than did Jef- 
ferson and his compeers, who were then called Republicans; and 
General Jackson afterwards criticised the court; but I was never 
called more severely to task for criticism of the court than I was 
in 1896 by Republican orators and Republican speakers and Re- 
r 3 and yet I did not propose to disregard its 
ju ent. 

. President, I criticised the decision of the Supreme Court on 
the income tax, and I criticise it now and here. It was a reversal 
of the decision of that court which has stood for more than one 
hundred years; it was a reversal of five cases which established 
the principle of an income tax, in every one of which there had 
been a united court; it was a reversal of a decision made in 1880, 
which Mr. Justice Harlan said had received the careful atten- 
tion of the nine members of the court and the approval of all; it 
was a reversal which, Isay, astonished the legal profession of this 
country; it was a decision that struck a blow at the power of the 
Government as no other decision has ever done, denying to the 
Government of the United States the right to make the wealth of 
this country respond to its necessities in time of trouble. 

Mr. President, if I can not criticise that opinion, and if I can 
not denounce it as unsound law, then I am no longer a freeman. 
Every man who has any legal education knows that the adjudica- 
tion of cases on principles which have stood for one hundred 
years is entitled to respect and consideration, and is only to be 
disturbed when a case is so clear and so strong that a contrary 
decision can not be escaped. 

That decision, Mr. President, has, in my opinion, marked a ve 
unfortunate period in the history of the Federal judiciary. 
some things which I see are being tried to be done shall be brought 
abont, I believe that in a little while the great respect and confi- 
dence the people have in the courts will be taken away. 

72 1 wang w cal fe oy ct pep the Senate sar just 3 ae 
to the position of the Republican y in its youth upon this ques- 
tion. The Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] read—I 
was engaged at the moment and was not paying attention, but it 
is probably the same thing that I am going to read now—a state- 
ment made by Mr. Lincoln. There is considerable more of it than 
Ishall now read, which itis not necessary that I should read at this 
time. This was said when he was making a public speech: 

What are the uses of decisions of courts? They have two uses. As rules 
of property, they have two uses. First, they decide upon the question before 
the court. ey decide in this case that Dred Scott is a slave. Nobody re- 
sists that. Not only that, but they say to e body else that persons stand- 
ing just as Dred Scott stands are as he is, 1 
tion comes up upon another person it will be so decid ain, unless the 
court decides in another way, unless the court overrules its decision. Well, 
we mean to do what we can to have the court decide the other way. That is 
one thing we mean to try to do. 

That is as much as the Democratic platform of 1896 said. Yes, 
that is more than the platform contained. I want to call the at- 
tention of some of my Republican friends to what has been the 
attitude upon this question of constitutional extension into the 
Territories by the Republican N ee a party, and then I will 
quote some remarks made in the House of Representatives. I 
have some other extracts, but I have them not here at present. 

In 1856 the Republican convention declared: 

Resolved, That the Constitution confers upon Congress sovereign power 
over the Territories of the United States for their government, and that in 
the exercise of this power it is both the right and the duty of Congress to 
oS in the Territories those twin relies of barbarism, polygamy and 


In 1860 the Republican platform contained this declaration: 


That the new dogma, that the Constitution of its own force carries slavery 
into any or all of the Territories of the United States, is a dangerous political 
heresy, at variance with the explicit provisions of that instrument itself, 
with contemporaneous e: tion, and with legislative and judicial prere 
dent; is revolutionary in its tendency and subversive of the peace and har- 
mony of the country. 

That is all I want tosay upon that subject. There was in the 
House of Representatives in 1860 a gentleman by the name of 
Ashley, of Ohio. 

Mr, HOAR. Iwish to ask the Senator, does the resolution which 
he has read to his mind contain an affirmation that the Constitn- 
tion is not in the Territories for any purpose, or only that it does 
not carry slavery there? 
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Mr. TELLER, I think, as I said the other day, that we con- 


tended it was not in the Territories; but Calhoun enunciated 
that doctrine in the Senate in 1849. That, I understand, is the 
history of it. 
: Te HOAR. But my question relates to that particular reso- 
ution, 
Mr. TELLER. I hope the Senator will wait a minute, and I 
will get to that. 

I think that while we held that the Constitution was not of its 
own force in the Territories, there was a universal feeling, a uni- 
versal expression, a universal sentiment, that the great. funda- 
mental principles which were enunciated in the Constitution, 
without reference to whether the Constitution went to the Terri- 
tories or not, were in force because they must be in force wher- 
ever free government exists. That is the ground upon which we 
put it, and not that it went there by its own force. But I do not 
care about going into a general debate on that subject now. 

Mr. President, I had prepared, but can not put my hand upon 
it, because I did not expect this debate to come up just in this 
epes some other extracts from speeches; but this I find in my 
desk, and I will read it. ‘ 

Mr. Ashley, of Ohio, commonly called Jim Ashley in those days, 
was a very prominent Republican member of Congress, a man of 
ability and nign character, who lived until within a very recent 
period. On May 29, 1860, he said in the House of Representatives: 

I propose, Mr. Chairman, to show the House and the country how one de- 
partment of the Government has been taken possession of by this privil 
class—I mean the Supreme Judiciary. I propose to show that, while they 
have been preaching concessi compromises to us 


ons and 
He was not speaking about the court, but he was 1 g about 
members of this body and the other, the leaders of the Democratic 
party in Congress at that time 
they have for years been secretly and cautiously at work to obtain com- 
lete con’ of important as well as most 1 department of the 
‘ederal Government. That this department of the Government is dangerous 
I think the history of its usurpations since its organization will show. 
That would be a pretty severe statement in these days, I sup- 
pose, and yet that was regarded as perfectly proper in the House 
of Representatives in 1860. It is absolutely proper now, if any 
speaker should so think. I am not quoting all of Mr. Ashley’s 
speech, but only a portion of it, He further said: 


In compliance with this demand, we find the y to-day which for years 
so vehemently denounced the tions of court — opposed and dis- 
regarded ons haye come 


nine men, that should entitle it, as a 8 authority, to the veneration 
or it by the present Admi tion 

8 
east equal, if 
not superior, legal and natural abilities? Is there 8 baan in the character 


the S a majority ot them were 
p when placed upon the bench? 

That is pretty plain talk, Mr. President. That was good Repub- 
lican doctrine in 1860, when it was thought proper to criticise the 
court. Principles are said to be immortal. that declaration 
was right then, it is right now. The party whose members made 
such utterances may have changed, and it may be to their interest 
to give to this court a character that never was given to it before 
8 a decisions happened to turn in their direction and in their 

I haye some extracts from a speech made by Senator Roscoe 
Conkling, of New York, when he was a member of the House of 
Representatives, on April 17,1860. I need not say anything about 
ex-Senator Conkling, who is now dead. I need not say anything 
of his ability, his high character, or his sense of honor when it 
came 5 like this. There are many Senators here 
who served with him and who know quite as much about him as 
Ido. He said: : 

Why, sir, the infallibility ascribed to the Supreme Court makes the Con- 
stitution, the institutions of the country. nothing but wax in the hands of 
judges; it amounts to a running power of amendment. 

If the Constitution as the court now expounds it is the Constitution we 
as | tors are sworn to support, our allegiance in the year of 1860 
is duo to an instrument very erent from that which guided those who 
have gone before us. 

For a hundred years the members of this body were supported 
by the decisions of the Supreme Court that an income tax was a 
constitutional tax. 


But without allowing myself to dwell upon the enormity of such a power, 
let me s enk rof tie sonia of its eoe t ; as 

e y. coun: nothing more than three cies— 
the legislative, the executive, and the judicial—all alike Gonstiteted by the 
people to do particular acts. 


XXXII——167 


without esca 
the princi 


than I 
tual, and was executed in blank; the 
principal not knowing whose name might fill it at first, nor who would suc- 


me Court are binding only sa 


inferior courts, and parties ant. Undoubtedly, when a constitutio: 
question is decided, so long as the court adheres to the decision, acts of Con- 
repugnant to th ciple laid down, will be inoperative just so far, 


an Buren,as “they depend upon the courts for their 


Congress in any sense, bu 

Congress. Being the solemn acts of one department of the Gov- 
ernment, they are entitled to great consideration from the other depart- 
ments, and ought not, on frivolous grounds, to berepudiated. But whenever 
a decision is, in the judgment of gress, subversive of the rights and lib- 
erties of the le, or is otherwise hurtfully erroneous, it is not only the 


peop. 
ht but the solemn duty of Con persistently to disregard it. 
< Jackson 8 in 


OW. sir, hear what General a public m 
fhe 10th day of January, 1832, a few months before his reelection to the 
ency— 
This is pretty good reading, Mr. President, and I believe it is 
pretty good law— 
If the opinion of the Supreme Court covered the whole fsbo of this act, 
trol the coordinate authorities of this Government. The 


erstood 
Representatives, of the Senate, and of the President to decide upon the con- 
stitutionality of any bill or resolution which may be presented to them for 
ssage or approval as it is for the supreme judges when it may be brought 
fore them for judicial decision. e opinion of the judges no more 
autho . Congress than the opinion of Con over the judges; 
and on that point the President is independent of both. 

From some things that have occurred recently it would appear 
to me that the President may be independent of both. Certainly 
Congress is not independent of the President. 

The authority of the Supreme Court must not, therefore, be permitted to 
control the Congress or the Executive when acting in their legislative capaci- 
ties, but to have only such influence as the force of their reasoning may de- 


serve. 
In 1810 Mr. Jefferson wrote Mr. Gallatin— 


I call the attention of Senators to this quotation from this strict 
constructionist of the Constitution, this father of the most impor- 
tant political enunciation ever made in the history of the human 
race, 

At length, then, we have a chance of getting a Republican majority in the 
supreme judiciary. 

This is what Mr. Conkling says: 

Tn 1860, sir, we have a chance to 12 and do likewise, and I trust we shall 
improve it. A zation an 

to commercial and political considerations, is one of the auspicious 
promises of Republican ascendency. 

I rose, as I said, to enter my protest against any legislation here 
looking to securing a decision from the Supreme Court of the 
United States of our power to legislate. I do not care what the 
Supreme Court decides until they do decide, When they decide, 
if their arguments and reasons are good enough to persuade my 
mind, then I give my adhesion to that as a proper construction of 
the Constitution. If they are not, I do not, always remembering 
that it is useless to legislate here, although every member of the 
body might believe we had the ght so to do, if the court will 
3 to its former decision declaring that the act is unconstitu- 
tional. 

Mr. President, the decision does not make it unconstitutional. 
It may be obligatory upon us to accept it in legislating. I do not 
suppose that in all this broad land there was a man who believed 
the income tax was constitutional who changed his mind when the 
Supreme Court by a bare majority of one said if was unconstitu- 
tional. The Senator from Missouri [Mr. Vest] once detailed to 
us how the decision was made. The Supreme Court on the Sth 
day of April voted that the income tax was a constitutional tax. 
That, according to this new doctrine, was to bind the mind of the 
legislative body. On the 20th day of May following the Supreme 
Court held that it was an unconstitutional tax. Did that release 
me, who believed that it was a constitutional tax? Did that re- 
lease anybody who believed that it was a constitutional tax? Is 
any Senator required to surrender his judgment? 8 

Who knows but that the next time the court is heard upon this 
question it will return to the old doctrine that had been promul- 
gated for more than a hundred years, by a decision rendered, when 
out of the five members of the court three had been members of 


reinvigoration of the court, with just « 
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the Constitutional Convention. There is infinitely more reason to 
suppose that the income-tax decision will be reversed than there 
is that it will be maintained; and I assert here that it is the right 
of every man who does not believe that is the law to question it, 
to criticise it, and to complain of it, and it is his duty under his 


oath to do it, and he is recreant to the great duty he owes asa 

representative here if he believes that if he shall keep silent and 

= s by his silence that he believes that which he does not 
eve. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I intended to ask the Senator 
from Ohio a question while he was on the floor. I shall occupy a 
very short time in saing the subject relative to which I intended 
to make an inquiry. I do not desire to prolong the discussion, 
but the matter is one which I think might well appear in connec- 
tion with this afternoon’s debate. The Senator from Ohio states 
that this legislation with reference to the imposition of a tariff 
duty upon articles going from the United States to Puerto Rico 
and coming from Puerto Rico to any other part of the United 
2 as we conceive it, is based upon the proposition that Puerto 

ico is not a part of the United States. I understand that to be 
beet PES tion? 

. FORAKER. Not in the sense that a State of the Union is. 
I say it is part of the United States in the sense that it is part of 
our possessions. It is a dependency. 

Mr. BACON. Exactly. 

Mr. FORAKER. And a dependency to which we have not ex- 
an the Constitution and to which it does not extend ex proprio 

ore. 
r. BACON. It is a possession. ° 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BACON, And not a pes of the United States over which 
the Constitution and laws of the United States extend except so 
far as they have been specifically extended by act of Congress. 

That necessarily involves the additional proposition that no in- 
habitant of Puerto Rico is a citizen of the United States. Neces- 
sarily that must follow. 


Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator repeat that proposition? | 


My attention was diverted for just a moment. 

Mr. BACON, I say that a necessary conclusion from that 
als rae is that no inhabitant of Puerto Rico is a citizen of the 

nited States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Do you ask the question? 

Mr. BACON. Am I correct in that? 

Mr. FORAKER. Not unless we see fit to make them such. 

Mr. BACON. You do not make them so by any legislation? 

Mr. FORAKER. Wepropose todoso by this bill—in a national 
sense. 

Mr. BACON. This bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. This bill provides that the native inhabitants 
of that island shall be citizens of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Then the additional proposition follows that 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me explain to the Senator that a few days 
ago in the debate here I dwelt upon that and pointed out upon 
authority that that term is used in an international, a national. 
and a State sense. This fixes their status, and being citizens of 
the United States means they have the right to look to us for pro- 
tection; they owe us allegiance; they can apply for a passport if 
they want to travel abroad. 

r. BACON. They owe us allegiance, but have none of the 
rights of citizens of the United States. In other words, the Con- 
stitution of the United States is not spread over them. I under- 
stand that to be the proposition. 

But what I want to call the attention of the Senate to is this: 
It is impossible for me to conceive of a citizen of the United 
States who is not under the Constitution of the United States. 
He may be a subject of the United States, if such a thing can 
constitutionally be; but when I say citizen, I mean one enjoying 
the right of citizenship under our Constitution and laws. Lunder- 
stand from the position of the Senator that that necessarily fol- 
lows. If the Constitution and laws of the United States do not 
extend over Puerto Rico, no inhabitant of Puerto Rico is under 
the protection of the Constitution and laws of the United. States 
except so far as they are specifically extended to them by act of 


ess. 

Mr. FORAKER. And we do extend specifically all the laws of 
the United States not locally inapplicable. But let me say to the 
Senator from Georgia that in making them citizens, although the 
Constitution is not extended, we are song simply what was done 
with respect to Louisiana and Florida and all of our other Terri- 
torial possessions. We never extended the Constitution to any 
Territory until 1850, when it was extended to New Mexico, and 
yet in all the Territories we were then governing the people were 
treated and regarded as citizens of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. But citizens not under the Constitution. 

Mr. FORAKER. They are citizens governed by Congress—— 

Mr. BACON, Exactly. 


Mr. FORAKER. As Congress may see fit to govern, under its 
power derived from the Constitution. 

Mr. BACON. Citizens not under the Constitution. What I 
want to call theattention of the Senate tois this: In this bill there 
is a provision under which Puerto Rico will elect a Delegate to 
Congress. I will read the section, 

Sxo. N. That the qualified voters of Puerto Rico shall, on the first Tuesday 
after the first Monday of November, A. D. 1900, and every two years there- 
after, choose one Delegate to the House of Representatives of the United 
States, who shall be entitled to a seat, hut not to a vote, in that body, on the 
certificate of election of the governor of Puerto Rico, who shall have the same 
rights provided by law fora Territorial Delegate and the same compensation 
payable as now provided by law for a Territorial Delegate. 

I am one of those who believe that whenever we legislate for 
territory which we may acquire, necessarily we must legislate 
under the Constitution of the United States, and that by the act 
of organizing a civil government under the United States Gov- 
ernment we necessarily extend the Constitution over them by 
that act, or rather that whenever we legislate for that territory 
that the Constitution ex proprio vigore is extended whenever we, 
by such legislation, organize civil government; and whenever we 
rare from that proposition we at once enter upon a field of diffi- 
culty. 

Here is an illustration of it in this bill, It is absolutely pro- 
vided that in a portion of the territory subject to the jurisdiction 
of the United States there shall be a body of people, not citizens 
in the sense that we are citizens, a body of people not entitled to 
the protection of the Constitution, a body of people whose country 
is not entitled to the enjoyment of any of the prohibitions of the 
Constitution with respect to the equality of tariff laws, for in- 
stance, and yet a people who thus, without the right of citizen- 
shipin its proper sense, can select one who 8 with themselves 
does not enjoy the right of citizenship, and yet who is to come 
and occupy a seat in Congress, perform all the duties of a member 
of Congress except the right to vote, and enjoy ail the emoluments 
of a member of Congress. 

Not only so, but absolutely before he can take his seat, although 
he is not under the Constitution of the United States and not a 
citizen of the United States, he is required to take an oath to sup- 
port the Constitution of the United States. That is a fact. Every 
Territorial Delegate has to take an cath to support the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and there will sit in the House of Rep- 
resentatives a man not enjoying any of the rights and preroga- 
tives of a citizen under the Constitution of the United States, 
having none of the protection given to a citizen by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and yet sitting with the constitutional 
lawmakers of the country, drawing pay equally with them, and 
entitled to all of the privileges and emoluments of one of them, 
and absolutely compelled to swear to support the Constitution 
under which he is not entitled to any protection, owing it neither 
duty nor obligation, nor under it enjoying any privilege. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Ohio tell us whether 
each native voter will have to take the same oath? 

Mr. FORAKER. There is not anything new in all that the 
Senator from Georgia has said, impressively as he has said it. 
When we legislated for the Orleans Territory and later for Loui- 
siana Territory and later for Florida Territory and later for Mis- 
souri, and when we legislated for Mississippi and Alabama and 
Arkansas, we declined to extend the Constitution to those Terri- 
tories, and yet we required every officer appointed by the Presi- 
dent to administer the law of Congress in those Territories to take 
an oath to support the Constitution of the United States. and 
every citizen of those Territories was treated and regarded and 
held under the law to be a citizen of the United States, although 
not living within territory over which the Constitution extended 
ex proprio vigore or by act of Congress, for at that time the 
doctrine that the Constitution extends itself by its own inherent 
operation had not been heard of in the politics of this country, 
and it never was heard of until 1850, when we came to legislate 
for New Mexico, or, rather, in the debate immediately preceding, 
when it was advanced for the first time by John C. Calhoun in 
the interest of humanslavery. It was then first brought forward, 
and Thomas H. Benton, of Missouri, characterized it, in language 
which I read to the Senate a few days ago, as the vagary of a dis- 
eased mind. 

Mr. President, therefore I say, in answer to the Senator's ques- 
tion, that when he points out that we make the ple of Puerto 
Rico citizens of the United States, it does not follow, any more 
than it did in the cases to which I have referred, that the citizens 
were without any privileges or immunities that they ought to have, 
for in all the legislation applicable to them Congress legislated, 
restrained, as I have always contended and as I believe, by those 
positive prohibitions and negations of the Constitution which will 
inure to their benefit whether the Constitution be extended or not, 
simply because we are restrained by the Constitution; but above 
all, whether there is any restraint im d upon us by the terms 
of the Constitution, we are restrained by that higher law of the 
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Biri 
avais oe Cur institutions which has been referred to time and 
(hure a Supreme Court decisions, and notably so in the Mormon 
kinos Hones: by Mr. Justice Bradley, and time and again repeated 
that toa We take away no immunity, no privilege, no right 
him as tage to the individual in the personal sense that affects 
lon z to hin liberty or those privileges and immunities that be- 
r. ` A 
awa : BACON, It is not a question whether or not we take it 
simy] A tis a question whether he has it as a matter of right or 
I wit Moys it from us as a matter of gift or grace. ; 
the a not enter into the question suggested by the Senator as to 
Peet to ne which he said was first enunciated in 1849 with re- 
dies. ve effect and power of the Constitution in the Territo- 
tention nk, however, it can be very plainly shown that the con- 
titus those of whom he speaks was not as to whether the 
the seni ion was in force in the Territories, but, as suggested by 
Partion? Senator from Ma sachusetts [Mr. Hoar], whether a 
Construction of the Constitution carried with it and 
the right of slave property in the Territories. That was 
+ Lam not going into that. 
Which Senator from Ohio says that in the various Territories 
den ere organized every officer who was appointed by the 
take an tof the United States in those Territories was required to 
C ly peth to support the Constitution of the United States. 
Mr. FOr Because he was appointed by the President. 
Baca ER. Mr. President 
While “CON, I hope the Senator will let me proceed for a little 


r. 
biso rg RARER, Why should not the officers of Puerto Rico 
r. ‘ed? 
th, t of th ON. Because they are not appointed by the Govern- 
wie Votes de United States. They are officers who are elected by 
tthe of Of the people and who are to hold their commissions by 
Del the fact that they received the votes of the people, and 
Gouge’ is to come here and take his seat in the other House 
r. F — 
yor MORARER., It was the same as to every Delegate elected 
ha Was e) *rritories to which I have referred. Every Delegate 
cane a vote ected and who came and took “his seat, but did not 
W th ®, Was required before he could take his seat to take an 
as electa ort the Constitution of the United States, and yet he 


ote Bagot people who were not under the Constitution. 
nent or Dok those Territories that there was the explicit state- 


ible connection of a Territory with the United States as 
0 5 “retofore understood it, but as an entirely separate and 
ne — country held by us as a chattel, to be done with by us 
Erg + 

1 has never been any such contention so far as our past his- 
bur ch it ven concerned. It has related entirely to territory 
tor litten; expected to be thereafter incorporated as a part of 
leg the leyal system: but there is in this bill an express provision 
Upc bein and collection of impost duties which must con- 
ia conflict with the Constitution if itis a part of the 
nit this; and the justification and defense for that provision 
U 18 not a part of the United States; that it is outside of 
lates, And in the same bill it is provided that a for- 
Aus noty HOt under the Constitution of the United States, its 
Rat, it by ander the Constitution, except so far as we may ex- 
be siti rect act of Congress, may nevertheless elect a Dele- 
tee, takin, Ongress, and before he takes his seat 3 him- 
Mr in Whi an oath to support the Constitution of the United 

The Presi o those who advocate this bill say he has no part. 
toda Eht in cut, I do not design to pursue the question now, but 
upon ponnection with the debate which has been continued 
When, m 18 subject it was proper that there should be this 
dude ver We ution of the inconsistency which necessarily follows 
ele the i assume to legislate and organize a civil government 
thay; Sdiction of the United States and at the same time 
mstitution of the United States and the laws appli- 
articular territory do not go ex proprio vigore; but 
Braca Ad that aty for us by express act to extend the Constitu- 
iy. the Co Unless we do it by express act given as a matter of 
“stitution has then there no validity and no author- 


N 
ta 8 Pray BER. Mr. President, I do not rise at this time 
wiatiy Mere} of making any extended speech upon this ques- 
lich; to the to ask the Senator from Ohio a simple question 
den now Destruction of that portion of our Constitution 
T dnp aer discussion, namely: 
By Shall be Inid on articles exported from any State. 


pload of grain to be exported from the port 


Thay, 8 clear, I desire to make this supposition: 
* 


of New York or from any other port in the United States des- 
tined to Puerto Rico. The Senator, as I understand, will admit 
that we can not lay an export duty direct upon any of the articles 
in the shipload. Now, what I desire to ask him is this: At what 
time can we place a duty upon any of such articles? Admitting 
that we can not place an export duty upon them in the port of 
New York or New Orleans, that we can not reach them in mid- 
ocean at any place, will it be contended that we can, by the 
method adopted in this bill, apply our laws to them so that it 
will in effect be an export duty at the time they reach the port in 
Puerto Rico? 

I think the Senator will agree with me that if the same goods 
were going to Great Britain the moment they reached her ports 
they would be subject to her jurisdiction. Why? Because she is 
a foreign power, and our laws will not reach beyond the limits of 
our own jurisdiction, Admitting that to be the case, then I ask 
when and where do we get the power to apply a duty upon any- 
thing that shall be exported from the United States to Puerto 
Rico? What law is it that governs? Wesay that wecan not levy 
this export duty in New York, or at any other place in the United 
States; but whose law is it that imposes the duty, whether it is in 
Puerto Rico or whether it is in the United States? It is not Puerto 
Rican law that levies the duty in her ports. The very law that 
makes the duty is a law of the Governmeht of the United States, 
It reaches across the ocean and it lays its hand upon the cargo in 
another jurisdiction, in another port. Therefore it is the same 
law against which this inhibition is provided in the Constitution 
itself. Is not that true? 

We must do one of two things, it seems to me, Mr. President; 
either consider these new possessions, so far as the application of 
our revenue laws is concerned, as one of our own dependencies, 
over which the Constitution of itself acts, or we must consider it 
in the nature of a foreign country. If we consider it in the lat- 
ter position, which I contend for so far as the application of the 
principle of our revenue laws is concerned, then we must admit 
that the Constitution has no application. I believe that isthe law. 
I do not believe that the Constitution of the United States has 
any application over any of this acquired territory without the 
express language of our own Jaws by an enactment to that effect. 
But conceding that to be the case, then I say is not this in effect 
and absolutely the levying of an export duty by our law reaching 
beyond our own pora and seeking to levy it in the ports of one 
of our own dependencies? If that is true, is it necessary for us to 
go to the Supreme Courtof the United States to determine a ques- 
tion which it seems to me is as clear as any legal proposition that 
could be placed before us? ; 

Upon the other proposition, of our right to levy a duty upon 
articles imported from Puerto Ricoto the United States, my mind 
is clear. I will admit that power. I will admit the power of pro- 
tection against any of the imported articles from any country, 
whether it be a foreign country or one of our newly acquired pos- 
sessions; but it seems to me that I am compelled, not only by the. 
Constitution, but by our reasoning powers, to claim that there 
could not be, in the very nature of things, a duty imposed upon 
articles in the port of New York, in midocean, or at any other 
point prior to their reaching their final destination, or at the point 
of destination, when the law itself is a law of Congress which 
makes the duty and which is clearly and expressly prohibited by our 
Constitution. Idesirethe Senator from Ohio to indicate tome what 
is the difference between the power exercised upon those particu- 
lar articles in our own ports and the same law, not a different law, 
but the same identical law, operating upon them at the other end 
of the route. i 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the question upon which the Senator 
from Massachusetts and I had a colloquy a few moments ago. 
ean only repeat now, in answer to the inquiry of the Senator from 
North Dakota, what I then said to the Senator from Massachu- 
setts: I understand that Puerto Rico is a dependency of the 
United States not different in any sense whatever from any other 
territory that the United States may acquire, or ever has ac- 

nired, except as the treaty of acquisition may have made a dif- 
erence in the first instance, and the express extension of the 
Constitution in the second instance may have made a difference, 

I understand that when we acquired the Territory of Louisiana 
and Florida and New Mexico ana other territory it was stipulated 
that that territory should be incorporated into the Union in due 
time, and the inhabitants should be incorporated into the Union, 
I understand that notwithstanding that fact the Supreme Court 
has over and over again in its decisions held that these Territories 
are mere dependencies, to be governed as Congress may see fit; 
and if Congress sees fit to declare that the Constitution shall be 
extended to and put into force, the Constitution becomes the rule 
of action, and the limitations of the Constitution would a ply. 

But until that has been done there is no limitation of the on- 
stitution of the character involved in the Senator's inquiry that 
does apply. Puerto Rico belongs, just as other territory acquired 
belongs, to the United States. Why, Mr. President, the ‘onsti- 
tution itself draws the distinction between territory that belongs 
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in the Union and territory that belongs outside. What is it that 
weare authorized to legislate about? Not territory of the United 
States, but territory, to use the exact language of the Consti- 
tation, belonging to the United States; and when we come to 
legislate for territory belonging to it we legislate free from all 
restraints and limitations of the Constitution, 

Now, Puerto Rico is territory belonging to the United States. 
Therefore we have power under the Constitution to legislate for it. 
How? As we may see fit. Therefore, when we come to the provision 
upon which the Senator relies, I answer to him that the Constitu- 
tion applies to the Union, and you can not levy an export tax upon 
products sent out of the United States, because of the limitation 
that he refers to. But when it has gone beyond the United States 
it can go where it may; and if the Congress sees fit to say that as 
to any territory which simply belongs to and is not otherwise a 
part of the United States—territory to which the Constitution has 
not been extended—it shall not have the privilege of entering there 
except on the payment of duty. It is within the power of Con- 
gress to do it, and the duty that is imposed is not an export duty, 
but a duty paid for the privilege of 3 that port, which is 
not under the Constitution, and for which Congress has plenary 
and absolute power to legislate as it may see fit. 

Mr. KENNEY. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Delaware? 

Mr, FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEY. I wish to ask the Senator from Ohio to give 
the definition or difference between territory of the United States 
and territory belonging to the United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. Territory of the United States in the sense in 
which I used that term a moment ago is territory within the Union 
of States. All territory outside of the States, including the Terri- 
tory of New Mexico and the Territory of Arizona, all territory 
that has not been admitted to the Union, is territory belonging to 
the United States, and we have a right to legislate about it as we 
see fit. If we want, we can extend the Constitution by act of Con- 
gress, and if we do not see fit to so extend it it does not extend ex 
proprio vigore. 

ow, in this connection I wish to answer the Senator from 
Georgia with the citation from Mr. Benton that I referred to a 
moment ago. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator will make his argument, I think, 
a little stronger—no stronger, perhaps, than it ought to be made 
if he quotes the Constitution as it reads in that connection. It 
says: 

The territory or other property belonging to the Unitod States. 


Mr. FORAKER. I thank the Senator from Wisconsin for call- 
ing my attention to the clause. The power that is given to Con- 
gress to legislate for territory belonging is the same power that is 
given to Congress to legislate for other property, so that we have 
absolutely the samt power to legislate with respect to territory 
belonging to the United States that we have to legislate in the 
disposition of a lot of condemned ordnance or a piece of realty or 
enyang else which Congress might want to deal with or dis- 

ose of. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Utah? 

Mr. FORAKER, I Will yield; but I do want, in answer to the 
Senator from Georgia, to read thisquotation from Mr. Bonton be- 
fore I quit the floor, : 

Mr. RAWLINS. In connection with the question propounded 
to the Senator from Ohio by the Senator from Wisconsin, that 
that provision of the Constitution—— 
uae . ER. Would not the Senator as soon interrupt me 

ter on 

Mr. RAWLINS. I had just about concluded.. That provision 
refers only to the territory or other property. Therefore it deals 
alone with property and not with the people. Therefore Con- 
gress may do what it pleases with property; but can it do what it 
pleases with the people under that clause? 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, Mr. President, I will point to the prece- 
dents about that. My proposition is that the Congress has power, 
and has exercised it in every instance, to do as it sees fit with 
respect to the people as well as the territory. I do not know how 
you are to distingnish. 

Mr. SPOON IL sup the argument of the Senator from 
Utah would be that if people settle upon territory of the United 
ti thereby Congress would lose its constitutional power over 

em. 

Mr. RAWLINS. If I max be 

Mr. SPOONER. It would no longer be property and subject 


tied 

to disposition by the United States because people had ot 
upon it. that Con- 

Mr. RAWLINS. I do not think the eourts have held h from 
gress derives its power to legislate for people in a Te 55 
that clause in the Constitution. The idea is that the Co 
was ordained, among other things, to secure the blessin 
erty to the framers of the Constitution and their 
ing by that the people of the United States, whether 
or naturalized, and their posterity; and Wherever us 
might go, in a State or in a Territory, this Constitution u of the 
their heritage; and for them it was to be the supreme tended: 
land wherever the political jurisdiction of the Union oe court 

Such has been the interpretation, I think, of the Supre tion of # 
and the practice of this Government from the founda cakes 
until the present time, the Supreme Court itself holding ™ iousl¥ 
in 9 Howard, that the Constitution superseded the act PIV" tite 
passed in relation to the Northwest Territory; that 7 pence thi 
tion was not in conformity with its provisions, and tha ‘contin’ 
Constitution superseded it, and that the act was only the Con 
by virtue of the act passed by Congress August 7, after 
stitution took effect, 

Mr, FORAKER, Mr. President that tus 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator from Utah claim g Stabes 
Supreme Court held that the Constitution of the Uni 
superseded the ordinance of 1787? thed j 

Ur. RAWLINS. That is what they held. I have + 


here. admissi 
Mr. SPOONER, I remember they held that the ce. 
State into the Union operated to supersede the o 
Mr. FORAKER. But never in any other case. 
Mr. SPOONER. Which, I think, is correct, 
Mr. HOAR. To what case does the Senator refer? by 
Mr. RAWLINS. The case of Strader vs. Graham. amissio” 
Mr. SPOONER. They held in that case that the 2 m n ginan? 
Congress of a Territory into the Union superse th 


of 


of 1787. pio 
Mr. RAWLINS. Here the court from O 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does tho Senator 

yield to this colloquy? pot 


Mr. SPOONER, I beg pardon, rS, 
Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to interrupt the Benen 
I should like to conclude what I was trying to say. Emig fte 
from Utah can repeat the question to-morrow. recess f to 
minutes until the time when we shall have to take a referring ad, 
Mr. RAWLINS. I will not detain the Senate Dy © JeoDtator 
the langunge of this decision. It explicitly holds WAA the Sri gt 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I wish to answer stand got? 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. He said he did not unde not Tyo; 
I could show that there had been any legislation (1 my do not) Pred 
him exactly right, and I hope he will correct me if elec ad 
viding, as L indicated a while ago, that officials whe ai este” the 
from Territories to which the Constitution had not Pe zupfen tne 
should, nevertheless, be required to take an oath to regard 


Constitution of the United States, instancing in ited 
election of a Delegate to Congress, , nots af corn it 
I wish to call his attention now to the organic ae aont 1400 to 
in Senate Document No. 148, the provision as to M t exten 
was created a Territory. The Constitution was no 4 
Missouri. I read from page 37. It provides here: A wes 2 
That all free white malo citizens of the United States abot Prad at 55 
years who have resided in sald Territory twelve months, — iyos 
vlection, and who shail lia ve paid a Territorial or connty repress 


six months previous thereto, shail bo entitled to voto 
the goneral assembly of said Territory. 


Provisions similar to that, provisions, as Isaid Co 
ogniaing citizenship of the United States, will be footed DY, sho 
act creating a Territorial government that Was fe exte 
gress prior to the time when Congress tes. r 
Constitution to the Territories of the United Sta gd from. 3 

Ar. BACON. What section does the Senator TT isa of ion! 

Mr. FORAKER. I was reading from the last o5 
6, on 37. Now, it further provides, on P98 
for the election of a Delegate to Congress: 


for ar o 
That the citizens of tho sald Territory entitled to vota ing th. 
to the general assembly thereof shall, of the time of electing g fro . — 
e 
e o the Congress o J. + 
shall possess the same powers, shall have the same priv n e 


is at J 5 ing tor 

eee og 
any Territory of the United States. Pe that taken 

So the requirements are precisely the same Senator bss 
as the requirements in this bill to which the ith 
“Me BACON, Now, if I— Seng se 

T. „Now, th 
Mr. FORAKER. Now, in the next section, H pey goby 


allow me, instead of extending the Constitution, they 
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legislative enactment extend to the people in the Territory of Mis- 
souri certain constitutional guaranties, not, however, as 
tutional 
the Bill of Rig] Rights in that particular 

Now, Mr. President, that of itself shows that in the opinion of 
Congress at that time the Constitution did not ex proprio vigore 
extend into the Territory. Otherwise, they would not have 
islated the provisions of the Bill of Rights into a statute of the 
United States for the protection of the citizens there. In my 
opinion it is unnecessary so to legislate, because those personal 
immunities go to the citizen anyhow by virtue of what I have 
referred to heretofore. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER, Now, the Senator must wait until I finish. I 
will yield ina moment. To further show that this doctrine that 
the Constitution extends ex noe vigore was not known in the 
politics of this country un ion came on with respect 
to Territorial governments for peg tp Mexico and Utah and some 
kind of a government for California in the debates of 1848 and 
1849, I will read what Mr. Benton said. 

Mr. BACON. Before the Senator passes, I should like to ask 


him 

Mr. FORAKER, I want to read this, and then the Senator can 
ask me anything he wants to ask. Mr. Benton said, in 
of fyi doctrine, speaking of the debates of 1848, 1849, and 1850: 


dogma was invented to fit the case—that of the transmi of 
thet Constitution (the slavery part of it) into the Territories, ov: and 


overru the anti-slavery laws 8 it found A and planting in- 
stitution oe its own wing, and beyong the power of 
eradication ——— or the 5 of the 

Before orts were made to the Constitu- 
tion extended to 3 erritories — act of ing in those 


that is to say, the slavery part of 
cy Mr. Calhoun came out with hisnew e wr espn dogma o 

2 of the Constitution in the ipso facto and the instantaneous 

5 of itself in its slavery attributes into all acquired territories. 


r. Benton says further in this connection: 


323 ß 
meer. . the Constitution. The Consti 
= on doce nothing of epg nag y einn = ane, States, for * it hoes made. 
vast ony requires a law operation. No can 
reach a) rritory unless im imparted to it by act of Congress. 1 


Therefore I say, Mr. President, first, according to this authority 
(and Ido not think any Senator can successfully dispute it or con- 
tradict it), we never had this doctrine in the politics of this coun- 
try until the exigency of slavery made it n that such 
doctrine should be relied upon with res to the New Mexican 
debate, and then it was brought forward by Mr. Calhoun for the 
first time, as Mr. Benton says, and, as Mr. Benton characterized it, 
as merely “the vagaryof a diseased imagination.” Whether it is 
or not I do not pretend to say; I am simply quoting what Mr. 
Benton saw fit to say about it. 


Now, Mr. na ean that being the case, it can not be contended 
that any body recognized the Constitution as in force in these Ter- 
ritories until Congress by express legislative act extended it there. 


They could not have recognized it as in force in Missouri, for 
there they took the takin to] to legislate into their act the Bill of 
Rights of the eee which would have been unnecessary 
if the Constitution had been regarded as extending ex proprio 
vigore. 
ow, Mr. President, in the case of Missouri and in all these 

Territories the officers were W OC yp by the President. There 
was no election so far as the local officials were concerned, but 
there was an election in all of them of a Delegate to the Con- 
gress of the United States; and in every instance the officers ap- 
pointed by the President were required to take an oath to sup- 

port the Constitution of the United States, although it was not 
extended to the people they were governing. The to 
Congress were required to take oaths to support the Constitution 
of the United States, rae at tnag had been elected by a people 
over whom the Constitution not extended. 

Now, I say this amounts to a conclusive ar 
precedent is concerned, to show that in this 
to take an exception to. 


Mr. BACON. eg eS 
Mr. RAWLINS, ill the Senator from Ohio yield for just one 
suggestion? 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 
Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator challenged an authority to the 


effect that the Constitution applies to citizens of the Territory by 
8 own force. I read from the opinion in Strader vs. Graham this 


ment, so far as 
there is nothing 


the language of the ordinance, “adopted by com- 
of the Territceies MTOE necessarily be 

it and entitled to its benefits, as well ast peo- 
he then ee e It became the supreme law throughout the 
tes. Ae ee eed en of faith had been previ- 
were ally carried into execution 


Sta 
incurred ordinance. 
tessa ae er 


guaranties, but as tarpon guaranties, quoting from of 


Further: > 
It is undoubtedly true that most of the material provisions and principles 
these six — * 


Referring to the articles relating to the Northwest Territory 


not inconsistent with the Constitution of the United States have been the 
established 


law within this . — — Ab since the ordinance was 


and hence the ordinanee itself is ä 
these os owed their legal vali validity and f an —.— after the Constitution 
Was while the Territorial t continued, to the act of 
Congress of fom 7, 1789, which ado’ a and continned the ordinance of 
ae vaya don Jehan provisions into execution, with some m 

ere necessary ahs its form of gov 
And i in me States since formed in the Te Territory, these p ions, 

7 preserved, owe their validity and authority to the Constitu- 
tion of the United States, and the constitutions and laws of the respective 
States, and not the authority of the ordinance of the old Confederation. 

Holding distinctly that the Constitution is for the people not 
only of the 0 States, but of the Territories 
FO 


8 Will the Senator allow me to see the case to 
which he refers? 


Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). Does 
the Senator from Ohio yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, wish to make simply one observa- 
tion. The Senator from Ohio, in answer to the Senator from Colo- 
rado, who asked him if we could do this thing to New Mexico, 
replied, No, because the Constitution of the United States had been 
extended to New Mexico by act of Conatan not being there other- 
wise. Now,if the Constitution of the United States is there only 
as the result of an act of Congress, then it seems to me that a 
subsequent act of Congress which can repeal, modify, or qualify 
any prior act of Con can withdraw the Constitution of the 
United States in whole or in part. Therefore, if we should pass 
an act exactly like this applicable to New. Mexico, and you can do 
it but for the suggestion which I had the honor to make a little 
while ago constitutionally, that will so much of the act of 
Congress as extended the Constitution there. 

Mr. FORAKER, I do not think there is any question about it. 

Mr. HOAR. A law repealing it 

Mr. FORAKER. Did the Senator ask me a question? 

Ir. OAK 0b. I beg pardon; I though had. 

g ought you 

Mr. HOAR. I did not ask the Senator . uestion; I rose and 
addressed the Chair in my own right. So, ident. we come 
back to the affirmation upon which this legislation depends, that 
we govern a dependency under the power derived from our right 
to deal with property, which the Senator says is just the same 
whether we were dealing with guns or with land or any other 
thing, making laws for the people thereof for our interests as far 
as we think fit, and not for theirs, taxing them without represen- 
tation by laws of taxation to which they — give their assent, 
and en 255 5 5 : restraints; an 5 5 2 5 eee itis 

proposed to apply e people of Puerto Rico, e people o 
ihe Philippine Islands, and, Yon afraid, in some quarters here- 
after, to people of Cuba. 

Now, I hold that that of itself is a very strong reenforcement of 
the argument that our fathers never meant that we should hold 
the people subject to our will under such circumstances and under 
such conditions. That is despotism pure and simple. We have 
~ May according to the logic of the Senator from Ohio, to extend 

it to Alaska, as he says, to New Mexico, as he does not say; if it 
d ds there only on nigger phate ey pi adhering, eo 1 
hold that to be despotism, and it 5 potism 
the men who are to exercise it in the beginning are 8 
just, aud well intentioned. 8 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me just a moment? 

Mr. BACON. _ The Senator would not permié me to answer him 
when he replied before to what I said. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. In pursuance of the order entered 
yesterday, based upon the unanimous-consent agreement, the hour 
of 5 o'clock having à arrived, the Senate will take a recess until 8 
o'clock this evening. 

Mr. COCKRELL. And nothing to be done then except to read 
the Alaskan bill. 

The Senate (at 5 o’clock p. m.) took a recess until 8 o'clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the order of the Senate, 
the Senate will proceed to consider the bill (S. 3419) making fur- 
ther provision for a civil government for Alaska, and for other 
purposes, 
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The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill. p 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will proceed to 


read the bill. 

The Secretary read to page 24, section 27, line 12. 

Mr. BATE. The word in line 11 is practicable.“ The Secre- 
her Babee it “ possible.” It is “practicable” in the print of the 

ve. } 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. “Practicable” is the word. 

Mr. BATE, That involves a matter of contest, and I called at- 
tention to it because I know there is objection made, and it is 
going to be discussed, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, TheSecretary will proceed with 
the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill, and read to the 
end of section 258, on page 126. 

Mr, CHANDLER. President, I desire to ask some ques- 
tions of the Senator who reported this bill, and perhaps this would 
be as convenient a time as any for me to make the inquiries. 

I notice the bill was introduced by the Senator from Montana 
pe CARTER] on the 1st of March, referred to the Committee on 

erritories and reported with amendments on the 5th of March, 
which, of course, was a very brief consideration to be given to a 
bill of this importance and magnitude, 

I think I know that this civil code is substantially the same as 
that which was introduced in the Fifty-fifth Congress, second ses- 
sion, in connection with the criminal code, and omitted from con- 
sideration and action at that time—— 

Mr. CARTER. That is correct. 

Mr. CHANDLER. But yet, Mr. President, I am not quite con- 
vinced that there has been given to this billin all of its parts that 
careful examination which should be given to a measure of this im- 
portance, even for Alaska. I know that the committee which has 

ted this bill is a committee of ability and discernment, and 
that there are taye upon it of acuteness and eminence; and 
yet a code of this kind would hardly pass any legislative body 
without the scrutiny of the judiciary committee of that body. 

Mr. President, I should like to ask two or three questions of the 
chairman of the committee or any member of the committee, and 
would desire to be answered, if convenient, now. 

In the first place, with reference to the criminal code that was 
adopted toward the close of the last Congress, have any errors or 
defects or solecisms been discovered in the operation of that code 
in Alaska since it went into operation? 2 

I should like to be informed whether there was anything con- 
nected with the method by which that bill was passed by Congress 
which should require us to be more careful than we are in refer- 
ence to the civil code? 

I remember very well the circumstances connected with the 
passage of the criminal code. It was read with care, its pro- 
visions were discussed from time to time while the bill was being 
read; and, through the zeal and persistency and energy and pa- 
tience of the chairman of the Committee on Territories, the other 
members of the committee, and those Senators who attended 
while it was being read and discussed, it was brought to a suc- 
cessful ow, I want to know whether that code has 
served its purpose, and whether or not it was found to any con- 
siderable extent involved in mistakes; whether mistakes were 
discovered in the practical operation of the code? 

Secondly, I should like to ask the members of the committee 

resent whether it is their expectation that this civil code shall 
referred to any other committee before it finally becomes a law? 

Would it be “able to the members of the committee if, after 
the bill is read, I should move that it be referred to the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary for further examination? 

I notice that the bill is full of elaborate and somewhat compli- 
cated provisions; for instance, those which are now being read in 
reference to proceedings in the courts of law. Those may have 
been taken from the codes of other States, which have been found 
to be sensible and effective, or they men not have been based upon 
the code of any other State. Certainly, Mr. President, even for 
Alaska, a bill of this kind should not be hastily passed. It should 
receive careful examination and discussion at the hands of Con- 


gress, 

I have put all my questions at once so that they may all be an- 
sweredatonce. Inotice the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] 
is ready to 3 to me; and I should also like to hear from the 
Senator from Tennessee Sen BATE]. I should like to have some 
little statement made to this body showing how this code has been 
scrutinized and examined in the committee, and to what extent 
we can rely a the fidelity with which the work has been done 
and with which it ought to be done, before this bill becomes a law. 

The members of the committee will kindly excuse me for trou- 
bling them with these questions, which I have wanted to ask, and 
which I thought I might as well put at this time. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, in reply to the questions pro- 
pounded by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], I 


will cen state the history of this legislation in so far as it has 


© rapid development of the mining industry in the district of 
Alaska caused the country, and the Con as well, to realize the 
necessity for a code of laws for that district. For over twenty 
years the district of Alaska had remained a neglected spot under 
the jurisdiction of the United States. At the beginning of the last 
Congress a commission, known as the Code Commission, were re- 
quested to prepare a criminal code, a code of criminal procedure, 
and a code of civil laws for the district of Alaska. That commis- 
sion proceeded to perform the task assigned them, accepting asthe 
basis of their work the laws of the State of Oregon, which had 
been theretofore applied generally, in so far as applicable, to the 


district of Alaska. 
The criminal code was first prepared. It was referred to the 
Judiciary Committee of this y, as was the civil code, I believe. 


That committee concluded that the laws, the machinery of the 
courts, and the government of the district of Alaska more properly 
came within the jurisdiction of the Committee on Territories; and 
the bill was, upon the ere of the chairman of the Commit- 
tee on the Judiciary, referred to the Committee on Territories. 
That committee, with painstaking care that rarely characterizes 
the work of a committee, went over every section of the report of 
the Code Commission, and undertook to make such poses hg 
and additions as were necessary to adapt the criminal code, the 
S of a procedure, and the civil code to the conditions existing 
n Alaska. 

This task was not a 7 gr one. We were attempting to adjust 
the laws of the State of Oregon to a vast area, the District of 
Alaska, embracing over 500,000 square miles, sparsely settled, 
without counties, townships, or other minor divisions, or any of 
the geographical adjustments and arrangements existing in a 
State such as Oregon. 

We undertook to secure consideration at the last session of Con- 
gress not only for the criminal code, but likewise for the addi- 
tional codes referred to. The report of the committee was made 
at alate day in the session. It was found quite impracticable 
even to read the entire mass of matter reported by the committee 
in a single bill. It being imperative that the criminal code should 
be put in operation at the earliest date possible, we, on the floor 
of the Senate, while the bill was under consideration, detached 
the criminal code and passed that, leaving the code of civil pro- 
cedure and the civil code without consideration. 

The criminal code which was passed at the last session of Con- 
gress has been in nk praca in Alaska for aboutone year. Nearly 
every lawyer practicing at the bar in Alaska has been heard from 
concerning the operation of that code. The governor of the Ter- 
ritory, who is charged by law with the interests of the United 
States in that district, and who is further enjoined to see that the 
laws of the United States are executed there, has been before the 
committee during the present session of Congress. 

From all sources, without a dissenting voice, so far as I am 
informed, it is that the criminal code has proven entirely 
satisfactory to the people of Alaska, with the exception of some 
minor items embraced in the license provisions, concerning which 
items some amendments will have to be made. Butin so far as 
the practical operation of the criminal code as a code of criminal 
law is concerned, it has proven eminently satisfactory. Indeed, 
it is very remarkable that, all the lawyers being consulted, the 
governor being consulted, all parties in interest being consulted, 
an amendment has not been suggested to that code, except in some 
few details of the license provisions which it contains, 

The bill now before the Senate, Senate bill 3419, as reported was, 
it is true, introduced on the Ist of March and reported on the 5th 
of this month. That bill has been under consideration from the 
opening of the session. It was introduced at an early day in the 
month of December by the chairman of the committee, the senior 
Senator from Idaho [Mr. SHovp]. That bill, thus introduced by 
him, was very carefully considered, which resulted in a series of 
1 proposed and adopted by the committee from time 
to time. 

The bill as thus amended, with additions made thereto, was in- 
troduced by me at the request of the chairman as Senate bill 2927 
on the.5th day of February. This new bill, thus introduced, has 
been before the committee from the 5th day of February. The 
bill was very carefully considered section by section, chapter by 
chapter, and division or title by title, with the result that numer- 
ous amendments were made. 

It was deemed by the committee best not to consume the time 
of the Senate by reading the numerous amendments that were 
made in conjunction with the text; and to avoid that process, 
which would consume much time in a bill of this volume, we con- 
cluded that it was better to introduce the bill anew; and soit was 
presented here as Senate bill 3419, on the ist day of March, asa 
new bill, not showing the amendments in italics, as an amended 
bill would if presented with a report, but reading with the text 
unimpaired in any manner by italics, amendments, or words 
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stricken out, except to a very limited extent. After the bill was 
introduced on the ist of March the committee again went over it, 
‘and certain amendments were made, which will appear in the bill 
as the reading proceeds. 

The measure primarily finds its origin in the statutes of the State 
of Oregon. It been carefull justed section by section to 
conditions existing in Alaska, and I doubt when all the facts are 
considered and the bill carefully scrutinized if any objection can 
be found or any serious defect discovered in the measure. I do 
not discern any reason for its reference to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. It does not involve any great or profound question of 
constitutional law, but merely the statutes of a State adjusted to 
a district of the United States where the Constitution and laws 
ars in a measure made applicable. The present reading of the bill 
is purely formal, it being understood by the unanimous-consent 
agreement that no amendments would be offered, no amendments 
would be acted upon, and no action taken with reference to the bill 
during the session devoted to its reading by the unanimous con- 
sent of the Senate. 

Mr. CHANDLER. The statement of the Senator from Mon- 
tana is very clear and full and accounts for what I was not quite 
able to understand—that is, the rapidity with which the bill was 
reported back from the Committee on Territories. It also ap- 
pears on the N of the bill that there are amendments, being 
the parts prin in italics. I do not notice any amendments; 
therefore I suppose they are few and of no great importance. 
The explanation of the Senator from Montana is entirely satis- 
factory to me, and I only hope this bill, after it becomes a law, 
will have no more faults or defects discovered in it than have 
been discovered in the criminal code which was passed under the 
same auspices at the last session. 

Mr. SHOUP. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised at the 
ea onp raised by the Senator from New Hampshire in regard to 

is bill, supposing there would be no discussion whatever during 
its formal reading. It was understood that the bill was to be read 
in a formal way before putting it on its passage, when amend- 
ments would be in order. But as he has propounded a number 
of questions, first as to the result of the criminal code which was 
reported by the Committee on Territories at the last session of 
Congress and which carried with it an amendment, offered b 
the distinguished Presiding Officer here to-night M PERKINS 
relating to the license law in Alaska, I will state that since that 
time I have visited Alaska and have visited the principal towns 
and cities in Alaska. 

I have made inquiry personally with respect to the operation of 
that law, as to whether it gave general satisfaction. I ascertained 
that it did, with one single exception, which the Senator from 
Montana has explained, and that was this: While they admitted 
that the license law was a benefit to Alaska, they wanted 50 per 
cent of the money to be expended in Alaska in place of going into 
the Treasury of the United States. That was the only question 
raised in Alaska as to that law. In all other respects it was re- 
8 as being a good measure and an appropriate law for the 

erritory of Alaska. Iconsulted nearly all the lawyers of Alaska 
and the judge of the court of Alaska, and I found it to be entirely 
satisfactory. 

Now, as to the rapidity of the preparation of this bill; that has 
been ry clearly stated by the Senator from Montana [Mr. CAR- 
TER]. The main portion of it was considered at the last session. 
It was reported to this body. At the opening of the present Con- 
gress I reintroduced the code, but the Senator from Montana and 
the Senator from California each introduced bills which have 
since been incorporated into this bill. 

This has been gone over and through a number of times, and I 
took the precaution—I am now responding to the suggestion made 
by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. CHANDLER], that it 
ought to go to the Committee on the Judiciary—to subdivide this 
bill into four different parts and torefer them to four eminent and 
prominent lawyers on the committee. They have gone through it 
carefully, and it has all been considered over and over again. So 
there has been no haste about it. There has been no precipitate 
action whatever. It has been before the committee since the early 
days of the present Congress. 3 

ence, I wish to say on behalf of the committee that there has 
not been any hasty action on their part, and that the bill has been 
carefully considered and is before the Senate after being more 
carefully considered, in my judgment, than any other bill which 
has been presented to this body in many years, 

Mr. C DLER. Iam very happy to hear from the Senator 
from Idaho the statement he hasmade. He expressed surprise at 
my inquiries, because it was understood that no business was to be 
transacted this evening except the reading of the bill. The Sen- 
ator from Idaho will not undertake to say that there was any 
agreement that there should be no discussion on the bill as the 
paige proceeded. If there was any understanding to that effect, 
then of course I have broken that arrangement. If I have done 
80, I have been ably answered by the Senator from Montana and 


forth correct. It affects the rights of these people and of 


the Senator from Idaho. Wasthere any understanding, I will ask 
the Senator, that there should be no discussion on the bill? 

Mr. SHOUP. I will say, in reply to the inquiry of the Senator 
from New Hampshire, that while there was no specific under- 
standing that there should be no discussion, I think there was a 
general understanding that all that was to be done to-night was 
the formal reading of the bill. 

Mr. CHAND I do not think the understanding in the 
RECORD will bear out the chairman of the committee in his pres- 
ent statement. Certainly, if I have offended, I have been suffi- 
ciently answered by the two Senators. 8 

Mr. SHOUP. I do not regard it as any offense whatever. 

Mr. CHANDLER, The statement of the agreement is that the 
session shall “be for the p of formally reading the bill in 
relation to the Territory of ; that no amendments shall be 
acted upon, and no other business than the formal reading of the 
bill s be done.” Debate, as is well known both to the Senate 
ard the country, is not business, and no agreement of this kind 
has ever been understood to exclude debate. 

I wish to say only one word more, and that is that the chairman 
of the committee will excuse me for not knowing the care with 
which the bill has been considered by the committee, the duties of 
the chairman of which he performs with so much assiduity. I 
noticed it was introduced on the ist of March and reported on the 
5th of March, and there was nothing on the face of the bill to in- 
dicate that it was the outcome of two or three previous bills which 
had been finally merged in this bill. With the explanations that 
have been made I am entirely satisfied, but shall take occasion 
whenéyer a bill is being read, even if no other business is to be 
ee to make any inquiries that I may think to be per- 

nent. 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, I myself, as a member of the com- 
mittee, am glad to see the vigilance shown by the Senator from 
New Hampshire. I have been part and parcel of the ma dng ap 
of this measure, but I did not take so great a part as I desired, 
because I did not have opportunity. Ithink it shows vigilance 
upon his part to be looking into these matters. It is troublesome, 
it is true; it is tedious; but it is our duty to look at it narrowly. 

This bill affects the rights of a great many persons, the rights 
of a whole Territory—mining rights, land rights, personal rights, 
commercial rights, and all these things. I am one of those who 
would be delighted to see the bill go to the Judiciary Committee. 
If he shall make that proposin I shall certainly sustain him, 
not, however, because I am aware of any glaring defects in the 
bill. I think it is rather a remarkable document, prepared, as it 
has been, rather hurriedly, it is true. But it was done systemat- 
ically. The chairman divided it into four parts. There are 600 


pages here. 

Mr. SHOUP. The Senator from Tennessee had one part. 

Mr. BATE. Yes; I was just going to say that. The chairman 
divided it into four parts. There were four lawyers upon the com- 
mittee, and he gave each one of them 150 pages. I took one section, 
at his suggestion, and went over it; but I must confess, sir, that it 
took me several days, and even at night till 1 o’clock, three or 
four nights, before I got through and mastered it at all to my sat- 


isfaction. 

I recommended, then, as 8 as twenty or thirty or fo 
amendments to it, and I think all but three or four were adop 
None of them was very greator material, however. So we went on, 
and after that was done each one brought his section up there, one- 
fourth of it, and presented it to the whole committee, and it was 
scanned by the committee and read over. Iwas not present when 
the first section was read. Iwas present when all the others were. 
We compared notes and got it, if I may say so, in the shape in 
which itis now. It is in as acceptable form, perhaps, as we could 
very well get it. 

I shall not object—because I know the importance of this bill 
to referring it to the Committee on the Judiciary. It ought to go 
ersons 
going in there by the thousands, and perhaps hundreds of thou- 
sands, before this code passes away perhaps there will be a large 
State and we ought to be doubly vigilant in regard to it, and I 
am glad, as I say, to observe the watchfulness shown by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire. 

Mr. President, there are amendments that are going to come 
forth. Ihave some myself, and I think some of importance, I 
will say to the Senator from New Hampshire, but this is not the 
time, as I understand, for the presentation of them. We agreed 
that we should not do anything at this time except the formal 
reading, and we have already passed over three or four points to 
which I would have called the attention of the Senate if it had 
not been for the agreement. 

Mr.SHOUP. I will say, for the information of Senators pres- 
ent, that the Senator from Tennessee has reserved the right to 
offer any amendments he may desire to present to the Senate when 
the bill is before the Senate and open to amendment. 

Mr. BATE, That is a right which belongs to every one of us, 
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of course. It is aright which can not be denied. But still I took 
the preeaution to notify my associates on the committee of that 


I think it is TTC in the man- 
ner in which it has been Iregretted ere was any 
necessity for it. I thought it would serve the purpose in the early 
meh ping cane of this Territory if we were to continue in force the 
of Oregon, which they have, because they haye all the deci- 

sions of the courts construing its various provisions, and there 
would be less trouble in the end than to start anew and have new 
courts and new decisions upon these questions. But still the Sen- 
ate saw fit to take another course, an I bowed as gracefully as I 
could, and I have performed my duty in connection therewith as 
I thought was necessary. I think the bill is possibly in as 
shape as we can haveit. Still [am not adverse to seeing it undergo 
the scrutiny of the Judiciary Committee, because it is a very im- 
portant matter indeed. 

Mr. SHOUP. I will ask the Senator from Tennessee whether 
he does not consider, with all deference to the members of the 
Judiciary Committee, that he and a number of other lawyers on 
the Committee on Territories, who have had this bill under their 
scrutiny, are as capable as the members of the Judiciary Commit- 
tee of determining everything in a legal way as to the force and 
* See licationof the laws and rules to govern those people? 

I think it is very full and ample and veryaccurate, 
wo fata BA am able to judge. Still, I yield my opinion to those 
who have been selected by the Senate as the head of its lawyers to 
constitute the Judiciary Committee. I would certainly submit 

gracefully to an they would say; and if there is any doubt 
bont it, aT BOT GA the bill to go there, I will vote 
for its reference. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Pxnkrxs in the chair). The 
reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The reading of the bill was resumed and continued to the end of 
section 303, on e 156. 

Mr. BATE. President, I see that itis nearly youd pa 11 

o clock, and we have gone over one hundred and fifty- od 
of the bill to-night. It is ie work, I think, sir; pug itis 
3 to the chairman of committee, I move that the Sen- 
ate ourn. 

Mr. SHOUP. I concur in the motion made by the senior Sen- 
ator from Tennessee. 

The motion Wee r to; and (at 11 o’clock and 20 minutes 

„ m.) the Senate ed until to-morrow, Friday, March 9, 
900, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 8, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and approved. 

CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY, 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from New York calls up the 
eee the Senate to the House amendment to the Sen- 
ate 

Mr. SHERMAN. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the House insist 
upon its amendmen’ 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill ame to enlarge the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf 
Railroad Company. 


ADDITIONAL URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 


Mr, CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, reported 
the bill (H. R. 9279) making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year endin; 
June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other urposes; whic 
was read a first and second time, referred to the ittee of the 


nae House on the state of the ee and, with the accompany- 
rt, ordered to be pe 
Speaker, I reserve all points of order 


ICHARDSON, 
upon ‘the bill. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee reserves a 
points of order on the bill. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: 

8. 3266, An act authorizing the health officer of the District of 
Columbia to issne a it for the removal of the remains of the 
late Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of Co- 
lumbia, to the United States National Cemetery, at Arlington, Va. 

8. 282. An act extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
sao of 5 approved March 3, 1887. 

R, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
Mow ‘joe had examined and found 3 enrolled joint resolution 
of the following title, when the 8 ex signed the same: 

H. J. Res. 170. Joint resolution providing for the acquisition of 
certain lands in the State of California. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. gad ie one of itsclerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had "passed bills of the following titles; 
in 3 the concurrence of the House of Representatives was 
requested: 

3186. An act genon a pension to Margaretha Li 

S. 717. An act to provide for the purchase of a site an for the 
erection of a public building reat. at the city of Wheeling, State 
of West Virginia; 

8. 1402. An act for the erection of a public building at Natchez, 


8. B. 71. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to invite the Government of Great Britain to join 
in the formation of an international commission to examine and 
report upon the diversion of the waters that are the boundaries of 
the two countries; 

e act for the relief of the mother of William R. 
Pre 1319. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 


oseph; 
8. 2583. An FCC at Dallas, Tex.; 
S. 289. An act granting a pension to John B. Turchin; 
S. 98. An act providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Spokane, in State of Washington; 

S. 3055. An act to ratify an ment between the commission 
to the Five Civilized Tribes and the Seminole tribe of Indians; 
Moses 1934. An act for the relief of the Globe Works, of Boston, 

S. 817. An act granting an increase of pension to Julia A. Taylor; 

S. 2499. An act to authorize needed repairs of the veled or 
macadamized road from the city of Newbern, N.C., to 
cemetery near said city; 

S. 995. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelly Young 
Egbert, widow of Harry Clay Egbert, late colonel of United States 


Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House ae Army; 


upon its amendments and agree to the conference asked by the 
Senate. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The SPEAKER announced the following conferees: Mr. SHER- 
MAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. LITTLE. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
CAMPBELL, until Monday, on account of important business. 


CURRENCY BILL. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I desire to E gs notice that 
I shall call up for consideration the currency that is agreed 
upon by the conferees of the two Houses, on next Tuesday; and I 
ask unanimous consent that the debate had upon the report begin 
immediately after the reading of the Journal and close at 4.30 
O clock the same day, at which time a vote may be had. 

The SPEAKER. Thegentleman from Indiana gives notice that 
he will call up the Honse bill No. 1, known as the finance bill, that 
the conferees have upon, on Tuesday next, debate to begin 
immediately after the approval of the Journal, and a vote thereon 
to be taken ys 4.30 o'clock. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 


8. 3511. An act for the relief of Mrs. Ella M. Shell: and 

S. 304. An act providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington. 
also announced that the Senate had passed with- 


The message 
out amendment bills of the following titles: 
S R. 1806. An act for the relief of W. W. Riley; 


H. R. 2321. An act granting an 
H. Warren; 
pE E s. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
mmer; 
H. J. Res. 119. Joint resolution to amend an act entitled An 
eit to extend Rhode Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899; 


"i R. 6767. An act to grant an American register to the steamer 
Windward. 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the 
following resolutions: 


of pension to Horatio 


Resotved, That the Senate has heard with d. sensibility the announce- 

ment of the death of Hon. ALFRED G. Harmen, late a Representative from 
the State of Pennsylvania. 

Resoived, That a committee of five Senators be inted by the President 

tempore to join the committee appointed on the part of the House of 
— — take order for su tending d funeral of the deceased. 


22... ee aie erent nay eae cant Ores ea 
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Resolved, 3 communicate these resolutions to the House 
— That as a further mark of respect to the memory of the deceased 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

And, in compliance with the foregoing, the President pro tem- 

re had appointed as said committee Mr. PENROSE, Mr. Mason, 
Mr. HANSBROUGH, Mr. SULLIVAN, and Mr. SCOTT, 

The message also announced that the Senate had the 
eee resolution; in which the concurrence of the House was 
requeste 

Senate concurrent resolution 28. 

the Senate (the House of Re tati „That there 

88 the Governmen t Printi ce 1300 copies in adaition to those 

5 ofa ae in Pe Part III of the Twentieth Annual 

cal Survey, e en ne 2 of the Little Belt Moun- 

8 on the of the Neihart, Barker, 
ets,” by Walter — — a 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's ‘table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

S. 717. An act to provide for the purchase of a site and for the 


be 
heretofore euthorined by 
Raper Sate poer a Geo 


Fane ot — 


erection of a public building thereon at the city of Wheeling, 
8 130 of was irginia—to the Committee on Public Buildings | rem 
and Grounds. 


S. 1402. An act forthe erection of a public building af Natchez, 
Miss.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

S. R. 71. Joint resolution authorizing the President of the 
United States to invite the Government of Great Britain to join 
in the formation of an international commission to examine and 
report upon the diversion of the waters that are the boundaries of 
the two countries—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

S. 3105. An act for the relief of the mother of William R. Mo- 
Adam—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 1319. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie E. 
Joseph—to the Ss on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2583. An act for e nagen g the public building at Dallas, 
Tex.—to the Committes on Public Buildings and Grounds 

8. An act providing for the erection of a public building at 
the city of Spokane, in the State of Washington—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

t between the commission 


8. 3055. An act to ratify an 
Seminole tribe of Indians—to 


to the Five Civilized Tribes and the 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. 1934. An act for the relief of tlie Globe Works, of Boston, 
Mass.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
granting an increase of pension to Julia A. Tay- 
lor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2499. An act to authorize needed repairs of the graveled or 
macadamized road from the city of Newbern, N. C., to the na- 
tional cemetery near said city—to the Committee on Military 


S. 2311. An act for the relief of Mrs. Ella M. Shell - to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

S. 304. An act providing for the erection of a public building 
at the city of Tacoma, in the State of Washington—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Senate concurrent resolution 28: 


r That there 
be printed at the ice 1.00 copies, in ad tion to these 
heretofore authorized b; 45 law, of a pa: he 9 the Twentieth Annual 
Report of the e Survey, entitled, * of the Little Belt Moun- 
tains, Mon 5 —.— the Neihart, Barker, 
Tout, and other districts” by Walter Harvey W. 
to the Committee on Printing. 


S. 2880. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline B. 

Bradford to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2510. An act granting an increase of pension to Caroline C. 

Townsend—to the . on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 207. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret E. 
Van Horn- to the Committee on Invalid ions. 

S. 135. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances C. 
E 20 Committee on Invalid eee, ‘es 3 

anting an increase of pension OSE 
Po to we Committee Aah Invalid 5 / * 
. 2636. act gran an increase of pension to Mary 

Law to the Committee one Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1066. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret B. 
Shipp—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2497. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah W. 
Rowell—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 2652. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa E. 
Baylor—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message, in writing, from the President of the United States 
Was communicated to the House of Representatives by Mr. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who also announced that the 


sar had approved and ba pe joint resolution of the follow- 


mo March 8, 1900: 
H. J. Res. 170. Joint resolution ding for the acquisition of 
certain lands in the State of California. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—ALDRICH AGAINST ROBBINS, 


Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker I call up the contested-election case 
of Aldrich against Robbins, and yield an hour to the gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. HAMILTON]. 

Mr. BARTLETT, Mr. S. er, before my colleague on the 
committee proceeds, I desire to ask the gentleman from Illinois a 
question. It is understood that the time now remaining is to be 
equally divided between the two sides. 

Mr. MANN; It is understood that the time now remaining 
shal be Pe. 


divided between the two sides. 
pagar Mr. Speaker, I ask the gentleman if he has 
3 in making the arrangement I suggested? 

aa eee 1 5 — not yet succeeded in making the arrange- 
men t 

The SP. R. Unanimous consent is asked by the gentle- 
man from en Gona a and the gentleman from Illinois that the time 

equally divided between the two sides. Is there 
objection? (After a a pause.) The Chair hears none. 

Mr. er, the Fourth Congressional dis- 
trict of Alabama is com of six counties, namely, the counties 
of Cleburne, Calhoun, Talladega, Shelby, Chilton, and Dallas. 
Of these the first five named counties are the so-called white 
counties, and the county of Dallas lies in the so-called black belt 
of Alabama. 

Mr. Aldrich, the contestant, came down through the white 
counties to Dallas 8 à majority of 816. There is no con- 
test except as to Dallas 

By the census of 1800 Dallas County is shown to have a total 
voting population of 10,677, of whom 8,531 are colored voters and 
2,146 are white voters; and yet out of a total voting population of 
10,677 only 2,830 votes in all were cast in the last election. 

On the argument of this case before the committee complaint 
was made, which has been renewed here on the floor of the House, 
because it was said the so-called colored vote had been suppressed. 
That is, it was said that word was sent out by the Aldrich man- 
agers. to the colored voters requesting them not to go to the 
and not to vote, and it is quite clear that this is true, and it is as 

ly obvious that the colored voters did not go to the polls and 
did not vote to any large extent in the last election in Dallas 
Coun That a mere request like this should have been observed, 
where y almost the total voting population of Dallas County vok 
untarily disfranchised itself, on the r cares of the Republican 
managers, is conclusive evidence that the home-staying vote in 
Dallas County was a ublican vote, air the most investi- 
gation of conditions as shown not only in this case but in the two 
other contested-election cases p this from this same dis- 
trict reveals the reason why the colored voters did not go to the 
polls and did not attempt to vote. 

Sir, this contest 8 others from the South grow out of condi- 
tions there, and are gar e inevitable so long as these condi- 
tions continue to exist. The first difficulty is the ingrained oppo- 
sition to what is known as negro domination there. The next 
difficulty is the ignorant and illiterate condition of the eaten 
people of the South, which makes them fit and easy material out 
of which almost any kind of returns may be manufactured or 
evolved at will. 

Now, sir, I am not prejudiced. The committee to which I 
have the honor to belong would be ill qualified to perform the 
arduous duties 3 upon it if its rane 3 the 
consideration of these questions in a 

Neither is there any longer any sectional feeling. E The sectional 
feeling that smoldered in the ashes of the civil war has been 
smothered and quite put out forever. 

We are all fellow-citizens of one common country, stretching 
3,000 miles, from the Atlantic to the Pacific, and some 7,000 miles 
beyond; 1,000 miles from the Lakes to the Gulf, with some out- 
lying territory in the aretic r and in the Atlantic Ocean; 
united now, at least as to aol Lig en States, under one written 
Constitution, symbolized b; , known and respected the 
worldover as the Stars and Reset Applause.] Under that flag 
now are people of all classes, colors, and conditions, from 
the frozen north to the tropic zone. And, sir, the time has come, 
in my opinion, when the white American citizen must rise to the 
full measure and stature of his responsibility to his weaker breth- 
ren. No matter how much we may resort to sophistry to convince 
ourselves and others to the contrary, we are our brother’s keepers, 

Long ago, at ereation's first dawn, while yet the cherubim with 
flaming swords stood guard at the gates of deserted Eden, and 
man had just begun to eat his bread in the sweat of his face and 
the first murder had been done, the question was asked, Am I 
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my brother's keeper?” Modern civilizationis answering that ques- 
tion emphatically in the affirmative. We are our brother's keepers. 
And when men fail to respond to their duty in this behalf they 
must inevitably suffer in the long run by reflex action upon them- 
selves for such failure. 

Like mercy, which is twice blessed, blessing him that gives and 
him that receives, so oppression istwice hurtful, hurting him that 
oppresses and him that is oppressed. 

ou Southern gentlemen are genial, manly men. You are 
talented, high-souled gentlemen. I have many warm friends 
among you. But, my friends, in your dealings with this election 
problem growing out of this race problem you are like the man 
who stacks the cards on the man who does not even know how to 
play the game. ughter on the Republican side.] 

This case of Aldrich against Robbins or any other election case 
growing out of similar conditions sinks into insignificance when 
compared with the tremendous race problem out of which these 
contests grow. Many books have been written, many treatises 
have been published, many orators have made many hes over 
this question, but few I think, have, approached a solution of it. 
Jam one of those who believe that the colored man in the South 
must and that he will, in the fullness of time, work out his own 
salyation and his own solution of thisproblem. Butin the mean- 
time I insist that it is not only the duty of the white man not to 
put obstacles in his way, but that it is the white man’s affirma- 
tive duty to help him upward and onward. Who will say that 
the colored man has not advanced as ey from his original 
condition as any race in all time—who will say he lacks courage 
or patriotism? 

Since San Juan hill some white gentlemen have capitalized their 
glory, some gentlemen have permitted themselves to be inducted 
into political office, and the whole world has applauded American 
nerve, American pluck, and American manhood. 

But let it not e ee that when the white Re; rs and 
the Rough Riders marched up the hill that led to death and glory 
the blac were there also side by side with them, every 
step of the way, fighting with the steadiness and precision of 
machines and the courage and discretion of American citizens. 

Sir, I say that a man who is man enough to fight like that is man 
enough to vote in the elections of the country for which he fights 
japp use on the Republican side] and to have his vote counted. 

ey are permitted often to go ugh the farce of a vote, but 
they are Teray counted out. 
eanwhile let education go on with accelerated vigor; but edu- 
cation alone will not solve this problem, although it will go far. 
The knowledge of arithmetic, the ability to count is of little real 
value to the man who uses it to count dishonestly, to count some- 
body out, be he black or white. 

There must not only be education but there ought to be moral 
and industrial education as well. Moral education, so that the 
colored man will esteem his privilege as an American citizen and 
not sell it out on election day, as he too frequently does; industrial 
education which will enable him to take care of himself and family 
and not be constantly in debt and in a condition of financial sub- 
serviency, so that when election day comes around in the South a 
nod here and a suggestion there will control his vote, 

Some days ago on the train coming through from the West an 
intelligent Southern gentleman was telling how a bright young 
negro had hired out for a term of three months at $15 a month. 
The term of service having expired, he went in to settle up. i 
employer being absent, he was paid, by mistake, for two months 
instead of three. He went away puzzled and disappointed, be- 
cause he had expected to get married on the proceeds of his work, 
and the amount of his pileseemed inadequate to the contemplated 
enterprise. But he could not figure, and he gave it up. Shortly 
afterwards his employer returned and, learning of the mistake, 
called him in and paid him the balance. Jim took the money 
gratefully and then said: Look yer, Boss; I dun thought the’ 
was some kind of disfigurin’ roun’ heah somewhere, but I didn’t 
know jus’ wha’ it was.” 

So it is on election day with the colored man in the South. He 
knows there is some kind of “disfiguring around somewhere,” but 
he does not know just where it is; he oy knows that, by some 
sort of subtle, occult transmutation in and about the ballot box, 
his vote for Richard Roe is transformed into a vote for John Doe 
or is not counted at all, and he does not know just how except that 
he did not intend to vote that way. The illiterate colored man 
who can not mark his own vote is at the mercy of the unscrupulous 
marker. 

“PIG TRACKING.” 

On the argument of, this case before the committee amusing 
comment was made upon what was called pig tracking“ of wit- 
nesses. Now, this term pig tracking” is a peculiar kind of hog 
Latin [laughter], or law Latin, or at least it is a Southern law 


hrase, to describe witnesses who follow each other so closely in 
their testimony as to arouse the suspicion that they have been 
e that is our Northern expression. 


horse shedd: 


Well, sir, these witnesses who were accused of pig tracking“ 
remind me of astory that an old justice of the up in my coun- 
try used to tell about himself and an old sow of the -row breed 
that couid eat corn out of a jug, and was so thin that she could 
hardly cast a shadow. He said he had turned her out in the 
meadow. It was August, and the pasture was parched and brown 
and forage was scarce. Missing her from time to time at the 
trough, his suspicions were aroused. Adjoining the meadow was 
a cornfield, separated from it by a rail fence built in the old- 
fashioned way, with logs for the bottom rails. On investigation 
he found that the sow had discovered a hollow log, and that by 
passing through the length of it she could come out in the land of 
corn and plenty. 

In a spirit of psychological research he turned the log so that 
both ends were in the meadow, and, 1 himself, he awaited 
results. The sow came up and, as she had done many times be- 
fore, dove into the log, in full expectation of corn beyond, and 
came out still in the meadow. This had never occurred before in 
her experience. Sorely perplexed and disappointed, she tried it 
again and again, until, worn out with futile effort, she abandoned 
the enterprise. Something was wrong with the combination. 
The open sesame” had failed to work. 

So, by ‘‘disfiguring” and turning the log, election boards in the 

South have so contrived that the illiterate voter knows he can no 
longer express his will at the polls. 
That, my friends, is why, with a voting population of 10,677 
in Dallas County, only 2,830 votes were cast at the last election. 
Do you tell me there was fairness there? Why, my friends on the 
otherside, you know perfectly well that there is no fairness there; 
you know perfectly well that the colored man is not permitted to 
register his will. And, with all due deference to you, it is a farce 
to come up here and claim that it is so. It is not true. 

Now, what is the nature of the “disfiguring” and turning the 
log in Dallas County? Before passing to specific instances, permit 
me to call attention to the election law applicable to this case. 

REGISTRATION, 


First, as to registration, the law prescribes that the governor shall 
appoint a registrar of elections in each county and assistant regis- 
trars of elections in each precinct of each county, whose business 
it is to register electors. The law further prescribes that there 
shall be a period of registration extending from the first Monday 
in May for eighteen consecutive days, Sundays excepted, except 
that in cities of 10,000 inhdbitants or more the period of registra- 
tion is thirty consecutive days, Sundays excepted. Further, the 
constitution of the State of Alabama, Section 5, Article 8, pre- 
scribes that ‘‘no person shall vote at any election unless he shall 
have registered as required by law.” 

Pursuant to this constitutional provision paragraph 1620 of the 
Alabama election law was passed. It prescribes that ‘‘the elector 
must have registered as provided in this chapter, and if any 
elector attempts to vote without having registered for that elec- 
tion, his vote must be rejected.” McCrary, in paragraph 330 of 
his work on Election Law, says, ‘‘ When the law does not permit 
any person to vote unless his name is on the register, the provision 
is mandatory.” So much as to registration, 

INSPECTORS, CLERKS, AND MARKERS. 

The election machinery of Alabama is put in motion by an a 
pointing board composed of the judge of probate, the county clerk, 
and the sheriff of each county. 

It is the duty of this appointing board, at least thirty days before 
election, to appoint three inspectors of election for each precinct, 
rmo of whom shall be from opposing political parties if practi- 
cable. 

It is the duty of the inspectors so appointed, before the open- 
ing of the polls, to appoint two markers from opposing political 
parties, whose business itis to mark the ballots of illiterate and . 
physically disabled electors for them. It is the further duty of 
the inspectors, before the opening of the polls, to appoint two 
persons to act as clerks. ; 

Now, it is evident that a marker is an important person in an 
illiterate community. And when a marker is appointed without 
regard to law, without regard to its requirement as to selection 
from opposing political parties, and when the marker so appointed 
is ignorant, incompetent, and corrupt and is well known to the 
voters to be so—is well known to be a man on whom they can 
not rely, not only by reason of his personal character, but by 
reason of former experience with him acting in the capacity of 
marker—then voters have just ground for believing that fraud was 
intended from the outset, intended by the appointing board when 
it appointed partisan and dishonest inspectors, and intended by 
e pers when they ap ointed incompetent and corrupt markers 
and clerks. And so be oving, and being so justifiedin believing, 
there is nothing left for the illiterate voter to do but to stay away 
from the polls on election day, so that his vote may not swell the 
ageregate of material out of which corrupt election officials may 
make dishonest returns, 
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THE BALLOT. 
Now, as to the ballot.. The law provides that the judge of pro- 
" bate of each county shall cause the ballots to be printed in a form 
rescribed by law, and this ballot must be printed in books or 
locks and provided for each precinct where the election is to be 
held. This ballot is known as the official ballot,” and the law 
prescribes that the ballot so provided is the legal ballot,” and 
that “no ballot shall be received or counted in any election to 
which the act applies except it be provided as herein prescribed.” 

Now, Mr. Speaker, it will be seen that a legal ballot is prescribed 
under the laws of Alabama. It must have a legal origin and a 
legal career, and must come legally into the hands of 5 
and must be legally given by inspectors into the hands of voters. 
No other ballot is lawful in that State. 

VOTING. 

Now, as to voting this ballot. The law prescribes that no per- 
son except officials and voters admitted to vote shall be permitted 
to approach within 50 feet of the doors or windows of polling 
places.” This is provided in sections 25 and 28 of the Alabama 
election law. t 

Ballots must be given to the voters by the inspector. (Section 
32 


.) 

No paor can be carried away from the polling places. (Sec- 
tion 40.) 

It is unlawful to print copies of ballots or to have copies in pos- 
session, (Section 43.) 

Forgery of the initials of ay Sa upon ballot stubs is acrime 
under the law of Alabama. (Section 17.) 

And, finally, no vote shall be received or counted unless it be 
provided as prescribed by law. (Section 14.) 

FRAUD AND NEGLIGENCE. 

Now, gentlemen, a word as to fraud. It is a well-established 
principle of law that fraud destroys and vitiates the value of re- 
turns as evidence. Fraud does not necessarily invalidate the 
legal vote, but by destroying the presumption of the correctness 
of returns it makes it necessary that any person claiming the ben- 
efit of votes must prove them,and when the conduct of an election 
or the return of a vote is so tainted with fraud that the truth can 
not be deduced from the returns, the returns must be set aside. 
This is the plain statement of law, which 1 take it no one present 
will dispute. 

Further, when the incompetency, inefficiency, and reckless dis- 
regard of the essential requirements of the law prevail to such an 
extent that the acts of the officers must be deemed unreliable, 
this will of necessity have the same effect as fraud and be ground 
for rejecting returns. This, also, is well-established law. 


SELMA, NO. 36. 


Now, gentlemen, bearing in mind these principles of law, I 
propose to call your attention to the conditions that existed in 
Selma precinct, No. 36—the largest precinct in Dallas County, 
and upon which, to a great extent, the result of this election 
hinges. In this connection let me say that, so far as Iam con- 
cerned, I would not allow my vote or voice to be influenced by 
any personal consideration or feeling I might have toward con- 
testing parties. Unless I believed that the man who comes here 
with a contest ought to be seated, I would not vote to seat him. 
Unless I believed conscientiously that a man whose seat is con- 
tested ought to be unseated, I would not give my assent to any 
such action, notwithstanding the little pungent newspaper para- 
graphs by a singular coincidence appearing from day to day in 
certain papers here, framed in the interest of contestees and re- 
flecting upon the judicial fairness of election committees, and 
the flippant manner of treating these cases which sometimes ap- 
pears in debate upon this floor. I consider the rendition of judg- 
ment in these cases a high and important matter of duty and of 
obligation. 

Members on this floor have talked about cases being decided on 
political grounds.” There is behind our service on this Election 
Committee a solemn duty which we owe not only to the constitu- 
ents of contending parties but to the people of the whole country 
in investigating cases of this kind. 

Mr. Speaker, when a man contests for a seat here he ought not 
to be accepted as a member of this body unless the evidence is con- 
clusive to the minds and the consciences of the members, and I 
would not give my vote or my voice in support of the contention 
of a contestant unless I believed, honestly and conscientiously, 
that the claimant had a right which we had no right to ignore. 

It is not a question of political friendship or one of partisan 
consideration. It is a high duty which we owe to the people and 
to ourselves. I consider it a matter of personal honor to which I 
feel bound to 3 my best consideration. It is a matter of per- 
sonal honor affecting the committee, too; and I am unwilling to 
submit quietly to even a suggestion that the committee of which 
I have the honor to be a member would, under any circumstances, 
be willing to give a decision on a case of this kind for partisan 
reasons or purposes, There is no such sentiment in the commit- 


tee to which I have the honor to belong. We have had under con- 
sideration in this and the last Congress seven cases, I think. I 
ask my colleague, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], how 
ma cases have been pending before the committee? 


s N. There were seven cases before the committee. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Seven cases, and we have reported in favor 
of the sitting Democratic member in every case except one in the 
last House and one in this. 

I want it understood, gentlemen, that Elections Committee No. 
1 does not report in favor of unseating a man unless it believes 
that he ought to be unseated. That is the way I feel about it. I 
say this is too big a question to be tampered with flippantly on 
the floorof this House. Elections Committee No. 1 sits jadiciall 
75 these questions. They do not fritter away the fight of a man’s 

e. 

To occupy a seat in this body may have been the ambition of a 
man’s lifetime. 

When he comes here, before very long he may find that it is 
hardly worthwhile. There istinsel andshow and hollowness and 
heartache and disappointment enough about it all, and every man 
is largely for himself. Itisa pasang show in many respects, and 
Con n, as Bryce says, disappear like snowflakes on a river. 
Withal, of course, there is great and serious work to do. 

But when a man has made his fight and is here contending for his 
rights, nothing short of the best and most serious thought, consid- 
eration,and judgment is due him. Iwill not consent that a breath 
of imputation of carelessness shall touch Elections Committee No. 
1, and when such suggestion comes from a member of the minori 
of this committee I am reminded of a saying of a certain Frenc 
philosopher, that Confidence in other men’s virtues is no slight 
evidence of a man’s own.” 

Now, as to precinct No. 36, I have stated to you that there 
must be fraud or negligence of election officials sufficient to satisfy 
the committee that there is reason to overturn the returns of that 
precinct before those returns can be thrown out and proof be ac- 
cepted aliunde. 

EVIDENCE AFFECTING RETURNS. 

As to Selma precinct, No. 36. First, the evidence shows to the 
satisfaction of the majority of this committee that about 80 per- 
sons appear to have voted who were not registered. 

When the law requires that a man shall be registered in order 
to vote, and his name appears on the poll list as having voted when 
he is not registered, does that, to your minds, as a jury who must 
pass upon this question, suggest anything dishonest? 

Second, a large number, to wit, 54 white persons, whose names 
appear on the poll list as having voted could not be found in the 
precinct. Now, the value of that kind of evidence Se ape upon 
the extent of the research of the person hunting for them and his 
knowledge of the precinct. I do not lay great stress upon it. The 
case does not depend upon that, but I make the statement, 

Third, a large number, to wit, 75 colored persons, whose names 
appear upon the poll list as having voted could not be found in 
the precinct. I do not lay stress upon that. The value of that 
evidence depends upon the research of the person inquiring, de- 
pends upon his means of observation and his knowledge of the 
precinct. 

Fourth, a large number of persons are shown to have voted who 
were illegally registered, As to that, I do not agree with the ma- 
jority of the committee. The majority of the committee in their 
report did not take the view which I take of that, which I shall, 
later on, perhaps, have something to say about. 

Fifth, several swore that they voted whose names are not on the 
poll list at all. 

Now, would that suggest anything curious about the election 
in that precinct? 

Sixth. Several testified that they did not vote, although their 
names do appear on the poll list as having voted. Would these 
facts have weight in your minds in determining whether the offi- 
cial returns are reliable? 

So, my friends, when we took all those facts in conjunction, the 
committee felt that there was sufficient peculiarity, sufficient 
fraud, or, if you do not care to use the term fraud, that there 
was sufficient carelessness on the part of the inspectors of that 
election, so that we could not accept those returns as valid. In 
that precinct Mr. Aldrich was credited with 79 votes, and when 
he came to the oral 57 he proved more than 170. 

Now, there is nothing flimsy about this. What would you do 
if you sat as members of a committee and heard these facts and 
were confronted with the fact that these returns were not such 
as you could accept? e 

THE PROVED VOTE. 

You must resort to the next step, obviously. What is the next 
step? It is to prove the votes. ow, against Mr. Robbins, the 
contestee, I have not a word to say personally. He is, like many 
other Southern gentlemen, the victim of his environment. 

The contestee, Mr. Robbins, examined 636 witnesses from this 
Selma precinct. Now, first. deducting those who were called for 
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other purposes than to prove their vote, or who were recalled and 
therefore appeared twice, or who testified that they did not vote, 
9 in number, the vote stands 636 less 9. Second, we further de- 
duct those who testified that they voted but whose names do not 
a on the regi ion list, 32 in number. We could not very 
1 those votes. Now, third. I. personally, propose to de- 
duct those who testified to having voted for the contestee, but who 
appear from their own testimony to have been illegally registered. 
In that I am not sustained by the majority of the committee. My 
contention is that under the law of Alabama, under the constitu- 
tional provision, and under the statute passed pursuant to that 
constitution, those votes ought not tobecounted. If it weresimply 
a question whether we should accept votes returned, then it might 

operly be said that inasmuch as these votes do not appear to have 
Fen challenged they ought to be counted. But having rejected 
the returns, when we proceed to the count of proved votes, only 
those votes which are proved to be legal votes ought to be counted; 
and when an elector by the very testimony on which his vote is 
sought to be counted discloses that the vote in‘itself is illegal, that 
it has fatal legal infirmities, then I am unable to see how such 
vote can be legally counted. But it is not a matter on which I 
need to waste time, because the majority of the committee have 
not subtracted this number from Mr. Robbins's vote, out of 
abundant caution and abundant fairness to Mr. Robbins. 

Fourth. We deduct the votes of those who testified that they 
voted for Mr. Robbins, but who obtained their ballots from va- 
rious 1 and places. Now, Mr. S „bear 
in mind that the must have a legal birth, a legal origin, 
must be printed as prescribed by law, must go into the hands of 
i from a legal souree, and can not get out of the hands 
of an inspector except it be handed by an inspector toa voter who 
is about to exercise the right to vote. Bearing that in mind, let 
me call your attention to the testimony. 

There was the case of William Wilby, who got his ballot from 
a window in the yard; not from an inspector at the table. 

There was the case of W. B. F. Harrison, who got his ticket 
from Mr. Lumpkin. Mr. Lumpkin is the sheriff and not an in- 


spector. 

J. J. Babcock—where did he get his ticket? He says: I think 
Joe Evans handed me the ticket.” Joe Evans was not an inpector. 

Jake Storm says Mr. Kennedy, a deputy sheriff, ed his 
ticket to him. 

Thomas Walker says some gentleman handed a ticket to him in 
the hall. There were tickets flying around everywhere, and, 
under the law, the tickets could only be given out by the es 
to voters about to vote, and if they got out of the ins 8 ds, 
except as provided by law, they got out in an i way; and yet 
here we have them all oar e fe Epos Why we 
throw out these votes, gentlemen. is not for political purposes. 

W. R. Lardent got his ticket from some man at the door of the 
court-house. 

Another man, C. Ritter, says Will Walker gave him a ticket as 
he walked in court-house door. 

James Walsh says: “I — up my ticket myself on the table 
on the piazza outside.” Every man could go and get a ticket off 
the piazza. angot] OS 3 

. W. Stewart says t his ticket from some one outside. 
J. M. Long when asked, you voted where did you get your 
ticket,” said: 


And he said: He had some in his pocket.” 

Tickets were flying around loose, floating about in the hands of 
anybody, and this man had tickets in his pocket and could get all 
the tickets he wanted. 

A. M. Cummings: 

Where did you get your tickets A. I got them down at the store and I 
carried them down there. 


Fe should have been able only to have gotten those tickets at 
the polling Pa 

E. H. Hobbs: 

Where did you get your ticket when you voted?—A. The ticket was left at 
my store. 

And still gentlemen talk about this election having been con- 
ducted fairly. 
Mr. GSTON. Did not they wish to vote those tickets? 

Mr. HAMILTON. They voted them; they voted them, and 
evidently would have voted more if they could. 

Mr. NGSTON. You damn them if they do and you damn 
them if they do not. 

Mr. TON. You as a Democrat, sir, and as a member 
of this House, will not claim for a minute to me or to any other 
man on the floor of this House that a voter has got the right togo 
down town and get a ticket, or take it off the piazza of the court- 
house, or that tickets can be given out to any body Tom, Dick, and 


Harry- anywhere, and by everybody, when the law says no ticket 
shall be given out except by an inspector. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. If there were 1,700 votes for him, why 
not give him them? 

Mr. HAMILTON, I will prove to you that these votes ought 
to be thrown out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. We do not claim that this was right. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I do not claim it. 

Mr. HAMILTON. This is proved by the contestee’s own wit- 
nesses. Here are some more. Lewis Bega, when asked where he 
got his ticket, said he got the ticket he voted at the Hotel Albert. 

otel Albert! Down town somewhere; I do not know how far 
from the court-house, where the vote was taken. Talk about 
fairness, gentlemen; talk about inducting a man into office here 
for political reason! 

J. T. Russell, jr., had his ticket handed to him on the street. Is 
there any reason in seating a man on these votes? Now, gentle- 
men, I want it distinctly understood that so Tongas I serve on an 
Election Committee, and I hope [ will never have to serve on 
another one, I will not consent to count that kind of votes. 

Now, Mr. Robbins claimed to have proved 636 votes, and by the 
2 which I have given you we deduct only 70 votes. We 

educt them carefully, conscientiously, with proper regard for the 
interest of the gentleman from Alabama. ow, what does Mr. 
Aldrich prove for himself? We find 102 witnesses who say they 
went up and voted for him and marked their tickets themselves. 
How many did he get credit for by the returns? Seventy- nine votes. 
Is that honest? There were others—those who testilied to legal 
registration, and that O. O. Moore marked their ballots for them. 
Of these there were 35. And then there were others, 7 in number, 
who testified that Dockery, another marker, marked their ballots 
for them for Aldrich. One other ballot was marked for Aldrich 
by Tinch. None of this testimony is disputed. That makes 145, 
at least, which Aldrich proves. By the returns, however, he was 
credited with only 79. There were 10 other votes proved for 
Aldrich, but the men who voted them admitted that their regis- 
tration was defective, and the majority of the committee did not 
allow these votes for contestant. 

Then there was O. O. Moore, who testified that he marked 60 
or 65 ballots for Aldrich, and although his evidence is undisputed, 
the committee have preferred to count only those votes which were 
proved by the voters themselves. If allowed, Moore’s testimony 
will give Aldrich 25 more votes, but we do not count them. 

I say to you, gentlemen of the House, that in my humble opinion 
there is no doubt but that Aldrichislegally, justly, and aa Sneed 
entitled to 145 votes in the city of Selma, and I am inclined to 
think that he ought to have more counted for him. 

Within my time I can not in detail as to the other pre- 
cincts, but I have a statement here which I propose to print with 
my remarks. 

PRECINCTS OUTSIDE OF SELMA. 

Aldrich carried the white counties hy 816; deduct Robbins’s ma- 
jority in Selma, 342, and Aldrich’s majority stands 47 

There are 31 election precincts in Dallas County, numbered from 
1 to 16, inclusive, and from 22 to 36, inclusive. 

No cause was found by the committee for changing returns in 
the following 12 precincts, which in the aggregate give Robbins 
300 and Aldrich 23: 


No. of 


Vote returned. 


Aldrich. | Robbins, 


3 3 38 

5 0 18 

13 0 29 
15 | Portland (no election) 0 0 
2% | Liberty H. ...-..- 3 77 
26 8 3 
27 1 10 
2 0 19 
a 0 10 
33 6 35 
H 0 24 
35 2 3 
i, mone — AA 300 


And the count stands: Aldrich, 474,23 407; Robbins, 300; and 
Aldrich’s majority is reduced to 197. 

This leaves 18 other precincts to be considered, as follows: 

PLANTERSVILLE, NO. 1. 

The vote returned gave Robbins a majority of 28, but the evi- 
dence (Pickering, Harris, Davis, Fulford) discloses that only one 
marker—one Oden—was appointed for all parties and that he was 
detected marking the ticket of one voter for Robbins after havi 
heen twice requested to mark it for Aldrich. The fact that he 
this in one case raises the reasonable presumption that he did it 
every time he could get a chance, and vitiates the whole precinct. 
But deducting only that which is proved to be fraudulent, viz, 1 
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vote, the vote stands: Robbins, 54; Aldrich, 28; Robbins’s ma- 
jority, 26; and reduces Aldrich’s total majority (197 legs 26) to 171. 
SUMMERFIELD, NO. 2. 

Aldrich was given an inspector, Surles, but no marker or clerk. 
The returns gave Robbins 81, Aldrich 32. 

One man under , Moore, voted, whose vote deducted leaves 
Robbins 80. Tom King saw 35 or 40 colored voters who said 
they voted for Aldrich, and Surles, the inspector, voted for Al- 
drich; but for purposes of the count let returns stand Robbins 81, 
minus 1 illegal minor vote. Robbins 80, Aldrich 32; Robbins’s ma- 
jority 48; and reduces Aldrich’s total majority (171 less 48) to 123. 

VALLEY CREEK, NO. 4. 

In this precinct the Republicans and Populists asked for the 
appointment of Charles W. Smith as one of the inspectors. This 
was refused, and J. D. Roundtree and S. F. Houston, white Dem- 
ocrats, and Llewellyn Phillips, a colored Democrat, were appointed 
inspectors. Phillips did not arrive at the polls until a short time 
after 8 o’clock, and his place was 3 the appointment of one 
Judge Thomas, a colored man who lived on T. C. Woods's place, 
and had been told in advance by Woods that he was wanted to 
act as an inspector. This same Woods was appointed returning 
officer. Woods was the only man who counted the ballots, while 
Roundtree and Houston kept the tally, instead of the clerks, who 
should have done so. The official returns from this precinct 
were—Robbins 158; Aldrich 44, f 

Aldrich was given a marker, Willis Kennedy, but was given no 
other representative in that precinct. n 

Eighty-five witnesses swore they voted for Aldrich and marked 
their own tickets; 12 witnesses swore they voted for Aldrich and 
that their tickets were marked by Jake Martin; Jake Martin testi- 
fies that he voted for Robbins; 24 other witnesses testified that 
they voted for Aldrich and that their tickets were marked for them 
by either Kennedy as official marker or by an inspector; Kennedy 
testified to having marked 48 ballots for illiterate voters, 16 of 
whom have 9 been credited to Aldrich, leaving sworn Ay J 
Kennedy 32. Total Aldrich vote, 153; Robbins proved 41; Al- 
drich’s cp ae 112; (Kennedy and several others do not appear 

pon poll list) and increases Aldrich’s total majority (123 plus 112) 


u 
to 235. 
DUBLIN, No. 6. 

Returned: Aldrich, 0; Robbins, 24. 

Here Aldrich was given an inspector, but he did not appear at 
the polls. The polls were not open between 8 and 9 o'clock, as 
required by statute. Aldrich's sina ade gathered at the polls, 
but, being convinced that polls would not be opened, went away, 
whereupon 24 Democrats voted for Robbins, and Aldrich’s major- 
ity is reduced (235 minus 24) to 211. 


MARTINS, NO. 7. 


Tn this precinct J. W. Richardson was appointed inspector on 
‘behalf of Aldrich. Returns: Aldrich, 1; Robbins, 90. 

John Henry testified that he directed that his ballot be marked 
for Aldrich. Other than this the returns should stand. This would 
give Robbins 89, Aldrich 2; Robbins's majority, 87; and Aldrich's 
total majority is reduced (211 minus 87) to 124. 

ORRVILLE, NO. & $ 

Jordan Hatchers was asked for by Aldrich managers and re- 
fused as inspector, and Craig was appointed inspector, together 
with J, L. Edwards and James B, Ellis; Edwards and Ellis were 
white Democrats and Craig a colored Democrat. The returns 
were: Aldrich, 5; Robbins, 106. 

Testimony of Lumpkins shows that Craig was appointed at Sug 
estion of Joseph Evans, who was Robbins’s manager. Aldri 
ad no representation at the polis. The law requires that two 

clerks must be selected before the opening of the poys (Alabama 
Code, 327), who must take the oath required by law (Alabama 
Code, 358). No clerks were selected and no oath taken (Ellis). 

I have not fully yielded my assent to the views of the majority of 
the committee in throwing out the returns from this precinct. I 
am satisfied that fraud was contemplated here when the Aldrich 
managers were refused officers at the polls and that the returns 
are clearly dishonest and fraudulent, far I am fully in accord 
with the majority of the committee. I have some question, how- 
ever, about refusing to give the contestee credit for some 75 votes 
proved by him to have been cast for him at this precinct. 

The theory on which a count of these proved votes is refused is 
that the very proof of them is part of a general conspiracy to de- 
fraud, having its beginning in the refusal of the appointing board 
to appoint inspectors and refusal of the inspectors to appoint 
clerks and markers, by reason whereof it was known and under- 
stood that the colored voters would refuse to vote, knowing that 
however they might vote, their votes would not be honestly 
counted nor marked; and that, having refused to vote, upon a con- 
test charging fraud, the returns being rejected, it was known 
and understood from the very beginning that all that it would be 
necessary to do would be to swear the voters who actually voted, 


the Republican voters having been driven by the obvious fraudu- 
lent intent of the board to stay away from the polls. There is 
reason and logic in this position, and perhaps it may be well to es- 
tablish such a precedent. 

However, it is proper to say in this connection that, the returns 
having been overthrown, Mr. Robbins made proof of 75 votes and 
Aldrich 12, which, for the reasons I have given, have not been 
counted. Their count or the refusal to count them has no decisive 
effect in this case. 

I have gone through the poll list of this precinct and examined 
the evidence of each of the 75 witnesses sworn by contestee. 

The majority of the committee have refused to count precinct 
8, and the figures are unchanged. 

LEXINGTON, No. 9. 

Here the Aldrich managers asked for the appointment of J. Gil- 
bert Johnson, but the board refused to appoint him and selected 
one Simon Armstrong, a colored Democrat, to serve with Berry 
and Moseley, white Democrats. Armstrong had in previous elec- 
tions proved his availability for fraudulent purposes, and there can 
be no question but that his selection on this occasion was with the 
deliberate intent of making frand easy, : 

The returns from this precinct were: Aldrich, 8; Robbins, 54. 
Aldrich had no representation at this polling place. Johnson, 
and the man Moseley, who was appoi 
at the until two hours after they open It is perfectly ob- 
vious that there was absolutely no check upon the fraudulent in- 
clinations of those in charge. It is shown that if Aldrich had had 
representation there that day his supporters would have voted for 
him, but that they did not dare to vote becanse they knew their 
votes would be misrepresented, and that Aldrich would have had a 
majority of 200 votes if his ers had dared to vote. 

Aldrich proved 4 votes, 2 of which were proved in rebuttal 
time when they should have been proved in chief and have there- 
fore been deducted, viz, Van Perry and Mike West. 

Robbins proved 36 votes, and Robbins’s majority, if counted in 
this precinct, would be 34 on proven votes. But upon the theory 
that representation was denied Aldrich at this precinct for the 
roy of enabling Robbins’s supporters to exclude voters 
at the polls and count their own supporters by proof, the majority 
report of this committee throws out this precinct, If, however, a 
majority of 34 for Robbins were counted here it would not have 
controlling effect. The count stands, therefore, unchanged, 

RIVER, NO. 10, 
No vote. Noelection. Count unchanged. 
PINE FLAT, NO, 11. 

No vote. Noelection. Count unchanged. 

T. B. Collins says polls not opened; that between 40 and 50 col- 
ored voters were there, who, when asked to indicate whether they 
were there to vote for Aldrich, all indicated they were there for 
that purpose. ; 

OLD TOWN, NO, 12, 

Returns: Aldrich, 0; Robbins, 56. 

It J here that the Aldrich managers asked for the appoint- 
ment of Robert W. Smith; that he was appointed and refused to 
act. (Minter.) 

This Robert W. Smith was the same gentleman who felt it in- 
cumbent upon him to cease to wear an Aldrich button because of 
the oe of Mr. Robbins's political friends. There were no 
‘on = Yipes at this precinct and tickets were marked openly. 

oke. 

In my opinion this whole once ought to be thrown out be- 
cause of the willful disregard of the election officers of the Sas 
ments of law as to election booths and the marking of ballots, 

oring the privacy which the law intends to guard, and that 
the votes should be counted only as proved. 

Mr. Robbins proved 26 votes, 3 of which are doubtful. 

Ra the testimony of William Houston it appears that only 2 col- 
0 men voted there that day, and that only about 20 voters en- 
Sroa that polling place, and yet Mr. Robbins is credited with 56 
votes. 

The majority report of the committee, however, counts Robbins’s 
vote as returned, and gives Aldrich creditfornone. Robbins's ma- 
jority, 56, and reduces Aldrich’s majority (124 minus 56) to 68. 

RICHMOND, NO. 14. 

Returns: Robbins, 21; Aldrich, 0. 

Here an Aldrich inspector was appointed and the committee 
have counted the vote as returned. Robbins’s majority 21, and 
Aldrich’s total majority is reduced (68 minus 21) to 47. 

CAHARBA, NO, 10. 

Returns: Aldrich, 54; Robbins, 127. 

Here the Aldrich managers asked for the appointment of Sam- 
uel B. Mitchell as inspector, but his appointment was refused and 
one Ullmer, a rheumatic and disabled colored man, was appointed 
inspector toact with Blackwelland Donelson, Democrats, Aldrich 
was also given a clerk and marker here, but at the close of the 


inted tor, did not arrive 


; 
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polls the Republican clerk and marker were ordered out while the 
vote was being counted. (Ulimer.) 

The poll list of this precinct contains 183 names. Of these it is 
admitted that only 8 or 10 are white men. Pet Ullmer, marker, 
swore he marked 123 ballots of illiterate voters for Aldrich and 
that 40 or 50 colored voters marked their own tickets for Aldrich. 
Ullmer's statement as to these 40 or 50 voters is corroborated by 
Lewis, und it is admitted by contestee that Harrison and McCurdy 
would testify as did Lewis. The committee have no doubt that 
Aldrich should here be credited with 163 votes. Robbins proved7 
yotes. Aldrich’s majority, 156, and Aldrich’s majority is increased 
(47 plus 156) to 203. 

BURNSVILLE, NO. 2 


Returns: Aldrich, 44; Robbins, 83. 

Here A. Thompson was appointed inspector, at the request of 
the Aldrich managers. The Republicans were also given a clerk 
and a marker. Thompson was a white Democrat who voted for 
Robbins. At the close of the polls one John F. Burns, who 
claimed to act as returning officer, but who had not been so 55 
pointed, insisted that the Republican clerk and marker should 
retire while the vote was being counted. <A dispute arose, and it 
was finally agreed that the ballot box should be left in the hands 
_ of Inspector Thompson until the next day, so that the Robbins 
supporters might obtain instructions as to turning clerks out of 
the polling place while the vote was being counted. The box was 
not locked, and the next morning Mr. Thompson counted the bal- 
lots and found that there were 113 for Aldrich and 22 for Robbins. 
He put the ballots back into the box, and when the Democratic 
officials pretended to count the ballots they made return: Aldrich, 
44; Robbins, 83, The committee believe Thompson and give 
Aldrich 113; Robbins made proof of 22; Aldrich’s majority, 91, 
and Aldrich’s total majority is increased (203 plus 91) to 294. 

UNION. NO. 23. 

Returns: Aldrich, 76; Robbins, 131. 

Here the Aldrich managers asked for the appointment of John 
Logan as inspector, an admittedly muane man; and no reason 
is anywhere assigned why he should not have been appointed. 


One Thompson was appointed, who did not appear, and then, 
finally, one Smith, a colored Republican, was appointed and 
A No Republican clerk was appointed. One Waugh was 


appointed as Republican marker, and, having appointed him, the 
supporters of contestee in this case proceeded to impeach him to 
get ri of his testimony. Waugh swore that he marked for Al- 
drich 130; marked by Harrison, 2; as to the 40 other Republican 
votes claimed by Waugh to have been cast the proof is not as 
complete as could be desired, and although the committee are 
inclined to think Aldrich received these 40 votes, for abundant 
caution they have rejected them, and the vote stands: Aldrich, 
182; Robbins, 34; Aldrich’s majority, 98; and Aldrich’s total ma- 
jority is increased (294 plus 98) to 392. 
PENCE’S, NO. 24. 

Returns: Aldrich, 1; Robbins, 64. 

Evans Bryant was appointed inspector on behalf of Aldrich, but 
did not serve; and one William Thomas, an illiterate colored man, 
who voted for Robbins, but had to have his vote marked in order 
to doit, was appointed inspector in place of Bryant. By testimony 
of Charles Brown it appears that about 15 names were frandu- 
lently added to the poll list; 11 of these are persons shown not 
to live in the precinct. We allow Robbins the number proved, 
44; Aldrich, admitted, 1; Robbin’s majority, 43; and Aldrich’s total 
majority is reduced (392 minus 43) to 349. 

MARION JUNCTION, NO. . 

Returns: Aldrich, 0; Robbins, 73. 

Here Aldrich’s managers asked for appointment of W. J, Gil- 
mer, chairman of Populist of that precinct, as inspector. 
This request was refused without reason, and an illiterate colored 
man, who voted for Robbins. was appointed. One Goldsby testi- 
fies that there were only 34 white voters in the precinct, and 
that only 8 colored voters entered the polls that day. This, how- 
ever, did not deter the inspectors from having a poll list of 73. 
Robbins proved 39, Aldrich none; Robbins’s majority, 39, and 
Aldrich’s total majority is reduced (349 less 39) to 310. 

KINGS, NO. 20, 

Returns: Aldrich, 0; Robbins, 52. 

Here the Aldrich managers asked for the appointment of J. J. 
Jones as inspector. This Et Seah aent was refused without rea- 
son assigned, and finally Willie Towns, a colored Democrat, re- 
ceived the appointment. Aldrich had no representation. The 
proved vote is: Robbins, 12; Aldrich, none; Robbins’s majority, 
12, and Aldrich's total majority is reduced (310 less 12) to 298. 

SMYLEYS, NO. 31. 

Returns: Aldrich, 3; Robbins, 41. 

R. C. Sewell, an inspector, testified that only between 9 and 12 
men voted all day. He enumerates the men who were there and 
voted. We are satisfied that the returns are discredited by this 
testimony, But inasmuch as it was taken in rebuttal time, when 


it should have been taken in chief, in strict fairness the committee 
have rejected it and have allowed the returns to stand: Robbins, 
41; Aldrich, 3; Robbins’s majority, 38; and Aldrich’s total major- 
ity is reduced (298 less 38) to 260. 

In Orrville, No. 8, if Robbins be credited with 75 proved votes 
and the failure to appoint inspectors be not considered as a part 
of a conspiracy to commit fraud, then Robbins’s vote would be in- 
creased by 75. 

In Lexington, No. 9, if Robbins were credited with 34 votes 
which have been denied him for the same reason assigned as to 
Orrville, No. 8, his total would be increased by 34. Orrville, 75; 
Tarkon: 34; total, 109. 

In Old Town, No. 12, however, if the returns are thrown out 
and the proveo vote counted, Robbins would be reduced by 30, 
This would increase Robbins's total vote by 79. 

As to Aldrich, if he be credited with 40 votes, testified to by 
Waugh, in Union, No, 23, and 25 votes, sworn to by Moore, in 
Selma City precinct, Aldrich’s vote would be increased by 65, so 
that the total result would be changed but little by taking into 
. and counting these votes which the committee have 
rejected. 

: CONDITIONS SURROUNDING TAKING OF TESTIMONY. 


Something has been said on the other side of the House about a 
campaign button. A gentleman came up from Oldtown by the 
name of Robert Smith, who had an Aldrich button on, and some 
of Robbins’s supporters said to him: The boys have made up 
their minds that no more Aldrich buttons shall be worn by either 
whites or blacks.” So that Smith, being a discreet person, was 
induced to remove the button. 

Now, the wearing of a campaign button is a harmless sort of 
decoration, but a social condition that dictates to a man what 
kind of a button he shall wear approaches a condition of tyranny 
and makes aman want to stick campaign buttons all over himand 
protect his privilege witha Gatling gun. [Laughter and applause 
on the Republican side.] We shall never have the right kind of 
a government while such a condition is fostered and upheld, and 
still we have the curious anomaly of gentlemen coming up here 
to defend it. There was the case of aman who was killed right 
after the election. Killed! Why? Because he was a supporter, 
as I understand, of Aldrich—because of hatred engendered by 
his political anoni 

Mr. BARTLETT. Oh, I hope the gentleman will not make that 
statement—— 

Mr. HAMILTON. The testimony—and the only testimony on 
that point—by one witness was that he was shot because of a feeling 
aroused on account of his having been a supporter of Aldrich. 

Mr. BARTLETT. That was only the opinion of a witness who 
did not see the shooting and was not present. 

Mr. HAMILTON. tis the statement of the witness. The 
man languished until the 26th of December, the day after Christ- 
mas, the day of Peace on earth and good will to men,” and 
finally died. There was another occurrence there. I do not state 
this for the purpose of inflaming feeling, but because it has been 
commented on unfairly on that side of the House. 

This gentleman, Aldrich, went into Selma to open his court so 
that he could take testimony. But he could not take testimony. 
J hate to allude to this; I do not want to say much about it, but it 
has been alluded to on that side of the House. He went into the 
Hotel Albert on the evening of January 14, 1898. There were gen- 
tlemen sitting around the fireplace, among them the gentleman 
from Alabama, Mr. Robbins. When he went in the gentleman 
from Alabama advanced, called him aside, and called his attention 
to something in a paper, and then struck him, The encounter 
was all one-sided, because while Robbins struck Aldrich as fast as 
he could, Aldrich simply protected his face with his hands from 
his blows. Then a friend of Aldrich, his attorney, Mr. Dryer, ad- 
vanced to interfere, but was confronted by Mr. Joe Evans, clerk 
of the Selma city court, a smooth-faced gentleman, with a cocked 
rovat zen, who suggested to him thatit would be just as well to 


esist. 

Another gentleman, Mr. Deans, Aldrich’s manager in Dallas 
County, said he would like to have interfered in the interest of 
fair play, but when he advanced he was met by a cocked pistol in 
the hands of another distinguished gentleman, whereupon, Mr. 
Deans looking around saw other gentlemen with cocked revolvers, 
and they stood there while the proceedings went on, until Mr. Joe 
Evans, who was presiding on this interesting occasion with his 
cocked revolver, courteously inquired of Mr. Aldrich, ‘‘ Have you 
had enough?” And Mr, Aldrich was obliged to say that he had. 

That is the atmosphere of public opinion which surrounded this 
man when he attempted to take testimony in his case there. That 
is why he had to go into another county to take his testimony. 
That is why they talk about pig tracking” witnesses, because 
they had to take these witnesses into another county to get their 
testimony to be used in the hearing of this case. Now, gentlemen, 
I do not allude to this except in answer to what has been said on 
the other side. That fight must have been a great disappointment 


1900. 


to the coroner and other distinguished gentlemen connected with 
the local political situation. [Laughter. ] 
THE RACE PROBLEM. 

All this is made possible, nay, all this.is invited, by the ignorant 
and illiterate condition of the colored people down South; and so 
long as that condition continues to exist, cases like this will con- 
tinue to come up here year after year for settlement. This is a 


case that calls for our careful consideration, a case which rises 
above mere partisanship. It rises into the atmosphere of a great 
social problem. 


Sir, my attention has recently been called to a very able discus- 
sion of this race problem by Prof. Booker T. Washington, himself 
a splendid illustration of what a colored man can do for himself 
and for others under our free institutions, 

No man patronizes him; noman tampers with his vote. In the 
domain of thought he sits high among the men to whom the color 
of a man’s skin is but an incident. Á 

Some men in public life are like soap advertisements in a-gro- 
cery window. Approach them from one direction and they read 
one way; approach them from another direction and they read 
another way; approach them from the front and they read still 
another way. [Laughter.] But Professor Washington has never 
borne one message to the colored le of the South, another 
message to the propie of the North, and another message to the 
white people of the South. He has always been consistent. He 
is admitted by you Southern men, I think, without dispute, to be 
an intelligent, high-souled gentleman, who is operating for the 
best interests of his race as well as of the white people. 

In his recent work on the Future of the American Negro in 
America, Professor Washington calls attention to some of the 
fundamental difficulties of this race problem. It resolves itself 
into two parts: First, how to make the colored man in the South 
self-supporting and pro ive. Second, how to adjust the rela- 
tions between the white and colored people of the South ona 
better basis. 

He urges the need of industrial as well as other education and 
discipline. 

He Sy ner education as more important than political reforms. 

He calls attention to the fact that under the old slave conditions 
there was a certain kind of industrial and mechanical training 
then slay was swept away, and an attempt was made to build 
upon the old slave conditions a system of education which did not 
sufficiently take into consiđeration the condition of the people 
whom it sought to benefit. 

The colored people celebrate August 1 upin my country. Last 
August I was called upon to make a s There was an- 
other speaker—a colo’ man, who held forth with fervid elo- 
quence on what he called the wrongs” of his people. After- 
wards, riding with an old colored preacher of my town, named 
Julius Cæsar, I said, ‘‘ Mr. Cesar, what do you think is the solu- 
tion of this race problem?“ Look here, Mr. HAMILTON,” he said, 
“ I think that when the colored man gets an education and gets 
skill as a workman and gets some property, then the white men 
and other people begin to want him; and the colored man will 
rise in proportion to his ability—just like everybody else.” 

This view is indorsed by Professor Washington. He supposes 
the case of a colored man who has a business of $10,000 a year 
with a railroad company. He says, Do you suppose that when 
that black man takes his family aboard the train they are goin 
to put him and his family into a ‘jim-crow’ car and run the ris 
of losing that $10,000 a year? No; they will put on a Pullman 
palace car for him.” 

Now, this regard for material conditions runs through all classes 
and colors and conditions, from the barbarian who stood well be- 
cause of his wealth in wampum and cowry shells, and the Virgin- 
ian settler who was able to obtain the bride of his choice because 
of his wealth in plug tobacco, down to the present time when some 
young woman marries some degenerate descendant of so-called 
foreign aristocracy and advertises her wardrobe. 

This thing runs through all conditions, There was the case of 
my old friend Jones. Said he, De fust year things were middlin’ 
prosperous, and I was able to put down $25 for de benefit ob de 
church, and dey called me ‘Deacon’ Jones: de next year things 
wan't so prosperous and I done give em $10, an’ dey called me 
t Mister’ Jones; de next year I was mighty hard up and I didn’t 
give ‘em anything, and dey called me ‘Old Jones,’ and I quit em 
in disgus’.” 

Now, Professor Washington tells how. about ten years ago, a 
young man came up from one of the plantation districts to Tus- 
kegee. After finishing his course he went back home to take u 
his work among his own people, whom he found as he had left 
them, living in one-room cabins, in ignorance and in debt, and 
paying exorbitant interest, their only school in a log cabin for 
three months in a year. He went to work, and Professor Wash- 
ington sums up the results of his splendid work as follows: 


I wish you could look into the faces of the people and see them beaming 
with hope and delight. I wish you could see the two or three room co 


that have taken the place of the usual one-room cabin. see the well-cultivated 
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fa and the religions life of the people that now means something more 


than the name. The teacher hasa good cottage and well-kept farm that serve 
as models. In a word, a complete revolution has been wrought in the in- 
dustrial, educational, and religious life of this whole community by reason 
of the fact that they have this leader, this guias and object lesson, to 
show them how to e the money and effort that had hitherto been scattered 
to the wind in 1 and high rents, in whisky and gewgaws, and how 
to concentrate it in the direction of their own uplifting. 


Why, my friends, it seems to me that all the members of this 
House on both sides—every man who helps to make public opin- 
ion—instead of trying to beat the colored man ont of his vote 
ought to try to stand with such men as Booker T. Washington 
to give the colored man his right to build himself up, to make an 
American citizen of himself, and to act for his best interests, 
[Applause.] 

Sir, I am compelled to give my. vote for the unseating of Gaston 
A. Robbins and the seating of William F. Aldrich in this case 
not for personal or partisan reasons, but because I believe the 
evidence compels that decision. I regret the disappointment 
which such a vote must cause. But I desire to say in closing 
that it is not of so much importance who occupies the seat in 
controversy here; it is not even of so much importance how the 
colored man votes—whether he votes the Democratic or Repub- 
lican ticket. The important thing is that the colored man shall 
be permitted to vote just once and to have his vote counted as 
cast, and that the white man shall not be corrupted year after 
year by lying returns and dodging the law, and that the colored 
man shall not be held in degradation year after yeur by being 
upod as mere material out of which to falsify returns. [Loud ap- 
plause. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Do I understand from the gentleman from 
Illinois that I am to proceed now as was originally contemplated? 

Mr. MANN. I hope the gentleman from Georgia will now 
occupy such time as he may desire. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, the most eminent of the chief 
justices of England had, prior to his elevation to the bench, been for 
a long time a most vigorous and relentless solicitor and attorney- 
general for the Crown, and had permitted himself on many occa- 
sions to exhibit the most bitter partisanship toward the accused— 
partisanship such as did not become the high office he so ably filled; 
yet, when he took upon himself the oath of office as chief justice he 
announced as a motto of his administration of the duties of that 
great judicial ition, ‘‘Audi alteram partem;” and in the dis- 
charge of the duties of his judicial office no decision was rendered 
until the other side—until both sides—had had an opportunity of 
a fair and impartial hearing. How unlike that rule of conduct, 
adopted by the great chief justice, must appear the conduct of 
both sides of the House in these contested-election cases. The 
seem to conclude that instead of hearing the other side or both 
sides, to hear neither, and to form their opinions solely upon ques- 
tions of personal favor or political policy or expediency. They 
adopt the motto, ‘‘Audi nullam partem.” 

r. Speaker, it is unfortunate that these cases, which, in the 
early days of the Republic, were decided according to the evidence 
offered by the parties and according to the law, with due regard 
for the rules of evidence laid down and established by the law, 
when the evidence and the law and not party demands were the 
guide, should now be considered as mere matters of personal favor 
or politicalexpediency. Ido not mean to charge that such has been 
done by the majority of the committee in this case or that the 
House will so determine the case now before us. I do not mean 
to charge that a question of this magnitude will not be considered 
by the House upon its merits and with a due sense of justice. 

But how can members of the House who have not heard, who 
will not listen, and who refuse to hear, justly decide a question 
like the one pending here—a question involving, as it does, the 
highest privilege of a member in this House—the right to his 
seat; and not only that, but the dearest right of the American 
citizen—the right and privilege to have his chosen representative 
retain his seat here to which the peopleof the district have elected 
him. If we are not to determine these questions when a contest 
shall arise not only upon the law and the evidence, but abso- 
Iutely and impartially and without regard to any partisan or other 
consideration excepting those involving the right and truth of the 
case, then why waste the time of the country and the House to 
discuss them? Why not arbitrarily pass the resolutions of ouster 
at once and boldly declare that the vote is given because the 
partisan demands require it? 

I believe, Mr. S. er, that to the few members present who do 
me the honor, and the committee the honor, to hear me and listen 
to the argument in this case, I shall demonstrate as a mathemat- 
ical problem the injustice of this contest and the right of the con- 
testee to his seat on the admitted evidence adduced and found in 
the record of this case, to which I have devoted a great deal of 
attention and careful search and patient investigation. I had 
hoped that at least those who would listen to me could not fail to 
recognize the absolute right of the contestee to his seat, the proof 
of which I am about to submit. 

I had also indulged the hope, sir, that, in this the year 1900, a 
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contested-election case involving the greatest right of American 
citizenship and of the highest privilege in this great representative 
body of the people might be considered by some—by many, by all, 
in fact—as a nonpartisan, as a judicial matter to which men of 
all parties might bring their best thought, and by their votes and 
impartial judgments establish the proposition that these questions 
should be and must be nonpartisan in character, and so decided. 
ae should questions of fact and questions of law be deter- 
min 

I want to say that no word that I may utter is intended to re- 
flect upon any member of the House or upon any one of my col- 
leagues on the committee. 

I feel sincerely, I know absolutely, that their conclusions are 
erroneous, not sustained by the evidence, not justified or upheld 
by the well-settled principles of law; but that isa matter of judg- 
ment. Iam not here to censure or denounce, but to criticise and 
demonstrate their error, if I can. I shall be earnest, for that is 
my nature; but in that earnestness I shall have nointention to be 
offensive. But I shall endeavor to criticise the report of the ma- 
jority in a fair, legitimate, and judicial way, withoutany 
stri or comments upon the views of the majority of 
my colleagues, for whom I have the highest personal respect and 
estee 


m. 

I shall call attention in the course of the discussion to what I 
regard as the điscrepancies and errors, to the failures in the re- 
port to present to the House the truth of the case as I understand 
it from the record. Ishall, I repeat, criticise that report; but, Mr. 
Speaker, I shall under no circumstances undertake to denounce or 
condemn the gentlemen for the opinions entertained honestly, no 
doubt, by my colleagues on the committee, [Applause.] Nor 
shall I condemn the action of those gentlemen on the majority 
side because they have not brought before the House in the report 
now presented all the material facts of the case at bar, nor stated 
the evidence which must destroy their contention. But I shall 
present to you my opinions and my views, derived from a careful 
study of the evidence, which are directly at variance with those 
which they ask you to 

I will not say that the evidence presented by the other side and 
the rule laid down by them, if sustained, do not, taken together, 
justify the conclusion to which they have arrived; but I do say 
that no committee, no matter how isan, that no member of 
this House who desires to consult conscience and accept the 
conditions which that conscience would im „should this 
House to violate every rule of evidence which has been established 
by decisions of courts and affirmed in previous election contests, 
as I insist has been done by this report; I only insist that you, the 
members of the House, shall decide this contest with a due regard 
to these admitted and established principles of law and the evi- 
dence presented for our consideration in this case. 

I have not time, Mr. Speaker—I regret very much that I have 
not, nor do I deem this the propor occasion—to reply to the speech 
of the gentleman from Nebraska . BURKETT], delivered eyi- 
dently for home consumption, in relation to the conditions at the 
South, and by other gentlemen on the opposite side of the Cham- 
ber. What business have such here at such a time as 
this? Due regard for the proprieties, it seems to me, would have 
prevented their use here. I had thought that the day of waving 
the bloody shirt in this country was passed and gone forever. 
That had n my hope. I had thought that the views and con- 

duct of the older - of the oldest and abſest members of this House 
bad been such as to prevent an exhibition of any such littleness as 
that. I had thought that the war of sections was over, and that 
recent events showed that we had a united and not a divided 
country; that hate and animosity toward the sections had passed 
away. 

But it was reserved to my friend the new member from Ne- 
braska [Mr. BURKETT], with his judicial, affidavit-looking face 
and stentorian voice, to resurrect the bloody shirt and wave it 
again. I had been led to hopeand believe that the efforts to array 
the sections had long since been abandoned. The older members 
of this House had set the honorable example of letting the dead 
past rest. But the gentleman from Nebraska has again seized 
the worn-ont sword of sectionalism, which older and more experi- 
enced men had gladly laid aside, and now brandishes it in this 
case, when all should at least make the effort to determine the 
questions involved 5 and impartially. 

1 have no reply to make to him here and now. I beg to say, 
however, that it was not becoming in him, in the exercise of that 
high i prerogative he enjoys as a member of this House, in present- 
ing this contested-election case to stir up the embers of a spirit 
fast dying out, and to arraign the entire section of the country 
from which I have the honor to come, and to announce that he is 
ready to overturn the decisions of the people of the States he 
mentioned, by the arbitrary will of in 86 other Con- 


ional districts. In his cooler moments I believe he will regret 
it. Iam loath to believe that he can gain any political 5 
amongst his own people by such means. Let the bloody * 


rest; let the broken and battered blade of sectionalism be left idle 
in its scabbard, To quote the familiar lines from Hudibras: 
For want of lighting bas grows rusty, 
or wan 
And ate into elf, or 3 if 
Of somebody to hew and hack. 

Mr. Speaker, the gentleman, in his calmer moments, and when 
he has been here a little longer, will realize that these things are 
of the past, are gone forever, we hope, and once more, in spite of 
bloody internecine war. in spite of the great strife and civil dis- 
cord, and the animosities engendered thereby, in spite of the 
wrongs inflicted by one side and endured by the other, those of 
us from the North and those of us from the South can stand upon 
this floor and proclaim that we believe in verity and in truth t 
in the common graye of the Northern and the Southern boys who 
fell in the war with Spain ‘‘this bloody-shirt business,” this as- 
sault of the South upon the North and of the North upon the 
South, is buried, and we trust buried forever. 

Are we strangers to you, gentlemen on the other side? Is there 
any reason why assaults like these should be made? Why, sir, 
even at the risk of occ dang: Sore nap to the exclusion of other 
th let me recall a few historical facts, not old but recent. 
Sir, I was one of those who witnessed that scene here in the Fifty- 
fifth when every member demanded a roll call that he 
might go down upon record in that patriotic outburst when we 
garo to the President of the United States $50,000,000 to do what 

pleased with it, in order to vindicate the honor of America and 
to free Cuba. And when that war came, Mr. Speaker, and vol- 
unteers were called for by the President, what was the sight which 
was witnessed by monarchs and kings and by those who had pre- 
dicted that the American Republic would perish from the face of 
the earth because the North and the South had once been arrayed 
in conflict, one against the other? É 

Why, sir, the Southern States answered the call of the President 
for volunteers promptly and patriotically. The State of Georgia 
was the ninth State in the Union which filled her quota of troops, 
and she sent more soldiers according to peuar I am informed, 
than any other State in this Union. rgia, Alabama, and all 
the States of the South hurried with their offerings, with their 
children, and their treasure to lay them upon the altar of their 
common country. Let me recall an incident of how our boys 
fraternized with yours, Mr. Speaker, At Knoxville were en- 
camped the First Georgia and the Thirty-first Michigan, a TORE 
ment from my friend’s own State. Those boys lived side by si 
in camp and marched side by side on the march, and each held 
up rome and gladly the common emblem of our common 
country. 

When the President came to review them they mingled together, 
and one company of the ians next to a company of the Mich- 
igan regiment, and there the ident of these United States and 
the members of his Cabinet beheld marching side by side as one 
regiment the intermingled companies of the First Georgia and the 
Thirty-first Michigan. And when the First Georgia was mustered 
out before the Thirty-first Michigan, a number of young men from 
my own town were so devoted to the friends they had madein the 
Thirty-first Michigan that they reenlisted and went off with them. 
[Applause.] These young Michigan officers and soldiers would 
not to-day, [am sure, indorse the words of my friend from Michi- 
gan in which he arraigns the people of the South. 

Yes, Mr. Speaker, let me recall other reasons why our brethren 
from the North ought not to be forever denouncing us on the 
floor of this House, even if it be only for home consumption. On 
the Ist day of May, 1898, there rode into the harbor of ila the 
American fleet, u the bridge of whose flagship stood the im- 
mortal Dewey. the sun had climbed to the zenith there was 
achieved a naval victory the equal of which hasscarcely ever been 
seen zi the superior of which the annals of the world do not 
recor: 


Side by side with that gallant commodore, now the Admiral of 
this country’s Navy, st a Georgian born, who rode with him 
upon that battle ship through the storm of battle, and when the 
Stars and Stripes went up over Manila for the first time it was at 
the request of Admiral Dewey that Brumby, a Georgia boy, ran 
up Old Glory above Manila. [Applause.] He died in this city a 
few weeks ago, and the Admiral, who had recommended him for 
promotion, who loved him as he did his son, stated to me and has 
stated in the press that he died from disease contracted in the 
performance of his duty. } a 

When the first effective shot was fired atan American ship from 
a Spanish battery upon the deck of our gunboat, the first blood 
that flecked the waves that wash Cuba’s shore and the first life 
that went out as an offering upon the altar of our country was 
that of a son of the South, the heroic young Bagley. 7 

Further than that. when our fleet lay at the mouth of Santiago 
Harbor, before the Spanish fleet came out and when men were 
wondering how that fleet could be bottied up, whose mind con- 
ceiyed, whose bravery suggested, and whose gallantry carried out 
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the idea of sailing an American ship through shot and shell to 
sink it in the narrow mouth of the harbor? - 3 

The whole country and the whole world rang with the praises 
of the daring and bravery of Hobson and his six gallant men. He 
was an Alabamian, living next đoor or in the next county to the 
contestee. His name is written upon the glorious pages of the 
history of his country; and yet the people who produced a man 
like that, his associates, his brethren, are to be deprived of their 
right to be represented in this body in response to the assault 
made upon them by gentlemen upon the other side, who denounce 
as peculiar and wrong and infamous their method of conducting 
an election and the election laws passed by the Southern States, and 
that, too, in behalf of a contestant whose real political statusis of 
a mixed and grotesque character—who is neither a full-fledged 
Republican, nor Populist, nor Greenbacker, but a Free-Silver-Re- 
publican-People’s-Party-Populist-Greenbacker. 

More than that. On the 8d of July, after that fleet had come 
into the open, and the immortal Schley, ever on the watch, a 
Southern man, steamed after it, and one by one ran them down 
and sunk them, there stood upon the bridge of the Brooklyn, unpro- 
tected by armor or anything else, a man who, cool-headed and 
brave, guided it through all the fight—the chief naval navigator. 
He was a Georgian born. . A 

When our conflict was raging at San Juan Hill, earlyin the bat- 
tle, when we were startled and anxious for fear our troops had 
been repulsed, when it was stated thata retreat had been deter- 
mined on, whose mind guided, whose advice was followed in 
connection with the brave Lawton and Bates? Who was the man 
that, although weakened by disease and racked by „led at 
least a part of the American forces up that hill and helped to gain 
the victory? An Alabamian! I need not mention hisname. At 
e ae he was a member of this House, and has again been 

ect 

In the far-off Philippines when that gallant, brave, and chival- 
rous old soldier, whose bravery and devotion to duty was only 

naled by his quiet manner and modesty, General Lawton, was 
killed, there stood by his side a Georgia captain who, though shot 
and wounded, remained at the head of his company and led them 
against the enemy until the foe was dispersed, and for this gallant 
act he was recommended by his commander for promotion, and 
has been promoted. I refer to Capt. O. T. Kenan, of my own city. 
Search the records of the War and Navy Departments and there 
. you will find that the reports from the front are ablaze with the 

deeds of bravery of Southern men who are fighting the battles of 
our common country. At Malabon Lieut. ory Winship, of 
the Navy, a native of my own city, though five times wounded, 
heroically continued to fire his gun from his vessel until every 
one of his men had returned from the shore and were safe aboard. 

But why multiply instances? Many a young and glorious life 
of our Southern boys has gone out in the past few months in 
battle in the efforts of our people to sustain the dignity of our 
country and the glory of our flag. 

How different from this wail of my young friend from Ne- 
braska in his attack upon our ple are the manly and noble 
words of the President of these United States when he, addressing 
the legislature of Georgia in December, 1898, said: 

Sectional lines no longer mar the map of the United States; sectional feel- 
ing no longer holds back the love we bear each other. Fraternity is the 
national anthem, sung by a chorus of forty-five States and our Territories 
at home and beyond the seas. The Union is once more the common object of 
our love and ac yen our devotion and sacrifice. The old flag again waves 
over as in peace, with new 1 which your sons and ours have this year 
added to its sacred folds. Every soldier's grave made during our unfortu- 
nate civil war is a tribute to can yalor. 

And while these graves were made we differed widely about the future of 
this Government, the differences were long ago settled by the arbitrament 
of arms, and the time has now come in the evolution of sentiment and feel- 


ing under the providence of God when in the spirit of fraternity we should 
share with you. in the care of the graves of the Confederate soldiers. 


When all these recent things have occurred; when our boys 
and our young men rushed with yours at their country’s call 
and locked arms with your sons and boys, and stood by their side 
in the strife, going down to the death with yours on the battle- 
field or in the hospital; yet when these cases are to be decided, 
coming from the South, you say you do not like our election laws, 
and the fresh young Representatives assail us, and you are asked 
by your votes to indorse the slanders. 

Gentlemen, yon may doso; that is your privilege; it isnot your 
right. I know that there are a great many men, Mr. Speaker, 
like the gentleman from Nebraska, who, if they had been at the 
beginning of creation, would have taken a hand in making some 
useful suggestions as to how the Creator might have bettered the 
universe; and I apprehend that if my friend from Nebraska [Mr. 
BURKETT] had been there, he would have made suggestions to the 
Creator as to how He could have benefited the universe and made 
it better than He did; but we must deal with things as they are. 

Coming down, then, Mr. Speaker, to the case, I ought not prob- 
ably to have taken this much time to have said this, It may be 
read some time, and there are some who listen. May I be par- 
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doned if I tell an incident, as story telling seems to have been a 
large part of the argument of my friend from Michigan 


Mr. 
HamiLton]? This performance reminds me of what poeta be- - 
fore a justice of the peace, and its application might be made to 
either side or both sides. An old justice of the peace in one of 
the wire-grass counties in Georgia was hearinga case. One man 
had argued for a long time, and another was proceeding toargue, 
evidently intending to consume some time. 

There had been a very dry time of it in that section, and, a 
shower of rain coming up, the justice of the peace was very anxious 
to go out and set out his potatoslips, and he finally said to the law- 
yers,‘* Hold ona minute; when you get through with the argument 
you will find the judgment already wrote out in the back of the 
docket.” |Laughter.| Now, I am almost afraid that when I shall 
have gotten through with my argument and my friend has gotten 
through with his, that incident will be equally applicable to both 
sides—the judgment has already been rendered. So, Mr. Speaker, 
if I thought that were really true, if the case is to be decided 
simply by the prejudgment of it, whether right or wrong, I would 
not attempt to proceed further; but, Mr. Speaker, believing, as I 
have good reason to believe, there are those who are interested 
enough in doing that which is fair and just and in accordance 
with the evidence, whether that be for unseating or retaining the 
contestee, I shall proceed. 

This question rests upon the charges that the 1 in every 
precinct in this county except one was fraudulent and that the 
vote was fraudulently cast and counted in many precincts. It 
was the same identically, and copied almost word for word and 
letter for letter, figure for figure, until they come to the City beat, 
with the two other former contests here. Why, the contestant 
has got a machine down there for contesting these cases in which 
he grinds out the notices of contest, and not only does he grind 
out the notices of contest, but grinds out through his machine 
bought evidence, as I will show to this House, upon which the 
committee have concluded that the vote shall be excluded. I 
make the assertion, and I do not believe it will be controverted—I 
know it can not be contradicted from the evidence—that the re- 
sult in this case depends upon three precincts—Orrville, Cahaba, 
and Union. 

In these precincts contestant offered as witnesses Andrew King, 
Pet Ulmer, and Jackson Waugh, three negroes, one in each pre- 
cinct, and their evidence is the onlyevidence relied on to impeach 
the returns. The first two afterwards renounce their former tes- 
timony; admit that it was false; and the third, Jackson Waugh, 
is overwhelmingly impeached by proof of bad character and that 
he is tmworthy of belief under oath. The majority of the com- 
mittee in their report say, on page 12, that he was impeached. 
Here is your own report: - 

Some of the witmesses for the contestee swear that they think Waugh's 
character is bad and that they would not believe him under oath. 

The contestant's case depends upon this evidence; without the 
evidence of all three his case must fail, as it depends upon this 
perjured testimony. Remove it, and the case falls. 

Let us consider these three precincts and determine from the 
evidence, as reported by the majority, whether this case depends 
upon them. 

At Orrville precinct, No. 8, the contestant received by the official 
returns 5 votes and the contestee 106 votes. The majority exclude 
the poll entirely and refuse to count any votes, although on page 
9 they find that Robbins proved 75 votes and Aldrich 5. The only 
witnesses offered by the contestant to impeach this precinct were 
Andrew King and Simon Raiford. Simon Raiford was the 
pabien chairman for that beat, and only testifies that he voted 

or Aldrich. Andrew King, on page 164, testifies that he was a 
marker at this precinct, and that he marked 9 ballots for Aldrich 
besides his own, making in all 10 ballots. Of this number, so 
alleged by him to have been marked for Aldrich, 4 were produced 
on the stand and swore that they voted for Robbins; the names 
of two can not be found upon the poll list, and he is not only con- 
tradicted by these four witnesses, but by the election officers, who 
swear that there were 114 votes cast in all, that 5 were cast for 
Aldrich and 106 were cast for Robbins, and 3 were defectively 
marked. 

Andrew King again appears as a witness on the 5th of April, 
1899, and on pages 661-665 of the record he testifies that he is the 
same witness who testified on behalf of the contestant with refer- 
ence to the Orrville precinct; that he did not vote for Aldrich, 
but voted for Robbins; that he did not mark any tickets for Ald- 
rich at Orrville precinct on the 8th of November, 1898, although 
he had sworn on a previous occasion that he marked 10; that he 
was induced to swear to these facts because Simon Raiford, the 
Republican chairman of the Orrville beat, told him that he would 
be paid $7 per day, and that he would be gone three days; that he 
did not mark a single ticket at Orrville on election day for Mr. 
Aldrich, and retracts every word that he testified to on a previous 
gear pact with reference to his marking any tickets for Aldrich at 

e on. 
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I assert that it can not be shown from the record that any other 


witness attacked this precinct. If my assertion as to his testi- 
mony is denied, I request gentlemen on the other side to deny it 
now. 

If this precinct stands as it should, and is not destroyed by the 
testimony of Andrew King, confessedly false as it is, then there 
should be added to the vote of the contestee 106 votes, which re- 
duces the majority found by the committee for Aldrich to 100. 

The following is the testimony of Andrew King, referred to 
above, given on the 5th of April, 1899: 

Q. State your name, age, residence, and duration thereof; state whether 
or not you voted at the election held November 8, 1898. Where and for whom 
did you vote for a member of the Fifty-sixth Congress from the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of Alabama? 

A. Mynameis Andrew Sage FP end years old; I reside in Orrville precinct, 
and have lived here on Mr. `s place five years; I voted at the election 
held last November; I voted here for Gaston A. Robbins for Congressman. 

$ Ape the same man that testified at Stanton in this case? 


es, Sir. 

Q oe you or not testify at Stanton that you yoted for Aldrich? 
. Yes, sir. 

Q ya were marker here that day, were you not? 


sir. 
Q Did you mark any tickets that day for Aldrich here? 
. No, 
Q How many did you swear at Stanton that you marked for Aldrich? 
5 


. Ten. 
* What induced vou — 1 to Stanton and swear to those facts? 
They said that I wo be paid. 


Q Wio told wom pon would be paid? 
Simon Rayfo; 
5 gd E atape uae i 
. The; would ge 
Q- Who: else 5 vou to that way? G 
o one else. 
Q. Did or not Green Korneaga talk to you before you were put upon the 
stand at Stanton? 
A. I don't know him. 
Q. 5 3: a fact that you did not mark a single ticket here that day for Mr. 
c 


A. Yes, sir; it is a fact. I did not mark one single ticket for Mr. Aldrich 
here that day. 

Let us take up the next inct, Cahaba. At this precinct the 
returns were 54 for Aldrich and 127 for Robbins. The only wit- 
ness who in any manner attacks the sereturns is one Pet Ulmer, 
who testified on the 9th day of February, 1899, when offered as a 
witness for the contestant, that he was a marker at that precinct; 
that he marked 123 ballots for Aldrich, and that these tickets 
were voted, and that there were 40 Republicans who voted there 
that day who could mark their own tic ets; and the report of the 
majority of the committee give to the contestant at this precinct 
163, and count them for him, which is 109 more than was returned 
for him, and they allow Robbins only 16 votes, when the returns 
show 127 for Robbins, thus depriving him of 111 votes, and giving 
to Aldrich 109. 

At this precinct Robbins had 73 majority by the returns, and by 
the report of the committee Aldrich is given a majority of 157, 
which would make a difference in Robbins's vote of 120. If the 
testimony of this witness is not reliable, and this precinct is per- 
mitted to stand as returned, then this precinct and Orrville, just 
discussed, would overcome the majority found for Aldrich. 

On the 25th of March, 1899 (on page 742 of the record), this 
same witness, Pet Ulmer, testified that he does not know how 
many tickets he marked for Aldrich at that precinct; that he 
kept no memorandum that day; that the reason hesaid he marked 
123 ballots was because Green Cornegie asked him just to say that 
he marked 123, and that the list he swore on a former occasion he 
kept that day he got up after the election at the suggestion of 
Green Cornegie. 

I read the testimony of Pet Ulmer upon this point, given on the 
25th of March, 1899: 


Q vee 2 examined at Stanton by the contestant? 
. Ye 


8, Sir. 
Q 2 it any, official position did you hald at Cahaba last November? 
arker. 


. Do you or not remember how many tickets you marked that day for 
M Arch 4 x 1 5 


A. I don't know how many there were. 
2. a 15 not keep any memorandum that day? 
not. 


8 8 many tickets did you testify to marking for Mr. Aldrich when at 
n 
A. I think it was 122 or 123. 
Ne Why did you say then that you marked 123 for Aldrich? 
(Counsel for contestant objects to this question and moves to exclude the 
answer, for it for the reason of the witness and not the f: 
A. Green ask me how many there were and I told him I did not know; 
that I had gotten up a list after the contest and had left the list at home. 
5 1 t Green Cornegie that you speak of? 


t 
What did Green then say to you, if anything? 
He ask me did I have any idea how many there were, and I told himsome 
hundred odd, and he then saſd. You can just say 123." 
ao you or not keep account on the day of the election how many you 
mar 
A. Idid not; I did not have time. 
When did you get up that list you mentioned? 


About two weeks after the e n. 
Q: Was 1 from that list thas youn got up that you based your estimate upon? 


And this is the testimony and the character of the witness that 
is 3 by the majority of the committee to overturn the re- 
turns from this precinct. 

The next precinct is Union, No. 24. At this precinct John H. 
Smith, the colored Republican chairman for that beat, was ap- 
pointed inspector, and Jackson Waugh, at his request, was 
appointed marker. At this precinct the returns give Aldrich 76 
and Robbins 131 votes. The only witness offered by the contestant 
to impeach these returns is Jackson Waugh, who swore that he 
marked 90 tickets, commencing at 11 o'clock, for Aldrich, and 
that he kept an account or memorandum of them, and prior to 11 
o’clock he supposes he marked 40, and the committee reject the 
returns and count for Aldrich the number of votes this witness 
swears he marked for him. 

It will be seen that the committee deprived Robbins of 97 votes 
at this precinct, and gave to Aldrich 54 more than were returned, 
making a difference against Robbins of 109 votes, If this pre- 
cinct is permitted to stand, together with the other two I have 
just discussed, then the majority found by the report for Aldrich 
not only disap , but we have a majority of more than 200 for 
Robbins, even if the report of the majority is accepted in all 
other ts. This witness is Sonia Otei by Kent West and 
Willis Smith, clerks appointed at the request of the Republicans, 
and by the three Democratic election officers, and it is testified by 
three citizens of that precinct that Waugh is of bad character 
and unworthy of belief. Besides, nine colored voters, whose votes 
he swore he marked for Aldrich, appear upon the stand and 
swear that he did not mark their tickets for Aldrich, but for Rob- 
bins, and that they voted the tickets for Robbins so marked by him. 

The testimony of this witness is unworthy of credit, because, 
when called upon to produce the list which he claims to have kept 
on the election day, he said that he had left it that morning at Selma, 
and the list has never been produced or offered to be produced. 
It is a bare fiction. Besides,it was shown by witnesses who were 
present at the election that he kept no list that day and did not 
pretend to keep one; and he is impeached as being a man of bad 
character and unworthy of belief. Witness J. A. Carson, on page 
755, swears as follows with reference to his character: 


Q. Do you know the general character of Jackson Waugh in the commu- 


sa Sip he lives for truth and veracity? 
Yes, sir. 

Q. Is that character good or bad? 

A. Itis not H 

Q Would you or not believe him on oath? 

No, sir. 

J. J. Townsend, on page 757, swears as follows with reference 

to his character: 
BA Bog ou or not know the general character for truth and veracity of 
J ae augh in the community where he lives? 
2 Is his character good or bad? 
My opinion is itis very bad. 
g Would ou or not believe Jackson Waugh under oath? 
I would not. 

And J. F. Orr, on page 759, swears as follows with reference to 
his character: 

Q Do you or not know the general character of Jackson Waugh for truth 
3 in the community where he lives! 

Ie iis character for truth and veracity good or bad? 

2. Would you or not believe Jackson Waugh on his oath? 

I would not. 

Not a witness is offered and no effort is made to sustain the 
character of Jackson Waugh. Abundantly and overwhelmingly 
impeached as he is, the majority of the committee have accepted 
his testimony in preference to that of two Republicans and three 
Democrats and nine negro voters and three respectable white 
men, who impeach his character. e 

I can not discuss these other precincts, but the testimony offered 
by the contestant is on a par with that offered in these three pre- 
cincts. In nearly every case they are ignorant, vicious, unedu- 
cated negroes, who have been drilled and instructed what to say, 
and upon whose testimony alone, 3 contradicted, not only 
by the solemn returns of the election officers, but by testimony 
under oath of respectable white citizens, the various precincts 
have been rejected by the majority of the committee. 

Time forbids me to discuss all, but I desire to call attention to 
the City precinct, and first as tothe law. The majority reject 
this precinct because no Republican clerk was appointed. The 
evidence shows that no clerk was requested to be appointed by 
the Republicans at this precinct, but they simply requested a 
marker, and that request was granted. Hadaclerk been requested, 
the inspectors swear that one would have been appoint The 
contestant had appointed at this precinct the inspector he re- 
quested, and the evidence shows that this inspector received the 
ballots, and that when they were counted he inspected each one 
of them. This is testified to by the two Democratic inspectors 
and is not denied or disputed by the Republican inspector, who 
for some unaccountable reason, known only to the contestant, 
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was not placed upon the stand; and the evidence in the record 
clearly demonstrates that the testimony relied upon, which was 
taken in chief by the contestant, to attack this precinct, is wholly 
unreliable. 

It is an unusual thing in contested-election cases to deprive the 
voter of his vote and reject a precinct upon the grounds set forth 


in the majority report because the election officers have neglected 
to perform some duty which is merely directory. The omission 
of the officers to perform a duty 2 by the election law, un- 
less it is mandatory and unless the law expressly declares that the 
failure to observe such directions shall avoid the election, will not 
void the poll nor deprive the voter of his vote. 

In the case of Barnes us. Adams (2 Bartlett, 764) the commit- 
3 report, which was adopted by the House, was in effect as fol- 

ows: s 


all classes of 


The officers of election are chosen, of necessity, from am: 
are often 


the people; they are numbered in every State by thousands; 
men unaccustomed to the formalities of 1 roceedings. 

* mistakes in the discharge of their ministe 
If this House shall establish the doctrine that an election is void because an 
officer thereof is not in all respects duly qualified, or use the same is not 
conducted strictly according to law, notwithstanding that it may have been 
a fair and free election, the result will be very many contests; and, what is 
worse, injustice will be done in many cases. It will enable those who are so 
di 105 to seize upon mere technicalities in order to defeat the will of the 
majo . 

These requirements as to the e of clerks are not 
mandatory, but are directory, and an unintentional failure to 
omar with them would not vitiate the returns. In order for 
the failure to do certain specified acts or the Going. of certain 
prohibited specific acts to be fatal to the validity of the election, 
the statute must declare such acts or the omission to do such 
things as fatal to the election; that is, in order to destroy a return 
for the failure of the officers to perform certain requirements in 
the method of conducting the election the law must be mandatory— 
that is, it must declare that the failure to perform these duties 
avoids the election. $ 

Ignorance, inadvertence, mistake, or even intentional wrong on 
the part of the officials should not be permitted to disfranchise the 
district, and unless the statute plainly shows that the legislature 
intended compliance with the provision in relation to the manner 
of procedure as essential to the validity of the election it is to be 
regarded as directory only. Nor are statutory provisions relat- 

ing to elections rendered mandatory by the circumstance that the 
officers of the election are criminally liable for their violation. 
The rule prescribed by law for conducting elections is designed 
chiefly to afford opportunity for the people to exercise the elective 
franchise, and to prevent illegal voting, and to ascertain the true 
result. As such rules are directory, and not mandatory, a de- 
parture from the mode prescribed will not vitiate the returns of 
the election. (I refer to Paine on Elections, 497, 498, and the notes 
thereto. See also Rinaker vs. Downing, decided by Committee 
on Elections No. 1 in the Fifty-fourth Congress.) 

From these principles it must be clear that the failure to ap- 
oint a clerk from this list for the contestant was a failure to per- 
orm a merely directory duty imposed by statute, and such a 

failure does not and can not vitiate the poll, Besides, the testi- 
mony clearly shows that the omission was not intentional, but a 
mere oversight, and that duty would have been performed and 
the provision complied with if the persons named on the list had 
been presented or appeared. Besides, the list did not conform 
to the statute, in that it did not contain the number of names re- 
gared; and, moreover, it is admitted by the proof and undisputed 
that O. O. Moore, the only person on this list that was present, 
was in fact appointed, as requested, and that the.only reason an- 
other was not appointed was because none were present; and it 
would be unreasonable to demand that the election should have 
been delayed until these could be hunted up and produced by con- 
testant’s representatives, 

I refer to 6 American and eo are Encyclopedia of Law, 
page 325; McCrary on Elections, 190, and cases cited. In the 
case of O Neill vs. Joy the views of the minority declare: 

No case has been discovered sanctioning the conclusion that the voter 
should be deprived of his vote by the omission of the election officers to dis- 
charge a duty imposed upon them by law. It is only when the statute has 
declared the allot to be void or forbids it to be counted that the court have 
felt obliged to sanction its exclusion. 

To same effect is Paine on Elections, sections 360-873, note 3; 

uinn us. Latimore (120 N. C.); Clark vs, Robbins (88 III., 498); 
A ice: vs, Adams (2 Bart., 764); People vs, Wilson (62 N. V., 

). 

Therefore the conclusion of the majority to reject the returns 
because of the failure of the election officers to appoint a clerk 
from the list furnished, who was not present and failed to appear, 
can not be sustained under the well-settled rules of law; but they 
are in the face of the law. They, the majority, not only reject 
the votes, but reject the poll. 

The conclusion of the majority of the committee to reject the 
precinct because there are alle to be found on the poll list 80 
persons who were not registered is equally untenable, and can not 


be sustained either by the text writers, decisions of the courts, or 
the precedents in Congressional contested-election cases. On the 
subject I call attention to the following: Paine on Elections, sec- 
tions Nos. 359, 360, and 374, and notes; the case of Dale vs. Irwin 
(78 III., 170). This case arose under the Illinois statute, which 
provided that— 

No vote should be received at any State, county, town, or city election if 
the name of the person offering to vote be not in the said register made on 

esday or Wednesday preceding the election, etc. 


The supreme court of Illinois held as follows: 


It is claimed that as the others voted without Steyr registered and 

without any proof of right, their votes are invalid. It does not appear that 

these votes were challenged or any objections made to their voting, and the 
5 wee must be that they were legal voters, and so known to the 

The court not only decided that rejection of unregistered voters 
did not invalidate the poll, but that the fact that they were per- 
mitted to vote unchallenged, and that the ballots were deposited 
in box and honestly counted, prevented the rejection of the votes. 

In a later case the same court reviewed this case (see Clark vs. 
Robinson, 88 Illinois, page 498) and decided— 

That the prohibition of the statute in this regard was but directory against 
receiving such a vote, and that the failure of observance of this direction 
would not invalidate such a vote which had been received by the judge of 
elections and deposited in the ballot box. 

How much less would such conduct of election officers invali- 
datethe poll. This last case from Illinois is quoted with approval 
by the Committee on Elections No. 1, in the Fifty-Fourth Con- 
gress, inits reportof case of Rinaker vs, Downing, which was finally 
adopted by the House. The House has dealt with the question 
and has never held that the precinct should be rejected Poaka 
unregistered voters are permitted to vote; but it has decided that 
the votes should not be counted, but be deducted from the candi- 
date for whom cast. To this effect are the following: Payne on 
Elections (sections 362, 363), Finley vs. Walls (Smith Election 
Cases, 867), Bell vs. Snyder (Smith Election Cases, 247), McCrary 
on Elections (page 445). 

I can not dismiss this precinct without calling attention to the 
paronan manner in which the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 

URKETT] paraded before the House the fact that there were two 
men who were run or driven from the polls in this precinct. 
There is no such testimony. There is in the evidence the testi- 
mony of one Aleck Marshall, who testified that he applied on the 
day of the election to be registered by the registrar, Mr. Bam- 
burger, but that the registrar declined upon the ground that he 
had not resided in the precinct long enough; and it is shown that 
on the same day there were 20 white Democrats who were denied 
registration by the registrar and 13 negroes. I have this evidence 
here easily accessible, and it is for the investigation of any mem- 
ber of the House who desires to read it. I have carefully cut it 
from the record, and here present it. : 

The other one is Aleck Watts, who testified that he came to the 
voting place, and that some man cursed at him and told him to 

et out of the way. Who this man was he was unable to say, but 

e does say that it was not an officer of the election nor an officer 
of the town nor a citizen of the town, for he swears that he knows 
them all. Itwassomestranger,hesays. He further testified that 
he had been approached by two friends of the contestant, who en- 
deavored to induce him to swear to matters that he did not know 
of concerning this election at the City 1 It is clearly 
demonstrated by the employer of this old negro that he is either 
oH eae or has very little sense, and that his testimony was unre- 

iable. 

These are the two voters, one of whom was not registered and 
the other a crazy negro; but the gentleman boldly asserts that 
ar were run away from the polls. The evidence in the record, 
with which he should have been familiar, but of which he did 
not show a knowledge, contradicts his assertion. 

When you take this seat from this contestee, you are compelled 
to do so upon the evidence of these negroes, two of whom admit 
their perjury and one of whom is proven to be a perjurer, and 
who bec also contradicted by every election officer at these pre- 
cincts. 

Now I pause, even though my time is short, to ask for a denial 
of that statement. There being no denial by my friends of the 
majority, I accept it as the truth, and I will leave the case where 
it is if I have not proved that statement. Then, gentlemen of 
the House, are you willing to take from this contestee the seat 
upon testimony admitted to be perjury? You may do it in an 
evil hour, you may do it to-day, you may hasten to do it and salve 
your conscience with the belief that you are following the com- 
mittee. Let the majority members of the committee deny the 
statement. : 

I want to remind you that it is not always Mr. Robbins who 
will be the contestee. The wheel of destiny—of political des- 
tiny—turns rapidly. It may be in a close district in after years, 
yea, next year, that there will be some man who stands here upon 
a narrower margin of votes than he does, whose seat on that side 
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may depend upon some one roman 2 the 33 of admitted per- 
j o it may be, 


jurers. For m no matter w will never vote to 
turn him out of this House to which he has been elected, whether 
Republican or Democrat, upon any such testimony. [Applause] 

I stand here to-day to say that if I remain long enough in Con- 
gress—and the prospect is that I shall be herein the next Con- 
gress—[applause on the Republican side] and that then the 
majority will be on this side of the Chamber [applause on the 
Democratic side], yet I want to serve notice on you now and here 
that I will never deprive any man of the seat to which he has 

been elected on testimony admitted to be perjury. I do not care 
if party lash is laid upon my back, or what party necessities may 
dictate or party leaders demand, I will never vote to turn any 
man out of his seat, be he Republican or Democrat, on testimony 
that is admitted to be perjury. [Applause.] And shame be on 
those who would! 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. May I interrupt the gentleman from 
Georgia a moment? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. Do I understand that this case depends 
upon three precincts? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. And the majority unseat the contestee 
upon the testimony of two men who admit themselves to be per- 
jurers and a third man whose testimony was contradicted and 
who was successfully impeached? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, not sustained by anybody, 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. And the whole case stands on that? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes. If you take out one of the three, the 
contestant will lose his case; and if you take all three out, the con- 
testee will have a majority of over 500 votes. 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. And you challenge the gentlemen on 
that side to deny it? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No, I did not challenge them on that side to 
ise A it, but they have not denied it. 

. HAMILTON. Oh, Tai I denied it in my speech. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But I will prayo it by the contestant’s own 
witnesses. Ihave gotit here, and I am going to read it; and you 
admit Waugh’s im ent in your report. I have read it. 

Mr. TON. The gentleman from Georgia knows that I 
have a high regard for anything he may say, and I did not want 
2 5 kim, but now I simply want to enter a denial. That 


all, 

Mr. BAILEY of Texas. There is no better time than right now. 

Mr. HAMILTON. We have entered our denial many times. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 

Mr. HAMILTON. But it does not seem to have any effect. 

Mr. BARTLETT. But, my friend, did not King swear that 
the testimony that he pero about Orrville precinct was a lie? 

Mr. HA TON. You do not mean King? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Imean King. I will read the evidence. I 
will show you that testimony which he gave, undertaking to un- 
seat the contestee, he su uently admits was a lie. The gentle- 
man should unint hi with the record. 


Mr. GR OR. Will the gentleman from Georgia allow 
me an interruption? 
Mr. BAR Certainl 


A y. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am not sure whether I understood the 

ntleman,and I would like to ask him if Iam right in construing 

is statement. You say you believe that this is a fraudulent 
claim so far as the contestant is concerned, and accompany it with 
the threat that should he be unseated you will retaliate in this 
sort of a case? 

Mr. BARTLETT. No; the gentleman misunderstood me. Idid 
not say so. On the contrary, I said there was no power on earth, 
no party lash, no party dictation, that would compel me upon evi- 
dence like this, purchased and perjured as it is, to deprive any 
man of his seat. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then what was the application 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Is the gentleman from Ohio a member of the 
Committee? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take care of that. What was the 
pertinence of the suggestion of the gentleman from Georgia that 
perhaps there was some other House that would do it? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I intended to say that 

Though the mills of God grind slowly, yet the: ind exceedingly small; 

Though with 98 * wailing. e Leids He all, 

You gentlemen by setting an example either by demand of your 
party or your own volition, unseating a man on testimony like 
this, set a bad example, which will induce others to follow. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman yield to one other 
question? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Yes; one other question. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Has the gentleman read the record in the 
case of O'Neill vs. Joy? 

Mr. BARTLETT. I have read the Tepes and I have quoted 
from the minority report in that case incorporated it in my 


report in this case, which I agree with. If I had been here I 
would have voted to allow Mr. Joy to retain his seat, and would 
not have followed blindly the report of the majority. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I wish we could all get together in that 


way. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ah, that is but another illustration of the 
truth of the line which I have just quoted, and I may add another: 

Time at last sets all things even. 

In that case the majority on this side of the House blindly fol- 
lowed the committee and did what I believe, on investigation of 
that case, was not in accordance with the accepted principles of 
law of the courts, of Congress, or of the country. ey ed 
Mr. Joy out upon a report written by Mr. Josiah Patterson, of 
Tennessee. Twenty-four months afterward Josiah Patterson 
himself stood before this House as contestant in an election case; 
and with even-handed justice this side of the House joined with 
the other in commending to his own lips the poisoned chalice he 
had mixed. St 

Mr. DINSMORE, Is it not a fact that the Republican major- 
ity of the committee in this case have refused to follow the mi- 
nority re of the ar Sry Re minority in the Joy case? 

Mr. BARTLETT. That is so. But I propose to follow it here 
and to put the seal of my approbation upon the law as announced 
by the minority of the committee in that case. 

Mr. DINSMORE. And which the other side now rejects. 

Mr. BARTLETT. And which they now reject. 

But to proceed with the testimony. Andrew King, when first 
introduced, swore that he marked ten ballots at Orrville for Ald- 
rich, and because there were not that many counted and returned 
for aren the majority of the committee have thrown out that 

recin 

This is the only witness who impeaches the return of the elec- 
tion officers at that precinct. His testimony is not supported by 
that of the Republican officials, the Republican clerks, or the two 
Democratic inspectors and the Democratic clerks. Seventy-five 
voters come up and swear that they voted for Robbins as against 
Aldrich; and two swear that they voted for Aldrich. Upon the 
testimony of this admitted perjurer, this precinct is thrown out 
by the majority of the committee. Let me read what he says: 

Q. State your name, age, residence, and duration thereof; state whether 
or not you voted at the election held November 8. 1898. Where and for whom 
did you vote for a member of the Fifty-sixth Congress from the Fourth Con- 
gressional district of Alabama? 

A. My name is Andrew King; I am 41 years old; I reside in Orrville pre- 
cinct, and have lived here on Mr. cin doy ecg peni I voted at the elec- 
tion held last November; I voted here for A. Robbins for Congressinan. 

Q Are you the same man that testified at Stanton in this case? 


. Yes, sir. 
Q a sonar not testify at Stanton that you voted for Aldrich? 
. Yes, sir. 
Q s ware marker here that day, were you not? 
es, sir. 
i 5 you mark any tickets that day for Aldrich here? 


0. 
g How many did you swear at Stanton that you marked for Aldrich? 


Ten. 
Q What induced you to go to Stanton and swear to those facts? 
They said that I w be 


Q. Who told you you would be paid? 

A. Simon Rayford. 

The evidence discloses that Rayford was the Republican chair- 
man for Orrville beat; and he is the man who induced this negro 
to swear that he marked for Aldrich. . 

What else does King say? 

* How much did they promise you? 

They said I would get $7 per day and be gone three days. 

8 on the Democratic side.] 

at is one precinct. This is the only witness who attacks the 
correctness of the return. He swears that he did not vote for 
Aldrich, but for Robbins, although he had first sworn he had 
voted for Aldrich. He swears that he swore to a lie and that he 
did it upon a promise of 87 per day for three days—$21. Now, let 
my friend from Michigan enter another denial. This purchased, 
perjured evidence from a vagabond negro is the balm with which 
you gentlemen undertake to ease your consciences in voting to 
seat the contestant, 

That is not all. Irefer to the testimony of one Pet Ulmer, who 
acted as marker at Cahaba precinct, at which precinct Robbins 
received 127 votes and Aldrich 54. This man swore that he 
marked 123 ballots for Aldrich; but subsequently, on the 22d day 
of March, 1899 (I refer to 741 of the record), he swore that 
he did not do so, that he did not keep any memorandum. Why, 
then, did he swear that he marked 123 ballots? Because Green 
Cornegie, the negro chairman of the Republican executive com- 
3 5 — of Dallas County, told him to ‘‘jes swear you marked 123 

0 * 

This man Ulmer admits that he was lying; he admits that he 
did it by direction of the chairman of his county committee. 
When this House takes into consideration the fact that Mr. Ald- 
Tich’s 5 admits that the election was conducted by his side 
simply for the purpose of obtaining materials on which to conduct 
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a contest here, it will be seen what. effect his testimony ought to 
have, when the only evidence by which the attempt has keen made 
to impeach the return is withdrawn and ađmi to be false. 

Now, I go back to the testimony of King. Here it is. If any- 
body wants to examine it, I have cut it out. I advise and entreat 
those gentlemen who would like to examine it to doso. Ihave 
marked it and labeled it. If you desire to record the truth, you 
can not write a verdict on the Journals of this House by accept- 
ing and crediting such testimony. And you can not find your 
verdict in favor of Aldrich unless you take as truth the testimony 
to which I have referred—testimony tainted with perjury and 
crime, and for which the contestant’s manager in that county is 

onsible, for he procured it and paid in part for it. 

he money paid to this man by the contestant’s manager bought 
this evidence. This was not denied in the ten days that he had 
to deny it; there is not a word or a syllable of denial by any wit- 
nesses, though attention is called to the manager of contestant, 
who paid the money. ) 

Gentlemen, vote this seat if you will to Mr. Aldrich; upon evi- 
dence like this if you will, but do not talk to us about being fair, 
do not talk to us about being just. The gentlemen of the major- 
ity of the committee may have overlooked this testimony, may 
have followed the contestant’s brief; but here it is as I have read 
it, cut from the record. Deny it if you can. But that is not all. 

Mr. DINSMORE. And the contention of the contestant in this 
case absolutel oo ned upon that? 

Mr. BARTLE . Yes,sir; absolutely. It depends upon these 
precincts being rejected and votes counted for the contestant as 
sworn to by these witnesses. 

But, Mr. Speaker, I desire to call your attention to another 
case, and that is the testimony on which the contestant absolutely 
relies—the testimony of one Jackson Waugh: he is the contestant’s 
only witness. In this precinct, Union, Aldrich got 76 votes and 
Robbins 131, as the returns show. The great majority of the votes 
received by Mr. Robbins in that precinct were taken away, and 
only 34 were allowed to him and 130 were given to his opponent 
solely upon Waugh's evidence. 

Now, letus examine the testimony in reference to that partic- 
ular precinct, The testimony shows that J. H. Smith, an intelli- 
gent colored man, the Republican chairman for that beat, who 
was a school-teacher, demanded that he, Smith, should be ap- 
pointed inspector, and also that Willis Smith and Kent West be 
appointed, and two other Republicans be appointed clerks. 

ey were all appointed, and Jackson Waugh was appointed a 
marker at the request of the Republican chairman for the beat, 
J. H. Smith. They had also two Democratic inspectors and one 
marker, as well as one Democratic returning officer. Thatis to 
say, there were three Republicans who had represented the con- 
testant in the district—three colored men—and ours on the other 
side, the white men. In other words, there were three Republic- 
ans and four Democrats, Three of them voted for Aldrich and 
four of them for Robbins. All of them, except Waugh, swear 
positively that the vote was honestly received and counted cor- 
rectly; that the ballots were received by the Republican inspectors 
and counted under the supervision and in the presence of all the 
ar) Se apa officials. 

is man Jackson Waugh testifies that after 11 o’clock in the 
morning he marked 90 ballots and kept a list, and that before 11 
he thinks he marked about 40 for Aldrich. According to the re- 
turns, Aldrich received only 76 votes, 4 of the ballots not being 
marked at all, and upon that testimony the majority of the com- 
mittee gave Aldrich in that precinct 132 votes, the testimony of 
Jackson Waugh being the only evidence to sustain the finding. 
He claimed to have kept a list of the 90 voters who appeared at 
the polls. I have his testimony here in full, and I beg that those 
gentlemen who will shall take time and read that testimony and 
see if they can find any justification for the preposterous claim 
that is made. . 

A very significant factin connection with the testimony of this 
same witness, Jackson Waugh, is that when he was asked to pro- 
duce the list he pretended to have kept, he swears that he left it 
at home on the morning of the day he testified. And yet, Mr. 
Speaker, it was sixty days before the contestant closed his evidence, 
and the list that Jackson Waugh claims to have kept, and which 
he had at his home, never was brought to light to corroborate his 
remarkable statement. He was not asked to bring it by the com- 
missioner who was taking the testimony, and no corroboration was 
offered of his testimony. His testimony is not corroborated by 
the Republican clerk of the election, or by any other official, but 
is flatly contradicted by all. In fact, the testimony shows that he 
swore to what was not true. 

But that is not all. There is testimony directly to the contrary 
on the part of four young men—men of standing in the commu- 
nity—which establishes precisely the contrary facts to those which 
have been reported by the majority. 

Mr. Aldrich was taking testimony in the County of Dallas in 
his own behalf, and he had ample opportunity of bringing testi- 
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mony to sustain this witness if he had desired to do so. He 
should have sustained him, and his failure to do so is a clear 
demonstration that this testimony is unworthy of consideration. 

But, in addition to this, four reputable white men swore that 
Wanugh’s character was bad and that they would not believe him 
on oath. Of the 8,000 voters in that county, white and colored, 
not a man has been offered, not a man, woman, or child out of the 
40,000 inhabitants of the county, who was willing to say that this 
man, Jackson Waugh, was worthy of belief. Nor did he make 
any effort to disprove the statement of Andrew King and Pet 
Ulmer, that they had been induced y his managers to swear 
falsely and had been promised to be paid for the perjury. It must 
be taken, then, as admitted by the contestant that these three 
witnesses are impeached and their credibility destroyed, and with 
their evidence goes the case. 

It must stand or fall by and with them. I repeat, when you 
take this man's seat, if you take it—and I should like gentlemen 
to hear what I say—yon take it upon the admitted perjured, lying, 
villainous, infamous testimony of Andrew King, Pet Ulmer, and 
Jackson Waugh, And if Robbins is to be turned out because of 
such testimony, why, he can go to his home with no spot or blem- 
ish upon him; but the dishonor, if dishonor there be, will be - 
transferred to those gentlemen who are willing to outrage the law, 
ae rules of evidence, and the rules of proper construction of tes- 

mony. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, that is the truth about this case, Will the 
gentleman deny it? If he does, there is the evidence of the ad- 
mitted perjury and the proven perjury; there it is, cut from the 
record in this case—only afew pages; let those who desire read it. 

One word, Mr. Speaker, before I come to the discussion of the 
City precinct. The City precinct of Selma contains 10,000 inhab- 
itants. It has a registered vote of about thirteen hundred. I 
have gone over the registration list, those that are marked white 
and colored, and as nearly as I can arrive at the fact four-fifths 
of the registered voters of Selma precinct are white. They cast 
a little over 1,000 votes in this election. Of those 72 were re- 
turned for Aldrich and 900 and over for Robbins. 

But what is the truth about that precinct? It is that Mr. Ald- 
rich himself and Mr, Aldrich’s district manager, Mr. Dean, asked 
for the e of Golson, a Populite, and he was appointed. 
They did not ask for the 7 of any other officer except 
a marker. Although the list that was furnished, not complying 
with the law, contained only five names, they appointed O. O. 
Mooreasa marker, and the representative of Aldrich who presented 
the list that they did not need a clerk. No one was there 
to demand a clerk, but they got Moore for a marker and Golson 
for their ins r; and R. D. Walker and J. L. Clay were the 
Democratic inspectors. The Republican marker does not show 
that there was any fraud. The contestant dared not introduce 
his inspector; and allthe Democratic officials testify and fully sus- 
tain the returns, Every ballot was inspected and counted by the 
Aldrich inspector. 

Now, I deny that there ever was a decision, or that there ever 
was any law, or that any court presided over by a judge, or any 

artisan court 5 of the members of a legislature or mem - 

rs of the House, that ever held that because the officers of elec- 
tion failed to 8 with requirements which are not mandatory, 
such conduct invalidated the election. I have abundant au- 
thority here and have read some of the cases which sustain my 
contention, and I assert that no case can be found in the books, so 
far as I have been able to search them—and I have given the sub- 
ject very patient research—where the courts have ever decided 
that you could throw out the vote of a precinct because an un- 
registered voter was allowed to vote there. I call as a witness to 
my statement the decision of the supreme court of Illinois, the 
gentleman’s own State. : 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, we do not have 
any such frauds in our State as there are in this case—not even 
when the Democrats are in control. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Ah, Mr. Speaker, that is a fitting reply toa 
legal proposition. When you undertake to throw out this whole 

recinct because eighty-five or sixty men voted who were not reg- 
istered, it is a fitting reply to say you do not have such frauds in 
Illinois. You did have them. hy, your very managers in this 
case, reported in 78 and 88 Illinois, permitted six or eight or ten 
men to vote who were not registered. and it was charged that it 
was fraudulent and that the poll should be thrown out, the same 
contention that you make here as to the Ci inct. 

Your own supreme court said it did not invalidate the poll, 
and they not only sustained the precinct, but counted the votes. 
Now, if the gentleman is not familiar with his own supreme 
court cases, he should take them and study them. Here they are. 
I will cheerfully furnish them to him. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, I think I am 
fully familiar with the law of Illinois, and the law is good law, 
but it has no application whatever to this case, not the slightest. 

“ARTLETT. Why, that reminds me of an incident which 
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occurred when I was studying law. One of my fellow-students 
asked our distinguished preceptor, ‘‘ Colonel, if I have not got the 
law on my side, what am I to do?” Said he, ‘‘Give them the 
devil on the facts.” But,” asked the student, when Ihave not 
any facts on my side, what am I todo?” He said, Then pitch in 
and give them the dickens on the law.“ But,“ said he, su 
I have got neither law nor facts on my side?” Then,“ said he, 
„give the and counsel on the other side hell.” [Laughter.] 
Str. That is just what thegentleman is doing at present. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Ah, Mr. Speaker, I am not able to inflict 
upon the gentleman the punishment which his own conscience 
ought to inflict for this report. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] Having neither law nor facts, the gentlemen on the other 
side have not discussed the law or the evidence; they have con- 
tented themselves with denouncing the South and its election 
laws and methods. But here are the decisions of the gentleman's 
own court, whichsustain my contention and absolutely destroy his. 
Mr. S how much time have I? 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALEXANDER). The gentle- 
man has used an hour, 5 minutes. 
` Mr. BARTLETT, Well, I have all the remaining time on this 


side. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman, then, has seven 
minutes additional, or twelve minutes in all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Then, Mr. Speaker, I can not do better than 
to enlighten my friend from Illinois about the cases decided by 
the supreme court of his own State. Here was a case in 78 Ili- 
nois, page 111 and page 170, the case of Dale against Irvin. 

I thought, Mr. Speaker, that my friend had forgotten the deci- 
sions of his own court, and I am glad that I am permitted to in- 
struct him briefly in what the law of this case is as decided by 
the supreme court of his own State. 

In 78 Illinois, in the case of Dale vs. Irwin, page 170, construing 
the statutes of that State, the supreme court said that the statutes 
of Illinois provided that— 

No vote should be received at any State, county, town, or city election if 
the name of the person offering to vote be not in said register made on 
Tuesday or Wednesday preneditig the election, etc. 

The court held as follows: 

It is claimed that as the others voted without having been registered and 
without any proof of right, their votes are invalid. It does not appear that 
these yotes were challenged or any objections made to their voting, and the 
presumption must be that they were legal voters, and so known to judges. 

The mapene court of Illinois again, in construing a case where 
there had been a dispute about permisting to be deposited in the 
ballot box ballots of voters who had not registered in accordance 
with the law, decided, in the case of Clark vs. Robinson (88 Illi- 
nois Report, page 498), as follows: 

That the prohibition of the statute in this was but direc against 
receiving such a vote, and that the failure of observance of this direction 
would not invalidate such a vote which had been received by the judge of 
elections and deposited in the ballot box. 

And yet the gentleman decides this case in the face of his own 
supreme court; and I call the attention of the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania to the celebrated case from his State of Cavode vs. 
Foster, which follows the rule just cited. I could cite a large 
number of cases. Here are the decisions that the deposit of an 
unregistered ballot in the box does not destroy the poll; and what 
do you gentlemen do? You destroy both the vote and the 7 55 

e case of Dale vs. Irwin was reviewed again in 88 Illinois, 
where the same statute was again constru Mark you, the 
statute of Ilinois does not permit the deposit of a ballot in a box 
unless the voter was registered on the Tuesday before the election. 
What did they say? That the prohibition of the statute in this 
8 was but directory, 1a receiving such a vote, and that the 

ure of observance of this directory action would not invalidate 
such a vote which had been received at the poll in the election and 
deposited in the box. Yet read the report of this majority as to 
the City precinct. Why do they reject it? Because the poll shows 
that some 80 votes were put in that were not registered. 

In the State of Illinois it was decided by the supreme court that 
they would not cast out the pous nor the ballots because 6, 8, 10, 
or 80 unregistered voters had cast their ballots in the precinct at- 
tacked. That is not all. I pee my friend will show greater con- 
fidenoe in the supreme court of Illinois and exhibit more respect 
forits decisions. He appears to have come to the conclusion that 
the court was guilty of a great error and wrong when they made 
this decision upon their statute, and which, had he followed, he 
could not have rejected the City precinct and thus have taken from 
the contestee over 400 votes. 

Mr. MANN. Thegentlemanneed not be alarmed. 
court and I get along very nicely. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I expect so; but in this case the gentleman 
is wiser than the supreme court is, when he undertakes to destroy 
the right of a man to a seat on this floor by overriding the decisions 
of the supreme court of Illinois and is at the same time utterly 
ing the precedents of this House, which I haye quoted 
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There was a decision made in the case from Illinois in the Fifty- 
fourth Congress, a case to which I wish my friend would listen 
in this case. It was the case of Rinaker vs. Downing. It was 
before this same Committee on Elections No. 1, the report being 
signed by Mr. LINNEY, at ees a member of this committee, 
and the chairman and the Republican members of the 
committee, except the gentleman from husetts A 
Moopy]. The report unseated the Democratic contestee, and in 
that report, which I have here, they decided that the deposit of 
ballots of unregistered voters in the ballot box did not deprive the 
voter of his vote or impair the poll, and Rinaker was to be given 
his seat in this House on account of four men who had voted in 
that way; and finally was seated by a majority of 1, and that, 
too, after 8 the ballots of these unregistered voters. 

Now, it is true I did not vote for that report at that time, be- 
cause I insisted that there should be a recount of the ballots, 
and the House sustained me. Mr. Moopy and myself, the mem- 
bers of the minority upon that committee, made the report, and 
we submitted our contention to the House, and the House sus- 
tained us and set aside the report, but finally adopted it after we 
had a recount of the ballots. So the majority report as to this 
question was finally adopted; and if precedents count for any- 
thing, it should control now. 

Now there are two Illinois cases, one by the supreme court of 
IIlinois and one by the House here. It is a good law for an Ili- 
nois election case, but is disregarded when the rule is applied to 
an Alabama case, 

I refer now to the case of ONeill against Joy. In that case the 
minority made a report to this House against unseating the Re- 
publican, and in discussing the rule, say: 

No case could be found or discovered which shows that the voter should be 
deprived of his vote by the omission of the election officers to discharge the 


duty imposed upon them by law. It is the manner in which the State de- 
. and to be counted for the man for whom it was 
cas 


Now, I want to refer the New York lawyers to the case of the 
People against Wilson (62 New York), where the very question is 
decided and where the New York court of appeals decided that 
we Deeg of unregistered voters to vote does not invalidate 
the poll. 

But why waste my time, Mr. Speaker, in endeavoring to con- 
vince the majority of the House of the law of the case on this 
adjudicated question? The gentlemen on that side have not cited 
a solitary authority or a precedent to sustain their new and start- 
ling propositions when they reject the eo and refuse to count 
the votes proven. They have not cited a single proposition of 
law ora single precedent where they have been permitted to reject 
a precinct for failure to give representation to the contestant and 
not count any votes, and in the very next precinct reject it for 
the same reason and count all the votes the contestant has proved. 
It is a shifting rule that you have adopted, made to suit the exi- 
gencies of the case. : ; 

In Orrville, where Mr. Robbins proved 75 votes and Aldrich 3, 
according to the report yòu do not give him a vote; in Valley 
Creek, where Aldrich proves 143 and Robbins 44, you give Aldrich 
what he proves and Robbins what he proves. e rule is a. good 
one when it benefits Aldrich, but it is a poor rule when it benefits 
Robbins, It will not do to cast out all the precincts and count 
the proven votes, for then Robbins is clearly elected; the only way 
to defeat him is to do as the committee has done. If all the pre- 
cincts attacked are disregarded and only those votes counted which 
each proved, then Robbins has a majority of 389. To refuse to do 
so is to violate all rules of law and justice. 

This is a legitimate criticism on their report made to this House, 
which denounces one precinct because of fraud and then pro- 
ceeds to the next precinct and denounces it as fraudulent for the 
same reason, but counts the votes which it would not count in 
the other precincts. Now, here is the report of the majority of 
the committee by which they admit that in the four precincts dis- 
carded entirely Robbins proved 161 votes, but nowhere do they 
count them for him. Even the votes admitted by contestant for 
contestee in his brief are not counted by the majority. They count 
less than he admits. 

Mr. Speaker, it would take much more time than I have at my 
disposal to go overall these precincts. I desire to refute the state- 
ment that in the City precinct these people got their tickets from 
stores and piazzas, and outside of the election room. Such alle- 
gations are not sustained by the evidence, for it is explained by 
nearly every witness, and the evidence shows that instead of its 
being at this election in November, 1898, it was in the previous 
primary elections, where there was no official ballot, and the wit- 
ness evidently confused the two elections, four of which were 
held in the summer and fall of 1898. Besides the election officers 
at the precinct clearly demonstrate that no voter got a ticket and 
voted it except it was an official ticket. 

Now. I want to say that the charge that Mr. Aldrich should be 
seated because he and Robbins had a fist fight, where Aldrich in- 
stigated the trouble and made a slanderous report with reference 
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to Robbins, and when Aldrich’s attention was called to it he did 
not deny it, and Robbins slapped him in the face and beat him 
with nature’s own weapons, ought not to have any weight in this 
proceeding. It is true that when Aldrich’s men undertook to in- 
terfere and take hold of Robbins, one of the bystandérs simply 
said, ‘‘ We are going to have fair play,” and stood them off until 
Aldrich said he had enough. Moreover, this fight in which a man 
was killed, which has been referred to here for the purpose of stir- 
ring up animosities, was a drunken barroom brawl, and the man 
that was shot struck the first blow—struck a man in the face and 
knocked him down, and in the struggle the pistol was fired and 
the bullet struck him in the hip and he died, not because the 
wound was mortal, but from blood poisoning. This occurred 
long after the election. 

ow, what has this fight and all these matters like it to do with 
this election case; how do they sustain the contestant’s case? 
What have all these brawls on the streets and barroom fights to 
do with this case? Nothing, Mr. Speaker, except to excite prej- 
udice; and they are used to stir up animosities, to warp the judg- 
ment, and hurry you to a verdict not justified by the law or the 
facts. They are brought into this House after they have been dis- 
carded by the committee, and it is demanded that you render a 
decision depriving the contestee of his seat, not because the con- 
testant was elected, but because there have been in Dallas County 
drunken brawls and personal difficulties long after the election 
was held. 

Mr. Speaker, my time is gone. The case can not be argued in 
the time that remains to me. Some may say the time was wasted. 
It may be so. I have endeavored to demonstrate that the evidence 
does not justify the unseating of this contestant; that it utterly 
fails to show that the contestant was elected, but demonstrates 
that the contestee was elected. 

Again I demand of the majority of the committee that they re- 
fute from the evidence, the statement that this case hangs by the 
rotten, slender thread of the testimony of three witnesses, two self- 
confessed perjurers and theother oneaproven perjurer. In every 
precinct the returns are sustained by reputable witnesses whose 
characters are not even attacked. Gentlemen of the other side, 
take this contestant and admit him to a seatand to your councils 
upon the testimony which he and his managers have manufac- 
tured, purchased, and paid for; take him, and have the consolation 
to know that in doing so heis a pretended Republican, To use the 
language of a prominent and respected Alabama white Republican: 


An enemy. claiming to be within our own ranks, confronts us. The prin- 
ciples of the Republican party are ore, to be subordinated to the debauchery 
and hope for of some of those heretofore trusted, and in whose sense 
of honor and decency we had relied. Through the it influence of an 
alien to our principles, aided by the mean use of money, [am unable longer 
to continue the cae oa fight against this pseudo nominee—the Populites can- 
didate for Congress in our district. 

Let his own conduct and language in 1896 describe who he is. 
Here it is: 

Upon the reassembling of the State executive committee of the People's 
party, after dinner, Mr. W. F. Aldrich asked the privil of a personal ex- 

lanation. He said that he had been represented as a candidate for governor, 
mt that he was not a candidate for that position, although he was sensible 
of the high honor. Mr. Aldrich was ed as to how he s' on the money 
plank of the Omaha 3 He replied that he was in full 
with the ogress plank of the Omaha platform. He was asked as 
would vote in the national election in 1896 as between a gold-standard Repub- 
lican candidate for the Presidency npn. a gold-standard platform and a 
Presidential candidate of the People's y on the Omaha platform. He re- 
lied that he would in that event support the candidate of the People's 
arty. He said the fact was that he was a genuine Greenbacker. 

Mr. Aldrich was warmly applauded upon these statements. * * * When 

he closed his he was asked by William Denman if he was going to sup- 
t Mr. McK hor on his 1 platform, and his ly was that if the 
opulites nomina Mr. TELLER, who was a protectionist and a free-silver 
man, he would vote for him, but if ‘e's did not he would vote for Mr. Mo- 
Kinley. He further said that Mr. McKinley was in favor of bimetallism and 
wanted the St. Louis convention to adopt a free-silver plank in their plat- 
form, but that the New York delegates would have bolted, and that a gold 
platform was adopted to please them. 

But I have done. If all the facts of this case, as they have been 
roven and not disputed, sustained by utable witnesses, as 
onest and reputable men as any State in this Union 3 

can not induce you to do this contestee that even-handed justice 
which impartial judges and jurors would promptly render him, 
were the case being tried in a court of law, then all effort is vain, 
Mr. Speaker. I have but to add, Let down the curtain, the farce 
is done.” (Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. TERRY, Mr. Speaker, I want to say just a few words on 
this question. f 

Mr. MANN. I think I am entitled to the floor, if the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] will excuse me. 

Mr. TERRY. I was recognized, as I understand, by the Chair. 
I want to say only a few words on this matter. I will not take 


ong. : 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. ALEXANDER). Does the gen- 
tleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann] yield to the gentleman from 


Arkansas? 
Mr. MANN. Icannot. I have only about ten minutes left. 


The time of gentlemen on the other side, under the agreement, has 


‘ha 


expired. Iam very sorry to be obliged to refuse to yield. If I 
aa more time I should be glad to do so, 

Mr. TERRY. How much time has the gentleman? 

Mr. MANN. About eight minutes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. IfI had the time, I would yield tomy friend 
from Arkansas, 

Mr. TERRY. If the gentleman from Illinois has only ten min- 
utes left, I do not ask him to yield to me. 

. MANN. Mr. Speaker, it will not be expected, of course, 
that I should attempt to reply seriatim to the arguments or state- 
ments made . on the other side of the House. But I 
wish again to call the attention of the House to the record of the 
committee which has reported this case to the House. The Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 1 in the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Con- 
gresses has had pending before it eleven election cases with Re- 
publican contestants and Democratic contestees. In no case has 
a report been made to this House by that committee in favor of a 
Republican or against a Democrat except in this one district of 
Alabama, and that solely on account of election frauds in Dallas 
County. Lask the House to sustain the action of this committee, 
which has examined these cases with care, with caution, with 
nonpartisanship. 

In this Congress our committee has already reported in favor 
of retaining in his seat the Democratic member from Louisville, 
Ky. “Ah,” the gentleman from New York the other day said, 
“you made that report because you were justified by the facts.” 
Aye, Mr. Speaker, we reported in favor of Turner and against 
Evans because the evidence before our committee did not warrant 
us in deciding in favor of Evans; and in this case we have re- 


[gortea in favor of Aldrich and against Robbins because the evi- 


ence shows that the election machinery in Dallas County reeks 
with fraud. Itis not the kind of fraud, Mr. Speaker, that comes 
stealthily in through the open window; it is the kind of fraud 
that stalks boldly in through the open door. 'l'here is not a pre- 
cinct where we haye found against the contestee that is not alive 
with the vermin of fraud. There is not a precinct where we have 
found against the contestee that is not slimy with fraud. 

The gentleman from Alabama has endeavored to cite particular 
instances. We did not throw out the vote of the city of Selma 
because 85 men not entitled to vote did vote. We threwit out be- 
cause ( sere from other reasons) the conduct of the election offi- 
cers at that precinct covered the election there with fraud. 

Mr. Speaker, we have proven our case. The committee has ex- 
amined the record in this case conscientiously and carefully—a 
record covering 900 closely printed pages. The committee, who 
have read every page of this testimony, whohave considered every 
argument of counsel, submit to you a dispassionate, nonpartisan 
report. They ask you to seat the contestant, Mr. Aldrich. * 

t is true that Mr. Aldrich is a Republican and that the con- 
testee is a Democrat. -Doubtless that is a sufficient reason with 
ntlemen on the other side for voting for the contestee. But we 
o not ask you to vote for the contestant merely because he isa 
Republican. Ah, Mr. S er, it means something for the con- 
testant to be a Republican in that Congressional district. His 
principal manager has been murdered in that county because this 
contest was inaugurated. He himself has been assaulted because 
the contest was inaugurated. Gentlemen on the other side may 
ive reasons as they please; the facts are that Mr. Aldrich, who 
as had the honor, the nerve, and the daring in this Alabama dis- 
trict to stand up as a Republican, has been assaulted, has been 
abused, has been defrauded by every machination which human 
ingenuity could devise, and by every scheme which the fertile re- 
sources of those gentlemen conducting the election on the other 
side could imagine. 

Mr. Aldrich appears before this House not asking favors, only 
asking justice at your hands. He has not been afraid to defy the 
fraud of Dallas County. He has not been afraid to stand up for 
the rights of man. I appeal to the other side of the House, who 
have talked so much about the “right of self-government” and 
the right of foreign races to 1 themselves; I appeal to them 
to rise above partisanship and to show that they are greater than 
mere Democrats. I ask them to vote against the frauds in the 
elections in this district and in favor of the man who was elected 
by the votes of the district. And I appeal to the Republicans to 
reward the honest, faithful efforts of the committee on their side 
of the House to reach a righteous conclusion in this case and to 
support the report of the committee. We have done our duty. 
Mr. Aldrich has done his duty. It remains for the members of 
this House to do their duty by casting their votes in favor of 
righteous self-government, in favor of honest elections, and against 
the most outrageous frauds that have ever been known in this 
5 IPE gel 
Mr. BARTLETT. ask that the resolutions submitted by the 
minority of the committee be now read and that they be substi- 
tuted for those offered by the majority of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. t is the request of the gentleman? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, as I understand the situation, 
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the majority in this case have report 

00 certain other resolutions. Following the ordinary course, 
as I understand, I now move that the resolutions submitted by the 
minority be substituted for those of the majority. 

The ent was, I understand, that the orig - 
inal resolutions should be considered as before the House and also 
the substitute resolutions. y 
Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. 


Mi 
Mr. MANN. Isuppose the vote will be taken on the substitute | m, 


first? 
Mr. BARTLETT. That was the purpose of my motion. 
Mr. MANN. It does not require any motion, I believe. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Myremark was rather in the shape of a par- 


. 

The SP R The Chair is of opinion that inasmuch as the 
previous question was ordered upon the e een resolutions and 
the substitute, the question is now on the adoption of the substi- 


tute. 

a BARTLETT. Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas 

and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
Mr. MANN, Mr. Speaker, before the vote is taken, I would 
ask the reading of the substitute resolutions proposed by the mi- 
nority of the committee. 

The SP. Without objection, the resolution of the mi- 
nority will be again read. 

The substitute resolutions were read, as follows: 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was not elected a member of the House 
of Representatives from the Fourth Con onal district of Alabama to the 
Fifty-sixth Congress, and is not entitled to the seat. 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was duly elected a member of the House 
of resentatives for the Fifty-sixth Congress from the Fourth Congres- 
si district of Alabama, and is entitled to the seat therein. 5 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the adoption 
of the resolutions which have just been read as a substitute for 
the resolutions presented by the committee, on which the gentle- 
man from Georgia asks the yeas and nays. . 

Mr. MANN. I join in the request of the gentleman from Geor- 
gia for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 134, nays 138, 
answered present 5, not voting 73; as follows: 


YEAS—1i34. 
De Graffenreid, McAleer, Shackleford, 
Allen, Ky. De Vries, McClellan, Shafroth. 

n Miss, Denny, Sheppard, 
Atwater, Dinsmore, Mi Sibley, 
Bailey, Tex. Driggs, McLain, Sims, 
cea š ott, M. Slayden, 
Bankhead, Finley, Maddox, Small, 
Barber, Fitzgerald, Mass. May, Snod 
Bartlett, Foster, Mee! - Spight, 

Bell, Gaines, Meyer, La k, 
Bellamy, à Muller, 3 Tex. 
Benton. Gilbert, Neville, Stokes, 
Brand Green P womans” Sonar” 
> reen, Pa. oonan, wanson, 
—— Griffith, Otey, Talbert, 
Ernari Griggs, Pierce, Tenn. Taylor, Ala. 
wer. y, Terry, 
aiaa Henry, Miss. Hansel Thayer. N. 
Burke, Tex. Henry, ea, Ky. ‘Thomas, 
Burleson, coward Rhea, Va. Turner, . 
Burnet Johnston, Ric! s Underhill, 
Caldwe Jones, Va. Ridgely, Underwood, 
er, itchin, Ri > Vandiver. 
Clayton, Ala Ela 8 Red Willi 1 R. 
N u ams, J. 
Cla: N. X. Lamb, Robertson, La. i 
Mo, Lan Robinson, Ind. Wilson, Idaho 
Cooney, Latimer, Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, N. X. 
Cowherd. Lester, cker, Wilson, 8. G. 
Crawford, vy: Ruppert, Young, Va. 
Cummings, Lewis, Ryan, N. Y. Zenor, 
Davenport, S. W. le, Ryan, Ziegler. 
vis, Livin; Salmon, 
De Armond, Liloy: Scudder, 
NAYS—18. 
Adams, Calderhead, Fari Hoffecker, 


ed certain resolutions and the 
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organ, 
Morris, Reeder, Sulloway, 
Bartholdt, N. ee —— a Voorhis. 
aphen, Van Voor: 
udenslager, 
Ach E ela Sale Sparkma: 
80 merson, 
Bishop, ” Fitegerald N. x. Loud, Sprague,” 
re A J 
Boutelle, Me. —— Alices ind Steele, 
v. Fox. Moon, Stewart, N. Y. 
Campbell, Gayle, Norton S. C Tate K 
— G Olmsted. 
Cate Gillet, N. Y. Packer, Pa. Tom 
Cooper, Gordon, Parker, N. J. Vreeland, 
Cox, — Polk. R Wadswọ: 
Crowley, Hawley. Reeves, Warner, 
Cus ck Heatwole, Robbins, Watson, 
„ emenway, berg, 
Davey, Hitt, 7 Smith, M Wiliams, W. E 
n, e . righ’ . 
Deliver, Joy, Smith, Wa. Alden 
Dougherty, Kerr, 
Dovener, Lawrence, Spalding, 
So the substitute was rejected. 
Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, I find that I am paired 
with my coll e, Mr. Gorpon. I have voted upon this ques- 


tion, but ask that the vote be withdrawn. 

The SPEAKER. The vote of the gentleman will be withdr.wn, 
if there be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The following pairs were announced from the desk: 

For this session: 

Mr. REEVES with Mr. SPARKMAN. 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. PACKER of P lvania with Mr. POLK. 

Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Norton of South Carolina, 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Boretne with Mr. FITZPATRICK., 

Mr. Hirt with Mr. CARMACK. 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. Cusack. 

Mr. MCCALL with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. Dax rox with Mr. DAVEY. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. DOUGHERTY, 

Mr, SPALDING with Mr. Moon. 

Mr. SouTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. HeEMENWAY with Mr. Mrers of Indiana. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. Geson with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. VAN VooruIs with Mr. GORDON. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. STALLINGS. 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 

Mr. WATSON with Mr. Dary of New Jersey. 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. HAWLEY with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. Surrh of Kentucky, 

For this day: J 

Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SULZER, 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

Mr. LAWRENCE with Mr, FLEMING, 

Mr. WX. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. LENTZ. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. NAPHEN. s 

Mr. Bisnor with Mr. CAMPBELL. 

Mr. STEWARTOf New York with Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, 

Mr. HEATWOLE with Mr, CROWLEY. 

Mr. Loup with Mr. JETT. 

Mr. KERR with Mr. Cox. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask that the vote be recapit- 
ulated. I do not know how close it may be; but is an im- 
sae sy question, and I think it ought to be read in the hearing of 

e House, : 

The SPEAKER. The Chair believes in a case of this kind that 
it would be well to have a recapitulation of the vote, and will 
order it, so that the names of members who have voted on each 
side be accurately noted, especially in view of the fact that some 
gentlemen are announced as being paired who have voted on this 
question. 

The roll call was recapitulated as above. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now recurs on the original reso- 
lutions 5 the Committee on Elections 

A TLETT. On that, Mr. Speaker, l call for the yeas 
and nays, ; 
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The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask that the resolutions which are about 
to be voted upon be read, if that can be done. 

The SP. In the absence of objection, the original reso- 
lutions will be reported. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That Gaston A. Robbins was not elected a member of the Fifty- 

from the Fourth Congressional district of Alabama, and is not 

entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That William F. Aldrich was elected a member of the Fifty-sixth 

6 ‘anal di 


Congress from the Fourth district of Alabama, and is entitled 


to a seat therein. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 141, nays 135, 
answered present 6, not voting 67; as follows: 


YEAS—141. 
A Dahle, Wis. Je Pearce, Mo. 
Alexander, Dalzell, Jones, Wash. Pearre, 
Allen, Me. Davenport, S. A. Kahn, Phillips, 
Babcock, vidson, Ketcham, Powers, 
Bailey, Kans. k, Knox, Prince, 
Baker, Dolliver, Lacey, Pugh, 
Bar Driscoll, Lan Ray, 
Barney, Eddy, Lane, Reeder, 
Bingham, Linney, Roberts, 
Boutell, III. Faris, Littauer, Rodenberg, 
ae P “seu 
CK, 0 ey, 3 
Brom F Tortaer, Shelden, 
Brosius, Fowler, Loy 
Brow: Gamble, A ro walter, 
Bro W T, th, H. C. 
Bull, 8 N. J. McPherson, Smith, Samuel W. 
Burkett, Gillett, Mass, Mann, Stevens, Minn. 
Burton” Graham Moros! Stewart, Wis 
ercer, 
Butler, Greene, Mass. esick, Sulloway, 
Calderhead, Grosvenor, Metcalf, wney, 
anaon, gedas —.— aaron pee 
ron, TOW, or, omas, Iowa 
Clarke, N. H. Hamilton, 1 Tot 
Cochrane, N. X. Haugen. Moody. Wachter, 
Connell, Hedge, Moody, Oreg. Wanger, 
T, Wis. Henry, Conn. Mo; Waters, 
Cor: 550 Morris, Weaver, 
Cousins, Mudd, Weeks, 
Cromer, Hoffecker, O'Grady, te, 
Crump, Hopkins, Otjen, Young, Pa. 
Crumpacker, Howell, Overstreet, 
Curtis, Hull, Parker, N. J. 
an, Jack, Payne, 
NAYS—135. 
De Graffenreid, McAleer, Shackleford, 
Allen, — Vries, Medlle S 
Allen, Denny, Mi She 
Atwater, OTe, McDowell, Sibley, 
Bailey, Tex D McLain, Sims. 2 
Ball, Elliott, McRae, Slayden, 
Bankhead Finley, Maddox, S 
Barber, Fi , Mass. May, Snod 
Bartlett, Foster, Meekison, Spight, 
Bell, Gaines, Meyer, La. Stark, 
Bellamy, Muller, 1 Tex. 
Benton, Gilbert, Neville, Stokes. 
Berry. Glynn, Newlands, Sutherland, 
dren f A Green, Pa. oonan, Swanson, 
e, Griffith, Otey, Talbert, 
Brenner, G Pierce, Tenn. Tate, 
Brewer. Hay, marl Taylor, Ala. 
Brundidge, Henry, Miss. e Terry, 
Burke, Henry, Tex. Rhea, Ky. Thayer. 
Burleson, ward, Rhea, Va. Tho N. Q 
Burnett Johnston, Richa’ T, 
Caldwe Jones, Va. Ridgely, Underhill, 
Chanler. Kitchin, Rio: 8 Underw 
Clark, Mo. Kleberg, Rixey, Vandiver 
Clayton, Ala. Kluttz, Robb, r, Ky. 
Clayton, N. Y. Lamb, Robertson, La. Williams, J. R. 
„ Mo. Lan Robinson, Ind. 
Cooney, Latimer, Robinson, Nebr. Wilson, Idaho 
Cowherd, Lester, Rucker, Wilson, N. X. 
Crawford. Levy, Ruppert, Wilson, S. C. 
Lewis, Ryan, N Young, Va. 
Davenport, 8. W. Little, Ryan, Zenor, 
avis, Li n. on, Ziegler. 
De Armond, Lloy: Scudder, 
ANSWERED PRESENT “-. 
Bartholdt, Naphen, Southard, Van Voorhis. 
Bishop, Needham, 
NOT VOTING—47. 
Acheson, Emerson, Kerr, A 
5 Fitzgerald, N. Y. Lawrence, Sparkman, 
Boutelle, Me. Fitzpatrick, ntz, 8 2, 
Bradley, Fleming, Loud, S 
Fox, Loudenslager, Steele, 
Campbell, 3 Stewart, N. Y. 
Gayle, Miers, Ind. Sulzer, 
8 Killer N Y. Norton, Ohio Ta makth. 
* A orton, om 
Cox, Gordon, orton, 8. Vrestand: 
Crowley, Hall, J Olmsted, Wadsworth, 
Cusac Hawley. Packer, Pa. Warner, 
Daly, N. J. eatwole, Pol Watson, 
Davey, Hemenway, Boares NOE Weymou 
Dougherty Jett Smith K vo 
* e A 
Dovener, J Smith’ Wm. Alden 


oy, 
So the resolutions were agreed to. 


The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the vote just 
taken and to lay that motion upon the table. 


Mr. BARTLETT. Upon that, Mr. Speaker, I call for the yeas 
and nays, 


Mr, HOPKINS. Oh, no; the gentleman will not do that. 


. BARTLETT. Les, I will. 
Mr. MANN. Then, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw the motion to 
reconsider. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I withdraw the demand for the yeas and 


nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois moves to recon- 
sider the vote by which the resolutions were to, and also 
moves to lay the latter motion upon the table. Without objection, 
the latter motion will be to. 

Mr. MANN. Task that Mr. Aldrich appear at the bar of the 
House and be sworn in, Mr. Speaker. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman will step forward. 

Mr. Aldrich came to the bar of the House; and the Speaker ad- 
ministered the oath of office to him. 


PRIVATE PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Commit- 
tee on Rules to submit the following report. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
. a privileged report from the Committee on Rules, 
which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The Committee on Rules, to whom were referred resolutions of the House 
numbered 18, 128, 135, and 157, have had the same under consideration, and 

fully re in lieu thereof the following: 

“Resolved, t d 
fourth Frida 


The provision herein made shall be 
in lieu of the eve session provided for be i of Rule XXVI, and sec- 
tion 6 of Rule and section I of Rule Vi are hereby modified to con- 
form herewith. And on each bill considered under this rule there shall be 
allowed ten minutes of debate in favor of the bill and ten minutes in opposi- 
tion thereto.” 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, in brief, the 1 of this rule 
is to substitute two days in each month for the Friday evening 
sessions for pension business, and to abolish the Friday evening 
sessions. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have some explanation of 
ee ok part of the rule, which gives ten minutes for debate on 
each side. 

Mr. DALZELL. The latter part of the rule provides that there 
shall be twenty minutes’ debate upon each pension bill. 

Mr. HOPKINS.. Ten on a side, 

Mr. DALZELL. Ten on a side—that is, we have adopted a 
rule that has prevailed at times in previous Congresses, and has 
been found to work . 

Mr. LACEY. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 
soa RICHARDSON. One moment. Thope the gentleman will 

ow me. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Tennessee has obtained 
permission of the gentleman from Pennsylvania to ask him a 
question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I only want tosay that this is an entirely 
new provision in the first consideration of pension bills. We have 
never had any limit under any rule for the consideration of a bill 
in the first case; but the rule to which the gentleman refers was 
only applied where the bill had received consideration in Com- 
mittee of the Whole ata Friday evening session and had been 
favorably reported to the House, and then in the House there was 
this limit of debate of which the gentleman speaks, but as a fact 
there has been no limit of debate in Committee of the Whole as 
to each particular bill. 

Mr. DALZELL. Ithink my friend from Tennessee is mistaken. 
I think the rule is entirely like that of previous Congresses. The 
gentleman can see very readily, without undertaking to enter into 
a discussion of the reason for this rule, that the same influences 
that operated to prevent pension legislation at these night sessions 
can oponis to prevent any pension legislation if there be no limit 
of debate. 

Mr. LACEY, Now, will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 

Mr. LACEY. I notice that the rule then proposes to consider 
bills removing political disabilities. Icall the attention of the 
gentleman to the fact that the last Congress removed the only 
3 disabilities existing. That ought to be stricken out, and 

ve the last remnant of that question eliminated from the rules. 


Mr. DALZELL. I will say to my friend from Iowa that we 


merely ied the rule as it now exists because we intended this to 
be a substitute in lieu of it; and it does no harm. 
Mr. LACEY. Why keep that alive when there is not a living 


* 
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soul whose disability was not removed in the last Congress, imme- 
diately 5 War with Spain? 

Mr. DALZELL. Then we not have any trouble with cases 
of that character. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want a little time. 

Mr. MAHON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield to his colleague 
from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. MAHON. I would like to have a little division of the time 
for and inst this resolution. 

The SP. R. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DAL- 
ZELL] controls the time. 

Mr. MAHON, He is in favor of the rule. Who is controlling 
the time against it? 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time does the 27 7 8 0 want? 

Mr. MAHON. Twenty minutes, the time that the rule allows. 

Mr. DALZELL, How much do gentlemen on the other side 


want? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, I would not have wanted over five 
minutes 

Mr. DALZELL. I will yield you five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Except for the new feature which is in- 
cluded in the rule. I understood, Mr. Speaker, that the rule to be 
reported was to be a copy of the old rule, except that it was to be 
made applicable to day sessions on two Fridays of the month and 
abolish the night sessions on Friday night. I did not understand 
that the rule changed the mode of procedure in considering these 
bills when they are called up. That is a change, and presents a 
new feature. 

Mr. DALZELL. The rule is precisely as it was when submitted 
to the gentleman from Tennessee, I have handed in the exact copy 
which I handed to my friendfrom Tennessee, I donot believe he 


read it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not; but I understood the tle- 
man to say it simply changed the rule as it existed, abolishing the 
night session and taking two day sessions, and to that I was mak- 
ing no objection; but I do not hardly see my way clear to support 
a change of the rule which limits the debate on each bill and gives 
such a brief time for consideration. I want to find the old rule, 
and in the meantime the 3 can yield to his colleague. 

Mr. DALZELL I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania for the purpose of debate. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield from his time? 

Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from Tennessee only wants 
five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want a little more time than that to 
consider this other feature. I want at least fifteen minutes. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
serve his time and yield to the other side? $ 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield, first, fifteen minutes to the gentleman 
from Tennessee, and reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to have the 
rule again read. : 

The SPEAKER. Let the rule be again reported in the time of 
the gentleman from Tennessee. 

The Clerk again read the rule. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, before my friend from Tennes- 
see proceeds, I want no epg ge pean about this. If the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon] desires time in opposition 
to the resolution, he will have to get it from my friend from Ten- 
nessee Mr. RICHARDSON]. if 

Mr. MAHON. The 3 from Pennsylvania yielded me 
fifteen minutes. He does not need to yield me time unless he 
cares to; but I notify him that he will need it in the future on 
some other matters. He can call the previous question if he 
wants to. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. How much time does the gentleman from 
8 5 DALZzELL] yield? 

Mr. DALZELL. Fifteen minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, as only fifteen minutes are 
given me for debate on this proposition, I wish to use only a few 
minutes of that time, and then I will yield to certain other gentle- 
men who desire to be heard. 

I confess, Mr. Speaker, that I am taken by surprise when I find 
the rule reads as it does. I was present at the committee meeting 
when this rule was ordered reported, and I distinctly understood, 
without hearing the resolution read, that the proposition was to 
repeal so much of the rule as provides for the consideration of 
pension bills on Friday 5 to substitute for every Friday 
evening in the month two Fridays of each month in the daytime. 
Now, you can see very well that the proposition presented to us is 
2 ly different proposition. I say it is unprecedented in our 

tory. 

The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALZELL] is mistaken 
when he says it is a copy of any rule that ever obtained in the 
House of Representatives. There has never been a time when 
debate on pension Lills was limited to ten minutes on a side, or 


ents and rules to 
minutes—thatis, where 


twenty minutes in all. There have been 
limit this debate in special cases to twen 
these bills have received full consideration in Committee of the 
Whole on Friday evening, the previous question being ordered, 
it has been agreed, I say, in cases of that kind, that the bills would 
be voted upon in the House, on some su uent day, at a day ses- 
sion, and then that there should be ten minutes debate for and 
ten minutes against the pending bill; but never has there been an 
attempt to cut down debate for only twenty minutes, in Commit- 
tee of the Whole or in the House, as an original proposition, upon 
a bill of this character. 

I submit, therefore, that we can not agree to the passage of this 
rule in this form. If the gentleman had simply brought the rule 
here providing, as in clause 2 of Rule XXVI, that we should have 
two days in each month, instead of four nights, for the consider- 
ation of the class of bills referred to in the rule, I should not have 
opposed it very strenuously. I should then have said what I will 
now say, that never before in our legislative history has it been 
necessary to consider pension bills in a day session. 

On the other hand, no matter whether the Democratic party 
was in power or the Republican party in power in the House, 
there never has been any difficulty in bringing a sufficient num- 
ber of members to the night session to pass pension 1 


And now these gentlemen of the ag, pia come fo by their 
rule and admit that, with a clear 1 jority on this 
floor - and one that is gradually iner ig, it seems [laughter and 


applause on the Republican side], but be decreased after the 
next election, I hope [applause on the Democratic side|—you find 
it necessary, with your increasing majority, to set aside the night 
sessions and beug — rule here to take day sessions in order to pass 
pension bills for the benefit of the old soldiers. 

It seems to me that with your majority you ought to have had 
no difficulty in tn ies Ses quorum here on Friday nights, if you 
desire to pass pension bills. This is the first time it Has ever been 
necessary to ask for this legislation only in the daytime, and if 
your zealin behalf of the old soldier was as great as you would 

ve the old soldier believe it is, it would not be necessary now 
to abolish night sessions, but you would bring a quorum of the 
House here which you have, and pass these bills. 

Now, I should have said that, and I would not strenuously op 
this change to day sessions, because we all admit that itis a Merle 
more convenient for us to come to the House in the daytime than 
it is at night. But I do insist, and if I have the opportunity to do 
so I shall move to strike out so much of this rule as limits the de- 
bate to twenty minutes. Gentlemen on that side must recognize 
the fact that this is notright. The time will come when you gen- 
Memen will want to debate pension propositions longer than ten 

nutes. 

Great questions are sometimes raised in pension bills, and it 
seems to me it is unnecessary for gentlemen toinsiston this limit. 
I do not think they will find filibustering against pension legisla- 
tion here in thedaytime. I am quite sure I can safely say for gen- 
tlemen on this side of the House that there will be no disposition 
merely to consume time in opposition to pension legislation, The 
old soldier has been treated just as well when the Democratic party 
was in majority in this House, and as many private pension bills 
were passed, as when the Republicans were in the majority. 

There has never been any question about that. They have never 
complained that they could not get all the legislation needed froma 
Democratic House. It will be time enough to place a limit on dis- 
cussion when any difficulty in that direction shall arise. I assure 
gentlemen on the other side there will be no filibustering on this 
side of the House against pension legislation in the daytime under 
this new rule; and there can be no occasion, no necessity, for lim- 
iting discussion on these matters to twenty minutes. 

Mr. Speaker, how much time have I used? 

i The SPEAKER. The gentleman has exhausted ten minutes of 
is time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I yield five minutes to the gentle- 
man from 8 Tar Manon], if he will take it. 

Mr. DALZE I yield to the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BARONI ROY reasonable time that he may desire. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I reserve the remainder of my time. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield the gentleman from Pennsylvania five 
minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And I reserve my time. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee, as the Chair 
understcod, first yielded five minutes to the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania and afterwards reserved his time. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania to decline the time | offered him. 

Mr. MAHON. It was not as much time as I desired. But my 
colleague [Mr. DALZELL] has given me five minutes more, and if 
the gentleman from Tennessee will yield me five, that will make 
ten. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Allright; I yield to the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania five minutes. ; 
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The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee yields five 
minutes, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania Bur. DALZELL] five 


minutes. to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. 
Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, I have been a member of this 
House for nearly eight years. My record is that I have never 
voted against a general or a private pension bill. And I want to 
say to members of this House that there have come from the com- 
mittee of which I am chairman bills which are on the Calendar 
to-day, involving claims of soldiers of the civil war and of the 
Spanish-American war, which in importance are far above the 
c = n any deserter whose bill might bə covered by this pro- 

rule. 

The third month of this Congress has gone; yet not a day has 
been allowed for the consideration of bills reported from the Com- 
mittees on Claims and War Claims; no opportunity has been af- 
forded to consider the just claims oiyere citizens against this 
Government. This proposed rule will virtually wipe out in this 
Congress the work of Claims and War Claims Committees. 

If you want to spend two days a month here considering private 
pension bills, all right. If you want to spend half your time in 
tixing up records of men who deserted in the face of the enemy, 
take it. Mr. Speaker, we have wasted seven days on an elec- 
tion case; and there are nine more of suchcasestocome. There 
are on the election committees lawyers who can present these 
cases by arguments occupying not more than two hours on aside. 
If they would do so, this House would listen to them. But if the 
nine election cases remaining are each to occupy five or six days, 
they will take up nearly two months of the time of this House in 
prolonged discussion to which gentlemen of the House never listen. 

I am in favor of considering and passing these private pension 
bills; but there is ample time, if we properly use our time, to pass 
them without this rule. Whyarewe to adopt this rule? Because 
the gentleman from South Carolina, who represents 4,073 voters 
out of 24,000 in his district—who is not here by the vote of a ma- 
jority of the voters of his district—puts himself against his col- 

eagues on the other side and the Republicans on this side in ob- 
structing private peonon legislation. I wish and hope and believe 
that the result of his course may be that some Republican or Pop- 
ulist down in the gentleman’s district may be induced torunagainst 
him for Congress and break up the rotten record of his district — 
Mr. TALBERT. Iam not afraid of any Republican or Popu- 


list : 

Mr. MAHON (Mr. TALBERT continuing to speak). It would 
give me eee if—. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] is out of order. 

Mr. MAHON. It would give me great pleasure in the Fifty- 
seventh Congress to assist in throwing him out of his seat, because 
he never was elected. 

Dne Mr. Manon proceeded, Mr. TALBERT continued to 


spea 

The L PEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania will sus- 
pend. The gentleman from South Carolina is outof order. When 
any member desires to interrupt another who is occupying the 
floor he must, under the rules, address the Chair, and through 
him secure the consent of the gentleman on the floor. 

pee TALBERT continued to speak, amid cries of Order!“ 

e SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina is out of 
order; and the Sergeant-at-Arms will take charge of him if he does 
not obey the Chair. 

Mr. MAHON. Mr. Speaker, day in and day out the gentleman 
has sat here and seen great bills, involving important general leg- 
islation of all kinds, pass through this House when there was no 
quorum here, and he knows it. Nevertheless, at Friday mea 
sessions, when pension legislation was before the House, he has 
made it his business to bring about this result by demanding that 
a quorum shall be present. Now, Mr. Speaker, I wish to acguit 
the Democrats on the other side of the House, with the exception 
of himself, from any such imputation. They are op to him 
in this regard, and I should be heartily glad if in the Fifty-seventh 
5 ress I might be able in a contest to help to throw him out of 

House. 

Mr. TALBERT rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania yield? 

Mr. MAHON. I do not yield to the gentleman from South 
Carolina. Now, as I said before, I represent a district which is 
largely interested in claims pending before this House. Of course 
all the members here know that when the House has been in ses- 
sion for a long day, and the committees have been working, it is 
not practicable, and often impossible, to find members who are 
able to come back here for the night session. 

But I represent a district here that has been clamoring at the 
doors of Congress for thirty-five years to get through the House 
just claims, which are due to the people of my State; and my peo- 
ple can not understand why Congress—Congress after Congress— 
makes no provision for their payment. These are people—and 
God knows the fact—that have suffered just as much as many of 


the men and women who are on the Private Pension Calendars of 
this House. 

I hope the Committee on Rules, before a vote is taken, there- 
fore, will ce consent to an amendment that one Friday in the 
month shall be devoted to the consideration of private pensions, 
one to the Private Calendar, and one to the war claims, which 
are already pending upon the Calendars. If this is done, I shall 
have no objection to the proposition. If not, I feel like voting 
against it. I think this is only a anope request to make and one 
that must meet the approval of the House. 

Mr. TALBERT. r. Speaker, I would like to ask unanimous 
consent to be permitted to address the House for some five or eight 
minutes. 

Mr. MAHON, I will answer any question the gentleman de- 
sires to ask now. 

Mr. TALBERT. Ido not want to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion. 1 want time in my own right. 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania is entitled 
to the flour if he wishes to proceed. The gon enen from South 
Carolina asks unanimous consent that eight minutes of time be 
allotted to him in the discussion. Has the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yielded the floor? 

Mr. MAHON. Ihave not. 

Mr. TALBERT, Then I will make the request when he gets 
through. 

Mr. MAHON. I have offered to yield to the gentleman for any 
question he desires to ask. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not wish to ask the gentleman a question. 
He is hardly in a mood now to answer any question. 

Mr. MAHON. Oh, yes; he is. 

I believe it will take unanimous consent now, Mr. Speaker, as 
I understand the rule, to amend this report? If in order, I move 
to amend it. 

The SPEAKER. It is not in order to offer an amendment un- 
der the circumstances. 

Mr. MAHON. Very well. 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker, I-ask unanimous consent that I 
may have eight minutes of the time of the House, and hope, under 
the circumstances, that I will not be denied that e 3 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the request of the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I will yield eight, minutes to the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT. Iam very much obliged to the gentleman. 

Mr. Speaker, I would not havesaid a word but for the uncalled- 
for attack of the gentleman from Pennsylvania. We have wit- 
nessed here to-day a most remarkable spectacle. The utterances 
of the gentleman from Pennsylvania who has just taken his seat 
[Mr. Manon] are unbecoming to any gentleman who occupies a 
seat on either side of this House, ithout excuse and without 
provocation, he says here in his place, deliberately, as a member 
of this body, that he wishes in the next campaign in my district 
to induce some Populist or Republican to run against me in order 
(please listen) to huag a contest here against me so that he may 
have an opportunity of voting to throw me out, without law, with- 
out justice, and without evidence, just like they threw the gentle- 
man from Alabama, Mr. Robbins, out a few moments ago. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] I suppose hespeaks for his party, 
and as he is speaking for his party I want the country to know that 
that is your custom and that is your method of procedure in the 
Republican party whenever it suits your A ihs so to act. 

hat has the gentleman from South Carolina done to be thus 
assailed? What offense have I committed. Why, I have onl 
stood up here, sir, in the exercise of my right as a member of this 
body and demanded that, under the rules and in the constitutional 
way, the business of this body should be transacted. But gentle- 
men on the other side, if they are opposed to the Constitution and 
to honesty and justice, as they seem to be, have a perfect right to 
claim their privilege and threaten to throw me out of the House, 
if perchance a contest shall arise against me some time in the 
future, simply and merely for the proper exercise of my constitu- 
tional prerogatives. Now, if that be your policy, gentlemen, pro- 
nounced by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], you 
are entirely welcome to any such proposition as that. [Applause 
on the Democratic side.] In that you will only be doing what you 
do on all occasions. 

You are to-day proceeding and acting in everything outside of 
the Constitution, and I want to say that you present yourselves 
to the country to-day as the hypocritical and pretended friends of 
the old soldiers when in your secret hearts you have no such feel- 
ings whatever. You only desire to electioneer with the public 
Treasury to continue yourselyes in office. The gentleman has 
said that I was silent in the Fifty-fifth Congress because I hada 
contest. I deny it, and stand here to say that I fought fraudu- 
lent pon as I am now doing and as I intend to do. 

Why have theserules been broughtin here? Not on accountof 
anything that ‘‘the gentleman from South Carolina ” has done or 
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said. Well, then, why? Because the majority party in this House, 


in their 1 cant, are unwilling to spend a few hours 
once a week at night in order to give the old soldier justice. 
You are unwilling to leave your pink teas and polka parties to 
come here to do the old soldier justice. [Applause and laughter 
on the Democratic side.] Only last Friday night, I am told,a 
number of you were absent attending a farewell tea party. Ah, 
ve h. ites, ye pretenders, ye scribes and Pharisees! Ye whited 
— tae of dead men’s bones within, though white outside. 
ughter.] It will be more tolerable for Tyre and Sidon than it 
Will be for you in the day of e Sn (Laughter. } 
And then I want to say further that if any gentleman upon 
that side of the House thinks that he can deter me from exercis- 
ing my constitutional rights as a member of this House by threat- 
pes, Bre to turn me ont on a probable contest, he mistakes his man. 
Turn out and be blanked! There are not enough Republicans in 
this House to intimidate me. And I want to say, turn me ont 
once, and I will come back to haunt you again. Like Banquo's 
ghost, I will not down. 

Iam here to represent my people upon the question of pensions 
as well as upon all other questions. I intend to do what I think 
is right, though the heavens fall. Runas many men as you please 
against me, I will say to the gentlemaz from Pennsylvania. 

I want to say, Mr. Speaker, while you abruptly and unjustly 
threatened to put the Sergeant-at-Arms upon me, a member who 
was in order, I think the Sergeant-at-Arms ought to have taken 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MAHON] by the nape of the 
neck and dragged him out of this Hall for making this personal 
assault upon a member who was only exercising his constitutional 
rights and privileges. 

want to say here and now that I intend to stand by my origi- 
nal proposition, that if you wish to come here and appropriate 
money for your deserters, your coffeecoolers, your bounty jumpers, 
you have got to bring a quorum here to do it. 

You can bring in here as many rules as you please, I do not 
care if you take every day in the week. You are responsible. 
And I want to say that was one of my two objects. One was to 
force you h tes—I will not say liars, because that is too un- 

rliamentary—to force you h ites, because you are a set of 
Posate [laughter on the Democratic side], to either bring out 
a quorum on Friday nights or abandon them entirely and take 
the day time. 

When you bronght in your Puerto Rican bill, you stood up here 
and pretended that you wanted to pass it because the erto 
Ricans needed immediate relief and that was the only way to get 
it, and that very night you held a midnight conspiracy with the 
President—midnight marauders as you are—and brought in here 
an appropriation the next morning for money that you knew was 
in the Treasury at the very time you were urging the passage of 
the tariff bill. And yet you told a falsehood when you said you 
wanted to pass this tariff bill for immediate relief, because you 
knew it would take twelve months, under the operations of that 
bill, before you could relieve them. That is one of the reasons 
why I say that you are hypocrites. [Applause onthe Democratic 
side. 

Woe; I want to say again that I do not pretend to exercise a 
single right that I have, except that which is guaranteed me by 
the rules, the Constitution, and the laws of my country. Andif 
you wish to undertake to turn me out because of that, crack your 
whip, for it only accentuates and shows more plainly to thecoun- 
try that you are yoyrselves violators of the law, violators of the 
rules, and violators of the Constitution of this the greatest nation 
u . af w 8 A 

want to sa Sesta : g in your rules and pass them, asmany 
of them as tin ease, Take the nsibility; and if I am able 
to drag myself here on those days, I will meet you here and de- 
mand that you bring a quorum to pass these bills in the daytime, 
as I did in the night. [Applause on the Democratic side.] And 
in doing this I want to say again that „ op- 
pose the passage of a single meritorious claim for the pension of 
a single brave, patriotic old soldier. ; 
In conclusion, allow me to say that I will continue to do my 


duty along this line; and if this be treason ‘‘ make the most of 
it.“ [ Applause. . 
Again, before I take my seat, I want to say that I am not re- 


sponsible for the introduction of this new rule, but that the 
responsibility must rest with those who were unwilling to furnish 
a quorum to do business; and I want also again to resent the in- 
sinuation of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I did not op- 
p any pension legislation in the Fifty-fifth Congress because, 

orsooth, there was a contest on my hands. The record will show 
that I was alwayson hand during that Congress and opposed such 
measures as I deemed unworthy of Fees „ notwithstanding the 
existence of a contest. I am sorry ve consumed so much 


of the time of the House, and should not have done so but for the 
nonsensical and unprovoked attack of the gentleman from Penn- 
Sylvania [Mr. Manon]. [Applause.] 


Mr, DALZELL. I yield to my colleague from Ohio [Mr. 


GROSVENOR]. 
The SPEAKER. How much time? 
Mr. DALZELL. Five minutes. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from South 
Carolina is always consistent and always stands by the Constitu- 
tion. I do not deny that he feels a great moral, personal, and 
political obligation laid upon him to see to it that pension bills are 
not passed withouta quorum. Ofcourse he differs in that respect 
from one hundred and sixty-odd other gentlemen on his side of 
the House, but we are bound to presume that he is the temporary 
custodian of the conscience of his party. 

Now, I want to call attention to the fact that there is a sort of 
riparian growth in his conscience, a sort of aggregation of condi- 
tions. I was a member of the Fifty-fifth Congress, and the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina was here also. In that Congress he 
never once made the point of no quoram at a pension session, 
never. His conscience had not swelled up to the magnitude that 
it now occupies. 

Now, I will never say anything unkind of the gentleman, but 
when there is such a change of heart as that, I would advise gen- 
tlemen here who desire to study the question to look at the rec- 
ords of the 5 Pe Congress and see whether there was any 
reason that might have suggested to the gentleman to keep the 
peace during that Congress. [Applause and laughter on the Re- 
publican side.] Now, can it be possible that my friend 

Mr. TALBERT. Will the gentleman repeat that remark? Idid 
not catch it. 

The SPEAKER, Does the gentleman from Ohio yield? 

Mr. TALBERT, I just want to ask the gentleman what he said. 
I did not catch his remark, 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I said I did not know but that anybody by 
a careful examination of the records of the Fifty-fifth Congress 
might find some reasons why your conscience had not got up to 
the aia piana about the Constitution that it has now. Now, 
why is it? But I must turn aside. I have only suggested it. Ido 
not know that the conditions in the Fifty- fifth Congress have any- 
thing to do with his course in that matter. I want to show how 
mean people mean men like the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
might turn around and suspect that the gentleman was holding 
his conscientious cae pe about the Constitution in abeyance 
during the pendency of certain matters in the last Congress. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I want to say to my friend from Tennessee 
something I believe Iam better capable of stating with knowledge 
of the facts than he. The old soldiers of this country—I speak of 
the great body of the great Army of the Republic, both the mem- 
bers upon the roll of that splendid organization and the men who 
are not on those rolls—are not worried about these private pension 
bills. There is an underlying feeling that there is perhaps con- 
nected with them a discrimination in favor of the men who are 
thereby to be benefited by pensions which has no general applica- 
tion to the whole Grand Army. So Ihave stood here year after 
year and heard these shots fired from the other side about 

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DALZELL, I will yield further time to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. How much time have you? 

Mr. DALZELL. How much time have I, Mr. Speaker? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman has twenty-five minutes re- 
maining. 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. We have pretty liberal pension laws, but 
not such as we would like to have. Ihave long beena convert to 
the doctrine of a service-pension law [appianse] —a law that would 
give to every honorably discharged soldier 9 I want to 
say to my friend that every private pension bill that passes which 
is a favor to a single soldier gr a single widow proves a source of 
criticism from thousands of soldiers, widows, and citizens. Ninety- 
nine out of every hundred soldiers are remitted to the general pen- 
sion law, and special cases come here. The other soldier is re- 
mitted to his rights under the law, and he is jealous of the man 
who gets his special favor. 

Since I have been a member of Con I have procured the 
passage of two pension bills to repension widows Who had been 
pensioned and remarried and got into trouble one way or another 
with their second husbands. Instead of there having been any 
good feeling about it, I have been criticised about those two bills 
more than any other official act of my life; and you will find 
that it is true all along the line. There is a class of cases that 


occur—— 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman allow me to inter- 


rupt him? 
. GROSVENOR, Yes, sir. . 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I agree with the gentleman that a large 
majority, if not nearly all, soldiers can Ken their pensions when 
they are entitled through the Bureau, and that the bills that come 
here are where they have been denied a pension under the general 
laws in the Bureau. 
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Mr. GROSVENOR. Very many of them. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. And nearly all that come here are because 
of some special reason. Now, what 1 wish to emphasize, and I 
think the gentleman ought to agree with me in it, is that where 
these bills are outside of the law, or where, because of some tech- 
nical reason, the Bureau can not give them a pension, we ought 
to have more than ten minutes on a side on those bills. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The gentleman is quite right, and I had 
reached the point where I had said that there is a class of cases, 
when he interrupted me, that should be inquired into. I want to 
say that I have not looked carefully into the reports of the present 
committee, but I feel, and always have felt, that the committee 
in the last Congress was exceedingly wise—I do not know but 
what this committee is quite as wise—in discriminating between 
cases that can not be pensioned there and cases that for some 
reason are not eligible to a pension and those that ought to be 
acted upon; and if we only had those cases here we would have 
no trouble in one day practically passing all of them. 

When I am present at a pension session, which is not always, I 
rely upon the report of the committee, and therefore the length 
of time for debate, ordinarily, is not a matter of very serious im- 

ort tome. There are twoor three classes of business in this 

ouse where I hitch my dependence on the committee; one is the 
Pension Committee, and the other is the Committee on Contested 
Election Cases. I do not propose to be held always strictly ac- 
countable for every vote I make on these questions, and therefore, 
if I should vote to retain the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
3 in his seat in the next Congress, I shall apologize to all 
the worl 
cause there is no other justification 
judgment. [Laughter and applause. ] 

ow, then, as one of the Committee on Rules, I have consented 

to this rule because in my judgment it will benefit the private 
pension claims and the claims from the committee so ably repre- 
sented by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon]. at 
has that committee had up to this time? Nothing. y? Be- 
cause you have always got the condition that puts up one class of 
cases against another class. But if they have two Fridays in each 
month, there will be very little contest about giving them the 
right to be heard. 

If we have pension cases on two Fridays, in my judgment, we 
can pass all that the Committee on Invalid Pensions feel that 
ought to be taken up. They report some bills that ought not to 
be taken up, and they are absolutely 3 about that. What I 
would like to have is that they should bring in one or two gen- 
eral propositions that I would like to vote for. So, Mr. Speaker, 
the report of the Committee on Rules is not intended to injure 
2 one of this class of cases, but will be a benefit to both of 
them. 

Mr. RIDGELY. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
DALZELL] yield to the gentleman from ? 

Mr. DALZELL. Ican not yield tothe gentleman, Mr. Speaker, 
as I desire the remainder of my time myself. The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] does not object, as I understand, to 
the first part of the rule, that which substitutes two week days 
in the month for the evening sessions of Friday, but to that part 
which limits the debate; and he is opposed to that because he says 
it is unprecedented. Before I call his attention to the precedents, 
let me say to the gentleman, for I would have no misunderstand- 
ing about it, that this rule, as reported, is precisely in the condi- 
tion it was in when it was submitted to the gentleman in the room 
of the Committee on Rules. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I take no issue with the gentleman on 
ose I assumed that it was only the change that had been indi- 
cate 
Mr. DALZELL. The gentleman from Tennessee is under the 
impression that rules of a like character which have been adopted 
in 3 Congresses had relation to the discussion in the House 
and not to discussion in Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In the House after the bills had received 
consideration in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. DALZELL. I want to call the gentleman's attention to 
the rule that was adopted at the first session of the Fifty-fourth 
Congress on the 5th of May, 1896. 

Resolved, That Wednesday, May 6, 1896, and Wednesday, May 13, 1896, im- 
mediately after the reading of the Journal on each day, the House shall re- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole House for the consideration of 


such bills as are in order on sessions of Friday evening; and in the consid 


era- 
tion of such bills under this resolution ten minutes’ debate shall be allowe 


on each bill with amendments thereto, such time to be divided equally be- 
tween those favoring and those opposing the bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if each one 
of these bills was not considered or had not had consideration in 
the Committee of the Whole? 

Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Then he will find, if he will pardon me, 


could possibly have in my 


because the committee reported in his favor, and be- 


that this resolution only applied ally to one or two days and 
not to 1 amendment of the rule. 

Mr. D ELL. That may be a modification of the gentleman's 
statement. Here is a precedent where the debate was limited to 
five minutes on a side, and where two days were set apart for con- 
sideration immediately after the reading of the Journal, and where 
the debate was limited in the Committee of the Whole House. 

I call the gentleman’s attention again toa resolution which was 
adopted in the second session of the Fifty-fourth Congress, on 
Tuesday, the 19th day of January, 1897: 

Resolved, That on Tuesday, the 19th day of January, immediately after the 
reading of the Journal, the House shall resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole House for the consideration of such bills as are in order at sessions on 
Friday 1 and im consideration of such bills under the resolution ten 
minutes’ debate shall be allowed on each bill with amendments thereto, such 
time to be divided equally between those favoring and those opposing the bill. 

So my friend is mistaken when he says this is an unprecedented 
rule. y friend will recognize the fact that precisely the same 
influences that compel the introduction into the House to-day of 
the main provision of the rule providing for day sessions compel 
also some limitation on debate. All gentlemen are familiar with 
the history of attempted pension legislation in this Congress. I 
do not lay any blame to that side of the House. 

I have been told time and again by gentlemen on that side of 
the House, without number, that they were willing to contribute 
so far as they could to sion legislation, and that they regret- 
ted the fact that.a single one of their members came here night 
after night and raised the technical objection against going into 
Committee of the Whole, which requires the presence of only 100 
members, that there were not ee to pass that perfunctory 
motion a quorum of the whole House. 

And I want to say that I do not believe that in any Congress 
that I have known the Friday evening sessions of the House have 
been so well attended as they have been during the present Con- 
gress. I find, for instance, that on one evening there were pres- 
ent 117 members, 17 more than were necessary, under the rules, 
to do business, and there stood between them and the effort to do 
business the simple technical objection that there were not 179 
members to adopt a motion to go into Committee of the Whole, 
I find that on another evening there were 169 members present, 
9 less than a quorum; on another evening 156 members; and on 
last Friday ph Pal only 7 less than a quorum. 

Mr. DRIGGS. the gentleman will allow me, I would like to 
ask whether, in examining the list of members present at those 
2 sessions, he has observed the political sides that they 
occupy 

Mr. DALZELL. Oh, I havenotdrawnany distinction between 
Democratsand Republicans on pension legislation. Ido not know 
of any Democrat that differs from a Republican with ect to 
pension Peover except the gentleman from South Carolina. 

Mr. TALBERT, Will the’gentleman allow 

Mr. DALZELL. I will not “allow.” I decline to yield to the 
gentleman. 

I draw no such distinction, because I am not imputing blame 
to that side of the House. I do not think blame is to be imputed 
to either side of the House with respect to these Friday night ses- 
sions. When you take into consideration the number of members 
constituting this body, the number that must at all times neces- 
sarily be absent, the number who are sick, the number who are 
physically incapable of attending to committee duties, and after 
spending five hours in the atmosphere of this House, of coming 
here toan evening session, I think that the record is a remarkable 
one = one of which both sides of the House have aright to be 
prow 

Why, gentlemen, to show the technical, and, if I should indulge 
in such language as has been indulged in here to-day, I might say 
the hypocritical, objection against proceeding with Friday evening 


pension legislation, I call your attention to the fact that the only 
ming the House has to do on Friday evening, as contemplated 
by the rule, is to go into Committee of the ole; and to say 


that you shail have 79 more members present every Friday even- 
ing mian are = ;: to transact pasmes on that pronu Te 

e rule, simply for the purpose o pasan a single unctory 
motion, is to show the insincerity of the whole 3 

So that I end as I poraa: The necessity that prompts the intro- 
duction of the main rule prompts the introduction of the rule pro- 
viding for limitation of debate, so that members on both sides of 
the House who are interested in proper legislation for the old sol- 
dier shall have an opportunity; withoutany hypocritical objection, 
to legislate in accordance with their will. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask for gat tee question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I the gentleman to yield one min- 


ute 

Mr. DALZELL. I yield to the gentleman for a moment. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In view of the fair statement which the 
gentleman has made, 1 side of the House of any dis- 
position to defeat pension legislation, why can we not agree that 
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the rule may be adopted without the clause limiting debate to ten 
minutes on a side? Because I assure the gentleman there will be 
no disposition to fritter away the time. It is because I dislike to 
see the precedent established of putting into the permanent rules 
of the House a limitation of this kind upon debate that I make 
this suggestion. I believe the gentleman can accomplish all he 
wishes in the way of pension legislation without it. 

Mr. DALZELL. ow, Mr. Speaker, without wishing to say 
anything unkind to gentlemen on the other side, I must remark 
that the gentleman from Tennessee can not be responsible for that 
side of the House, because, though a while ago he said he would 
guarantee to us that there would be no filibustering, yet the gen- 
tleman from South Carolina who followed him within ten min- 
utes announced that on all possible occasions when he could drag 
himself to the House he would filibuster, if nobody else did. 

Nevertheless, having said that much, I now accept the sugges 
tion just made by the gentleman from Tennessee and withdraw 
the latter of the 7 rule. [Applaus.] 

The SP R. ithout objection, the ten-minute limita- 
tion will be withdrawn from this proposed rule. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

The question being taken on agreeing to the resolution as modi- 
fied, it was decided in the affirmative. 

The SPEAKER. The pee rule as modified is adopted. 

On motion of Mr. DA LL, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ELECTION CONTEST—WISE VS. YOUNG. 


Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, it was arranged that the contested- 
election case from the Second district of Virginia—Wise vs. 
Young—would follow immediately the contested-election case 
just osed of this afternoon. 

The SPEAKER. Notice was given to that effect. 

Mr. WEEKS. Notice was given to that effect. I now renew 
my notice, and am about to ask that the case be taken up. But 
previous to doing so, I desire to offer a resolution on a question of 
PemeSPEAKER, 

TheSP . Thegentleman from Michigan, from the Com- 
mittee on Elections No. 3, submits the resolutions which the Clerk 
will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 5 

In the contested-election case of Richard A. Wise against William A. Young, 
I offer the following resolutions in lieu of the resolution in the report of the 

jority of the committee: 

‘esolved, That William A. Young was not elected a mem of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress from the Second Congressional district of V. ia and is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Richard A. Wise was duly elected a member of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress from the Second Congressional district of Virginia and is en- 
titled to a seat therein. 

Mr. WEEKS. Now, Mr. S er, I offer these resolutions in 
lieu of the resolutions repo by the Committee on Elections, 

The SP - the minority of the committee wish its 
substitute resolution to be pending at the same time? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. The minority of the committee, Mr. 
Speaker, ask that their resolution be considered as pending. 

The SPEAKER. Then the substitute proposed by the minority 
will be considered also as pending. 

Mr. WEEKS, That is correct. 

The substitute resolution is as follows: 

Resolved, That William A. Young was duly elected toa seatas Representa- 
tive from the Second Congressional district of Virginia in the ty-sixth 
Congress of the United States and should retain the same. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Now Ir ‘ally ask the gentleman 
from Michigan that we make this kind of an agreement: That 
this case be taken up immediately after the approval of the Jour- 
nal to-morrow and be discussed until half past 2 0’clock on Satur- 
day afternoon, at which time a vote shall be taken in the House. 
And I make that toy ae Mr. Speaker, on this ground. It is 
now half past 4 o’clock—— 

Mr. DALZELL. Let meinterrupt the gentleman from Texas 
to state that to-morrow, under the rule just adopted, is set aside 
for the consideration of private pension bills. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. What is thestatement of the gentleman? 

Mr. DALZELL. Under the rule just adopted to-morrow has 
been set aside for the consideration of private bills under thesame 
order as has heretofore prevailed on Friday night sessions. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then I suggest that this case be taken 
up now, in view of what the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
stated, and that a vote be had, say, at 4 o’clock on Saturday after- 
noon. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas makes a request 
which the Chair will submit to the House. The gentleman asks 
unanimous consent that this election contest, which has just been 
reported from the committee, be taken up for discussion now, and 
that a vote be taken on the same at 4 o'clock on Saturday afternoon. 
Is wee to the request of the gentleman from Texas? 

Mr. 8 er, I object. I should prefer very 


Mr. 
much—however much I would like to meet the wishes of the gen- 


tleman from Texas—I should 
submitted to the vote of the 
o'clock. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. But that, the gentlemen will remem- 


ber, is District day. 
caw it is. But I rely upon getting the con- 


refer that this case be argued and 
ouse on Monday at f past 2 


Mr. WEEKS. 
sent of the chairman of the District Committee to have a vote 
taken at that time. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Michigan objects to the 
request of the gentleman from Texas and makes a request in lieu 
thereof, which the Chair will submit to the House, that this case 
be considered now, and that on Saturday a vote be taken at half 
past 2 o'clock, Is there objection? 3 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. In order to be entirely even with my 
friend from Michigan, and to be placed on all fours with him, I 


se es dar hter. 
he SPEA .. Objection is made. The gentleman from 
a a is recognized if he desires to proceed with the case now. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I call up the case for present con- 
sideration, and will state to the House that I shall move the pre- 
vious question at half past 2 o’clock on Monday next. 

7 The SPEAKER, The gentleman has given notice of his inten- 
on. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I do not see the chairman of the 
District Committee here, but I desire to give notice to the gentle- 
man that we will ask the House to assign the day properly 1 
ing to the Committee on the District to that committee, and s 
make objection to any other arrangement until I know his wishes 


in oe 

Mr. EKS. Mr. Speaker, this contest comes from the Second 
Congressional district of Virginia, and the members of this House 
have been already advised of the facts claimed by the contestant 
through the report of the Committee on Elections No. 3, which 
has been delivered by mail, or otherwise, to the members of the 
House. In presenting the argument at this time in supportof the 
report of the committee it will not, therefore, be necessary to go 
largely into detail, inasmuch as every member has had an opportu- 
nity of examining the report and the figures shown relating to the 
election in question, in every precinct, contested or otherwise, 
throughout the Congressional district. 

The results of these figures show to the satisfaction of the ma- 
jority of the committee that the contestant, Richard A. Wise, 
was honestly elected to the seat in this House over the contestee 
by a majority of 1,947 votes. This result is reached by first stat- 
ing the returnsfrom the uncontested counties of Charles City, Eliza- 
beth City, and Norfolkandthe ie of Newport News, which gave to 
the contestant a majority of 549 votes; by throwing out of con- 
sideration the entire vote of Norfolk, save those proven by the con- 
testant, 437 votes, and afterwards taking up in detail the other 
contested voting precinctsin the district, throwing ont the returns 
from those districts where the result is tainted with fraud, and 
giving to the contestant the votes proven to have been received by 

im; all of which is particularly and carefully stated in the report 
of the committee, and which would, on this basis, give to the con- 
testant a clear majority over the contestee of 2,434 votes, 

In attacking the returns from the city of Norfolk, the theory of 
the contestant, which was fully sustained to the satisfaction of 
the committee, was that there was a general plan or scheme, con- 
cocted by the partisans of Young, to prepare and have a false and 
fraudulent poll list and in some manner cause to be placed in the 
ballot boxes a sufficient number of fraudulent yotes to approxi- 
mately compare with these fraudulent poll lists, and on the count 
of the ballot, and making the returns to count all such fraudulent 
votes for the contestee, and thus defeat the contestant. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; one question. 

Mr. HAY. I do not wish to interrupt the gentleman, if he 
does not desire to be interrupted. 

Mr. WEEKS. Ishould prefer to make the argument as much 
in my own way as possible, for the reason that it consists largely 
of an examination of the fi I am not going to talk about 
other matters outside of the case. Ishall address myself to the 
House as an attorney would address a jury under the direction 
of the court, confining himself to the case on trial, and I shall in- 
dulge in very few of those glittering political generalities which 
are so interesting to some gentlemen on this floor, and which re- 
ceive such generous applause on the other side, They are gems 
in their way, but we will lay them aside for this occasion. 

It appears certain to the committee that this plan or scheme 
was worked thoroughly in the city of Norfolk in all its precincts, 
in some more thoroughly than in others; and it appears equally 
plain to the committee from the returns from all counties that 
the concoctors of this plan caused it to be spread over the district, 
and while the rural experts were not as cunning and intelligent 
as those who manipulated the Norfolk election, it seems to the 
committee very pl that the method of cheating in Norfolk 


was carried out wherever it was possible, and where plan was 
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not carried out others were adopted quite as effective to carry out 
what the committee recognizes as a general scheme to cheat the 
contestant out of his election. 

I shall direct my attention in the remarks I am about to make 
first to the city of Norfolk, where the frauds permeating the re- 
turns from every precinct are very transparent and were so clum- 
sily worked as to deceive only the most unsophisticated. No doubt 
seems to exist that the 11 voting precincts in the city of Norfolk 
are badly tainted with this transparent fraud, and in all the pre- 
cincts the performance was so similar that no doubt is left that it 
was planned and the motives of its practice disseminated to all 
the precincts from a common center. I call the attention of the 
House to the returns from all the counties outside of Norfolk, and 
any gentleman making careful figures will discover that upon 
these returns, of all the counties outside the city of Norfolk, con- 
testant was elected by a majority of at least 2,400 votes when the 
returns are properly corrected and the results honestly obtained. 

It is perhaps well to note the fact that in the Congressional 
election of 1898 the vote was unusually light, The returns in 1898 
gave a total of 21,832 votes cast, of which 16,666 were from the 
counties and 5,166 from the city of Norfolk, the rural vote falling 
off 8,681, or over 34 per cent from the vote of 1896, and the vote of 
Norfolk in 1898 falling off only 13 per cent less than in 1896. Itis 
curious to note also that the returns from the Reet four counties 
in the district uncontested—Charles City, Elizabeth City, Norfolk 
County, and the county of Ne rt News—shows that the cape | 
off between the vote of 1896 and 1898 was nearly 50 per cent, an 
this remarkable change or falling off in the vote has not been ex- 
plained and no one has attempted to explain it. It is also well to 
call the attention of the House to the fact, as will be seen on pages 
70, 71, and 72 of the brief filed for the contestee, that the counsel 
for the contestee admits that no claim can be made for 1,060 of 
the 3,604 votes returned for him from Norfolk, and that the 
returns from both precincts of the Fifth Ward must be thrown 
out. 

sai BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a ques- 
tion 

Mr. WEEKS, Iwill 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. If the contestee concedes these votes 
and pide them up, wherein is the necessity for the gentleman's 
dwelling upon them at such length? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will tell the gentleman from Texas. I am 
making these statements with regard to the two precincts so gen- 
erously and gracefully yielded to the contestant on the ground of 
fraud, simply to illustrate and call attention hereafter to the fact 
that every other precinct in the city is just like that. They are 
worthy of mention as showing the general character of the elec- 
tion in the city of Norfolk. 

An examination of all the returns from Norfolk will show that 
the returns from the two precincts of the Fifth Ward, conceded to 
be fraudulent, are exactly like those from other wards in the city 
in every essential characteristic, and the admission that they are 
false and fraudulent is a confession as to every other precinct in 
the city. I desire to state here that on the hearing and argument 
before the committee, counsel for the contestee, after having his 
attention called to the remarkable evidence of fraud in the returns 
and polling lists—the padding of the polling lists by the importa- 
tion of false and fictitious persons—was asked in the presence of 
the whole committee whether he could explain the alphabetical 
arrangement of the names of alleged voters on the pening lists, as 
will be hereafter more specially referred to, and the counsel’s 
reply was that he could not explain it. He was then asked the 
question whether he would justify before the committee such ap- 
pearances, and with equal frankness stated that he would not. 

Mr, Speaker, I claim that the same rule applies here that would 
in the trial of a suit in a court of law where the client is bound by 
the statements and admissions of his counsel made during the 


progress of the trial. No rule or practice is more familiar than 


this. Counsel in stating a case at the opening of a trial binds the 
party whose case he is stating; and if he has not stated a good 
and sufficient cause, the court would refuse to permit it to proceed 
and direct a verdict; so, in the midst of a trial of a suit at law 
counsel is asked whether such and such a proposition is admitted 
and states that it is, whereupon the court, taking the admission of 
the counsel, would direct a judgment or a verdict. This occurs 
so frequently that I need only refer to the fact, and every lawyer 
in this House will see the importance of the admission which was 
made by Mr. Brooke as against the contestee, for whom he was 
acting upon this hearing before the committee. If, therefore, the 
admission is held to be an admission of the contestee, every vote 


received by the contestee in the city of Norfolk must be discarded | H. W. 
and the vote of the whole city must be given to the contestant, so 
far as he has proven the yotes received by him, which, as already 
stated, amounted to 437, 


mittee. ) 
In discussing the vote of the city of Norfolk I will take the first 


(See page 15 of the report of the com- 


precinct of the Fifth Ward asa sample. Seven hundred and nine 
men yoted. The returns give Young 529 and give Wise 52. The 
votes returned, however, fall 20 short of what the poll porporioa 
to have been cast. The evidence shows that the Republican tally 
2 who knew that the vote polled was barely half as large 
as that cast in 1896, were surprised when they saw the returns; 
but when they saw the poll books, there was no difficulty in un- 
derstanding how the thing could occur. By turning to the record 
page 1105, this remarkable evidence will be found: 
hat blocks of names of men who never voted had been tran- 
scribed into this poll book, and that it had been done in a very 
awkward way. ple: On the poll book, page 1105, from vote 
No. 536 to No. 548, 8 persons with names beginning with A ap- 
pear to have voted 5 followed by 30 persons Whose 
names begin with B, No. 544 to No. 573. This was followed by 13 
rsons whose names began with C, No. 574 to No. 586, inclusive. 
will not stop to dwell upon the singular coincidence of such cir- 
cumstance, but it is all the more remarkable when the same 
thing exactly is found to have occurred in all the other precincts 
of the city. The contestant does not rest entirely upon the re- 
markable circumstance or coincidence of alphabetical arrange- 
ment, but introduces evidence to prove by 16 men, whose names 
appear on the poll list thus arranged, that they did not vote. Of 

ese 16 was the name of one who appeared in the middle of a 
group of A’s, 2 whose names appe: in the middle of a group of 
B's, and 2 whose names appeared in the middle of a pone of C's, 
These were well-known men with whom the judges of the election 
at the precinct were well acquainted and concerning whom there 
could have been no misapprehension, (See record, page 1116; 
testimony of Woodworth and Tierney, pronnan; Republicans.) 

The contestant also proved, as shown by the record, that 6 others 
whose names appear as having voted were nonresidents of the dis- 
trict and were even nonresidents of the State. Pursuing the mat- 
ter still further, the contestant proved by the Democratic registrar 
of the election that 32 names appear on the Ron book as having 
voted were not on the registration list at all. is circumstance is 
treated by the contestee in his brief in a very light, airy manner, 
where he speaks of ‘‘ these apparentirregularities,” and states that 
they are ‘‘ difficult to explain,” and dism the matter by paying 
a compliment to the high character of the election officials at this 
precinct, Could anything be more conclusive of fraud than the 
5 hE presented from the first precinct of the Fifth Ward of 

orfo! 

Let ustake the second precinct of the Fifth Ward. Here 528 
votes were cast and only 506 accounted for. The returns gave 
Young 407 and Wise 22, and in six linesof his brief (page 70) con- 
testee gives up these 400 votes without-even a compliment to the 
judges of the election, admitting that the returns from this pre- 
cinct are too evidently rotten with fraud to be considered even by 
the contestee. The block system of transfers of names from the 
registration book to the poll book is again apparent in this return; 
but we need not discuss this particular precinct, as it is conceded 
that it should be cast aside. Among the little instances, however, 
worth 3 as showing the general character of the elec- 
tion in the city of Norfolk, is this: The Democratic registrar proves 
26 names on the poll book not on the registration book; 9 voters, 
whose names are scattered through the lists on the poll book, swear 
that they never voted; the registrar swears there are no names 
like theirs on the registration book; 2 persons, as having voted, 
were proves to have been dead; others returned as voting ara 
proved to have been in the Army and absent. And this over- 
whelming proof, regardless of the contestee’s confession, shows 
that more than one-fourth of the returns from Norfolk for con- 
testee are utterly unworthy of belief. 

Mr. Speaker, at the request of several gentlemen about me, I will 
now suspend my speech and move that the House do now adjourn, 
reserving the right to continue my remarks when the consideration 
of this case is resumed. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. At what time? 

Mr. WEEKS. On Saturday, I suppose. 

The SPEAKER, Will the gentleman withhold his motion to 
adjourn, to allow the Chair to submit two messages from the 
President of the United States? 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and a joint 
resolution of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the 


same: 

H. R. 2321. An act granting an increase of pension to Horatio 
aren; 

H. R. 1806. An act for the relief of W. W. Riley; 

H. R. 2637. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Hammer; and 

H. J. Res. 119. An act to amend an act entitled An act to ex- 
tend Rhode Island avenue,“ approved February 10, 1899. 
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EXPENDITURES OF AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENTAL STATIONS. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President; which was read, referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, and ordered to be printed: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a report of the of ‘ture on the work 
and nditures of the agricultural experimental i blished under 
the act of of 2, 1887, for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1899, in 


year. 

Executive MANSION, March 8, 1900. 

NATIONAL CELEBRATION OF THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE SEAT OF 
GOVERNMENT IN THE CITY OF WASHINGTON. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message of 
the President; which was read, referred to the Select Committee 
on the Centennial of the Establishment of the Seat of Government 
in Washington, and ordered to be printed: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith, for the information of Con the report of the 
p: of the committee appointed in conformity with an act of Con- 
gress entitled An act to provide for an appropriate national celebration of 
the establishment of the seat of government in the District of Columbia,” 


approved February 28, 1899. 
l WILLIAM McKINLEY. 
EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 7, 1900. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr, 
GAmes, for ten days, on account of important business. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS, 

Mr. WEEKS. If the motion to adjourn is carried, Mr. Speaker, 
when do I resume the argument in this case? 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman will be recognized when he 
ca ls up the case. 

Mr. EKS. I will give notice 

Mr. BARTLETT. I hope the gentleman will speak up, there is 
such — immense audience here now, so that we may be able to 
hear him. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, judging from what the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania said a moment ago, my idea was 
that the case over until Saturday. 

The SPEAKER The regular order to-morrow will be the con- 
sideration of ion business, under the new rule just adopted. 
The Chair thinks it would be well that that be understood between 
the two sides, so that gentleman will not be here unnecessarily 
for that The gentleman reserves the balance of his time? 
Mr. WEE Les, sir. 

The SPEAKER, And moves that the House do now adjourn? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, sir. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 5 o'clock and 8 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


WILLIAM McKINLEY. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
nications were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a communication from the Secretary of the Navy sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for deficiencies in funds for 
printing and r the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. : 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Commissioner of Fish and Fisheries 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for fish hatchery stationed 
at St. Johnsbury, Vt.—to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. a 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a re- 

rt of the Quartermaster-General of the Army on the claim of 
Beas J. Hewitt, of Missouri—to the Committee on War Claims, 
and ordered to be printed in part as designated. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting, with 
a letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of the examination 
and survey of Diamond Reef and Coenties Reef, East River, New 
5 the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to 

printed. eae 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting a paper 
relating to the claim of Maj. J. B. Guthrie, and also a copy of 
the report of the Judge-Adyocate-General of the Army, together 
with draft of a bill—to the Committee on War Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from i 


committees, delivered to 


mp Ba and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
8923) to revise and codify the laws relating to the Post-Office De- 
partment and postal service and to amend the same, and for other 
purposes, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 551); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on Appropriations, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. . 9279) making 
appropriations to supply additional urgent deficiencies in the ap- 
propriations for the fecal year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior 
years, and for other purposes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 552); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred the concurrent resolution of the House (H. C. Res, 
26) to print 25,000 copies of the report of First Assistant Post- 
master-General for the year ending June 20, 1899, in lieu of H. C. 
Res, No. 13, accompanied by a report (No, 553); which said con- 
current resolution and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 75) to print 31,000 copies of 
the eulogies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the 
United States, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 554)* which said joint resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 159) to amend joint reso- 
lution to furnish the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to members of 
the press, and so forth, approved February 17, 1897, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 555); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. Con. Res. No. 25) to print 
12,500 copies of the report of the Director of Geological Survey re- 
lating to Cape Nome district, in Alaska, reported the same withont 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 556); which said con- 
current resolution and report were referred to the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
joint resolution of the Senate (S. R. 91) authorizing the printing 
of extra copies of the publications of the Office of Naval Intelli- 
gence, Navy Department, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 557); which said joint resolution 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. Con. Res. No. 22) to print 
12,500 copies of the ings in connection with the receipt of the 
Webster statue on January 18, 1900, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 560); which said concurrent 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5763) to extend the pub- 
lic land laws to the district of Alaska, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 561); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union. 

Mr. ADAMS, from the Committee on Foreign Affairs, to which 


‘was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1026) to increase the 


efficiency of the foreign service of the United States and to pro- 
vide for the reorganization of the consular service, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 582); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of tho 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. KETCHAM, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 876) authorizing 
the Secretary of War to reconstruct the post of Fort Hamilton, 
N. V., according to a new and appropriate plan, to purchase or 
acquire by exchange, or both, the necessary ground adjoining the 
Government reservation, and to erect buildings, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 564); which 
said bill and report were referred to Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. A i 

Mr. LACEY, from thè Committee on the Public Lands, to which 
was referred the House bill 7572, reported in lieu thereof a bill 
(H. R. 9310) extending in the district of Alaska the placer-mining 
laws to lands reserved from sale in sections 1 and 10 of an act of 
Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled ‘‘An act extending the 


1900. 


homestead laws and providing for right of way for railroads in 
the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” accompanied by a 
report (No. 566); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS, 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 523) for the relief 
of Arba N. Waterman, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a popari (No. 550); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WEEKS, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1752) granting a pension to James 
J. Wheeler, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 558); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr, HENRY C. SMITH, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 548) granting a 
pension to Edward Harris, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 559); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. > 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the te (S. 2368) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary A. Randall, ed the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 563); Which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FREER, from the Committee on Patents, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 638) to extend certain patents 
of Seth H. Smith, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
— by a report (No. ron) Vib ese said bill and report were re- 

erred to the A 


ivate Calen 
PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
a the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ows: 

By Mr. CANNON, from the Committee on A riations: A 
bill (H. R. 9279) making appropriations to supply additional ur- 
= deficiencies in the appropriations for the l year ending 

une 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes—to the 
Union Calendar. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9280) to make applicable to 
the e Corps the provisions of the act of March 3, 1899, to 
reorganize and increase the efficiency of the personnel of the 
ys Corps of the United States—to the Committee on Naval 


By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9281) providing for an addi- 
tional circuit judge in the second judicial district—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 


Also, a bill Me R. 9283) to regulate insurance in the District of 
Columbia, and for other purposes—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

By Mr. LANHAM:. A bill (H. R. 9284) to attach the county of 
Foard, in the State of Texas, to the Fort Worth division of the 
northern district of Texas, and providing that all process issued 
against defendants residing in said county shall be returned to 
Fort Worth—to the Committee on the J gee S 

By Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9285) to grant 
lands to the State of Alabama for the purposes of education of 
colored students at Montgomery, Ala., and for the use of the State 
Sok i College at Troy, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 9286) authorizing the construc- 
tion of a training ship for service upon the Mississippi River 
25 the use of the naval militia—to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. 

By Mr. NEWLANDS: A bill (H. R. 9287) to increase the salary 
of the United States marshal for the district of Nevada—to the 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9288) to amend section 12 of 
the customs administrative act of 1890—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means, 

„ a bill (H. R. 9289) authorizing and empowering the Secre- 

of War to t the right of way for and the right to operate 

and maintain a line of railroad through the Fort Ontario Military 

Reservation, in the State of New York, to the Oswego and Rome 
Railroad Company—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9290) to extend the system ‘of 
pit 


p c surveys to the district of Alaska—to the Committee on the 
ublic Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9291) to extend the timber and stone acts to 
the district of Alaska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9292) for the improve- 
ment of the Missouri River at and near the city of Union, Prank. 
lin sy Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Br Mr. ELLIOTT: A bill (H. R. 9293) to permit certain burials 
of the dead in the lands of the Protestant Episcopal Cathedral 
Foundation of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9294) to limit placer-mining 
claims in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands. ` 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9295) to prohibit the location of mining claims 
by pore of attorney in the district of Alaska—to the Committee 
on the Public Lands, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9296) to amend the homestead laws of the 
district of Alaska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, from the Committee on the Public Lands: A bill (H. R. 
9310) extending in the district of Alaska the placer-mi laws to 
lands reserved from sale in sections 1 and 10 of an act of gress 
approved May 14, 1898, entitled “An act extending the homestead 
laws and providing for right of way for railroadsin the district of 
3 and for other purposes to the Committee on the Public 

nds. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9342) for the relief of homestead 
“ps 785 and for other purposes to the Committee on the Public 

n 

By Mr. PIERCE of Tennessee (by request): A bill (H. R. 9343) 
to amend section 6, chapter 119, United States Statutes at Large, 
relating to Indian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. KLEBERG (by request): A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 
197) for the relief of heirs of S. A. Belden & Co.—to the Committee 
on Foreign Affairs. - 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 198) provid- 
ing for the printing and distribution of the general report of the 
expedition of the steamer Fishhawk to Puerto Rico, including the 
chapter relating to the fish and fisheries of Puerto Rico, as con- 
tained in the Fish Commission Bulletin for 1900—to the Commit- 
tee on Printing. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A memorial of the general assembly of 
Pennsylvania, urging Federal legislation to protect free labor 
from injurious competition with contract labor—to the Commit- 
tes on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A joint resolution and memorial of the 
ese assembly of the State of Maryland, for the of a 

ill to reimburse and indemnify the mayor and aldermen of Fred- 
erick, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. BRICK: A bill (H. R. 9297) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of Jonas Albert—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9298) to remove the charge of desertion from 
the military record of Andrew Matheny—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. : 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9299) to authorize the Presi- 
dent to place the name of Archibald K. Eddowes on the retired. 
list of the United States Navy with the rank of chief engineer, 
United States Navy—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9300) granting a pension to 
Hughey H. Herring, late of the United States Navy—to the Com- 
mie aT TE Sanding a pension to Matthew VE 

so, a bill ( . $301) granting a pension to Matthew V. Elli 
of Exie, Ala.—to the Committee — Penning: 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9302) for relief of John A. Bates—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: A bill (H. R. 9303) granting a pension to 
Eliza Jane Garvin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CANNON: A bill (H. R. 9304) to restore pension to 
Sarah A. Fugett, widow of James H. Fugett, Company K, Seventh 
Kanay Cavalry Volunteers—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9305) for the relief of Robert H. 
Semple—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9306) for the relief of G. W. Seaman late 
postmaster at Red Mountain, Colo. —to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 9307) granting a pension to 
Mary A. Colhoun—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAYTON: A bill (H. R. 9308) granting an increase of 
pension toJoseph M. Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


2690 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


MARCE 8, 


By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9309) 
for the relief of the estate of Nicholas White, deceased, late of 
Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 9311) granting a pension to 
Harvey McClanahan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9312) granting a pension to Mary McGowan— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9313) to correct 
the military record of Henry Myers—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9314) granting a pension to Horace Wilson— 
to the Commis ee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 9315) directing the issue of du- 
plicate of lost check drawn by C. C. Sniffen, major, United States 
Army, in favor of Fourth National Bank, New York City—to the 
Comunittee on Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9316) granting an increase 
of pension to Wesley N. Longcor—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9317) for the re- 
lief of the estate of W. T. Collins, deceased, late of Hinds County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. JACK: A bill (H. R. 9318) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to James M. Derby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 9319) for the relief of Patrick 
O'Neil—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 9320) for the relief of 
Albert Steiner—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9321) ting a pension to 
Nancy A. Killough- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9322) for the relief of Bayles E. 
Cobb, of Fordyce, Ark.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9323) for the relief of the widow and heirs of 
the late D. G. Hineman, late of Fayette County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. ° 

By Mr. O'GRADY: A bilt (H. R. 9324) to correct the military 
record of Leroy F. Hammond—to the Committee on Military Af- 


fairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9325) granting a pension to James McNabb— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ; 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9326) for the relief of Robert C. 
Hornsburg, of Washington County, Md.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9327) granting an increase of pension to 
John W. Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9328) for the relief of the Columbian Iron 
Works and Dock Company—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 9329) granting a pen- 
sion to Norman P. Brown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9330) granting a pension to 
Emma B. Taber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9331) granting an 
increase of pension to Helen F. Thomas—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. X 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9382) granting a pension to Carrie L. Arm- 
strong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9333) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry H. Geiger—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 9334) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Reuben W. Bartram—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 9335) granting a 

. pension to Felix Lindsey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A bill (H. R. 9336) to grant a pension to 
Isabella Armiger, mother of John M. Armiger, late of Company A, 
Eleventh Regiment Maryland Infantry Volunteers, and so forth— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9337) for the 
relief oe John D. Ryan, of Meridian, Miss.—to the Committee on 


ar ms. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9338) for the relief of the estate of William 
ited late of Scott County, Miss.—to the Committee on War 


ms. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 9339) for the 
relief of Charles Davis, assignee of Augustus D. Saylor, deceased— 
to the Committee on Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9340) granting a pension to Charles Moyer— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9341) ting a pension to Thomas Chase— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following 88 and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
By the SPEAKER: Petitions of J. J. Conger, C. W. Jardy, and 


other retail dealers, of Oneida, Iowa, in favor of the Grout bill 
taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: Petition of the St. Louis Credit Men's 
Association, protesting a repeal of the 3 act and recom- 
mending amendments for the better protection of creditor and 
debtor alike—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of Colonel Lennard Post, No. 251, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Missouri, and others, urging the passage of House 
bill No. 2583, giving veterans preference in employment—to the 
Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: Petitions of W. B. Hill, chancellor of the 
University of Georgia, and B. F. Holder, jr., of Forsythe, Ga., 
against the pandago of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Olathe, Colo., also of the Baptist Church of Olathe, for 
the passage of a bill giving prohibition to Hawaii—to the Com- 
mittee on the Territories. - 

Also, petitions of J. B. Macarey, of Denver, Colo., adjutant 
First Regiment, National Guard, Colorado State Militia, and 
W. F. White, of Grand Junction, Colo., in favor of House bill 
No. 7936, making an increase in the appropriation for armingand 
equipping the militia of the States and Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on Militia. 

Also, petition of the Chemical Manufacturing Company of 
Denver, Colo., for the improvement of Trinity River to the city 
Dallas, Tex.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce of Denver, Colo., 
in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to regulate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Christian Keck, of Del Norte; F. L. Heuschkel, 
of Glenwood Springs; James P. Williams, of Pueblo; H. Apple- 
gate, of Lamar; H. A. Tanner, of Fondis, and C. H. Lovelady, of 
Lamar, Colo., in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, penaos of G. A. Gibbs, of Del Norte; W. W. Taylor, of 
Trinidad; H. F. Morgan, of Arriola; M. R. Wedell, of Dolores; and 
Hugh Quinn and J. J. Pride, of Durango, State of Colorado, fa- 
voring Government distribution of vaccine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Federal Labor Union No. 1, of Pueblo, Colo., 
against the passage of House bill No. 7936, increasing the appro- 
priation for the State militia—to the Committee on the Militia. 

Also, petition of Charles Denison, M. D.,of Denver, Colo., favor- 
ing the passage of Senate bill No. 1440and House bill No. 6618, relat- 
ing to a department of public health; also against the passage of 
Senate bill No, 34, prohibiting vivisection—to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of the Woman's Club of Denver, Colo., protest- 
ing against the desecration of the national flag—to the Committee 
on the i 

By Mr. BROS LUS: Protest of J. R. Missliner, of Mount Joy, Pa., 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of General Welsh Post, No. 118, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Columbia. Pa., in favor of House bill No. 7094, to 
establish a branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on 3 Affairs. 

By Mr. BULL: Petition of Dr. John M. Peters, superintendent, 
and other officers of the Rhode Island Hospital, indorsing House 
bill No. 6879, for the employment of women nurses in military 
hospitals of the Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of Portsmouth Grange, No. 29, of Portsmouth, 
and Kingston Grange, No. 10, Kingston, R. I., Patrons of Indus- 
try, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the 
act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, 

Also, resolution of the New England Manufacturing Jewelers’ 
Association, protesting against the ratification of the treaty with 
France—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 

By Mr. BURNETT: Affidavit of J. A. Choate, to accompany 
House bill No. 7853, to remove the charge of desertion against 
him—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CALDWELL: Petition of Robert Irwin and others, of 
Beason, III., favoring the bill relating to dairy products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Resolutions of James C. Nichols Post, No. 
19, Grand Army of the Republic, of Rockland, R. I., indorsing the 
bill to establish a Branch Home for disabled soldiers at or near 
Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the New England Manufacturing Jewelers’ 
Association, protesting against the ratification of the reciprocity 
treaty with 8 the Committee on Fore irs. 

Also, resolutions of West Kingston Grange, No. 10, Patrons of 


‘Husbandry, of Kingston, R. I., urging the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1439, relative to amendments to the interstate- commerce law— 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
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Also, petition of Dr. John M. Peters, superintendent, and other 
officers of the Rhode Island Hospital, in favor of the bill for the 
5 of female nurses in the Army—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petitions of E. F. N. Edwards and others, 
of Spring Brook, and John Sayers and others, of Maple Lake, 
Pa., in fayor of the Grout bill, taxing oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. CRUMP: Petitions of C. H. Steiger, of Midland, and 
J. P. Leknot, of Bay City, Mich., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, remonstrance of the Michigan Hardware Association, of 
Detroit, Mich., against the parcel-post bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. S. Killmer, C. J. Brandt, and A. H. Willis, 
of Standish, Mich., favoring the peiko of House bill No. 3717, 
amending the oleomargarine law—to the Committee on Agricul- 


ture. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of J. M. Bowen and others, drug- 
gists, of Atchison, Kans., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Western Pennsylvania Retail 
Druggists’ Association, of Pittsburg, Pa., for the repeal of the 
stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means, 

Also, petitions of Cortland Whitehead, bishop, of Pittsburg, Pa., 
and of the publisher of Amerikansko Slovenske Noviny, of Pitts- 
burg, in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of General Alex. Hays Post, Grand Army of 
the Republic, in favor of House bill No. 7094, for the establish- 
ment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home ator near Johnson City, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

Also, resolutions of the United Presbyterian and Methodist 
Preachers’ Meeting, of Pittsburg, Pa.. inst the extension of 
saloon slavery to our new islands—to the Committee on Alcoholic 
Liquor Traffic. 

y Mr. S. A. DAVENPORT: Petition of W. F. Nick and other 
druggists of Erie, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprie- 
ae medicines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

By Mr. DAYTON: Petition of the estate of William Corrick, 
deceased, late of Tucker County, W. Va., praying reference of 
m claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of E. P. McEvoy and other citi- 
zens of Osgood, Iowa, favoring the Grout bill, relating to dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. S 

Also, resolution of Company F, Fifty-second Regiment, Algona 
(Iowa) National Guard, Iowa State Militia, in favor of House bill 
No. 7936, making an increase in the appropriation for arming and 
equipping the militia of the States and Territories—to the Com- 
mittee on the Militia. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: Papers to accompany House bill for the cor- 
rection of the military record of George Michel—to the Committee 
on nag ang? Bie ta 

By Mr. RSON: Petitions of Henry A. Eaton and others,.of 
Brandon, and H. McWhorter and others, of Hartford, N. Y., for 
legislation relating to the transportation of dairy or food prod- 
ucts—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, petition of Phillips & Casey and Irving C. Foote, jr., of 
Fort Edward, N. Y., against the passage of House bill No. 6071— 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petitions of commander and members of 
Grand Army of the Republic post at Paris, Ind.; officials of Jef- 
ferson County, Ind., and statement of Harvey McClenahan, pray- 
ing for the passage of a bill granting him a pension—to the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolutions of Fouts Post, No. 272, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Indiana, in Las ately of House bill No. 7074, entitled 
“A bill to establish a branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson 
City, Washington County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 

Also, statement of the Bliss Milling Company, of Seymour, Ind., 
in regard to discrimination in freight rates—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, affidavit and official certificate to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Mary McGowan—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. HILL: Petition of Charles W. Deane and others, of 
Bridgeport, Conn., in favor of House bill No. 6634 and 6062, for 
e press: vation of game and other birds—to the Committee on 

culture. 

y Mr. HOWELL: Petition of St. George Kempson, of Perth 
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Amboy, N. J., against the p: of House bill No. 6071 to the 
Committee on the Post- Office ani Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JACK: Petition of C. W. Ditty, S. D. Smith, and others, 
of Summerville, Pa., favoring the Grout bill relating to dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of C. O. Slater and other citizens of Latrobe, Pa., 
to accompany House bill for the relief of James M. Derby—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. ‘ 

Also, paper to accompany House bill No. 2738, for the relief of 
Charles W. Hoftman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: Petition of W. Westhoff and other leading 
stock raisers of De Witt County, Tex., for the continuation of Gov- 
ernment distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture, 

By Mr. KNOX: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9297, to re- 
move the charge of desertion now standing against William J. 
Dempsey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. McCALL: Petition of the First Baptist Church of Med- 
ford, Mass., asking for the prohibition of the liquor traffic in our 
new possessions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Duluth, Minn., Ray T. Lewis, president, in relation to the 
hydrographic appropriation—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of a mass meeting at Walker, Minn., Daniel 
De Lury, secretary, urging the establishment of a national park 
in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the Public Landa 

Also, resolution of the Minneapolis Trades and Labor Council, 
Harry M. Cohen, secretary, protesting against a proposed modifi- 
cation of the postal clerks’ eight-hour law—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petitions of M. L. Hessing and 60 
other citizens of the State of Indiana, in favor of the bill to tax 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: Petition of Warren W. H. Lawrence, to 
accompany House bill No. 9100, granting him a pension—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. POLK: Paper to accompany House bill No. 7612, for the 
relief of Randolph Hayan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petitions of C. L. Horton, Luther 
N. Davis, and other citizens of Chenango County, N. V., favoring 
the Grout bill relating to dairy products—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Resolution of Grand Army of 
the Republic Post of New Haven, Ind., J. A. Crippen, commander, 
favoring the establishment of a branch soldiers’ home for disabled 
soldiers at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of the Fire and Marine Under- 
writers of Cincinnati, Ohio, praying for favorable consideration 
of House bill No. 6247, to substitute a tax on the gross premiums 
of insurance companies in lieu of the stamp tax—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Protests of the Waverley Publishing Com- 
pany; also of the Home Journal, of Boston, Mass., against the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the New England Manufacturing Jewelers’ 
Association, Providence, R. I., protesting against the confirma- 
ree of the treaty with France—to the Committee on Foreign 

irs. 

Also, memorial of George R. Bird Post, No. 169, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Norwood, Mass., favoring the passage of a bill 
to establish a branch soldiers’ home in or near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolution of the granite manufacturers of New England, 
Boston, Mass., fayoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to 
amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of F. James McCarthy, of Boston, Mass., for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. STARK: Resolutions of Company A, First Regiment, 
Company H, Second Regiment, National Guard, State of Nebraska, 
and Company B, Second Regiment Florida State Troops, urging 
the passage of a bill to improve the armament of the militia—to 
the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Petition of Wisconsin Retail 
Lumber Dealers’ Association, favoring the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1439, to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Christian Endeavor Society of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Ashland, Wis., urging the passage of 
House bill No. 1144, relating to the prevention of cruelty to ani- 
mals in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Also, petitions of C. G. Wimley and Samuel Shaw, publishers, 
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Crandon, Wis., against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relat- 


ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany House bill for the 
removal of the charge of desertion from the record of Lorenzo 
Dorritee, late of Company I, Third Maryland Volunteers—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. - 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petitions of L. H. Howse, E. T. Woodruff, and 
M. B. Smith, of the State of Michigan, against the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Petition of E. & H. T. An- 
thony, of New York City, N. V., against the of House bill 
No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 9, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary ed to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. LODGE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 


nal will stand approved. 
SOUTH SIDE OF PENNSYLVANIA AVENUE. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Commissioners of the District of Columbia, 
transmitting, in response to a resolution of the 14th ultimo, a re- 
port of the board of assistant assessors of the District on the 
approximate value of the squares on the south side of Pennsyl- 
vania avenue from Fifteenth street to the Botanical Gardens, to- 
gether with the rental values of the same; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on the District of 

umbia, and ordered to be printed. 


SCHOONER MARGARETTE, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
J sapay 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
ann findings by the court relating to the schooner Margarette, 
Crowell, master; which, with the accompanying paper, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the Speaker of the 
House had signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; 
and they were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 1806) for the relief of W. W. Riley; 

A bill (H. R. 2321) granting an increase of pension to Horatio H. 


arren; 

A bill (H. R. 2637) granting an increase of pension to Albert 
Hammer; and 

Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 119) to amend an act entitled An 
act to extend Rhode Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the Improved Order of 
Red Men, of Pittsgrove, N. J., praying for the enactment of leg- 
islation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in canteens, 
Soldiers’ Homes, and all Government buildings; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. : 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Daretown, the Methodist Episcopal Church of Bur- 
lington, the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of the Meth- 
odist Episcopal Church of Burlington, and of the Good Citizen- 
ship . of Burlington, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the importation, 
manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors and opium in Ha- 
waii; which were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Puerto Rico. f 

He also presented memorials of the News, of e the 
Union, of Jersey City; the Journal, of Orange; the Hunterdon 
County Democrat, of Flemington; the Sunday School Messenger, 
of Trenton; the Somerset Democrat, of Somerville, and the ie 
Press, of Elizabeth, all in the State of New J ersoy, remonstratin, 
against the passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second- 
clam mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. . : 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a memorial of the Bulletin 
of the Pasteur Institute, of New York, remonstrating gani the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-c: mail 


matter; which was referred to the Committee on Post- Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Lodge No, 100, International 
Association of Machinists, of Amsterdam, N. V., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to increase the salaries of inists in 
the Government Printing Office at Washington, D. C.; which was 
referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. LODGE presented the petition of George 2 of North- 
ampton, Mass., praying that he be relieved from the charge of 
Joera; which was referred to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry letter carriers of Lowell, 
Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation to grade substi- 
tute letter carriers; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. $ 
He also presented a petition of 29 citizens of Massachusetts, pray- 
ing for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in canteens, Soldiers’ 
Homes, immigrant stations, and all other Government buildings; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also fen ged a petition of the Young People’s Christian 
Union of ton, Mass., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit bookmaking of races in the District of Columbia and 
the Territories, and also to prohibit interstate-commerce gambling 
by telegraph; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 

He also presented petitions of the Jefferson Manufacturing Com- 
pany, of Worcester; the Iron Foundry Company, of Boston; the 

obb & Drew Company, of Plymouth, and the Magee Furnace 
Company, of Boston, allin theState of Massachusetts, praying that 
an appropriation be made for the construction of a new fireproof 
Patent Office building; which were referred to the Committee on 
Public Buildings and Grounds, 

He also presented sun petitions of railway mail clerks of 
Boston, Winthrop, Cambridgeport, Stoneham, and Chicopee Falls, 
allin the State of Massachusetts, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in first and 
second class offices; which were referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the Courant, the Coming Age, 
the Home Journal, the Granite, the American Whist layer 
the Missionary Herald, Life and Light for Women, the News, 
the Christian Witness, Education, the Advance, and Our Dumb 
Animals, all of Boston, and of William A. Pierce, of Boston; the 
Kindergarten Review, of Springfield; the Waverly Magazine, 
the Cornerstone, of Woburn; the Herald, of Warren, and the 
Times, of East Cambridge, all in the State of Massachusetts, and 
amemorial of the Humboldt Library of Science, of New York 
City, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud 
bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of Company F, First Regiment 
Infantry, National State Guard of Maine, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to improve the armament of the militia; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute, of 
Ord, Nebr., praying for a continuance of the free distribution by 
the Department of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a memorial of Federal Labor Union, No. 7112, 
of South Omaha, Nebr., remonstrating against the cession of the 
public lands to the several States and Territories; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Nebraska, 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of the News, of Norfolk, Nebr., 
and a memorial of the Western Medical Review, of Lincoln, Nebr., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which were. referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, $ 

He also presented sundry papers in support of a bill to tax In- 
dian lands; which were referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. DANIEL 8 a memorial of 5 7 7 5 and Munsey, of 
Mechanicsburg, Va., and the memorial of J. L. Cole, Joe Carney, 
J. M. Suthard, and 26 other citizens of Vi a, remonstratin 
against the enactment of legislation to regulate the shipment o 
game from one State to another; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also ted memorials of the Normal Index, the Ecce 


Homo, and the Home and School; the Observer, of Orange, and 
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the Zion's Advocate, of Luray, all in the State of Virginia, remon- 
strating against the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which wers referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry graduate women nurses 
of Richmond, Va., praying for the emp!oyment of women nurses 
in the military hospitals of the Army; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. N presented a petition of the Business Men's Asso- 
ciation of Davenport, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to improve the Weather Bureau service; which was referred 
to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 8 

He also presented a petition of the Iowa State Veterinary Medi- 
cal Association, praying for the establishment of an Army veter- 
inary corps; which was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs 


He also presented memorials of Local Union No. 106, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Des Moines; of the 
Trades and Labor Dubuque, and of Baldwin Lodge, 
No. 273, International Association of Machinists, of Boone, all in 
the State of Iowa, remonstrating against the proposed cession of 
the public lands to the several States and Territories; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Lightning Medicine Com- 
pany, of Muscatine, Iowa, and the petition of F. K. Gregs and 7 
other citizens of ee ite praying 8 repeal 5 the 

tax proprietary medicines, per eries, and cos- 
33 ee referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Barnett and Herron and 11 

Boge citizens of Seray Oren, . preying for the yr ivr 
legislation placing w Pp p popar upon 
list; which was referred to ee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Medical Association of 
Keokuk County, Iowa, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of Lynn 
County, Iowa, praying for the enactment of legislation taxing 
oleomargarine; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petitions of Frank S. Stone and 3 other 
citizens of Oskaloosa, E. R. Cochran and 5 other citizens of Iowa 
City, Henry L. Power and 8 other citizens of Fort Dodge, O. T. 
Swan and 1 other citizen of Atlantic, and W. F. Wichman and 5 
other citizens of Waterloo, all in the State of Iowa, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to provide for classification of clerks 
in first and class t-offices; darf were referred to the 


Mr. KYLE presented a memorial of Local Union No. 387, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Yankton, S. Dak., apes | 
against the admission of products from Puerto Rico, Cuba, an 
the Philippines free of duty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. COCKRELL poena memorials of the Record, of Cen- 
terville; the Post, of Polo; the Optic, of Jenco Springs; the Star, 
of Bonneterre; the Press, of. Marble Hill, and of the Bohemian 
Literary Society of St. Louis, all in the State of Missouri, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented petitions of sundry officers of Company 
F, First Regiment Infantry, National State Guard of Maine, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to improve the armament of 
re militia; which were referred to the Committee on Military 

Airs. 

He also presented a petition of the Granite Manufacturers’ Asso- 
ciation of New England, praying for the adoption of certainamend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

ie also presented memorials of Ferguson & Ferguson, publish- 
ers of the Republican, of Wantonga, Okla., remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred tothe Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 


PAYMENT TO OSAGE INDIANS, 


I present a protest from the Osage council, 
remonstrating against the adoption of the 


Mr. COCKRELL. 
of Pawhuska, Okla., 
amendment submitted by the Senator from Nebraska | Mr. THURS- 
TON] to the Indian 3 bill authorizing the Secretary of 
the Interior to pay the Osage Indians a sum equal to $700 each or 
a total, based on the present enrollment, of over a million dollars of 
Osage treaty money now held in trust by the Government under 
solemn treaty with the I move that the ee ponad 
as a document, as it is very brief, and that it to the 
Committee on Indian i 

The motion was agreed to, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr, McMILLAN, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3490) in relation to ad- 
missions to and dismissions from the Reform School of the District 
of Columbia, reported it without amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the amendment submitted by Mr. KYLE on 
the 5th instant, proposing to vg wee slg) $50,000 for the printing 
and binding of 50,000 copies of Parts I, II, and III of the Report 
of the Industrial Commission on the subject of industrial combi- 
nations, intended to be proposed by him to the legislative, execu- 
tive, and judicial appropriation bill, reported favorably thereon, 
and moved that it be referred to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions and printed; which was agreed to. 


REVIEW OF THE WORLD'S COMMERCE, ETC. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
‘sported the following concurrent resolution; which was con- 
ered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representativesconcurring), That there 
be printed 14,000 copies of the general entitled “Review of the 
World's Commerce” for the year 1899, 


use of rtment of State; and 8,000 copies of “Commer ions 
of the Uni States“ for the year 1899, Some the „o£ 
which 1 be for the use of the Senate, 


of Representatives, and 5,000 for the use of the 
COMMERCIAL STATISTICS, 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, to 
whom was referred the concurrent resolution submitted by Mr. 
CULLOM on the 6th instant, reported it without amendment; and 
it was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
io document 


be printed for use as a public 12,500 additional of each of the mono- 
graphs issued by the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department, enti- 
led “ Commerc: ercialdapan in 1899," The Russian 


waiian, Philippine, and Sam 
of which number 
Benate, 6,500 copies for use 
of the u of Statistics 


to Ha- 
oan Islands,” Colonial Systems of the World,” 
5 ey the H of Representatives, and 2,500 
© House tai 
of the Treasury Department. 
PUERTO RICAN REVENUES. 


Mr. ALLISON. From the Committee on Appropriations I re- 
port back, with two or three amendments, tho bill (H. R. 9080) 
appropriating, for the benefit and government of Puerto Rico, 


revenues collected on im tions therefrom since its evacuation ` 


by Spain, and revenues ter collected on such importations 
under existing laws. I ask the attention of the Senate to this re- 
port. Iwill request the Senate to-morrow morning to consider 
the bill. I hope and think it will not lead to any extended debate 
or to any debate, perhaps. The Senate is familiar with the sub- 
ject-matter, aud I give notice now that I shall call it up to-morrow 
morning after the routine business. 

Mr. FORAKER. I shonld like to have the amendments read. 

Mr. STEWART. Let the bill be read with the amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. Very well. Iaskunanimons consent that the 
bill be read with the amendments, and then I give notice that to- 
morrow morning I shall ask the Senate to consider it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent reading of the bill? The Chair hears none. The bill will be 
read with the proposed amendmenis. 

The Secretary. The amendments of the Committee on Appro- 
priations are as follows: 

On page 1, line 9, after the word hundred,“ strike ont: 

8 any further customs revenue collected on importations 
from Rico since the Ist of January, 1900, or that shall hereafter be 
collected under existing law. 

On page 2, line 1, after the word government,“ strike out: 

And benefit of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by law; 

And insert: 

Now existing and which may 
and for public education, public 
purposes therein; 


be established in 


hereafter Puerto Rico, 
works, and other go and public 
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On page 2, line 3, after the word the,“ strike out: 


Revenues herein referred to, already collected and to be collected under 
existing law, are, 


And insert: 


Said sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is; 


Amend the title so as to read: ‘‘An act appropriating, for the 
benefit and government of Puerto Rico, customs revenues col- 
lected on importations therefrom since its evacuation by Spain to 
the ist day of Jan 1900.“ 

So as to make the bill read, as proposed to be amended: 

riating, for the benefit and government of Puerto Rico, cus- 
An act approp) go 


toms revenues collected on importations th its evacuation 
by Spain to the Ist day of January, 1900. 1 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 2.005, 485. 88. being the amount of customs 
revenue received on importations by the United States from Puerto Ricosince 
the evacuation of Puerto Rico by the Spanish forces on the 18th of October, 
1898, to the Ist of January, 1900, shall be placed at the disposal of the Presi- 
dent, to be used for the government now exi and which may hereafter 
be established in Puerto Rico, and for public education, public works, and 
other ernmental and public purposes therein, and the said sum, or so 
much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the purposes 
herein specified, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise appro- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
Calendar. 


BOARD OF CHARITIES FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA, 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia to report back favorably with two amendments 
the bill (H. R. 7663) to establish a board of charities for the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Mr. President, this is a matter that has been very carefully in- 
vestigated by the committee; it has the sanction of the District 

ioners and the . of charities; and I 
will venture to ask for the immediate consideration of the bill. 

Mr. McMILLAN. The bill has passed the House. 

Mr. GALLINGER,. It has passed the House. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill be read. It seems to be rather 
an important measure. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The bill was read by the Secretary. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill? 

Mr. TELLER, This is an important bill, and I ask that it may 
go to the Calendar, so that it may have proper consideration. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill goes to the Calendar. 

Mr. CARTER. Let it be printed as amended. 

1 PRESIDENT pro tempore, It will be so printed under the 
CA 
BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. LODGE introduced a bill (S. 3508) granting an increase of 
pension to Edward F. Phelps; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8509) granting a pension to Mary 
L. Nash; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3510) granting an honora- 
ble discharge to James E. Walsh; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 3511) for the relief of Capt. 
Charles A. De Arnaud; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Mil- |. 


itary Affairs. 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3512) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel Schultz; which was read twice by its title,and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DANIEL (by request) introduced the following bills; which 
were severally rea ce by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims: 

A bill (S. 3518) to quiet the titles of certain lands in the State of 
Mississippi, and for the relief of the estate of Eli Ayres, deceased; 

A bill (S. 8514) for the relief of Samuel H. Sonner; 

A bill (S. 3515) for the relief or Moritz and Jonas A. Lowenbach 
or their legal representatives; and 

A bill (S. 3516) for the relief of Thomas Huntington. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3517) granting an increase of 
pension to Adam Velten; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 3 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 3518) prohibiting bone 
or fertilizing factories to be operated in the District of Columbia; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia, 

Mr. LODGE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 101) to author- 
ize the Commissioners of the District of Columbia to dispose of 
the Force School property on Massachusetts avenue and to obtain 


another site for that school; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum 
He also introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 102) to revive the 
grade of lieutenant-general in the United States Army; which was 
pone ioe by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
airs, 
WILLIAM s. CLINTON. 


Mr. COCKRELL. I ask in the case of the bill (S. 1287) au- 
thorizing the Secretary of War to issue an honorable discharge to 
William S. Clinton, that Mr. Clinton be allowed to withdraw from 
the papers on the files of the Senate the certificate of dishonorable 
di ‘ge. The bill has been reported 5 and has been 
indefinitely postponed; but I see no objection to allowing the dis- 
charge to be withdrawn. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
goost of the Senator from Missouri? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. 


INVESTIGATION OF CUBAN AFFAIRS, 


Mr. PLATT of Connecticut submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Relations with Cuba, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, is hereby authorized and empowered to visit the d cf Cuba 
for the purpose of investigating and inquiring into conditions existing there 
bearing upon the relations of the Uni States with said island and its duty 
to the people thereof; and that the uses of said committee, or subcom- 
mittee, including necessary assistance, be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the committee. 


SOUTH AFRICAN REPUBLIC, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there further morning busi- 
ness? If not, the morning business is closed. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The Calendar. 

Rega DENT pro tempore. The Calendar is in order under 

ule i 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, I desire to call up my motion to 
discharge the Committee on Foreign Relations from the further 
consideration of Senate resolution N 0. 8 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the motion entered yesterday by the Senator from Illinois. 
The Secretary will read the motion. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Mr. MAson entered a motion to discharge the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions from the further consideration of tho resolution submitted by him 
December 6, 1899, expressing sympathy for the South African Republic in 
their heroic battle against cruelty and oppression. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President, is the motion before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. : 

Mr. DAVIS. I move that the doors be closed. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I second the motion. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Sergeant-at-Arms will 
clear the galleries and close the doors. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, do I understand that that is a 
privileged motion, and that it does not require a vote? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Itdoesnotrequireavote. The 
mioon was made and seconded, and under the rule the order must 

made. 

The Senate thereupon proceeded to deliberate with closed doors; 
and at the expiration of one hour and forty-two minutes the doors 
were reopened. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 


Mr. DAVIS. I move that the Senate proceed to the considera- 
tion of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After twelve minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS, 


A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. O. L. 
PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, announced that the President had 
on the 8th instant approved and signed the act (S. 3266) authoriz- 
ing the health officer of the District of Columbia to issue a permit 
for the removal of the remains of the late Maj. Gen. E. O. C. Ord 
from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of Columbia, to the United 
States National Cemetery at Arlington, Va. 

The message also announced that the President of the United 
States had on this day Spproyed and signed the following acts: 

An act (S. 282) extending the time for the completion of the 
bridge across the East River, between the city of New York and 
Long Island, now in course of construction, as authorized by the 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1887; 

An act (S. 1931) to provide for the erection of a brid 
Rainy River, in the State of Minnesota, between Rainy 
the mouth of Rainy River; and 

An act (S. 3360) to extend the time for the completion of a 
bridge across the Missouri River. 


across 
ke and 
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ORDER OF BUSINESS, 


Mr. HALE. Ihad hoped to get up this afternoon, and have 
poe. the consular and diplomatic appropriation bill, which has 
m on the Calendar for some weeks, and which ought to be 
speedily disposed of; but I am told that the Senator from Ken- 
tucky | Mr. Lixpsay] has given notice of his desire to address the 
Senate this afternoon, and that he is now ready to go on. There- 
fore I shall not now ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration 
of the appropriation bill. 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. HALE. I will state to the Senator from Ohio that I do not 
think that the bill that I have alluded to will, when it comes up, 
seriously interfere with the matter he has in charge, and that it 
will soon be d of. ; 

Mr. FOR. R. I will say to the Senator from Maine that I 
hope we may be able to so arrange matters that there may be very 
little, if any, conflict between the bills. 

I ask that the unfinished business be now proceeded with. It has 
been laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair.) 
The unfinished business has been laid before the Senate, 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill bes R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. 

Mr. LINDSAY. Mr. President, the debate on yesterday de- 
veloped serious questions which can not be separated from the 
consideration of the Puerto Rican bill; and before I proceed to the 
remarks I had originally intended to make, I wish to devote a 
little time to the consideration of some of those very important 
questions. 

The Constitution provides that— 


No tax or duty shall be laid on articles exported from any State. 


This bill provides that articles exported from the States of the 
Union shall be subjected to a tax equal to 15 per cent of the Ding- 
ley tariff import duties when they reach that port in Puerto Rico 
to which the shipment may be made. It is conceded that those 
articles can not be taxed at the port of shipment. 

The answer to the question interposed yesterday by the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], was that this impost duty levied 
at Puerto Rico was a tax on the privilege of introducing the 

ds, and not a tax on the goods as American products at all. 
ow, if the United States exercises the right to determine what 
the privilege shall cost the American suppe" to send his goods 
to Puerto Rico, and if this tax be legi mate and not in an- 
tagonism to the provision of the Constitution to which I have 
called attention, we have this state of case: That the Congress 
of the United States, conceding its want of authority to levy 
an export tax on the articles shipped, can follow those articles to 
Puerto Rico and there prescribe the tax that shall be imposed for 
the privilege of admitting them. 

My theory is that our relations, in either view of the case, to- 
ward Puerto Rico, are so essentially different from the relations 
with a foreign port that we can not collect at Puerto Rico that 
which we can not impose and collect at Boston, New York, 
Newport News, or any other port of shipment. The authority to 
tax at all comes from the Government of the United States, the 
imposition is to be made under the authority of the Government of 
the United States, and the United States can not, by transferring 
the place of collection, change the character of the tax that may 
be levied and collected. 

So, then, 5 ok this bill which provides for an import 
duty to be levied on articles shipped from the United States to 
Puerto Rico is, in substance and effect, a tax on the exportation, 
a tax on the articles exported from a State of the Union, and 
can not be deemed a tax imposed by a power outside the United 
States on the privilege of importing into the country to which the 
shipment has been made. other words, the changing of the 
pae of the collection of a tax or duty laid on articles exported 

om the United States can not be deemed sufficient to override 
the 9 provision of the Constitution to which attention has 

n called, 

In explanation of this tariff taxation it has been said that the 
sugar and the tobacco now held in Puerto Rico is the property of 
certain trusts, that are not entitled to legislative consideration. 
Whether we propose to reduce the Dingley tariff duties 85 per 
cent for the benefit of those trusts or to impose the 15 per cent 
duty by way of punishment is not made clear by any argument 
Ihave yet heard by the supporters of this bill. The same trusts 
import their sugars from the Hawaiian Islands into American 
ports free of duty. 

If they buy from our Puerto Rican neighbors, they are to be 
required to pay a duty equal to 15 per cent of the Dingley tariff 
duties; and to do this the price of sugar in the hands of the Puerto 


Ricans must be diminished to that extent in order to compete 


with the sugar ae, aba from Hawaii. It seems to be the policy 

of this bill to have trade in sugar with the Hawaiian oligarchy, 

but to have taxed trade in sugar when we come to deal with the 
le of Puerto Rico. 

ə open door in the East, about which so much has been said, 
does not mean that we may not provide for the free shipment of 
American goods to our dependencies and at the same time levy 
our regular tariff duties on 1 imported into the United States 
from those dependencies. Puerto Rico be not an integral por- 
tion of the United States, if the Philippine Archipelago be not an 
integral portion of the United States, and if the Constitution does 
not extend to those countries, but they are subject to the legisla- 
tive discretion of the Congress of the United States as mere 
dependencies of the Uni States, may we not provide that 
goods exported from the United States to those countries shall be 
received free of import duties, and at the same time exercise the 
right to levy, if we choose, the Dingley tariff duties in our own 
ports against the goods shipped us from such dependencies? 

To do so will not be to fly in the face of what we e to be 
the open door. The open door does not mean that if we permit 
American goods to be exported to the Fhiippimes free of duty, we 
must extend the same privileges to British, German, Russian, 
Japanese, and French goods. Spain may have a right for ten 
gans under the treaty to ship g to the Philippines or to Puerto 

ico on terms as favorable as American goods are shipped; but 
no other nation can claim that privilege; and for us to control our 
own commercial relations with our own dependencies will by no 
means put us under disabilities when we come to demand equal 
si ie so far as the ports of China are concerned. 

t seems to me that we propose now to deal with Puerto Rico 
on the hothouse policy; that we are to do for that people in one, 
two, or three years all that ought to be done in the course of a 
guaris of a century. To do this, we propose to tax them higher 
than they were taxed by Spain; we are to deny them privileges 
they were allowed by Spain; and all this is defended alone upon 
the fact that the extortionate taxation, when imposed and col- 
lected, is to be used for the benefit of the Puerto Rican people. 

We were told yesterday that these people are to be taco each 
year $4,000,000; that a million dollars are to be expended in mak- 
ing roads; that a million dollars are to be applied to the purposes 
of education; and that $2,000,000 are to be applied to the expenses 
of the government of the island 800, 000 people to be taxed $4,000,- 
000 each year, under the pretext that this excessive taxation is for 
their sole and exclusive benefit. 

I should like to know if an American State, with a population 
of less than a million, ever imposed such taxation, ever did under- 
take in two or three years to accomplish results which in the na- 
ture of things ought to take from twenty-five to fifty years? Yet 
this is said to be the policy we are to pursue in relation to this 
island that we rescued from the oppression of Spain, and which 
we now propose to turn over to a system of taxation more oner- 
ous, and more oppressive than that imposed by Spain. 

Mr. President, the selection of the island of Puerto Rico as the 
proper subject for establishing the principle that the territories 
acquired by the United States through the recent treaty with 
Spain are not per se integral portions thereof is, in my opinion, 
singularly unfortunate. The inhabitants of Puerto Rico, if not 
content with Spanish supremacy, were not engaged in insurrec- 
tion at the time we commenced the war for the liberation of Cuba, 
They had resisted the appeals of the Cuban people and steadily 
refused to assist them in their revolutionary movement for inde- 
pendono: When, in the progress of our war against Spain, we 

eemed it expedient to invade Puerto Rico and to drive the Span- 
ish armies from that island, we met with no resistance from the 
inhabitants, . On the contrary, we were received with open arms 
and our soldiers hailed as the advance guard of American civiliza- 
tion, American generosity, and American brotherhood. 

When the sovereignty of Puerto Rico was ceded by Spain to the 
United States, without exception the people recognized their al- 
legiance to their new 1 and, demanding nothing on the 
ground of citizenship, willingly and cheerfully accepted the pro- 
visions of the treaty, to the effect that their civil rights and po- 
litical status should be determined by the American 3 
Every vestige of the government administered by Spain disap- 

eared with the ratification of the treaty of Paris, and the Puerto 
ican people would have been left in a condition of chaos had not 
the Executive of the United States, as the Commander in Chief of 
our Army and Navy, made provision for their temporary security. 

In the absence of authority from Congress to the contrary, the 
Executive has enforced against the products of Puerto Rico the 
ohh age ‘of the Dingley tariff bill, and since the 18th of Octo- 

r, 1898, we haye collected as a tax on Puerto Rican products 
imported into the United States $2,095,455.88. If the claim, 
always insisted on by the friends of protection, that import duties 
collected on foreign goods are paid by the foreigner and not by 
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the consumer be correct, it results that d the 
we have exercised sovereign authority in Puerto 
taxed the people of that island over $2,000,000. 

The injustice of this tax is so manifest, the impropriety of its 
collection so clear, that the President of the United States has 
recommended that the moneys so collected shall be applied alone 
to the use of the Puerto Rican government. 

The differences in the considerations applying to the American 
and the Asiatic territories acquired through the recent cession by 
Spain are radical and do not require elaboration or discussion. 

Puerto Rico is essentially an American country. It lies almost 
within sight of our southern shores; and while its term of Terri- 
torial probation may necessarily be an extended one, there is no 
reason, in its geographical situation, in its industries, in its prod- 
ucts, or in the character of its inhabitants, that precludes it at some 
oe time from being admitted into the Union as an American 

tate. 

This is not true with regard to the Philippine Archipelago or 
the Hawaiian Islands. This is a Union of American States and 
must so remain to the end. The bond of union was ordained and 
established as The Constitution of the United States of America,” 
and our traditions, glory, and safety alike forbid the admission 
into the Union of any other than a North American State. 

We have before us a bill entitled An act temporarily to provide 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes,” 
which has received the approval of the House of Representatives. 
That bill provides: 

(1) For the enforcement of the Federal revenue law in the island 
of Puerto Rico, and for the collection of the duties prescribed by 
the Dingley tariff law on all importations into Puerto Rico from 

other than those of the United States: 

(2) For the payment of duties on goods imported into Puerto 
Rico from the United States and into the United States from 
Puerto Rico equal to 15 per cent of the Dingley tariff duties on 
like articles; 

(3) That the duties and taxes collected in Puerto Rico and in 
the United States on imported from Puerto Rico, less the 
cost of collection, shall be held as a separate and special fund and 
placed at the disposal of the President to be used for the benefit 
and for the government of Puerto Rico; and 

(4) That the act shall not continue in force after the ist day of 
March, 1902. 

The passage of this bill by the House of tatives has 
8 general condemnation by the people of the United States. 

ey almost universally demand that e between the United 
States and the island of Puerto Rico shall be unrestricted by any 
customs duties whatever, and that we shall redeem the good faith 
=~ the implied pledges of this country to the people of Puerto 

co. 

The amendment reported by the Senate Committee on the Pa- 
cific Islands and Puerto Rico as a substitute for the House bill 
contains all the objectionable features of that bill and makes pro- 
vision for a condition of affairs in Puerto Rico inconsistent with 
the supposed power of this Government to impose tariff taxation 
on the trade between the island of Puerto Rico and the continental 
States and Territories of the United States, 

By the third section of the Senate amendmentit is provided that 
all the inhabitants of Puerto Rico who were Spanish subjects on 
the 11th of April, 1899, except such as shall have elected to pre- 
servo their allegiance to the g of Spain, shall be deemed and 
held to be citizens of the United States. If this provision be car- 
ried into a statute, it will be the exercise of the discretion vested 
in Congress by the treaty of Paris, in favor of clothing the in- 
habitants of the island of Puerto Rico with the civil rights and 
the political status of citizens of the United States. : 

The senior Senator from Ohio, who has charge of the bill, de- 
fines the term citizen“ thus: ` ` 


In other words, the word citizen implies nothing more, used in its political 
sense, than that the person who is the citizen owes allegiance to the govern- 
ment under which he belongs as citizen, and that the government owes him 
protection in return. 


And he concludes that, inasmuch as the people of Puerto Rico 
owe us allegiance, and we owe them protection, therefore they 
may be called citizens. 

Lean not accept this definition when applied to ns declared 
by law to be citizens of the United States. In the sense of the 
Senator's definition, the adoption of the thirteenth amendment to 
the Federal Constitution converted every freedman in the United 
States into a citizen of the United States. The Government was 
entitled to their allegiance and owed them protection. 

They were native- inhabitants of the country in which they 
lived, and yet that they were not citizens after the adoption of the 
thirteenth amendment, and that a broader and more comprehen- 
sive meaning attaches to the expression ‘citizens of the United 
States” than that insisted on by the Senator from Ohio was made 


hteen months 
ico we have 


clear by the subsequent action ot the States in adopting the first 
clause of the fourteenth amendment, which, in order to confer 
citizenship on the freedmen, declared that all persons born or 
naturalized in the United States and subject to the jurisdiction 
thereof ‘‘are citizens of the United States and of the State wherein 
they reside.” ‘This declaration guaranteed to the freedmen con- 
stitutional protection equal to that enjoyed by the original citizens 
of the American States, and established beyond cavil or dispute 
the true significance of the phrase citizens of the United States.” 

The national status of the masses of the people residing in any 
country mvs character to its political relations with the rest of 
the world, If the United States elect to treat a people as foreign- 
ers, the country they inhabit, so far as we are concerned, must be 
deemed a foreign state or territory. If they be treated as subject 
to the sovereign authority of the United States, but at the same 
time the inhabitants of a territory held under our temporary con- 
trol, their country may be treated as an American dependency, 
But with 800,000 American citizens inhabiting, to the practical 
exclusion of everyone else, an American island less than 4,000 
square miles in extent, it seems preposterous to deny that their 
country is an integral part of the United States, and being so. we 
must tax and govern them in accordance with the Federal Con- 
stitution, which affords equal protection to the civil rights of all 
the citizens of the United States, whether residents of American 
States or American Territories. 

I can not conceive of 800,000 citizens of the United States, con- 
stituting virtually all the inhabitants of a country over which this 
Government has undisputed sovereign authority, being consti- 
tutionally deprived of the right to free ingress and egress with 
their property to or from any portion of the United States, or of 
the right of trial by jury, or of the right to face the witnesses who 
testify against them in criminal prosecutions, or of the full enjoy- 
ment of life, liberty, and property, unless deprived thereof by due 
process of law. 

Ido not claim that we are under legal or constitutional obli- 
pasione to make citizens of the people of Puerto Rico. Ido not 

lieve that we are. But as we have discretio: power in the 

remises, I approve of so much of the substitute for the House 

ill as provides that the Puerto Ricans shall be deemed and held 
to be citizens of the United States, while 1 oppose the taxing fea- 
tures of the bill and the substitute, whether the Puerto Ricans be 
made citizens or not. if we intend to treat them as the inhabit- 
ants of a dependency, and to tax and govern them as such, I in- 
sist that we can not consistently declare by Congressional enact- 
ment that they are to be deemed and held to be citizens of the 
United States. 

I am not afraid to be just to and liberal and generous with the 

paonie of this American island on the ground that we may estab- 
ish a precedent to be used inst us when we come to determine 
the civil rights and the political status of the Filipinos. We 
need not make citizens of the Puerto Ricans unless we deem it 
expedient, but making them citizens will place us under no obli- 
gations, constitutional or otherwise, to follow that course when 
we come to legislate concerning the T; , Malays, etc., who in- 
habit the islands of the . Archipelago. 

The action of the House of Representatives in response to the 
message of the President, recommending that the 82,093, 455.81 
collected in the way of duties on imports from Puerto Rico since 
October 18, 1898, be set apart to par sno O PENET of the govern- 
ment of Puerto Rico, which has n followed by the Senate 
Committee on Finance, leaves no excuse for the tariff taxation 
proposed by this bill, and the country will not accept as sufficient 
the explanation that these odious tariff provisions have no greater 
or more commendable purpose than that of making a case for the 
Supreme Court in order that in advance of legislation in respect to 
the Philippines we may have the authority of Congress defined by 
that high tribunal and may legislate in accordance with what that 
scare may conclude to be our legislative power under the Consti- 
tution, 

It is not the business of Congress to make cases for the courts, 
It is not in keeping with the dignity of the legislative department 
of the Government to seek the advice and assistance of the courts 
when it is found necessary to grapple with new and difficult ques- 
tions of constitutionallaw. Representing an independent and co- 
equal department, Congress is to decide primarily what its con? 
stitutional powers are, and its decision, when made,can not be 
reversed by the courts, unless in cases in which it can be clearly 
demonstrated that unauthorized power has been exerted, or some 
constitutional limitation plainly disregard 

From the beginning of the Government it has been complained 
that the courts were gradually usurping legislative functions and 
insidiously undermining legislative power. It will be a new de- 


arture in Congressional precedents to provide cases for the courts 
in order that they may be furnished with legitimate excuse for the 
very usurpation with which, in my opinion, they have heretofore, 
in most instances, been unjustly charged. 
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The President touched the populer heart and commanded pop- 
ular approval when he said to Congress and to the country that 
our plain duty is to abolish all customs and tariffs between the 
United States and Puerto Rico and give her products free access 
to our country,” and it will be a grave mistake, as well as an act 
of flagrant injustice, for Congress to decline to respond to that 
recommendation for the purpose of making a case for the Supreme 
Court of the United States, the decision of which can not help 
but may embarrass us in carrying out the only policy that can 
be reasonably adopted when we come to legislate for the future 
destiny of the Philippine Islands and their people. i 

Those islands are lawfully subject to our sovereign jurisdiction, 
but they are not integral parts of the United States, and their 
inhabitants are not entitled to claim that they can be governed 
only under and in exact accordance with the Constitution of the 
United States. 

In the later discussions concerning the acquisition of territory 
through the treaty of Paris it is not denied that the United States 
possess the power of acquiring territory either by conquest or 
treaty, or that, so far as Spain could transfer sovereignty in the 
Philippines, that nation did set over to and invest the United States 
with sovereign authority over those islands. It has been insisted 
that the cession was invalid on the ground that the Filipino peo- 
ple had previously overthrown Spanish authority and at the time 
of the negotiation of the treaty were maintaining an independent 
government. But now that Phili: ree armies have been dis- 
persed and the dominion of the Uni tates established by force 
of arms, that contention, even if it had foundation in fact, be- 
comes immaterial from a practical point of view, as territory may 
be acquired as well by conquest as by treaty. 

The moral phase of this question, so far as it depends either on 
the cession by treaty or the triumph of American arms, I do not 

at this time to discuss. e question we now have is, 

t relations, under existing conditions, do the people of 

the Philippine Archipelago bear the Government of the United 
States? Are they necessarily citizens and entitled to claim the 
benefits of the guaranties of the Federal Constitution, or do their 
rights, civil and political, depend on the future action of Con- 
gress, unrestrained except by the terms of the treaty and the na- 
ture and theory of free institutions and the principles on which 


they rest? 

We are told that the Constitution of the United States follows 
the flag, and that no country to which title may be acquired, 
whether by treaty or conquest, can be held and governed other- 
wise than as an integral part of the United States, and that the 
moment the allegiance of the inhabitants of a foreign country 
attaches they become clothed with all the attributes of American 
citizenship. If that be correct, the right to acquire territory by 
way of indemnity for expenses in in a just war may and in 
many cases will turn out to be the barren right to assume obliga- 
tions the performance of which will prove inimical to Ameri- 
can institutions rather than of national advantage, financially or 
territorially. 

The war against Spain was declared by the almost unanimous 
vote of each House of Con: The negotiation of the treaty 
by the Executive and its ratification by the Senate were clearly 
within the powers conferred by the Constitution. The right to 
demand indemnity and to accept a cession of territory in satis- 
faction thereof is not denied, but that right is claimed to be lim- 
ited and qualified by the imperative duty of incorporating into 
the Federal Union the inhabitants of the ceded territory and of 
admitting them to the enjoyment of the rights of citizens of the 
United States according to the principles of the Constitution. 

Some concede that this duty does not apply to the inhabitants 
who remain in a state of nature, unacquainted with the elements 
of civilization, and thoroughly savage in all their habits and cus- 
toms. But the doctrine is broadly announced that the duty does 
apply wherever the germ of nationality is to be found and the 
capacityfor themaintenanceof orderly government exists, however 
foreign its nature may be to the ius of American institutions 
and however age pares the inhabitants may be of administering 
free government of any kind on any plan. 

If these contentions can be sustained, it results that even as to 
foreign countries, in the exercise of our war and treaty-making 
powers, the United States are less than a nation, and that so much 
of the Declaration of Independence as proclaimed in relation to 
the American States that as free and independent States they 
haye full power to levy war, conclude peace, contract alliances, 
establish commerce, and to do all other acts and things which 
independent States may of right do,“ s inaccurate at the time 
it was made, or that the right to do ‘‘«ll other acts and things 
which independent States may of right do” been in some way 
lost, abandoned, or abridged since sr eie Majesty in 1782 
acknowledged these States to bo sovereign ond independent.“ 

In 1776, when this Declaratic was ma: there wasnot a nation 
on earth that did not claim the right te Lcld verritories as depend- 


encies, conceding to their people such civu and political rights 
only as were deemed consistent with the interest of the dominant 
nation. That right to hold and govern dependencies was not onl 
undisputed, but was then practiced by every nation strong enoug 
to exercise it. 

I take the liberty of repeating here what on a different theater 
I had occasion to say in this connection: 

If the Union had fallen to pieces, as it might have done had not the Arti- 
cles of Confederation been su ed by the Constitution, and had the State 
of New York in that event preserved her separate existence as a sove: 
State and been the adversary of Spain in the recent war, who will say that 
New York might not have acce) the cession of the Spanish territories and 
contracted for the allegiance of their inhabitants without incurring the obli- 

tion of converting those inhabitants into citizens and of ultimately admit- 

them to share in the administration of the home government? 
ossessing this broad and comprehensive power, the States delegated it to 
the General Government. As the recipient of this power, the United States 
may exercise it as completely as it might have been exercised by the States 
that conferred it, and in and about matters 1 our forei 
relations they may do all acts and 1 any other free republic might 
do under like stances and conditions. 

Independent republics have equal rights in the prosecution of just wars 
with other nations whatever may be their forms of government. If it be 
necessary or expedient for a republic. in its justifiable self-defense, which 
comp: the support and prosecution of its rights, to overrun the terri- 
tories of its enemy, it may aasang overrun and occupy them, and atthe close 
of a successful war may indempity itself for the expense and damage sus- 
t y i the cession of such portions of the conquered territory as 
justice and expediency ma y demand. ~ 

It may ri the iahabitants of the conquered country to submit to rea- 
sonable and just rules prescribed for their government. It may unite the 
conquered province to its own state,or it may suffer it to retain its own 
form of government and treat it asa peeriuos or dependency. 

These are among the inherent rights of nations, and they were recognized 
rights when the King of Great Britain acknowledged the United States to be 
free, sovereign, and independent States. 


To establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the 
common defense, promote the general welfare, and to secure the 
blessi of liberty to them and their posterity the people of 
the United States ordained and established the Constitution. To 
the General Government the States delegated, without reserve or 
qualification, the power to declare war, to make treaties, and to 

ulate commerce with foreign nations. 

hatever the States, acting in their separate capacities or jointly 
under the old Articles of Confederation, might have done in the 
exercise of those great powers, they by express grants author- 
ized the General Government to do, and in express terms or by 
necessary 8 inhibited themselves from doing. It is a 
singular conclusion from all this, that in the hands of the Gen- 
eral Government, which combines all the war and treaty making 
pores of all the States, those powers are less comprehensive and 
ess efficient than they were in the hands of each of the States. 

If this be true, we have a case in which the whole is less than 
each — 5 parts, and where, in union there is weakness instead of 
stren 

The misapplication of the principles of the Constitution is as un- 
warranted as disobedience toitsmandates. The limitations of that 
instrument restraining the powers of the General Government in 
respect to the States and their people have no application and 
were intended to have no application to foreign countries or to 
the inhabitants of foreign countries. 

The Constitution was ordained to subserve the interests, to in- 
sure the safety, and to promote the welfare of the American States 
and their people, and it is not a violation of its provisions, nor is 
it against the genius of our institutions, to prefer the interests 
and welfare of the American people to those of the stranger when 
we come to determine the civil and political status of the inhab- 
itants of the foreign countries we may from time to time acauire 
by cession or by conquest. It was to avoid the claim that by the 
acceptance of the cession from Spain we would place ourselves 
under obligations to the people of the ceded territory to clothe them 
with American citizenship, however inexpedient or preposterous or 
even dangerous it might be that the stipulations of the old French, 
Spanish, and Mexican treaties were omitted and a materially dif- 
ferent stipulation inserted in the treaty of Paris. 

Any other independent nation in the prosecution of a war 
against Spain might have destroyed the Spanish fleet, occupied 
the city of Manila, and treated for the cession of the Philippines 
with the absolute right tosay that the inhabitants of those islands 
should not acquire or enjoy the right to be incorporated into its 
body politic or to be made citizens with privileges and immunities 
equal to those enjoyed by the inhabitants of the conquering state. 

While the genius of our institutions and the theory of our Gov- 
ernment combine to prevent the abuse of this power and to direct 
its exercise as far as may be on lines consistent with the spirit of - 
free institutions, they do not contravene the existence of the 

wer, and there is no evidence to be found in the text of the 
Constitution or in the history of its formation to show that any 
international power asserted by the framers of the Declaration 
of Independence and involved in the acknowledgment of our inde- 
pendence by Great Britain has at any time — — surrendered, 
abandoned, or repudiated, 
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Decisions by the Supreme Court touching the 1 fee of the 
inhabitants of the American territories acquired ugh the 
treaties with France, S , and Mexico are relied on to establish 
the doctrine that the Constitution ex proprio vigore follows our 
national flag and extends to every country that comes under our 
anent domination. That there are expressions to be found 
in some of the opinions of the Supreme Court tending to support 
that claim I am free to admit, and that such expressions by the 
ighest judicial tribunal established by the Constitution are en- 
titled to consideration I do not deny; but the question 
for present consideration, as it arises under the treaty of Paris, 
has never been before that court, and in the nature of things no 
question strictly analogous could ever have been presented to, 
considered, or decided by that tribunal. 

The treaty of Paris provides that the civil rights and the po- 
litical status of the native inhabitants of territory ceded to the 
United States shall be determined mf the Congress.” In no case 
has the Supreme Court ever defined, or attempted to define, the 
civil rights of a person coming under the dominion of the United 
States in virtue of a treaty containing that stipulation, or its 
equivalent. When a case shall arise involving that question, it 
will be sui generis and without a controlling precedent. 

All the judicial opinions relied on to prove that the Constitution 
is necessarily the supreme law not only within the limits of the 
States of the Union, but wherever our authority may extend, were 
rendered in cases arising in the District of Columbia or in one of 


the American territories nired from France, Spain, or Mexico 
gnane treaties fixing and de g the personal rights of the in- 
nts. 


Of the District of Columbia it is oronga to say that it was 
carved out of the States of Maryland and Virginia after the Con- 
stitution had been adopted and after it had been made the supreme 
law of the land in every portion of each of those States. The cre- 
ation of the Federal District was not intended to withdraw and 
there was no power to withdraw from the people of that territory 
the constitutional guaranties, or to deprive them of the constitu- 
tional reyes: they were enjoying as citizens of Maryland and 
Virginia at the time the District was established. 

By the French treaty for the cession of Louisiana it was stipu- 
lated that the inhabitants of— 
the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union of the United States 
and admitted as soon as possible, according to the principles of the Federal 
Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advantages, and immunities 
of citizens of the United Srates. 

The Spanish treaty ceding Florida contained, in substance, a 
like stipulation. 

The treaty with Mexico, under which New Mexico and Upper 
California were ceded to the United States, stipulated that the 
inhabitants who might remain in those Territories and elect not 
to continue their character as citizens of Mexico should be incor- 
porated into the Union of the United States and admitted at the 
proper time, to be judged of by Congress, to the enjoyment of all 
the rights of citizens of the United States according to the prin- 
ciples of the Federal Constitution. 

ollowing each of these cessions there was appropriate legisla- 
tion to carry out the stipulations concerning the personal status 
of the inhabitants, As fast as the population warranted it, Terri- 
torial governments were established. In virtue of these treaties 
and of the subsequent legislation, the inhabitants of Louisiana, 
Florida, New Mexico, and Upper California were clothed with 
the rights, immunities, and privileges of other citizens of the 
United States. 5 

Thus all the powers of the Federal Government were called into 
action for the purpose of extending the provisions of the Consti- 
tution to the American countries brought under the dominion of 
the United States and to secure to their inhabitants the personal 
and civil rights enjoyed by the citizens of the United States under 
constitutional guaranties. The solemn action of the treaty- 
making power was supplemented and reenforced by the deliberate 
action of the legislative and executive departments, and nothing 
was left undone to extend the Constitution to the new Territories 
and to incorporate their people into American citizenship. __ 

In negotiating for the future of the inhabitants of Louisiana 
France did not accept the assumption that the Constitution of 
the United States would, ex e pepino vigore, extend to and become 
the supreme law of the ceded territory. Spain, like France, con- 
tracted in favor of the affirmative incorporation of the inhabit- 
ants of Florida into the Union and for their enjoyment of the 
privileges, rights, and immunities of the citizens of the Govern- 
ment to which the cession was made. Although at the time of 
the treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo Mexico lay prostrate at the feet 
of American power, that Republic insisted on and secured an ex- 

ress stipulation that the people of the ceded Territories should 
be admitted to American citizenship. } i 

In the negotiation of no one of those treaties wasit claimed that 

the stipulation in question was unnecessarv or superfiuous, and we 


have no record that the rspresentatives of the United States then 
held to the doctriné that the mere acquisition of iin ap heap 
essarily carried with it the Constitution and incorporated the in- 
habitants of the new domain into the Union and admitted them 
to the enjoyment of the rights, privileges, and immunities of citi- 
zens of the United States, 

In view of those treaties and of the legislation that followed 
them, the Supreme Court has treated the ceded territories as inte- 
gral portions of the United States and held that American citi- 
zenship attached to their inhabitants. 

Commenting on the sixth article of the treaty with Spain, Chief 
Justice Marshall, in Canter’s case (1 Peters), used this language: 

This treaty is the law of the land, and admits the inhabitants of Florida to 
the enjoyment of the privileges, rights, and immunities of citizens of the 
United States. It is unnecessary to inquire whether this is or not their con- 
dition independent of stipulation. 

This was, in effect, a decision that the inhabitants of Florida, 
who, before the negotiation of the treaty of 1819, were foreigners, 
were naturalized as citizens of the United States by the ratifica- 
tion of the stipulation contained in the sixth article of that treaty. 

At the second session of the Twenty-seventh Congress the point 
was made that David Levy, who had been elected to sit as Dele- 

ate from the Territory of Florida, was not a citizen of the United 
States; but the House Committee on Elections overruled the ob- 
jection and held that it matters nothing whether the naturaliza- 
tion be effected by act of Congress, by treaty, or by admission of 
anew State. In Boyd vs, Thayer (143 U. S.) it was said that 

Naturalization is the act of ado; 

8 . adopting a foreigner and clothing him with the 

And the court in that case distinctly recognized the doctrine of 
naturalization by treaty. The inhabitants of the countries ac- 
quired from France, Spain, and Mexico became naturalized citi- 
zens of the United States, in virtue of the treaties to which atten- 
tion has been called, and there is no doubt that as such citizens 
they can, when charged with crime, rightfully claim the protec- 
tion the Constitution was intended to secure to other American 
citizens. Such being the case, the Supreme Court, of course, held, 
in the case of Thompson, who was convicted of felony by a jury 
of eight persons, that it— ‘ 
is beyond question that the provisions of the National Constitution relating 
totrials by jury for crimes and criminal prosecutions apply to the Territories 
of the United States. 

At that time there was no Territory, not even Alaska, that had 
not been acquired under a treaty providing that the inhabitants 
should ioy the rights, advantages, and immunities of citizens of 
the United States. k 

In Callan’s case (127 U. S.), which arose in the District of Co- 
lumbia, and in which the accused, by virtue of an act of Congress, 
was denied theright of trial by jury in a criminal prosecution, the 
Supreme Court said, as it was bound to say, that— 

Thereis nothing in the history of the Constitution or of the original amend- 
ments to justify the assertion that the people of this District may be lawfully 


deprived of the benefit of any of the constitutional guaranties of life, liberty, 


and property, especially of the privilege of trial by jury in criminal cases. 


In relation to the Territories acquired from France, Spain, and 
Mexico it might well be said, as the Supreme Court has said, that 
the authority of the Government of the United States is subject 
to such restrictions as are gs sees in the Constitution, or neces- 
sarily implied in its terms. Independent of constitutional limita- 
tions or of treaty stipulations Congress, in dealing with the inhab- 
itants of Territories acquired either by treaty or conquest, is bound, 
as far as conditions may reasonably permit, to observe those princi- 
ples of free institutions which restrain all the agencies of govern- 
ment, State or national. ; 

I was asked the other day how I lained the decisions of the 
Supreme Court in cases arising in Territories acquired by the 
treaty-with Mexico, to the effect that Congress could not provide 
for twice punishing a man for the same offense and could not 
make applicable to that territory a bill of attainder, and could not 
dispense with the trial by jury in cases at common law involving 
more than $20, and could not take away from the accused theright 
to confront the witnesses who may testify against him, and could 
not put a man on trial without previous informationof the nature 
of the accusation. j 

My explanation is that the Constitution of the United States 
protects the citizens of the United States against any one of those 
abuses of power, and that the inhabitants of the territory ac- 
quired from Mexico were made citizens of the United States by 
the ratification of a treaty which clothed them with American 
citizenship, and in express and unqualified terms secured to them 
the enjoyment of the rights of citizens of the United States accord- 
ing to the principles of the Constitution. 

ose who represent what they term the anti-imperial senti- 
ment of the country will not, of course, accept the explanation 
as satisfactory. They propose to look beyond and behind the 
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stipulations contained in the treaties with France, Spain, Mex- 
ico, and Russia, and, doing so, to commit the Supreme Court to 
a rule of decision that will preclude the judiciary department of 
the Government from recognizing the power of Congress to ex- 
ercise sound legislative discretion in carrying out so much of the 
treaty of Paris as provides that— 

The civil and political status of the native inhabitants of the territories 
ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Congress. 

They attach no controlling importance to the covenants con- 
tained in earlier treaties, and cl that without them the Con- 
stitution would have extended the supremacy of its provisions 
over the ceded territories and converted their inhabitants into citi- 
zens of the United States. This innate power of transmigration 
was not supposed to inhere in the Constitution by Monroe and 
Livingston when they negotiated the treaty for the purchase of 
Louisiana, or by John Quincy Adams, William H. Seward, and 
the other distinguished constitutional lawyers immediately con- 
nected with the treaties through which we obtained the cessions 
of Florida, New Mexico, Upper California, and Alaska. 

From 1803, the time of our first acquisition of territory under 
the Constitution, down to 1867, when Alaska was purchased, each 
treaty affords persuasive evidence that special covenants were 
deemed necessary to secure the benefits and advantages of citizen- 
ship to the inhabitants whose allegiance was being transferred to 
the purchasing government. 

As an answer to all this it is said that in the Dred Scott case the 
Supreme Court expressed the opinion that this Government has 
no right to hold colonies and no right to hold any people as sub- 
jects and no right to acquire territory except with the ultimate 
pu of its being admitted into the Union as a State, and that 
in this conclusion all the judges of that court concurred. 

When it is remembered that at the date of that decision no at- 
tempt had ever been made to hold a colony or to treat any people 
as subjects, and that no territory had been acquired that had not 
been or was not being held with the view of its ultimate admis- 
sion into the Union as a State or States, I am at a loss to under- 
stand how all or any of these important and fundamental ques- 
tions found a judicial lodgment in a case in which as shown by 
the principal opinion the controlling aury was whether Dred 
Scott, a man of color, who, according to his own contention, was 
an ex-slave, was a citizen of the United States and entitled as such 
to maintain a suit in the Federal courts. 

I donot agree with the distinguished Senator from Missouri 
pe VEST] that the Supreme Court, in the recent case of Shive- 

ey vs. Bowlby, reaffirmed the doctrine of the principal opinion in 
the Dred Scott case. That court did say, and as an historical fact it 
is true, that the then Territories were, and always had been, held 
with the object of their ultimate admission into the Union, and 
did declare that— 

Upon the acquisition of territory by the United States, whether by ces- 
sion from one of the States or treaty with a foreign country, or by dis- 
covery and settlement, the same title and dominion to the United 
States for the benefit of the whole people, and in trust for the several States 
to be ultimately created out of the territory. - 

Do the United States, however independent of treaty stipula- 
tions, hold Territories in trust for future States? 

The question in the Shiveley case was as to the validity of a Fed- 
eral grant of land lying below tide water. It was contended that 
the supposed trust attaching to such land in favor of the future 
State precluded the Federal Government from granting it away 
during the existence of the Territory and before the admission of 
the State. To that contention the court replied: 

By the Constitution, as is now well settled, the United States have the 
right to acquire territories, and, being. the only Government which can im- 
pose laws upon them have the entire dominion and sovereignty. national 
ana TERED, over all the Territories so long as they remain in Territorial 
con on. 

We can not doubt, therefore, that Congress has the power to make grants 
of land below high-water mark of navigable waters in any territory of the 
United States whenever it becomes necessary to do so in order to perform 
international obligations or to effect the improvement of such lands for the 

fe meral Sinn or scarey ont other public purposes appropriato t0 the 
objects for which the United States hold the territory. 

If the title of the United States had not in fact and in law been 
absolute, we would have the case of a trustee disposing of the 
estate of the cestue que trust and pocketing the proceeds of the 
sale. The real effect of the decision as to the point in issue was 
that in the absence of treaty stipulations creating it no trust 
attaches to the ownership of and dominion of the United States 
over the National Territories in favor of any other power, much 
less of a State, that may or may not be organized or, if organized, 
may or may not be admitted into the Union. The United States 
are the absolute owners of the National Territories, and are charge- 
able with no trust in favor of a successor, which can only come 
into existence at their unrestrained discretion. 

Mr. Calhoun, speaking (in the Senate) of the legal status of the 
Territories, said: 

3 of 
the! States of the Union, and we as the represen ages of Those Btates ars 
— — right fo exerciseall that authority and jurisdiction which ownership car- 


The question before the conrt in Loughborough vs. Blake was 


whether the District of Columbia was within the United States in 

the meaning of the constitutional provision that ‘‘all duties, im- 
ts and exoises shall be uniform throughout the United States.“ 

o have decided that the Federal District, made up as it was of 

territory taken from two of the original States of the Union, and 


constituting the seat of government, was not, for all purposes, 
oo the United States would have been an eee e de- 
on. 


If the contest had involved the same question as to the then 
Territories, a like decision would, no doubt, have been rendered, 
and the discussion, as to Federal taxation in the Territories, would 
have been relevant and legitimate. In support of the conclusion 
reached the Chief Justice might have said, asin effect he did say 
in Canter's case, the French and Spanish treaties are the laws of 
the land and admit the inhabitants of the Territories ceded by 
France and Spain to the enjoyment of the privileges, rights, and 
immunities of citizens of the United States, and that it was, 
therefore, unnecessary to express an opinion as to the supposed 
self-extending attributes of the Constitution. 

Treaties may be disregarded by Congress. Acts extending the 
operation of the Constitution to new territory, it is insisted, may 
be repealed. So far as a treaty remains executory on both sides, 
it ay, Bang conceded that Congress can prevent its further execu- 
tion, but it does not follow that Congress can override the obliga- 
tions of, and disregard the conditions created by, an executed 
treaty, nor does it follow that Congress can impair the efficiency 
of a personal right created and established by the act it assumes 


to repeal. 

Whatever may be the general rule as to the effect of Congres- 
sional action disregarding the stipulations of a treaty, or as to the 
effect of the repeal of an ordinary statute, citizenship of the United 
States, once acquired, whether by naturalization, or treaty stipu- 
lation, or by act of Congress, can not be taken away, nor its bene- 
fits, advantages, or immunities neutralized or impaired, except as 
a punishment for crime, and then only after a constitutional trial 
and conviction. 

To deprive a citizen of the United States of a civil right that 
inheres in American citizenship would be to inflict on him a most 
serious punishment. To attempt by legislative action to strip a 
class of citizens of the right of trial by jury, or to take from them 
constitutional protection against being twice put in jeopardy for 
the same offense, or against being deprived of life, liberty, or 
property without due process of law, would be to attempt to sub- 
ject them to the operation of a bill of attainder, which the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids. 

The high prerogative of citizenship of the United States may be 
surrendered by voluntary expatriation. or in a proper case may be 
nullified by the judgment of a court of competent jurisdiction as 
a punishment for crime, but it is above and beyond the reach of 
any self-enforcing statute, State or Federal. 

have already said that when the Supreme Court comes to pass 
on the power of Congress to determine the civil and political status 
of the inhabitants brought under the authority of the United 
States by the treaty of Paris it will for the first time be brought 
face to face with the question now being discussed in the halls of 
Congress and on the hustings. That court may be embarrassed, 
but it will not be compromised by any of the expressions used in 
former cases and now relied on as committing it to the views of 
those who contend that the Philippines constitute an integral 
part of the United States and that their inhabitants are entitled 
to ene all the constitutional protection secured to American 
citizens. 

The difference between the treaty of Paris and all other treaties 
for the acquisition of territory can not be overlooked, and he who 
seeks to maintain its identity by the doctrine of stare decisis will 
be coupes to take the burden of establishing analogies that do 
not exist. 

Taking the sixth section of the Spanish treaty of 1819, quoted 
by Chief Justice Marshall in Canter’s case, which reads that— 


The inhabitants of Territories * * shall be incorporated into the 
Union of the United States as soon as may be consistent with the principles 
of the Federal Constitution, and admitted to the enjoyment of all the priv- 
ileges, rights, and immunities of citizens of the United States— 
it will be necessary to poi in juxtaposition with it that clause 
of the treaty of Paris which reads— 


The civil rights and the political status of the native inhabitants of the 
territory ceded to the United States shall be determined by Congress— 
and then to establish that the two stipulations are substantially 
the same, and that in spite of their difference in phraseology, yet 
for some occult constitutional reason their meanings are identical 
and the ends they accomplish in all their essential elements the 
same. 

We have with us eminent men who do not hesitate to assume 
the task of proving the similarity of obligation and the identity 
of duty created and imposed by the two treaty stipulations, but 
itis dificult to conclude that with all their learning, ability, and 
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uity they can successfully maintain that the conditions re- 
ting from the two stipniations are not essentially different in 
their dominating characteristics. 

The treaty of Paris does not provide that the inhabitants of 
the territories ceded by Spain shall at any time or in any contin- 
gency be made citizens of the United States, or that their civil 
rights are to be measured by the Federal Constitution. Those 
rights are committed to the determination of Congress. The 
Asiatic countries ceded py Spain can not from the nature of things 
be in ted into our Union. Their people can not be admitted 
to the rights of citizenship. We have, therefore, the alternatives 
either to refuse the performance of the duty which, in the estima- 
tion of the civilized world, we assumed by the acceptance of the 
cession, or else courageously to set about the task of giving to 
these people the best government they are capable of administe 5 

I do not favor, and I do not believe the American people favor, 
the permanent holding of the Filipinosin a state of subordination. 
but we do not hasten the day for their national enfranchisement 
by demanding for them rights which their conditions make it 
impossible for them to enjoy, or by charging them with duties 
they are rer oe! unable to perform. 

It was said by Mr. Bancroft that— 

America are not a the a 

of p r ieia Seanad Republic, „ the country hs 

no seam in its garment. It exists in absolute unity as a nation, with full and 

undisputed natural resources. 

In that national character we treated for peace with Spain. In 
that national character we accepted the sovereignty of her recent 
Asiatic possessions, and, doing so, assumed the duty of controlling 
their future. It is a poor compliment to the National Constitution 
to insist that in the administration of this great trust and in the 
ere of this solemn and responsible duty the organic law 

to Co the right to consider the racial, mental, and 
moral peculiarities of the bitants of those countries, or their 
capacity for self-government, or their geographical situation and 
environment, an ieee pulls | the duty of mca 
for them as we might and would legislate if they were de 
from the self-governing races of Europe and inhabited contiguous 

American territory. 

I can not give my adhesion to such a rule of constitutional con- 
struction. I can not seriously contemplate the possibility of the 
Supreme Court adopting and enforcing such a rule, Since we 
have broken the bonds of continental isolation, all the depart- 
ments of Government must recognize that, while preserving our 
American system, our influence henceforth is to have its due 
weight in directing the progress of those Asiatic countries whose 
commerce is to be over the waters of the Pacific. 

When the authority of the United States to control, as our na- 
tional interests may require, our relations with the Philippines, 
or to determine whether those countries are to be inco ted into 
our Union or their inhabitants endowed with the rights of Ameri- 
can citizenship, shall be called in question in the Supreme Court, 
Irely, with confidence, on a decision sustaining their authority 
to decide these questions, each and all, at their unrestrained dis- 
cretion, so far as constitutional limitations or restrictions are con- 


cerned, 
During the first fifty = after the organization of the Gov- 
ernment the Supreme Court consistently held to the doctrine that 
the admiralty jurisdiction of the courts of the United States was 
confined to waters affected by the ebb, and flow of the tides. But 
when the growth of commerce on the Great Lakes and on the 
great interstate rivers began to approximate, in extent and im- 
portance, our foreign and coasting trade, that court was com- 
puea to depart from an unbroken line of eke established 

its own decisions. In the case of the see Chief (12 How- 
ard) the ancient rule was reversed and a new rule established, 
applying such jurisdiction to cases arising on the Great Lakes 
ant on the great interstaterivers. The court, through Chief Jus- 
tice Taney, justified that departure on grounds as set out in the 
following quotation: 

It is the decision in the case of the Thomas Jefferson which mainly embar- 
rasses the court in the present inquiry. We are sensible of the t weight 
to which it is entitled. But at same time we are convin that if we 
follow it we will follow an erroneous decision into which the court fell when 
the great importance of the question, as it now presents itself, could not have 
been foreseen, and that the subject, therefore, did not receive the deliberate 
consideration which at this time would have been given it the eminent 
men who presided here when the commerce on the rivers of the West and 
on the lakes was in its infancy and of little importance and but little regarded 
compared with that of the present day. 

It may be said of the fugitive expressions of the Supreme Court 
concerning the su inherent constitutional rights of the in- 
habitants of the territories acquired under the treaties with France, 
Spain, and Mexico, all of which have been carefully collated and 
strenuously pressed, that those expressions, even if legitimate and 
proper, were not necessary to and might well haye been omitted 

the opinions in which they are to be found. They were 
uttered when the great importance of the question as to the ca- 


pacity of the Constitution to extend its operation proprio vigcre 
as it now presents itself could not have been foreseen, and when 
the subject did not receive the deliberate consideration which at 
this time would be given it by the great men who were members 
of the Supreme Court when those expressions were used. 

Satisfied that the Supreme Court will be slow to enter on the 
work of impairing the discretion intended to be secured to Con- 
gress by the treaty of Paris, and that thereis no reasonable ground 
for fearing that it will decide, either that the citizenship of the Fili- 
pinos must be . on the one hand or the exercise of Federal 
jurisdiction over them and the countries they inhabit abandoned 
on the other, I insist that we may legislate for Puerto Rico and its 
poopie in the broadest spirit of justice and generosity without en- 

angering our authority to solve the Asiatic problem on lines con- 
sistent with the best interests of the United States and of the 
Philippines, and on principles that will secure to the people of 
those islands political autonomy whenever they may demonstrate 
their capacity and disposition to preserve domestic order and to 
perform the international obligations that must be assumed when 
ba? become an independent State. 

e can not forget that with the cession of Puerto Rico she lost 
the principal markets she had long enjoyed; that our tariff laws 
have been systematically applied to her products, and that the 
markets of Spain and Cuba, which were once o to her, can 
only be reached now by the payment of Spanish and Cuban duties. 
She has lost free intercourse with Spain and Cuba, and it is now 

eee to deny her free intercourse with the people of the United 
States. 

We can not afford to do this unjust thing, and the industrial 
interests that are to-day in the way of the open door to 
Puerto Rico are unwittingly Feen a movement that may not 
lose its impetus till all the doors that now obstruct or impede 
free intercourse between the United States and other nations shall 
have been subjected, in a greater or lesser degree, to the opening 


process. 

I shall vote to amend this bill so as to make it provide for abso- 
ans free trade with the people of Puerto Rico, [Applause in the 
galleries, 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Washington yield to 
me for a moment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Ir. TURNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr, ALDRICH. I move that at 4 o'clock the Senate take a 
recess, to meet at half past 8 o'clock this evening. 

Mr. PETTUS. For what? 

Mr, ALDRICH. For the 3 of having the bill reported 
from the Committee on Territories making further provision for 
a civil government for Alaska read, and for no other business. 

Mr. BATE. Why can not we take the bill up now? We were 
here last night until half past 11 o'clock and only 156 pages of the 
bill were read; and it is necessary that it shall all be read before 
action can be taken upon it. ° 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I did not yield to the Senator 
from Rhode Island to be taken off my feet. 


Mr. ALDRICH, I beg the Senator's on. 
Mr. TURNER. I desire to make some remarks on the pending 
Puerto Rican bill. 


Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, tho 
reason I made the motion for a recess was that it was sugg 
to me that Senators on the other side desire to hold a conference 
this afternoon; and it was to suit their convenience that I mado 
the suggestion. I have no desire to take the Senator from Wash- 
ington off his feet. 

Mr. TURNER. My will occupy some time; but I do 
not desire to interfere with the convenience of Senators on either 
side. If it be the desire of Senators on this side to have a recess 
taken at this hour, I will commence my speech on to-morrow or 
Monday, as may be preferred. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Washington will be enti- 
3 to the floor whenever the Senate meets again for legislative 

usiness. : 

Mr. TURNER. Very well. With that understanding, I will 
not attempt to go on this afternoon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two or three Senators about me have asked 
whether it is desirable to have a session to-morrow. I inquire of 
the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] whether he desires to go 
on with the Puerto Rican bill to-morrow? 

Mr. FORAKER. Ishould prefer that we should hold a session 
to-morrow. 


The PRESIDENT pro tem . There has been a notice given 
Les the Senator from Nebraska [Mr. THURSTON] for to-morrow 
ternoon. 


Mr. FORAKER. Ithink we ought to have a session to-morrow. 


1900. 
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Mr. ALDRICH.. Then I will make the motion that at 4 o’clock 
the Senate take a recess until 8 o’clock this evening. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Is it with the same understanding 
as to the evening session that was had yesterday? 


Mr. ALDRIC The same understanding that was before had, 
— 5 else is to be done except the reading of the bill re- 

erred to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Rhode Island 
asks unanimous gonsent that at 4 o’clock the Senate take a recess 
until 8 o’clock this evening on the bill known as the Alaskan bill; 
no amendments to be acted upon and no other business but the 
reading of the bill to be transacted. 

Mr. SPOONER. I should like to ask the Senator from Montana 
when he thinks the reading of the Alaskan bill will have been 


war See 2 
Mr. CARTER, On last evening, between the hours of 8 o’clock 
and half past 11 we read about one-fourth of the bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. ‘' We did?” 

Mr. CARTER. The Senate, with the aid of the secretaries of 
the Senate. There was some discussion, however, between the 
hours named. I presume in two evening sessions we can finish 
the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH]? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, let me ask, as a matter of in- 
quiry, or in the way of suggestion, why the Senate could not 
convene at 10 o’clock in the morning and continue the reading of 
the bill for two hours, instead of having half a dozen men pretend 
to come here and some Presiding Officer having to sit and nod 
through four or five hours of reading at an unconscionable hour, 
when our employees have already been under a strain, and all that 
kind of thing? Why not let us begin sooner? 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr, TILLMAN, Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Was the Senator present last night? 

Mr. TILLMAN. No, I was not; and I am not going to be pres- 
ent to-night. 

Mr. SPOONER. How, then, can the Senator know whether 
Senators nodded or not? 

Mr. TILLMAN, pee because I know the inevitable result 
of sitting up to half past 11 o’clock at night, reading a bill that 
nobody has got any particular interest in, except possibly the one 
or ANO or three men who were present, and who are obliged to 
nod. 

Mr. BATE. I want to say that every one of us ought to be in- 
terested in this bill. It is full of meat, and involves the success 
and prosperity of Alaska, The bill must be read sooner or later. 
If it is worth doing at all, it is worth doing well, and doing quickly, 
That is my judgment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If that be the case, why not have it read in 
the way I suggest? Let it be read in the regular order of business 
during business hours. 

Mr. BATE. That would suit me exactly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Iwill move that the Senate take a recess from 
now until 8 o’clock. 

Mr. TILLMAN. For the purpose of reading the Alaska bill 
aad nothing else? Will not the Senator from Tennessee object to 

a 

Mr. BATE. No; because I have promised to be here. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I do not want to obstruct business, but I con- 
tend we might as well conduct our business in a reasonable way. 
We are all paid by the year, and we ought to sit here as long as is 
necessary to properly attend to the public business. If this is an 
important measure, as the Senator from Tennessee says, why 
should we not carry it on as we carry on all other business? 

Mr. CARTER. This is a very important measure, as the Sen- 
ator from Tennessee very aptly suggests, and I am quite confident 
that the attendance here at half-past 8 o’clock will be quite suf- 
ficient to guarantee that the bill will be pea rly read and thor- 
oughly read, as required by the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can the Senate do anything without a quorum? 

Mr. CARTER. The reading of the bill is a mere formal reading. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understand that it is to comply with the 
. of the Constitution, that a bill shall be read three 

imes. 

Mr. CARTER. Under the unanimous-consent agreement no 
amendment can be offered, no amendment can be acted upon, and 
no other business can be transacted. A sufficient number of Sen- 
ators were prenns last evening, not only to witness the reading 
of the bill, but likewise to propound certain interrogatories con- 


cerning the merits of the measure. I imagine that this evening |, 


we shall have a sufficient attendance for the purpose likewise. 
Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I will announce that in view 
of the desire to take a recess I shall speak on this question at such 
hour as I may be able to do on 8 
The PRESIDEN’ T pro tempore. Is there objection to the request 


of the Senator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none, and 
the Senate will take a recess to meet at 8 o'clock this evening. 

The Senate accordingly (at 4 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m.) took 
a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 


EVENING SESSION. 
The Senate reassembled at 8 o’clock p. m. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). Under 
the order of the Senate, the Senate will resume the consideration 
of Senate bill 8419, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for a civil 
government for Alaska, and for other purposes. 

on BARE We read last night up to page 157, the beginning 
of chapter 82. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will resume the 
reading of the bill. 

The tary resumed the reading of the bill at the top of page 
157, section 304, and read to page 241, section 519, line 16. 

Mr. WARREN, I desire to offer, for the Se es of having 
printed, a couple of amendments to the pending bill 

Mr. BATE. Let us hear what they are. 

Mr. SHOUP. Let them lie on the table. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. BATE, There is no objection to having them read, is 
there? They are not long. 

The P IDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Tennes- 
see ask that the amendments be read? 

Mr. BATE. Yes; I should like to know what the amendments 


are. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The amendments will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. WARREN to the bill S. 3419. 


Amend section 7 by inserting after the word court,“ in line 2, page 8, the 
words * by the judges thereof.” 
Amendment intended to be offered by Mr. WARREN to the bill S. 3419.- 


Amend section 10 by striking out, in line 2, II. the word “clerks.” 

Amend by striking out after the word“ dent“ in line 11, page 12, all 
of lines 12 to 19, inclusive, and inserting in lieu thereof the words: 

“And the President is empowered to remove such clerk from office by an 
order in writing for that purpose. And ey the presentation of such order, 
or a copy thereof duly authenticated by the Attorney-General of the United 
States, to the judge of the court whereof such offender is clerk, such clerk 
shall thereupon be deemed to be out of office, and shall not exercise the func- 
tions thereof. And in case of the death, removal, or inability of the clerk to 
porton the duties of his office, the judge of the court whereof such person 

clerk shall a t a successor, and the person thus appointed shall be en- 
titled to all the fees and emoluments of the office, and shall give such bond as 
the court may require.” 


Mr. BATE. To what section does that apply? 
Mr. WARREN. The last amendment applies to section 10. I 


will say to the Senator that it is merely a matter I want to discuss 


when the time comes, relative to the appointment of the clerk, 

Mr. BATE. I understand the purport of the amendment, but 
I wanted to know to what section it applies. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, The amendments will be printed 
and lie on the table. The reading of the bill will be resumed. 

The Secre resumed and continued the reading of the bill to 
the end of section 734, page 821. 5 

Mr. BATE. Mr. President, the bill has been read a long way 
to-night; the clerks have read 77 85 and it is now nearly 11 
o'clock, If it be agreeable to the chairman of the committee who 
has charge of the bill, I shall move that the Senate adjourn. 

Mr. SHOUP. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. BATE. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 10 o’clock and 50 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday, March 10, 
1900, at 12 o’clock m, : 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 9, 1900. 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE. 


George P. Wanty, of Michigan, to be United States district judge 
for the western district of Michigan, vice Henry F. Severens, whose 
appointment as United States circuit judge for the Sixth judicial 
circuit will take effect on March 16, 1900, 

APPOINTMENT IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY. 
Thirty-ninth Infantry. 

Corp. Frank M. Polk, Company C, Thirty-ninth Infantry, United 
States Volunteers, to be second lieutenant, March 5, 1900, vice 
Waugh, deceased. 
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APPOINTMENT IN THE ARMY, 
Cavalry arm. 


Private Ferdinand W. Fonda, Troop B, Third United States 

Cavalry, to be second lieutenant, March 1, 1900, 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—INFANTRY ARM. 
To be first lieutenants. 

Second Lieut. Louis P. Schindel, Sixth Infantry, October 19, 
1899, vice Powell, First Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. George B. Pond, Third Infantry, October 20, 1899, 
vice Sladen, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lient. Dana T. Merrill, Twelfth Infantry, November 15, 
1899, vice Bandholtz, Seventh Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Alexander M. Wetherill, Sixth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 15, 1899; vice Ferguson, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Charles N. Murphy, Twenty-second Infantry, 
November 15, 1899, vice Learnard, Fourteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Theodore A. Baldwin. jr., Twenty-fourth Infantry, 
November 20, 1899, vice Wholley, Twenty-fourth Infantry, pro- 


moted. F 

Second Lieut. George H. Shields, jr., Twelfth Infantry, Novem- 
ber 25, 1899, vice Williams, Twelfth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Eleutheros H. Cooke, Tenth Infantry, November 
26, 1859, vice Murray, Twenty-first Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Arthur L. Conger, Eighteenth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 2, 1899, vice Wolf, Fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. James B. Kemper, Fourteenth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 8, 1899, vice Ledyard, Sixth Infantry, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. John W. Barnes, Eighteenth Infantry, Decem- 
ber 15, 1899, vice Lyon, Twenty-fourth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Isaac A. Saxton, Fourth Infantry, December 15, 
1899, vice Moore, Twenty-third Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Geo . Thorne, Twenty-second Infantry, De- 
cember 18, 1899, vice Uline, Twelfth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. H. S. Howland, Twenty-third Infantry, De- 
cember 23, 1899, vice Gose, Thirteenth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut, Alfred Aloe, Eighteenth Infantry, December 26, 
1899, vice Taylor, Twelfth Infantry, deceased. 

Second Lieut. Thomas J. Fealy, Fifth Infantry, January 7, 
1900, vice Cheney, Fourth Infantry, killed in action. 

Second Lieut. Frank W. Rowell, Second Infantry, January 12, 
1900, vice Clark, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. Hugh A. Drum, Twelfth Infantry, January 15, 
1900, vice Caldwell, Twenty-fifth Infantry, promoted. 

Second Lieut. John M. Seren hg Twenty-fifth Infantry, Janu- 
ary 18, 1900, vice Butts, Fifth Infantry, promoted. 


APPOINTMENTS IN THE VOLUNTEER ARMY, 


Puerto Rico Regiment. 


Capt. William E. Almy, Fifth United States Cavalry, to be 
major, Puerto Rico Regiment, United States Volunteer Infantry, 
March 1, 1900, to fill an original vacancy. 

To be assistant surgeon with the rank of captain. 

José Lugo Vina, of Puerto Rico, acting assistant surgeon, 
United States Army, March 1, 1900, to fill an original vacancy, 
Puerto Rico Regiment, United States Volunteer Infantry. 

INDIAN AGENTS. h 

George W. Hayzlett, of Arizona, who was appointed 1 be 10, 
1898, during the recess of the Senate, to be agent for the Indians 
of the Navajo Agency, in New Mexico, vice Maj. Constant Wil- 
liams, United States Army, relieved from duty as acting Indian 

mt. 
ponies 6, 1899, in which he was stated as of Laporte City, Iowa,” 
is hereby withdrawn. 

James H. Monteath, of Butte City, Mont., to be agent for the 
Indians of the Blackfeet Agency, in Montana, vice William R. 
Logan, resigned. 

POSTMASTER. 


John Campbell, to be postmaster at Warren, in the county of B 


Trumbull and State of Ohio, in the place of S. B. Palm, whose 
commission expired February 13, 1900. 
CONSUL. 

Max J. Baehr, of Nebraska, recently nominated and confirmed 
as consul at Santos, Brazil, to be consul of the United States at 
Magdeburg, Germany, vice Henry W. Diederich, appointed con- 
sul at Bremen. 


CONFIRMATION, 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate March 9, 1900, 
APPOINTMENT IN THE REVENUE-CUTTER SERVICE, 
Harold D. Hinckley, of Massachusetts, to be a third lieutenant 


in the Revenue-Cutter Service of the United States. 
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The nomination of Mr, Hayzlett, sent to the Senate De- Bell 


MARCE 9, 


REMOVAL OF INJUNCTION OF SECRECY. 


he consideration of executive business Thursday, Febru- 
„the following resolution was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That whenever the injunction of secrecy shall be removed from 
any part of the seen PY the Senate in executive session or 33 
lative session, the order of the Senate removing the same shall be ente b 

the Secretary in the Legislative Journal as well as in the Executive J Genel, 
and shall be published in the RECORD. $ 


THE NICARAGUA CANAL, 


During the consideration of executive business Friday, March 
9, 1900, the following resolution was considered, and agreed to: 


Resolved, That the injunction of secrecy be removed from the amendment 
this day reported from the Committee on Foreign Relations to the Conven- 
tion (Executive M.) between the United States and Great Britain to facilitate 
the construction of a ship canal to connect the Atlantic and Pacific oceans, 
and to remove any objection which might arise out of the convention com- 
monly called the Clayton-Bulwer treaty,’ and from the written report of 
the Committee on Foreign Relations; also from the views of the minority of 
the committee, when the same shall be presented. 


Durin 
ary 8, 19 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
FRIDAY, March 9, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole for the p of considering 
bills on the Private Calendar under the rule applying to the sec- 
ond Friday of each month. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Hampshire moves 
that the House resolve itself into Committee of the ole in pur- 
suance of the rule adopted yesterday. 

The question was taken. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Speaker, I demand a division, 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 129, noes none, 

Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker, I make the point that no quorum 
is present. 

r. SULLOWAY. Tho yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is satisfied that there is no quorum 
present, and therefore orders the doors to be closed and the yeas 
and nays taken on the pending motion. Those who are in favor 
of the motion will, as their names are called, vote yea,” those 
who are opposed will vote ‘‘ nay,” and those who are present and 
not voting on either side will answer present.“ 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 207, nays 0, 
answered “ present” 17, not voting 126; as follows: 


YEAS—207. 
Aldrich Corliss, Howell, Mo 
‘Alexander, Cousins, Hull, Muller, 
Allen, Ky. Cowherd, Jack, Neville, 
Allen, Me. Crawford, Jenkins, Newlands, 
Allen, Miss. Crump, Johuston, Noonan, 
Atwater. Crumpacker, Jones, Va. Otey, 
Bailey, Kans. Curtis, Jones, Wash. Otjen, 
Bailey, Tex. Cushman, Kahn, Overstreet, 
Baker, Dahle, Wis. Kerr, yne, 
Ball, Davenport, S. A. Kleberg, Pearce, Mo. 
Bankhead, De Armond, Kluttz, Pierce, Tenn. 
Barber, De Graffenreid, Knox, Pearre, „ 
ey De Vries, 4 Phillips, 
Bartlett, Dick, Lam Powers, 
pelt DOYAR, Landis, ine 
amy, ees. am, gh, 
Berry, Driscoll, Lawrence, Ray, 
Bishop, Elliott, Lentz, Reeder. 
Boutell, III. } Lester, Rhea, Ky. 
Bowersock, Faris, Le Rhea, Va. 
Brantley, Finley, Little, Ridgely, 
1 Fitzgerald, Mass Littlefield, Rixey. 
Brenner, Fletcher, Livingston, Roberts, 
rick, Gamble, Lloyd, Robinson, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Gilbert, Long, Rodenberg, 
5 eo eS 
ndidge, yon, udenslager, uppert, 
Burke, & Dak. Graff, Lovering. Russell. 
Burke, Tex. Graham, McClellan, Ryan, N. Y. 
Burkett, Griffith, MeCulloch, Ryan, Pa. 
Burleigh riggs, McDowell, Shackleford, 
Burleson, Grout, McPherson, Shattuc, 
Burnett, Grow, McRae. Shelden, 
Burton, Tall. Maddox, Sheppard, 
Calderhead, Mahon, herman, 
Caldwell, Haugen. Marsh, Showalter, 
pron Hay, May. Sibley, 
Clark, Mo. Heatwole, Mercer, Sims, 
Clarke, N. H. Henry. Conn. Mesick, Slayden, 
Clayton, N. Y. Henry, Miss. iller, Small. 
ran, Mo. Henry, Tex. or, Smith, H. C. 
N. Y. 1 Mondell. Smith, Samuel W. 
Connell, oody, Mass. Snodgrass, 
Cooney, Hoffecker, Moody, Oreg. Sperry, 
Cooper, Wis. opkins, Stark, 


Stephens, Tex. Sulzer. yer, te, Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. STALLINGS, 
Stevens, Mi Sutherland, 5 — 3 —— T. E Mr. HAWLEY with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 
Seer , enue, e E TE VE Mr. SPRAGUE with Mr. Sirs of Kentucky. 
Stewart, Wis Tawney, Vreeland, Zenor. Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SULZER. 

kes, Tayler, Ohio Waters, Ziegler. Mr. BULL with Mr. DAVEY. 
Pallewey; mayne, AA. 2 . $ Mr. BOREING With Mr FITZPATRICK. 

A . Mr. STEELE with Mr. CUSACK, 
ANSWERED "PRESENT ”—17. Mr. CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 
Adamson, Dinsmore, Naphen, 8 Mr. MCCALL with Mr. GAINES. 
Barham, Fitzgerald, N. T. Needham, . Mr. Stewart of New York with Mr. RIORDAN, 
. Gaston. — nd. Mr. Daxrox with Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. 
Brownlow, Mann, Southard, Mr. Baan with] = BRENNER. 
NOT VOTING—126 285 reg ae - JETT. 
7 Lane, Smith, III. 8: 
Ada Dovener, A Tatier, Smith, Ky. 2 — 5 rege 5 55 Mr. CARMACK, 
Benton, Emerson, Linney, n Mr. Jack with Mr. FINLEY, 
Bouteliey Ma Fleming," == Lybrand, . Mr. MTC ALT with Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. 
Bradley, Fordney, McAleer, Stallings, Mr. Wm. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. Witson of South Carolina. 
newer, Seog te Moony ae, Mr. NEEDHAM with Mr. Norton of South Carolina. 
Broward, Fowler, McLain, * Iry, Mr. PACKER of Pennsylvania with Mr. POLK. 
Pa — Poz Bet, ene: Ar. Nervrs n 
ont . sere hee eg Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 
k, Gardner, N. J. non Taan Mr. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES. 
Catchings, ee, a reset Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Speaker, I notice that my colleague, 
Clayton: Ala, Gibsons, *. 3 8 * Wachter. General GROSVENOR, is not present. He was severely indisposed 
aan age O Me irc ee ene 
n G Pı Packer, Pa. Warner, 9 e a is conan . 
8 Greene, Masa. Parker, NJ. Watson, room. à 
Cu Grosyenor, ic, . Weeks, Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. 8 I notice that the gentleman 
Cusack. at dd ee. 9 from Pennsylvania, Mr. WANGER, did not vote. I voted “aye” 
paly, a . Hemenway, Reev Williams, W. E. early in the call. While I am sure that the gentleman would vote 
Davenport, S. W. Hite 20 we mt 1 me if oe yet aa Do is absen r 3 ay — 5 a 
8 OW. . . 2 z j N 1 ae ? 

vidson, So aaea a eee have 7 ear Po ih the ee Seman from North Carolina 
Davis, Joy, Salmon, Young, Pa. ge p: in gen n N a, 
Dayton, Ketcham, Scudder. Mr. Lisey, but as this is a call to ascertain if a quorum is 
Denny, Kitchin, Shafroth, present and to go into Committee of the Whole, I felt that I had 


So the motion to go into Committee of the Whole was agreed to. 
The following pairs were announced: 

For to-day: 

Mr. Joy with Mr. NAPHEN. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. PuGH with Mr. QUARLEsS. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. MCALEER. 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. FITZGERALD of New York. 
Mr. FREER with Mr. HOWARD, 

Mr. LANE with Mr. LATIMER. 

Mr. TonevE with Mr. BENTON. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. 
Mr. WACHTER with Mr. SCUDDER. 

Mr. Surrn of Illinois with Mr. SPIGET. 

Mr. WARNER with Mr. TURNER. 

Mr. TOMPKINS with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 
For Friday and Saturday: 

Mr. LYBRAND with Mr. GASTON. 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. VANDIVER. : 
Mr. SHOWALTER with Mr, GREEN of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. HEDGE with Mr. LEVY. 

Mr. Ketcuam with Mr. WILsoN of New York. 
Until March 11: 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. KITCHIN. 

Mr. Foss with Mr. CUMMINGS, 

Until Tuesday: 

Mr. Davipson with Mr, Fox. 

Mr. Linney with Mr. KLUrrz. 

Mr. Apams with Mr. SLAYDEN. 

Until Wednesday: 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. THAYER, 
Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. WILIA E. WILLIAMS, 
Mr. Watson with Mr. DALY of New Jersey. 

For Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday: 

Mr. DovENER with Mr. CaTCHINGs. 

For Friday, Saturday, and Monday: 

Mr. HILL with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

For one week: 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. Moon. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama, 
Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. DoUGHERTY. 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. HeMENWAY with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. Giso with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. Vax VooRHIS with Mr. GORDON, 


served my 


aright to vote. I feel sure that the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina, if he were here, would vote in the aftirmative. 

Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with 
General Grosvenor. I voted “aye,” but I desire to withdraw 
my vote and answer present.“ 

Mr. NAPHEN. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘aye,” but I wish to with- 
N my vote, as I am paired with the gentleman from Missouri, 

r. Joy. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I voted ‘‘aye,” but, bein 

ired with the gentleman from Missouri, Mr. DOUGHERTY, 

esire to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I did not think itn to 
announce my pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. 
ADAMS, and would not have thought it necessary if I had not ob- 
ir was called. I am paired with the gentleman on 
all political matters, but not on a question of this sort, where 
there is no division. 

Mr. RIORDAN. Mr. Speaker, I am paired with the gentleman 
from New York, Mr. STEWART, and I wish to withdraw my vote 
of aye“ and vote present.“ 

Mr. PUGH. Mr. Speaker, I notice that Iam paired with the 
gentleman from Virginia, Mr. QUARLES. I was informed by him 
that he did not care to oppose pension matters, and therefore I 


voted “aye.” Iam with him on all political matters, but 
not on matters mmng to pensions. 
Mr. BOREING. Mr. S er, I am paired with Mr. FITZPAT- 


RICK. I do not understand that that applies to pension matters, 
yet I desire to withdraw my vote of “aye” and vote “ present.” 

Mr. BorEInG’s name was called, and he answered present,“ 
as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. On this question the yeas are 207 and the 
nays none: present, 17. A quorum is present, the ayes have it, 
and accordingly the House resolves itself into Committee of the 
Whole House under the order, and the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. 
Lackx, will take the chair. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


The SPEAKER. Pending the vote to go into Committee of the 
Whole, the Chair asks unanimous consent to submit the request 
of a member for leave of absence. 

There was no objection. - 

Mr. Joy, by unanimous consent, obtained leave of absence until 
Monday next on account of important business. 

CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE PENSION BILLS. 

The House then resolved itself into Committee of the Whole for 
the consideration of private pension bills, Mr. Lacey in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will re- 
port the rule under which the House acts to-day. 
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The Clerk read as follows: 


. . Resolved, That during the 5 of this Congress the second and 

fourth Fridays in each month, after the disposal of such — Sr the 

ble as requires reference only, shall be set apart for th msid- 

eration of — an paneon bills, bills for the removal of political disabilities, 

and bills removing charges of desertion. The provision herein made shall be 

in lieu of oe prenin senator provided for by section 2 of Rule XXVI, and 
section 6 e XXIV and section 1 of Rule XXVI are hereby modified to 


MARIA ANDREWS, 


The first business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
6700) to increase the pension of Maria Andrews. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 8 
authorized and directed to increase the pension, subject to the limita: 
and ay pm of the pension laws, of Maria Andrews, widow of Guoree A ao 

late private, Company H. Eighty-fifth ent Ilinois Volunteers, 
in the late war of the rebellion, and pay hera on of $% per month in lieu 
of the pension she is now receiving. 
i The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
Ows: 
Strike out all after aa word directed,“ in line 


. 


and insert in ied 


thereof the following: “ lace on the roll, subject to the pro 
and limitations of the ahs on laws, the name of Maria Andrews, widow of 
Andrews, late private in Com 


y K, Eighty-fifth Ilinois Volunteers, 
ROA PAY DE D ae at the rate of r $0 per i month in lieu of that she is now 


. the title of the bill so as to read: i bill gh ip nin Ban an increase of 
pension to Maria Andrews“ and when so amend of the bill is 
recommended. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. As an amendment to the pening amend- 
ments I offer the amendment which I send to the desk 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After line 14, insert: 

“Provided, That in the event of the death of the helpless 
pension of the said Maria Andre pre ens con’ tinue at the rate of 
only from and after the death of said 

The amendment tothe 5 was agreed to, and the amend- 
ment as amended was adopted. 

The bill as amended was Piaid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House, 


Willie, the 
2 a month 


JESSE SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the-bill (H. R. 
434) granting an increase of pension to Jesse th, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Barong, 
directed to place upon 35 roll the name of Jesse Smith, late priva 
ny K, Ninety-sti Illinois Volunteer By a and pa pay him a pen- 
sion of $30a month from and after th Soe ng this act in lieu of the pension 
he is now receiving under certificate No. 7 
The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 
In line 4, before the word “directed,” insert the words “authorized and.“ 
In the same line strike out the word “upon ™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
won.“ Also, in the same line, after the word Bon en insert the words 


ect to the provisions and limitations of the pen 
0 ine 6strike out all after the word pension!“ and insert in place thereof 
the following: wat the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


the House, 
MARIA E. MAILLEY. 


saa next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

bah d nting a pension to Mrs. Maria E. Mailley. 

11 was read, as follows: 

t ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
cate directed to place the . — of Mrs. Maria E. Mailley, widow 
of Frank E. Mailley, late 8 D. Ninth New Jersey Infantry V Volun- 
teers, on the pension roll, and, under the provisions of the act of June 27 
pay her a pension of $3 per month and S additional for each child und er the 
age of 16 years. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “place,” in line 4, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: on the ion roll, subject to the kovina and limitations 
of the act of June 27, 1800, the name of lley, widow of Frank E. 
Mailley, late of Company D, Ninth New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $5 per month.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Maria E. Mailley.“ 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


the House. 
ELLA F. SYDNOR. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
wii r msion Ella F. Sydnor. 
was read, as follows: 
Be 555 ooh ett., gA the Barony of tke 9 and he hereby is, 


authorized an Government the 
name of jae F. Sydnor. 5 ospital of the Army of the United 
States at Winchester, 


during the late war of the rebellion, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of şi? per month. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “of the Government“ and insert in 
. “subject to the provisions and limitations of the 


Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to to Ella F. Sya- 
nor;” and when so amended the passage o the ded. 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
CALISTA F. HALL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2681) granting a pension to Calista F. Hall. 

The bi bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is Rarely, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pena: roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Calista F. Hall, Ww 
of Joseph S. Hall, late a lieutenant in Company E, Fifteenth Re 
mont Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a at the rate of $17 per month 
in lieu of that which she is now receiving. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word da“ and insert the word “first."’ 
In line 9 strike out the word “ which.” 
ane 3 so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
LOUIS H, GEIN. 
28000 next banno on 53 3 bre’ 1 6 bili (H. R. F 
increase o; on uis in, Compan 
Fifty- ech N ew York Volunteers. À 
The bill was 3 as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb 
authorized and directed to place on the subject to the provi 
sions and limitations of the ion laws, eof H. Gein, la 


e nam 
Se New York Volunteers, during the 
$30 a month, in lieu of the pension 


late civil war,and 
— rheumatism and other diseases con- 


which he is now 8 
tracted in the line ot du 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 

pares to, as follows: 
n line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteers during the late civil war” and 

—.— in lieu thereof the words “ Volun Infan 

Strike out all of lines 8, 9, and 10 and insert in lieu thereof the words “pay 
him a pensionat the rate of $12 r month in lieu of that he is now recei y! 

Amend the a so as to as follows: A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Louis H. Gein. 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 


for 


SERELDA C, M’GREW. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6701) granting a pension to Serelda C, McGrew. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it acted, . — — 5 the Secretary ot the Interior be, and ho is hereby. 
authorized and lace on the pension rig ex sub ect * ~ provisions 
and limitations of or the pe — — laws, the name of Serel ees widow 
of James A. McGre eceased, late eee S. ship Caron- 
delet, in the late war Tof rebellion, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ deceased.” 
In line 8, after the word pension.“ insert at the rate.” 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably tu 
the House, 
ELISHA B. SEAMAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8809) granting increase of pension of Elisha B. Seaman, Company 
A, Sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Elisha B. Seaman, late a mem- 
ber of Company A. Sixty-sixth Ohio N Infantry, on the pension roll 
at — 15 oy of si per month, said sum to be paid in lieu of the pension now 
received 

The N reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Strixe out all after the word “ p! “in line hey and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: on the paana ro n to tho .. 7 — and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of te of Company A, Sixty- 
sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $% per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read as follows: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elisha B. Seaman.” 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House, 
LUCY s. BANE. 
2 7 next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
22) for the relief of Lucy S. Bane, 
che bill was read, as follows: 


a Be Bee etc., That the 8 the Interior Lea nna is hereby, 
irected aiy funds no erwise appro- 
priated, ey A Bane, the widow of Moses M. Bane. Bane late 
Pomel o Infantry Volunteers. 


> The b reported by the committee were read, as fol - 
ows: 
Strike out all the word 


after here line 3, and insert in place 
thereof the following: “authorized ned directed bo Pale 


on the pension roll, 
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subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the namo of 
Lucy S. Bane, widow of Moses M. Bane, late colonel of the Fiftieth Re ent 
3 Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per 
month.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Lucy 8. 
Bane. 


Mr. LAMB. I move to amend the amendment by striking out 
twelve” and inserting “‘thirty;” so as to give this widow a pen- 
sion of 830 a month. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I would like to hear some reason for this 
amendment. 

Mr. LAMB. I will give an explanation of the reasons in a very 
few words. This Virginia lady married a general in the Federal 
Army residing in my district. Hediedandleftherpenniless. Fol- 
lowing the custom here, I ought to ask in her behalf a pension of $50; 
but with my experience here in the Fifty-fifth Congress, I scarcely 
think I could get that amount. Now, this poor widow is entitled, 
I think, to a pension of at least $30; and I hope every member on 
the other side will agree to give that amount, as I believe every 
member on this side is willing to do. 

This lady is now in this city, as 1 have said, penniless. She saw 
fit to marry this Federal general who had lost an arm at Chicka- 
mauga orin some other Western engagement, and who died of 
injuries received in the service. I think it due this poor woman, 
as a compensation for the services she rendered in taking care of 
this old Federal goneral; that we should give her a pension of $30. 
Task this in confidence of my colleagues here. I hope the amend- 
ment I have offered will prevail. ‘ i 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I would be glad to be as generous as my 
colleague, if I could; but this lady married this officer as lately 
as 1896. If it was a fact that he died from wounds received in the 
service, then there should be a different rating. 

The fact is, that the committee, in the investigation of this matter, 
allowed all that could be allowed under the law. As a matter of 
right, nothing more could possibly be allowed in this case, be- 
cause this widow married the soldier since the act of 1890 was 


passed. = 

But, Mr. Chairman, I am not opposing the proposition of the 
gentleman from Virginia. If the committee wish to do this act, 
it is entirely in their hands. We have no authority, however, to 
adopt it as a committee, but content ourselves with stating to the 
House that we gave in this case all that we could give under the 
law, and see no reason for the increase. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment proposed 
by the gentleman from Virginia. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I want to call the attention of the 
committee to one or two facts in connection with this matter; 
and I am satisfied, when I have done so, I shall be able to con- 
vince the committee that this increase ought tobe given. I know 
of a number of men myself, in my own experience, who were se- 
riously wounded ourme the war who seemed apparently to recover 
from their wounds, and yet in after years, by reason of the drop- 
ping of the ball intosome delicate part of the system, serious injury 
resulted. One particular case I have now in mind; I know that 
ten years after the wound was received the bullet dropped into 
the lung of one of my own comrades in a regiment in which I 
served and caused his death in a very short time thereafter. 

Now, that is about the case that is presented here. We ask 
nothing on the score of charity. Weask only as a matter of right 
this pension for this widow. If other widows, as we all know to 
be a fact, have been receiving thirty or fifty dollars a month, then 
we have no hesitation in asking in this case that this widow shall 
receive at least $30 a month, the amount of the amendment I have 
suggested. I do not claim it is a matter of generosity, but only a 
matter of justice. Of course I believe in generosity in these pen- 
sion matters, But this is not a case where you are asked to be 
generous, butonlyjust. If the officer, the husband of this woman, 
rendered the service which it is admitted he did render, she is to-day 
as much entitled to this pension as any other widow who is now 
upon the pension rolls; and although we do not ask the same 
amount that has heretofore been granted in such cases, we should 
not feel any hesitation in asking that amountif the sense of the 
House had not shown itself in favor of a reduction to a certain 
extent of these pensions. 

That is all I desired tosay. I believe the justice of the claim 
will commend itself to the members present. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions have given careful consideration to all of the bills which 
have been presented or reported. They have reported conserva- 
tively in all cases. 

Mr. LAMB. Will the gentleman yield to me to allow me to 
read an extract from the report? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Certainly. 

Mr. LAMB. Let me read, Mr. Chairman, what the report of 
the committee says in that case: 


In support of said claim she filed the testimony of Dr. Kendall, the former 
surgeon of the Fiftieth Ilinois Volunteers, to the effect that the ball which 
shattered the right arm and made immediate amputation necessary also pen- 
etrated the chest wall between the sixth and seyenth ribs, wounding the 
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8 the pleural cavity, and wounding the 
lung structure; that he had chronic dysentery; that after his return 
from the Army the officer came under his professional care when he resided 


upper edge of the liver, 


in Quincy (up to 1878), and through correspondence when he was in other 
places; that the soldier suffered from chest or kidney ase, and, in opinion 
of affiant, such diseases were Sho pathologic] results from the wound in the 
chest, and were caused by the bullet which had lodged in the thorax; never 
heard what the immediate canse of death was, but believed all the time that 
the chest trouble would sometime be the primary cause of death. 


Mr. SULLOWAY. As to what the gentleman from Virginia 
has read, of course this may have entered as a factor in the cause 
of the death of this officer; but the testimony shows he died of 
pneumonia, and we have given his widow in the committee the 
full amount that the law allows. If the committee shall see fit, 
in its wisdom, to give more than we have seen Pre to allow, it 
will not break our hearts; and I content myself simply with say- 
ing that the committee have reported in this case all that they felt 
justified in giving. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to corroborate what the 
chairman of the committee—the gentleman from New Hamp- 
shire—has just stated. This bill is unanimously reported from 
the committee, and reported, as it shows on its face, in favor of 
$12 a month. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I did not 8 to find any oppo- 
sition to a reasonable request like mine on this side of the House, 
or on either side, in favor of a proposition so reasonable as that I 
have suggested. 

Now, if the committee will bear with me for a moment longer, 
there is a point to which I had neglected to call your attention 
when I took the floor a moment ago. This officer had lost an arm 
in the service. He was himself a physician. He states clearly 
and conclusively the conditions under which he was suffering. 
Now, if you are willing to correct the report in accordance with 
the facts, as I have suggested them, I imagine that no member of 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions could properly interpose an 
objection in a case so worthy and meritorious as this. I know, of 
course, that this committee have much work to do. I know that 
they are zealous, active, and careful in their work. But here is a 
case that must commend itself to the thoughtful consideration of 
every man who examines the question. I recognize the fact, also, 
that the committee has to be particular in the examination of these 
cases, and I dislike very much to interpose an objection to their 
report. But I feel compelled, Mr. Chairman, in this case to insist 
upon the adoption of the amendment that I have . and 
nope the committee will agree with me in that regard. 

am sorry that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GIBSON] is 
not in his seat. He told me that when I offered this amendment 
here he would support it. I did not expect any objection or any 
quasi objection to come from my friend over there [Mr. SULLO- 
WAY], who stood here in the Fifty-fifth Congress and insisted that 
T should have $50 for the daughter of ex-President Tyler, who was 
in great distress in this city. Now, I ask the gentleman to with- 
draw his objection, and give this poor woman, who is suffering 
am in this town to-day, and whois penniless, $30a month. Please 

o it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendment to the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Yirginis [Mr. LAMB]. 

The question being taken on a division (demanded by Mr, 
Lams), there were—ayes 40, noes 48. 

Mr. LAMB. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered, and the Chairman appointed Mr. LAMB 
and Mr. SULLOWAyY. 

The committee again divided, and the tellers reported—ayes 47, 
noes 58. 

Accordingly the amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment offered by the committee was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside, to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Curtis of Kansas hav- 
ing taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, announced that the Senate 
had passed bills and resolutions of the following titles; in which 
the concurrence of the House was requested. 

8. 2871. An act to supplement and amend the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the North River Bridge Company and to 
authorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at New 
York City across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce in and 
over such bridge between the States of New York and New J er- 
sey, and to establish such bridge a military and post road,” ap- 
proved July 11, 1899. 

Senate concurrent resolution 30: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 

tary of War be authorized and directed to submit a report of survey 
and estimate for the improvement, straightening, and widening the main 
ship channel in Sabine Pass, Texas, from a point 1,000 feet north of the United 
States life-saving station to Sabine Lake, and that said survey and estimate 


made in accordance with the provisions of section 22 of the river and har- 
bor act of March 3, 1899, 
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Senate concurrent resolution 29: 

Resolved by the Senate ( kf House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed for use as a public document 12,500 additional copios oÈ ne ah the 

of Asia and Oceania,” 
World,” of whi ber 3.500 copies of each document shall be for ue 
of the Senate, 6,500 copies for use of the House of Representatives, and 2,500 
for use of the Bureau of Statistics of the Treasury Department. 

Senate concurrent resolution 31: 
Resolved by the Senate (the House of 
be printed 14,000 of the gene 8 “Review of the 
World’s Commerce for the year 1899,” of whi G shall be for the use of the 
Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House of opresentatives, and 10.000 for the 
use of the Department of State; and 8.000 copies of “Commercial Relations of 
the United States forthe year 1899, tng Py op general summary, of pac 
1,000 shall be for the use of the Senate, 2,000 the use of the House of Rep 

resentatives, and 5,000 for the use of the Department of State. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 3266) 
authorizing the health officer of the District of Columbia to issue 

a permit for the removal of the remains of the late Brig. Gen. 
B. O. C. Ord from Oak Hill Cemetery, District of S r, tothe 
United States national cemetery at Arlington, Va. 


JOHN LANDEGAN, 


The committee resumed its sitting. 

The next business on the Private Ge de was the bill (H. R. 
6161) for the relief of John Landegon, of Danbury, Conn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John Lande- 
| late of Company D, First Connecticut Infantry, and Company C, Second 
Z tho Cava Cav: also chief of scouts for Third Cavalry Division and 

‘or the Ca 


issued 9 he Bureau of Statistics of Treasury De 
ercial 
Sibe: 
ree," ** Ouni Puerto Rico, 5 


in 1800, Commercial Japan in | 
5 
Hawaiian, Philippine, and and Samoan alana ae and “Colonia Systems of th 


deer concurring), That there 


The 2 amendments, recommended by the Gans mittee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In line 4, after the word roll.“ add the following: subject to the provi- 


sions and limitations of the pension laws,” 
A line 5 strike a the word ` fermar n and insert Landegan; ” in the 
after the word “Connec cat” add Volunteers.“ 
mo line 9, before the word “of,” tad “at the rate; in the same line strike 
out the word “which.” 
In line 10 strike out all after the word “receivin 


Am the title of the bill so as to read: ni g an increase of 
penton so Jokes DEMIE.” ied 

The committee amendments were a 

The bill as amended was ordered to laid a aside, to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 

; ANGELINE EYESTONE, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2170) granting a pension to Angeline Eyestone. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
22 ĩͤ VV 
po — worn . E of the pension laws, the name of Angeline 2 mother 

aroas; late of Company H, One hundred and forty-fourth 

DE Ghis olunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension of $20 per month. 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, was read: 

In line 8 strike out all after the word " and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: at the rate of $12 per mon 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


SARAH CLAGGETT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
9012) granting a pension to Sarah Claggett. 
The bill was read, as 3 


tt, fi 
mpany A, 0 the Seven 1 
a month. 

The . amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 6, after the word Dye,“ insert “late.” 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words Infantry Volunteers” and insert in 
place thereof the words Volunteer Infantry.” 

The committee amendments were 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid i aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


HELEN M. HULL, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1754) for the relief of Mrs. Helen M, Moore. 
The was read, as follows: 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and is here 
Moore, 8 of — 2 late e con Moore: ll the name c o$ Helen A 
Ilinois Infan aed gy F. Hull, from Shes ote ine 


since been di 5 8 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike ont all after the word to“ and insert in place thereof tho 
following: place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
nons of the pension laws, the name of Helen M. Hull, as the former widow of 

sig a Moore, late first lieutenant Company <A, Forty-fifth Ilinois Volun- 
teer ‘antry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $17 per month.” 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Helen M. Hull.“ 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES L. WHIDDEN. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


4854) to pension James L. Whidden. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inperio is hereby authorized 
and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James L, idden, late 


of Captain Hooker's company, Florida Seminole Indian war of 1856, 1837, an 
1858, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Pensions, were read: 


3 Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to James L. Whid - 
en 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twelve" and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“eight,” so as to fix the rating at $8 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be Jaid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS DUNN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8206) to correct the naval record of Thomas Dunn. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Dorway of the Navy be, and he is hereby 
authorized to remove the peant Sedan of Lanny hana now standing on the records o 
the Navy Department against 

The following amendment, sceshaner by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, was read: 

In inr 5, after the word “Dunn,” add: 

vided, That said Dunn shall not by the passage of this act be entitled 
to any ire or back pay of any kind.“ 

The amendment recommended by the committee was to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE W. SHANK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill Pa: R. 
2465) to grant an honorable discharge to George W. Shank. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

ae it ee ete, ee: the Secretary of the Navy 3 he is hereby, 


to grant an honorable the Volunteer 
Navi to eter Shank, late an acting pogo x assistant 8 dato 


The slowing amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, was read: 
Add at the =: Pega the bill the followin 
~“ Provided, Tha iil the folowing tno see ofthis act be entitled 
to any bounty or beet pay of any kind.“ 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill on its face 8 to be a bill 
simply to grant an honorable discharge. ts face it does not 
appear that it is in order under the rule. Is the gentleman who 
ones the bill prepared to state that a charged of desertion is 

volv 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Yes, Mr. Chairman; I can so state, 

The committee amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOSEPH PITT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1616) to correct the naval record of Joseph Pitt, alias Joseph Marr, 
and to erase the name of Joseph Marr and substitute the name of 
Joseph Pitt on the records of the United States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secreta 


of the Navy be, and is hereby, di- 
rected to remove from the records of t 


gantas States Navy the chargo ar 
desertion standing against the record of Joseph Marr, as of October 1 


and substitute for the name of yr N Marr the true name of the sailor, the 
—— of Joseph Pitt, who served as landsman on the U. S. S. Princeton and 

The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, was read: 

After the word “Sassacus, in line 9, add the words: 

“ Provided, That the said Pitt shall not by the passage of this act, be 
entitled to any bounty or back pay of any kin 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to have the re- 
port in that case read or a statement from the chairman of the 
committee. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read the report in the time 
of the gentleman from South Carolina, 


1900. 
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The report (by Mr. METCALF) was read, as follows: 


Tho Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
1636) to correct the naval record of Joseph Pitt, alias Joseph Marr, and to 


records of the United States Navy, Savion given the same careful 
ation, recommend its passage with the follo ndment: 


consid 


tled to any 5 of any kind. 
The facts in this case, as established by the sworn statement of Pitt, cor- 
8 88 two credible witnesses who were his shipmates 


on t . S. S. Sassacus, are as follows: Pitt enlisted and served from 
August 19, 1861, to January 17, — Company A, First Delaware Infantry, 
and Com y O, Fourth Delaware Infantry, respectively, and was dischar; 


from both regiments for hernia of — — side, His service was practically 
continuous; the date of his discharge from the former regiment was August 
27, 1862, and the date of his reenlistment was on the 18th of the month follow- 
ing. He subsequently enlisted on the U. S. S. Sassacus under the name of 
Joseph Marr, assuming the maiden name of his mother, for the reason, as he 
sta that having been discharged from the volunteer military service for 
disability he might be rejected if he undertook to enlist under his real name. 
He served faithfully in the Navy until September, 1865, when the Sassacus 
went into Philadelphia, at the close of the war, and went out of commission. 
Pitt was placed in the hospital, and when he recovered went away, intendin, 
toreturn. Subsequently he learned that the ship's crew had been disc 
and received their pay, but believing that it was then too Jate for him to re- 
turn he did not do so. On December 29, 1865, Pitt enlisted in the United 
States Army.and served three years on the frontier, receiving his discharge 
at Fort Fred Steele, Wyo., December 28, 1868. On November 1, 1809, he enlisted 
in Company H, Twenty-second United States Infantry, from which he was dis- 
charged at New Orleans, La., November 1, 1874 He thus served the country 
as a soldier about thirteen years. It is quite clear that his record of desertion 
is purely technical, and was not made for the purpose of escaping dan; 
any kind or for any pecuniary benefit. Al of his charges from the 
note his character as good. The identity of J 3 Pitt and J 
one and the same person is well established by affidavits of reputa! 
of Philadelphia. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, it seems that there is no evi- 
dence except the statement of this soldier himself in regard to his 
service. It seems that he deserted and reenlisted, possibly re- 
ceiving a bounty each time. If I remember correctly, a bill 

the House here some time ako d7 which these TS 

m the Navy could go to the Navy Department and have their 

records corrected there. It seems to me unnecessary to continue 

to bring in and consider these bills here and take up the time, 

when we can be considering more meritorious bills. I move, 

therefore, that this bill be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with the recommendation that it lie on the table. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the motion of the 
gentleman from South Carolina, that the bill be laid aside to be 
reported to the House with the recommendation that it lie on 
the table. 

The question was taken; and the motion was rejected. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ee to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HENRY O. MORSE. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


163) for the relief of Henry O. Morse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Beit cn wees etc., That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 


rof 
rmy 
h Marr as 
e citizens 


authorized an: ted to remove the cha of desertion now standing 
against the name of Henry O. Morse, late of the U. S. ship A ny, and to 
issue to said Henry O. Morse a certificate of discharge from service. 


The amendment recommended, by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

Insert, after the word “service,” the following: 

“ Provided, That said Morse shall not by the passage of this act be entitled 
to any bounty or back pay of any kind.” 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, that is an unnecessary amend- 
ment to offer. As soon as the charge of desertion is removed 
from the record of those men they apply at once and get their 
pension. They intend to doit. I submit that we ought not to be 
considering these bills here; and I move, therefore, that this bill 
be laid aside to be reported to the House with the recommenda- 
tion that it lie on the table. 

The question was taken on the motion of Mr. TALBERT; and the 
Chairman announced that the noes a Somes to have it. 

Mr, TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I demand a division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 6, noes 51. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point that no quo- 
rum has voted. If you will let that bill be laid aside, I am not 
opposed to the passage of other bills, 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order 
made by the gentleman from South Carolina, 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, do I understand that the Chair 
has overruled the point that no quorum is present? 

The CHAIRMAN . That point was not made. 

Mr. TALBERT. I make the point that no quorum is present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point that the gentleman made was 
that no quorum voted. 

Mr. TALBERT, I make the point that no quorum is present. 


I make that in order to combat the idea of pensioning deserters. 
The gentleman makes the point that no 


The CHAIRMAN, 


guor is present. The Chair will count, [After counting.] 
ne hundred and twenty-two. A quorum is present, the noes 
have it, and the motion to report the bill back with the recom- 
mendation that it lie on the table is lost. 

The question is on agreeing tothe amendment recommended 
by the committee. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. = 

CHARLES L, GREEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1711) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles L. Green. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the on roll, ran to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the —— laws, the name of Charles L. Green, late 


of Company A, Eighteenth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, 
wake PRY nS pS at the rate of $00 par monih-in Bex of 8 
receiving. 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I think we ought to have the report 
read. That is a pretty big pension. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized, and the report will be read in his time. 

The Clerk procéeded to read the report. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I have had an explanation made, 
and I withdraw the demand. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman withdraws the demand for 
the reading of the report, and the question is on laying aside the 
bill with a favorable recommendation. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

ARMINDA D. DAVIS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1712) 
granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior b. 
authorized and directed to place on the clos For sub. pert ey rock 
ona ant ol rgd = LEA laws, ng hig co of pee D. 
widow of Frank M. 0 m hy th Regim 
Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 8 at the 2473 of $8 per Kidata 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY F. HOPKINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2219) 
ETAO CRE MN increase of pension to Mary F. Hopkins, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be,and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suliject to the bem A 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 1 Hopkins, widow of 
Senu M. Hopkins, late first lieutenant Company I, Twelfth b 
e Island 


e 
Volunteer Infantry, and her a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that she is 8 i ss = 


Mr. LOUD, Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the report 
read in that case. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from California is recog- 
nized, and the report will be read in his time. 

The report (by Mr. SuLLOway) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2219) 


granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Hopkins, have examined the same 
and adopt the Senate pepart thereon and recommend that the bill do pass. 


[Senate Report No. 137, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2219) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary F. Hopkins, have the —.— and 


A similar bill was introduced in the Senate during the Fifty - fifth Congress, 
rted favorably, and passed the Senate. i 
The siaimant is the widow of Stephen M. H h 
“The man 0 ow en M. who was severel 
wounded at Fredericksburg while 7 as first lieutenant of Company I, 
Tw Regiment Rhode faland Volunteer Infantry. Soldier died shortly 
after as a a It uot bis sr sane n e 
ow receipt ofa on r month, th i 
under the general law. Evidence is presented that she is . 
in very poor health, and with no means of support outside of her pension ex- 
cept what is bestowed upon her by others. 
55 en 5 he e of the Sry pin 
o fore; report is ado; A © passage of recommended, 
vie aoe followin amendments ne pay idi 2 > 00 
n line er the word “roll,” inse: wo subject to 
and limitations of the pension laws." Ay it tora 
Strike out lines 7 and 8 and substitute therefor the following: “Volunteer 
Infantry, and bay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that 


she is now recei 

Mr. LOUD, Now, Mr. Chairman, I suppose it is useless to en- 
deavor to ask why the Committee on Invalid Pensions have in- 
creased the pronos of this woman beyond the maximum amount 
allowed by law. My remarks shall not be directed particularly 
to this case, because one case, Mr. Chairman, would have very 
little effect upan the country; but it is the settled licy, so it 
seems, that where a case gets into the Committee on valid Pen- 
sions asking for an increase above the amount provided by law, 
that the committee either grants the full request or compromises 
somewhere along the line. 


re 
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Now, first, the committee have a eines cases here giving remar- 


ried widows 1 of $12 a month, where if they had not remar- 
ried they would have only been entitled to 88. The law prohibits 
grauting pensions in those cases. Now, I ask the Pension Com- 
mittee, and ask the House of Representatives, why we should take 
up cases that are presented to them and allow pension in excess 
of the law. If the wisdom of this committee believes it proper 
that remarried widows should receive a pension of $12 a month, 
then why not enact such legislation and relieve Congress from 
the pressure of these individual cases. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, can I ask the gentleman a 
question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 8 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Would you favor such legislation? 

Mr. LOUD. I would not, and the gentleman need not have 
asked the question. But, if I did favor it I would do all in my 

wer to pass such legislation. If the Committee on Invalid 
ensions believe that such legislation should be enacted, then it 
becomes their duty to come out into the open, in the broad light 
of day, and present a unanimous report, as they delight to roll 
their tongues around every case that comes from that.committee. 
A unanimous ee Mr. Chairman, means a casual investiga- 
tion by one member of that committee. Why, this committee, 
or its members, can report here six or eight or ten cases a day. 
The Pension Office spends weeks and months in investigation to 
report against these cases, and yet a member of Congress can dis- 
pose of six or eight, or an unlimited number of them, in one day. 

Now, let us take the case under consideration. A very brief 
report says that this woman is the widow of a lieutenant killed in 
the service or died as the result of his wounds, pensioned under the 
law at $17 a month, The committee recommend that the widow 
have $25. Now, if the applicant in this case is entitled to 825 a 
month, then the widow of every lieutenant who died in the serv- 
ice, or who died as the result of his wounds, is entitled to a simi- 
lar pension. Nothing is urged, nothing could be urged, in this 
special case, except that some member of the House or of the Sen- 
ate introduced the bill, and they have gone to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions and it has been granted at the request of some 
person—special favoritism. It seems to me I heard some one say 
a short time ago that there were between three and four thou- 
sand special cases now before that committee, and when some 
member asked the chairman of the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions if pension applicants were not growing less, or if the pension 
roll was not growing less, he turned his eyes to God and gave 
utterance to that expression which will live long after he shall 
have passed away, I hope not; I hope not.” Thirty-five years 
after the close of the rebellion the gentleman gives utterance to 
the expression that ‘‘I hope the pension roll is not growing less, 
and that the number of applicants before the Pension Office and 
Congress is not growing less.” 

What brief time I have had during a hearing before my com- 
mittee to-day, I went over some of these reports. I find, in general, 
the substance of your reports to be that in the case of a widow 
not entitled to a pension under the law you give her a pension of 
$12 a month, where if she was entitled to a pension under the 
law she could only secure $8 a month. In other cases like this, 
where the woman is receiving the full limit of pension under the 
law, you increase the pension without giving Congress any excuse. 
Now, then, if the laws of our Government to-day do not suf- 
ficiently regard those who defended this country between 1861 
and 1865, then it becomes your simple duty to enact such legisla- 
tion as will place these people in the position in which you desire 
to place the particular individuals. 

Row: you take these reports from the beginning to the end, and, 
as a rule, where you give the . 0 a pension of $24, $30, or $36 
a month it is clearly apparent that the applicant’s disability is not 
the result of his service. Clearly, Isay,in granting 50 per cent of 

our cases, where the man to-day is disabled, it is clearly apparent 
trom the reports that his disability has no connection with his 
service whatever. Now, let me say to you again, if a man be- 
comes blind, if a man becomes paralyzed, or if any disease shall 
overtake him in 1899 or 1900, and you think he ought to have a 
pension of 824 or $36 a month because he may have served in the 
Army for ninety or one hundred days or six months or a year, 
then why not be fair and come out and say to the country that we 
believe and will enact into legislation such a measure as will give 
every man who was in the Army $24 or $36 a month, if he, per- 
chance, is disabled to-day. 2 

I know very well, Mr. Chairman, that my words are falling 
upon deaf ears. They have fallen upon deaf ears before. There 
are motives that push this pension legislation through here which 
it is unnecessary to discuss. Some members, perhaps, may be- 
lieve that it will secure their election in the next contest. No 


man can believe that John Smith or Tom Jones to-day, because 
he is totally disabled, and not the result of his service, should have 
a pension beyond $12 a month, If he does, then he must believe 
that every man should receive it. Now, what condition is con- 


fronting this country to-day? We have just gone through another 
little trouble. Thirty thousand applicants are now before the 
Pension Office, and, if I am creditably informed, the widow of 
every officer who died in this late war is now an applicant, and in 
some cases which have passed the other legislative body they ask 
for and in many cases receive $10, $15, $20, $25, and $30 a month 
more than the law gives them. How they are scaled I can not 
tell. One widow of an officer, a captain, gets $40 a month. What 
thespecial incentive, what the special influence may be, God alone, 
perhaps, knows. Another woman who has lost her husband in the 
service, a captain, who I will put in the ordinary class, gets along 
and receives a pension which the law gives her. 

Now the brake that has been placed on pension legislation ever 
since the close of the civil waris removed, Our Southern breth- 
ren are criminally implicated now in the pension roll. The late 
war saw soldiers on the right side from all parts of the country, 
and 1 witnessed here a few moments ago the spectacle of every 
Democrat, I believe, except one yoting to increase the pension of 
a widow from $12, which I think the committee reported, to $36. 
Perhaps the widow was entitled under the law to $8; as to that I 
will not say; she was not entitled under the law to more than $8; 
that everyone knows, because the testimony was before us in the 
report that the man married this lady in 1896, or about that date— 
1892, I think. He married her, and in 1896 or 1897, after having 
been sick four days, he died of pneumonia or influenza“ grip,” 
I believe they style it. Upon such a case the 1 from 
Virginia [Mr. LAMB] gets up here and urges—I think the lady is 
a daughter of somebody that may have lived some timeago—urges 
thatshe ought to get $36 a month, and every Democrat here except 
one—a gentleman who was on the committee—voted for it. I 
say, therefore, the brake is taken off, and our Southern brethren 
here are criminall ee in this pension roll. 

Mr. DINSMORE. Did I understand the gentleman from Cali- 
Torma to say that every Democrat except one voted for that amend- 
ment? 

Mr. LOUD. That is what I stated. 

Mr. DINSMORE. You mean every Democrat here? 

Mr. LOUD, Every Democrat that voted; and there were some 
forty-two or forty-three, 

Mr. DRIGGS. Might 1 be permitted to say that I was the one 
who voted in the negative; I voted to stand by our committee, 
There was a unanimous report. 

Mr. LOUD. Iam ting ond willing to admit what the gentle- 
man says; but I hope he does not seek to excuse himself for voting 
that way; his language would seem to imply that he voted that 
way simply because he was on the committee. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I voted that way because I thought it was right, 

Mr. LOUD. I hope so. Now, thirty years after the war 

Mr. RAY of New York. I would like to interrupt the gentle- 
man from California a moment. 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ihave heard the gentleman state as a 
proposition of law that the widow of a soldier who married the 
soldier in 1892, that soldier dying of pneumonia not contracted 
in the service, is entitled under the law to a pension of $8 a month. 

Mr. LOUD. I stated she might be. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Such a widow is not entitled to one 
cent under any law, The widow of a soldier who was married 
to him subsequently to 1890, unless he dies of disease contracted 
in the service, is not entitled to 755 Tinan at all under any law. 

Mr. LOUD. Woll, I am very glad that the gentleman has cor- 
rected me, although I stated at the time that she “might be.” I 
was not familiar with the exact date of the act to which the gen- 
tleman has referred. I knew some legislation of that kind was 
passed a few years ago, but I did not remember the date, 

Phage RAY of New York. Now, permit me just a moment fur- 
ther. 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Itis 3 detrimental to every old 
soldier in the country and detrimental to the widow of every 
old soldier in the country who en fora pension and is entitled 
to it under any existing law to have remarks go into the RECORD 
giving incorrect statements of law, such as I understood the gen- 
tleman from California to make, and which would, if uncontra- 
dicted, go to the country and be misleading. 

The CONGRESSIONAL RECORD is read by more people than gen- 
tlementhink. Especially do the old soldiers, widows of old soldiers, 
and their children watch the proceedings of Congress in regard to 
pension legislation. If such statements as that which I under- 
stood the gentleman from California to make go out uncontra- 
dicted—that the widow of a soldier, where the marriage was sub- 
sequent to 1890, is entitled to a pension under any law, although 
the soldier does not die of disease contracted in the service, 
the conclusion is reached that the Pension Bureau is doing a 

t injustice to the widows who apply for pensions under the 

w and are refused. The result is that the parties who feel 

aggrieved write to their Congressmen, and much labor is required 
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in explanation. And then all over the country the cry is raised 
against the Pension Bureau that it is not doing its duty. 

If you ask persons who make complaints on this subject for their 
authority, they say, Why, it was stated in Congress, and it was 
not contradicted, that the widow of a soldier, where the marriage 
took place subsequently to 1890 and the soldier did not die of dis- 
ease contracted in the service, is entitled to receive a pension of 
some kind, and the Bureau has denied it.” Now, it ought to be 
understood that under the act of June 27, 1890, the lawis that the 
marriage must have taken place prior tothe ape of that act in 
order that the widow shall receive a pension. here the mar- 
riage has taken place subsequently to that time she can not obtain 
a pension under thatlaw. Whether that law is just or unjust I 
do not say, but such is the law. ‘ 

Mr. SIMS. May I ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray] a question for information? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ihave not the floor; I am interrupting 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. LOUD. I yield. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman from New York upon 
what ground a widow under such circumstances should be pen- 
sioned at any rate? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not know anything about this 
case; I did not rise for the purpose of throwing any enlightenment 
on it. I rose simply for the purpose of correcting what it seems, 
from his statement, the gentleman from California did not say. 
I did understand him to say, however, that this woman, under 
the circumstances presented here, would not be entitled to any 
pension at all. 

Mr. LOUD. No; the gentleman misunderstood me. The best 
I could say in behalf of the report of the committee was that she 
might have been entitled to a pension, although that was not 
clearly shown. I was in doubt in that regard. 

Mr. SIMS. According to the report of the committee, it is 
claimed that she is not entitled to a pension at all. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ihave not undertaken to discuss that 
branch of the subject. I have not examined this case. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Let me state to the gentleman, before he 
proceeds, that no bill has ever passed the committee in favor of 
any one of these pension claims where the pensioner could under 
the general law or under existing law, have received a pension 
at the Pension Office. These cases are only those which do not 
come strictly within the limit of the law, and they are all, in fact. 
cases outside of the law and notcovered bythelaw. A bill would 
not be considered by the committee, and certainly would not re- 
ceive the indorsement of the committee, if a pension could be ob- 
tained at the office. 

Mr. SIMS. That was my understanding exactly. And these 
cases are within the spirit of the law? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Certainly; entirely within the spirit of the 


law. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I do not understand, Mr. Chairman, 
of course, that the committee has reported to the House in favor 
of the pensioning of a woman who was married to a soldier sub- 
sequent to June 27, 1890. They do not report such a case as being 
entitled to a pension under any law now on the statute books, 
unless the husband died of disease or of disability contracted in 
the service. In such case the widow comes under the general law. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. And every member, every person through- 
out the country, who knows anything whatever about the law, 
knows that to bea fact, no matter how glibly he may talk upon 
the Lg ete with reference to granting pensions. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iso understood; but I wanted the mat- 
ter to be made perfectly clear, because we do not want the country 
to assume that pensions are denied where, under the law, the ap- 
plicant is entitled to a pension, and for that reason I interrupted 
the gentleman from California. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, the gentlemaninterrupted me, itis true, but 
it was a very little error, if he will pause and reflect for a moment. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, I do not wish to be 
understood, in any sense of the word, as criticising the gentleman 
from California. I only wanted the matter to be placed in such 
shape that there can be no misunderstanding. e do not want 
a misunderstanding—in other words, do not want a statement of 
that ang to go into the RECORD and be circulated throughout the 
country. 

Mr. LOUD. The most I said was that this woman might have 
been entitled to a pension under existing law, and I trust that the 
official stenographers got my exact words, so that in view of the 
statement of the gentleman from New York there can be no pos- 
sibility of a misunderstanding, But that is not the point to which 
I have been referring at all. 

It is entirely proper, also, for the gentleman from New York to 
refer to the existing law. We have no difference in that regard. 
The only trouble is that there seems to be a failure on the part of 
Congress to obey the law. Gentlemen seem desirous in this dis- 


cussion to show that in the case where a woman married a soldier 
subsequent to 1890 she is not entitled toa pension. Now, thatis 
all that Ihave claimed. The case that I have cited, and to which 
I have called attention, is that of a widow who married the soldier 
subsequent to 1890, a woman who was drawing a pension of $12 a 
month; and my criticism was that our Democratic friends wanted 
to increase that pension to $36 a month in the face of the law. So 
that the gentleman will see on reflection that there was no error 
on my part. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allowan 
interruption, it is dangerous here to obey even the law, because 
the Republicans want to turn me out for that very thing. [Laugh- 
ter. 

r. LOUD. Well, I think if we stay here long enough, and we 
have Republican Congresses enough, we may get your scalp” 


after all. [Laughter. 
Mr. TALBERT. ell, now, you watch out. Perhaps I may 
get your scalp before then. [Laughter.] E 


Mr. LOUD. But, Mr. Chairman, seriously speaking, while I 
can not commend the course of the gentleman from South Caro- 
lina to-day, I do commend it on the Friday night sessions of this 
body. I believe that thirty-five years after the close of the war 
the pension legislation of the country—legislation enacted in view 
of the conditions then existing—is ampte to protect at least a 

eat majority of those who are entitled to pensions under that 

aw. For that reason each ene of these cases deserves a careful 
consideration at the bands of the House. 

The average member of this body has just about as much work 
with the committees in the morning, during the sessions of the 
House in the daytime, and with other work for his constituents 
all the time, as he can well attend to, and it is not always possi- 
ble to come here at the night sessions after a member is worn out 
with the day’s work. 

Mr. SHATTUC. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. SHATTUC. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, that 
the gentleman is not discussing the South Carolina case.” 
1 

a LOUD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I had about gotten through 
anyhow. 

. SHATTUC. Well, I am glad to hear it. 

Mr. LOUD. The gentleman says he is glad to hear it, and I to 
know it. (Laughter, 

But, proceeding with the few remarks I desired to make, I think 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions owesit to the House and to the 
country to have the reports, at least in these cases, read and spread 
upon the RECORD. I will say, without fear of successful contra- 
diction outside of this House—bnut will not guarantee that mem- 
bers on the floor of the House will publicly, although I do under- 
take to say it without fear of contradiction outside of the 
House or in the corridors—that 95 per. cent of the pension cases 
reported herefor ouraction never should receive the favorable con- 
sideration of any legislative body. These cases have exhausted 
all of the means which the law provides for their consideration in 
the first instance, and as the last resort are brought before us to 
set aside the law and give them a respectful hearing. > 

They have been reported against time and time again, The 
Pension Department of the Government, with all of the means at 
its disposal, with all of the liberality that the law allows, has in- 
vestigated the cases and reported against them time and time 
again, and yet we are asked to believe that a Representative on 
the floor of the House can, by glancing at these papers for a half 
hour or less, present a question here which we are called upon to 
accept as logical and proper, which the Department has taken 
years to determine the other way. Some people say it is unpopu- 
lar to take this position. Gentlemen, it never is unpopular to pur- 
sue the course of right. There are living to-day more than 
1,000,000 veterans of the civil war—perhaps two millions and a 
quarter; I do not know. There are about a million of them and 
their widows on the pension roll. We had, I think, 200,000 or 
250,000 volunteers in the late unpleasantness with Spain. 

Mr. TALBERT. Two hundred and seventy-eight thousand. 

Mr. LOUD. Two hundred and seventy-eight thousand, the 
3 says. When the youngest man on the floor of this 

ouse shall have passed away and his descendants have followed 
bim, Congress, unless it takes a new turn, will . upon 
these pension cases. It may be surprising to think that we are 
yet legislating upon cases arising out of the Revolutionary war, 
which occurred more than a hundred years ago; yet nevertheless 
it is a fact. No man on the floor of this Congress has ever yet 
heard me object to a case that has any merit. When I say 
merit“ I mean this: Because a man is totally disabled to-day, in 
the year 1900, and may have rendered service to his country from 
1861 to 1865, I hold that he is not entitled to more than the amount 
of pension which the law gives him, $12 a month, and he has no 
right to come to Congress because of his present disability and 
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ask and receive twenty-four, thirty 


Six, , or seventy-two dol- 
lars a month for a bility that would have occurred had he 
never been in the service, 

Foe RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question 
ere? 
Mr. LOUD. Why, certainly. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Now, I want to ask you as a business 
man, and as a patriotic man, and as a Republican 
Mr. LOUD. I plead guilty to all those things. [Laughter.] 
Mr. RAY of New York. ell, I want to praise you all I can 
in this matter. 
ao LOUD. But you can not catch me with any stuff like that, 
ough. 
Mr. RAY of New York. Well, let me try. Now, you are talk- 
ing about this increase of pension business. Here, to illustrate, 
is the case of a soldier who, when he was a young man, 18, 20, or 
24 years of age, went into the civil war. He served four years, 
lost his arm in the service, his strong right arm. He did not have 
a chance to get an education after he came out of the service, so 
as to enter any other walk of life and accumulate a fortune. With 
the small pension that the law gives him for the loss of his right 
arm he goes on 3 life and is able to support himself and his 
wife and children, if he has any, until he is now 55, 60, or perhaps 
65 years of age. 

e suddenly becomes blind, through no fault of his and from 
causes not of service origin, and heis poor. Perhaps he has no 
children able to support him. Perhaps he has a wife, and perhaps 
he has not. Assuming that he has a wife; she, too, is poor and 
old and can not support him. It is simply a question whether the 
Congress of the United States will increase that pension on account 
of the blindness and keep him out of the poorhouse, or let him go 
to the poorhouse. The blindness is not cause for an increase 
under ee law. I ask the gentleman from California which 
he would do, let that old soldier, who fought for four years for his 
country, to the poorhouse and become a public charge, or 
would 3 the Congress of the United States give a reasonable 
increase to this one-armed old soldier, and keep him as a man 
among men? 

Mr. LOUD. Is that all your question? 
Mr. RAY of New York. That is all the question. Now want 


to know what you would do. 

Mr. LOUD. Well, I will answer the gentleman, He draws a 
very pitiful hypothetical case. 

Nr RAYof New York. Oh, there are hundreds and thousands 


of similar cases all over the country. 

Mr. LOUD. Now, let me proceed. The gentleman is a good 
lawyer and he knows how to strike the public ear. He draws a 
case that does not exist. We have not had anybody yet who has 
lost any arms, and ET will go down this list of reports as far 
as I have gone you will not find anybody, either. The case here 
under consideration is that of a widow who is entitled under the 
law to $17 a month. She never lost any arm, and hence is not en- 
titled to the consideration of Congress. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Is her husband dead? 

Mr. LOUD. Why, of course her husband is dead or she would 

not be a widow. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Fou say she never lost any arm. Isay 
if she is a widow, if her husband is dead, she has lost two strong 
arms that might have been hers to support her. (Applause. 

Mr. LOUD. Does the gentleman believe that the widow of 
every lieutenant should receive $25 a month? 

Mr. RAY of New York. If they are poor and old and in needy 
circumstances, rather than let them go to the poorhouse or suffer 
I say give them twenty-five or thirty-five or forty dollars a month 
to take care of them. 

Mr. LOUD. Oh, well, the gentleman equivocates all the time. 
What will he do in this case here, where there is no allegation of 
pew. or anything else except simply that she is the widow of a 

utenant? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I want to say that the gentleman is not 
correct when he says that there is no poverty here, She is very 
poor, and old, too. 

Mr. LOUD. I say it is not alleged. E 

Mr. SULLOWAY. That is a misrepresentation of the facts. 

Mr. LOUD. Let me say to the gentleman who brings up this 
one-armed man here, I have h him present that case a good 
many times. Sometimes he takes a man without any arms, and 
he tries to apply it to a case like one that passed Congress here 
the last time you had the right of way, a case where a man injured 
his ankle in 1862 in the service. a great many soldiers did, 
he never said anything aboutit. In 1898 he became paralyzed. 

e in 


18 paralysis is the result of the slight injury to the 


If the gentleman states a case of that kind, injured to that ex- 
Lied he would give such a man $40 a month. Now, you are pen- 


that 


him because he was poor, I suppose; and if you want todo 
d of business, why do not you enact general legislation? 


Now, let me say to the House here, I believe when a man goes into 
the service to defend his country’s honor, that the country and 
the Government owe him what he has lost in such service, It is 
the proudest recollection of my life that I can feelin 1900 that I 
have ormed some slight service in behalf of that old flag, and 
that I was not injured in such service. It is rendering service 
that every man owes his country in time when it is in peril. 

Every man who is well and able to perform his duty owes his 
service to that flag, and should he be injured by such service the 
Government through taxation should repay him for the loss; but 
because he has been in the service, and thirty-five or forty years 
afterwards breaks a leg or an arm or loses an eye or becomes blind 
or is paralyzed, should he of right be pensioned? Why, my God, 
men me blind and lose arms and legs and are paralyzed that 
never entered the service at all. Now, then, he is not entitled to 
any more consideration, in my humble opinion, by reason of the 
fact that he had rendered service to the country in time of its need 
than any other citizen. Now, that is my position. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman. I hope the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions will be wiser after listening to the gentleman 
from California, who has instructed us as to what we ought to do. 
It is not my purpose to take any time to discuss this general sub- 
ject. Lam proud of the fact, however, that my country pays a 
greater sum in pensions than all the other nations on the face of 
the earth. Isay I am proud of it, although it may be very annoy- 
ing to the gentleman from California that this Government takes 
care of the men who defended the flag on bloody fields of battle. 
I am proud of the fact, and take back not a word of what I said 
the other day, which the gentleman quotes, I think correctly, al- 
though I did not know that I looked up.” I know I do not 
usually look up to see him; but if that is so, it is all the same. I 
my that so long as there are thousands and tens of thousands of 
old soldiers who stood under the when blood ran, who are 
shivering to-day with cold, who are ungry, who are poor, who 
are suffering in their bodies, racked with physical pain and mental 
sagna, I hope the pension roll will increase until their wants are 
supplied, 
at is the bill before the House? Itis a bill that has 
the Senate. It may be they are as innocent and uninformed of 
what this nation desires to do as the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions and the House are, in the view of the gentleman from Cali- 
fornia. They have passed this bill; it comes to us. And what is 
the proposition? Here is an old lady, very poor, in want to-day 
whose husband stood on the bloody field of Fredericksburg and 
gave his life for the flag. sir, under which sit. She is pen- 
sioned at $17 a month. at is not sufficient to keep her from the 
poorhouse. The Senate said, We will add $8 to that 817 and 
make it $25;” and the Committee on Invalid Pensions unanimously 
favor it, and I believe that the God of Justice, that loves liberality 
and humanity, also approves of it to-day. That is all there is of 
it. Let the gentleman gets up here because he can be recognized 
to occupy time and criticise the committee. 

I want to say that there never was a greater bugaboo, never a 
cheaper and more deceptive humbug, than that pensions granted 
by special acts are of any significant importance as a matter of 
dollars and cents. I hold in my hand, I will state to the gentle- 
man from California, the report of the Commissioner of Pensions 
for the last year, in which there is a list of 300 special cases passed 
in the sessions of the Fifty-fifth Congress. If were all living 
to-day—and more than a tenth of them are dead, 23 haying died 
while the bills were passing from the House to the Senate or the 
Senate to the House, and there is scarcely one of them will live ten 
years—but taking it for granted that they were all living, how 
much burden do you suppose it is in dollars and cents upon this 
people? It is $3,765.50 per month, which is less, gentlemen, than 
those of us at this end of the Capitol and the other end of the 
Capitol spend in the restaurant for oysters; and that is the great 


burden! [Applause. 

Mr. 81518 Mr. Glan man. just one little statement, not very 

8 the bill under consideration. The gentleman from 

fornia said that the Democrats were equally guilty of these ex- 
cessive pensions by reason of their vote for the amendment offered 
by the geen from Virginia. I voted against the amend- 
ment. No doubt the gentleman did not know it, and I did so not 
because of any want of confidencein the gentleman from Virginia, 
who as a Democrat is generally right on all general legislation, 
but I understood the committee had made a unanimous report at 
$12 a month, and on that committee were the gentleman from 
Ohia qa Norton], the tleman from Indiana [Mr. MIERS], 
and the gentleman from New York qar: Driaes l; and I knew 
that if they agreed to $12 a month that was c y enough, and 
therefore I voted to sustain the committee, 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, it has been a source of consider- 
able sorrow to me at the Friday night sessions to witness the acts 
of the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT], but now I 
am glad to see and know that the Democratic party is not alone 
in its opposition to these pension measures, for we find that one 
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gentleman on the other side of the Chamber has come out and 
shaken hands with the gentleman from South Carolina, and is 
opposed to the consideration of these just and meritorious bills. 

e gentleman from South Carolina, notwithstanding the storms 
and his ill-health, has had the manhood to come out here at Fri- 
day night sessions and object tothe consideration of bills and raise 
the point of no quorum, and stated that he would not go into the 
Committee of the Whole unless there was a quorum, 

Now, I turn to the record of the gentleman from California 
[Mr. Loup] and I find that on the 2d day of February, during a 
roll call at a Friday night session, when the Clerk read the name 
of the gentleman from California, the echoes of this building took 
it up and it came back with no response from the gentleman from 
California, Once again, the following week 

Mr, LOUD. Will the gentleman from New York allow mé an 
interruption? 

Mr. DRIGGS. No; I can not be interrupted. 

Mr. LOUD. Isimply want to say that I have not been here at 
a Friday night session for two years, and I never would come, 
and it may save the gentleman some time to know it. 

Mr. DRIGGS. I thank the gentleman very much, because now 
we can get at the inside of what he said this 2 He said 
his time was valuable, or something to that effect, and he has said 
that this morning he took up some of the reports from the Com- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions in the quiet of his committee room and 
read them over. Why did not the gentleman from California 
come here at the Friday night sessions and hear the reports read 
during this Congress and the sessions of the Fifty-fifth Congress? 
For in the Fifty-fifth Congress the gentleman from South Carolina 

Mr, TALBERT] demanded the reading of every report that came 

ere. But no; he picks out bills that in his opinion ought not to 
be considered, and then comes here and takes the time of the com- 
mittee at its first session under this new arrangement. It is not 
fair or just to the worthy claimants who are forced to come to 
Congress for relief, 

I say, Mr. Chairman, that in every case, in every bill that is re- 
ported to this House, the Committee on Invalid Pensions basa 
thorough and full discussion, The way that committee considers 
these bills is to take the evidence and to discuss it thoroughly. 
Why can the committee consider and dispose of them more quickiy 
than the Pension Bureau? Simply from the fact that we have the 
evidence before us, and the Pension Bureau is forced to send for 
the evidence all over the country. Then, we consider them, dis- 
cuss them, and submit our reports tothe House. So long as I am 
a member of that committee I propose to deal fairly not only by 
the soldiers but also by the members of this House, and my con- 
stituents, and the country. I believe that every bill that has been 
reported by that committee has right and justice in it. [Applause. 

he CHAIRMAN. The question is on laying the bill aside wit 
& favorable recommendation. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

MARY JACKMAN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1329) 
granting a pension to Mary Jackman, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, . to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jackman, dependent 
mother of James M. Jackman, late of Company E, First Regiment Heavy Ar- 
tillery. New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 
SUSAN STRATTON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S, 2367) 
granting a pension to Susan Stratton. ° 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Susan Stratton, dependent 
mother of Edward P. Stratton, laté of Company K. Sixth Regiment New 
Ham Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month. 


Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the report 
in that case, in order that the House may see what a strong case it is. 
The Clerk read the report (by Mr. SuLLoway), as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2367) 
ting a pension to Susan Stratton, the dependent mother of Edward P. 
Stratton, haye examined the same and adopt Senate report thereon, and 
recommend that the bill do pass. 3 


{Senate Report No. 79, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 
The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2387) grant- 
ing a pension to Susan Stratton, have examined the same and repont 
e benefic under this bill, Susan Stratton, of Concord, N. H., is the 
mother of Edw P. Stratton, who enlisted on the 2ist day of October, 1861, 
K. Sixth Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infan 
years aue who died in the service January 13, 1 
The ler left a wife, who received a pension until mar- 
ried again, when it was discontinued. For this reason the mother is not 


or 


nsionable under the eral laws, and ap) to Congress for relief. Mrs. 
tratton is 87 years old, having been a widow for fifty-two years. She is 
without means of support other than what she receives froma daughter, 
who works for a living. 
ther’ committee report the bill back favorably with a recommendation 
pass. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. . 
LOUISA 8, WILSON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
589) granting a pension to Louisa S. Wilson. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa S. Wilson, widow of 
George A. Wilson, late of Company I, Second Regiment Massachusetts Heavy 
Artillery, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


With the following committee amendments: 


In line I after the word “ Massachusetts.“ insert the word “ Volunteer.” 
eee 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
ight. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


MARY ELLEN LAURIAT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 236) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen Lauriat. 

The Clerk read the bill, as tollows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to deg on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Mary Ellen Lauriat, widow 
of George W. Lauriat, late a major of the -second Regiment Massa- 
chusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


CUTLER D, SANBORN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 237 
granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. Sanborn. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 200 he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cutler D. Sanborn, 
late of Second Independent Battery Massachusetts Volunteer Light Artil- 
lery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 a month in lieu of t he is 
now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
: JOSEPH M. WADDELL. l 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 526) 
granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. Waddell, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


msion 5 name of Joseph M. Waddell, 
late of Company A, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, war with 
Mexico, and Companies E, Twelfth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Infantry, 


and F, ent Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and him a pension 
at the rate of $20 per month in lien of that he is . 


The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 


ant line 6 strik ike out the words “a soldier in“ and insert in lien thereof 
e word of.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words“ in the Mexican;" also in the same line, 
after the word “war,” add the words with Mexico.” 

Tn lise 8, before the word “ Infantry," insert the word “ Volunteer.” 

In line 9, after the word Wisco: insert the word “ Volunteer;” and 
in ane 12 — 95 out the words the pension“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
wo “ * 

Also amend title of bill so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
sion to Joseph M. Waddell.” © se 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
JOHN F. M’MAHON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 548) 
granting an increase of pension to John F, McMahon, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
9 of the pension ae — — John 1 late colo - 
eenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, an him msic: 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is how receiving. =. 2 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 


In line 3, after the word he,“ insert th rd „is:“ als sam 
22 — 
r the w roll.“ inse: wo subjec' e - 
sions and limitations of the pension laws. j dik 
In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of nsion laws." 
3 out the words the pension ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be favorably reported to 
the House. 


LOUISA HALE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1295) 
granting a pension to Louisa Hale, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of gE laws, the name of Louisa Hale. dependent step- 
mother of Joseph C. Hale, late a corporal in Company D, Nineteenth Regi- 
ment 8 Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
per mon 


Theamendmentsreported by the committee wereread, andagreed 
to, as follows: 


In line 3, after the word he.“ insert the word is; also in same line, after 
the word “ hereby,” strike out the word “is.” 

m nae T strike out the words “a corporal in and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “of. 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
SAMUEL HANSON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5503) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Hanson, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitationsof the goren laws, the name of Samuel Hanson, late sergeant- 

or Twenty-ninth Maiue Infantry Volunteers, at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of the pension which he now receives. 


The amendment reported by the committee was read, and agreed 
to, as follows: 


Strike out lines 7 and 8 and in lieu thereof insert the following: “ Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now — è 


The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
i JOHN M. MORSE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2223) 
granting an increase of pension to John M. Morse. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. Morse, late of Com- 
pany I, Third Regiment New Hampshire Volunteer Infantry,and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $24 per month in-lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
PHILIP P, GETCHELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1469) 
granting an increase of pension to Philip P. Getchell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Philip P. Getchell, late of 
Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 


a pension at the rate of $10 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Mr. SIMS. I ask that the report be read, or that some member 
state the substance of it. This is quite a large pension—$10 a 
month. I should be glad to hear some explanation of the matter. 

The report (by Mr. CocHRANE of New York) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1469) 
gran an increase of pension to Philip P. Getchell, have examined the 
same and adopt the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do 
pass, 


[Senate Report No, 136, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 


The Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 1469) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Philip P. Getchell, have examined the same and 


y 

bill proposes to increase the on of Philip P. Getchell, of Lewis- 
ton, Me., laon private in Company F, Nineteenth ne Volunteer Infantry, 
from $10 per month to $50 per month, 

The milit: records show that this soldier served from August 6, 1862, to 
May 31, 1865. He was wounded in action at the 8 Va., May 6, 1864, 
and he has a hospital record of treatment for catarrh, debility, diarrhea, and 
gunshot wound of right thigh. : 

He first made claim to pension February 11, 1879, alleging that he incurred 
chills and fever and results in September, 1863; that he received an injury to 
his left foot, permanently flexing the second toe, on the march to Gettysburg 
in June, 1863, and that he received a gunshot wound of right thigh in action 
at the Wilderness, Va., May 6, 1864. June, 1880, he was allowed a pension 
for these disabilitiesat the rate of $6 per month. This pension was increased 
to 810 per month in January, 1888. In March, 1808, he made a claim for in- 
crease and additional disability, alleging that about June 29, 1563, near Union- 
uon 1 he, received sunstroke, the general effect of which isinjury in walk, 
eyesight, and speech. 

oi This claim was rejected on the ground of no record and claimant’s inability 
after special examination to furnish satisfactory evidence to establish the 
service origin of the sunstroke. < 

Charles H. Dodge, hospital steward, testifies that he heard soldier had 
been sunstruck on the march to Gettysburg and fell from the ranks; on sev- 
eral occasions after that noticed his coming to sick call and that the surgeon 
treated him for the sunstroke; soon after discharge began to see signs of re- 
sults that we would expect from sunstroke—his walk became unsteady, his 

h ‘htly indistinct, and he complained of bad feelings in his head, and 
his sight to fail; as time went on all these EPODO increased in 
severity, and he is now a perfect wreck. 


Dr. M. C. Wedgewood, a physician of excellent standing, testifies that in 
1865, when soldier came home, he was somewhat enfeebled from his service; 
he had been wounded in right thigh, had received an injury to loft foot. and 
was suffering from malaria; at the same time noticed there was a nervous 
disorder, not very marked and not noticeable except to a physician; learned 
he had had a sunstroke in the Army, and that accounted for the nervous dis- 
order; he soon began to develop impairment of speech, his sight became dim. 
his gait somewhat unsteady. and these symptoms gradually increased an 
his mental faculties became clouded; the disease has progressed and is pro- 
gressing, and it is only a question of a very short time, if he lives, when he 
will become completely helpless; he is now a perfect wreck; his habits have 
always been excellent. 

The continuance and 8 of claimant's disabilities are shown by other 
5 lay and medical. Dr. Charles E. Norton, an eye specialist, testi - 
fies that he is firmly of the opinion that the condition of claimant's eyesis a 
result of sunstroke, Examining surgeons, June 22, 1808, describe claimant's 
several disabilities and state that 

We think he is suffering from multiple sclerosis of the brain and spinal 
cord, which may be the result of sunstroke, and he is so disabled from sun- 
stroke and its results as to be inca; tated for performing any manual 
labor. The several members of this rd have been uainted with this 
applicant for about twenty years and know thatthe disability has been pro- 
gressive in character.“ 

Senator FRYE states that he 8 knows most of the claimant's wit- 
nesses, that they are reliable men, and that the claimant’s word may be 
depended upon under all circumstances; and the late Congressman Dingley 
stated that the claimant was both destitute and decrepit. 

1 Ap soldier served faithfully for nearly three years and is now practically 
elpless. 

Sour committee believe that the evidence shows that his present disabili- 
ties are the result of his military service, and that his claim might proper! 
have been allowed by the Pension Bureau; and in view of his poverty au 
the progressive character of his disabilities, which will soon render him per- 
manently helpless, the passage of the bill is recommended with the following 
amendments: 

In line 6 strike out the words “a member.“ 

In line 7 strike out the werd “of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
hed Keine te also, in same line, strike out the word “the” and insert the word 
“that? 

In line 9 strike out the word amount.“ 


Mr. SIMS. I would like to ask the chairman of the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions what have been the precedents in regard to 
shea PONE to privates; or what is the maximum allowed? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If this man were totally helpless and the 
Bureau accepted the view that his disability was of service origin, 
he would be entitled to 872 a month. 8 

Mr. SIMS. That is, if he were totally blind? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. If he needed constantly the assistance of 
another person. 

Mr. SIMS. What pension is he now getting? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Only $10 a month, because the Bureau does 
not accept the view that his present condition is of service origin. 
The Senate believed that it was; so they split the difference, mak- 
ing the pension $40. 

r. SIMS. Then the evidence before the Pension Bureau has 
not convinced the Bureau that this man’s disability was due to 
his . 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Unfortunately for this poor man, it has not. 

Mr. SIMS. Where this has heen the case, what have been the 
prenan of your committee in regard to fixing the amount of 
pension 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Where the committee believes that the 
man’s disability is of service origin, but he is unable to prove it 
strictly or technically to the satisfaction of the Burean—where he 
is unable to present such evidence as would be required to hang 
a man—then we allow him, according to the circumstances, only a 
part of the amount which he would receive if the disability were 
unquestionably of service origin. This bill originated in the Sen- 
ate; and that body has fixed the amount of the pension at $40. 
We recommend that the House concur in granting this amount. 

Mr. SIMS. Iserved on the Committee on Pensions at the last 
session; and I know that in cases of total blindness, where it could 
not be shown clearly to be of service origin, we made it a rule not 
ta allow over 820. 

on SULLOWAY. We have reported some such cases, I think, 
at $40. 

Mr. SIMS. That differs somewhat from my experience. This 
is a case in which the evidence has failed to convince the Bureau 
that the disability was of service origin; but the committee differ 
with the Bureau. Asa compromise, I move to amend by making 
the amount of the pension $30 instead of $40. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I hope thatamendment will 
not be adopted. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to say in behalf of that amendment that I 
think it onght to prevail, because we are here making a precedent. 
A private soldier, who is not blind and who has not lost both arms 
nor both legs, is proposed to be pensioned at four times his pen- 
sionable status before the Bureau. I know how the committee 
are in these things. They are good men, but they have hearts. 
They are human,and they hear only the side favorable to the 
soldier. It is all ex parte testimony before the committee, at least 
that was my experience, and I know that tender-hearted friends 
come and beg committeemen, and they hear only one side, and 
hear it so much that it is a wonder to me that they do the tax- 
payers or the Government justice at all. 
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I am not criticising the committee, but I know, Mr. Chairman, 
that in the last session, when officers who fell at Santiago had 
scarcely been bnried, and their widows just pensioned at the high- 
est amount allowable under the law, bills came here to double 
those pensions, and distinguished men, members of Congress and 


others, came before us and pleaded with us to double those pen- 
sions right away. Well, we frowned it down; that is, we did not 
double them or increase them at all, and I do not think we ought 
to make a st et here of this kind, where there is any doubt 
about the disability being of service origin. There certainly is 
doubt where the medical experts of the Bureau can not find it that 
way. While gentlemen on this committee may not doubt it, yet 
they are used to hearing this tale of woe on one side only, until they 
almost have to believe, in order to get rid of the tale of woe. 
Now, I think 830 a month will be just in this case, and I do not 
think we ought to make a precedent by giving such a large pen- 
sion where there is any question whatever. 

The fact that the Senate has passed a bill does not weigh one 
particle with me. In the last Congress the Senate d a bill 
and sent it over here to pension the widow of a school-teacher, 
who never was enlisted, at $50 a month. We killed that bill, and 
we have never had any trouble about it. I think that $30 is 
enough in this case, and I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr.SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I hope that the amendment 
will not be sa as The gentleman from Tennessee talks about 
a precedent. hy, this pensioning in this way has been done 
ever since the day Lee surrendered at Appomattox. This man is 
clearly entitled to $50 a month in any event. As the Senate com- 
mittee say, he ought to have had that much at the Bureau; and 
if, as the physicians testify, the condition of his brain and eves is 
the result of that sunstroke. he is clearly entitled to $72 a month. 
But the Senate gives the Government, instead of this poor old 
soldier, the benefit of the doubt, and reports the bill at only $40. 
Certainly it is not up to where it should be, and I hope the amend- 
ment will not prevail. 

If you are going to give this old heroanything, give him enough 
to keep him ont of the 1 This giving him 23 cents a 
day is of no benefit to him. Here is a man who is blind, a total 
physical wreck, a man of long service. If you are going to pen- 
sion him do it in such a way as to help him, and not make a 
mockery of it and insult him by giving something that will still 
leave him a pauper after you have done all you intend to do. I 
hope the amendment will be rejected. 

The amendment of Mr. Sms was rejected. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELLEN NORWOOD, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
541) granting a pension to Ellen Norwood, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at $12 per month, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the ponon laws, the name of Ellen Nor- 
wood, as widow of Alfred Norwood, late of Company K, Second Regiment 
Massachusetts Heavy Artillery Volunteers. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “at $12 per month.” 

In line 8 strike out all after the word Massachusetts" and insert in said 
line 8 the following: Volunteer Heavy Artillery, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


JOHN BAILEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1058) 
granting a pension to John Bailey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John Bailey, late of Com- 
pany A, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. H. NEVITT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 872) 
granting an increase of pension to William H. H. Nevitt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William H. H. Nevitt, latea 
private in Company F, One hundred and fifty-ninth ye eon of Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. - 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 

with a favorable recommendation. 


JAMES W. CARMODY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6031) granting additional pension to James W. Carmody. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is . 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of James W. 
Carmody, late a seaman on the U. S. S. Wabash, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Inyalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

D 8 : strike out the words seventy-two“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word’ 5 

Amend title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
W. Carmody.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH C. RICE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4655) granting pension to Mrs. Elizabeth C. Rice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret. ok the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of per 
month, the name of Elizabeth C. Rice, widow of Edward C. Rice, ca: n,and 
aid-de-camp on General Humphrey’s staff. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws;“ and strike out, in lines 4 and 5, the 
words "at the rate of r month.“ 

In line 6, after the word Rice,” insert the word “late.” 

In line 7, after the word “ staff,” insert the following: and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month.” 

Amend title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Rice.” 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE C. SNYDER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
205) to increase the pension of George C. Snyder, : 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorized and directed to place the name of George C. Snyder, late a mem- 
ber of Oompa I, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Infantry Volunteers, upon the pension roll of the United States, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, and to pay him a pension 
of $35 dollars per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “ et il insert the words “on the pension roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line ə out the words “a member” and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “ first lieutenant." £ 

In line 6 strike out all after the word Pennsylvania and insert in place 
thereof the words “ Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 
an aoe title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to George 

. Snyder.” 

The amendmentsrecommended by thecommittee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


MARGARET A, PORTER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6144) to increase the pension of Mrs. Margaret A. Porter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Beit tc., That th x 
Bn ee a e 


James R. Porter, late colonel One hundred and rty-fifth Regim Penn- 


ent 
ivania Volunteer Infantry, on the pension roll, and pay her a pension of 


per month in lieu of the pension she is now receiving. 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In line 4, after the word “place,” insert the words “on the pension roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations.” 
In line 7 strike out the words “on the pension roll;” and in same line 


strike out the words “of fifty ” and insert in lien thereof the words “at the 
rate of twenty-four.” 


line 8 strike out the words “the pension” and insert in place thereof 
the word “that.” v F 


Amend title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet A. Porter.” 


The amendmentsrecommended by the committee wereagreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


MARY POLLOCK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3640) granting a pension to Mary Pollock. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Mary 
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Pollock, = nurse in the gm hundredth Pennsylvania Regiment, and pay her 
the sum of $25 per month. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In line 4 insert after the word “ roll” the following: “subject to the pro- 
and limi laws.” 


tations of the pension 
In line g;, before the word es a insert the word “Tate.” 
In line 6, after the word ent,” add the 8 Volunteer Infantry; 
and strike out all after the word “her,” in line 6, and add the words a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month.” 


The amendments recommended by thecommittee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
FREDERICK WEBER. 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5949) nting a pension to Frederick Weber. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
— by, 
2 it enacted, poate ye the 3 of the Interior be, and een y. 


authorized and to place on the penśion the name of 
Weber, late a private in Company O, Second Potomac Home Brigade, Ma: 
land Volunteer Infan at the rate of $30 per month, subject to the con 
tions and regulations of the pension laws. 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” reve the words “subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the 
Strike out all after the word whens in line 6, and insert inlieu thereof 
the following: and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to ea reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS H. COOK, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was 2 bill (H. R. 
$167) to grant an increase of to Thomas H. Cook, Com- 
pany I, Seventeenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. 

5 — was read, as follows: 


pension roll the name of Thomas 
I, 8 Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
ge’ sum to be in lieu of the pension now re- 


The 3 amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the following: “subject to the pro- 
ons and limitations of the laws.” 
line 6 strike out Seven’ th and insert Seventh Regiment.” 
In Has Se ee 12 after the word Infantry and insert in lieu thereof 
per 


the words “an a pension at tho rate of twenty-four dollars 
month in iow of that ho is now rece 

Also amend the title so as to read: vill granting an increase of pension 
to Thomas H. Cook.” 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was pe an to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

JAMES CRAWLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6284) for the relief of James Crawley, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, Boe hy E Interior be, and he is hereby, 
athorinod and, deo F th Min: pasion roll thi o of James 
1 ah f ois Infan an at the 
Crawley. of month In Lot of the pension he is now 3 
The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 
In = | . the rat: roll.“ os the words “subject to the provi- 
lin to word Seventh,” insert the word“ ent; and 
ter th ra“ {tho words “a pension ” and in the 
wo! $ 
poke tiene T > ob E t the word — fous and insert in thereof tho 
"fa ine’? strike out the words the pension" and insert in lieu thereof the 


i n pon the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension 


to James Crawley.” 

The amendmentsrecommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 

FREDERICK AUER. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 992) 

9 ee pe increase of 4 to Frederick Auer. 
was read, as 
te. th of the Interior be, and he is he A 

ent ete istry te ri a ae a 
ae Ei ra Baye -second lent Tilinois 5 N Ang = 
ag ger thy at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside to be reported to the House 
with a favorable recommendation. 

ELLIE KER. 2 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1771) 

granting a pension to Ellie Kee. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


8 suet the Boorse. of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
tary by, 


authorized and lace on the pension rng to the provisions 
and limitations of the — 9 laws. the name of ee, widow 87 2 Thomas 
Kee, late of Company. „Seventh W Volunteer 88 and pay her 


a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to bereparted to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

SHERMAN D. PLUES, 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7368) for the relief of Sherman D. Plues. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., TAES the N of the 8 be, snak heis hereby, 


8 directed to 4 e pension o pees Aage who 
served in Com ‘ourth Michi, Infantry, from T mon 
as a result of bilities incurred in Servion. sig wo, 


A The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
OMOWS: 

Strike out all in line 4 after the word “to™ and insert the following: 
on the 8 roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension 


laws, the name of Sharman D. PI Company A, Fou Regi- 
ment of Michi, on at the rate of 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
$30 per month receiving. 
The amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


THOMAS ADAMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5180) to increase the pension of Thomas Adams. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre' of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
83 and directed to increase pension of Thomas Adams, late a 


rivate in Company F, Seventh ent West Virginia Volunteers, from 
Rie the amount now received by par py to $25 per month, in Beu of of the 
pension he is now receiving. 

Tho amendments 9 by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Strike out, in line 25 all after the word “to” and insert in place thereof tho 
words place on the pension roll. ey to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. tho name of Thomas Adams, parece Company F, Seventh 


epia of West Virginia Volunteer Cavalry, ani him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per ron TEA of that he is now recei — pay $ i 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


LUCINDA HAGGARD, 


The next business on the Private patinga was the bill (H. R. 
6139) granting a pension to Lucinda Haggard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etċ., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the 888 7. subject to the rowan’ 
and limitations of the da as widow 


lawa tas Lucin Haggard 

„O f Sixth Re Race at Ken icky Volunteer 
. | pay her a 1 a pension at the 22 of $8 a month: Provided, how- 
ever, 


Haggard id at any time be proved to be ali 
then thereafter the pension hereby granted toll shail commas i whey 


The amendments. recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “as 3 * 
same line, after the word Haggard,“ insert the word 
strike out the word “of.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


ot Warren Ha 
Caval 


* and in pie 
; and in line 7 


JOHN HOUR. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1890) to increase the pension of John Houk. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Boneta of the Interior be, and he hereby is, 
authorised and directed to 8 . * 8 member 

0 Regiment of unteer Cavalry, a 
ene so lost the sight of both eyes. * 
PRC amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ows: 

In line 4, after the word ‘ to,“ insert the following: plage on the pension 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” strike on 
in samo — cone moras “increase the pension;” and before the word “ of,’ 
in same lin words the name.’ 

In line Seu out Kant after the word “Cavalry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words “and to Ring him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receſvi 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN S. PARKER. 


mane next business on the oder, 3 rg: Bari bill (H. R. 
) ting an increase of pension > er, 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre f th is 5 
3 2 ee g tary o s Later tae Da 250 lis visions 


the name of John 8. Parker, le 
_1 pany G, One hundred and Seventh — New York Volunteer Infantry, 


1900. 
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and Faun rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. d 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike ont the word “fifty” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“twenty-four,” and when soamended the passage of the bill is recommended. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES BOTTOMS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8694) granting an increase of pension to James Bottoms, 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 9 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James Bottoms, late a pri 
vate in 9 Eleventh Regiment of Wisconsin Infantry, and pay 
a pension of $30 in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

A aoe amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
‘ollows: 


In line 7, after the word “ ent,” strike out the word “of;” and in the 


same line, after the word “ W. n,“ insert the word Volunteer.“ 
Strike out all after the word “ pension,” in line §, and insert in place thereof 
8 — following: “at the rate of 8211 per month in lieu of that he is now receiv- 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ELI OVERHULTZ, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2882) granting a pension to Eli Overhultz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli Overhultz, - 
pany I. One hundred and first Indiana Volunteers, of Swayzee, Ind. 

tom amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 4 strike out the word“ upon“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“on:" after the word “Overhultz,” in line 6, add the words “late of.” and af- 
ter the word first," in line 6, insert the word ment.“ and strike out all 
the words in line 7 and insert in place thereof the following: “Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. > 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

JOHN W. BRISBOIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H, R. 
2802) granting an increase of pension to John W. Brisbois. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and porate as au- 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of John W. Bris- 
bois, late private of Company A, Third lowa Volunteer Infan and pay him 
a pension at the rate of per month; and same shall be paid under the 
rules of the Pension Office as to mode and times of payment without any de- 
duction or rebate on account of former alleged overpayments or erroneous 
payments of pension. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 6 strike out,the word twenty! and in line 7 the word “f 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

SAMUEL LYBARGER, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7896) to increase the pension of Samuel Lybarger. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

authorized and directed to increase the pension of Samuel Ly T, late a 

private in Company I, Tenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay apen- 

sion at the rate of go per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

5 ton amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
Ollows: 

In line 4, after the word “to,” insert the following: place on the pen- 
sion rol subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
name of.“ 

In line 5, after the word Tenth,” insert Regiment.” 

In line 7 strike out the words the pension and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “that.” f 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES R. SAWTELL. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6911) granting an increase of pension to James R. Sawtell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the ee Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on pension roll, subject to the provi- 


and 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James R. Sawtell, late 


t Com F. Ninth ment Minnesota Volunteer Infantry. and pay him 
1 tus rate of $24 per month in lieu of that sts wee porate: 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


WILLIAM HAMLEY. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 266) 
granting an increase of 8 to William Hamley. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pu laws, the name of William ey, late private 
in Company B. Forty-first Wisconsin Volunteers, at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 

I would like 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, that is a $50 pension. 


the CHAIRMA i i 

The C MAN. The gentieman from Tennessee is recog- 
nized. The report will be read in his time. 

The report (by Mr. GRAFF) was read, as follows: 

The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 266) 
granting an increase of pension to William Hamley, have examined the same 
and adopted the Senate report thereon and recommend that the bill do pass. 

[Senate Report No. 84, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session.] 

The Committee on Pensions. to whom was referred the bill (S. 266) grant- 
Ing an increase of pension to William Hamley, have examined the same and 
recommend that the bill pass with the follo amendment: 
uga line 7 strike out the word sixty and insert in lieu thereof the word 

A Zimilar bill for the relief of this claimant was favorably reported by 
—.— committee, copy of which report is hereto attached, and passed the 

nate during the last but failed to receive favorable action by the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions in the House of Representatives. 


The report is as follows: 
“This soldier enlisted as a private in Company D, Forty-first Regime: 
W. th ot gl 


nt 
for one bundred days, and 

wat Ho applica T pensi C 1883, al 

“He app or ion under ne ws 

ceria a rupture, which was allowed at $4 per month. His be ray 
increased at intervals, on account of rheumatism, disease of liver, 
and piles, to t per month, which amount he is now drawing. Claimant 
made application for increase May 6, 1897, all that his disabilities had 
to such an extent that he could not 


Dr. 
g dis- 


* Claimant i 8 const: 
sonal aid and 5 1 and om - 
tiously recommend that he be placed under act of J aly 14, 1892 ( 850 per month). 
Ho can not live much pae 5 He has no vicious habits. He is an old minis- 
ter—acted as chaplain in y. Hecandonowork. He requires co 
to dress him and assist him from stool.’ 

“In view of the extreme helplessness and age of this claimant, your com- 
eg 55 believe that his claim is meritorious, and recommend the passage of 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, that e another one of these 
cases in which the disability is not due to service origin at all. It 
is not even claimed that it is, and yet the pension is increased from 
$24 to 850. Now, I do not want to be captious, but I would like to 
have the chairman make some explanation or some statement why 
we should increase the pension for disability not due to service 
origin, but which is clearly due to increase of age. Fifty dollars 
seems like a large pension for a case where the disabilities are not 
of service 8 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will read 
the report carefully, he will see that this man applied for a pen- 
sion under the general law, March, 1883; that hokas been granted 
$24. Now, he isin reduced circumstances; his condition is such 
that he is unable to dress or undress himself, and he is as helpless 
as a child. He is an old man, 84 years of age, and has no means 
of 1 

The} te recommended and have pee the bill, gi him 
a pension at the rate of $50 a month. I can not find it in my heart 
to urge that it be reduced. I think the old man is entitled to that 
amount, and he ought to have it. He has a just claim against this 
Government for the services he rendered, and, taking into con- 
sideration his condition, I think he is justly entitled to this amount. 
I know the gentleman from Tennessee does not mean to be cap- 
tious. Since I have been here we have pensioned privates at $100 
a month, and I am glad of it. I would as soon give $100 a month 
to a private as toa major-general. [Applause. 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem to me that the gen- 
tleman has given any reason for this increase. The Pension 
Bureau has 3 this applicant at $4 a month, and on differ - 
ent applications that has been increased to 824 a month. There is 
nothing to show here that his disability is of service origin. Are 
we to increase his pension simply because he is helpless. 

Mr, SULLOWAY. When the gentleman says that, he asserts 
that the Bureau is unerring, because they say that the service 
origin would entitle him to only $24. Now, I am not standin 
here to-day to say that the Bureau is unerring by any manner 
m 


eans. 
„Mr, SIMS. Has the gentleman any evidence to show that these 
disabilities are due to service origin? 
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Mr.SULLOWAY. Itsatisfies me, and the Senate, it seems, were 
satisfied to a considerable extent. I believe it is so. I may be in 
error about it, but I do not want the gentleman from Tennessee 
to argue here that the Bureau of Pensions is as unerring as the 
decrees of Almighty God. 


Mr. SIMS. I donotarguethat they areas unerring as Almighty 
God, neither do I think the Pension Committee is as unerring as 
Almighty God. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I agree to that. 

Mr. SIMS. Therefore I think the House ought to have some 
evidence furnished to the Bureau or to the committee that these 
disabilities are of service origin. Now, if we are going to pension 
persons simply because they are in a bad condition, it seems to me 
that we are going outside of our duty and that it does not come 
within the spirit or the equity of thelaw. Where soldiers lack 
three or four days of serving the statutory period, I say go ahead 
and give them a pension. But in this case the gentleman fails to 

roduce one scintilla of evidence that this man’s disabilities are 

ue to service origin. While he hasa ion of $24 a month, 
and because he is in a desperate condition, you say that we must 
give him $50 a month. 

Why does not the county in which he lives take care of helpless 
persons? Shall the General Government supersede all the chari- 
table provisions of the respective States and counties in all such 
cases as these? Fifty dollars is a big pension; it is a large sum to 
pay out from the ayers’ pockets of this country, and if we 
allow it in this case, which is perhaps as meritorious as any that 
will come before us, what right have we to refuse $50 in the very 
next case that is presented? I think the Bureau in this case has 
erred on the side of mercy. I donot know whether it is infallible 
or not; I do not believe itis. What is the use of having a Bureau 
and medical experts, paying them thousands and thousands of 
dollars for services, and then utterly disregard their findings and 
snecr at them on this floor? 

The gentleman from New Hampshire [Mr. SuLLOWAY] has ab- 
solutely sneered at the Bureau, and says its decisions are not infal- 
lible. He means to cast reproach on it. We certainly can get 
some honest men that will administer the office according to law 
and do justice to the soldier, and if the present Commissioner and 
those under him, including the medical experts, are not doing 
their duty, there is a remedy by removing them and putting other 
men in their place, and not keep up the farce of a Bureau and 
medical experts whose action and decisions have no effect on the 
House, I move to amend the bill and make it $30 instead of $50. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. My friend from Tennessee overlooks one 
thing. If this man had no disease about him, was sound asa 
T or a rock,” as we Yankees say up East, he would be enti- 
tled to $12 a month, and if pensioned for disease admitted by the 
Bureau to be of service origin, at $24a month. You add the $12 
that he would have been entitled to without any disease whatever 
under the law and you would have $36, The Senate recom- 
mended and the committee agreed to give $14 more, making it 
$50, and that is exactly the situation. 

The question was taken on the motion to amend; and on a divi- 
sion (demanded by Mr. Sms) there were 10 ayes and 44 noes, 

So the amendment was disagreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

LOUISE DONATH, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 35) 
granting a pension to Louise Donath. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louise ath, permanently 
helpless and dependent child of John G. Donath, late a hospital steward in 
the military service of the United States, and pay her a pension at the rate 
of $12 per month, payable to her legally constituted — diak: 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
SAMUEL C. KRICKBAUM,. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4441) for the relief of Samuel C. Krickbaum, of Benton, Pa. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel C. Krickbaum, late 
of Company B, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
unteers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $25 per month. 


5 The amendments reported by the committee were read, as fol- 
ows: 


In line 7, change the word “Volunteers” to Volunteer and add after it 
the word Infantry.“ 

In line 8 strike out the word “five” and insert “four” in place thereof, 
and after the word “month,” in the same line, add the following: in lieu of 
that he is now receiving.“ 

Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel C. Krickbaum.” 

And when so amended the passage of the bill is recommended. 


Mr. TALBERT. I should like to hear the report in this case. 


The report (by Mr. Gaston) was read, as follows: 


This bill (H. R. 4441) proposes to increase the pension of Samuel C. Krick- 
baum from $12 to $25 per month. 

This soldier, who is now 62 years of served in Company E, One hun- 

and thirty-second Pennsylvania Volunteers.from August 5, 1862, to 

May 24, 1863, when he was disc! 


nd ni inth P 8 —.— See gust 3 18525 ko Tano 8 
and ninety-nin ennsylvania Volun rom An une 
1865. He te now pensioned at $12 per month under the act of June 27, 1890, on 


account of total * to 

neuralgia and di of heart. Records of the War Department show treat- 

ment in first service for es diarrhea, and debility. He never applied 
for a pension under the general law. 

has been filed with the committee in the Fifty-fifth Congress. a pe — 

ect that for 


earn a support by manual labor, due to facial 


is pension. 
edical testimony has also been filed corroborating the statement of the 
above-named petitioners as to soldier's physical condition, and testimony of 
ne Caitlin tor th DANAUS of tos Mall Ean aino been Ned Wi mit- 
petition for the passage of the n wi our com 
tee during this session. tb 

‘The only medical examination in the case,and made nine years ago, found 
organic disease of heart, then stated by the surgeons to be permanent, and 
that it may increase, and also found neuralgia of the fifth nerve of right side, 
the most sensitive spots being the lip, side of temple, and just where the 
nerve comes out on the cheek, and that he was never free from pain, and for 
these disabilities the board of surgeons rated him at $12. 

In view of the soldier's P prsa condition and destitution, your 
committee recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 

In line 7 the word Volunteers“ to Volunteer“ and add after it 
the word “Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “five” and insert four“ in place thereof; 
and after the word month in same line add the following: in lieu of that he 
is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


t 
Samuel C. Krickbaum 


And when so amended the passage of the bill is recommended. 

Mr. TALBERT. I do not say that the statements of fact in 
this report are not true, but I would like to ask the chairman of 
the committee what kind of evidence is required by them in these 
cases. Do they require affidavits? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. The same character of evidence is required 
by the committee that would be required by the Bureau—affi- 

avits. 

Mr. TALBERT. I would like to know whether every bill com- 
ing before the committee is submitted to a pension expert from 
the Bureau before action is taken by the committee? 7 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Does the gentleman mean the bill or the 
evidence? 

Mr. TALBERT. The evidence. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. When a bill is introduced in behalf of a 
soldier who has made claim at the Bureau, the evidence offered 
at the Bureau is brought to our committee room and the expert 
there makes an abstract of it. 

Mr. TALBERT. Then there is regularly certified evidence— 
affidavits—to substantiate the statements embraced in this report? 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Iso understand. 

The question being taken, the amendments were agreed to; and 
= bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to the 

ouse. 

SILAS B. HENSLEY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1059) 
granting a pension to Silas B, Hensley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Silas B. Hensley, late 
private, Company K, Third North Carolina Mounted Infantry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $20 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
NANCY ELLEN BESSOM. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 240) 
granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom. 

The was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy Ellen Bessom. invalid 
and dependent daughter of James F. Bessom, deceased, late a private in 
Company C, Eighth ent Massachusetts Infantry Volunteers, and pay 
her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 

EDWARD BOYLE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2389) granting an increase of pension to Edward Boyle. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward Boyle, late of Com- 
pany D, Sixth Regiment United States Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 7 strike ont the word “ volunteer.“ 

In line 8, before the word of,“ insert the words at the rate.” 
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The bill as amended was laid aside to be ‘reported favorably to 
the House. 
MOSES F. WOODS. $ 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2809) granting a pension to Moses F. Woods. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is nerh; 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of Moses F. 
Woods, late of 5 E, Phelps County Missouri Volunteer Infantry, at 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he now receives. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

ý In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
on.“ 


In the same line, after the word “roll,” insert the words subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws.” 

In line 5, after the word County,” add the word “ Regiment.“ 

Strike out all after the word Infantry.“ in line 6,andinsertin lieu thereof 
the following:“ e him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 


that he is now recei A 
Amend the title of b bill so as to read: A bill granting an increase of 


pension to Moses F. Woods.“ 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 
HANNAH C. SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7264) ening pension to Hannah C, Smith. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized 
and instructed to place upon the pension roll of the United States the name 
of Hannah C. Smith. as mother of Edward C. Smith, late of Company G, Sixty. 
eighth Indiana Infantry, at the rate of $12 per month, under the rules and 
regulations of the Pension Office. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read, and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word “instructed " and insert in place thereof the 
word directed.“ In the same line strike out the word “ upon“ and insert 
in lieu thereof the word on.“ Also, in the same line, strike out all after 
the word roll“ and insert the words “subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws.“ 

In line 5 strike ont the words as mother“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “stepmother,” 

In line 6 insert after the word “ Sixty-eighth” the word “ Regiment.” In 
the same line, after the word “Indiana,” insert the word “ Volunteer;” and 
“ane in the same line, after the word Infantry,“ insert and pay her a 

pension.” 
In line 7 strike out all after the word “ month.” 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Hannah C. Smith.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

JOSEPH B. PRESDEE. 


The next businesson the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 2158) 
granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the panu roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph B. Presdee, late 
lieutonant-colonel Second Regiment Indiana Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House. 
JULIA M, JOHNSON. 


The next business on tne Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1008) 
granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. 5 1 to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Julia M. Johnson, widow of 
Richard W. Johnson, late brevet major-general, United States Army, and 
pay ker a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
MARY A. DENNIS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 899) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Dennis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the p on laws, the name of Mary A. Dennis, widow of 
Elias S. Dennis, late brigadier-general and brevet or-general, United 
States Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu 
of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported favorably to the House, 
JAMES S. JORDAN, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4017) granting an increase of pension to James S. Jordan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace upon the pension roll the name of James S. 
Jordan, late of Company I, Twentieth New York Volunteers, at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of the pension he is now receiving. 


The amendments reported by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


In line 4 strike out the wo: 8 
line, after the word “roll,” insert subject to the provisions and 
of the pension laws.” 


“upon” and insert the word “on;" in same 
limitations 
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In line 5 strike out the word Twentieth“ and insert in place thereof the 
Ton “N: os apparel Before the word new,“ in same line, insert the word 
* ent.” 

In fine 6 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in place thereof the 
following: Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension.” 

— n out the words “ the pension and insert in place thereof the 
word: ” 


Mr. TALBERT. I ask for the reading of the report in this 


case. 
The report (by Mr. Driggs) was read, as follows: 


This bill (H. R. 4017) proposes to increase the pension of James S. Jordan 
from $17 to $50 per month. 

This soldier, now 70 years of age. served as a private in Company E, Thir- 
teenth New York State Militia, from April 27, 1861, to August 6, 1851, when 
mustered out with his company, and again asa private in Companies Land 
D, Ninetieth New York Volunteers, from September 30, 1861, to December 
10, 1864; and during the last-named service the medical records of the War 
Department show him to have been under treatment for typhoid fever, 

eumonia. intermittent fever, and diarrhea. He has been a pensioner un- 

er the old law since February 17. 1886, on account of rheumatism as of sery- 
ice origin, and is now in receipt of a pension of $17 per month on account of 
same, and the medical officers of the Bureau have held that such atrophy of 
re right arm as exists was covered by the approval and rating for rheuma- 

m. 

His claim on account of malarial 3 brain fever, yellow fever, sun- 
stroke. indigestion, and piles stands rejected upon the ground that a pen- 
sionable disability from said causes was not shown to exist. 

A claim for of lungs (asthma), quite probably a result of pneu- 
monia, for which he was treated during service, but not legally so estab- 
lished, has been rejected by the Pension Bureau for the reason that a favor- 
able adjudication of that part of the claim would not entitle the soldier to a 
higher rating than he is now Saag blag f 

The last medical examination in the case, made April 19, 1899, rated this 
soldier at $12 for rheumatism, $12 for loss of power of the right arm, $3 for 
hypertrophy of heart, thus rege a rating of $30 for disabilities accepted 
us of service origin. It also rated him $6 for asthma, $t for malaria, & for 
piles, and $17 for general and senile debility, and this board of surgeons stated 


that— 

This soldier is so disabled from his rheumatism, loss of power in right 
arm, general and senile debility, and other rated disabilities as to u 
the frequent and periodical, though not regular and constant, perso; aid 
and attendance of another person, and is entitled to $50 per month. Heis 
unable to dress. undress, and attend to the calls of nature without assistance,“ 

2 a testimony in the case showing that thesoldier is very poor and in 
need of help. 

The Pension Bureau holds that the soldier's present disabilities are due in 

a large measure to senility, yet your committee can not hold that the age of 

this man can have anything to do with the rheumatism and atrophy of the 

right arm, of accepted service origin, and must hold that the heart disease, 

place apon medical examination, is also ascribable to rheumatism and not 
o ge: v. 

Hon. Mr. DRIGGS, a member of this House, has filed the following statement 


with your committee: 
WASHINGTON, D. C., February 12, 1900. 
My Dear Mr. CHAIRMAN: In the case of James Jordan, I beg to state 
that this soldier is over 70 years of sge, very poor, and literally a physical 
wreck, requiring almost constant attention of another person. Thave known 
Jordan personally for several years. 
Yours, truly, EDMUND H. DRIGGS, M. C., 
Third District, New York. 
Hon. C. A. SULLOWAY,. 
Chairman Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


3 of all this, your committee recommend that the bill be amended 
as tollows: 

In lino 4 strike out the word upon! and insert the word on.“ In same 
line, after the word “roll,” insert “subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws.“ 

In line 5 strike out the word “ Twentieth” and insert in place thereof the 
word F Before the word new.“ in same line, insert the word 

In line 6 strike ont the word Volunteers“ and insert in place thereof the 
following: Volunteer 1 and pay him a pension.“ 
ee mang fons out the words “the pension“ and insert in place thereof 

And when so amended the passage of the bill is recommended. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Chairman, I should like to make a personal 
statement about this bill, because it is one which [ myself intro- 
duced. I have known this man Jordan for the past seven or eight 
18 and I know of no one who is as much a physical wreck as 

e is. He has been down at my house several times, and each 
time that he has been there they have had to c him from the 
street to my front door, which is about 80 feet. I myself at dif- 
ferent times have aided him in getting from the door to the vehi- 
cle which brought him. I have visited him at hishome. Itisa 
very poor one. He has absolutely nothing, and requires the almost 
constant attention of another person. know of no case which 
sei hare passed that is more worthy or meritorious of $50 a month 

n this. 

In the last Congress I introduced a similar bill, but did not force 
it, because I wanted to be satisfied that the man was entitled to 
$50. During the recess of Congress I made several different visits 
to him, and found that everything which is stated in the report is 
literally true. The man is a complete physical wreck. 

The Pension Bureau decided that he is not entitled to an increase 
of pension, because, in their peculiar way of reasoning, they can 
not find any disability of service origin. I know as good a lawyer 
as the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. TALBERT],if he had 
read the evidence on file before the committee, would have been 
satisfied to vote for the amount of 350 a month. I trust this state- 
ment will satisfy my friend from South Carolina, If not, I will 
answer vee question. 

Mr. TALBERT. Did the gentleman say that I was a lawyer? 

Mr. DRIGGS. I thought you were a lawyer. 
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Mr. TALBERT. I am not, sir. Now, Mr. Chairman, I have 
no opposition to offer to the passage of this bill. Iam willing to 
vote for it, but I think the House is entirely too thin in attendance 
right now to transact business, and 1 make the point that there is 
not a quorum ae 

The CHAIR The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ments offered by the committee. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
TALBERT) there were—ayes 74, noes none. 

Mr. TALBERT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make the point that 


there is no quorum present. 
The CHAIRMAN, ‘The gentleman makes the point that there 
is no quorum present. The Chair will count, 


After counting, the Chairman announced 120 members, a quo- 
rum of the Committee of the Whole, present. 
The committee amendments were to, 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
JOHN M. M'CORD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4298) granting an increase of pension to John M. McCord. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


authorized and to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension la the name of Jo 0 „ late a 
member of Company A, Sixth Regiment Missouri State Militia Cav: „aud 
also a member of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Cavalry Volun- 
teers, and pay page con fan of 825 per month in lieu of the pension he is 
now recei . 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 8, after the word “ Missouri.“ insert Volunteer.“ Strike out in 
the same line the word “ Volunteers.” 

In line 9 en ay the word “ pension,” the words at the rate.“ Strike 
out in the same line the word “twenty-five” and insert in lieu thereof the 


In line 10 9 —— the words to pension“ and insert in lien thereof the 
word “that.” 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


LOUA A. MORGAN, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5544) ting a pension to Lona A. Morgan, dependent son of 
Alford V. Morgan. deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


imitations of the pension laws, the name of Lona A. Morgan, dependent 
, deceased. . I, 
ent Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a 


The committee amendments set forth in the report were read. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 
re in that case. i 

The CHAIRMAN. The rt will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from South Carolina. 

The report (by Mr. Miers of Indiana) was read, as follows: 


The Committee on Invalid Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5544) sone pension to Loua A. Morgan, submit the following re 3 

‘Alfred. V. Mo: „the soldier named in this bill, served as a private in 
Company D, One hundred and fifty-fifth Indiana Volunteers, from March 20 
to August 4, 1865, and is reported on the rolls as present during allof the four 
and one. months of service. He never applied for a and died 
March 19, 1872, of pneumonia. e mother of the ee nol 
named in the bill on October 1, 1863, and they lived together as husband an: 
wife until the soldier's death. 

The mother of the beneficiary remarried three times since the soldier's 
death, the last taking piso January 1, 1887. She applied for a pen- 
sion under the general law as widow of soldier, all that his fatal 
pneumonia was upon a preexisting disease of ungs of service 


The claim of the former widow was 9 and rejected b 
the Pension u November 11, 1897, e ground that a thoroug 
special examination of the claim failed to show that the soldier's fatal pneu- 
MTh hes Fine eee ch special amination showed that th 

© ny o su ex o; ow. at the 
y rior to enlistment; that as to his condition in the 
service, however, was co) that the soldier 


soldier was sound at and 

ting—some comrades tuig 
contracted a cough in camp near Dover, Del., that he spit blood, and was 
made assistant cook by reason of same, while others testified that he got 
over the Gough and that the men were not subject to any peculiar p 


or exposure ing service. 

The proof obtained as to soldier's condition from the time of his dis- 
charge until his fatal illness was also conflicting, some parties testifying that 
he had a hollow cough ever since service, and that he looked Topaia and in 

health, while others, among than his two brothers and sister, testified 
That they did not know of any si: ess except an attack of fever in November 
or oe and that they never knew him to be afflicted with con- 
sumption. 


Dr. Wilson, who treated this soldier during his last iliness, testified that 
the soldier had an acute attack of pneumonia, and was unable to say whether 
there had been any chronic lung disease prior to the fatal pne 

‘On November 15, 1800, the soldier's 1 ES f 
a guardian under the provisions of the act of June 27, 1800, 8 e 
was born August 5, and that he had been an idiot soon r birth, 
6 said claim as to relationship, birth. and idiocy of the 
son, and that he is incapable of earning a support on account of his mental 


This claim was also rejected by the Pension Bureau upon the ground that 
inasmuch as the son was over the age of 16 years at the e of the passage of 
the act of June 27, 1890, and had never been on the pension roll, pension under 
said act could not obtain. 

The mother of this son has had the care and maintenance of this helpless 
boy, Aot alone while she was the wife of the soldier, but ever since her re- 
marriage. 

There has been filed with your committee sworn testimony to the effect 
that the mother of the soldier, who, by reason of her remarriage, can have no 
title under the act of June 27, 1890, is not in a financial condition to bear the 
burden of the sap rt and maintenance of this helpless son, and that thisson 
has never been able to earn a dollar, and a petition, signed by numerous res- 
idents of Marshall County, Ind., has also been filed praying for Congressional 
relief to this helpless son. 

Your committee believe that the doubts as to whether the death of the sol- 
dier was due to his military service should be resolved in favor of the helpless 
son of the soldier, and recommend that the bill be amended as follows: 

In line 6 strike ont the word “ Lona” and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“Lona.” In the same line strike out the word Alford“ and insert in its 
place “Alfred.” Also, in same line and line 7 strike out the word deceased.” 

In line 8 strike ont the word to.“ 

In line 9, after the word“ pension,” insert the words “atthe rate.” Also, 
in same line, strike out the word “thirty and insert twelve.“ ra — the 
word * month.“ in the same line, add the following; payable to his legally 
constituted guardian." 

Amend the title of the bill so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to 
Loua A. Morgan." 

And when so amended the passage of tho bill is recommended. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I should like the chairman of 
Committee on Invalid Pensions to tell us how old that son is and 
what is hiscondition. Ido not understand whether he is idiotic, 
or what is his age, 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, he was born in 1864, as the 
report shows, and he is a 3 idiotic child. The reason why 
he is not on the pension roll is that the father lived until after he, 
the son, was 16 years of age. 

Mr. TALBERT. I did not understand the reading of the 
report. Did it state that he is idiotic? 

r.SULLOWAY. Yes; idiotic from birth. 

Theamendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE MYERS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6527) granting a pension to George Myers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Myers, late color 
sergeant Company E. Ninth Regiment New Jersey Infantry Volunteers, at 
the rate of $50 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 7, after the word Jersey,“ insert Volunteer.“ 
strike out the word Volunteers.” 


In same line 
lgo, in same line, before the word at,“ 
insert the words “and pay * 
In line 8, after the wo 


him a pension. . 
= month,” add the following: in lieu of that he 
is now receivin: 


Amna tho title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 
ye 
The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation, 


PETER CUMMINGS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2792) for the relief of Peter 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Peter mings, lato 
a private in Company D, Eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Cavalry, and pay 

a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 7, after the word“ Pennsylvania,” insert the word Volunteer.“ 
aa the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Peter Cum- 

gs.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


JOHN H. MEEKER, 


Tho next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6028) for the relief of John H. Meeker, late first-class pilot, United 
States Navy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and heis hereby, 
authorized and directed to reinstate on the United States pension roll the 
name of John H. Meeker, late first-class pilot, U. S. S. Oriole and other ves- 
sels, subject to the provisions and limitations of the act of June 27, 1890, 


The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 


In line 4, after the word to,“ insert the words: place on the pension 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws." 
p — out, in lines 4 and 5, the words “reinstate on the United States pen- 
ion roll.” 
In line 6 strike out all after the word “ vessels ” and insert in lieu thereof 
the words and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month.“ 


1900. 
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pee the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John H. 
er.“ 


The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


ELI C. WALTON, 


Tho next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1944) granting an increase of pension to Eli C. Walton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


directed 5 place on the pension roll. su 
and . Sira the of Eli C. 


and pa; 

TA of per n per son trom October 12, isn e to the aa 
this act and $50 per month from the date of the passage of 

The following amendments, recommended by the Sm on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In nee 7, before the word “ Illinois,“ insert the word “Regiment.” 

8 strike out all after the word month and insert in lieu thereof 

the words in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a fayorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM H. LA COUNT, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1507) for the relief of William H. La Count. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, pan 2 the Secretary of the 8 be, and he is hereby, 
sore and directed to place upon the pension roll the name of William 

nt, of Durango, Colo., late 1 first sergeant in ny K, teu 
. —.— 8 Rechnen 8 Infantry ioe ee pay a pension of 
$24 a month in lieu of the pension he is now recet 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4 strike out the word. upon“ and insert in lieu thereot the word 
on.“ In the same line, after the word roll.“ insert subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the m laws.” 

In line 5 strike ont the words “of Durango, Colo.“ 

In line 7 strike out the word“ Volunteers; and in the same line, before 
the word “Infant try,” insert Volunteer.“ Also, in same line, after the word 
“pension,” insert “at the rate.” 

on line 8 st strike out the words the pension“ and insert in lieu thereof the 
wi 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill ting an increase of n to 
William H. La Count.” 5 pana 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 


to the House with a favorable recommendation, 
LAVINIA M. PAYNE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
2303) to increase the pension of Mrs. L. M. Payne. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace the name of Lavinia M. Payne, who was a 
nurse in the medical department of the United States Volunteers, u the 
pension roll, and pay her a pension of St per month in lieu of that w: she 
now receives. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, were read: 

In line 4, after the word “ place,” insert the follo “on the msion 
roll, subject to the provisions and limitations of the ton. DOE ay = 

n line 5 strike out the words who was” and insert the word rd“ late. * 
the s same line, after the word of,” strike out Shs word “the.” 

In line 6 strike out the words “upon the ion roll.“ 

In line 8 strike out all after the 8 “that” and insert in place thereof 
the words “she is now receiving.” 

Amend the title of the — 80 as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
pension to Lavinia M. Payn 

The eee eee ee by the committee were a: to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE WHITE, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5546) granting a pension to George White. 

The Pill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior ba, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on tha pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of George te, late a private 
in Company f , Fifteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteers, cat pay to him a 
pension of per month in lieu of any pension he may now be receiving. 

The committee amendments set forth in the report were read, 

ee TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the reading of the 

rt in that case. 
"The CHAIRMAN. The report will be read in the time of the 
gentleman from North Carolina. 

The report (by Mr. Minor) was read, as follows: 


anes T Submit the 1 
a on su 0 fo 
Th dior, now 58 youre os Ot ta „served as a private in Company B, Fif- 
teenth Indiana Volunteers, from June 14, 1861, to June 23, when 8 pa 
on surgeon's certificate of disability on account of chronic dia: 
rhea and inflammation of the eyes. He is now a pensioner at 17 per Wend 
on account of chronic diarrhea and resulting piles and disease of eyes. 


Claims for increase of filed in 1893, 1896, and 1897 were rejected 
upon the ind that the bilities cin — eng heis panaon not tia not war- 
rant a higher rating, and the wee resulting disease of hea 


were not shown as such r 

Last medical examination, on January 12, 1898, rated him $10 for diar- 
rhea, $t for disease of rectum, and $6 ae Ginea aaea, ofe vot bladder and also found and 
rated $6 for disease of heart and $8 for disease der and prostate. 

The sworn testimony of neigh e committee, show- 
ing Arets soldier is.without any means of wa ope 8 unable to do 
any labor. 

Medical 8 is also filed showing that soldier is disabled from the 
causes found upon the medical examination quoted above, and by reason of 
same unable to perform any manual labor. 

hile your committee is not willing to say that the disease of bladder has 
any connection with the canses for which soldier is now pensioned, it 
does not hesitate to state, however, in view of the fact that disease of 
heart found is not of rheumatic origin, that such heart trouble is the natural 
result of the long-continued diarrhea, hence it recommends that the bill be 
amended as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in place thereof the 
words Volunteer Infantry.” In the same line strike out the word “of” and 
insert the words at the rate of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lien thereof the word 
“twenty-four.” In the same line strike out all after the word “of” and 
insert the words“ that he is now receiving. 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension to 


z And when so ananin the passage of tho bill is recommended. 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


GEORGE W. WEEDEN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
3470) granting an increase of pension to Capt, George W. Weeden, 
of Olneyville, R 

The bill was read, as follows: 

mts: tt 3 etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 

directed to place on the pension roll, one to 2 Visions 


thorized and 
ond limitations of the 
captain in the Second Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Infantry, war of 


the rebollion. and pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of the pension he 
is now receiving. 

The following amendments, recommended by the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, were read: 

ie line 6 . out a;“ in the same line, after the word seine pone 

po ag etd ain in noise line, strike out t he words in the. 
ne 3 out “ war of the rebellion.” 

in line 8, after the word pension,” insert “at the rate.“ 

In line 9 strike out the words “the pasion "and insert the word W 

Amend the title so as to read: A granting an increase of pension to 
George W. Weeden.” 

The amendments recommended by the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside to be reported 
to the House with a favorable recommendation. 


REBECCA P. QUINT. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 1796) 
granting an increase of paneon to Rebecca P. Quint. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is he 8 
authorized and diregted to place on the pension rolls. anyo to 3 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rebecca P. Quint, widow of 
Alonzo H. Quint, late chaplain of the Second Regiment Massachusetts Infan- 
try Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lien of 
that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


on laws, the name of 


JANE DYKES, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
ay Ee a pension to Jane Dykes. 

he bill was read, as follows: 

4 it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, oa ae of Jane Dykes, mother of John 
B. and George Dykes, who were . tes of Company B, Third Tennessee 
Monton Infantry Volunteers, and grant her a pension at ‘the rate of S per 
mon 
- Tne amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 

ollows: 


k In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words who were” and insert the word 


Tine? after the word Third.“ insert the word“ Regiment.“ 

In lines 7 and 8 strike out the words“ Mounted Infantry Volunteers“ and 
insert the words“ Volunteer Mounted Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out the word grant” and insert the word “pay.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

ELIZABETH B, NORRIS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

va fy Spare a pension to Elizabeth B. Norris. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 

a opie ea That the piaco on tp the Tatario beani he ie hereby, 


Elizabe 
of John Bradley, pag ay into ps vate, Com H, hty-nin 
E paler. de pri pany H, Eighty-ninth 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

Tn line 6 strike out the word ‘‘deceased.” 

In line 8, after the word “ Infantry,” insert the words “and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $12 per month.“ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ISAAC D, SMITH. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
206) to ponon Isaac D. Smith, Company A, Fifteenth Regiment 
United States Infantry. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon Foe panna roll of the United States the 
name of Isaac D. Smith, Company A, Fifteenth Regiment United States In- 
fantry, at the rate of $35 a month from the passage of this act. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4 strike out the word upon“ and insert the word on.“ In the 
same line, after the word “roll,” insert subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws.“ Í 

In lines 4 and 5 strike out the words “ of the United States.” 

In line 5, after the word “ Smith,” insert “late of.“ 

In line 6, after the word Infantry.“ add “and pay. him a pension.“ 

In line 7 strike out all after the word dollars and insert per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. . i 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


MARGARET GANGLOFF. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4961) nting an increase of pension to Margaret Gangloff. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 


authorized and directed to 


lace the name of Margaret Gangloff, widow of 
Henry D. Gangloff. Geceased, a private of Com ent Mis- 


5 pany B Third 

souri Volunteer Cavalry, on the pension roll of the United States, and to pay 
her a pension of $24 per month in lien of the pension she now receives. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 4, after the word “place,” insert the words on the pension roll, 
subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

In line 5 strike out the word “å ” and insert the word “late.” 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words on the pension roll of the United 

” : 


States. 

In line 7 strike out the word “to.” 

In line 8. before the word of.“ add the words “at the rate.“ In same line 
strike out the words the pension ” and insert the word that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. / f 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

DAVID TALMON, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8966) granting an increase of pension to David Talmon, of Wy- 
more, county of Gage, Nebr. 

‘The bill was read, as follows: 

i t te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
iki AA Ee to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws of the United States, the name of David 
Talmon, late of Company H, Sixth Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of the amount he is now 
receiving. . 

The amendments recommended by the Committee were read, 
as follows: 


In lines 5 and 6 strike ont the words of the United States.” 
In line 7, after the word Sixth,” insert Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out “thirty” and insert twenty-four.” 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the words “the amount and insert the word 
“that.” 

The amendments were agreed to. > 3 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


WILLIAM d. M’LAIN. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
4648) granting a pension to William G. McLain. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereb; 
petnorieed and directed to put npon the pension roll the name William G. 
M 


Lain, late of Com . Twenty-seventh Regiment of Iowa Infantry 
Volunteers, at the mato ors $72 per month, this sum to be in lieu of the pension 
that he is now receiving. 


Ths amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 


niet line 5 one se 8 hag Sh e pps fi pa DRE pae 
me ." In the same line, r the word * oS jec 

to the pro — eee pean laws." Also, in the same line, 
after the word “name,” inse ew “of. 

In line 6 strike out the word “of,” also the word! Volunteers.“ In the 
same line, after the word Iowa.“ insert the Word Volunteer.” 

Strike out all after the word Infantry,” in line 6, and insert in lieu thereof 
the words and pay him a pension at the rate of g0 per month in lieu of that 


he is now receiving,” and when so amended the passage of the bill is recom- 
mended, 


The amendments were agreed to, 
The bill as amended was crdered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
PETER M, HEATON. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7622) granting a pension to Peter M. Heaton. 

The bill was read, as follows: : 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll the name of Peter M. 
Heaton, late a private in Company I, Forty-second Regiment of the Missouri 
Infantry Volunteers, and pay hima on of $25 per month in lieu of the 

pension he is now receiving. 
; a amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
ollows: 


In line 4, after the word “roll,” insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

In line 6 strike out the words “of the” and the word Volunteers,” and 
after the word “ Missouri” insert the word“ Volunteer.” 

In line 7, after the word pension,“ insert the words “at the rate.“ In the 
same line strike out the word “‘twenty-flve” and insert the word “twelve.” 
1 an fi gid 7 and 8 strike out the words the pension" and insert the word 
Mr. RUCKER. Mr, Chairman, this bill as introduced would 
give to this soldier $25 a month, The committee have reported it 
with an amendment striking out $25 and inserting $12, so that he 
would get $12. The pension that heis now drawing is $6 a month. 
I would say to the House that this is an old soldier with whom I 
am personally well acquainted, and have been for twenty years. 
He is now about 77 years of age, is infirm in health, and very 
poor, almost in destitution. It is almost impossible, Mr. Chair- 
man, for him to subsist on Se a month. He is in a helpless con- 
dition. He is notable to earn his support, or a part of his support; 
and therefore I desire to move that the bill reported by the com- 
mittee be amended by striking out ‘'$12” and inserting “$15.” As 
Tam only asking for an increase to be made from $12 to $15, which 
is $3, I trust the gentleman who kindly reported this bill will not 


oppose. 

The 5 The gentleman moves to strike out $12 and 
insert $15. 

Mr. RUCKER. I believe this old soldier ought to have $20a 
month, and I hope the 8 will not object to that. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, as it is such a little one, I 
do not know that it is worth while to waste time upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair understood the gentleman to 
move as an amendment to the amendment to strike out $12 and 
insert $20. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I did not understand it that way. 
derstood him to say $15. 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me say, Mr. Chairman} that this is the first 
thing that I have tried to get through this House, and I was modest 
in drawing it. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. My purpose was to accept the amendment 


of $15. 

Mr. RUCKER. This old soldier can not get this relief from the 
Government very long. He is limited to a very few years; and I 
hope the gentleman will not hold me to the inadvertence of my 
first proposition, but will let it go to $20. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I will t the amendment at $15. 

Mr. RUCKER. If I can not get $20, I will accept $15. 

The CHAIRMAN, Will the gentleman state how he desires to 
have his amendment submitted? 

Mr. RUCKER. The amendment Ioffer is to strike out twelve” 
in the committee's amendment and insert “fifteen.” 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri offers as an 
amendment to strike out twelve“ and insert “fifteen.” The 
question is on the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The CHAIRMAN, There are other committee amendments. 

The other amendments of the committee were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


SARAH E, CAMPBELL. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (S. 917) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Campbell. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sarah E. 8 widow 
of Charles T. Campbell, late colonel of the First Pe lyania Artillery Re- 
serve Corps, colonel of the Fifty-seventh Pennsylvania Volunteer Infant 
and brigadier-general of volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
per month in eu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


I un- 


WILLIAM ELKERT. 


The next bill on the Private Calendar taken up was the bill 
(H. R. 4177) to correct the military record of William Elkert. 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War be, and ho is hereby, author- 
ized and directed to set aside the findings of the court-martial in the case of 
William Elkert, late of Company H, Forty-fifth Wisconsin Infantry Volun- 
teers, and to grant to said William Elkert an honorable discharge from said 
company and regiment: Provided, That no pay, bounty, or other emolument 

become due or payable by virtue of the passage of this act. 


Mr. TALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the report be read. 

The CHAIRMAN. This bill is not in order at this time. 

Mr. BARNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimons consent that 
this bill be considered now. I think I can make a statement that 
will satisfy members that it is a deserving case. 

Mr. TALBERT, I understood the Chairman to rule that it was 
out of order. : 

Mr. BARNEY. ButIask unanimous consent that the bill be 
considered at this time. I think I can make a brief statement 
that will show that it is a deserving case. š 

Mr. TALBERT. You can not consider it if it is not in order. 

Mr. BARNEY. I think we can by unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole to 
consider certain bills under a special rule, and the Chair does not 
think by unanimous consent other cases can be taken up. 

Mr. BARNEY. Can not the Committee of the Whole by unani- 
mous consent allow other bills to be considered? 

Mr. BELL. I hope the gentleman from Wisconsin will not de- 
lay other bills with this matter. 


Mr. BARNEY. I know this to be avery urgent caseand a case 


that deserves consideration. 
The CHAIRMAN. -The rule says that such bills only shall be 
in order, and the Chair can not entertain the request of the gen- 
tleman from Wisconsin. The Clerk will report the next bill. 
N FREDERICK E. VANCE. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
7822) nting an increase of pension to Frederick E. Vance, of 
Ula nter, Kans., late of Company A, First Minnesota Cavalry. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Bo it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place the name of Frederick E. Vance, of Clay 
nter, Kans., late of Company A, First Minnesota Cavalry, on the pension 

ll of the United States, and grant him a pension of $50 a month in lieu of 

he pension which he is now receiving. 

The following amendments were recommended by the commit- 
tee: 


g ne 7, after 
the same line strike out the words “the pension“ and insert the word “that.” 


Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick E. Vance.“ 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation, 


JOHN E. WHISNERY, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 

1458) for the relief of John E. Whinnery. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

He it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the pro- 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John E. Whinnery, 

-of Company A, Fourteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pe on of El per month from and after the passage of this act, in lien 
of the pension he is now receiving, 

The following amendments were recommended by the commit- 

_ tee: $ 

In line 4strike out the word “upon” and insert in place thereof the word 
„on.“ 


In line 6, after the word “ Whinnery,” insert the word“ late.“ 

In line 7 strike out the words of twenty and insert in lieu thereof the 
words “at the rate of.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “fout and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“twenty.” And in the same line strike out all after the word “month” and 
insert in place thereof the words in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

Also amend the title so as to r@ad: A bill granting an increase of pension 
to John E. Whinnery.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to, 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES M’NUTT, 
The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 


1201) granting to James McNutt a pension. 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


per month. 
The following amendments were recommended by the committee: 


Strike out, in line 4, all after the word “ Place “and insert in lieu thereof 
ths words on the pension roll, subject to provisions and limitations of 
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on laws, the name of James McNutt, late acting assistant su 


the 

Uni States Army, and him a pension at the rate of $30 per month.” 

Minn erent the title 5 kel oy “A bill granting a pension to James 
c u ” 


The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
MARIE WIERSANG. 


The next business ou the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
1989) for the relief of Marie Wiersang. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Beit enacted. etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
thorized and directed to place upon the pension roll of the United States, at 
the rate of $12 per month, the name of Marie Wiersang, widow of the late 
Erick Wiersang, Company E, First Minnesota Volunteers. 

The following amendments were recommended by the com- 
mittee: 

In line 4 strike out the word upon“ and insert in lieu thereof the word 
“‘on;"’ in the same line, after the word roll.“ add the words "subject to the 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws;” in the same line and in line 5 
strike out the words “of the United States, at the rate of $12 per month.” 

In line 6 strike ont the words “the late;” in the same line, after the word 
“Wiersang,” insert the words “late of.” 

In line 7, after the word First,” insert the word Regiment;" in the same 
line strike out the word Volunteers“ and insert the words Volunteer 
Mounted Rangers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month.” 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Marie Wier- 
sang,” 

The committee amendments were 

The bill was laid aside to be repor 
able recommendation, 

ELIZABETH JOHNS, 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
153) for the relief of Elizabeth Johns, widow of Joseph Johns, 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, at the rate of 812 a 
month, the name of Elizabeth Johns, widow of Juseph Johns, late a private in 
the so-called Black Brigade of Cincinnati, which was employed in the defense 
of that city in the year 1862. 


The committee amendments were as follows: 


Strike out all after the word “roll,” in line 4, and insert the following: 
“subject to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


eed to. x ° 
to the House with a favor- 


Elizabeth Johns, widow of hl Johns, late a member of the 
cn eee of Cincinnati, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per 
month.” 


J A amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Elizabeth 
ohns.” 8 3 
The committee amendments were agreed to. 
The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House witha favor- 
able recommendation. 2 
JAMES J. M’MAINS. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
126) granting an increase of pension to James J. MeMains. 

The clerk read the bill, as follows: = 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place upon the pension roll, subject to the è 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James J. Mc 
late of Company F, Thirty-sixth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of —— dollars per month in lieu of that heis now receiving. 

‘The following amendments were recommended by the commit- 
tee: 

In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert the word on. 

In line 6, before the word Ohio, add the word * ent.“ 

In line 8, before the word “dollars,” insert the word “fifty.” 

The committee amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was laid aside to be reported to the House with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ALFRED DYER. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
8863) granting a pension to Alfred Dyer. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed topao on the pension roll, subjectto the provisions 
and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Alfred Dyer, late of Com- 
pany B, One hundred and fourteenth Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $25 per month. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

In line 7, after the word "‘ Tenth,” insert Regiment.” 

In line 8 strike out all after the word “of™ and insert in lieu thereof the 
words ‘$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 8 

Also amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension 
to Alfred Dyer.” 

The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
the House. 

LOUISA STEARNS. 

The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
6092) granting a pension to Louisa Stearns, widow of Lewis 
Stearns, deceased. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and instructed to place upon the pension roll and grant a pension 
to Louisa 9 ag widow of wis Stearns, deceased, late a private in Com- 
pany A, Seventh Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, at the rate of $12 per month. 
e 
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In line 4 strike out the word “upon” and insert the word“ on; “ in the 
same line, after the word roll,“ insert the words “subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws.“ 

Strike out, in line 4, the word“ and“ and in line 5 the words “granting a 
pension to“ and insert in lieu thereof the words the name of.” 


In line 6 strike out the word “deceased; in the same line, after the word 


f ry," insert tho words“ and pay her a pen- 
sion;“ and after the word“ month," in the same line, insert the following: 
“and $3 per month additional for each of the minor children of the soldie 


under 16 gors of age. 
Amend the title so as to read: A bill granting a pension to Louisa Stearns.” 
The bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 


the House. 
JOHN B. FAIRCHILD. 


The next business on the Private Calendar was the bill (H. R. 
5882) granting an increase of pension to John Fairchild. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted etc. That the Secre of tho Interior be, and he is hereby, 
7 pension roll, at the rate of $25 per 
. the name of John rehild, of Norwalk, Ohio, late a member of Com- 
pey „One hundred and twenty-third Ohio Volunteer Infantry, the same 

be in lieu of any pension now drawn by said soldier and subject to all con- 
ditions and limitations of the pension laws. 

The amendments reported by the committee were read and 
agreed to, as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “roll,” in line 4, and in lieu thereof insert the 
following: “subject to the provisions and limitations of the on laws, 
the name of John B. Fairchild, late of Company C, One hun: and twenty- 
third Regiment Ohio Volanteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.” 

And when so amended your committee recommend that the bill do pass. 

Also amend the title so as to read: A bill granting an increase of pension 
to John B. Fairchild.” 


tone bill as amended was laid aside to be reported favorably to 
e House, 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the Committee of the Whole 
now rise and report to the House the bills which have been acted 
upon by the Committee of the Whole. 

The motion was to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. LACEY reported that the Committee of the 
Whole House had had under consideration sundry House and Sen- 
ate bills and had directed him to report the same back with and 
without amendments, respectively, and to recommend that the 
same do pass as recommended by the Committee of the Whole. 

Senate and House bills of the following titles were respectively 
taken up, the amendments recommended thereto by the Commit- 
tee of the Whole adopted and the bills as amended read the third 
time (or engrossed and read the third time), and i 

A (H. R. 6700) to increase the pension of ia Andrews 
(title amended); 
ont ba (H. R. 434) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 

th; 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting a pension to Mrs, Maria E. Mailley 
(title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 2261 to pension Ella F. Sydnor (title amended); 

A — (H. R. 2681) granting a pension to Calista F. Hall (title 
amended): 

A bill (H. R. 2865) to t an increase of pension to Louis H. 
au ee F, Fifty-fifth New York Volunteers (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 6701) granting a pension to Serelda C. McGrew; 

Abill (a. R. 3809) granting increase of pension of Elisha B. Sea- 

man, Company A, Sixty-sixth Ohio Volunteers (title amended); 

— Abill (HL R 3522) for the relief of Lucy S. Bane (title amended); 
A bill (H. R. 6161) for the relief of John Landegon, of Danbury, 
Conn. (NGL. Er 4470 granting a pension to Angeline Eyesto 
R. granting a on e Eyestone; 
A bill (H. R. 3012) granting a pension to Claggett; 
A ea Si R. 1754) for the relief of Mrs. Helen M. Moore (title 

amen r 

A bill (H. R. 4854) to pension James L. Whidden (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 3206) to correct the naval record of Thomas Dunn; 
an (H. R. 2465) to grant an honorable discharge to George 

A bill (H. R. 1616) to correct the naval record of J h Pitt, 
alias Joseph Marr, and erase the nameof Joseph Marr and substi- 
tute the name of Ji oseph Pitt on the records of the United States 


Navy; 
‘A bill K. R. 163) for the relief of Henry O. Morse; 
A bill (H. R. 539) granting a pension to Louisa S. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 5503) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


A bill (H. R. 541) granting a pension to Ellen Norwood; 

A aaa R. 6284) for the relief of James Crawley (title 
amen: 1 

A bill (H. R. 3167) to grant increase of pension to Thomas H. 


A bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Brisbois; 


A —— Oe R. 7264) granting pension to Hannah C. Smith (title 
amen $ = 
7 aS bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to James S, 
ordan; 
1 (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
ra; 
A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to Lona A. Morgan, đe- 
pendent son of Alford V. Morgan, deceased (title amended); > 
A 0 R. 6527) granting a pension to George Myers (title 
amen ; 
A bill (H. R. 2792) for the relief of Peter Cummings; 
A bill (H. R. 6028) for the relief of John H. Meeker, late first- 
class pilot, United States Navy (title amended); 
A bill (H. R. 1944) granting an increase of pension to Eli C. 
ton; 
A er R. 1507) for the relief of William H. La Count (title 
amen > 
A bill (H. R. 2303) to increase the pension of Mrs. L. M. Payne 
(title amended); 
A ih t R. 5546) granting a pension to George White (title 
amen > 
A bill (H. R. S40) praning an increase of pension to Capt. 
George W. Weeden, of Olneyville, R. I. (title amended); : 
A bill (H. R. 5346) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Norris; 
A bill (H. R. 206) to pension Isaac D. Smith, Company A, Fif- 


teenth Regiment, United States Infantry (title amended); 
an oe (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
glioli; 


A bill (H. R. 8966) granting an increase of pension to David 
Talmon, of Wymore, county of Gage, Nebr. ee amended); 

A — i R. 4648) granting a pension to W G. McLain (title 
amen ; 


A — — 525 R. 7622) granting a pension to Peter M. Heaton (title 
amen A 

A bill (H. R. 5 an increase of pension to Frederick 
E. Vance, of Clay Center, Kans., late of Company A, First Min- 
nesota Cavalry (title amended); 

A 05 . 1458) for the relief of John E. Whinnery (title 
amen ; 

A naeh R. 1201) granting to James McNutt a pension (title 
amen : 
A bill (H. R. 1989) for the relief of Marie Wiersang (title 
amended); : 

A bill (H. R. 153) for the relief of Elizabeth Johns, widow of 
Joseph Johns (title amended); 

A bill (H. R. 5126) granting an increase of pension to James J. 


McMains; 

A bill (H. R. 3863) granting a pension to Alfred Dyer (title 
amended); 

A bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Louisa Sterns, widow 
of Lewis Sterns, deceased (title amended); 
3 ie R. 5882) granting an increase of pension to John Fair- 

; ani 

A bill (H. R. 5180) to increase the pension of Thomas Adams 

(title amended), 2 
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The bill (H. R. 5180) to increase the pension of Thomas Adams 
was taken up, and the amendments reported from the Committee 
of the Whole were agreed to. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I desire to offer an additional amendment, 
which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line 11, after the word “Cavalry,” insert the words “and pay him a 
pension.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be en and read a third 
time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

The amendment to the title, as reported from the Committee of 
the Whole House, was agreed to. 

The following House bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole without amendments, were severally considered, ordered 
to be engrossed and read a third time, read a third time, and passed: 

A bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Sawtelle; and 

A bill (H. R. 470) granting a pension to Jane Dykes. 

The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole, were severally considered, ordered to a third reading, read 
a third time, and passed: 

Piss 1711. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
reen; 

5. 1712. An act granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis; 
we 2219. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 

opkins; 

S. 1329. An act granting a pension to Mary Jackman; 

S. 2367. An act granting a pension to Susan Stratton; 

e 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 
uriat; 
“ib 237. An act granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 
rn; 
a a 526. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Wad- 
ell; 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to John F. Me- 
on; 

S. 1295. An act granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 

a 2223. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
orse; 

an an: An act granting an increase of pension to Phillip P. 
etchell; 

S. 1058. An act granting a pension to John angoa tA 
855 872. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 

evitt; 

S. 1771. An act granting a pension to Ellie Kee; 

Pe 992. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
uer; 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to William 
ey; 

S. 85. An act granting a pension to Louise Donath; 

S. 1059. An act granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

S. 240. An act granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom; 

S. 2158. An act granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; : 

S. 1003. An act granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson; £ 

S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Den- 

i * 


nis; 

S. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
Quint; and 
17 917. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. Camp- 


On motion of Mr. SULLOWAY, a motion to reconsider the 
EN by which the several bills were passed was laid on the 
e. 
CHANGES OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER announced that, in the absence of objection, the 
following changes of reference would be made, and, there being 
no objection, they were made: 

House Document 215, from the Committee on Appropriations 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

House Document 191, from the Committee on Appropriations 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

House Document 385, from the Committee on Appropriations 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: 

5. 289. An act granting a pension to John B. Turchin—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 995. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelly Young 
Sabor to igs Committe on Fane =) Wess ex 

8. 3 ac anting a pension argare 0 
the Committee on fnvalia Pensions. Ses 

S. 2871. An act to supplement and amend the act entitled “An 
act to incorporate the North River Bridge Company, and to au- 


thorize the construction of a bridge and approaches at New York 


City across the Hudson River, to regulate commerce in and over. 
such bridge between the Statesof New Yorkand New J ersey, and 
to establish such bridge a military and post road,” approved July 
11, 1890—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Senate concurrent resolution 30: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That the 
Secretary of War be authorized and directed to submit a report of survey 
and estimate for the improvement, straightening, and Rede the main 

hip channel in Sabine Texas, froma point 1,00 feet north of the United 
States life-saving station to Sabine Lake, and that survey and estimate 
be made in accordance with the provisions of section 22 of the river and har - 
bor act of March 3, 1899— 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Senate concurrent resolution 29; 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be printed iza ZA a6 apublic document iz 0 
monographs issu 
entitled N 
sian Empire and the Siberian Railway,” Commerce of Asia and Oceanica,” 
2 rican Commerce,” “Cuba, 
Philippine, and Samoan Islands,” and Colonial System of the 


to the Committee on Printing. 

Senate concurrent resolution 31: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of, Representatives D That there 
be o printed 14,000 copies of the World's Commerce for the year 1899, of which 
1,000 shall be for the nse of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House of Re 
resentatives, and 10,000 for the use of the Department of State; and 8, 
Relations of the United States for the year 1599, includ- 
general summary, of which 1,000 be for the use of the Senate, 
2,000 for the use of the House of Representatives, and 5,000 for the use of the 
Department of State— 


to the Committee on Printing. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED, 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled a bill of the fol- 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: j 

H. R.6767. An act to grant an American register to the steamer 
Windward. : 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 

To Mr. BROWNLOW, for one week, on account of sickness. 

To Mr. Sricut, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 

Mr. PAYNE. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. LANHAM. Mr, Speaker, [havea bill here which I should 
like to secure unanimous consent to consider. , 

Mr. PAYNE. Is it a pension bill? - 

Mr. LANHAM, No. 

Mr, PAYNE. I think the gentleman had better wait until to- 
morrow morning, This is a special order, like Friday night, and 
I do not think we ought to pass any other legislation. 

The motion of Mr. PAYNE was agreed to. 

2 5 (at 4 o'clock and 55 minutes p. m.) the House ad- 
journed. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

Rennie Hone were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
OWS: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of acommunication from the Light-House Board submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for constructing a light-ship with fog 
signal at Cape Elizabeth, Maine—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreigu Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Navy, in response to the reso- 
lution of the House, relating to expenditures of the naval service 
in the Philippines—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of 
The ooner Margaretta against the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
i RESOLUTIONS. 
_ Under clause 20f Rule XII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
05 Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 
ollows: 

Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9291) to extend 
the timber and stone acts to the district of Alaska, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 568); 
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which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9296) to amend the homestead laws of 
the district of Alaska, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 569); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9294) tolimit placer-mining claims in the 
district of Alaska, and for other purposes, reported the same with- 
outamendment, accompanied by a report (No. 570); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
Honse on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9290) to extend the system of public sur- 
veys to the district of Alaska, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 571); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9295) to prohibit the location of minin, 
claims by power of attorney in the district of Alaska, repo: 
the same without amendment, accompanied by areport (No. 572); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LANHAM, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9284) to attach the 
county of Foard, in the State of Texas, to the Fort Worth division 
of the northern district of Texas, and providing that all process 
issued e defendants residing in said county shall be returned 
to Fort Worth, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
3 by a report (No. 573); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 65) to authorize 
the holding of a regular term of the district court of the United 
States for the western district of Virginia in the city of Char- 
lottesville, Va. 8 the same without amendment, accompa- 
nied bya report 0.574); which said bill and report were referred 
to the: House Calendar. 

Nr. KERR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which was 

referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8963) to fix the terms of the 
district and circuit courts of the western judicial district in the 
State of Louisiana, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a rt (No. 575); which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3018) for the appoint- 
ment of an additional United States commissioner in the northern 
judicial district of the Indian Territory, reported the same with- 


‘out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 576); which said 


bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 217) granting a deed of quitclaim and release to Lorillard 
Spencer, his heirs and 1 of all the right, title, and interest 
in and to certain land in the city of Newport, R. I., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 577); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
follows: 

By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 9344) to forbid the transmis- 
sion by mail or interstate commerce of any picture or description 
of any prize fight or any of its accessories—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RIXBY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9345) to provide for 
the coinage of certain memorial half dollars, for the benefit of the 
Washington Monument Association, of Alexandria, Va.—to the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: A bill S R. 9346) granting 
to the Niobrara, Sioux City and Black Hills Railroad Company 
right of way through the Santee Indian Reservation and the 
Ponca Indian Reservation, in the State of Nebraska—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY (by request): A bill (H. R. 9347) to promote 
agriculture—to the Committee on Agriculture, 


By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 9348) to provide for 
the trial in Oklahoma Territory of cases wherein the United 
States is a party, and cases in which an Indian under the charge 
of an Indian agent or superintendent is plaintiff, and for other 
purposes—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9349) to establish a commis- 
sion for the promotion of uniform laws in the District of Colum- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9350) to revive 
the grade of lieutenant-general—to the Committee on Military 

airs, 


By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 9351) to authorize and facili- 
tate the immediate construction of railroads in the island of 
Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 9332) ta exempt wire, nails, 
andso forth, from duty—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 9372) to extend the pro- 
visions of the act of June 27, 1890, to the Missouri State Militia, 
the Provisional Missouri Militia, and other companies of militia 
organized in Missouri—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. SHERMAN: A resolution (H. Res. 172) directing the 
Clerk of the House to pay the widow of the late Hon. Charles A. 
Chickering amount due for stationery allowance at time of his 
death—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. BAKER: A joint resolution and memorial of the gen- 
eral assembly of the State of Maryland, urging the passage of a bill 
to reimburse and indemnify the mayor d aldermen of Fred- 
erick, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims, 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
me following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: Y 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 9353) to grant a pension 
to Lysander Needham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. BURKETT: A bill (H. R. 9354) granting an increase of 
pension to J. W. Penny—to the Committee on Pensións. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9355) granting an increase of pension to Balt- 
zar Mowan—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BOUTELL of Nlinois: A bill (H. R. 9356) granting an 
increase of pension to John R. Parker—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. BAKER: A bill (H. R. 9357) for the relief of heirs of 
Airhart Winters—to the Committee on War Claims. i 
By Mr. BROMWELL (by rogaa: A bill (H. R. 9358) for the 
relief of Nathan J. Harris—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. CUSHMAN: A bill (H. R. 9859) for the relief of George 
Jennings, alias George Fish—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9860) to remove 
the charge of desertion now standing against the name of James 
Donnallan, late private, Company C, Second United States Artil- 
lery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9361) 
for the relief 6f Edmund M. Phelan—to the Committee on Claims, 
By Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 9362) granting a pension to 
James R. Keary—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9363) for the re- 
lief of the estate of James E. 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 9364) to increase the pension 
of Abbie W. McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
nt Gare POWERS: A bill (H. R. 9365) granting a pension to 
Herbert O. Spaulding—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. POLK: A bill (H. R. 9366) to correct the military rec- 
ord of Samuel Hardy, of Bloomsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
By Mr. RHEA of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9367) granting a pen- 
sion to W. H. Denham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SHATTUC: A bill (H. R. 9368) for the relief of Re- 
becca P. Tyus, or her heirs—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 9369) for relief of the heirs 
at law of Z. Tolliver, deceased, of Wilson County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9370) granting a pension to Louis M. Star- 
ring, of Rhea County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9371) to increase the pension of John B. 
Cothran, of Smith County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 9373) for the relief of 
George Barron—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 9374) to pension John W. Gibson, of Pu- 
laski County, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


illiams, deceased, late of Hinds ` 
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Also, a bill (H. R.9375) to pension P. B. Pulley, of Dallas County, 
Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9376) granting a pension to Jacob Kelly, of 
Dallas County, Mo—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 9377) granting an increase of 
pension to Mary E. Fengar—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9378) grant- 
ing a pension to Irving Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 9379) granting a pension to 
William Bittenger, Company G, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania 
Reserves—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9380) to grant a pension to Mary E. Diehl, 
widow of George W. Bartle, late of Company M, Seventeenth 
Pennsylvania Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9381) for the relief of Mrs. 
C. V. Wilkins, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 9382) granting a pension to 
Adella M. Anthony—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. UNDERWOOD: A bill (H. R. 9383) for the relief of 
Edmund Morgan, and to have his name put on the pension roll— 
to the Committee on Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9384) confirming the title of James F. Han- 
cock to the south half of the southeast quarter and the south half 
of the southwest quarter of section 26, township 17 south, range 6 
et, in Jefferson County, Ala.—to the Committee on the Public 

ands. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9385) granting a 
pension to Samuel Laird—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9386) granting a pension to Jacob Beckner— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of John Wise and 25 other citizens 
of Independence, Iowa, favoring the Grout bill relating to dairy 
products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

ae Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of J. M. Robinson and others, 
of Erie County, N. V., for a law subjecting food and dairy prod- 
ucts to the laws of the State or Territory into which they are im- 
ported—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of J. W. Smillie, of Eaton, Colo., and 
O. E. Hobart and other citizens of Claremont, Colo., for the con- 
tinuation of Government distribution of blackleg vaccine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of S. R. Rhodes, of Mosca, Colo., and T. Baker, 
of Meeker, Colo., favoring the Grout bill relating to dairy prod- 
ucts—to the Committee’on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Typographical Union No. 82. of Colorado 
Springs, and petition of citizens of Routt County, Colo., against 
the leasing or ceding of public lands, etc.—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BENTON: Protests of W. A, Martin, of Liberal; also 
petitions of H. E. Smith and McCreary & Heison, of Lamar, State 
of Missouri, against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 0 

By Mr. BOREING: Resolutions of Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic post of Somerset, Ky., indorsing the bill to establish a Branch 
Home for disabled soldiers at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of H. Winnett Orr, publisher, of 
Lincoln, Nebr., against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Omaha (Nebr.) Building and Trades 
Council, O. P. Shrum, secretary, 5 Bon the leasing or cession 
of the unoccupied public lands and demanding that such lands be 
held for actual settlers—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURLESON: Protest of A. E. Mitchell and A. W. Hil- 
liard, stockmen and ranchers, of Texas, asking that the Govern- 
ment continue the manufacture and distribution of blackleg vac- 
cine—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, resolution of Battery C, First Artillery Battalion, Texas 
Volunteer Guard, in favor of House bill No. 7936, making an in- 
crease in the rip eee for arming and equipping the militia 
of the States and Territories—to the Committee on the Militia. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of Robert Bradlow, publisher, of 
Cleveland, Ohio, inst the passage of House bill No. 607 Ito the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. - 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of O. J. Olson and 9 citizens of 


Thor, Iowa, to amend the present law in relation to the sale of 
oleemargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of the Bos- 
ton Associated Board of Trade, Boston, Mass., favoring the pas- 
sage of Senate bill No. 738, creating a department of commerce 
and industries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolution of the New York Mercantile 
Exchange, for a law subjecting food and.dairy products to the 
laws of the State or Territory into which they are imported—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

Also, protest of P. F. Voight, publisher of the Times, Taretum, 
Pa., against the passage of House bill No, 6071, relating to second- 
3 matter - to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 

oads. 

Also, petitions of the Sixth United Presbyterian Church, Me- 
Donald Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, and Beth Eden 
Baptist Church, all of Allegheny, Pa., favoring the enactment of 
a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufac- 
ture and sale of intoxicating liquors anda prohibition of gambling 
and the opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories, 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Memorial of Dunn Post, No. 480, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Hanover, Ind., favoring the passage of a 
bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home in or near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, resolutions of Stonypoint Grange, No. 1733, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Jefferson County, Ind., in favor of Senate bill No. 
1439, relating to an act to regulate commerce—to the Committee 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolutions of Stonypoint Grange, No. 1733, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Jefferson County, Ind., asking for the extension of 
rural free mail delivery service—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. HEPBURN: Protest of H. J. Sargeant and 50 other old 
soldiers of Wayne County, Iowa, against the passage of the Cul- 
lom pension bill, and protesting further against any repeal of the 
present a laws favoring biennial examinations of pension- 
ers- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of qames R. Kean, to accompany House bill grant- 
ing him a pension—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. HOWELL: Petition of A. E. Kenney, of North Plain- 
field, N. J., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of William Loew and other citizens of 
Bellevue, Ohio, in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of W. S. Cummings, S. M. McMillen; J. F. Wolf- 
ersberger, and C. N. Pond, of the State of Ohio, in opposition to 
the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Woman’s Christian Temperance Union 
and Christian Endeavor Society of the Congregational Church of 
Norwalk, Ohio, against prize fights and the transmission of prize- 
fight pictures and literature—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Congre- 

ational Church, and Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of 

orwalk, Ohio, for the passage of a bill to limit absolute divorce— 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolution of the Mississippi Valley Lumber- 
men’s Association, in relation to floating loose fors in Upper Mis- 
sissippi, St. Croix, and Chippewa rivers—to the Committee on 
Interstate and 551 5 5 Commerce. 

By Mr. LANDIS: Petition of the Friends’ Quarterly Meeting, 
of Westfield, Ind., urging a clause in the Hawaiian constitution 
forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and 
a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. METCALF: Resolutions of the city council of Oakland, 
Cal., in relation to the further deepening and widening of Oak- 
land Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of Post No. 34, De- 
partment of Massachusetts, Grand Army of the Republic, urging 
the passage of Senate bill No. 1716 and House bill No. 4742, to 
amend section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, to provide for the de- 
tail of active and retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist 
5 instruction in public schools to the Committee on the 

Iitia. 

Also, resolutions of Phil H. Sheridan Post, Grand Army of the 
Republic, of Salem, Mass., in favor of House bill No. 7004, for the 
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, 
Tenn,—to the Committee on 1 Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of the Omaha (Nebr.) Building 
and Trade Council, against the alienation of public lands by the 
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United States to any but actual settlers, and also in favor of Gov- 
monent building of reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public 

Also, petitions of P. Lacy and others, of Harrison; A. P. Rosen- 
berg and others, of Adelia; T. P. Moody and others, of Crawford; 
J. W. Mann and others, of Rushville, and other citizens and stock 
raisers in the State of Nebraska, favoring Government distribu- 
tion of blackleg vaccine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. OT, : Petition of publishers of the Milwaukee Sen- 
tinel, Evening Wisconsin Company, and others, of Milwaukee, 
Wis., urging the passage of House bill No. 5765, known as the 
Russell bill, relating to the revenue tax on alcohol in manufac- 
tures, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petition of H. C. Crocker and others, of Sennett, 
Cayuga County, N. Y., favoring the bill relating to dairy and 
food products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POLK: Petition of citizens of Columbia County, Pa., 
regarding the government of Hawaiian Islands—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. PRINCE: Petition of Lucas Amadeo and Y others, relat- 
ing to the railroad laws of Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Insu- 
lar Affairs. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Petition of Advance Grange, 
No. 2100, Patrons of Husbandry, of Fremont, Ind., urging the 
passage of the pure-food and dairy bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petitions of retail merchants of Norwich, 
Conn., favoring House bill No, 3717, to amend the present law in 
— ey to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 

ture. 

Also, resolutions of Francis 8. Long Post, No. 30, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Willimantic, Conn., in support of House bill 
No. 7094, entitled “A. bill to establish a branch Soldiers’ Home at 
or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.”—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. J. ee and other druggists of Chatham, 
N. V., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medicines, 
perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. RYAN of New York: Resolution of the Buffalo Mu- 
sicians’ Protective Association, in favor of the joint resolution 
against the employment of enlisted men in competition with civil- 
ian musicians—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Paper to accompany House bill for the re- 
2 of Rebecca P. Tyus or heirs—to the Committee on War 

ms. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill No. 3948, granting a pen- 
sion to Christopher Fagin to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr.SPRAGUE: Resolutions of P, M. Whiting Post, No. 192, 
and E. R. Piper Post, No. 157, Grand Army of the Republic, of 
North Attleboro and Walpole, Mass., in favor of House bill No. 
7094, to establish a branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson 
City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARE: Petition of Company D, Second Regiment 
Nebraska National Guard, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
7936, increasing the appropriations for arming and equipping the 
7 1516 of the States and Territories to the Committee on 

tia. 

Also, resolution of Grand Army of the Republic Post of Brain- 
ard, Nebr., favoring the establishment of a branch Soldiers“ Home 
for disabled soldiers at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Petition of Philip H. Smith and 50 
‘other citizens of Sutton, Nebr., urging the enactment of a clause 
in the Hawaiian constitution for the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of n and the 
opium to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of R. P. Steizer, of Detroit, Mich., 
2 against the tariff imposed on ‘‘ wood,” same be- 

g classed as kindling wood under the Dingley tariff act—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. e 

Also, petition of W. H. Marvin, of Utica, Mich., 


nst the 
passage of House bill No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 


Also, 9 of William Thompson, of Bad Axe, Mich., to 
amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on e 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Petition of Jacob Becker, of 
Isne, Wayne County, III., for pension as a Government scout to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of Samuel Laird, of Mount Vernon, III., for pen- 
sion—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: Petition to accompany House bill grantin 
a pension Ke eyo ron oe ng W. 00 125 0 
Company M, Seventeen ennsylvania Cavalry m- 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 
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SENATE. 
SATURDAY, March 10, 1900, 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday's pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. HALE, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

SCHOONER WILLIAM AND MARY, 

The PRESIDENT tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims transmit- 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
annexed findings of the court relating to the schooner William 
and Mary, Benjamin Hilton, master; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. PERKINS presented a memorial of the Labor Council of 
San Francisco, Cal., remonstrating against the enactment of legis- 
lation to prohibit the issuance of internal-revenue stamps for 
eighth beer barrels, and also in reference to the employment of 
enlisted men in competition with local civilians; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
San Diego, Cal., and a petition of the Manufacturers and Pro- 
ducers’ Association of California, praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented æ petition of the Manufacturers and Produ- 
cers’ Association of California, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to restrict the sale of convict-made to the State 
or Territory in which they are manufactured; which was referred 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Geological Society of Cali- 
fornia, praying for the purchase by the Government of the Cala- 
veras big trees for the purposes of a forest reservation; which was 
referred to the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Protec- 
tion of Game. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Oakland, 
Cal., praying that the wives of convert Chinese be allowed to come 
into this country from China; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign ations. 

He also presented petitions of the Chamber of Commerce of San 
Diego, the Manufacturers and Producers’ Association of Califor- 
nia, the Board of Trade of San Francisco, and the Board of Trade 
of Oakland, all in the State of California, praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to reorganize the consular service; which were 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the Board of Trade of San Fran- 
cisco, the Board of Trade of Oakland, thg Merchants’ Association 
of San Francisco, the Merchants’ Exchange of San Francisco, the 
Chamber of Commerce of Los Angeles, and the Manufacturers 
and Producers’ Association of California, all in the State of Cali- 
fornia, praying that an appropriation be made to continue the 
work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS presented a petition of Local Union No, 352, 
United Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Anderson, Ind., 
praying that all the remaining public lands be held for the benefit 
of the whole people, and that no grants of title to these lands be 
made to any but actual settlers and home builders; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Club of Indian- 
a Sg 1 tition . eee arago ihi 2100, Pars 
of Hus y, o mont, Ind., praying for the adoption of cer- 
tain amendments to the pene dy hatdan Andis law; which were 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 86, Journey- 
man Builders’ International Union, of Lafayette, Ind., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to protect free labor from prison 
competition, and also to limit the hours of daily service of labor- ` 
ers and mechanics employed upon the public works of the United 
3 which was referred to the Committee on Education and 


Mr. ALLEN presented a petition of Company A, Second Regi- 
ment National State Guard of Nebraska, Praying that an appro- 
priation be made for the support of the National Guards of the 
country; which was ref to the Committee on Military Af- 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Knox and 
Holt counties, Nebr., praying for the continuance of the free 
distribution by the Department of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


1900. 
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He also presented memorials of the Beacon, of Elm Creek; the 
Svenska Journal, of Omaha; the Police Journal, of Lincoln; the 
Courier, of Lincoln; the Omaha Mercury, of Omaha; of John 
Rosicky, and of J. A. Harpodsky, all in the State of Nebraska, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Lond bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. HALE presented a petition of the Signal Corps of the Na- 
tional State Guard of Maine; praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to improve the armament of the militia; which was referred 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a petition of the Missouri Postmas- 
ters’ Association, of St. Louis, Mo., praying that an appropriation 
be made for the maintenance and further extension of rural free 
mail delivery; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of the Courier, of Clarence; the 
Statesman, of Arrow Rock, and the Mercantile Adjuster, of St. 
Louis, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating inst the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

Mr. DAVIS presented a memorial of the Chamber of Commerce 
of St. Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the passage of the pend- 
ing bill providing for the government of Puerto Rico, and pray- 
ing for the establishment of free trade with that island; Which 
was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. TELLER presented a memorial of sundry woolgrowers of 
Huerfano County, Colo., remonstrating against the ratification of 
the reciprocity treaty with the Argentine Republic; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of the First Colorado Infantry As- 
sociation, praying for the enactment of legislation to obtain the 
money due the volunteers and soldiers who served in 
Manila on and after the iith day of April, 1899, for travel pay; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. E. J. Rheinhart, of Colo- 
rado, praying for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 
medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the Pueblo County Medical 
Society, of Colorado, remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 

trict of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia, 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 47, International 
Association of Machinists, of Denver, Colo., praying that leave of 
absence be granted the employees of navy-yards, gun factories, 
naval stations, and arsenals of the country; which was referred 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club; the Tuesday 
Musical Club; the Jewish Woman's Council; the North Side Wo- 
man’s Club; Denver Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolu- 
tion; General Nelson Chapter, Daughters of the American Revo- 
lution; the Scio Club; the Young Ladies’ Clio Club; the Monday 
Literary Club; the West Side Woman's Club; the Fourth Avenue 
Club, all of Denver; of Zebulon Pike Chapter, Daughters of the 
American Revolution, of Colorado Springs; the Woman's Club, of 
Ouray; the Friends in Council, of Canon City, and the Ladies’ 
Club, of Trinidad, all in the State of Colorado, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to protect the American flag against dese- 
cration; which was refe to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Colorado Brewers’ Associa- 
tion, praying for the enactment of legislation to abolish the issu- 
ance of all reyenue stamps of lower denomination than those used 
for quarter barrels; which was referred to the Committee on Fi- 
nance. é 

He also presented a petition of the National LiveStock Associa- 
tion, of Colorado, praying for a reorganization of the Weather 
Bureau service; which was referred to the Committee on Agricul- 
N dry stock f Saguach 

e also presented a petition of sun growers o e 
County, Colo., praying for a continuance of the free distribution 
by the Department of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No, 42, Journeymen 
Barbers’ International Union, of Colorado Springs; of Local Union 
No. 55, Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Denver, and of 
the Trades Assembly of Cripple Creek, allin the State of Colorado, 
praying for the enactment of legislation to protect free labor from 
prison competition, and also to limit the hours of daily service 
of laborers and mechanics employed upon the public works of the 
United States; which were referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. £ 

Healso presented sundry petitions of citizens of Weld, Huerfano, 
Routt, and Rio Blanco counties; of the Board of Trade of Lead- 
ville, and of Left Hand Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Niwot, 


Several Branches of the Civil Service. 


all in the State of Colorado, paving thsi all the remaining public 


lands be held for the benefit of the whole people, and that no 
grants of title to these lands be given to any but actual setilers 
and home builders thereon; which were referred to the Commit- 
tee on Public Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Federal Labor Union, of 
Boulder; of Local Union No. 55, Brotherhood of Carpenters and 
Joiners, of Denver; of Local Union No. 246, Brotherhood of Car- 
penters and Joiners, of Boulder, and of the Trades and Labor 
Assembly, of Boulder, all in the State of Colorado, praying for 
the construction by the Government of storage reservoirs and irri- 
gation works; which were referred to the Committee on Irrigation 
and Reclamation of Arid Lands. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Lamar, of the congregations of the Church of 
Christ, of Olathe, the Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church of Den- 
ver, and the Methodist Episcopal Church of Lamar; of the West 
Side Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Denyer, the Ep- 
worth e of Del Norte, the congregation of the Presbyteri 
Church of Del Norte, the United Baptist congregation of Hygiene, 
the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Canon City, and the 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Del Norte, all in the 
State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and the 
importation and sale of liquor in Hawaii; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of James W. Anderson Post, No. 
96, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Colorado and 
Wyoming, of Cripple Creek, Colo., praying for the enactment of 
legislation in reference to the civil service and appointments 
thereunder; which was referred to the Committee to Examine the 


He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Denver, Colo., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to 
the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented petitions of the National State Guard, of Com- 
po E, Second Infantry, National State Guard; the First Colorado 

fantry Association, of Cripple Creek; Company D, First Regi- 
ment Infantry, National State Guard, of Greeley; Company C, 
First Regiment Infantry, National State Guard; First Regiment, 
National State Guard; of Dr. C. O. Rice, assistant surgeon, Na- 
tional State Guard; of James M. Kennedy, captain Troop A, First 
Cavalry, National State Guard; J. B. Macarey, first lieutenant 
and adjutant, First Infantry, National State Guard; Fred J. 
White, captain, Signal Corps, National State Guard, and of A. E. 
Ransom, major, First Infantry, National State Guard, all in the 
State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legislation to im- 
prove the armament of the militia; which were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Branch No. 642, National 
Association of Letter Carriers, of Boulder; of sundry letter carriers 
of Cripple Creek, Colorado Springs, Pueblo, Denver, and La Plata, 
all in the State of Colorado, praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to regulate the salaries of letter carriers; which were referred 
to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. SPOONER presented the memorial of Ernest Brooks, of 
Bloomin ; Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Trades Assembly of 
Bedford, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to limit the 
hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed u 
the public works of the United States, and also to protect 
labor from prison competition; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Wilkes- 
barre, Pa., praying that an appropriation be made to continue the 
work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; which was referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Ministerial Union of New- 
port, Pa., praying for the enactment of 1 to regulate the 

ws rela to marriage and divorce in the District of Columbia 
5 the Territories; Which was referred to the Committee on the 

udiciary. 


He also presented a petition of 41 citizens of Pennsylvania, — 
ing for the enactment of legislation to reclassify clerks in the — 
way Mail Service; which was referred to the ittee on Post- 


Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 321, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of Connellsville, Pa., and 
a petition of the Trades Labor Assembly of New Castle, Pa., pray- 
ing that all the remaining public lands of the United States 
held for the benefit of the whole le, and that no grants of 
title to the lands be given to any but actual settlers and home 
builders; which were referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 

He also presented a petition of 225 members of the Methodist 
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Episcopal Church of Hawley, Pa., praying that the laws now in 


force relating to bigamy, divorce, prize fights, scientific educa- 

tion, and transmission of gambling matter by mail or interstate 

commerce be extended to the new possessions until such time as 

special legislation shall be enacted for the government of these 
ssions; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific 
ds and Puerto Rico. 

he also presented petitions of 600 members of the United Pres- 
byterian Church of Allegheny, of 400 members of Beth Eden 
Baptist Church, and of the McDonald Woman's Christian Tem- 
perance Union, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibitthe importation, manufacture, 
and sale of intoxicating liquors, opium, etc.,in Hawaii; which 
were referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented memorials of the Reformed Church Record, 
of Reading; the Pennsylvania Railroad Men’s News, of Philadel- 
phia; the Lippincott Magazine and the Annals of Surgery, of Phil- 
adelphia; the Advocate, of Steelton; the Sun, of Liverpool; the 
Courier-Herald, of Wilkesbarre; the Democrat, of Somerset 
County; the Millers’ Review, of Philadelphia; the Medical Times 
and ister, of Philadelphia; the Democrat, of Newcastle; the 
Valley Herald, of Conyngham; the Free Press Publishing Com- 
pany, of Mechanicsburg; the Philadelphia Real Estate ord 
and Builders’ Guide; the Cosmopolitan, of Girard; the Pennsyl- 
yania School Journal, of Lancaster; the Parks Floral Magazine, 
of Lebanon; the Dorset Courier, of Pennsylvania; the Snyder 
County News, of Middleburg; the Christian Standard, of Phila- 
delphia; the Eagle, of Sharon; the Church News, of Pittsburg; 
the Telegram, of Reading; the Veterinarian Magazine, of Phila- 
delphia; the Weekly Herald, of Beaver Springs; the Volks Zei- 
tung, of Lebanon; the Law Review and the Bankers and Brokers’ 
Times, of Lancaster; the Republican, of Allentown; the Times 
and Journal, of Reading; the Insurance News, of Philadelphia; 
the Dispatch, of Galeton; the Democrat, of Montrose; the Sun, 
of Cornington, and the Star and News, of Mount Joy, all in the 
State of e remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Company D, Second Regi- 
ment Infantry, National State Guard of Maine, and a petition of 
the Signal Corps of the National State Guard of Maine, praying 
for the enactment of legislation to improve the armament of the 
militia; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

INVESTIGATION OF CUBAN AFFAIRS. 

Mr. GALLINGER. From the Committee to Audit and Control 
the 8 Expenses of the Senate I 5 eke back favorably 
Senate resolution 194, for which I ask immediate consideration. 

The resolution submitted yesterday by Mr. PLATT of Connec- 
ticut was read, as follows: 


Resol That the Committee on Relations with Cuba, or any subcommit- 
tee thereof, is hereby authorized and empowered to visit the island of Cuba 
for the purpose of investigat and inquiring into conditions exis there 

upon the relations of the Uni States with said island and its duty 
to the people thereof; and that the So of said committee, or subcom- 
mittee, including necessary assistance, be paid out of the contingent fund of 
the Senate upon vouchers signed by the chairman of the committee. 


Mr. COCKRELL. Ishould like to ask before action is had on 
that resolution whether there is any truth in the statement we 
see published that one committee of some legislative body in 

existence somewhere has gone down to Norfolk, Va., to make a 
1 inspection; that the Committee on Relations with Cuba 

to go there, and other committees are to go here, and other 
committees are to go there, until it appears, if there be any truth 
in the publications, that almost the entire Senate and House will 
be on some expedition of that kind making some personal inspec- 
tion. 

Now, I do not want to make any discriminations. I do not be- 
lieve such eee maar? are necessary, and at the initiation of 
the expeditions I desire toenter my protest against them. I pre- 
fer, therefore, that the resolution shall lie over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Objection being made, the 
resolution will go to the Calendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I desire simply, Mr. President, by unani- 
mous consent, to say to the Senator 

Mr. COCKRELL. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Ihave no knowledge of the other expedi- 
tions to which he alludes. I think I noticed in the morning paper 
that there was a suggestion that a committee of a certain other 
body might go to Cuba, and some mention was made of a Govern- 
ment vessel being placed at their disposal. All I know about it is 
what I read, and that was a mere suggestion. 

This resolution was ad gor from a standing commitiee of the 
Senate by the sanction of the committee, and it is a very conserv- 
ative committee. I understand they have not fully determined 
even to send a subcommittee to Cuba, but they thought it might 
be advisable to do so, and the Committee on Contingent Expenses 
thought it was their duty to report the resolution back. 

Mr. COCKRELL subsequently said: I ask that the resolution 


reported by the Senator from New Se [Mr. GALLINGER] 
this morning be taken arnaw and I have examined it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair). In 
the absence of objection, the resolution will be read. 

Mr. COCKRELL. It has already been read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It need not be read again. It is simply a 
report from the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 

mses of the Senate. 
he resolution was read. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 
the resolution. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3519) for the relief of John 
Breitling; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PRITCHARD introduced a bill (S. 3520) for the relief of 
Peter F. Pescud, jr., John S. Pescud, Sue B. Craig, and Mollie I. 
Pescud, heirs at law of Peter F. Pescud, deceased; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He alsointroduced a bill (S. 3521) granting a pension to William 
P. Payne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 3522) granting an increase 
of panaon to Eben E. Pushor; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8523) for the relief of Jacob 
Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3524) to correct the military record 
of Samuel G. Stoutzenberger; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3525) to increase the 
efficiency of the United States Navy, for a specially designed 
cruiser to be built and constructed with Painton's electrical sys- 
tem of multiple screw propellers, and so forth; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3526) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Charles Williams; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 


sions. 

Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 3527) granting a pension 
to Edwin M. Farnham; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3528) granting a pension 
to Minnie Haas; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3529) granting a pension to Ida 
Warren; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3530) to fix the compensation 
of surfmen employed in the Life-Saving Service of the United 
States; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3531) to provide for regulations to 
limit the length and width of tows in United States inland waters; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Commerce, 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $5.000 for paving V street NW. eastwardly from First 
street, intended to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. SPOONER submitted an amendment directing the Auditor 
of the Treasury for the Post-Office Department to credit the ac- 
count of Otto A, Risum, late tmaster at Pulcifer, Wis., $78, in 
reimbursement for funds stolen from the Money-Order Depart- 
ment of said office, intended to be proposed by him to the general 
deficiency appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 


SUFFERERS FROM EXPLOSION OF GUN-COTTON FACTORY. 


Mr. WETMORE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $15,000 for the payment to the heirs and legal representa- 
tives of those who were killed at the United States torpedo station 
on Goat Island, Newport, R. I., by the explosion of the gun-cotton 
factory, intended to be proposed by him to the bill (S. 1676) for 
the payment of certain claims; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed, 

EMPLOYEES OF THE SENATE. 

Mr. ALLEN. I submit a resolution and ask for its present con- 
sideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Resolved, That the Committee on Rules be. and they are hereby, directed 
to inquire into and report to the Senate Why the statement required by the 


The question is on agreeing to 
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first subdivision of section 60 of the Revised Statutes has not been made for 
several years past, as required thereby. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let us hear an explanation of what 
that is. 

Mr. ALLEN. In response to the request of the Senator from 
Missouri I will read the first subdivision of that section: 

The Secretary of the Senate and the Clerk of the House of Representatives 

prepare and submit to the two Houses, re: ‘tively, at the commence- 
ment of each session of Congress, the following statements in writing: 

First. A statement showing the names of all the clerks and other persons 
who have been, during the preceding year or any part thereof, employed in 
their respective offices, and those of the messengers of the respective Houses 
together with the time that each clerk or other person and each messenger 
was actually employed, and the sums paid to each. This statement must 
also show whether such clerks or other persons or such messengers have been 
usually employed; whether the services of any of them can be dispensed with 
without detriment to the public service, and whether the remoyal of any 

ticular persons and the appointment of others in their stead is requir 
or the better dispatch of business. 

Tam informed that that statement has not been made for sey- 
eral years. It has not been made in this Congress. 

While I am on my feet, I think it is due to the Senate and to 
the country to state that an agreement or an understanding which 
was had some two or three years ago as between the Senators in this 
Chamber has recently been violated, and that the Senate force 
has been rapidly, and without warrant and without authority of 
law, increased until, barring the Capitol police force and the 
campus or grounds force, the Senate force proper now amounts, in 
round numbers, to pretty nearly 350 persons, drawing an aggre- 
gate annual eg from the contingent fund of over $510,000. 

This matter, Mr. President, is growing very rapidly. The in- 
crease’in the expenditures, the increase in the number of em- 
ployees, is becoming alarming. Itis the duty, in my judgment, 
of the Senate to inquire into this matter, to comply with the stat- 
ute, and see what can be done in the way of economy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the pres- 
ent consideration of the resolution? : 

The resolution was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to. 

WIND RIVER INDIAN RESERVATION LANDS, 


Mr. THURSTON submitted the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, directed 
to inform the Senate if any leases have been e by the Department of 
the Interior for any coal or mineral Jands on the lands embraced in the Wind 
River Indian Reservation, in the State of Wyoming; and if so, to accompany 
said information with copies of all such leases. 


HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS, 


Mr. ALLISON submitted the following resolution; which was 
referred to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
Expenses of the Senate: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Appropriations be, and the same is hereby, 
authorized to employ a stenographer from time to time, as may be neces- 
sary, to report such hearings as may be had by the committee or its subcom- 
mittees in connection with appropriation bills pending before the committee, 
and to have the same printed for its use, and that such stenographer be paid 
out of the contingent d of the Senate. 


DIPLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. HALE. I ask that the diplomatic and consular appropria- 
tion bill be taken up. 

Mr. DAVIS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. Let me get up the bill, and then I will yield, 

Mr. DAVIS. Very well. 

The PRESIDENT pro onare The Senator from Maine asks 
that the following bill be laid before the Senate. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for 
the diplomatic and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 


1901. 

Mr. HALE. Is the bill before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is before the Senate, 

Mr. HALE. 1 yield to any further morning business. 

y — routine business presented appears under its appropriate 
eads. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
sider the bill (H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, which 
had been reported from the Committee on Appropriations with 
amendments, 

Mr. HALE, Iask that the formal reading of the bill be dis- 
pensed with and that the amendments of the committee be con- 
sidered as they are reached. 

The PRESIDENT pry tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
unanimous consent that the formal reading of the bill be dispensed 
with and that the committee amendments be first acted upon. Is 
wre aia The Chair hears none. The Secretary willread 
the bi 

The Secretary proceeded to read the bill. The first amendment 
of the Committee on Appropriations was, in Schedule A, Salaries 
of ambassadors and ministers, on . 2. line 9, after the word 
„Colombia,“ to insert Netherlands;“ and in line 11, before the 


word thousand,“ to strike out “seventy” and insert eighty;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to the 
Republic, Belgium, Chile, Colombia, Netherlands, Peru, Turkey, an: 
zuela, at $10,000 each, $80,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 17, after the word 
“Denmark,” to strike out Netherlands; and in line 20, before 
the word dollars,“ to strike out “forty-five thousand“ and insert 
. thousand five hundred;“ so as to make the clause 
read: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentia: 
guay and Uruguay, Portugal, Sweden and Norway, and 
each, $37,500. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 2, after line 23, to strike out: 

Envoys extraordinary and ministers plenipotentiary to Bolivia, Ecuador, 
and Haiti, at $5,000 each (and the envoy extraordinary and minister pienipo 
tentiary to iti shall also be accredited as chargé d'affaires to Santo 
mingo), $15,000. 

And in lieu thereof to insert: 

Envoys extraordi: and ministers plenipotentiary to Bolivia and Ecua- 
dor, at $5,000 each, $10,000. PER 5 

Envoy extraordinary and minister 8 to Haiti, to be accred- 
ited also as chargé de affaires to Santo Domingo, $5,000. 

Mr. HALE. There isa mistake in printing in the amendment 
inserting lines 6, 7, and 8, on page 8. “Five thousand dollars,” 
in Une 8, should be 87,500.“ I move that amendment to the 
amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to, 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 15 on page 3. 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire to offer the following amendment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. By unanimous consent, the 
committee amendments were first to be acted on. 

Mr. BURROWS. I beg pardon. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will lie on the 
table for the present. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Appropriations was, 
on page 3, line 18, to increase the total appropriation for salaries 
of am dors and ministers from $372,500 to $377,500. 

Mr. HALE, I ask that in this case, as in others, the clerks may 
be directed to correct the totals after the bill is passed. 

The PRESIDENT 2 tempore. That will be done. 

The SECRETARY, line 18 insert“ eighty” before thousand” 
in lieu of ‘‘seventy-seven.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘Salaries of sec- 
retaries of embassies and legations,” on page 4, line 16, before 
the word “ dollars,” to strike out and consul-general to Guate- 
mala, two thousand” and insert one thousand eight hundred;” 
so as to make the clause read: 

Secretary of legation to Guatemala and Honduras, $1,800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 5, line 14, to reduce the total 
of the appropriation for salaries of secretaries of embassies and 
legations from $63,400 to $63,200, 

e amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘ Contingent ex- 

nses, foreign missions,” on page 6, line 18, after the word San 

rancisco,” to strike out for inspection of diplomatic and consu- 
lar offices; so as to make the clause read: 


To enable the President to provide, at the public expense, all such station- 
ery, blanks, records, and other ks, , presses, flags, and signs as he 
shall think necessary for the several embassies and legations in the transac- 
tion of their business, and also for rent, postage, telegrams, furniture, mes- 
ponger service, clerk hire, compensation of kavasses, guards, dragomen, and 
porters, including compensation of interpreter, guards, and Arabic clerk at 
the consulate at Tangiers, and the compensation of dispatch agents at Lon- 
don, New York, and San Fran „and for traveling and miscellaneous ex- 
nenses of embassies and . and for 2 in the Department of 
$ Se eae for loss on bills of exchange to and from embassies and legations, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment was, on page 7, after line 9, to insert: 


REPAIRS OF LEGATION PREMISES AT BANGKOK, SIAM. 

For repairing and improvement of legation premises at Bangkok, Siam, 
the same, with the ground, being the gift of the Government of Siam, £2,000, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead International 
Prison Commission,” on page 11, line 1, after the word * commis- 
sioner,” to insert including preparation of reports;” so as to 
make the clause read: 

For subscription of the United Statesas an adhering member of the Inter- 
national Prison Commission, and the expenses of a commissioner, including 
preparation of reports, $2,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in Schedule B, ‘‘ Salaries, consular 
service,” on page 11, line 23, after the word Montreal,“ to insert 


entine 
Vene- 


to Denmark, Para- 
witzerland, at $7,500 
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„Ottawa,“ and in line 25, before the word “ thousand,” to strike 
pat twenty” and insert ‘‘ twenty-four; ” so as to make the clause 
rea 

Consuls-general at Gettin, ntal, Ottawa, Yokohama, Panama, and 
Mexico (city), at $4,000 each, $24,000. 

The amendment was agreed to 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 4, after the word 
„Frankfort,“ to strike out Ottawa, and in line 6, before the word 
„thousand, to strike out · thirty-nine and insert ‘‘ thirty-six;” 
60 as to make the clause read: 

meral at Antwerp, 


preoer general St. 2 
and aud St. Gall at $3,000 


The eee was dee to. 
The next amendment was, on page 12, after line 9, to insert: 
Consul · general at Guatemala, $2,000. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 18, to inara i 1755 
418000 appropriation for salaries, consular’ service, ‘from $112,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 12, line 20, to increase the ap- 
propriation for salaries of consuls, vice-consuls, and commercial 
agents, from $434,000 to $445,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment 1 on page 13, after line 4, to insert: 

Great Britain and British Dominions 

Consul at Dawson City, British E EN 

The amendment was 

The next amendment was, ta at „Class III,“ on 7 13, line 18, 
before the word! Chinkiang,” to insert “ Chefoo; 80 as to read: 


China: 
Consuls at Cheefoo, Chinkiang, Fuchau, Hankow, and Chung King. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on pa 
** Manchester,” to insert ‘‘and;” and in the same line, after the 
word Manchester,“ to strike out and 2 City, British 
North America,” so as to make the clause read 
Great Britain and British Dominions 
3 at Belfast, Bradford, Deapirara Glasgow, Kingston (Jamaica), 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 14, after line 6, to insert: 


ia, Constantinopl 


Apia, e, Dresden, Guayaquil, 
gapore, Cape 


wn (Africa), ona, 


14, line 1, before the word 


Nicaragua: 
Consul at San Juan del Norte. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under Class IV ” on page 14, after 
line 22, to strike out: 


China: 
Consul at Chefoo. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
ee ä to insert Bar 


15, line 9, before the word 
os; so as to make the clause 


Great Britain and British Dominions 
Birmingham. 88 Edinbu: 


at Barbadoes, „ Huddersfield, 
Sheffield, Southampton, Swansea, Tunstall, ebec, and Vic- 


Not tin 
toria (British Columbia). 
The amendment was agreed to 
The next amendment was, on page 15, after line 13, to insert: 
. Netherlands: 
at Rotterdam. 
The 5 was agreed to 


e next amendment was, on page 15, after line 15, to strike 
ou 


C at San Juan del Norte. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 15, line 19, before the word 
„Smyrna,“ to insert Beirut;” so as to read: 


Turkish Dominions: 

Consuls at Beirut, Smyrna,and Jerusalem. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under “Class V,” on 16, line 17, 
before the word “ Bombay,” to strike out Bar os; and in 
line 19, after the word Leeds, to insert London, (Canada) ;” 
as to make the pane read: 

Great i mento 


British Dominions 
Consuls a E Bombay (india), Cardiff, Ch atham, rio), Lede Cork, Dublin, 
Dunformiine, Newcastle on Tyne, Hamilton (Ontario) London (Can- 


d. and Vancouver (British Colum 


The 555 was agreed to. 


a Ae gol Geg ori tig dey (Now South 
St. John (New us Too. 8 yi ew Sou 
d 5 (Canada), Hamilton (Berm: Canada) yd ew Zealand), 


The next amendment was, on page 17, line 4, before the word 
Palermo,“ to insert Genoa, Milan;” so as to read: 


Italy: 
Conseils at Genoa, Milan, Palermo, and Naples. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on ‘page 17, 2 8, before the word 
“and,” to insert Mazatlan;“ so as to read 
Mexico 
Consuls at Acapulco, Ciudad Porfirio Diaz, Mazatlan, and Tampico. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 11, to strike out 
t Consuls at Rotterdam and” and insert Consul at; so as to read: 
Netherlands: 
Consul at Curaçao. 
The amendment was a to. 
The next amendment was, on page 17, line 23, before the word 
“and,” to insert Berne;” so as to read: 
Switzerland: 
Consuls at Aarau, Berne, and Zurich. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
“Erzerum,” to strike out Cons 
Consul at;” so as to read: 
Turkish Dominions: 
Consul at Erzerum. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under Class VI, onpage 18, after line 4, 
to insert: 
e Republic: 
a 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, after line 8, to insert: 
Colombia: 
Consul at Cartagena. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on Pa 18, line 15, after the word 
Martinique,“ to insert and; in the same line, after the 
yon Nantes,“ to strike out and} Nice;” so as to make the clause 
rea 
France and French Dominions 
= ames at Grenoble, 8 La Rochelle, 8 Martinique, and 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 18, line 25, before the word 
8 5 strike out London (Canada);” so as to make the 
clause r 


17, line 25, before the word 
s at Beirut and” and insert 


Comnule at Ades ie (Canada), Antigua (West Indies), 
en (Arn 

Belize (British Honduras). Bristo e Brockville (Ontario) „Ceylon Ae Chae 
jottetown (Prince Edward Island). Niagara (Canada), 


Coaticoo! 

ada). Fort Erie (Canada), Goderich (Canada), Gibraltar, Guelph (Ganda), 
Hull. Kingston (Canada), Malta, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

oo reading of the bill was continued to line 8, on page 19. 

HALE. On page 19, line 7, after ‘Yarmouth (N (Nova Sco- 

tia), Ms I move to insert “ Windsor (Nova Scotia).” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, Iine 10, before the word 
“ Leghorn,” to strike out Genoa;“ and in line 11, after the word 
Messina,“ to strike out Milan;“ so as to make the clause read: 


Italy: 
Fed at Castellamare, Catania, Florence, Leghorn, Messina, and Venice. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on 
„„ to strike out Mazat 
re 


Mexico: 
3 — at Chihuahua, Durango, Matamoras, Nuevo Laredo, Progreso, and 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 19, line 18, before the word 
„Amsterdam.“ to strike out “consul at” and insert “consuls at 
W so as to make the clause read: 

Netherla: 

Consuls at — and Amsterdam. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 20, line 2, to strike out 
‘t Consuls at Geneva and Berne” and insert Consul at Geneva;“ 
so as to make the clause read: 

Switzerland: 

Consul at Geneva. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was continued to line 16, on page 20. 

Mr. HALE. In lite 15, on page 20, I move to strike out and 
Windsor ome Fp changing „ Consuls” to Consul“ at 
the 3 the line. 

The ent was agreed to. 


19, line 15, after the word 
n;“ so as to make the clause 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2731 


The reading of the bill was resumed, The next amendment 
was, under Schedule C, Class VII, on page 21, line 2, to strike out 
“ Consul at Ensenada” and insert ‘‘Consuls at Ensenada and 
Saltillo;“ so as to make the clause read: 


Mexico: 
Consuls at Ensenada and Saltillo. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 21, after line 2, to strike out: 
Netherlands: 

Consul at Batavia. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead ‘‘Allowance for 
clerksat consulates,” on page 22, line 3, after the word Ottawa,” 
to insert “ Rotterdam;” and in line 5, before the word hundred,“ 
to strike out ‘‘twenty thousand four” and insert twenty-one 
thousand six;” so as te make the clause read: 

Berlin, Bordeaux, Bremen, Chemnitz, Crefeld, Frankfort, Hamburg, Havre, 
Hongkong, Yokohama, Lyons, Manchester, Mexico (city), Montreal, Ottawa, 
Rotterdam, Barmen. and Vienna, at $1,200 each, $21,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 22, after line 18, to insert: 

Naples, $800. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on 
appropriation for allowance for 
from $480 to $720. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 10, after the word 
„Mannheim,“ to strike out Naples;” and in line 13, before the 
word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out eight hundred and forty” and 
insert three hundred and sixty;” so as to make the clause read: 

Berne, Demerara, Florence, Genoa, Malaga, Mannheim, and Stuttgart, at 
$490 each, $3,300. sa = yee 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 23, line 22, to increase the 
total appropriation for allowance for clerks at consulates from 
$111,570 to $113,330, i 

The amendment was agreed to. 2 

The next amendment Was, under the subhead Relief and pro- 
tection of American seamen,” on 25, line 10, after the word 
“Alaska,” to insert“ in the Hawaiian Islands, Cuba, Puerto Rico, 
and the Philippine Islands;” so as to make the clause read: 

Relief and protection of American seamen in foreign countries, and ship- 
wrecked American seamen in the Territory of Alaska, in the Hawaiian 
lands, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippine Islands, or so much thereof as 
may be necessary, $30,000 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I think there are no other amend- 
ments to be offered from the Committee on Appropriations, but 
there are two or three amendments which have been reported 
from the Committee on Foreign Relations, which will be offered 
by the Senators who have them in charge. 

4 st FAIRBANKS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
esk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 14, under the subhead Brazil, in 
line 21, it is proposed to insert: 


age 23, line 8, to increase the 
erk at the consulate of Prague 


Consul at Bahia. 
Mr. HALE, That, I understand, is reported from the Commit- 
tee on ey Relations? 
Mr. F ANKS, It is reported from the Committee on For- 
eign Relations. 
he amendment was agreed to, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I offer another amendment, which I send 


to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. On page 16, line 4, it is tostrike out 
“Consuls at Bahia and” and insert Consul at;” so as to read: 
Consul at Para. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have an amendment to which I desire to 
call the attention of the Senator from Maine [Mr. ey charge 
of the bill, because I feel sure that, notwithstandin amend- 
ment has not been repented by the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions, he will agree t it ought to go into the bill. It is an 
amendment increasing the salary of the consul at La Guayra, 
Venezuela, from $1,500 to $2,000. In the last diplomatic and con- 
sular soproptiauon bill it was inserted at $2,000. Isimply want 
to say that the salary is estimated for at $2,500, but in the bill itis 
$1,500. I offer an amendment increasing the appropriation to 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment submitted by 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. After line 25, on page 17, itis proposed to in- 
sert: 
Venezuela: 
Consul at La Guayra. 
The amendment was to. 


Mr. GALLINGER. It is necessary, in consequence of that 
amendment, to strike out, on page 20, in line 8, the words“ Con- 
suls 2 La Guayra and and insert the words Consul at;“ so as 
to read: 

Consul at Puerto Cabello. 


The amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. BURROWS. I offer the amendment which I send to the 


desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will he stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 3 it is proposed to strike out lines 11 
and 12 and in lieu thereof to insert: 

Minister resident and consul-general to Siam, at $7.500. 

Minister resident and consul-general to Persia, $5,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURROWS. In consequence of the adoption of that 
amendment, it will be necessary to change the footing on page 3, 
line 19; and so I move to change the total appropriation, so as to 
make it $380,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Me SPOONER. I offer an amendment to come in on page 11, 
in line 24. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. page 11, line 24, after the name Panama,“ 
it is p to insert Frankfort;“ and in line 25 to strike out 
824,000“ and insert 828, 000;“ so as to read: 

Consuls- at Berlin, Montreal, Ottawa, Yokoh: Frank- 

ort and Mexico (city), at $1,000 cach, SRO N 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. This will require an additional amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. There are additional amendments to be made 
on the next page. I send the amendments to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendments willbe stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 12, line 4, after the name ‘‘ Guaya- 

uil,” it is proposed to strike out Frankfort; and in line 6 to re- 
uce the total appropriation from $36,000” to“! $33,000.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

: Mr. SPOONER. There is one other amendment to be made in 
ine 18, 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend the total of the appro- 
priation, in line 18, on page 12, by increasing the amount from 
** $115,000” to “$116,000.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. ILoffer the amendment which I send to the desk, 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 9, after the name Tam- 
pico,” it is proposed to insert Nuevo Laredo.“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS. To conform to the amendment just made, I 
move tostrike out the name Nuevo Laredo“ in line 16, on page 19. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DAVIS. I offeran amendment to come in on page 5, line 9, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 5, line 9, after the word France,” 
it is pro to insert Mexico.” > 
- Mr. That is right. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

* DAVIS. Ioffer another amendment, which I ask to have 


read. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY, On page 19, line 15, it is proposed to strike 
out Chihuahua,“ and on page 17, line 8, after the name “Aca- 
pulco,” to insert Chihuahua,” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOAR. Loffer the amendment which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts offers an amendment, which will be stated. 
W SECRETARY. On page 25, after line 24, it is proposed to in- 
yment to Liliuokalani, lately guon of the Hawaiian Islands, 

rom any moneys not otherwise 

a the sum of $20,000 for the year e December 31, 1900, and. 
annually thereafter the sum of $10,000 during her natural life, the said sum 
to be in full satisfaction and e guishm: claims 
owe have or may pretend to have against the United States or the late re 
public of Hawaii. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to hear some explanation of 
that amendment. 

Mr, COCKRELL. So should I. 

Mr, GALLINGER. I certainly shall not vote for it, unless I 
can be persuaded that there is some justice in it; perhaps there is. 

Mr. HOAR. Ishouldlike to make a statement. This lady was 
the proprietor in her own right of some properties which she was 
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entitled to, but which have passed into the possessi 
United States Government as public lands held for the Territory 


ion of the 


of Hawaii. I suppose they were more valuable than the amount 
here proposed to be appropriated. It was propad in the Ha- 
waiian bill to pay her a sum for those lands. The committee, 
however, thought it ought to come in separately, and not be paid 
out of the Hawaiian treasury. A larger sum than this—that is, 
$20,000 a year for her entire life—was agreed to in the treaty 
negotiated by President Harrison; which was assented to by the 


majority of the Senate Committee on Foreign Relations who 
je 5 as The treaty was afterwards withdrawn by President 
eveland. 


This woman has been the subject of very cruel calumny, which 
has been generally believed, as to her personal character. I amin- 
formed on the authority of a Boston lady of the highest character 
and standing, who has known the late queen for many Paice that 
she is not only a quiet and excellent lady, of spotless and blameless 
life, but that she and her husband always lived on the most affec- 
tionate terms during his life. She hashadagreat many calamities 
in the loss of nearly all of her kindred; she is sick and old, and 
she has submitted with great propriety to her fate. I understand 
she has said that it would have been impossible for her people to 
maintain themselves, and that she is glad, on the whole, that they 
have come to the United States, the fitting power for their protec- 
tion and care. 

The matter has been not only reported in one form or another 
and received the approval of President Harrison, but it was ap- 
proved by the former Committee on Foreign Relations, and is 
approved by the present Committee on Foreign Relations without 
dissent, and accepted by the Committee on Appropriations, I hope 
the amendment will not be contested. 

Mr, PLATT of Connecticut. I should like to inquire from the 
Senator from Massachusetts, or from some Senator who knows, 
whether in the treaty that was made between this Government 
and the Hawaiian republic in President Harrison's time, where 
there was a provision for the payment to Queen Liliuokalani, the 
clause, which is the last clause in this amendment, was to be 
found? Willthe Secretary again read the last clause of the amend- 
ment? 

The Secretary. read as follows: 

The said sum to be in full satisfaction and extinguishment of any_and all 
claims which she may have or may pretend to have against the United States 
or the late repulic of Hawaii. 11 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, 
was made with the republic? : ; 

Mr. LODGE. The first treaty that was made provided for the 
payment of $20,000 annually caning the term of her natural life, 
and for the extinguishment of all claims, It did not mention 
claims to land, but all claims—political claims, I think, being 
those especially intended. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I move to strike out the last 
clause from the amendment. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be again stated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will again read 


Was that in the first treaty that 


5 5 proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 
OAR]. 
The Secretary again read the amendment. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Connecticut 
has offered an amendment to the amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word life,“ in line 7 of the amend- 
ment, it is proposed to strike out: 

The said sum to be in full satisfaction and extinguishment of any and all 
claims which she may have or may pretend to have against the United States 
or the late republic of Hawaii. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Mr. President, I do not think the 
late queen has any claims against the republic of Hawaii or 
against the Government of the United States. I may be altogether, 
mistaken about the effect of this clause, but, it seems to me, it is 
in its language and intent an acknowledgment of the fact that 
she has some claim against Hawaii, and now that we have taken 
Hawaii, that she perhaps has some claim against the United States. 
Iam perfectly willing, if that is the sense of the Senate, to make 
a donation of £20,000 for the first year and $10,000 a year durin 
the remainder of the life of Queen Lilinokalani. I do not myse: 
see any great necessity for that, but if there is a feeling of sym- 
pathy for her which impels us to do something for her in the way 
of a money appropriation I am willing to do that; but I do not 
understand that she has any claim which we are to buy from her. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will perhaps remember that the Sen- 
ator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], a member of the Committee on 
Foreign Relations, who is not now present, made a very earnest 
appeal to the Senate to pay a larger sum than this when the Ha- 
waiian bill was under consideration, on the ground that, in his 
judgment, she had a claim on account of our having taken the 
Crown lands, which that Senator wanted to discharge. That was 
resisted on the ground that.it ought not to be made a charge on 


the lands out there; but it seems to me it is rather hard to embar- 
rass this poor, sick woman in her old age by a technical su; 
tion, which she does not raise, requiring that this amount shall 
be in full of every claim, if there be pa 5 1 Bapa my honorable 
friend from Connecticut [Mr. PLATT], who is so humane and rea- 
sonable, will not feel bound to press his objection and embarrass 
the matter. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. I can not look at it in any other 
way, Mr. President, than that the queen is making a claim that 
she has a right to the Crown lands, or that she had, at the time 
the government out of her hands, a personal right to the 
Crown lands of Hawaii. I do not understand that under any pro- 
vision of international law, or any other law, she, the person, 
Liliuokalani, had any right whatever in those lands; but I do un- 
derstand that the moment the government was changed and the 
republic was organized those lands became the absolute property 
of the new government, as, perhaps, they had been the property 
of the old government. I thinkthat is the law, and I do not want 
to recognize here a claim 

Mr. HOAR. There is nothingsaid in the amendment about the 
lands, or anything of that kind. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. But it refers to the lands, I sup- 
pose. What other claim has she, except that growing out of the 
fact that the Crown lands were taken over as a matter of inter- 
national law by the new republic? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, Does the Senator from Con- 
necticut 177 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to make a sugges- 
tion to him? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN, It seems to me that if there is any right at- 
taching by which the United States ought to pay this woman any- 
thing it arises from the fact that her government was overthrown 
by the aid of the marines who were landed at Honolulu, as we 
have been informed; and it further occurs to me, if the Hawaiian 
republic or Territory is to have the benefit and use of those Crown 
lands, as we have legislated and bound ourselves to give them to- 
it, that that republic should bear this charge, and not the United 
States. I think if the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar] 
will motiiy his amendment so as to make it a charge on the Ter- 
ritory of waii I shall vote for it; otherwise [ do not see why 
the taxpayers of the United States, after having paid $4,000,000, 
or assumed a debt of $4,000,000, approximately, by reason of the 

uisition of Hawaii as part of our domain, should now, in ad- 
dition, be charged with the liquidation of the claims of the ex- 
queen after she has been deprived of her government as well as of 
her rights by the Ad Hare unless it be on the ground, as I said, 
that we have assisted in the overthrow of her kingdom. 

If that be acknowledged, then, of course, there is some obliga- 
tion on our part to see that she is reimbursed to some extent; but 
are we willing to acknowledge as a part of our history that we 
went there to help to overthrow that kingdom? 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Is the Senator through? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes, I am through, if the Senator is anxious 


to g on, . 
r. PLATT of Connecticut. I did not intend any disrespect to 

the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ofcourse not. I will merely add now that I 
may have something more to say when the Senator is through. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. The suggestion made by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] is certainly pertinent. 
If the Queen has any claims which we are paying her for, they 
must be claims to the Crown lands, or claims Fede out of the 
fact that she says and maintains that the Government of the 
United States overthrew her. I donot want to acknowledge either 
one of those sources upon which a claim can be founded. As I 
said in the outset, I am willing to make a donation; I am willing 
to put it on the ground of charity or benevolence or sympathy; 
but I am not willing to recognize any claim which she has upon 
this Government, for I do not believe that she has any claim what- 


ever. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me that this is 
the crudest possible kind of legislation. If there is any basis 
whatever for this amendment, it oughtto receive the most careful 
consideration of the appropriate committee, which is the Com- 
mittee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico; so that all the facts 
relating to this matter shall be given careful consideration and a 
report be made to the Senate before action is taken upon a propo- 
sition of this kind. 

It is said here that this woman is sick and poor. I donot know 
that she is either sick or poor. She mayor may not be. I do not 
know whether she needs this money. I am very sure that we are 
under no obligation to pay it—none whatever—and I for one am 
indisposed; in fact, I am opposed to making an eleemosynary in- 
stitution of the Government of the United States, 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2733 


If we are going to pay claims, let us pay some of the valid claims 
which exist to-day against this Government; let us take this quar- 
ter of a million dollars, more or less, and extinguish some of the 
French spoliation claims, which area reproach to the Government 
of the United States; let us take some of the small claims that our 
citizens have against our Government, which have been pendin 
here for five, ten, fifteen, twenty, twenty-five, and fifty years, an 
“which we are refusing by inaction to pay. 

I think that this is an utterly unjustifiable appropriation; that 
there is no reason for it in law or in good sense; and, feeling that 
way, while I shall make no factious opposition to the amendment, 
I shall feel that I am doing my simple duty as a Senator of the 
United States by casting my vote against it, even though mine 
may be the only vote cast against it. À 

Mr. LODGE. Thisamendment, Mr. President, is simply an act 
of grace. The Queen has no claim, in my judgment, against this 
Government of any sort or kind. Iam not aware that she has 
made any claim. 

No doubt the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico 
would have given this matter much better consideration than we 
gave it in the Committee on Foreign Relations; but the Senator 
is mistaken in thinking that nobody has considered this subject. 
The Committee on Foreign Relations has considered it; they are 
familiar with the facts. The Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLARK], 
whose absence I greatly regret, has gone into the whole matter 
very elaborately. The committee thought they were informed at 
least, for they acted upon it the other day, and they felt that it 
came to them with entire propriety, as it was in the form of an 
amendment to the diplomatic and consular appropriation bill. 

It also grows out of a treaty which was made by President Har- 
rison and which was afterwards withdrawn by President Cleve- 
land. I have sent for it, so that we might be sure of just what 
was provided by the treaty. This is the provision: 

The Government of the United States agrees to pay to Liliuokalani, the 
late queen, within one year from the date of the exchange of the ratifications 
of this treaty, the sum of $20,000, and annually thereafter a like sum of $20,000 
during the term of her natural life, provided she in good faith submits to the 
authority of the Government of the United States and the local government 
of the islands., 

Mr. COCKRELL. What is that proviso? 

Mr. LODGE. I will read it again. It is: 

Provided she in good faith submits to the authority of the Government of 
the United States and the local government of the islands. 

The treaty further provides: 


And the Government of the United States further agrees to pay to the 
Princess Kaiulani, within one year from the date of the exchange of the 
ratifications of this treaty, the gross sum of $150,000, provided she in good 
faith submits to the authority of the Government of the United States and 
the local government of the islands. 


Mr. President, I wish to say 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 


Mr. LODGE. Ishonld like to finish my sentence. However, 


if the Senator from South Carolina wants to take the floor, 1 am 


perfecti 17 70 yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am sorry the Senator is so splenetic. 

Mr. LODGE. Not in the least. I am perfectly willing to be 
interrupted. Iwas, however, in the middle of a sentence, which 
I should have been glad to finish, but I yield to the Senator from 
South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I thought the Senator had just finished read- 
ing from the treaty. 

r. LODGE. But I had started another sentence. I am per- 
fectly 5 7 8 iie woe to the Senator, however. 

Mr. TILL .I wish to ask the Senator whether that is a 
treaty between the United States and the Queen, or a treaty be- 
tween the United States and the republic of Hawaii? The Senator 
said ‘‘a treaty,” and I did not understand what treaty it was. 

Mr. LODGE. It was a treaty between the United States of 
America and the provisional government of Hawaii. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Between the United States and the provi- 
sional government of Hawaii? Then it was in the nature ofa liqui- 
dation of the obligations of this Government to the ex-Queen and 
the princess, who was the claimant to the throne. Is that the 
ground upon which the popora amendment is to be passed, that 
it is an obligation of this Government, or in liquidation of the 
royal title, so to speak? 

Mr. LODGE. Why, Mr. President, of course it is not to be 
passed upon any such ground. I began by saying that it wasa 
pure act of grace. Itisa pure donation,and nothing else. The 
Queen has no claim against us of any kind. It is an act of charity 
to a woman who has lost all that she had; who, the committee is 
satisfied, is very poor; who is said to be suffering from a mortal 
disease, and who, like every other person who has occupied such a 
position, has a number of people dependent upon her, and whose 
resources have all been taken away from her by the. course of 
events. Itisnotin liquidation of any claim; itis not in liquidation 
or anything that has been done; it is an act of grace, and nothing 
else. 


Mr. TILLMAN. If that be so, why, then, does the Senator 
bring in this old treaty with the 1 When, as 
the basis of the argument, he says we should pay it as an act of 
grace? It can not be an act of justice and an act of grace both. 

Mr. LODGE. I never said it was an act based on the treaty. 
I said it was a provision made before; that it was not new; that 
the Government had recognized that it would be an act of grace 
and a decent and proper thing for this Government to do for that 
woman under the circumstances; thatis all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now I understand the Senator's position. I 
did not before. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Now, if it be, as the Senator from 
Massachusetts says, an act of grace, then this clause which I have 
proposed to eliminate from the amendment certainly ought to go 
out. The amendment as originally proposed by the senior Senator 
from Massachusetts was: 

For the payment to Liliuokalani, lately . — 5 of the Hawaiian Islands, 
upon the warrant of the Secretary of State, from any moneys not otherwise 
appropriated, the sum of $250,000. 

That would have been apuredonation. If it had been adopted, 
it would have been an act of grace. Now, the rest of it is an 
amendment proposed by the Committee on Foreign Relations, 
striking ont 8250, 000“ and inserting ‘$20,000 for the year endin 
December 31, 1900, and annnally thereafter the sum of $10,00 
during her natural life, the said sum to be in full satisfaction 
and extinguishment of any and all claims which she may have or 
pon to have against the United States or the late republic of 

awaii. 

If we pass that, how can it be said to be an act of grace? It is 
a purchase of her claims and a recognition of her claims, and that 
is why I am opposed to it. 1 am willing to join with the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations in an act of grace, but I am not will- 
ing to admit in doing so that the Queen has claims of any sort 
upon the republic of Hawaii or the United States. 

Now, that was not the original treaty, Mr. President. The pro- 
vision for payment which was put in the original treaty was not 
based upon the extinguishment of a claim, but it was based upon 
an agreement to submit herself to the authority of the United 
States and the local government of the islands. For the first time 
in any proposition to pay a sum of money to Queen Liliuokalani, 
except as if was included in an amendment proposed here to the 
Hawaiian bill, the Government of the United States is called upon 
to recognize the fact that she has some claim. i 

Mr. HOAR. May interrupt the Senator from Connecticut for 
a moment? } 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut. Certainly. r 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify the amendment in accordance with 
the suggestion of the Senator from Connecticut. It will make 
practically no difference. I am very glad to get his support of 
the matter in that way. ` T 7 58 

Mr. THURSTON, Mr. President, I think I would be in favor 
of the act of grace as proposed by the Senator from Massachu- 
setts, but I object to doing it in the manner propeset Tam will- 
ing to vote for a reasonable sum directly and unconditionally 
Sa api to the ex-Queen, but I must object to putting her on 
the pension roll of the United States. Ido not believe in that 
form of donation. I earnestly suggest to the Senator having this 
matter in charge to return to his original proposition of donating 
a lump sum and closing this transaction out for once and all. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Massachu- 
setts has modified the amendment offered by him by striking ont 
the clanse which has been referred to. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Mr. President, Iam opposed to it, modified 
or unmodified. It is a dangerous precedent at this particular 
time. If all the dethroned, ex-empresses of the thousand islands 
constituting the Pacific islands are to be pensioned, it will bea 
handsome roll. We will have the queen of the Sulus, $7,500 an- 
nually. We will have the queen of some other one of the islands 
upon our pension rolls. It will be a handsome roll. It will com- 
mence with Liliuokalani, $10,000 a year. It will then goon down 
to the lower grades of $8,000 and $7,000 and $6,000, and finally 
down to the widows of the Presidents of the United States, way 
down at the foot of the list, $5,000. 

Mr. MORGAN. What about Aguinaldo? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Asa matter of course the widow of Agui- 
naldo will have to come in, and so will all of them. Now, on 
what theory are we to pay this ex-empress? What is the basis of 
it? Nota treaty, but what was proposed to bea treaty, has been 
read, and in that we agreed with the republic of Hawaii, which had 
dethroned the empress, to assume a certain liability. That as- 
sumption was upon the ground of her submission to the establish- 
ment of the republic and relinquishment of all rights, as the Sena- 
tor has read it. What was the result? That treaty never has 
been ratified and it is no treaty. It is even no agreement, because 
it was made by only one of the parties to it, the President, and 
never assented to or ratified by the Senate. It is not, therefore, 
of any binding obligation. What was the consideration? 
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Mr. SPOONER, It purports on its face to be the purchase of | us afterwards or to have now, in the present case, any other claim 


her allegiance. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Did we get it? 

Mr. MORGAN. No; not yet. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The very moment another President came 
in the treaty was withdrawn, and the whole power of the Admin- 
istration backed the Queen in an effort to regain the throne, and 
that was continued during that term, and she was instrumental 
in it. Therefore every consideration and every feeling and every- 
thing mentioned in that treaty or that proposed purchase have 
passed away and exist no longer. 

Now, I am op to pensioning any king or queen whose power 
may be overthrown by those who believe in the right of the poor 
ple to govern and of the officers who shall govern, deriving their 

wers from the people and not deriving them from a head or a 
Rin orathrone. Upon this amendment I ask the yeas and nays, 
that we may know directly how we stand upon the question, 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not believe there ever was a 
nation on the face of the earth, republic or otherwise, which had 
taken the benefits of the overthrow of an existing monarchical gov- 
ernment, where under the existing institutions there were crown 
lands and crown properties from which, according to law, the 

reon reigning was entitled to a support for life, which, if the 
8 monarch behaved himself or herself well in the trans- 
action, would not consider that it was a decent and becoming act 
of grace to make some proper and small provision for the old age 
of the person excluded from the throne. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will not the Senator consent to have this 
charge put upon the islands and the property which we got? 

Mr. HOAR. The Senate has rejected that once. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It had not been discussed; it was in a differ- 


ent connection; and possibly with the new light thrown upon it | grasp 


there will be a different vote. 

Mr. HOAR. I take it all these arguments are to do something 
~~ that they are arguments against the thing proposed to be 

one. 

8 No, sir; I will vote to make it a tax on the 
an 

Mr. HOAR. If it is a reasonable thing to do, will not the Sen- 
ator, in consideration of the fact that a majority of the Senate 
772 8 that was not a good way to do it, yield that preference, 
if it be the best way? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Ishould like to be generous to this woman, 
but I can not see that there is any erosity to the American tax- 
pa ers in making them pay her three or four hundred thousand 
ollars out of our Treasury. 

Mr. HOAR. The American taxpayer, as I know him—and I 
have known him a good many years—likes to do honest and decent 
thin He likes to behave like a gentleman, and he likes to have 
his Government behave like a gentleman, and not set up cheap, 
demag: tion to th that ought to be done. 

Mr. «Mr. dent—— 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. » 

Mr. WARREN. Responding to the proposition of the Senator 
from South Carolina, I will say that I do not see where the differ - 
ence comes in, whether the United 3 this direct or 
whether it shall be charged to the islands. my memory is cor- 
rect, the United States assumed the indebtedness of Hawaii and 


is to it. 

Mr TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me right here? 

Mr. HOAR. This is a debate with another Senator, and I ask 
the Senator from South Carolina to allow me to proceed. I think 
I had better make ng statement, ‘ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course, if the Senator objects to my answer- 
sg ia 5 which was asked me — 

. HOAR. I have answered the Senator’s question, I do not 
think I should yield fyrther. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I was speaking of the question of the Senator 
from hae s 

Mr. HOAR. I do not think I ought to yield to the Senator to 
answer. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will do so in my own time later on. 

Mr. HOAR. Let us see what this was in the beginning, I 
understand that a large majority, probably two-thirds of the Sen- 
ate, were in favor of that treaty which President Harrison nego- 
tiated and which was withdrawn by President Cleveland. They 
thought it was a decent thing. I do not understand, as my highly 
valued friend the Senator from Wisconsin, if I may use a term 
so honorable to myself, has said, that it was a purchase of her al- 
legiance. They proposed to do the thing which was to be done 
as a matter of proper and decent national grace under the circum- 
stances, and they said, as the Committee on Foreign Relations 
said, in doing that let us at the same time ext all possible 
or pretended claims. They did not want to perform this act of 
grace and then have the old authority of the queen set up against 


or demand set up. They thought that she was not to blame for 
being queen. A person whois born to a throne, placed upon it 
by lawful inheritance, whether monarchical governments be 
wrong or unjust or not, is not a wicked person on that account, 
and when that condition is changed for the benefit of the people 
the persons who 33 by the change I suppose would always be 
e ted to do w 7 oposed here. 

President, I think I heard you in open session say to the 
Senate that the $20,000,000 pee to Spain as a part of the considera- 
tion of the cession of the Philippine Islands was no more than a 
decent or generous government would have paid to her in her 
calamity without regard to the value of what we attained by it, 
and that that was the theory on which our Mexican treaty went 
formerly. I do not affirm that that is so or dissent from it, but it 
shows how much reason there is. Now, that reason controlled 
the framers of the old treaty. 

I have not the slightest personal interest in this matter. The 
history of it, so far as I am concerned, is this: Ihad supposed that 
the stories which went abroad about this lady had some basis of 
truth in them when we had the exciting discussions growing out 
of the revolution, but a lady in my own State, the wife of a busi- 
ness man of large distinction whose name is probably known to 
every Senator, called upon me the other day and informed me 
that she was a cousin of the queen’s husband; that she had known 
her for many years; that the queen had lived on, the most affec- 
tionate terms with her husband, and that the rnmors about that 
which had gone about in the press were utter calumnies; that she 
was sick and old; that she had submitted cheerfully and 
fully to the change and was of opinion that her poore could not 
have maintained themselves in their national life against the 
of the powers of the earth, and that it was fortunate for 
them that they had come under the protection of the United States; 
that she was a Christian woman; that she had had a series of calam- 
ities, losing all her relatives, all who had been near to her, except 
this one lady; that she was here, and that out of the little scan 
remnant of what had been left to her she had been supporting at 
school the children of some persons who had been dependent on 
the royal bounty, depriving herself of the comforts and almost 
the necessaries of life to do it; and I was asked whether I did not 
think that the old purpose which Congress had in making some 
decent provision for her would be now carried out. I introduced 
the amendment and submitted it to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations, whose members knew al! about the matter, and that 
committee unanimously thought it onght to be done in this mod- 
erate fashion. 

I have not any interest in this. I hardly knew whether the 
lady was living or dead, but I do think it is not a mere charity. 
It is an act of grace, as my colleague so admirably pee it, but it 
is an act of grace required in the propriar of the United States 
under the particular circumstances of the case, namely, the par- 
ticular fact that we have acquired the title to that land of which 
this woman has been dispossessed. 

Now, I implore Senators, if they think it ought to be done—I 
am the last man to set up any opinion of mine that it ought to be 
done against them—whether, under the circumstances, in respect 
of this small pittance for the few years that this woman, sick with 
a mortal disease, has to live on the face of the earth, very likely 
not more than one or two years, they will not waive the question 
whether it could not be done after all in a little better way. It 
seems to me in common humanity, in common mercy, incommon 
propriety, the Government of the United States ought to do this 
thing. Perhaps I am all wrong. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, there is a Latin maxim about 
taste with which all Senators are familiar, 

Mr. HOAR. I want to ay one thing more, if the Senator will 
paonon me. We have done thesame thing in principle forty times 

regard to the heads and chiefs of Indian tribes with whom we 

have made treaties. We have paid them so much a year, as 

os honorable friend from Colorado suggests to me, just in this 
orm. 

Mr. TILLMAN, Iwas not proposing to discuss that part of 
the subject just at this moment. I was going on to say that there 
isa Latin maxim which declares that there must be no dispute 
about tastes. I have usually contented myself in this Chamber 
with letting every man have the liberty of speech and thought, 
and not ee wrong motives to him unless he made confes- 
sion of such things, and I could not help it. The Senator from 
Massachusetts has seen proper, in his patronizing way, to accuse 
me almost directly of using a cheap and demagogic argument 
here in regard to this matter. 

Mr. HOAR. The Senator will on me. I never had any 
thought of that. I do not remember to have said anything that 
referred to the Senator at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator said this thing was decent and 
gentlemanly, and that he did not think it onght to be discussed 
or acted on from any cheap or demagogic standpoint; and as I had 
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„just taken the other side of the question, the inference was inevita- 
bie that my argument must be cheap and Mowe one f 

Mr. HOAR. L had not the slightest thought of that in my mind, 
I assure the Senator. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Iam glad the Senator disclaims any personal 
allusion, because I could not, in the maintenance of my self-respect, 
interpret his language in any other way. I will go on, therefore, 
to discuss the matter; and I beg the Senator not to takeany of my 
language to himself now, because while I am going to say some 
pretty hot things, I do not mean them in that respect at all 

Mr. President, the whole subject resolves itself to my mind in 
pe this way: Either weowe this woman something or we do not. 

we oweit to her, how does it arise? It comes from the fact that 
the marines from one of our war ships were landed in Honolulu 
when the insurrection against her kingdom arose, and through their 
instrumentality that kingdom was overthrown and this woman 
was driven into exile, or, while she was not at that express moment 
driven into exile, her kingdom was taken away from her, she was 
ractically a prisoner and held there until she left the island. The 
sident then in office made a treaty with the poraa gov- 
ernment, the so-called republic, which had overthrown the king- 
dom, by which he recognized some moral obligations on the part 
of the United States to give this woman a quid pro quo for the 
property or thekingdom of which through the instrumentality of 
the United States shehad been robbed. That treaty was not rati- 
fied. It has no legal effect. It ig here merely as a suggestion to 
the American people that they are under some obligations, moral 
or otherwise, to pay this woman something for this action of our 
Government in helping to overthrow her authority. 

Now, the Senator from Massachusetts has accepted the amend- 
ment su ted by the Senator from Connecticut striking out the 
words which said if we pay this money, it is to be paid as in liqui- 
dation of a claim. If there is any claim, we ought to say so and 
liquidate it honestly and without any cant or hypocrisy. If there 
is no claim, I do not see why the American taxpayers are to be 
called on to pension this woman, for it is nothing more thana 
pension. Even if we owe this woman something, the question is 
whether this Government and this le should be taxed to pay 
it or whether the islands which themselves are now under the 
control of their own people or the crown lands, which will be used 
for the benefit of „ should not bear this burden. 

The Senator from Wyoming has stated that it would not make 
any difference that we are under obligations to liquidate all the 
indébtediness of the Hawaiian Islands. I do not consider that the 
obligation into which we entered when we annexed the Hawaiian 
Islands by joint resolution carried with it an agreement that we 
should continue to increase that debt. I thought the debt then 
existing was provided for, and that that debt should not exceed 
the sum of 84,000,000. I do not see how this additional charge 
can be properly added to the debt which the United States must 
bear or pay. What I contend for here, and it may be cheap and 
demagogic—but I am old fashioned in wy ways, and I have not 
been in the habit of seeing many ions go down in my part of 
the world, although we pay a g deal which goes for that pur- 

is that there is no justice or equity in having the Ame 
taxpayer called upon to give this woman $20,000 as a bonus and 
$10,000 as an annual stipend, 

It is said she is very sick now. I have noticed that as soon asa 
peon gets anything like that he or she takes on a new lease of 

e. Few die and none resign,” to use a quotation not altogether 
apropos. I saw this woman two or three years ago at a hotel, 
and she seemed to be very strong and robust; and while she is a 
Kanaka, and it is said those le are short-lived and she may be 
doomed and her probabilities of life may be only moderate, not so 
much as those of white persons, I undertake to say that the burden 
now proposed to be put upon our Treasury will not be less than 
$300,000 before we get through with it, and I do-not think the 
American people ought to pay it. Ithink the Hawaiian govern- 
ment ought to pay it. They have got all her crown lands; they 
are going to use them for their schools and other governmental 
uses, and if there is any obligation to pay it at all—and the Sen- 


ator seems to think so, although he has withdrawn the very just | 


and proper basis of liquidating the claim—it ought to be settled 
by the Hawaiian republic or the Hawaiian Territory, and not by 
the American 8 

If youleave those words in there, that it is a liquidation of a claim, 
that we recognize that we overthrew the monarchy, and that weowe 
her something in lieu of her throne, I can see some sense of justice 
in it, but I declare, with my old-fashioned ideas of honesty, I do 
not see it. As far as grace is concerned, the Senator from - 
sáchusetts may outdo me in grace and courtesy to a woman, but 
I do not think he has any right to claim that until it is proved. 
If it is acknowledged here that the United States did this woman 
a wrong, and that therefore we owe her something, and that we 
are going to buy her right, title, and interest in the Hawaiian 
Islands or tothecrown lands therein, I will vote for that proposition 
after full consideration, provided you put the burden on 
waiian Islands and not on the American people, 


Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I should like to ask under 
what theory of morality or I am expected to vote for this 
tha 


amendment. I understand here is an equitable claim made 
in this case, and upon the ground of equity and morality we are 
supposed to grant this pension. If that be true, I should like to 
ascertain what that ground is. 

In the first instance, I understand that these crown lands were 

ledged, not for the monarch, but for the position; not for the 
dividual, but for the office, and no matter who filled that office, 
the property, the pledge of these lands, was for the office alone. 
Now, if that is true, how can there be a personal claim on the part 
of a deposed monarch for the emoluments of that office? 

I had supposed, Mr. President, that it was one of the theories 
of our Government and one of the moral ideas of our people that 
no one held a hereditary office by virtue of any | or moral 
right; that it was held simply by reason of the sufferance, or, I 
might say, in some instances, by the suffering of the people; that 
it was a matter of sufferance only and nota legal right. 

If that code of ethics or political morality be correct, then I 
want to know under what theory a claim can be made to any 
emoluments of this office. The people, we admit as Americans, 
have a right at any time to abolish a form of monarchy which 
they may have, and they have a legal and a moral right, if our 
theory of government is correct, to change the monarchical gov- 
ernment into a republic. If the moral right exists to make that 
change, then I want to ask under what theory can you say that 
there is a moral obligation to pay coexistent with the moral right 
to change? 

I know that in my own State, and in many of the other States; 
we create offices. We fill those offices by election or by appoint- 
ment and then we change or abolish the office, sometimes in the 
middie of the term of office of the incumbent. Our courts say 
that we have a right to do this, and they say that there is nolegal 
or moral obligation to pay for the rest of the time after we have 
abolished the office. 

Then, if that be true, Mr. President, which I think certainly is 
true, does it not follow in a matter of this kind that there can be 
no moral obligation to pay where there was no moral obligation 


of the people to maintain the office and to hold it for its incum- 


bent? 

Now, we are asked to go back upon all of our policy in the k 
to go back upon our very theory of government, and to t 
that there exists a moral obligation to continue a certain char- 
acter of office, a monarchy, and that if the people themselves, or 
through our intervention, as might have been stated by the Sen- 
ator from South Carolina, see fit to abolish that office, there im- 
mediately arises a moral right to continue the emoluments not- 
withstanding. 

The learned Senator from Massachusetts speaks about this wo- 
man as entitled to support for life, using the word ‘‘entitled” in 
connection with her right to hold that office, Right there we 

i I do not concede that she was entitled, either morally or 
legally, to a continuance of that office. Like all other persons 
who hold a position which may be abolished by the will of the 
people she must stand. She must stand as any other individual 
would have stood in the same circumstances and conditions, and 
nee not ask for any support beyond the continuance of the office 

I can not, Mr. President, under my theory of what is right, of 
what is grace, of what is moral, agree that there is any legal obli- 
gation or any moral obligation upon my part to vote the money 
of the le of the United States to pay office emoluments for a 
8 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I hope we may have a vote on the 
amendment, Iam aware that the Senator from Nebraska [r 
TEUR has memorial resolutions to present, and that he is 
desirous of going on at as early a time as possible. I wanted to 
say something on this proposition myself, but for the sake of get- 
ting a vote I will not do so. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest that this amendment be withdrawn, 
and that it be presented at some time when the proprieties will 
permit a pretty thorough discussion of the proposition. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Itdoesnot belong to the diplomatic and con- 
sular 1 55 riation bill anyway. 

Mr. C ER. Ithink it might be disposed of on the sundry 
civil appropriation bill with quite as good effect. It would be 
delayed somewhat, it is true; but there is no point of order raised 
upon its presentation in connection with any appropriation bill. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can reach that end, unless the Senator 
who proposed the amendment will withdraw it, by moving to lay 
the amendment on the table. That motion, if carried, would put 
an end to the discussion. 

Mr. CARTER. Well, Mr. President, not venturing to thereby 
a sy anan I may — take with 233 ie 
amendment, for the of present disposition I move that the 
amendment be laid Ae the table, 

The motion was agreed to. 
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ThePRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Montana 
[Mr. ert take the chair one moment? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from North Carolina allow me 
to offer an amendment? 

Mr. BUTLER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 16, after line 20, I move to insert: 

Port Bove ene Orillia (Ontario): Provided, That the commercial agencies 
of the two last-named districts shall be made consular offices, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. On page 19, line 1, I move to strike ont the words 
Port Hope (Canada).“ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BUTLER. Loffer an amendment. On page 22, after the 
word Rotterdam,“ in line 8, I move to insert Osaka, and 
rs CO to amend the total, in line 5, same page, so as to read, 

That is estimated for and recommended by the Department. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read the third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA—HOUR OF MEETING ON MONDAY. 


Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent that when the Senate 
adjourn to-day it adjourn to meet at 10 o’clock on Monday, the 
time between the convening of the Senate at that hour and the 
hour of 12 o’clock to be entirely devoted to the reading of the bill 
(S. 3419) making further provision for a civil government for 
Alaska, and for other pu N 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. PRITCHARD in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request of the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. PETTUS. Quite a number of Senators will be forced to be 
absent on committee duty at that time, duty which has been post- 
poned from time to time until if has accumulated very largely, 
and the chairman is absent. I Bape that that part of the morning 
Will not be devoted to legislative business. 

Mr. CARTER, Isuggest to the Senator from Alabama that the 
only purpose of meeting at the early hour I named is to proceed 
with the formal reading of the Alaskan bill, no other b ess to 

be transacted. 

Mx. CULLOM. Before 12 o'clock. 

nic CARRER No other business to be transacted before 12 
o'clock. 

Mr. PETTUS. I have no objection to that arrangement, if no 
other business is to be transacted. 

Mr. BATE. That motion is made in order to relieve the mem- 
bers of the Committee on Territories, especially from the very 
severe tax of meeting here at night, which they have done the last 
two nights, remaining until between 11 and 12 o’clock, This is 

done to aid the committee in their work. The Constitution re- 
quires that the bill shall be read, and we must do it properly if it 
is to be done at all. The object in meeting on Monday at 10 
o'clock is simply to supercede the night work, and I hope the 
Senate will agree to do it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. If there is no objection, the order 
will be made. The Chair hears no objection. 

GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The hour of 2 o'clock having 
arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business, 
which will be stated. ; 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) Lari Sale to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


Pir. TH 
. THURSTON rose. s 
ł SS cig Pea Let the unfinished business be temporarily 
aside. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. The unfinished business will be 
temporarily laid aside. 


MEMORIAL ADDRESSES ON THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD. 


Mr. THURSTON.. Mr. President, I offer the resolutions which 
I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The resolutions presented by the 
Senator from Nebraska will be read to the Senate. 

The resolutions were read, as follows: 


Resolved, That it is with deep regret and sorrow that the Senate hears the 
announcement of the death of Hon. MONROE L. HAYWARD, late Senator- 
elect from the State of Nebraska. 8 

Resolved, That the Senate extends to his family and to the people of the 
State of Nebraska sincere condolence in their bereavement. 

Resolved, That as a mark of respect tothe memory of the deceased the 
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable those who would have 
been his tes had he lived to take his seat in this body to pay fitting 
tribute to his high character and 3 worth. 

Resolved, That the Secretary tra t to the family of the deceased and 


to the governor of the State of Nebraska a copy of these resolutions, with 
the action of the Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. 5 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect at the conclusion of these 
exercises the Senate do adjourn. 

The resolutions were considered by unanimous consent, and 
unanimously agreed to, 


Mr. THURSTON. Mr. President, MONROE L. HAYWARD was 
elected United States Senator from the State of Nebraska for the 
full term of six years, commencing March 4, 1899. It was the cul- 
mination of a worthy ambition, the rounding out of a life replete 
with achievement. 

When the Senate met on the first Monday of December, 1899, 
Mr. HAYWARD was lying on his deathbed, and was never sworn 
in as a Senator of this So far as I know, his is the first case 
of this kind in the history of the Senate. For the first time the 
Senate is asked to listen to eulogies upon the life and character of 
a Senator-elect. I know there are no precedents for the request, 
but I have felt justified in making it in the case of a man who was 
in every sense of the word a Senator of the United States, who 
was entitled to a seat in this body, whose credentials had been re- 
ceived and accepted, and whose succession has been provided for 
by appointment by the governor of Nebraska, upon the theory 
that a vacancy happened by his death. 

I knew Mr, Haywarp long gnd well, as a practicing attorney, 
as a practical business man, as a judge, and as a political leader. 
Our friendship began more than thirty years ago and continued 
up to the time of his death. In every walk of life he was a true 
man. Frank, open, conscientious, and honest in all his dealings 
with his fellow-men, he had and held the universal confidence 
and respect of the people of his State. 

At the breaking out of the war of the rebellion he volunteered 
as a private in a New York regiment. Only a by Sew years, he 
made for himself a record on the battlefields of his country of 
which any man might justly be proud. He wore no epaulets and 
wielded no sword of command, but he carried his musket bravely 
and gallantly, and his old comrades are loud in their praise of his 
many acts of valor and daring on desperate fields, 

The war over, he completed his education as best he could, and 
was admitted to the bar about the year 1867; soonafter which time 
he located in Nebraska City, Nebr., and entered upon the practice 
of his profession. For all that heaccomplished he was obliged to 
work. Hisis a splendid example of what it is possible for a poor 
American boy todo, As a youth he toiled by day and pursued 
his studies by the midnight lamp. His earnest, patient, untiring 
application to his studies indicate well the sturdy character of 
the man; the indomitable energy, the courageous persistence, 
which can not fail of success. 

He was a brave man in every sense of the word. Braye in bat- 
tle, brave in the search of. knowl brave in the performance 
of his daily task. brave fir the purshit of honorable preferment, 
brave in the performance of official duties, and brave in the 
living of an earnest Christian life. 

Mr. HAYWARD won a high place at the bar of my State and 
ranked with the foremost of its practitioners. From the first he 
established himself in the confidence of the courts, without which 
no lawyer can ever reach the highest measure of success. He 
served for some years as one of our district judges with great 
honor and ability, retiring from the bench of own choice to 
return to the practice of the law. He was a successful business 
man, 7 spirited, and just and generous in all his dealings 
with his fellow-men. His domestic life was sweet, simple, and 
serene; his hearthstone was always the altar of his sacred worship. 

Judge HAxWARD was a politician in the highest and best sense 
of the term, He was not an office seeker, and on many occasions 
refused to accept political preferment voluntarily tendered him by 
his fellow-citizens. Hetook a deep interest in all public questions, 
and always insisted on clean and honest political methods. Al- 
though a stalwart partisan, he would not under any circumstances 
countenance the political success of his party or its candidates if 


.| taintedin any way by thefaintestsuspicion of questionablemethods, 


In the campaign of 1898 his party called upon him by unani- 
mous voice to head the Republican ticket as its nominee for gov- 
ernor of the State of Nebraska. He neither desired the nomina- 
tion nor the office, but yielded his own personal wishes to the 
overwhelming popular demand. He made a vigorous, honorable, 
able campaign, and reduced a normal fusion majority of 15,000 to 
less than 3,000. His defeat did not weaken him, but greatly 
strengthened him in the confidence and esteem of his fellow-Re- 
publicans, and so it was that when the legislature of Nebraska 
met in January, 1899, with a Republican majority, he found him- 
self, without solicitation on his part, the choice of his party for 
United States Senator. It too frequently happens that the choice 
of the party is not the choice of the legislature; and for along 
time the Senatorial election was held in abeyance by the entry 
into the field of other candidates whose few but faithful followers 
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continued for several weeks a Senatorial deadlock. The will of 
his party, however, finally prevailed, and Mr. HAYWARD was 
elected Senator, to the great satisfaction of the ublicans of 
Nebraska, The long struggle wore upon him mentally and phys- 
ically, and I have no doubt had much to do in bringing on the ill- 
ness to which he finally succumbed. 

At the time of his election he was in the very prime of life; a 
sturdy, magnificent specimen of manhood; a grand man, robust 
and intellectual, instinctively pee out in any assemblage as a 
master and leader of men. king upon him, it seemed as if 
nature had intended him for long life, and the citizens of his State 
were happy in the belief that they were to be represented in the 
Senate of the United States for many years by one certain of dis- 
tinction and recognition among the ablest statesmanship of the 
land. How forcibly comes to us who saw him then, wearing the 
laurels of a people’s offering, the lines of the poet: 

Ah! had it been but told us then to mark whose lamp was dim. 
From out yon rank of fresh-lipped men, would we have singled him? 

His death came to the people of his State as a shock; to the Repub- 
lican party of Nebraska as a . The State lost 
the services of a man of preeminent ability, certain to render it 
good service and to win for it recognition and honor. And in ad- 

ition to this his party lost a seat in the Senate of the United 
States which had only been won after a stubborn political battle 
that tested its energies to the uttermost, We know that for him 
it is well, but for those who loved him—his family, his friends, 
his party, and his State—the loss is irreparable. 

In the contemplation of his untimely death how vain seems hu- 
man ambition! How futile the strife for fame, the struggle for 
place! And how often does it happen that in the hour of triumph 
the victor among men bows to the inevitable summons of the grim 


messenger, 
Leaves have their time to fall, 
And flowers to wither at the north wind’s breath, 
And stars to set; but all, 
Thou hast all seasons for thine own, O Death! 

And yet Monrnoz L. Haywarp did not live in vain. His whole 
life is a shining example to those who knew him and those who 
come after him; and who does not believe that after a life so 
worthily lived, after a career so honorably rounded, he has but 
exchanged the perishable laurel of an earthly triumph for the 
deathless diadem of an immortal crown? 

Such a life as MONROE L. HAYWARD lived, such a death as he 
died, illustrate many homely lessons worthy of our most reverent 
attention. He rose from the humblest walks of life to the emi- 
nence of leadership. There isnothing impossible to the American 
child, born as he was the inheritor of American character and 
virtue; surrounded as he wasin youth by the purifying influences 
of a Christian home; blessed as he was with the counsel and care 
of a true, good mother; surrounded as he was by the opportuni- 
ties of American life; inspired as he must have been by the study 
and contemplation of American history. Thedoors of e 
still swing open for the American youth. There is no bar to the 
ambition or success of the poor man's son in this land of equal 
privileges and splendid possibilities. On the broad highway of 
American poora the barefoot boy outstrips the golden chariot 
of ancestral wealth, and the humblest mother in this broad land, 
as she hushes the weak protests of a baby’s lips upon her holy 
breast, knows that her boy may live to become the President of 
the 3 

Mr. Haywarp’s life teaches us the value of persistent effort. 
He was a student, earnestly, persistently seeking out the heart of 
things. Nature gave him a magnificent body topped by a kingly 
head, but the intellect of the mature man that won for him suc- 
cess and honor and leadership was the product of years of - 
sistent effort. The character, the integrity that brought to him 
the respect anà confidence of all who knew him, was the result of 
long yearsofrightaction. And the good name, which isthe richest 
heritage of his descendants, was his, because day in and day out, 
through all the years of his life, in public and private affairs, he 
had so conducted and curried himself as to richly deserve it. 

Mr. Haywarb was a logician and an orator, a trained intellec- 
tual debater, 8 men to his cause by the irresistible force of 
piam, simple, logical presentation. There was nothing ornate in 

is speech. He never talked over the heads of the crowd, and in 
all his efforts at the bar and in the forum he relied upon the jus- 
tice of his case rather than upon any oratorical method of pre- 
sentation, He won men to him through the simplicity, directness, 
and geniality of his manner. Men turned instinctively to him for 
leadership, knowing that he would never abandon a cause once 
5 or desert a friend in any hour of trial. 
e needs no shaft of sculptured marble, no words of praise his 
memory is his monument, his character his epitaph. 

In conclusion, Mr. President, permit me to reverently express 
my opinion that the death of MONROE L. HAYWARD was a serious 
loss to this body and to the country. His sterling integrity, his 
trained intellect, his great legal acquirements, his profound study 


* 


XXXII— 172 


of national affairs, his deathless patriotism, fitted him above most 


men to grapple with and successfully solve the mighty problems 
that now confront us as a le. is no dearth of true 
statesmanship in the United States, no lack of strong, brave men 
to man the ship of state; but the loss of even one such is to be 
deeply regre and deplored. 
For the dead Ido not mourn. It is the loss to the living that I 
regret. He has passed into the great beyond. He hassolved the 
roblem beyond the vail. He stands face to face with the Great 
udge of the Universe, who will deal with him as a father with a 
child; and he is at rest. 


In the city of surcease 
There is only rest and peace 
From the failings and the wailings ‘neath the sun; 
And the wings of the swift years 
Beat but lightly o'er the biers 


e sleepers, every one. 
There is only rest, * 


an 
But to them 7 best, 
For they lie at ease and know that life is done. 


Mr, President, I ask to have inserted in the RECORD, as a sup- 
lement to my remarks, the address delivered at Mr. Haywarp's 
neral by the Rev. H. L. House. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without objection, permission 
to do so will be granted. 
The address referred to is as follows: 


Remarks by Rev. I. L. House at the 2 kage hy of United States Senator Monroe 
Leland Hayward, Nebraska City, Nebr., December 7, 1899. 


“Each man’s life is all men's lesson,” says a modern poet. No one closes 
his earthly career without furnishing in his life and death valuable instruc- 
tion to those left behind. Vices that blacken, virtues that enoble, mistakes 
that embitter, successes that make glad, each and all in turn teach lessons we 
do well toheed. “Noman liveth unto himself, and no man dieth unto him- 


Garfield is lying there upon his deathbed. The days of pain have length- 
ened into weeks of agony while a nation poa about in prayer andin tears. 
m across the waters G e sends greeting in these words. In the 
name of our common Master I 5 you upon your Christian forti- 
tude.” As nobly in his death as in life did that noble man give witness to 
the power that sustained him. 00 d ht of 
the gospel of the Son of God has but just entered her darkened heart, and 
now death claims her. 


her friends, 
5 galdo friend and neighbor 
and the chance passerby, that they may see how a istian dies.” 


oF uld 
Re sent His Son into the world to be born of a woman and to live a sinless life 
in the flesh, and so God incarnated His thought of manhood, and at the feet 
of the Christ the world sits to-day in reverent study, learning from the Man 
aowa to translate truth into conduct. 

e Scrip’ 


sad privilege of associates in posue life. Itisof Mr. HAYWARD the man 
speak, t I may the feelings of these friends and 
hbors gathered here in such numbers to pay tribute to his worth. 

me homely lessons man’s life has illustrated and still enforces— 
lessons this generation is prone to forget, upon which it ought often and lon, 
to meditate. And first, I notice, true success does not depend upon the - 
enen vest gift in the f th le to bestow is possible to 

0 es n the power of the people ‘ow is poss eve! 
rank a y station. Men of humble birth, whose early years were a batti 
with circumstances thatcompelled most rigid economy, have among 
us social and political leadership. The dream of England's gifted poet has 
more than once been fulfilled on American soil, where some— 


ee. ted man 
Whose life in low estate began 
And on a simple green; 

Who b his birth’s invidious bars 
And ps the skirts of happy chance 
And the blows of circumstance 

les with his evil stars; 
Who makes by force his merit known 

And lives to clutch the golden keys, 

To mold a mighty state’s decrees 
And shape the w. r of a throne; 

And moving up from high to higher 

Becomes on Fortune's crowning slope 
The pillar of a people's hope, 

The center of a world’s desire. 


Not in prophecy of what may be, but in description of what actually is under 
American skiesat the dawn of the twentieth century, do we recite these words 
in the ears of the young men of to-day. rship, headship, kingship in so- 
cial life and statecratt are among the future ibilities of the barefoot lad 
who swings the bat on the village ball ground. Seventeen dollars in mone 
and a mother’s blessings were Garfield's earthly possessions as he ente 
upon the struggle which lifted him to national honor. 

Mr. HAyYWARD’s life began in a typical Eastern home of a generation ago. 
In that home influences dominated, the more manly, robust virtues 
were inculcated, and the bread eaten was won by honest industry. Out from 
that home in early ood Mr. HAYWARD came to make his own way in 
life, he himself at last becoming a type of that American of whom we are the 

udest to-day—the independent, self-made citizen. By birth, by mpa- 
hy, he belonged to 3 He was our Great Commoner." He identi- 
fied himself with the masses“ period. He gave a ready ear anda 
borging hand to the needs of the struggling, and had he taken his seat in 
national council, even there he would have been the champion of the weak 
and the oppressed. No wonder the people loved him. 
I notice, again, that Mr. HAYWARD's life illustrates the value of industry. 
Ido not understand that our friend was dowered with unusual natural 
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mental 


have Brown more su 

reast of his 
sion. He was a studen 
Derby he could say. ther I be happy or unhap’ N is not my chief con- 
cern; what most concerns me is to find my work in life, to recognize it, and 
to do it. He dignified toil. His life was an apotheosis of the plodder. 

But come closer to this man and learn the value of honesty. 

I know the opinion prevails in some circles that if a man would be success- 
ful in business or in politics he must not have too nice notions of right and 

play fast and loose with morals, juggle with conscience, 
ith sin. In some circles it is the thing to sneer at Puri- 
land the “smart” man whose shrewdness laughs at the Decalogue. 
How our friend's life refutes such teachings! What was it one year ago in 
the brilliant cam that reduced so greatly the large jority of the two 

ears previous and almost made our friend the chief executive of this State? 
What was it a little later that elected MONROE LELAND HAYWARD tothe 
Senate of the United States? This one thing, so conceded by all. Mr. HAY- 
WARD's downright honesty. He had lived an upright life. He locked his 
e too tigħt to tell a lie. He washed his hands too clean to take a bribe.” 

è had a clean record. There was nothing he needed to conceal. 

And more than once God has taught this nation this selfsame lesson, aye, 
written it large,so thatthe wayfaring man may see it. Look back there some 
forty years ago. Ourcovntry is in turmoil; her very existence threatened. 
Engs jealousy, hatred, party, greed, sectional bitterness, and over it all the 
bi ominous cloud of coming war across which the lightnings begin to 
1 in dread portent. Is democracy doomed! Can the Union be preserved? 

as God abdicated His throne? Is there anywhere a hand that can guide in 
ey, over these swirling waters our ship of state? And now God stretches 
out His hand to write. A party then y known lays hold upon one whose 
fame but Fer was limited to his own State and makes him its standard 
bearer. d now they ring out their rallying cry, at once a protest and a 
challenge, Honest Old Abe,” and ona wave of popularenthusiasm Abraham 
Lincoln is lifted to the Presidential chair because the conviction had fas- 
tened itself upon the popula heart that here was a man, raised up from 
among the common people, who could be implicitly trusted. 

“A good name is rather to be chosen than great riches,” words that God 
seems to have chiseled in the noble face of our friend now lying in repose 
before us. How many public men during the past few years have fallen into 
obscurity because of their connection with some disreputable transaction. 
How many men of wealth, of great intellectual power, of social standing, never 
es fea any public office because their names bear the taint of dishonorable 
dealing. The feeling has taken root and is gro in the heart of the nation, 
in spite of wickedness in high places, that men of doubtful character shall not 
represent us before the nations of the earth; that toclean hands and pure 
hearts shall be committed our great public trusts. Already, other things 
— odpal; the man of blameless life wins the prize that noble ambition 
covets. The man to-day who would hold high office in our nation would do 
well to meditate upon Jethro’s advice to Moses, Provide out of all the people 
able men, such as fear God, men of truth, hating covetousness, and place such 
to be rulers over you.” 

But let us draw still closer to this man and learn the value of genuineness. 

Our friend was honest in action not simply because “hon is the best 
PaT His ontw: life but conformed itself toan inner principle. He 

express himself in no other way. True character has no need of cloak- 

ing itself with pretense. Inclination and duty yoke themselves together. 

Moral integrity characterized Mr. HAYWARD’s conduct, because his charac- 

ter was mtly genuine. How he hated shams! How he scorned the 

ypocri ow B inte Sa) gop was friend or foe to whip him into any line of 

action! How he fretted against restraint! And how impolitic he ofttimes 
was in speech, judged by selfish standards! 

He wasa man of strong convictions. He saw clearly; he believed firmly; 
he zonaty consistently, and as the brave fight. He never could have been a 
leader in guerrilla warfare. In ambush or in trench he was not at his best. 
But in an open field, where carnal weapons or opposing principles clashed, 
there at the fo: mt would you find the bravest of the brave. You 
might differ with him maey on matters of vital moment, but he always 
compelled your reluctant confession, “ He himself believes what he professes.” 

He was a orator. Thought came to him run in the oratorical mold. 
He could best marshal in ordered ranks every faculty of his being when on 
his feet and before an expectant audience. And never was he grander than 
when, in the glow of a public address, under the inspiration of a cause which 
his heart had espoused, he unmasked and scourged some traitor to that cause. 
How his eyes Pashon How his words stung! Infamy seemed branded on 
the crayen’s brow. Nowonder the trickster hated himand the ring feared 


m. 
It was this quality in him that made him such a stanch friend and that 
won for him such warm love. Years ago he became almost passionately at 
tached to the soldier of the Republic, and to the day of hisdeathany man was 
dear to him who wore the G. A. R. button upon his breast. - 
Recall that scene in our legislative hall last winter. Tho long struggle is 
ced, and Mr. HAYWARD is called to the plat- 

Briefly, tactfully, he recalls the struggle just ended, fore- 


les to me and then turns, with 
a voice that chokes, to thank the men who so loyally panne ted him—the 
“Old Guard,” as he significantly calls them—promising to do for them any- 
t was the heart of the 


in a woman's breast. I 


For years I have e in and out of this home where we to-day are gath- 
ered because of a friend's privilege freely accorded. I shall not abuse that 
privilege by lifting the veil love ws over the place where its chief treas- 
ures are 3 Enough for me to say that a most sweet and gracious 

ce abided here and that in many respects this has been an ideal 

e. A tender husband, an indulgent father, a loyal friend, an enterpris- 

oie oan a ean Pee nS Deere. has lived his almost three score 
pes poong us and to-day is not, for God has taken him. 5 

e day w. a t crisis was upon our Commonwealth, and Mr. HAY- 
WARD had done very best to avert from us what seemed to hima pend- 
ing ruin, walking the floor, as his custom was when deeply wrought upon, 
he turned toa loved one and said, with tears in his eyes, “I think I know a 
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little of what Ji ens oe ys felt when he went alone before God and cried, ‘O 


y's altar. 
Some forty years ago or more, while yet in that Eastern home, Mr. Hay- 


last conscious moments, while 
struggling with in, a loved one says, “Ask the Lord to help yon,” “He is 
helping me,” and a warm pressure of the hand was the instant reply. 
ud he is gone. Verily all flesh is grass all the goodliness thereof as 
the flower of the fleld. The grass withereth, the flower fadeth—surely the 
people is grass.“ Why he should be taken just now we may not understand. 
he nation, in the crisis upon it, needs such men to grapple with the Shines 
tions of the hour and solve them in a way to satisfy the demands of right- 
eousness. Our Commonwealth, our city, mourn his death and may not be 
reconciled, while friends weep and refuse to be comforted. Life is lonelier to 
us all since he has been taken away. 


And he is gone who seemed so great— 
Gone; but nothing can bereave him 

Of the force he made his own 

Being here; and we believe him 

Something far advanced in state, 

And that he wears a truer crown 

Than any wfeath that man can weave him. 
Speak no more of his renown, 

Lay your earthly fancies down, ° 
And (upon the father’s bosom) leave him— 
God accept him; Christ receive him. 


“All flesh is grase.“ We who are here bag Lae going the way of all the 
earth. Soon for us the 5 7 — bowl will be ken, our presence 1 be 
withdrawn, the mortal will disappear, our very names be forgotten for the 
things that are seen are temporal.” But somewhere in God's wide uni- 
verse you and I shall still be living, reaping what we have sown, rewarded 
according as our deeds have been, for “ the things that are not seen are eter- 
nal.“ How shall we spend our earthly lives? To what shall we devote our 
9 5 What record shall we leave behind? 

“'Tis not all of life to live, nor ail of death to die.“ Beyond the seen lies 
the unseen; upon the shores of time break the waves of eternity. Out from 
the shadowy land hands beckon and point upward, and so thin the veil be- 
tween the mortal and the immortal that the whispers of God can be heard 
by the children of men.“ 

Bare and y would our lives stretch downward to the ve had not God 
spoken and bidden us look upward and be comforted. Bright and sacred 
grow these passing momentsas faith looks ai acre the hills to the land where 
wrongs are righted, hopes bear fruitage, an eons in all that is noble and 
passionately longed for here shall know no en 


And so beside the silent sea 
We wait the muffled oar. 

No harm from Him can come to me 
On ocean or on shore. 


I know not where His 57 T0 lift 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. Mr. President, I riseto pay my brief tribute 
to the memory of MONROE L. HAYWARD, late a Senator of the 
United States from the State of Nebraska. My personal acquaint- 
ance was not such as to enable me to portray with completeness 
the interesting and instructive life of one who gave great promise 
of a successful and useful career in this historic Chamber. Nor 
is it necessary that I should attempt to do so, for that has been so 
well and faithfully done by the.skillful and master hand of the 
distinguished Senator from Nebraska. 

There was indeed that in the life of Mr. Haywarp which was 
ennobling. There was that in his character which was inspiring 
and elevating, and there was that at the close of his career which 
was strangely pathetic. . 

When best prepared to live and best fitted to serve the State, 
the final summons came. He had wrought his way tediously and 

rsistently up and 5 until he stood supreme in the confidence of 

is beloved State. e held the commission of the great State of 
Nebraska to this the most exalted-Chamber of the nation, but the 
end came before he took his official oath. 

His death was in a very especial sense the nation’s loss, for 
he would have brought here a splendid equipment which was the 
abundant frnit of large experience and much profound reflection. 
There is, indeed, in this hour of the nation’s history, filled with 
momentous questions which gravely concern the present and the 
future, need in high place for such as he—lofty in intellect, ex- 
alted in p conservative and judicial in ju ent. 

During my brief acquaintance, when I was permitted to enjoy 
the hospitality of his home, I was greatly impressed with his sin- 
gular frankness and directness of purpose. His mental processes 
were not subtle and circuitous, but were as open and as palpable 
as the day—the unfailing manifestation of a generous and upright 
heart, e looked forward to the time when he should take This 
seat in the Senate with a becoming sense of the great responsibili- 
ties which he was to assume, and addressed himself to the consid- 
eration of the leading questions which were to engage the atten- 
tion of the Congress, for he wished to contribute his full share 
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toward their just and wise decision. He wished to discharge 
creditably and in full measure his civic duties. 

He was ranked as a strong partisan, and such he was, for he be- 
lieved that through his party was to be accomplished the greatest 
good to the State. He believed always in clean political methods, 
and would sanction no attempt to prostitute his party to ignoble 
ends. His party’s aims must always be as pure and exalted as his 
own. He had for his party and himself the same code of morals. 

His career was essentially self-wronght. He was not debtor to 
merely fortuitous circumstance, but to nature, for generous phys- 
ical and intellectual endowments and for superior moral courage, 
the courage to do and dare for conscience’s sake. He was a phi- 
losopher of the optimistic school and saw before himself per- 
petually the bow of promise, the assurance of success, if he but 
pressed on. 

His life was spent in the midst of the conflict of the great mass 
af the common people. It was a strenuous life, a life which he 
most welcomed. s fiber was virile, and he answered always to 
duty, which was his imperious commander, ` 

In young manhood, upon the battlefields of his country, at the 
bar, and upon the berch he met every demand with unflinchin 
courage and with a perfect sense of the responsibilities whi 
devoloved upon him. He was actuated by no sinister motives or 
unworthy ambitions, but walked the highway of life a candid, 
sincere man, resolved to leave the world the better for having 
lived his brief hour. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the tribute which I rise to pay 
to the memory of Senator HAYWARD is entirely sincere, albeit en- 
tirely unstudied. Many years ago, for a moment only, I met him, 
looked into his face, felt the grasp of his hand and the welcome of 
his cheery voice. That moment, fleeting though it was, attached 
me to him, and I looked forward with pleasure since his election 
to meeting him after the lapse of years as a member of this body. 

The Senator from Nebraska pe THURSTON] has referred to 
the uniqueness of this ceremonial in that the Senate pauses in its 
deliberations to pay tribute to one who, while he was clothed by 
the action of his State with the right to sit here, was never per- 
mitted by the God who rules the world and the fate of men to 
exercise that right. Itis quite proper, however, that the Senate 
should do this, for he had aright to sit here. He had been in- 
vested with that right by the solemn action of his State, and by a 
long life of probity, of lofty aspirations, of earnest endeavor, and 
of fidelity to duty in every relation of life he had proven himself 
worthy to be thus honored by Nebraska. 

It is always painful, Mr. President, to stand by an open grave. 
We forget that ‘‘it is as natural to die as it is to be born.” Itis 
peculiarly sad that this man who, doubtless, for many, many 
years had toiled for the honor of a seat in this body—I mean not 
in the way of self-seeking, but by preparation for the discharge of 
high public duty—should have been stricken at the moment of 
the fruition of his ambition. 

It is sad for us to remember that, although he had a right to 
come here, he never was permitted to walk to the desk with his 
colleague and take in our presence the oath of office. He had 
taken the oath more than once to support the Constitution of the 
United States. He took before he reached years of manhood the 
oath to support the Constitution of the United States; and he went, 
pursuant to that oath, Mr. President, under the flag which floats 
over this Capitol, the flag of our whole country, on many a field 
of battle to dare death and all that the fate of battle might bring 
to him, that the Government might live forever and that that 
flag might forever float over a reunited and harmonious people. 

is lifeis a fine illustration of what lofty inspiration and honest 
effort may bring to one living under our institutions, willing to 
work and ambitious to succeed. He had not the aid of adventi- 
tious circumstance, Mr. President. He walked along the pathway 
almost alone. He relied upon his own efforts and upon the 
will of the public among whom he toiled, as he commended him- 
self to their confidence and to their affection. 

Before he moved to Nebraska he lived for a time in Wisconsin, 
and I have been told of him and of his life there that he was a 
man of study, a young man of great sturdiness of character, one 
who could not be allured from the “straight way,” and that he 
Was a man who brought home from the camp and its distrac- 
tions and temptations the cleanly heart of a Christian soldier. He 
carried away from my people to his home in Nebraska their con- 
fidence and their respect, and he left behind him in Wisconsin a 
fragrant memory. 

I had occasion once in my professional life to review a brief 
which he had made in an important cause—the only opportunity 
which ever came to me to judge of his capacity as a lawyer and it 
impressed me much as the argument of an able, thoughtful, strong 
man, who met in a manly and direct way every contention of his 
opponents, and I remember that running through it all in a marked 
degree was that saving common sense,” of greater value always 
than whatthe world is accustomed to consider and to call ius.” 

We may not know, of course, the dreams which he dreamed of 


service and triumphs in this body. His ambition to come here was 
an honorable ambition, and from all there was in the man’s life, 
as testified by the Senator from Nebraska, and as testified by the 
action of the State which conferred upon him this great honor, we 
may well know that he looked upon a seat in this body not somuch 
as in itself an honor, but as a conspicuous ee to servein 
a great forum, by honest and faithful effort, the people, that 
thereby—and there is no other reward which comes to an honest 
man in public life—he might, by intelligent service to the public, 
attention to duty and the courageous discharge of it, add to his 
reputation, broaden it, and win that fame which an appreciative 
constituency is always willing and always glad to give to those 
whoserve them faithfully in high places. 

Mr. President, he made it very plain by his life that in his death 
his State sustained a great loss, that in his death the Senate sus- 
tained a 8 loss, and that had he been permitted, in the provi- 
dence of to come among us, his comradeship would have been 
delightful and his contribution to the labor, the responsibility, and 
the learning of this body would have been of great value. 

The Senate does well, although unfamiliar with his face and 
although his voice never was heard in this Chamber, to place upon 


its permanent records this tribute to his memory. He has yaa 
his debt tonature. Wehere pay ungrudgingly our tribute to him 
and to his manly character. 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is proper under the circum- 
stances that I should say a few words before the resolutions shall 
be put upon their passage and the ceremony closing Congressional 
notice of the deceased is concluded. 

MONROE LELAND HAYWARD was born in Willisboro, Essex 
County, N. Y., December 22, 1840. In 1861 he enlisted in the 
Twenty-second New York Volunteer Infantry, but was soon trans- 
ferred to the Fifth New York Cavalry, and was discharged in 1862 
von account of disabilities brought on by sickness.” 

He was educated at Fort Edward Institute, graduating in 1866, 
and read law in that place and in Whitewater, Wis., and in 1867 
settled in Nebraska City, Nebr., where he died December 5, 1899, 
in the presence of his wife and children, his faithful physician, 
and other devoted personal friends, 

June 14, 1870, he was married to Miss Jennie A. Pelton, an esti- 
mable lady of Cold Spring, N. Y., and at the date of his death left 
surviving him his wife, two sons, Dr. Edward P. Hayward and 
Col. William H. Hayward, and a daughter, Miss Mattie A. Hay- 
ward, one of Nebr: s fairest and best young women. 

His funeral was largely attended by his neighbors and the 
prominent men of the State. I was prevented from being pres- 
ent, because I was then engaged in holding aterm of courtina 
distant part of the State, which could not be adjourned. My ac- 

uaintance with the dead jurist and statesman was not intimate. 

e resided fully 150 miles from the place of my residence; and 
having no business relations with him, and not being his party 
affiliant, there was nothing but the soldierly tie of comradeship to 
bring us together. But I frequently conversed with him, and on 
several occasions listened to him deliver public addresses, and I 
am sufficiently informed of his personal worth and ability to en- 
able me to k of him in the highest terms of praise. 

Mr. President, I judge men rapidly and, I think, with some de- 
gree of accuracy, and I do not hesitate to say that in my judgment 

udge HAYWARD was in all respects a good man. He was a de- 
voted husband and loving father, and he reared a family of whom 
any man might well be proud. He sought the means of promot- 
ing the happiness of his wife and children, and accumulated 
wealth that they might not know want in the event of his death, 
or of his becoming incapacitated in later life to pursue a gainful 
occupation, 

He was a good lawyer and a just judge, and had the esteem and 
confidence of the bar and public to the hour of his death. Bein 
positive in his nature, he had enemies, but they were few an 
unable to do him lasting injury. He was a partisan in politics, 
and believed he was promoting the welfare of his country by 
obeying the commands of his party. 

e was God-fearing, and recognized the accountability of all 
mankind to the Supreme Ruler of the Universe. He believed in 
the essential doctrines of the Christian religion, and sought to 
lighten the burdens and cheer the drooping spirits of his fellow- 
men. A distinguished citizen and near neighbor of Judge Hay- 
WARD, Who knew him well, wrote me that his strongest character- 
istic was his absolute honesty in his home life, in business affairs, 
and in politics.” A greater tribute could not be gan to any man, 

Mr. YWARD was free from narrowness and envy and cant. 
He was not ahypocriteorapretender. He did not permit himself 
to become jealous of the promotion or good fortuneof others, which 
was in marked contrast with some of his political associates. 

The deceased jurist was often honored with high and responsi- 
ble positions. e was many times made chairman of the Repub- 
lican State conyention, and in 1886 was appointed judge of the 
district court of the district in which he resided. He was a mem- 
ber of the constitutional convention which framed the present 
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constitution of Nebraska, and in the various 
called to fill he on ipo marked ability and aptitude for the du- 
ties which devolved upon him. 

In his death his family have suffered an irreparable loss, the 
State has lost a worthy and public-spirited citizen, and the city 
in which he lived a man of real worth and great merit. Mr. 
HaywaRD trod life's thorny path with firm step and head erect, 
and ‘‘ with malice toward none and charity for all” did his duty 
as God gave him the vision to see it.. He heeded the promptings 
of his better nature and scattered smiles and sunshine among those 
- with whom his lot was cast. He left the world better than he 
found it, and by his ability and honesty of purpose added much to 
its growth and happiness. 

The pathy of this man was genume, and his almsgiving was 
inst and generous; and many an unfortunate fellow-traveler was 

elped over the rough places of life by his timely aid. The death 
of Judge HAYWARD is sincerely mourned by all Nebraskans, aud 
by none more a 5 than myself. He had just been elected to a 
seat in this Chamber and, with his friends, doubtless looked for- 
ward to the time when he would be able to leave a permanent 
record of his opinions on public questions in this great Forum; 
but God, in His infinite wisdom, called him to eternal re and 
he now peacefully sleeps in the soil of the State he loved so well. 

While I do not agree that Death is the king of terrors, when it 
comes in the natural order of events and according to the course 
of nature, it is always sad, and doubly so when one’s life has not 
reached the allotted three-score and ten, and his work is unfin- 
ished, But, Mr. President 


Death is another life. We bow our heads 


At going out, we think, and straight 
Another golden chamber of the King's, 
r this we leave, and lov ~ 
then in shadowy g disconn 
The story, flowerlike, closes thus its leaves. 
The will of God is ali in all. He makes, 
ys, for His own pleasure all 


Judge HAYWARD had lofty hopes and aspirations. They were 
commendable in him, for they were pure and calculated to bene- 
fit others and were intended to ameliorate the condition of his 
fellow-men. When he was confined to his bed by his last illness, 
and heroically struggling for life, I watched the daily report from 
his home, hoping and praying that his disease would take a 
change for the better and that he would be restored to his family 
and country and permitted to serve the term in the Senate to 
which he had been elected with honor to his State and credit to 
himself. But it was otherwise written in the Book of Fate, and 
he has been called to the mysterious land where the millions of 
earth’s inhabitants out of the centuries that have 177 and gone 
have been called, and to which all of us are rapidly hastening. 

Mr. President, it would serve no useful pur for me to dis- 
cuss at length the virtues and excellent qualities of head and 
heart of this distinguished citizen of my State. His memory is 
fresh in the minds of the people of Nebraska, His pony of life, 
his brilliancy of intellect, and the depths of his splendid nature 
are too well known to require any encomium at my hands. 

It was Job, I think, who, when, after great affliction and in old 
age, approaching dissolution, exclaimed, “If a man die, shall he 
live again?” And from that hour to this the nameless millions 
that have inhabited the earth have in succession asked, If aman 
die, shall he live again?” 

To me it seems that we need but look at the course of the sea- 
sons, the beauty, system, and order of nature, the perfect harmony 
everywhere prevailing, and remember that the desire of man for 
immortality is universal in all races, in all climes, and under all 
conditions, to lead us to the conviction that death is but a door 
opening from the grave to eternal life. And so when we look 
upon the cold and pulseless forms of those we knew and loved in 
life, it is with the assurances that their dear features, beautified 
and made better by the change we call death, will again be beheld 
by us in a better land, in which sickness and death are unknown. 

Channing said that ‘‘immortality is the glorious discovery of 
Christianity; and so, after life's fitful fever” is ended and the 
struggle of this world is closed, man passes through the gateway 
of death into an endless and blissful immortality. 

Mr. President, what is life but a series of hopes and aspirations 
and half-rewarded struggles, created and shaped by circumstances 
over which we exercise no control? We struggle often in vain to 
mount the heights of knowledge and ambition, but to fell at last, 
having accomplished nothing. The law of constant struggle and 
of constant change is written everywhere andoneverything. Our 
children are born and, like half-open flowers, wither and decay; 
and those who have trodden well life’s pathway with us for a time 
fall into an endless sleep, and we str le alone to the end. 

Is all this struggle and sacrifice to rewarded by oblivion? 
No. Man does live after death, and lives eternally. And so 
to-day, as we are engaged in this solemn ceremony which is to 
close the history of an earthly career, and as we pay 


positions he was tribute to the life and character of one who was lately of our 


number, we may do so with the full assurance that— 


*Tis the divinity that stirs within us; 
Tis Heaven itself that points out an hereafter, 
And intimates eternity to man. 


The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Perrus in the chair). By 
virtue of the resolutions which have been adopted the Senate 
stands adjourned. 

At 2 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m. the Senate adjourned until 
Monday, March 12, 1900, at 10 o’clock a. m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY, March 10, 1900. 


The House met at 12 O clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupxx, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 
HAWAI. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that it be 
in orderon bony orf April 3, after the reading of the Journal, to 
consider Senate bill 222, Calendar No, 82, an act providing Terri- 
torial government for the Territory of Hawaii, to be considered in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union; that 
general debate be limited to Tuesday, April 3, and Wednesday, 
April 4, and that the committee rise on each day at 5 o’clock; that 
on Thursday, April 5, the bill be read for amendments and debate 
under the five-minute rule, continuing until 4 o’clock, when the 
bill shall be reported to the House, where the previous question 
shall be considered as ordered on the bill and amendments to its 


passage. 

I would say, if I may be permitted, that there is the most urgent 
need for this 1 and it is with t regret that we have 
concluded to for a time so remote. I would also say that the 
time provided for debate is agreed to by members on both sides 
of the House, so far as I am advised, and unanimously agreed to 
by the members of the committee. 

TheSPEAKER. Thegentleman from Massachusetts asks unan- 
imous consent that April 3, 4, and 5 be set apart for the considera- 
tion of the Senate bill on Hawaii; that the first two days be for gen- 
eral debate, the third day for debate under the five-minute rule; 
that at 4 o’clock the committee will report the bill and amend- 
ments back to the House, the previous question being considered 
as ordered on the billand amendments to their passage. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Mr. Speaker, this is the first intimation 
I have had of any such request. I do not know whether the 
members of the minority of the committee had made any agree- 
ment or not. 

Mr. KNOX. I will say to the gentleman from Tennessee that 
he will remember a few days ago I spoke to him in connection 
with the gentleman from South Carolina, a member of the com- 
mittee, and he said that any agreement we would make would be 
satisfactory to him. The gentieman from South Carolina says it 
is entirely satisfactory to members of committee on that side. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the minority of the committee agreed 
to the e submitted to the gentleman from Massachu- 
setts, I have no disposition to interfere with any agreement that 
thog have made. 

r. FINLEY. Iwill state for the information of the House 
that this bill has been under consideration by the Committee on 
Territories—the House bill and Senate bili—and the statements 
as made by the chairman, the gentleman from Massachusetts, are 
correct. I think that the request he makes is a reasonable one, 
and the minority of the committee join him in thisrequest, which 
I think is entirely satisfactory. 

The SP . Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the order is accordingly made. 

CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE AGAINST YOUNG. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is recognized, 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, it has just been agreed between the 
gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE] who is to manage the other 
side of the case of Wise against Young and myself that the time 
should be divided pay or debate, and it is also agreed that the 
half hour I occupied on Thursday afternoon be charged in connec- 
tion with my time. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. That is correct. I would ask the gen- 
petoa from Michigan as to the exact time when the vote is to be 

ken? 

Mr. WEEKS. At half past 2 on Monday. 

The SPEAKER. Is it understood that the gentleman from 
Michigan and the gentleman from Texas control the time? 

Mr. KS. It is. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Do I understand the time has been fixed 
for the vote? 
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Mr, BURKE of Texas. At half 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not 


t 2 o'clock on Monday. 
ear the announcement. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the statement sub- 
mitted to be that the time is to be equally divided between the 
gentleman from Michigan and the gentleman from Texas. With- 
out objection, this will be the order. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. WEEKS. r. Speaker, when the House adjourned on 
Thursday afternoon, principally on account of great pressure of 
members on the floor, I had just finished the consideration of cer- 
tain wards in the city of Norfolk, and was about to take up other 
— in that city to show the manner in which the election was 

eld, 

I stated rsday, in closing my remarks, that when the other 
wards from the city of Norfolk were examined it would be found 
that the Fifth Ward was the keynote to the entire election in that 
city, and that all the other wards of the city were no better than 
the Fifth Ward. 

I want to refer a momentin passing to the brief of the contestee, 
used in the argument of the case before the committee, on page 
70 and page 71,to show why, and the manner in which, the first 
and second precincts of the Fifth Ward were conceded to be 
fraudulent and worthless. The contestee in his brief, speaking 
of the Fifth Ward, first precinct, said: 

There are other apparent irregularities in the election et this precinct 
which call for explanation. Knowing, as the contestee does, the high char- 
acter of the election officers of this precinct, it is impossible to think that 
these irregularities are the result of fraudulent . on their part. But 
pursuant to the theory of this brief, and to give the contestant the benefit of 
everything he can claim, for argument's e only, we concede that the re- 
turns in this precinct should be thrown out. 

And thereupon they threw out, of their own motion, 529 votes 
for Mr. Youngin that precinct. They then proceeded to the second 
precinct of the Fifth Ward, and this is the language of the brief 
on page 71: 

re, es ate of the vote d for th i 
Ci reaper ening tee ign ee 
ots seem to be unaccounted for. We do not concede fraud in this pre- 
cinct, but for argument’s sake, say that that precinct should be thrown out. 

And thereupon they threw out 407 more votes which had been 
returned for Young. Five hundred and twenty-nine votes plus 
407 make 936 votes, confessed that should be thrown out in two 
precincts of that city in less than ten lines of their brief. 

Now, the secret, Mr. Speaker, of this concession lies in the fact 
that the frauds perpetrated in that ward were so transparent that 
it seems impossible that any gentleman could be found to stand 
before this House and justify the returns from these precincts; 
and it seems equally pata to me that no gentleman ought to be 
foand who would stand up and defend or justify the returns from 
the other precincts in that city, to which I will now make a brief 
reference. 

If the contestee was willing to give up the nine hundred and 
sixty-odd votes in the Fifth Ward, simply on the appearance of the 
returns, what do you say, gentlemen of the House, and especially 
gentlemen on the other side of the House, to returns like these 
from the first precinct of the Second Ward in that city? And 
those of you who have before you the record, if you will turn to 

ge 978, you will understand better what I am talking about, 

allude to the block system of alphabetical voting. That was 
the trouble in the Fifth Ward. 

Now, in this ward, commencing at 125 on the poll list, where 
the voters are supposed to have walked into the voting place in 
the usual manner and cast their vote and gone quietly out again, 
and where the officers of election took down the voters’ names as 
they presented themselves and voted, we find this block system 
again. Commencing at 278, four men whose names begin with A 
voted in a group, immediately followed by ten men whose names 
begin with B in a group; then there were eighteen men whose 
names begin with C, then two with D, and immediately following 
the two D’s were ten more D's, with one name occurring between, 
four M's, five G's, four R’s, ten W, thirteen S's, seven T's, four 
more W’s, all in 7 

Then they went back to the top of the alphabet, and there were 
five gentlemen whose names begin with K, and then six names 
beginning with B. and then five C's, then five D’s and three E's, 
eight F’s, four G's, eighteen H's, five J’s, five K’s, nineteen M’s, 
four P’s, eight R's, running down the alphabet in beautifull 
senbl groups, in arithmetical precision, according to the al- 
phabet. 

Now, if the first and second precincts of the Fifth Ward were 
to be thrown out and conceded to be fraudulent, why should not 
this precinct be thrown out? 

Take another precinct in the same ward. On page 970 will be 
found a copy of this list certified by the officers of election, and, 
beginning at voter 356, you find the same alphabetical groups, or 
groups in alphabetical order, of voters. And I call attention to 
the fact that five gentlemen whose names begin with D arefound, 
supposed to have walked up and cast their votes together. Imme- 
diately following are three gentlemen whose names begin with R, 
two with M, six whose names begin with N, with D, three 


with H, three with M, three with N, three C's, and seven H’s, It 
seems only necessary to call attention to such a state of things to 
at once stamp the poll list and the returns from that ward as un- 
worthy of consideration. 

Let us go to the first precinct of the Third Ward, and you will 
find on page 1003 of the record a copy of that poll. On page 1004, 
beginning with voter No. 233, you will find that six gentlemen 
whose names began with A marched arm in arm and shoulder to 
shoulder up to the ballot box to discharge the sacred duty of 
citizens of Norfolk at that election. And then 22 gentlemen 
whose names began with B followed. Think how they must have 
hustled round that ward to find 22 gentlemen whose names began 
with B to walk up in a group and cast their votes, their ‘‘ sacred 
votes,” their secret ballot,” which we shall hear more about in 
the argument of this case. And then there were 7 gentlemen 
whose names began with J; followed by 3 gentlemen whose names 
began with D; followed by 3 whose names began with T; then 
there were two S's, two M’s, two L's, two O's, two M's, two P's, 
three L’s, followed by bunches of two and three of the same letter 
to the end of the poll list, : 

These precincts present a wonderful mathematical problem; 
and I want some gentleman on the other side of this case to tell 
us what kind of a problem it is—whether it is mathematical or 
geometrical, or what it may be. In order to arrive at a conclu- 
sion that this was an honest poll list and an honest election, there 
must be something in mathematics, something in geometry, to ex- 
plain this wonderful combination. What are the chances? Once 
in how many million times could such a thing occur, Mr. Speaker, 
at an honestly conducted election? And for what purpose under 
heaven could men assemble thus together in groups because their 
names began with a similar letter? 

But, Mr. Speaker, I want to allude to one other ward or precinct, 
the record of which is found on page 1065, If these other wards 
are what they call birds,“ this is what I call a dandy,” and it 
is one that I desire some of the eloquent gentlemen whom I have 
heard before on the floor ef this House to expend their eloquence 
and ingenuity upon in telling how this state of things could have 
happened in the city of Norfolk at this election. 

In this precinct they did not group 22 men whose names com- 
nfenced with thesame letter; they didnot group is men whose names 
began with the same letter; but they attempted to bea little more 
modest in the number of the alphabetical arrangement. So, com- 
mencing with No. 124, you will find three honest citizens of Nor- 
folk marching to vote the ticket together. Thus we find three 
gentlemen whose names begin with L; they are followed by three 
gentlemen whose names begin with P, and three others whose 
names begin with J, and two whose names begin with W, three 
whose names begin with C, two whose names begin with 8, three 
whose names begin with R, two whose names begin withS, two M's, 
three more P’s, three L's. four M's, three T's, three C's, three I’s, 
Thirty times there were just three voters in a group whose names 
began with the same letter of the alphabet, who walked up in suc- 
cession to that ballot box and performed this strange combination 
in mathematics or geometry that I am anxious to hear explained. 

I wish, Mr. Speaker, we could have the attention of the House, 
because I feel very much like a lawyer who is trying a case before 
a jury a partof whom have gone to sleep. These gentlemen upon 
the floor of this House are being ap ed to in this case to sit as 
jurymen in deciding this case, and I regretted very much that as 
soon as the discussion of the case began last Thursday about nine- 
tenths of the members of the House suddenly found that they had 
other engagements elsewhere. 

Mr. TALBERT. Do you not think it would have been a good 
idea at that time to call a quorum? 

Mr. WEEKS. It 3 7 ave been. 

Mr. HENRY C. SMITH (to Mr. WEEKS). 
out were with you. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WEEKS. My colleague suggests that all those who went 
out 5 with me; but be that as it may 

Mr. TALBERT. That makes it worse; they should have stayed 
to hear the other side. : 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Iwill remind the gentleman from Michigan 
that there are more of us on this side, I believe, than on that lis- 
tening to this case. 

Mr. WEEKS. _I thank the gentleman and hope he is right 

Mr. BARTLETT. Probably those who went away were afraid 
ae Bag ei hear something about the case. 

. WEE Now I call attention back to the case. I want 
to explain in the presence of the House how that noble day’s 
work of cheating—that is what I call it—must have brought the 
sweat of toil to the broad and Jove-like brows of the honest elec- 
tion officials who presided over that election. And how cheerfully 
the work proceeded. What gibes at the pain of toil must have 

passed round that board! And how, when the day’s work was 
one— 


All those who went 


Homeward the w 
And left the world tet 


(Laughter, } 


litician took his way, 
kness and to Wise. 
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Ire 
to give their attention to the plain mathematical problem that I 


spectfully invite our friends on the other side, Mr. Speaker, 


have been discussing up to the present time. I shall insert in this 
connection a tabulated statement as to who were disfranchised in 
Norfolk, and to show that there were whole companies of A’s, 

latoons of B's, and regiments of C’s and so on, who were dis- 

ranchised under the operation of the election officers in that 
part of the country. But before proceeding further I desire, in 
connection with the Norfolk vote in this election, to ask the Clerk 
to read an extract bearing on this election in Norfolk, taken from 
the Landmark, a paper published in that community—an article 
dated November 10, 1899, and I ask any gentleman on the floor of 
the House to deny it if it is not correct. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ELECTIONS IN NORFOLK. 
To the Editor of the Landmark; 


In the discharge of professional duties which fell to my lot in the recent 
Congressional contest, I gained an insight into the methods of conducting 
popular elections in this city which, I feel satisfied, very few of the citizens 
of Norfolk are aware of, and which it is their right to know. My duty to 
give the people this information seems clear to me; and now that the season 
of elections just rolled around, and the popular mind is fresh upon the 
subject, I feel that a favorable opportunity has arrived for presenting these 

acts. 

That the elections held in this city in recent years have been tainted with 
a widespread suspicion of corruption goes almost without saying. The evi- 
dence submitted below shows how well-founded is this suspicion. And this 
evidence, let me say, was all duly deposed under oath, certified by a notary, 
sna is now a portion of the record in the contested-election case of Wise vs. 

oung. 
5 = * * kd + * 

This is the way the elections are conducted in Norfolk city. This is the 
way the votes of her citizens are cast and counted. And still further proof 
might be given if space permitted. But it is not necessary. If we can put 
our hands upon ten or fifteen reputable men in a precinct, returned as voters 
by officers solemnly sworn to tell the truth, and these men come forward 
and swear positively that they did not vote, how can we ascertain where the 
fraud ins and where it ends? Why not close the polls and let the men be- 
hind the box decide the issues instead of those in front ot it? When dead men 
cast ballots, when nonresidents are voted, when scores of names that are not 
recorded in the registration books, and that can not be found in the city direct- 
ory, find their way to the poll books and their votes to the ballot box, when 
great blocks of names are copied bodily from the registration books and 

laced in alphabetical order upon the books to swell the majority of the 
9 party, what other conclusion can be reached than that a vast elec- 
tion fraud has le of Norfolk? > 

These facts are submitted to the citizens of Norfolk because they are en- 
titled to them, and if their servants have become their masters, it is high 
time that they should know it. But it is not to be believed for a moment 
that the mass of the pooma will tolerate such unblushing fraud. It is not a 
question of politics, but of common honesty. And for my own part, both as 
a citizen and asa Democrat. I wish to enter a public ipite S against such 
a ge pte corruption. The responsibility for it is not fartofind. Tosub 

t in silence is but to invite still greater boldness on the part of these arch- 

ipal purity. When the pele ceases to be sacred, the very 
s ecay. 


n perpetrated upon the peo 


enemies of munici 
foundation of Paes government 

I may add that it is not my purpose to do an injustice to any ward or any 
y this statement, and if any allegation herein made is not true, I 
eased to give the correction as wide circulation as the statement 


S. S. LAMBETH, In. 


aker, I now leave the city of Norfolk 
and its scandalous frauds for the Democratic side of the House to 
explain, if they can, and tell us how they expect the House to 
sustain by its vote the claim of the election of the contestee in 
this case, an election based, as it would be, upon such iniquitous 
corruption and unchallenged frands as we have seen up to the 
present time. : x 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Powers in the chair). The 
time of the gentleman from Michigan has expired. But as he con- 
trols the entire time for the discussion on that side of the House, 
if there be no objection, he can resume and conclude his remarks. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to occupy but a few min- 
utes’ additional time, as I have no desire to prevent other gentle- 
men who may wish to occupy the floor. Iwill proceed for a short 
time. and yield the floor to other gentlemen. 

I desire to go through the various precincts in this contested- 
election district, and ask permission to print in the RECORD what 
I would have said with reference to these precincts if sufficient 
time had been at my disposal. 

I call the attention of the House to the summary of the vote of 
the district on page 15 of the report of the committee, which I 
submit as part of my argument, and which shows a majority for 
contestant of 2,434. This summary is submitted on the basis, as 
stated by the committee, of, first, throwing out as unworthy of 
credit the entire returns from the city of Norfolk; second, giving 
the contestant the votes he proved at the several ee in that 
city, and by a careful analysis of the votes in all the other pre- 
cincts, uncovering the frauds perpetrated there, and giving the 
contestant the votes to which he is entitled. I also call the atten- 
tion of the House to the fact that nowhere is the charge of fraud 
or evil practice charged against contestant or his friends or his 

arty. 
i The contestee, all through the case, acted on the defensive. If 
ever there was a case which demandsand deserves the condemna- 
tion of the House, it is that of the contestee in this case. 


person 
shall be 
receives. 


Mr. WEEKS. Mr. 8 


e education renders it impossible for me to under- 
stand how any honest man can hesitate to give his support and 
his vote to the contestant. 

I have taken up the frauds shown in the returns from the differ- 
ent precincts in the city of Norfolk and discussed them briefly at 
the outset of the argument, because, as I have already stated, all 
the frauds throughout the district, which we shall hereafter allude 
to, are patterned after those in Norfolk, and all the evidence in 
the case seems to demonstrate that they sear from a com- 
mon center of management in Norfolk. It is unnec to go 
into any further detail in figures, as a reference to the brief filed by 
pua 5 in the case is a standing admission of fraud upon 

raud. : 

Take the First Ward, first precinct of Norfolk, and read from 
the contestee’s brief, page 63: 

Of course, these were illegal ballots; but what is the effect of proving that 
in a poll of 423 there were 9 il! ballots cast? Does it justify the rejection 
of the entire poll and disfranchise the other 416 voters? In view of the con- 
testee's large majority in this precinct, etc., they can reasonably be deducted 
from his vote. 

In the second precinct of the same ward, after two pages of 
argument, on page 65: 
her ne Pia’ should be corrected by deducting the illegal votes to the num- 

Take the second precinct of the Second Ward, pages 66 and 67. 
Contestant claims certain illegal votes. Contestee repeats his 
reply to this charge made by him in reply to the same charges as 
to First Ward, first precinct: ‘‘ But this is not sufficient to reject, 
but only to correct the returns.“ Thereapon he throws out 13 
admittedly illegal votes. 

Take the first precinct of the Third Ward. Here, again, 18 ille- 
gal votes are deducted, and again the count is corrected. 

Take the second precinct of the same ward, e 68, and here 
the count is corrected by throwing out 11 illegal votes. 

Again, the second precinct of the Fourth Ward, pages 69 and 70 
of the contestee’s brief—18 illegal votes are thrown out. 

Then comes the Fifth Ward, first precinct, page 70. Contestee 
makes this admission: 

That there are other apparent irregularities in the conduct of the election 
at this precinct which are difficult of explanation, and for the sake of argu- 
mene concedes that the returns in this precinct should be wholly thrown 
out. 

Thus disposing of 529 votes for Young. 

On pages 70 and 71, take the second precinct of the same ward. 
Contestee says: 

Here again the aggregate of the vote canvassed for the different candi- 
dates, etc., does not equal the total vote returned. Twenty-two votes seem 
to be unaccounted for, and for the sake of argument the whole precinct 
should be thrown ont. 

8 disposing of 407 more of Young’s vote as fraudulent and 
illegal. 

In the Sixth Ward (see page 71 of the brief) again the contestee 
undertakes to correct the returns from this ward by throwing 
out 22 illegal votes. Here is an admission that out of 11 voting 
precincts in the city of Norfolk 8 must be either wholly thrown 
out as fraudulent or corrected by striking out of Young's count 
a large number of illegal votes. 

Now, contestee deliberately concedes that in the city of Norfolk 
there must be thrown out 1.049 votes for Young, which can not 
be sustained or defended. Then he figures up the true count to 
be, Young, 2,544, whereas the returns gave him 3,604, thus ad- 
mitting that 33} of the whole Young vote of the city is fraudulent. 

Now, I take it that itis not the province of this House to re- 
solve itself into a counting board in this case for the purpose of 
correcting the returns from this district, unless it should happen 
to be in a case where an honest mistake has happened; butin a 
case like this, where every precinct is tainted with f raud, and all 
on one side, no charge of the kind being made against the other, the 
House would hardly stop to sift out for the benefit of the defraud- 
ing party, the exact number of honest votes he might have re- 
ceived, It would be a very dangerous thing for the House to under- 
take. On the contrary, 1 think where the returns froma precinct 
or a county or a district are almost without exception tainted with 
fraud the entire vote of the precinct or the county should be 
thrown out as unworthy of belief. 

Right here I would like to call the attention of the House to the 
manner in which the defense is being conducted. The committee 
in their report, on page 1, advises the House as follows: 


We have reached this Sonata Aled bare | out as unworthy of credence 
the whole returns from the city of Norfolk, giving tothe contestant the vote 
he has proved there, and by uncovering t! 
counties and cities of the district. 

That is a proposition eminently fair, and based upon proper legal 
principles. The minority, in their views of thecase, undertake to 
mislead by quoting a portion of this language of the majority in 
part, as follows: 


The amount of fraud uncovered b; 


e frauds perpetrated in other 


the contestant’s testimony leaves no 


doubt in the mind of the committee that he is entitled to his seat by a large 
majority. We have reached this conclusion by throwing out as unworthy 
of credence the whole returns from the city of Norfolk 


Leaving out the balance of the proposition as expressed by 
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the majority. They then make their argument, commencing with 
a garbled and mutilated statement of the report of the committee. 
On page 2 of the views of the minoriy they state that in each 
of the precincts in Isle of Wight County the election was fairly held 
and properly returned, and then proceed to point out in the three 
precincts of that county—Longview, Courthouse, and Smithfield— 
31 illegal votes, and propose to correct the returns from that 
county. 2 
They then take up James City County and proceed to correct 
the returns from the precinct of Powhatan, frankly admitting 
that the returns from that precinct are not correct. ar 
They then take up the next precinct, Stone House, and this is 
the way they dispose of that precinct: 
The contestee admits in this precinct that the vote proved by the contest- 
ant, in excess of what was returned for him, is so large in proportion to the 


whole vote cast that the contestee, Young, should lose this precinct, giving 
the contestant the number of votes proved, to wit, 84 


They then take up the next precinct, Jamestown, and admit that 
that precinct was improperly returned, and propose to now count 
the certificates filed by contestant, making a considerable differ- 
ence in favor of the contestant. 

They next take up Nansemond County, and admit that whereas 
130 witnesses swore they voted for Wise, only 114 votes were re- 
turned for him. They also admit in the next prennon Copelands 
Mill, a discrepancy between the votes cast and those returned. 

In the very next precinct, Kilbys Mill, counsel for contestee ad- 
Mit, as stated by the views of the minority, that the contesteeshould 
lose his vote as returned in this precinct and the contestant should 
have the number he proved voted for him, which would give, add- 
ing the certificates, Wise, 128; Young, 0. 

In the very next precinct discussed by the views, Pauls Branch, 
the minority admit that the evidence shows that Wise proved 183 
votes, whereas the returns gave him only 134, and they proceed to 
correct the returns from this precinct. 

In the next precinct they discuss, Junction, they admit that Wise 
proved 150 votes, and they proceed to correct the returns from 
this precinct. 

The next precinct they discussis Yeates. They admitthat Wise 
proved 85 votes, 30 by oral testimony and 55 by certificates, and 
that only 24 were returned for him, and they proceed to correct 
the returns from this precinct. 

The next precinct they discuss is Chuckatuck, and it is admitted 
that Wise placed on the witness stand 102 witnesses and proved 
99 votes orally, and that there were returned for him only 58 votes. 
They say of this return: 


We do not think this ought to vitiate the poll, but a correction should be 
made giving the contestant the excess proved. 


The next precinct they discuss is Ebenezer. 
admit that Wise was cheated in the return. 
large cheat, but it keeps up the procession. 

e next precinct they discuss is Holy Neck. They admit that 
52 witnesses swore they voted for Wise at this precinct and that 
only 43 votes were returned for him, and thereupon they raised 
Wise's vote from 43 to 72. 

The very next precinct they discuss is Summerton. The views 
admit that Wise prayed 117 votes in this precinct; that 80 wit- 
nesses were placed upon the stand, and that only 52 votes were 
returned for him, making a difference of 28 if only the 80 wit- 
nesses were counted, and they proceed to correct Summerton 
precinct, 

The very next precinct is Myrtle, and they admit that con- 
testant examined 66 witnesses who swore they voted for him, and 
there was returned only 39 votes, showing that Wise was cheated 
out of 25 votes in this precinct, unless all the rejected ballots are 
deducted from Wise’s side of the count. 

They then proceed to Princess Anne County, and in the very 
first precinct, Kempville, the views admit that the return should 
be corrected; that Wise was cheated out of 15 votes, and say that 
the election officials at this box were men of honesty and of honor- 
able standing in the community. 

The next precinct which they discuss is Court-House precinct, 
and at the end of their discussion they admit that Wise was cheated 
the difference between 293 and 341, only a small matter of 48, and 
they ask the House to correct that return. 

At Southampton County, Adams Grove, the views admit that 
39 witnesses swore they voted for Wise, and only 16 votes were 
returned for him; and nearly all of these witnesses declare that 
they prepared their own ballots, and for that reason 22 of them 
are to be rejected. 

The very next precinct discussed is Pope's, which the views 
proceed to correct, giving to Wise 4 votes in excess of those re- 
turned for him. In this precinct 114 witnesses were examined, 
and passing the objection that the testimony was inadmissible for 
any reason, there were only 56 votesreturned for Wise; 64 ballots 
were rejected for some reason not made public, and they endeavor 
to defend this proceeding. We call attention to the large per- 


Here again they 
This was not a very 


centage of the rejected ballots, 64 out of 55 50 per cent. 


This is not a unique way of disposing of Wise in 
although it was effectual. 

The very next precinct they discuss is Franklin, and I will read 
the return from this precinct: 


The poll books of this precinct show a smaller number of votes cast than 
the aggregate for Young, Wise, Holland, and the rejected ballots, This dis- 
crepancy disproves the returns and deprives them of their value as evidence. 
‘Therefore Young loses his returned vo this precinct, and Wiseis entitled 
to the number he proved, which is 159. 


The next precinct they discuss is Boykins. It is conceded that 
contestant examined 36 witnesses who swore they voted for him 
at this box, where but 28 votes were returned for him. A little 
juggling with the balls, and the views insist that this should stand; 
that Wise was cheated out of the difference between 24 and 36, 
which is 12. 

The next precinct they discuss is Berlin. Here 105 witnesses 
were examined who testified that they voted for Wise, whereas 
only 70 votes were returned for him and 41 were rejected, which 
would mean 33 per cent of the total vote. Here, again, the device 
is not unique, as before stated, though effectual, ~ 

In the precinct of Ivor 34 votes were examined and only 26 votes 
returned. Wise cheated again out of the difference between 26 
and 34, which is 8. 

Thence the views proceed to York County. 
cinct is Grafton. The views admit that this precinct is doubtful 
rei that the returns should be rejected. This is all of York 

Jounty. 

Going to Portsmouth, it is conceded that in the Third Ward of 
this city, where contestant examined 121 witnesses who swore they 
voted for him, the vote returned for him was only 89. Here, too, 
a large percentage was claimed to be rejected as defective. One- 
fifth of the vote is evidently thrown out as defective, and the 
views proceed to correct the return of the vote from this city. 

They then proceed to Williamsburg, where Wise examined 112 
witnesses who swore they voted for him, whereas the returns 
gave him only 82, and, again, a very large percentage was thrown 
out—39 ballots, about one-third of the vote in the precinct. 

I have thus gone through with all the voting precincts in this 
district, and have done so upon the statement of the minority, 
and in doing so have taken the statement and figures of the mi- 
nority. And it shows that in almost every precinct in the entire 
district the returns were either so outrageously rotten as to com- 
pel the counsel for the contestee in his brief and the minority in 
their views to admit that the returns were unreliable and must 
either be entirely thrown out or corrected upon some theory which 
they build up as they proceed in their effort to retain the contestee 
in his seatin this House. There is scarcely a contested precinct 
that this is not the case, They admit either fraud in the returns 
or other conduct in the counting that throws a cloud of suspicion 
over every contested ballot box in the district. 

I wish to call the attention of the House especially to the vote 
cast in many of the States of the South as compared with those in 
some of our Northern districts, and for the purpose of comparison 
I will take my own district. In that district 31,790 votes were 
cast. In the State of Alabama the total number cast was 88,382, 
or an average of only 9,509 for each member of Congress who oc- 
cupies a seat upon this floor—very little more than one-fourth the 
number cast in my own district in Michigan. In the State of 
Arkansas 27,679 votes were cast, being an average of but 4,613 for 
each member returned on this floor. 

The CHAIRMAN (Mr. POWERS). 
to the interruption? 

Mr. WEEKS. No. 

Mr. TERRY. I desire to challenge your statement in reference 
to the State of Arkansas, 

Mr. WEEKS. In the State of Georgia 68,697 votes were cast in 
the last election, being an average of but 6,869 to each member 
returned to this floor. 

Mr. BARTLETT. If the gentleman will permit me, I want to 
say to him that there is not a law on the statute books of the State 
of Georgia to disfranchise a man in that State. Every man has a 
right to vote under our law. 

. WEEKS. Well, Mr. Speaker, that may be entirely true, 
but as a matter of fact only about 3,000 votes were castin the dis- 
trict represented by the gentleman who has just spoken, and he 
got every one of them but three in the entire district. This is 
rather a remarkable condition of affairs, I confess. It is very dif- 
ferent from the elections in my district. 

Mr. BARTLETT (interrupting). Then your district ought to 
send a Congressman here. It has not done so yet. 

Mr. WEEKS. -Well, we will consider that a little Jater. Mr. 
Speaker, I warn the gentlemen on the floor of the House that the 
people of this country are not going to submit quietly to be dis- 
franchised—to be deprived of their representation—without ques- 
tion, for all time. 

The correct disposition of this case isa matter of great public 


his precinct, 


In the second pre- 


Does the gentleman yield 
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importance. It concerns the country at large. It is not a mere 
question as to which of the parties to this contest shall sit and 
vote in this House, but one that appeals to the highest obligations 


which we owe to the people of this nation. For over thirty years 
there has been KOWE Up in certain parts of the United States a 
politicalsystem which is in defianceof the rights of a large class of 
voters, by processes of disfranchisement so cunningly deviscd as 
to defy correction; and the wrong done to the hundreds of thou- 
sands of enfranchised colored men, bad as it is, is not half so 
gree’ an outrage as the disproportion of representation upon this 
tor! Nai upon the election methods in many districts of the 
uth, 


This matter has progred to a point where the moral sensibil- 
ities and patriotism of the political managers of the Democratic 
prs in many districts has been so debauched that unless this 

ouse, having the right and power so to do, stays the hands of 
these men the whole system of representative government will be 
disgraced and become a byword; and I may say it has already 
been disgraced and become a byword. And it is just such per- 
formances as the one which took pae in the Second Congres- 
sional district of Virginia that has brought about this lamentable 
state of political morals in aoe portion of the South. It has 
reached a point where there will be found gentlemen honorable 
in every walk of life other than politics who will rise upon this 
floor and defend outrages upon the rights of Republicans, which 
we have been describing in this present case, 

It seems to be taken for granted that the system of repression, 
violence, ballot-box stuffing, and cheating must receive the sanc- 
tion and approval of otherwise honorable members of this House 
on the Democratic side. How long are the people of the States 
where honesty in elections is a principle lying at the very founda- 
tion of our system expected to consent or submit to these things? 
To illustrate this proposition 1 will take my own Congressional 
district as a fair sample of those where fair elections are held; 
where everyone entitled to cast his ballot has that right, and where 
that ballot is honestly counted and returned. The total Congres- 
sional vote of the Seventh district of Michigan at the last election 
was 31,790. The several candidates received as follows: Repub- 
lican, 18,623; Democrat, 12,888, and Populist, 279. 

It is rather startling to turn to some of the Southern States for 
the purpose of comparison. For instance, in the State of Arkan- 
sas, which sends 6 members of Congress to this House, the total 
Congressional vote of the State was only 27,670, and the average 
vote for each Congressman was only 4,613. In the State of 
Louisiana the total Congressional vote of the State was only 
31,925, and 6 Congressmen were sent to this House with an aver- 
age vote of only 5,320. In the State of Mississippi the total Con- 
gressional vote was only 26,932, and the average Con ional 
vote in each district was only 3,833. In South Carolina the total 
vote of the State was only 28,831, and the average vote for each 
Congressional district was only 4,805, and 7 Congressmen were 
elected on that vote. 

These figures show that in my district more votes were cast for 
Congressman than the whole gressional vote of Mississippi; 
that more votes were cast for Congressman in my district t 
the entire vote of Arkansas; that 10,000 more votes were cast in 
my district than the whole Congressional vote of South Carolina. 
The facts show further that the votes cast in my district are 
within 135 of all the Congressional votes cast in Louisiana and 
within 500 of one-half the entire vote of Georgia, the Empire 
State of the South, which sends 11 Congressmen to this House, 

The people of the North have been growing restive under this 
state of affairs, and unless the political managers in these South- 
ern States soon recognize the outrage of their system of disfran- 
chisement and fraud there will be, in my judgment, a time of 
reckoning; and I believe that in the near future there must come 
a reorganization which will not give or allow to those States of 
the South this outrageous excess and disproportion of representa- 
tion on this floor. It is easy for a member to rise and say, What 
are you going to do about it?“ Other men have asked that ques- 
tion at the height of their apparent success, surrounded by their 
henchmen, and fat with their ill-gotten plunder, but the people 
found a way to tell what they would do about it. The propia of 
the North feel most kindly towa d the people of the South in every 
possible way except upon such a question as this, and I would be 
the last man to sound a nofe of discord in the universal anthem 
which the American people would like to sing together. 

Weare a united people, especially since the war with Spain, 
where gallant men of the South fought side by side with ant 
men of the North, and where each vied with the other in deeds of 
heroism and patriotism—a grand and glorious spectacle, one that 
appeals to the very innermost heart of patriotism and love of 
country. But you men of the South must not think that in our 
earnest desire to join hands in forgetting the dreadful past of the 
civil war and glorying in the recent past of the Spanish war we 
can heartily join in saying ‘‘ We are one people” while one sec- 
tion or one-half of the country is cheating and defrauding the 


other half in the monstrous way which this election in the Second 
ce Sage a district of Virginia only serves as an illustrious ex- 
ample. The fact is, the anthem will be less hearty under present 
conditions than it would be if yon men would show a disposition 
to play fair in the great game of American politics. [Applauseon 
the re pe side. ] 

I yield the floor to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE]. 

. BURKE of Texas. Mr, Speaker, in common with the gen- 
tleman who has just taken his seat [Mr. WEEKS], I refret very 
much that in attempting to discuss the merits of this contested 
election so few saith Bene on either side of the House are present to 
listen to that discussion. 

After reading the report of the committee in this case I was 
anxious to hear that report defended upon the floor of this House, 
I expected to hear the gentleman from Michigan in making that 
attempt defend it in a manner that would appeal to the enlight- 
ened intelligence and conscience of the membership of this House. 
I expected to hear him discuss this case as a lawyer would discuss 
a case, upon the facts and the law governing it. With all respect 
to the gentleman, he has done neither. 

The report signed by the majority in this case started out from 
the very beginning with a wholesale denunciation of the people 
of that unfortunate Congressional district. That denunciation is 
made without any regard whatever either for the law governing 
this case or for the facts adduced in evidence before the Commit- 
tee on Elections, who heard it. 

Mr. Speaker, before entering upon an analysis of this vote and 
upon a discussion of it, I want to refer to some suggestions that 
the gentleman from Michigan . WEEKS] has made. He closes 
his speech by a comparison een ths number of votes cast in 
certain Southern States of this Union and the vote cast in certain 
districts of the Northern States. He denounces the vote in the 
Southern States as being too small even to entitle those districts 
to 5 upon the floor of this House. 

Why, Mr. Speaker, the chief ground upon which this gentle- 
man seeks to unseat the contestee in this case is the fact alleged 
in the report that too many votes were cast in the city of Norfolk. 
Now, I should like to ask the gentleman how we can please him, 
He denounces certain districts and States in the South for the 
small number of votes they cast in Congressional elections, and 
he denounces this case and seeks to unseat the contestee on ac- 
ree of the large number of votes cast. How can we please my 

riend? 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh, I do not care much about that. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes; I am satisfied the gentleman cares 
nothing about it, as he cared nothing about the facts in this case 
in discussing it before the House. 

He says that it is a matter that he can not comprehend how cer- 
tain members of this House who are honorable, he says, in every- 
thing but poitea can come before the membership of this House 
and defend a case like this. 

If I saw fit to retort on the line suggested by the gentleman 
from Michigan, I might say that I can not see—that it is incom- 
prehensible to me—how gentlemen who are honorable in every 
walk of life, I take it, can propose to come upon the floor of this 
House and seek, by their voice and their vote, to disfranchise a 
whole Congressional district, as the gentleman would do in this 


case, 
Aa TERRY. Will my friend allow me just a moment or two 
ere? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, a few moments ago I asked per- 
mission to interrupt the gentleman who was speaking, who had 
made an assault upon the State of Arkansas, on account of the 
smallness of its vote in Congressional elections, Now, by looking 
at the Congressional Directory, he could have seen that in the 
last Congressional election in my State there was only one district 
in which there was any opposition to the Democratic nominee, 
The matter was settled in the primary elections, as between Demo- 
crats running, as to who should have the nomination. After that 
had been determined, if there was no Republican nominee in the 
Congressional election, there would naturally be a small vote. 

Now, just to illustrate right there: If you will take the First 
district of Arkansas; it has a population of 220,261 people. 
There was no ee. whatever, and the total vote polled at 
the Congressional election was 4,103. 

In the Second district, with a population of 206,187, there was 
no opposition, and 3,415 votes were polled. In the Third district 
of Arkansas, with a population of 190,805, there being no oppo- 
sition, only 3,866 votes were polled. In the Fourth district, which 
I have the honor to represent, the smallest in population in the 
State, there being no opposition, ont of a population of 147,806, 
there was polled a total vote of 3,665. 

Now, in the Fifth district, where there are a good many Repub- 
licans, there was ef Seen and out of a smaller population than 
a number of the other districts have, there was polled, in round 
numbers, nearly 10,000 votes, the Republican getting 2,706 and 
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the Democrat 6,423. That shows the difference between there 
pang no opposition, In districts where they have no hope of 
electing an anti-Democrat, because have not the votes, there 


they run no opposition, except in Presidential years. 

hey run a man then merely in order to affect the distribution 
of Federal patronage. In that year they get out votes. In an off 
year the matter is y settled in the Lh soos of the Democratic 
panty: There is no . no State or local office being voted 
on at the time, the State election being held in September and 
the Congressional election in November. There is naturally no 
large vote; well-informed gentlemen ought to know this. 

Mr. BARTLETT. All the older members know it; these are 
just getting broke in; they will know after a while. 

. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Mich- 
igan declared that this was a matter of great concern to the entire 
country. I agree with the N I agree with him most 
heartily and thoroughly, for There declare it to be my honest, sin- 
cere conviction and judgment, predicated and based upon the facts 
of this case, that it does involve an issue of great concern to the en- 
tire people of this country, and more especially to the people of the 
Second Congressional district of Virginia. 

Now, sir, I am going to make a proposition. I wish the entire 
membership of this House, on both sides of the House, were pres- 
ent. I would make to the membership of this House this proposi- 
tion, as fair, candid, honest-thinking men: If I can not show by the 
facts in this case, in a way that is perfectly conclusive and convinc- 
ing to the mind of any disinterested honest man, that the contestee 
is not entitled to his seat, then I ask you to throw him out of this 
House. That is a fair proposition. If the membership of this 
House would listen to me, if they were here present, I would make 
that proposition in a spirit of absolute candor and fairness. Why, 
gentlemen, this man is as much entitled to his seat under the 
facts in this case, as the honored Speaker of this House is, as I am, 
the only difference on the face of the earth being the difference 
in the majorities cast either for one or the other; and that matter 
is susceptible of mathematical demonstration as much so as two 
added to two make four. 

My friend from Michigan started out with the cry of fraud; he 
closed with the cry of fraud. He is a gentleman who, I am told, 
once occupied a seat upon the judicial bench of his State, and cer- 
tainly to-day stands here and occupies the position of a judge in 
this case, and indulges.in such wholesale denunciation that I do 
not believe it commends itself to the fair, intelligent, discriminat- 
ing mind even of gentlemen upon his own side of the House. Why, 
sir, to believe the gentleman from Michigan, one-half of the votes 
that were cast in the city of Norfolk were illegal. Let me tell you, 
gentlemen, what the facts are. My friend from Michigan did not 
attempt to do it. We have there a city, so I am informed, of about 
40,000 people. I have not been there, but lam reliably informed 
that it is a city of practically 40,000 inhabitants. How many 
illegal votes were cast under the facts in this case and under the 
uncontroverted evidence—how many illegal votes were cast in that 


city? 

Mr. MESICK. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. MESICK. Do you not know, is it not a fact, that it was 
admitted by the contestee’s counsel before the committee that 
there was fraud in Norfolk? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I will come to that, I will state to the 
gentleman from Michigan. Iwill discuss that before I shall have 
concluded my remarks, 

Mr. MESICK. That does not answer my question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Ishall come to it in my own way, 

Mr. MESICK. All right. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Certainly the gentleman would not ask 
me to depart from the line I had marked ont in my mind to an- 
swer a question that may be suggested by him to me. Iwill refer 
to it, and I will answer it. 

Now, I say to the membership of this House to-day that in that 
city of 40,000 people, in that city where there were nearly 6,000 
votes cast, there were, according to the facts in this case, 122 illegal 
votes. 

Mr. WEEKS, You conceded 960. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I am not speaking of those wards. 
That is what my friend Mr. MeEsick was inquiring about. 1 
will come to that in due time. Eliminating those two wards, not 
controverted in this matter, there were cast in that city, according 
to the unchallenged testimony before this House, 122 illegal votes, 

Now, Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, I wish to be fair, if 1 know 
my own heart, and I want to ask the membership of this House, 
I want to ask the gentlemen upon either side of this House, if by 
reason of the fact that 122 illegal votes were cast in that city, if 
by reason of that fact alone, and that is the only thing alleged, 
should this House disfranchise a city of 40,000 le? Do you 
believe it is right? Without knowing positively, I venture the 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


2745 


assertion, and I do not believe it can be successfully contradicted, 
that never has there been an election held for a member of Con- 
ess in any Co mal district in the United States, from the 
inning of this Government up to this good moment, but what 
there were illegal votes cast in electing a member to his seat in 
this House, and every honorable man on the floor of this House 
Republican, Democrat, or Populist—knows that such is the case. 
And yet these gentlemen, Mr. Speaker, would have this House 
disfranchise a city of 40,000 people because, perchance, there were 
122 illegal votes cast in that election. 

Mr. LINNEY. Will the gentleman permit me an interruption? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Certainly; I am always ready to answer 
any question, unlike my friend from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS], for 
I want to see the absolute truth arrived at in this case, if I know 
my own feelings, 

Mr. LINNEY. Les; and that is why I want to ask the question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes. 

Mr. LINNEY. Is it true that the official returns from the city 
of Norfolk gave the contestee 3,604 votes? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. How is that? . 

Mr. LINNEY. Isit or not true that the returns from the city 
of Norfolk gaye the contestee 3,604 votes? Your tabulation only 
gives 2,544 votes. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I will state to the gentleman I see the 
error into which he has fallen, and it is this: My general tabula- 
tion atthe close of my réport is submitted under four different 
heads, in which I include the city of Norfolk and I exciude the 
city of Norfolk; I include votes by certificate and I exclude votes 
by certificate, and then I give a general tabulation. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; it is a very lawyer-like report, and the gen- 
tleman is entitled to credit for it; but I want to know whether or 
not the official returns in the city of Norfolk gave the contestee 
3,604 votes? It is left in some little doubt here. Your tabulation 
— 7 him 2,544 votes, and I want to know how it was, as matter 
of fact. 

Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman from Texas will excuse me, I 
want to say that thereturns from the city of Norfolk included the 
vote from the Fifth Ward. Those were conceded, in the argu- 
ment before the committee, to be fraudulent, and werethrown out. 

Mr. LINNEY. That is the point I am at. I want to know what 
the aggregate official returns were. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. The aggregate official returns were, 
Young, 2,514 plus his majority in these two wards thrown out, 
and Wise 487. Thatis the official return, asI understand it. Now 
that, plus these two wards thrown ont—I have excluded those two 
wards, and the gentleman from Michigan bee WEEKS] conducting 
this case on that side of the House has called my attention to these 
two wards, and I promise to say something about it. I did not 
intend to do it now, but I will. These two wards were thrown 
out. They were conceded not to be proper on the returns, and 
wie? Because of the difference between the election returns as 
made out and the number of names placed upon the poll books. 
They were irreconcilable, 

While that is true, the gentleman from Michigan Mr. WEEKS] 
ought to have been fair enough to the House—and I believe he is 
a fair man, and I take the charitable view that he overlooked it— 
the gentleman should have been fair enough to this House to 
have stated the reason of that unprecedentedly large vote in these 
two wards. It was explained before the Elections Committee in a 
manner that was considered satisfactory, I believe, to every mem- 
ber of that committee, from the chairman down to myself, the 
least member of the committee. It was this: These two wards 
embrace a new addition to that city, and it was sought to extend 
the water service and the electric-light service out into these two 
wards or outlying districts of the city, and it could only be done, 
under the charter of the city, by a vote of the people to be affected 
by it. These people having become part and parcel recently of 
the city of Norfolk thought they ought to have these advantages 
that were enjoyed by other portions of the city, and hence it is 
that this very large number of votes was cast as was explained 
before Elections Committee No. 3. 

Mr. WEEKS. Will the 8 permit me? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Certainly. 

Mr. WEEKS. I want to ask him if there is any evidence of that 
kind in the record? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. No. 

Mr. WEEKS. None at all? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. No; but I state it as a fact, and the gen- 
tleman from Michigan will not deny that what I have stated is the 
truth according to the explanation before the committee. 

Mr. WEEKS, Does that explain the marshalling of the votes 
in alphabetical arrangemert in certain wards of the city? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, I am glad the gentleman refers to that, 
because I might have overlooked it. Iam discussing this case 
without any preparation further than it is entirely within my mind, 
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I have no written notes, and I rarely speak from notes. The gen- 
_ tleman has referred to the fact that there were quite a number of 
D’s, and H's, and M's on the rolls. Why, Mr. er, if he would 
consult the roll of this House, he will find B's, 42 C’s, and 
30 M's. Why, sir, the next proposition advanced by the fgentle- 
man from Michigan will be to unseat the membership of this House 
on account of the manner in which the rolls have been padded. 

Mr. WEEKS. Will the gennom yield for a question? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WEEKS. I want to ask the gentleman whether what he 
now says explains the arrangement of these voters in alphabetical 

ups? That is what I want to get at. How it happened that 
t gentlemen arranged to vote at the polls in a group of A’s, 
and three gentlemen in a group of B's, etc. z 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I say thatin regard to the two wards 
to which the gentleman has referred, and which we are perfectly 
willing to eliminate from this count—and we have eliminated 
them in our report—I concede that that condition of affairs did 
exist there. But is the fact that a few men whose names begin 
with B or a few whose names begin with C or a few men whose 
name begin with any other letter come together on this list—is 
that, I submit to the membership of this House sufficient to dis- 
franchise the whole Congressional district? If in the judgment 
of this House it be sufficient to disfranchise the city of Norfolk, 
be itso. Disfranchise the city of Norfolk; throw out every vote 
cast in that city; eliminate the whole of them; and William A. 
Young is legally elected to a seat in this House—as much so as 
the gentleman from Michigan himself. 

The gentleman from Michigan in his closing remarks, in his 
magnificent peroration before this House, spoke of the dumb statue 
of that great Virginia jurist that has been erected on the west side 
of this Capitol, and he su ted that if that statue could weep it 
would weep tears of humiliation and cover its face with shame 
when one of the men elected as Mr. Young has been sought 
entrance into the House of Representatives of the American peo- 
ple. Let me su 9 5 to the gentleman that if the statue of that 

at jurist sty, ow the true situation of thé Second Virginia 
istrict to-day—if it were possible for that man to cover his head 
with shame and weep over the condition of affairs in his glorious 
but unfortunate old State, he would weep at the idea thata native- 
born son of Virginia should attempt to thrust himself into the 
membership of this House and with uplifted hand should be sworn 
in to misrepresent the district that has repudiated him twice at 
the ballot box. That is the truth, and every man who understands 
the situation in the Second district of Virginia knows that it is 


true. 
Only a few eee ake we saw in that great newspaper published 
in this city, the Washington Post, one of the greatest newspapers 
in America to-day—we saw in that paper a picture suggestive to 
my mind, and in my humble ju ent it should be suggestive to 
the mind of every member of this House, I care not whether he 
sits upon that sideorthis. That picture represented the Capitol of 
this t American nation and a great train of contestsnts in 
election cases forcing themselves along into theroom of the Com- 
mittee on Elections, seeking by a partisan vote of this House to 
receive recognition and the emoluments of the 1 office 
after they had been repudiated at the ballot box by those whom 
they would claim as their constituency. 

It was suggestive to my mind of another thing, and I may be 
pardoned for the slight digression if I mention it. I believe that 
the law of Congress which gives to each contestant in a contested- 
election case the sum of $2,000 should be repealed and set aside by 
the Congress of the United States. It is a premium to men who 
have been defeated in their efforts to obtain membership in this 
House- it is a premium offered to them to come before the commit- 
tee of this Housecontesting the sitting member’sseat for theexpress 

urpose in many cases of drawing that $2,000 from the public 
8 I believe that that law should be repealed by Congress, 
and with its repeal wonld go out many of these contemptible, 
. unholy election cases which are bringing disgrace and shame 
upon the membership of this House. 

I have said that if I could not show to the absolute satisfaction 
of any man who wants to know the facts in this case that Mr. 
Young was legally, rightfully, and constitutionally elected to a 
seat in this House, then I want the House to expel him. Now, 
what are the facts? Let me call them to your attention for a brief 
time, and in doing so it becomes absolutely necessary for me to 
weary members, I fear. with a reference to some of the testimony 
adduced upon the hearing in this case. 

Gentlemen, we kave here the report in this case, containing 1,230 
pages. Most of it is made up of stereo questions and stereo- 
typed answers to those questions, made in nineteen cases out of 
twenty by ignorant negroes, and four-fifths of those negroes have 
sae their affidavits with their marks. 3 

think my statement covers areasonable proportion. In juxta- 
ition to that I bring before the Republican membership of this 

ouse to-day, and thereby before the country, the names of 14 


Republicans whose testimony covers every single box challenged 
in this contest except the box in the city of Norfolk. These 
publicans do not make their signature with a mark. Some of 
them have sat on the floor of this House as Representatives of a 
free people term after term. Some of them are postmasters; some 
of them are collectors of internal revenue; one is the ex- com- 
mander of the Grand Army of the Republic of Virginia. It is 
men of that character, men of that stamp, men of that standing 
whose testimony should challenge the confidence and respect of 
this House. 

It is known to the older membership of this House—to those 
gentlemen who served in the last Congress—that there has been a 
factional fight in the Republican party in the Second Congres- 
sional district of Virginia covering a period of many years; that 
those rival factions are ordinarily classed as the Bowden faction 
and the Wise faction. Bowden is an ex-member of this House, 
who is to-day clerk of the Federal court in that district, and who 
is also the member from Virginia on the national Republican 
committee of the United States. That isthecharacter of the men 
whom I present to you. L ask you to hear this man’s testimony, 
and that of other men of similar standing, and after you have 
dispassionately heard this testimony I ask you as Republicans to 
answer this question, Ought that man to be believed or ought a 
colored man who makes his ture with a cross-mark to be 
believed? Which should you believe first? 

Is the honorable Speaker of this House to be believed on oath, 
or is he less to be believed on oath than a colored man, simply 
because the colored man isa Republican? Why, Bowden is alife- 
long Republican, and, as I stated a moment ago, he is the repre- 
sentative from Virginia on the national Republican committee 
to-day. Now, what does Bowden say? My friend from North 
Carolina [Mr. LWXNEVI] is evidently reading this case, and has 
asked me a question or two about it. I commend to that distin- 
guished gentleman the testimony of Mr. Bowden. He will find it 
on page 1146 of the record. Gentlemen, there never has been, 
there never will be, there never can be testimony given that more 
completely shows the condition of the political affairs in that dis- 
trict than the testimony of Bowden. I hope you will not be 
wearied if I read a little of it, and I promise you that I will not 
read much of this testimony. 


Fon aad E. BOWDEN, being duly sworn according to law, deposeth as 
OWS: 
By D. Tucker BROOKE, counsel for contestee: 
2 What is e name, age residence, and occupation? 
George E. Bowden; 46; Norfolk, Va.; clerk of United States district 

court of eastern district of Virginia. 

g: Have you any official connection with the party organization, national 
or State, in the Republican party; and if so, what? 

A. I am the member from the State of Virginia of the Republican national 


committee. : 

Q. As such member of the Republican national committee do you know 
whether that committee recognizes as regular the Republican State commit- 
tee, of which Park Agnew is the chairman? 

A. It does; there is no pretense of any other o ization in the State. 

S: Do you know whetber the national Republican committee recognizes 
as the working law of the Republican party in Virginia the plan of party or- 
ganization adopted by the Republican State convention which was held in 
Staunton in April, 1896? 

A. Unquestionably. Tberegular organization, and the only organization, 
acts under that plan. 

Q rs the plan in force in November, 1898? z 

. It was. 

Q. Under that plan was it left to the State committee to determine ques- 
tions in controversy as to the district organization? 

A. Iso interpreted, and I believe the State committee has also. 

Q. Do you know whether the State committee determined whether the 
district committee of the Second Congressional district of Virginia, of which 
S. L. Burroughs was c or that ot which S. B. Carney claims to be 
chairman, was the Tagala 5 Congressional committee of the Sec- 
ond district of Virginia; and if so, which was so recognized? 

A. The State executive committee has always recognized the Burroughs 
committee as the regular district committee. 

. If that be so, then it would follow logically, would it not, that the Con- 
gressional candidate put in nomination the Congressional convention 
called by S. L. Burroughs as the district irman of the Second 8 
sional district of Virginia would be the regular nominee for Co of the 
ge esa party of the Second Congressional district of Virginia; is not 

80 


A. Certainly. 
. Who was that nominee? 
. Mr. William S. Holland, of Isle of Wight County. 


I am geing to show you the connection that the contestant in 
this case had with that convention before Iconclude. W. S. Hol- 
land was the regular Republican nominee of the Second Congres- 
sional district of Virginia. and as such was supported by Bowden 
and all of the regulars in that district. I do not know but before I 
close I shall have something to say about my distinguished 
friend from Iowa [Mr. HULL], a member of the national Repub- 
lican Congressional committee, whom I see sitting in the Hall at 
this time. He was mixed up in this Second Congressional matter 
also, and it seems as if Mr. HANNA overshadowed him. What Mr. 
Hull. may have done Mr. Hanna has undone. W. S. Holland 
was the recognized nominee of the Republican party, or of that 
wing of the party recognized by MARK Hanna, the chairman of 
the Republican executive committee of the United States. 
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Then Mr. Bowden is taken up on cross-examination and his 
connection with the Lamb factions and the Wise faction is shown. 
Listen here to what Mr. Bowden says. Gentlemen, just listen to 
this testimony, because there is not a scintilla of testimony to the 
contrary: 

Mr. HANNA’s decision was taken and accepted as final and conclusive, and 
so far as Mr. Carney’s pretensions are concerned, I did not understand that 
he claimed to be chairman of any committee after Mr. HANNA's decision; in- 
deed, I do not recall the occasion, but I remember distinctly having wired 
Mr. Wickham to know whether in the decision as rendered by Mr. 
Mr. Carney's committee was included or not, and he replied that it was. 

He goes on and says that Dr. Wise accepted in full the decision 
made by Mr. Hanna respecting the Republican contention and 
controversy in the Second Congressional district of Virginia. 

I shall refer presently to a letter written by Dr. Wise to the 
Republicans of the Second district, Mean mo Republicans of that 
district to go into the convention. en they went into the 
convention they nominated Holland and refused to nominate 
Wise. He thereupon declared his intention to run independently, 
and, according to the testimony of one witness here that I shall 
read, declared that this House would seat him whether he was 
elected or not. That is the way it goes. Judging the future by 
the past, I submit that it is a very just criterion by which we can 
judge According to the 33 of one witness in this record, 

. Wise declared that vou Republicans would seat him whether 
he was elected or not. t us see whether you will do it. 

Here is the testimony upon that point of John W. Stebbins: 

What is your name, age, residence, and occupation? 
John W. Stebbins: 5l years; Kempsville precinct, Princess Anne County; 
mechanical superintendent, Styron & Co., of Norfolk, Va. 
. What are your politics? 
. I am Republican. 


Q. Are you aware of the Republican sentiment or sentiment of Republican 
voters as between the candidacy of Dr. R. A. Wise and W. S. Holland in Prin- 


NA 


cess Anne 8 7 
A. Toa eal of an extent; yes. 
ai fd o sentiment there pretty equally divided between these two can- 
a 
(Question objected to on the ground that it is 1 84 
A. Dr. Wise had about two-thirds and Mr. Holland about one-thirdl. 


Q. Do you know of the existence of any feeling among colored Republicans 
who voted for Mr. Holland, that they had better not testify that they had so 
voted in giving their testimony in this contest? 

A. Such is the report; yes; and I can give the reason why if you so wish. 
Dr. Wise is repor in the newspapers—which report, so far as I know, has 
never been contradicted—as saying that 3 who did not muppar 
him would get few, if any, favors; that he would be counted in whether elected 
ornot. That is the reason. 

That is the reason, according to the testimony of a man who has 
been a Republican in that district all his life. 

Gentlemen, here is the testimony of another Republican by the 
name of Burroughs, whois to-day the chairman of the Republican 
committee of the Second Congressional district of the State of 
Virginia. I want you Republicans to hear what this man says. 
He says that he has been a Republican all of his life and that that 
is the position which he holds to-day. In the closing part of his 
testimony, on page 1146, he uses this language: i 

A. I appear here to tell the truth and to protect my own interest, and I 
think I am as good a Republican as the 5 Hepu lican candidate, Dr. 
Wise, having been born and bred a Republican; my ather a Union man, the 
first Republican meeting held in this section being held in my father’s house. 
My father, eight brothers, and myself having always supported the Repub- 
lican party, and I am not a late come-over. 


He was evidently making a suggestion with reference to the con- 


testant Wise. 

Gentlemen, the testimony of these fourteen prominent 8 
licans shows Serco a at the party was split up and divided 
as between Holland and Wise in the Second Congressional district 
of Virginia. That controversy continued until the polls closed 
on election day, and therefore Dr. Wise could not hope to receive 
the full Republican vote in that district, especially because of the 
fact that the leading, influential, prominent Republicans in that 
district were almost to a man opposed to him and voted and worked 
for Holland. That is the testimony of these seventeen men. It 
will be found in the record, on p 1130 to 1168. 

Now, gentlemen, I want to read to you some portions of the 
letter of the contestant, Richard A. Wise, addressed to the Re- 

ublicans of the Second Congressional district of Virginia on July 
1, 1898. Mark you, this convention that nominated Holland was 
called under the direction of Burroughs and by direction of MARK 
HANNA, here acquiesced in by Richard A. Wise in a letter in 
which he asks his friends to join with him to select delegates to 
to that convention. When that convention met it did not do as 
e expected it would do. It nominated W. S. Holland and did not 
nominate Richard A, Wise. Now let me read some parts of that 
letter to this House: 
To my Republican friends in the Second Congressional district: 


The situation of our party in this district demands that I say a few words 
5 you concerning the approaching nomination of a Republican candidate for 


longress, 

First of all let me thank you for your past support of me and congratu- 
late you that we were able to thwart the attempt of our opponents to falsify 
the returns. There is no reason vay: with loyal cooperation among the Re- 
ony ae a in this district, we can not continue to have a Republican Repre- 
sentative. 


ar friends. Still, the question who are the Republican chair- 
men of the cities and counties composin; 


Gentlemen, listen to this man, and then say whether or not you 
believe he ought to be sustained in repudiating the action of the 
vay men whom he asked to go into that convention. 

r. WEEKS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him aques- 
tion? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes; always. 

Mr. WEEKS. Do you not knowthat that letter refers toa pre- 
vious convention and not to the one which nominated Wise? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. No; I do not say anything about Wise. 
I say this letter refers to the convention that nominated Holland. 

Mr. WEEKS. It was not held under the same call at all. 

- Mr. BURKE of Texas. It nominated Holland. That is what 
Bowden says; that is what Burrough says; that is what all the 
leading Republicans in that district say, and I take that testimony 
as true. Why, if the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS], 
Republican as he is, were to tell me of a fact that took place in his 
district I would believe it as much as I would from any other man 
living, Why are these men to be disbelieved? The gentleman 
from Michigan [Mr. Werks] would have you disbelieve them 
because they are opposed to Richard A. Wise. 

For that and no other reason under the canopy of God's heaven 
are men who have stood there and been honored and respected by 
the people, men who occupied places of honor and trusts, men 
who have had seats on the floor of this House, to be disbelieved 
and tabooed by the gentleman from Michigan, simply because 
these men did not believe that Dr. Wise should have run for Con- 
gress in 1898—that, and no other reason on this earth, according 
to this record, and I challenge any man here to controvert it, for 
there are no other facts outside of it: 

Knowing the pitiful minority of Republicans in this district represented 
by these chairmen, their recognition is naturally provoking to us; but it 
would be unprofitable to discuss the methods by which they have ingratiated 
themselves with the national committee. 

You see it is unn to discuss the methods by which they 
ingratiated themselves with the national committee.” 

It is reasonably certain that in any conflict challenging their authorit 
they would have the support of the national chairman, and he in turn woul 
be sustained by the natiopal committee. 7 

That is the language of Dr. Wise—Richard A. Wise—the con- 
testant in this case. 

It seems folly, therefore, to ignore their call or to persist in any call 
through the real chairmen. All we could accomplish by such a course would 
be the division of the party and inevitable defeat, 

As a loyal Republican I am unwilling to pursue such a course. In its re- 
sults it would ald Democracy and put us in the attitude of defying the high- 
est party authority— 

Put us in the attitude of defying the highest authority,” the 
highest Republican authority!— 
and committing the same treason which we have so severely denounced in 
others. To give such a movement strength sufficient to divide the party 
yote would involye an expense far beyond the value of any result to be 
hoped for. No party aid could be expected, and everything done would tend 
to counteract the efforts of the national party eee and place those 
d rng in the effort outside of the party pale, if not as 


y- 
lam opposed to this. For one I favor submitting to wrong and outrage 
within my party rather than belping my political adversaries, 


And then he goes on, without wearying this House, and calls 
upon his friends to participate. 

Mr. WEEKS. I wish you would read the whole of that. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, I will; and show you right where he 
says 80. 

The Republican party is in the majority in this district, and we are a ma- 
jority of the Republican party. With anything short of outrage we can es- 
tablish the fact in any meeting of Republicans, by whomsoever-called, and 
the period cunn which self-constituted guardians can maintain supremacy 
here is necessa) brief, whatever bolstering they may temporarily secure 
from outsiders. t us, then, not be driven into the attitude of bolters. 

mS advice to all Republicans is to drop all controversy about the author- 
ity of these chairmen; to participate in the meetings they have called. 


That is what he says. 


To drop all controversy about the authority of these chairmen; to partici- 
pate in the meetin one have called; to attend their conventions, and 
there to demand their rights. 

„To participate in the calls!” 

Mr. WEEKS. Is that all of it? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. No; that is all covering the point that 
you suggest: 

To attend their conventions, and there to demand their rights. It will be 
time enough to discuss our future course if further ont: are atte: $ 
Until they are, let us hope that there will be none. If with self-respect we 
can secure a united Republican party. let us make every effort to do so, and 
to that end let us treat what has passed as past. 

If Iam the nominee ofa united party 

Was he?— 

Iwill run again and make another contest for our rights if we are cheated. 

There is no question about that. He has run again, making 


es of the 
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another contest; and if he is defeated again he would make another 


contest still, just as we find that there have been three or four 


contests from another district in Alabama, 


I leave it for you to say whether I am entitled to this honor. 
RICHARD A. WISE. 
WILLIAMSBURG, VA., July 21, 1898. 


That is all I will state to the gentleman from Michigan. I have 
read it all, at his suggestion. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, the contention upon the part of those who 
have signed this majority report is that certain boxes in the dis- 
trict outside of the city of Norfolk should be thrown out. Let me 
say to the membership of this House to-day that there is no other 
way on God’s earth by which this contestant can be seated, unless 
it be done by the wholesale disfranchisement of the people of that 
Congressional district. You can run your blue pencil through 
majorities, just as you can through the majorities that I have and 
by which I sit here as a Representative from the State of Texas. 

I can be deprived of my seat as easily by the aid of the blue pen- 
cil striking it through my 15,000 majority as well as William A. 
Young can be deprived of his seat by striking out his fifty-odd 
hundred majority. The only difference in the world is in the dif- 
ference in the amount or majority. But here I was suggesting this 
committee declares that certain boxes in that district other than 
the city of Norfolk should be thrown ont. Why? Because of 
fraud perpetrated at the election by which the contestee was 
awarded his seat in this case. Let us see about that. How? Why, 
I will not ask this. Most of the membership of this House are 
lawyers, and the law books declare that fraud is a charge that 
ean be easily made, but with difficulty proven and sustained; and 
that declaration is as applicable to frauds charged in this kind of 
an election case as it is charged in any other class of cases known 
to legal jurisprudence. Under the charge of fraud, the burden is 
upon them to establish that which they charge. How can it be 
established? By competent proof, the procf of men who are abso- 
lutely knowing to the manner in which these elections have been 
held. 


I say to you, Mr. Speaker, that the facts are—and I will give it 
to the gentleman who is to follow me, because we have got no 
fears in this case, if there is a fair adjustment and determination 
by the membership of this House about it—I have here 36 Demo- 
crats and 14 Republicans, and each one of these men declare, with 
two or three exceptions, that at the very boxes that are challenged 
by the report of this committee, at those very boxes, the election 
was absolutely fair. 

Not only can I point out 6, but I can point ont 36. Mr. Speaker, 
the brother of the contestant, who is an ex-member and present 
on the floor of the House, has just made a remark which I regard 
in the nature of aninterruption. I do not recognize the gentle- 
man’s authority to challenge my assertion on the floor of this 
House. He is no member here. His brother is a contestant for 
this seat, but that gives the gentleman no authority to challenge 
my assertion, and i protest against it as a member of this House. 

. WEEKS. If the gentleman from Texas will permit me, I 
will say that the gentleman he refers to is an ex-member and has 
a right to the floor, and that he made the remark to me. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. He has no right to challenge any asser- 
tion that I may make here. 

Mr. WEEKS. But the remark was addressed to me. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Well, perhaps I am mistaken; I thought 
the remark was addressed tome. While the gentleman is enti- 
tied, as a matter of courtesy, to the privileges of the floor by per- 
mission of the Speaker, he has no authority to stand here and 
challenge an assertion made by a member of this House. 

Mr. TERRY. That is right. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Now, sir, I say 46 men, 30 Democrats 
and 16 Republicans, with few exceptions, all testify to the high 
character of the men who acted as judges and clerks and presid- 
ing officers at the ballot boxes, who held these elections in these va- 
rious precincts challenged by the report of the majority of the 
committee in this case. 

Mr. Speaker, if your standing—and I trust you will overlook 
the suggestion—if your standing were challenged on the floor of 
this House in your State of Vermont, where would you get your 

roof to sustain it? You would go to those people who have 
own you from boyhood down to this good moment, and show 
that through all the various years your standing in your county 
and State and among your ple was such as to inspire their 
confidence and respect. That is what we have done in this case, 
Here are gentlemen who have been sworn, about 50 of them, Re- 
publicansand Democrats, with few exceptions, every one declared 
that the presiding officers and the clerks of elections at these 
boxes were honorable, upright, worthy men, men who would not 
stoop to perpetrate the frauds that the gentleman from Michigan 
and his associates on this committee have charged against them 


on the floor of this House. : 
That is the reputation of these people; that is the testimony by 
which they haye been upheld and sustained by those who haye 


known them from boyhood days to this good moment. Aretheyto 
be disbelieved because they are Democrats? Are they to be disbe- 
lieved by the Republican membership of this House because 42 of 
these men are Democrats? By what line or rule is it to be held, 
Mr. Speaker, that a man’s 5 for honesty and probity of 
character and 2 is to be gauged and estimated by a polit- 
ical standard, and that standard, too, sir, erected by a report that 
to my mind ought never to have been presented to this House by 
a committee of this House; and those who heard the impassioned 
appeal of counsel for the contestant in this case and who read the 
majority report of this committee will easily be able to determine 
the paternity of the document. 

Now, sir, I see that members are getting wearied, and I do not 
feel disposed, Mr. Speaker, to unnecessarily consume the attention 
of the House longer, If I had the entire House present listening 
to me, it might be a pleasure so to do; but, Mr. Speaker, to reca- 

itulate. Lask any Republican member of this House, I ask any 

emocratic member of this House, to take the report submitted 
by the minority in this case, take the record from which I haye 
read and investigate it, and you can not upon any hypothesis or 
standard whatever unseat this contestee unless you do it in a 
spirit of absolute partisanship. Why do I say it? Take, gentle- 
men, the tabulations that I made, and if that tabulation does not 
correspond with the facts as they are sustained in that report and 
that record, then repudiate that tabulation and do not use it; but 
if that tabulation does correspond with the facts contained in 
that record, take it, investigate it from ev standpoint, and 
when you shall have done this, my word for it i ou be fair, and 
I believe you are, you will have reached this absolute conclusion. 

Discard Young's vote entirely in Norfolk city, so that you shall 
disfranchise the honest people of that city of 40,000 people, and 
let this House disfranchise them, saying t they are unworthy 
to have their votes counted for Representative in the Congress of 
the United States because in that city of 40,000 people there were 
122 illegal votes cast, excluding the two wards to which I have 
once Ge Serkan say do that, and if you can absolutely disfran- 
chise that beautiful city because there were 122 illegal votes cast, 
do it; but, gentlemen, let me make this su ion to you, where 
are you going to draw the line? Where will the Republican ma- 
jority draw the line? You may not always be in the majority in 
this House. Heretofore sometimes you have been in the minority. 
Where are the majority to draw the line? oo ey disfranchise a 
city of 40,000 ipes ple, you can disfranchise the city from which the 
gentleman, Mr. WEEKS, comes, that imperial city of Detroit, 
with its 250,000 inhabitants. 

Mr. WEEKS. Three hundred thousand. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. The gentleman says 300,000. I accept 
it. This same authority, this same right that would permit you, 
Mr. Speaker, and the majority on this floor, to disfranchise a city 
with 40,000 inhabitants would permit the other side to disfran- 
chise the city of Detroit, with 300,000 inhabitants. Where are you 
going to draw the line? 

Now, if you are to do that, count every certificate that Wise 
has introduced in evidence, still Young’s majority would be 897. 
There is no escape from it, disfranchising Norfolk even. Had 
Wise every single certificate of these ignorant negroes that he 
has presented to the committee, still Young is elected by 897 ma- 
jority. 

Do not count the certificates and still disfranchise Norfolk, and 
Young is elected by 1,678 majority. There is absolutely no escape 
from it. Then, if you include Norfolk for Young, not counting 
the two wards to which I have referred, but count the certificates 
for Wise of these negroes who certified that they voted for him, 
and Young's majority would be 2,954. If you give Young Nor- 
folk city and do not give Wise the certificates that he wants 
counted for him, been te majority would be 3.785. 

Gentlemen, it is said that figures won't lie, but liars will 
sometimes figure.” I doubt not that such is the fact. But take 
this case, take this testimony, take these returns that have been 
made here by the sworn officers—the very best men in their re- 
spective communities—and the conclusions that I have given can 
not be successfully repudiated by any man that lives. 

Mr. Speaker, See oe experience and observation 
in contested-election cases in this House, I have not yet lost my 
confidence in the integrity of the American House of Representa- 
tives. I believe it is the intention of the membership of this 
House to deal fairly and justly with all questions presented to 
them for their deliberate consideration. I recognize the fact that 
contested-election cases are grounds for more political excitement 
and engender more political feeling upon the floor of this House 
than any other character of cases that I have yet seen come before 
thisbody. But while that is so and while I realize the fact that 
as a general proposition the membership here divide on these cases 
upon political lines, I ask the membership of this House to take 
this case upon its merits; take the figures that I have given; in- 
vestigate this case to the bottom, and I challenge any gentleman 
to reach any other conclusion than the one which I have reached 
or attempted to reach here to-day, 
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The gentleman from Michigan in his closing remarks had some- 
thing to say about the unfortunate condition of certain Southern 
States, and, as usual, Mr. S er, he connected with those re- 
marks something regarding the colored menofthis country. Mr. 
Speaker, I know the character of the negroes of this land. I was 
raised among them; they were my playmates in my childhood and 
early boyhood. I know them, and I say to the membership of this 
House, knowing that class as I know them and have known them 
always, that never yet was any people confronted with a graver 
problem than that which confronted the people of the South im- 
mediately after the close of the civil war. 

Sir, I will not attempt to refer—it would subserve no good or 
useful purpose upon this occasion for me to refer—to the condi- 
tion that confronted my people of those days. It would do no 
good, wonld subserve no interest or purpose. But in behalf of 
those people I want to say to this House that history will attest 
the fact that never since the dawn of civilization up to this mo- 
ment has ever a people met and discharged the responsibilities 
of so ve a character in a manner more fair and just to all con- 
cerned than have the people of the Southern States—never. And 
when I hear gentlemen who are natives of that section of the 
country denounce the acts of their own people, it makes me hang 
my head in shame. 

r. Speaker, the State of Virginie has certainly had the chalice 
of humiliation applied to her lips in several contested-election 
cases since I have na member of this House, that called for 
my pity. While I know but little personally about that grand 
01d Stato, the memories and recollections of her are dear to me, 
In her bosom to-day sleeps one, wrapped in the blanket of the 
soldier of the South, who sprang from the same loins with my- 
self. I feel an interest, an abiding interest, not only in the peo- 
ple of that grand old Commonwealth, but in the people of any 
Congressional district seeking to have their Representatives rec- 
ognized upon the floor of an American Congress. They have 
expressed themselves at the ballot box in this election; they have 
repudiated Dr. Richard A. Wise twice at the ballot box. 

Once the majority in this House gave him the seat. I have no 
desire to stir up the embers of that unfortunate contest; but to- 
day we find that he makes here practically the same claim which 
has been so emphatically repudiated by the people among whom 
he has lived from his childhood. Yet, twice placed in that posi- 
tion, he comes before the American Congress and asks you to give 
him the seat which his constituency have declared they would 
withhold from him. Will you do it? 

Gentlemen, show me in Any Congressional district of the United 
States, in any State of this Federal Union—I care not whether the 
district be a Republican or a Democratic one—show me by the 
facts that the man claiming the seat has been defeated at the bal- 
lot box by his own people, and as God is my judge he will never 
get my vote for a seat in this House. 

The methods resorted to on behalf of this contestant have been 
sworn to by as responsible men as any on earth. They have been 
fully exposed by proof, if there be any merit in human testimony. 
Gentlemen may smile at the suggestion, but the Good Book tells 
us that ‘‘out of the mouths of three witnesses shall every fact be 
established.” We have gone further; we have established these 
facts not only out of the mouths of three witnesses, but ont of the 
mouths of 50 witnesses, as good, honorable, upright, responsible 
men, Republicans and Democrats alike, as live in the State of 
Virginia to-day. What are you going to do about it? Is a smile 
ora laugh or a jeering suggestion upon the part of gentlemen 
conducting this case to overcome the testimony of such men as 
these? If that be so, then, indeed, have we fallen upon evil times, 
when it comes to be a fact that testimony is to be ignored and re- 
pudiated, that witnesses are to be declared unworthy of confidence 
and belief, simply because they swear to a state of facts that they 
know to be true; then, indeed, it were useless to conduct a con- 
tested-election case on the floor of this House. 

It may be, Mr. Speaker and I make dus allowances for my feel- 
ings in this matter—it may be that ny views and opinions are 
warped to a certain extent in this case by reason of the fact that 
I come from a part of the country where we never hear of these 
contests. Elections in my State are not called in question, either 
upon the floor of the National House of Representatives or upon 
the floor of the State house of representatives. There the ballot 
box is as free and the right to vote asfree and unchallenged as the 
wind thatsweeps across the beautiful prairiesof that State. Noth- 
ing is ever said there about election contests, because there is no 
ground for them. I make due allowances for the fact that 1 may 
be a little warped in my judgment respecting these election con- 
tests by having breathed the air of that magnificent State so long. 

But making such allowance, taking the facts as they exist, tak- 
ing into consideration facts which can not be controverted or 
challenged by any man on this floor, I submit to this House 
whether William A. Young has not been legally and constitu- 
tionally elected a resentative on the floor of this House from 
the Second district of Virginia for the Fifty-sixth Congress. Gen- 


tlemen, if you will apply to your own consciences the rule of rec- 


titude that you would like to have others apply to yourselves, the 
contention in this House is easy of solution. Ask yourselves the 
uestion what your district would like under circumstances of 
this kind, and when you answer that question as you should, the 
contestee in this case will be willing to abide by the decision that 
you may render here next Monday. I thank you, Mr. Speaker 
and members of the House, 5 small number 
present, for the courteous attention that has been given me. 

Before I sit down, Mr. Speaker, permit me to say that one of 
the gentlemen who were to follow me on this side is sick in bed. I 
refer to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Griccs]. I received a 
note from him this morning notifying me that he is unable to be 
here this evening, and he does not think he will be able to be here 
on Monday, although he is not certain. I believe the gentleman 
from North Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] is to follow on the other side. 

Mr. WEEKS, The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL]. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I would ask that after that speech the 
House stand adjourned until Monday. I have no one on this side 
to speak this evening. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Dnidds] was to speak, but he has been unexpectedly called to New 
York and will be back on Monday morning. Thegentleman from 
Georgia [Mr. Griacs] and the gentleman from New York Mr. 
DriaGs] were both to make arguments in this case, and neither 
one of them can possibly be here this evening. 

Mr. WEEKS. I will say to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BURKE] that we are laboring under the same embarrassment. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] was taken sick this 
morning. We expected him to oecupy. an hour this afternoon. 
Iam compelled to substitute others who are perhaps not so thor- 
oughly prepared on the case. So I shall have to object to the 
arrangement which the gentleman suggests. 

Mr. HAY. I suggest to the gentleman that he can take all the 
time he desires this afternoon, and that the time on Monday be 


nally divided between the two sides. 
f: KS. Of course, gentlemen will understand that Mon- 
day is District of Columbia day, and if we get to a vote in this 


case it will be through the courtesy of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. That was understood when 
the programme for the case was fixed by the House. I should 
yery much prefer that whatever is to be said by way of debate be 
said this afternoon. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, That is utterly impossible. 

Mr. WEEKS. And that the debate be closed at 5 o'clock, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. That is utterly impossible, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. WEEKS. I cannot consent to any other arran ent now. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then if the gentleman will not consent 
to it, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. POwERs), It is moved that 
the House do now adjourn. 

Mr. WEEKS. I ask for the yeas and nays on that. 

The yeas and nays were refused. 

The question being taken on the motion that the House do now 
adjourn, the Speaker pro tempore announced that the ayes ap- 
peared to have it. * 

Mr. WEEKS, I call for a division. R 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 38, noes 38, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Let us have tellers, Mr. Speaker. 

Tellers were refused; 35 members (not one-fifth of a quorum) 
rising in support of the demand therefor. 

Accordin As motion to adjourn was rejected. 

Mr. W. . Mr. Speaker, I desire to yield to the gentleman 
from Iowa [Mr. HULL], who is 5 absent in his commit- 


tee room. his absence, I will yield to the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. LINNEY]. 

The SP ER pro tempore. How much time does the gentle- 
man yield? - 

Mr. WEEKS. Such time as the gentleman from North Caro- 
lina wishes to occupy. ; 


The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from North Car- 
olina is recognized. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, with the consent of the gentleman 
from North Carolina, I will now ask that the order of speaking 
be changed. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hut] is here. 

Mr. LINNEY. Of course I will yield to the gentleman from 
Iowa, having been recognized. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I did not expect to get into the dis- 
cussion of this case, and do not intend now to discuss the election 
proper. But while the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE] was 
speaking here a few minutes ago, the action of the national com- 
mittees of the Republican party, the Congressional committee and 
the national committee proper, were brought into discussion, and I 
think the action of those committees was casei misrepresented, 
I donot mean by that that the gentleman who addressed the House 
intentionally misrepresented the thing, but the testimony that he 
read from misrepresented the situation. I do not know that this 
will have any bearing upon the settlement of this election contest, 
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nor do Iknow why it should have been brought in, but I do want to 
say that, so far as the official action of the epublican was 
concerned in this and some other cases in Virginia, Dr. Wise rep- 
resents the regular organization of the party in the Second dis- 
trict of Virginia. 

A letter was read here in which Dr. Wise agreed to certain 
propositions, That was true. After that agreement was made, 
gentlemen assuming to speak for the party in that district entirely 
changed all the conditions there on which that primary was to 
have been held. A contest was brought before the Republican 
Congressional committee two years ago. What happened in 1896 
I know nothing of, but in 1898 I happened to have charge of all 
the contests between the factions of the party in Virginia and sey- 
eral of the other Southern States. A hearing was had before my 
subcommittee of the Congressional committee, and at that noona 
these gentlemen all appeared and by that appearance recogni 
our jurisdiction, The whole matter was gone into extensively, 

As Mr. Hanna has been referred to, I will state that he said we 
had absolute jurisdiction over the question of 1898. The question 
of jurisdiction was raised by these gentlemen in one or two dis- 
tricts before hearings were had, but afterwards waived by their 
appearance. I do not remember whether it was raised in this 
district or not. After a full hearing of the contention in this dis- 
trict, with all the facts that could be laid before the committee 
from both sides, going back to the original formation of the dis- 
trict Congressional committee, taking into consideration the party 
law in Virginia—— 

Mr. BARTLETT, 
him? 

Mr. HULL. Yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is that in this record, or are you making your 


own statement? 

Mr. HULL. I am making my statement. I do not know 
whether it is in the record or not. A part of the record was read 
in which it was apparently stated that I had assumed an authority 
that I did not have, and which Mr. HANNA, as chairman of the 
Sone a a committee proper, had repudiated. That is the way I 
got into it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I know we do not generally try these cases 
by the record, but I merely wanted to know about this. 

Mr. HULL. I am talking now in answer to this question as to 
the regularity of the nomination, brought in by the gentleman 
from Texas [Mr. BURKE], and I will say to my friend from Geor- 
gia that so far as I can learn the so-called straight Republican and 
national organization of the State of Virginia has but one ambi- 
tion om earth, and that is to keep the party just small enough to 
hold the Federal offices. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I think you are right about that. 

Mr. HULL. The investigation we made in this matter showed 
that they largely represented themselves and the people they had 

ot into office, They not only interfered in this district, but they 
interfered in every district in the State of Virginia where there 
was a possibility of electing a Republican, and, I think, did all 
they could to falsify returns; did what they could to divide the 
Republican vote. Iwill tell you that much. In General Walker's 
district—the whole matter of that is in the record, and I find that 
in General Walker's district there was no cooperation there on 
their pori with the regular nominee. In another district they 
brought out a man who lives in Washington, a colored man, to 
run. They brought that before the Congressional committee. 

We decided those questions as they came up, and in the Second 
district it was decided that Dr. Wise represented the regular party 
organization. That is not going into the question of the votes. 
Ido not know much about that; but I only know this: That in 
this contest in the Second district—in General Walker's district, 
in Mr. Thorp’s district—the Con ional committee held that 
each one represented the regular Congressional organizations, and 
on this record here I can say to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. 
BARTLETT] and others that Mr. Hanna himself, in place of repudi- 
ating the action of the Congressional committee, which was in- 
dorsed by Mr. Bancock, the chairman, and Mr. OVERSTREET, the 
secretary, and the entire subcommittee—in place of Mr. Hanna’s 
Pte caps, Fn as certain testimony in this record here is quoted 
as saying, Mr. Hanna indorsed it and said that we had exclusive 
jurisdiction and could determine that question. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit 
a question? 

r. HULL. Certainly, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I would ask the gentleman to read the 
letter of Mr, Hanna, on page 1135, and there is your letter just 
above that. i g at the bottom. dated “ Washington, D. C., 
January 30, 1898.“ to Col. William F. Wickham, city.” 


Will the gentleman allow me to interrupt 


Mr. HULL. That letter was before us. I want to say that our 
understanding and Mr, Hanna’s understanding was that we were 
to determine as to the particular questions between these parties. 
That letter was written long before the case came before me. 
Hanna wrote no letter repudiating our action. 


í 


Mr. 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. Ibelieve that the gentleman from Iowa 
wants to be fair. Of course the gentleman knows as a fact that 
Mr. Hanna is chairman of the Republican executive committee, 
which recognized the various factions in this matter. 

Mr. HULL. He did not. It was vested in the Congressional 
committee in 1898 to determine these questions and not in any 
other committee nor by any other man in authority in the Repub- 
lican party outside the State of Virginia. There was no conflict 
of authority between the two committees. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Did not this letter expressly do it? 

Mr. HULL. The gece, Bus not had in June, it was not had 
in July; it was had in the latter part of the a. in a full 
hearing, and we had jurisdiction independent of Mr. Hanna, and 
Mr. HANNA recognized that fact. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman from Iowa permit me to ask 
him a 1 

Mr. LL. Why, certainly. 

Mr. HAV. I understand the gentleman from Iowa to say that 
the regular Republican 1 so called, as he puts it, in 
the State of Virginia, did all they could to defeat the Republican 
nominees for Congress. 

Mr. HULL. I said it, and I think itis true, as seine to the 
State committee, because in nearly every case I think they acted 
in such a way, and a further investigation proved that they had 
a very small following, and if they had all cast their votes in each 
district for the opposition it would have had very small result. 

Mr. HAY. I will ask the gentlemen the further question: If 
he does not know the fact that the Republican State committee 
of 2 issued what you might call a proclamation, in which 
they advised that no Republican candidate should be put up in 
the various districts? 

Mr. HULL. They were opposed to nominating candidates or 
making a fight for the Hepa ican vote, but the Republicans àid 
make a fight, and it resulted in this way, that where the advice 
of the State committee was not followed they got out opposing 
candidates. 

Mr. HAY. Iwill ask the gentleman this further question: Is 
it not a fact that in six districts of the State the Republicans had 
no nominees at all? 

Mr. HULL. That part of it I can not say anything about. We 
only had jurisdiction where there were contests, and I do not 
know anything about any other part of the State. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman permit me to ask 
him this question? u 

Mr. HULL. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Is it not a fact that Mr. Bowden is rec- 
ognized as the distributer of Federal patronage in the State, and 
received and holds an appointment of the President, and if he did 
not control the 5 in that district? 

Mr. HULL. He was appointed long before this case came up. 
Whether he still holds or not I do not know, but he received an 
appointment, and, so far as I know, every member of the State 
committee in Virginia has an appointment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is what they were there for. 

Mr. HAY. Is not Mr. Bowden a member of the national Re- 
publican committee? 

Mr. HULL. I understand he is and will remain so until the 
next convention; and if they are to carry the conventions as 
usual, he will probably be so; but we have nothing to do with 
that; and as to this matter before the Congressional committee, 
we had jurisdiction errhp © and we decided absolutely, so far 
as Dr. Wise was concerned, he was the regular nominee of the 
party; just as much so as I was in my district, as any other man 
on the floor was the nominee in his district. 

Mr. WEEKS. Now, Mr. Speaker, this discussion is all outside 
of a proper consideration of a case. [Laughter.| 1 mean by that 
it is not germane to the question as to which of these gentlemen is 
entitled to the seat. It is explanatory. And now I desire the ar- 

ment to proceed. Iwill yield to the gentleman from North 
arolina (Mr. LINNEY]. 

Mr. LINNEY. Mr. Speaker, the very able argument of the 
gentleman from Texas tended to present the idea that this House 
is avery wacertain tribunal before which to try contested-election 
cases, and my most excellent friend, who is a fine lawyer, as we 
all can see, I believe made use of this or some similar expression, 
that the contestant may be put in a seat here, though not elected, 
simply because the majority of the House desired it. Now, my 
most excellent friend, I think, violated a rule which is recognized 
by all lawyers—and that he is himself an excellent oneI know from 
the character of that minority report. It is an able, lawyer-like 
presentation of his side of the case, but, being an honored member 
of one of the most honorable positions known among men, it 
seems to me the distinguished gentleman ought not to have made 
that statement. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. If the gentleman from North Carolina 
will pardon me—— 

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly. 
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Mr. BURKE of Texas. I do not think Isaid anything that could 
be distorted into a reflection on the Republican membership of 
this House. I never intended such a thing, and if I said it I did 
not mean it; but I do not think that anything I said could be dis- 
torted into a reflection. 

Mr. LINNEY. I assure the gentleman that my purpose is not 
to distort anything, but reference was made to the fact that there 
was so much passion here there was great danger of injustice be- 
ing done. Now, I would not state that before a judge; neither 
would my friend. Ihave heard it stated on this floor that one 
side wants to keep members in because of their political views, 
and I have heard that ascribed to both sides of the House, Sup- 
pose we were before a court—and this is a court which is the most 
august tribunal in the Republic. It has exclusive, original juris- 
diction, and from its decisions there is no appeal. It is not the 
case of any other court in the United States, except our Supreme 
Court, and as lawyers myself and my friend both know, for we 
have had some practice, judging by the gray hairs in our heads, 
that an insinuation made before any superior court or court of 
record in these United States would be promptly met and we 
should be required to pay a fine or be put in jail. 

Therefore, if in the heat of debate I should say anything my 
brethren on the other side think can ibly be considered un- 
professional or from which an unfair inference may be drawn, I 
assure you that I do not intend it, because as a lawyer of some 
practice I know it is unprofessional, and I should subject myself 
to the rule of contempt. 

This is a court, the greatest court ever established, to try cases of 
this sort, and there can be no appeal from the very necessity of the 
thing. Let me see if I can not show the reason. Our forefathers, 
the authors of that immortal instrument, in the very first article 
of the Constitution, section 5, saw the necessity of. providing a 
court for the trial of these cases. 

They saw, of course, that it would not do to try them before a 
jury in the regular course and practice of our superior courts or 
in any other court that could try the facts from which there was 
anappeal. Why? If that were done, the appeal itself would de- 
lay the case beyond the expiration of the term of Congress to 
which the parties were respectively elected. Hence these weighty 
and wise words, and they are as wise as any you will find in the 
whole Constitution. In the fifth section it said, ‘‘Each House 
shall be the judge of the elections, returns, and qualifications of 
its own members.“ There is the foundation ofthis court embedded 
in the Constitution, in the first article of the Constitution, and itas 
clearly sets forth the wisdom of the framers of that instrument as 
any other idea contained in it, because without this there would 
be no reasonable possibility of a decision on these cases. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the most important matters that 
can be decided at all are contested-election cases before this House 
not as a House merely, but this House as a great court, and we 
should act judicially in the matter. We should argue them as we 
should argue a case involving property rights or the rights of 
character before the inferior courts or the courts of record in the 
United States. 

Now, sir, with that view of the law, let us proceed, and what is 
the issue here? The gentleman from Texas called upon the House 
to examine the matters in issue from every standpoint, from every 

oint presented in the tabulation of the case. ow, what is the 
issue? What is the contest? Here are the pleadings. In order 
to ascertain the issue, I believe I know of no better way to do it 
than by reading the pleadings. 

Here they are. You will find on page 27 of this record a denial, 
if I caught it aright—and if I am wrong, I will thank the distin- 
guished gentleman to correct me—a denial of each and every alle- 
gation contained in the complaint. In other words, every single 
affirmative allegation contained in that notice is met by a direct 
and positive denial in this answer. I refer to page 26 of the rec- 
ord, where you will find under the head of General ayerments ” 
this language: 

Under the head of General averments“ you make eleven distinct charges. 

It isapparent that these charges were made in ignorance of the facts or 
without regard for them, and I unhesitatingly and unqualifiedly deny each 


and every one of the said charges, and prove that the same have no 
foundation in fact. 


Here is a straight-out denial of the allegations of fraud contained 
in the complaint in this case, and the only matter for us to deter- 
mine is this: Was the certificate which the contestee obtained of 
his election true or false; and if false, does that falsity go to the 
extent of showing that he failed to receive a majority or a plural- 
ity of the votes in the Congressional district from which contestee 
claims to be elected? 

Now, my friend from Texas is correct when he says that he who 
alleges fraud must prove it. Heis correct also when he says that 
an allegation of fraud is easily made and difficult of proof. Iwill 
go astep further than the distinguished gentleman from Texas and 
will say thatthe accurate statement of the law would have justified 
him in going a step further in the line of thought he was pursuing, 

It is not only necessary for the party alleging fraud to prove a 
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but the laboring oar, the burden of proof, is on the alleging 
fraud until—and in this respect this case is like all other cases— 
until you reach such a stage in the proceedings in the way of proof 
as that thelaw itself gives an artificial force to that proof and shifts 
the laboring oar. Let me illustrate this. Suppose that A brings 
suit against B for libel or verbalslander. A makes his allegation. 
B comes in and makes his denial. Then an issue is raised. The 
laboring oar is with A. How long? Until he proves the publica- 
tion by the defendant of the words complained of and proves that 
they are not true. When that is done of course the laboring oar 
shifts, and, nothing more appearing, the judge would charge the 
j to render a verdict for the plaintiff, leaving only the question 
of damages to be inquired into. 

So in questions of fraud, where a man alleges that fraud has 
been practiced, he must prove it; but he must prove it in the same 
way that you prove anything else. Let me illustrate, and if Iam 
wrong I will thank the distinguished gentleman from Texas to 
correct me upon this question of law, because if the principles of 
law are wrongly stated the deductions therefrom are always 
faulty. Suppose a suit should be brought under the statute of 
XIII Elizabeth by a creditor alleging that a conveyance made by 
a debtor to some one else was made in fraud of creditors. There, 
as here, it is easy to make the accusation. There, as here he, who 
makes it must prove it. 

But how far must his proof go before the laboring oar is shifted? 
Should it turn ont in such case that the conveyance was made by 
A, who was embarrassed with debt. and that it was made in se- 
cret; suppose it should turn out that it was made for an inadequate 
consideration; Suppor it should turn out thatit was made to a 
near relative; and suppose, further, that the grantor remained in 

ion. There is not a court in the United States that would 
not hold, nothing more than that appearing—no human being 
knowing anything about the secret pur and intents of the 
hearts of the parties to the transaction—there is not, I say, a court 
in the Uni States that would not hold that A had made ont a 
prima facie case and that it was the duty of B, the party alleged 
to have made a fraudulent conveyance, to meet that proof, In 
other words, the laboring oar is shifted; and if there is no evi- 
dence to contradict the proof already submitted, the judge in the 
88 of his duty under oath would lay down the law as I 
ave stated it and would direct the jury to return a verdict against 
the validity of the instrument. 

Now, if my friend from Texas is disposed to deny what I have 
thus stated to be the law, I am very anxious to hear upon what 
principle he will make the denial. 

Now, what else? I will go a step further, for I intend to at- 
tempt to analyze this case fairly. I believe if the distinguished 
gentleman from Texas will make an application of the testimony 
in this case, undisputed as to the plain principles of the law of 
fraud, he will conclude that this election was a farce and a fraud, 
and thatan intelligent legislative body can not hesitate toso declare 
after it has fairly investigated the testimony. 

Let me go one step further. Suppose that in the case I have 
put, instead of introducing testimony showing the relation be- 
tween the parties, showing the secrecy of the transaction, showin 
the grossly inadequate consideration, showing the „ 
circumstances of the debtor, the plaintiff should introduce a wit- 
ness to show that he had heard both parties admit that the con- 
veyance was made for the benefit of the debtor. Then the instru- 
mon wona be at once, upon that admission, declared fraudulent 
and void. 

But I will go still another step further. Suppose it could be 
shown that the parties to the transaction admitted that 10 cents— 
I will put the amount that low—that 10 cents of the consideration 
was the money of the debtor, and that the pur of the convey- 
ance was to secure the embarrassed debtor in the sum of 10 cents, 
the land being in fact worth $1,000; what is then the effect? I 
spped to the judicial . the judicial intelligence, the 
judicial fairness of the distinguished lawyer who drafted this 
minority report. 

Mr. BURKEof Texas. Will thegentleman allow me a moment? 

Mr. LINNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. With due respect to the gentleman, I 
think that he is blending or confounding the law as applied to the 
individual actions of debtor and creditor with the law as applied 
to the actions of a returning board, to which it has no application. 

Mr. LINNEY. Iam coming tothat, Iam now discussing the 
general principle of the law of fraud. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I deny the general principle so far asit 
1 pou dealings between man and man. 

r. LINNEY. I understand the gentleman's point. Iam pre- 
senting a principle that runs throngh legal jurisprudence—rec- 
ognized everywhere—upon questions of fraud. š 

Now, if the conveyance is fraudulent to the extent of 10 cents, 
what does the, law declare? One of the most eminent judges that 
ever occupied the bench in my State, illustrating this principle, 
said that any sum, the smallest su posable—I do not know that 
he used the expression 10 cents” which I have used that fraud to 
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the extent of the smallest 2 sum would have the same 


effect upon the transaction a drop of poison has upon the 
human heart or a spoiledegg upona pudding. [Laughter.] Put 
one spoiled egg in e pu and it destroys the pudding, you 
know. [Laughter.] 


I will go further and say it would have the same effect upon the 
transaction as though you were to throw a dead mouse into a 
well, It renders it unwholesome. That is a proper illustration 
of all issues of fraud, whether raised in this high tribunal or any 


other, 

At any rate, Mr. Speaker, I am satisfied that this is a sound 
proposition: That whenever you force a in auy proceeding to 
concede fraud, to come in ‘and admit, ‘‘ Yes, I did steal some 
votes,” that shifts the burden of proof to that party. I do not use 
this word ‘‘steal” in an offensive, personal sense. I combat vi- 


cious principles, vicious methods, and not men; I want that under- 


stood, 

I hope it will be considered in that light. Whenever parties 
come into court and admit that they fraudulently obtained or that 
they stole that which did not belong to them, especially in any 
civil matter, if it is pertinent to the question under consideration, 
the effect of it is to shift the laboring oar. True, the authorities 
on election cases do not call it that, but they say whenever you 
reach a position where the triers are unable to separate the vicious 
from the virtuous, the defective from that which is sound, then 
all that you can do is to reject the returns as having been prop- 
: erly assailed and leave the parties to their original rights, to wit, 
proof aliunde; andif one of the parties fails to put in proof aliunde, 
then only the party that does prove votes by testimony aliunde is 
entitled to have them counted. 

Now, in this case, to throw out some of the rubbish, the con- 
testee puts in no aliunde proof. A few witnesses are examined 
on that side, but on the side of the contestant here is a book of 
1,200 pages. I believe two or three thousand witnesses were ex- 
amined on behalf of the contestant. There were 34 Smiths who 
testified. This testimony was introduced in obedience to this 
tule of law by which the party must prove the votes that were 
given for him by proof other than the official returns, the official 
returns being admitted to have been fraudulent. Notwithstand- 
ing that was denied in the pleadings, when they came to try the 
case it was admitted that the official returns were fraudulent. 

Now, let us go a little further and see how that is. In the first 
place, Mr. Speaker, here is testimony showing that the contestant 
had no representation in Norfolk city. Now, what does that mean? 
Here is the testimony of a witness, and I read from page 870: 

1 1 ri regular Republican party represented in the election officials 

A. ther abli rty on the 8th day of 
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mittee, was represented by me as c ı That party had no 
representative the j or clerks of election in the city of Norfolk 
to my knowledge, notwithstanding the fact that I addressed a let- 


of Norfolk, naming judges to represent 
and asking them to appoint but one at each precinct in the city. I 
received no answer from my communication, notwithstan the fact that 
it was delivered to the secretary of the electoral board promptly. 

a = = $ * — 


Q I understand that you received no reply to your request? 


i Aad that ne jud So of election withi knowledge ppointed 
5 no ju of e in your know was a 
g lectoral pare t, to represent the interest of 


by the e either on or off that 
0 Republican party at that election? 
A. Yes, sir; there was none to my knowledge. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, it is also admitted on the cross-examination 
of the very witness to whom my friend from Texas [Mr. BURKE] 
alluded a while ago that the contestant here is the regular Re- 
publican nominee. This admission is made by that very witness: 


Q. Is it not true that, after hearing both sides to that controversy, the na- 
tional Con; onal committee, par gp Paredes gp Mr. HULL, recognized Mr. 
Carney as the chairman of the Second district? 

A. ré do not know that he recognized Mr. Carney especially. They 
ported Dr. Wise’s candidacy. They did that which I have never known the 
national Congressional committee to do before, to interfere before nomina- 


tion. 

Q- Did they not direct Mr. Carney to call the conyention? 
4 I believe they did direct one to be called, and I expect directed him to 
0 


80. 
. And was Dr. Wise the nominee of that convention? 
. I understand so; such a convention as it was. It was not called within 
the time limited according to my recollection and the decision of Mr. HANNA, 
nor do I believe the stron partisans of Dr. Wise will contend that it was 


Q. Didn't Mr. Hanna, after narina Deer notified of the action of the na- 
n 


matter, refuse to interfere? 


. Didn't the national C 01 
ate Mr. Burroughs's claims and his convention before it met, and did not that 
commi e the Carney convention and Dr. Wise as the nominee of 


the convention 

A. Well, I don't know just how to reply to the use of the term “repudi- 
ate your term “repudiate.” Mr. HULL did, I believe, e call of 
another convention, which was called by Mr. Carney, and that convention 
supported Dr. Wise. 


So that the ination of the witness, by whom the con- 
testee attempts to prove that Dr. Wise was not the regular nomi- 
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nee, shows that he was the regular nominee under the action of 
Mr. HULL, representing the regular organization. 

But that thing can be put to rest forever from another point of 
view. Here are the official returns under which Wise gets 5,648 
votes and Holland 2,929 votes. It scarcely ever happens that the 
8 nominee gets less votes than the independent. 

ow, it appears, I think, to the satisfaction of anybody, by at 
least a preponderance of testimony, that Wise was the regular 
nominee. That being so, the regular nominee did not get any 
ig rer poet at the polls. Why not? 

ow let me reason a little about that, and I will have recourse 
again to the principles recognized in the trial of cases at law, and 
in equity, too, where a jury trial is ordered, in order to establish 
what I conceive to be an important contention in this matter. 

Suppose that I bring a suit against my friend here, or A brings 
a suit against B for the recovery of $10. On the trial, when the 
case comes up, A challenges four men on the jury. I believe in 
nearly all of the States each party in a civil case is allowed to 
challenge four. A challenges his four to porty the jury or to 
have parties who may be prejudiced against him removed. Now, 
suppose the judge allows those challenges to be granted; but when 
B's time comes, and B says, I challenge Mr. C, who is on the 
jury;” suppose the plaintiff, A, says. No; you must not challenge 

im; you have not got sense enough to challenge him; let me do 
the challenging.” There is not a judge on the footstool of the 
0 pond who would sustain any such proceeding as that. He 
would say, in substance, Depart, ye cursed, intoeverlasting fire, 
prepared for the devil and his angels, for we never knew you in 
the administration of justice.” 4 

There is not a man who knows anything of justice and fair play 
who would sustain any such hich Aa g, and if any judge should 
sustain any such proceeding there is not a legislature in any State 
of this Union that would hesitate five minutes about impeaching 
such a judge. : 

I will goa step further. There is not an appellate court in any 
State of the Union but would set aside a verdict on appeal founded 
upon any such proceeding as that and rendered by a jury so un- 
fairly selected. Why? an elementary vital principle, 
the recognition of which is absolutely essential to justice, has been 
ruthlessly violated. Therefore no court would allow such a 
verdict to stand. 

Now, how is it here? When you come to Norfolk, here is the 
testimony of a 88 who represented the Republican organ- 
ization, respectfully demanding one representative at the polls, 
and that was denied him. By analogy to the proceedings in a law 
court, or a court of equity also, no judge would allow such a ver- 
dict to stand; and this court here, gentlemen, the House of Rep- 
resentatives, being in many respects a more august tribunal than 
that presided over by any man who wears the judicial ermine, is 
as much bound by the oath which its members take to support the 
Constitution and laws as is the single judge who occupies any 
bench in the United States; and as triers of the case, acting judi- 
cially, we ought to bow to this principle and act upon it. 

Now, having the admission, „Speaker, that here was this 
unjust tribunal, it seems to me our course isa plain one. And 
there is a greater necessity for having proper representation at 
the polls in order to have a fair election than there is in a property 
contest. Why? Because men can litigate property matters and 
matters involving even personal character with coolness and de- 
liberation, and treat each other with respect; but on election day, 
especially in hotly contested elections, a human being, standing 
in the i of God, has not got much more sense than a horse- 
fly with its head off. [Laughter.] He is driven hither and thither 
by the waves of party hate, prejudice, and passion, so that if the 
law does anything in any tribunal for the protection of human 
rights, if it places any where sentinels having in their hands swords 
that glitter more and that are sharper and that cut in more di- 
rections than any other, such a sword should be placed in the 
hands of sentinels who guard the gateway to the Ark of the Coye- 
nant of the patriot’s God; because without fair elections, without 
those sentinels to represent the diversified interests that are con- 
cerned, the party which does not have them stands no chance 
whatever of receiving fair play. 

Eence it is that in any particular State in the Union where the 
law is unjust or each party is not given its share of representa- 
tion, you hear of . cases; and you always will 
hear of them. 

My friend, the distinguished eee re from Texas, says: We 
are not with them in Texas.” No; you are not. Why? 
Because you have honest election Jaws in Texas; but if you had 
laws in Texas like these, or if you had methods in Texas like those, 
do you suppose that the people of that country would permit that 
iniquity, wrong, and oppression to goon? Do you suppone they 
would submit to the grasp of tyranny any quicker than the people 


of Virginia? 
Just shift the conditions; place the proud Texans there, and I 
will risk the assertion that no one ever heard such squalling as 
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you would hear. Disorder and passion would perform in Texas, and 
you would have war there, and you ought to have it. You would 
do credit to your dignity, you would do credit to your courage, you 
would do credit to your manhood aud your prospects if you did take 
ns and shoot down tyrants that undertook to rob you of your 
allots. [Applause.] No; you have not got them in Texas, thank 
God, and as a Southerner I glory in the fact that there is a broad 
country in the South where, up to the present, the corrupting 
influences and the dishonest influences of a bad party organization 
have not yet defiled and corrupted the sources of power. 

But, Mr. Speaker, having shown that where there is no repre- 
sentation the probabilities are that there is no such thing as fair- 
ness, now let me invite your attention for a minute to what has 
been admitted by the contestee. In his minority report he makes 
several separate distinct admissions of fraud. ow, I may have 

ossibly stated that a little bit too strongly, but I do not think I 
Rare Having stated it, it is my duty to prove it. Now, I have 
no right upon this floor to charge in connection with this case 
that he has made an admission, or that which amounts to it, of 
fraud unless I can prove it. Then to the proof. 

I call your attention to the minority report in this case. First, 
on page 3. I want to analyze it. Iaccept the challenge of ay 
friend, the distinguished lawyer from Texas, and I say if he wi 
analyze it with me, with the same force of character, with the same 
high regard he has for judicial fairness, I will not say 1 will com- 
pel him, but influence him to vote with me to throw this man ont. 

Now, let us see about it, gentlemen. If my law is correct the 
conclusion is irresistible. If my law is incorrect, why, then, of 
course, it is not. On page 3, Stonehouse precinct: 

The contestee admits in this precinct that the vote proven by the contest- 
ant in excess of what was returned for him is so in proportion to the 
whole vote cast that the contestee should lose this precinct, giving to the 
contestant the number of votes proven, to wit, 84. 

There is one admission, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will my friend permit me an interrup- 
tion? 

Mr. LINNEY. ny: 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman from North 
Carolina this question: Do you believe that this House should re- 
pudiate the vote of the city of Norfolk because 122 illegal votes 
were cast in a city of 40,000 inhabitants? 

Mr. LINNEY. No; I do not. I expect to show by facts and 
figures that thousands should be thrown ont. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Suppose that the two wards that we 
concede are irregular in the poll box and tally shest, do you be- 
lieve by reason of the fact of that occurring in those two wards 
that the whole city should be disfranchised? 

Mr. LINNEY. Nothing more appearing, I would not; but hear 
me through, and then I will hear you for half a dozen questions. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, I did not know that the gentleman 


ob‘ected. 

Mr. LINNEY. I do not object; no, sir. I am not afraid to 
answer in this contest, I assure you, notwithstanding 1 do not 
claim to be your superior as a vole bak 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. It has been suggested that the gentle- 
man was afraid. 

Mr. LINNEY. It is only the strength of the cause that makes 
me bold, Mr. Speaker. [Laughter.] 

This is what is shown from their own report. How many was 
ita hundred or two? You did not state in your report how many 
It was a large vote, and I can not state the amount: but you ad- 
mit thatit was a large number, one or two hundred, and what- 
ever it . consented that these votes go out, notwithstand- 
ing you had denied in your answer that these allegations were 
true. So, out goes that much. 

What next? Why, you find in the very next I believe it 
is page 8—another damaging admission. Franklin precinct. It 
says: 

beg poll books of this precinct show a smaller number of votes cast than 
the aggregate for Young, Wise, Holland, and the rejected ballots. This dis- 
crepancy, unexplained, disproves the returns, and deprives them of their 
value as evidence. 

Here is an admission of the contention I make—that when there 
is an irreconcilable discrepancy between the returns of the offi- 
cers of the election and the facts that then the laboring oar is 
shifted. Speaking in law language touching election cases, the 
returns are discredited. and the parties must proceed by aliunde 
proof to show how it was. The minority report says: 

The poll books of this precinct show a smaller number of votes cast than 
the aggregate for Young, Wise, Holland, and the rejected ballots. This dis- 
crepancy, unexplained, disproves the returns and deprives them of their 
value as evidence. Therefore Young loses his returned vote in this pre- 
cinct and Wise is entitled to the number he has proven, which is 159 votes. 

Here is a reversal of the conditions resting upon that which is 
prima facie true, and to which the law in all tribunals attaches 
very great importance. to wit, the official returns. 

ow, what next? In Joynersville precinct, they say ‘‘ Contest- 
ant examined 17 witnesses at this precinct. The returns show 
Young 38, Wise 22, and should stand. The returns from South- 
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ampton County corrected, as we believe they should be, always in 
favor of the contestant, should stand thus,” 

So here are infirmities. defects, finger prints of fraud running 
through the entire county, to wit, Southampton County, in this 


Congressional district. What else? Three precincts in one 
county consisting of 9 precincts, 9 finger prints of fraud, 9 marks, 
footprints of the beast, 9 irresistible, omnipotent forces over- 
turning the entire county and establishing the principle for which 
I have contended, that when fraud is proven or admitted, then 
the parties must prove by aliunde proof how it is, 

But why goon? Good gracious! If I should attempt to wade 
through the sea of fraud, | shonld want a pr of boots extending 
to the top of my head and 50 feetabove. [Laughter on the Repub- 
lican side.] From everywhere the most bunglingly executed 
fraud Lever saw. Surely some people in the grand old State of 
Virginia have lost their wits; surely some one has abandoned his 
reason when he sends a case of this sort, covered with fraud, before 
an intelligent and conscientious tribunal. 

Bat let us goon. Warwick County, Ivy Avenue. 
ity report says: 

This is the only contested precinct in this oonan At this precinct there 
were nine names on the poll ks that were not the registration books, 
and if these nine men voted, their votes were illegal. 

If ey voted? Is there any doubt about their voting when they 
are on the list and the Democrats in power? Democratic agency 
recorded it and the Democrats are estopped from denying what 
their own agents do. Perhaps under strict law it does not operate 
as an estoppel, but the moral principle applies that one s not 
take advantage of his own wrong. It is a rule founded in equity 
and good conscience that when things of this sort are done by 
those who represent you, especially when there is no representa- 
tive of the other side, you can not in good conscience deny it. 

The report goes on and says: ` 

There is no proof as to how they voted. but in order to relieve the matter 
of any semblance of fraud we deduct these from Toung's vote as returned, 
which would leave 111 votes for Young and 51 for Wise. 

Now, when you show that the returns are false, it matters not 
whether that falsity consists in putting one drop of poison into 
these returns or whether you put a hogshead of poison into them, 
it is impossible to count the returns, and they are just as effectually 
assailed and overturned by this small amount as though it was 
ten times larger. It is just as thoronghly established by these 
witnesses as by the testimony of a thousand witnesses to theexclu- 
sion of these votes. Bear that rule in mind, and instead of the 
contestant having 111, the logic that you have conceded, the con- 
clusions to which you have arrived in the other cases, force the 
judicial mind to declare that this precinct is in the very same po- 
sition, and therefore ought to be excluded altogether, leaving the 
parties to have counted in their favor such votes as the aliunde 
testimony shows. 

Now let me turn to another part of the minority report. Re- 
ferring to Ivy Avenue precinct, Warwick County, the minority 
say: 

The returns from the other parts of the county, or the uncontested vote, 

ve Young 173, Wise 101, which, added to the Ivy Avenue box just referred 
et oung lil and Wise 5l—would make a total of 284 for Young and 152 for 

The fact is that Young, having introduced no aliunde proof, 
ought not to have any vote allowed him, nor is Wise entitled to 
any votes unless he proves them by aliunde testimony, That 
rule is fair to both sides. 

Now let us come to Norfolk city; and here is a chapter the 
like of which 1 think has never been written in the history of 
fraud. If I had it in my power I would wipe this chapter from 
the history of this country. If 1 were a Virginian, a son of one 
of the grandest and noblest States in this Union, the mother of 
States and of Presidents”—if I were a Virginian and had it in my 
power to erase this chapter from the records of my country, I 
would do it, and consign it to eternal oblivion. Iwou!dnotallow 
it fo remain a blot upon the history of a State that has been the 
home of Washington, and of Lee, and of thousands of grand 
men 

A MEMBER, Patrick Henry. 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes, and of Patrick Henry, and of thousands 
of grand men with whom I marched in the late struggle between 
the States—I would not allow the proud escutcheon of that State 
to be tainted, to have the mark of the beast upon it to the extent 
that this chapter places it there, to remain until the stars fall 
from their respective stations and the crumbling earth marks the 
end of time. If 10,000 of such positions as the contestee claims to 
be entitled to in this case were offered to me at such a price, I 
cou'd not accept them. We all love office, it is true: but when- 
ever I can only get into office by admitting fraudulent votes to the 
extent that they must be admitted here to seat the contestee, I 
will retire from the struggle for political position. 

Thank God, whatever the force may be that gives it, I believe I 
have sufficient moral courage to resist such temptation, strong and 
overpowering in many cases as it would be. 


The minor- 
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I now come to the First Ward, second precinct, of Norfolk city. 
The minority of the committee say: 

First Ward. second precinct.—At this box 653 votes were cast, and it is ad- 
mitted that 30 illegal ballots were cast among these votes. The majority of 
your committee would have the House throw out this box on account of these 
30 illegal votes. Would it not be better to deduct them from the contestee’s 
wees Wise his vote as returned? This would leave Young 45 votes; 

Would it not be best to follow a principle of law and pursue the 
course which admitted fraud necessarily enforces upon every man? 
Having fonnd that box tainted with fraud in such a way that you 
can not ah wari the vicious {rom the pure that you can not purge 
it, as the books say, because it is impossible to distinguish that 
which is poison from that which is pure, under the principles of 
law throw out the box; and then it is open to both parties to prove 
their votes aliunde, 

But no; you force Dr. Wise to bring up two or three thousand 
witnesses to face his adversary, to face cunning cross-examination 
conducted by as able lawyers probably as there are anywhere 
because Virginia boasts of such, having at their command every 
variety of talent and intellectual force known to man—instead 
of doing that, instead of bringing up your witnesses and letting 
them face the adversary, and thus purging this district from all 
these marks of fraud, these evidences of a wonderful falling off 
of moral force in the district, you sit there in absolute silence. 
and wrestle with the two or thousand witnesses produced 
on the other side withont offering a single particle of proof on the 
part of the contestee, notwithstanding every consideration of 
patriotism, of fair play, of justice appeals to everyone that has 
anything to do with this case to do so. No; the only reply is 
silence, absolute silence, when it was the duty of any man in such 
circumstances to Speak. 

What else have we? Let us hear what the minority say about 
the Second Ward: 


Second Ward, first precinct.—Five hundred and seven votes were cast at 
this box; II of these votes were illegal ballots. The majority of the commit- 
tee seeks to throw out this entire box, thus disfranchising about 500 qualified 
voters on account of these 11 illegal ballots. We suggest that they be de- 
the contestee’s vote, which would then stand: Young, 425; 


Thus the contestee says. Do not require us to raise the veil in 
regard to those illegal ballots. Whether the number be 11 or 111. 
let them stay in the darkness of night, as it were. Do anng 
else you please, but for God’s sake spare us the shame and humil- 
iation of attempting even to explain this dark fraud and iniquity. 
There it stands.” 

Let me repeat the language: ! 

Five hundred and seven votes were cast at this box; 11 of these votes were 
{Megat ballots. 


The majority of the committee say: 

Throw out the entire box. 

What do the minority say? 

We suggest that they be deducted from the contestee’s vote. 

Mark you! Every right of the contestant, every principle of 
law and fair play, has been violated. He has been allowed no 
representation at the polls; and when he comes here and says that 
the pols are wholly discredited, and that it is an impossibility 
from the returns to ascertain the correct vote; when he says, In- 
troduce your witnesses and I will introduce mine; let the wit- 
nesses on both sides be cross-examined;” the contestee answers, 
“Nay, verily: I would rather risk my case upon the returns that 
appear upon the paper; that is sufficient for me: 1 insist only that 
you take off the 11 illegal votes, and after that deduction follow 
these returns.” 

I turn now to the Third Ward, second precinct, in regard to 
which the minority of the committee say: 

Five hundred and eighty-nine votes were cast at this box, 11 of which were 
F voten "We agin ee that they be deducted fram Young's vote. 
aot the 8 then same Youle Al: Wise. 51. as returned. y 

Well, I might go on and read until I wore myself out. Bublet 
me come to something that never happened, I reckon, in the uni- 
verse before. 


—.— Ward, . precinct.— Seven hundred and nine votes were cast at 
this box. For reason that the ballots cast for the different candidates 
together with the rejected ballots do not aggregate 700 votes, the contestes 
concedes that this box should be rejected. 

What! Seven hundred and nine fraudulent votes in one bunch? 
Did such a thing ever happen before? I have heard tell of dead 
niggers being voted three years after they were dead, but not 709 
of them in a bunch. Why, it takes long division, almost, to 
analyze it. And it is admitted in the face of this House that here 
is a case tainted in one precinct, where the contesiant had no 
representation, by 709 fraudulent votes; and then it is gravely 
asked by one of the ablest lawyers upon this floor, and, so far as 
I can see, one of the best men, that this admission shall not preju- 
dice your minds as to any other votes. Even if Lapel Eon man 
were as great as St. Panl, such performances as this wi = him 
in such a position that an ordinary man can walk up to and 
say, How art thou, my brother?” [Laughter.] 


an l the temptation to do wrong must have 
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It will not do. Lon can not defend such iniquity. You can 
not live under iniquitous laws without their influence being felt 
upon the ple who live under them. Good laws make good 
men. and no laws corrupt the heart and produce iniquity. 

at else? 


Fifth Ward, second precinct.—At this box 528 votes were cast. Here again 
the a; gate of the vote cast for the different candidates, with the rejected 
vote, does not equal the total vote returned. Contestant Wise proved 1 vote, 
which should be accorded to him. 


A lawyer wrote that; a man with intelligence and conscience 
enough to sit as lord chancellor upon the woolsack in England, 
where, whenever a man or woman approaches, I believe it must 
be with uncovered head. A great and grand man, a representa- 
tive of one of the greatest professions on earth, wrote that, and I 
reckon, his hands not being paralyzed, can write it again. 


At this box 5283 votes were cast. Here. aguin, the aggregate of the vote 
cast for the different eandidates, with the rejected vote, does not equal the 
psa F Contestant Wise provéd 1 vote, which should be ac- 
co to him 


Five hundred and twenty-eight votes for the contestee admitted 
to be frandulent. Wise, under the circumstances, could only prove 
l,and he got 1. That is more than the contestee proved. That is all 
that the majority of this committee gave him. Tue circumstances 
in this case, the mute witnesses which speak with trumpet tones, 
upon that com- 
mittee with terrible force, but they stuck to the line exactly, as 
hewn by law, and only gave the contestant 1 vote. 

In the face of an admission that the contestee had stolen—I will 
retract the word stolen.“ It probably is a little bit harsh, and 
I want to be courteous. I will use the word a riated.” In 
the face of the admission that the contestee had, in piety and 
good conscience, appropriated for the best of purposes 528 votes, 
yet this committee only gave, upon proof aliunde, 1 vote to the 
contestant. 

Bat the fairness of that committee is assailed by innuendo, at 
least; but that instance alone, it seems to me, stands as a vindi- 
cation that can not be shaken of the integrity and judicial fair- 
ness of this committee. 

But that is not all. 


Sixth Ward.—Three hundred eighteen votes were cast at this box, 22 
being illegal ballots. We still believe that it would be fair and just, both to 
the candidates and tothe people, that 1 ballots should be deducted 


rather than to exclude the en box. This being done would leave Young 
225 votes and Wise 45 votes. 


Why, he has got no more right to those votes than a wolf has 
to the mutton which it takes by 8 Let they come be- 
fore this august tribunal and ask you judicially to determine that 
they 5 entitled to them, when in the face of the returns an im- 
possibility appears. = 

If this were a litigation in a court of law and a complaint had 
been filed and a demurrer thereto, if the matter were submitted 
to the judicial fairness of the distinguished gentleman from Texas 
io Berke}, he would not hesitate to sustain the demurrer and 

ismiss that part of the cause of action. There is no question 
about that. Any judge would have done it, 

But that is not halt of it, gentlemen, bad as that looks. Let us 
see. Here, now, is Norfolk city. The distinguished gentleman 
spoke to this House about the iniquity of disfranchising a whole 
city. Iasked him what the returns showed. and he‘did not an- 
swer me, or at any rate I did not catch his answer. If he answered 
me, my stupidity probably would not enable me to get it. 

But I turn to the record. Here is the record. Once when I 
was a very young lawyer, and | disputed a statement which my 
adversary made, Judge Mitchell said to me. iy friend, never 
dispute what your adversary says unless the record sustains you.” 
That was when I was 24 years old, and that is one lesson I learned 
in the practice of the law which Iwill never forget. if God spares 
me to bea hundred; and I think if I have an opportunity of fixht- 
ing contested-election cases where there is as much corruption as 
appears in this case. there will be a strong disposition on the part 
of — porer to extend the brittle thread some twenty or thirty 
years, 1 hope. 

Now, let me call your attention to the returns from the city. 
Do not take my statement abont it. Here it is. Norfolk city: 
Young 3,604, Holland 1 000, Wise 560. Now, mark you, here is 
the tabniation by a great lawyer, who presents it in every shape 
that the evidence would justify. That is law. Why, when 
Father Boyle was indicted in North Carolina for a very heinous 
offense, which was made a capital felony in my State, and was 
convicted, a new trial was given him and he saved his life by in- 
voking that principle of law, to wit, that a judge in summing up 
must take all the testimony, collate it. and present it to any legal 
view of the case that the testimony authorizes. By reason of one 
of the ablest judges in the State having failed to do that, Father 
Boyle got a new trial, and his life was saved. 

The distinguished gentleman from the State of Texas [Mr. 
Bourke} has come fully up to that standard and presented this 
case in every possible phase, and tabulated it, and reached con- 
clusions on every phase that the testimony would justify, under 
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the principles of law that he readily discovered were applicable 
to the case and that control his judgment and his conscience. 

Here are the tigures, gentlemen. Look for yourselves. The 
returns give the contestee 3,604 votes. Now, take 2,544 from the 
returns aul it involves an admission of 1,060 illegal votes in a city 
where the aggregate vote for contestee, according to the returns, 
was 3,604. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, 
tion? 

Mr. LINNEY. Why, certainly. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. In the two wards which in my report I 
eliminate entirely this difference in the vote is found out by add- 
ing the vote of these two wards together. Now, I want to ask 
the gent eman if, outside of these two wards, there are more than 
122 illegal votes shown? 

Mr. LINNEY. I think there are. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Let us go by the record. 

Mr. LINNEY. I have examined it, and I think it is something 
more than that; but I think the gentleman is not far wrong. But 
the vice of the gentleman's argument is this: The contestee has 
been relying upon the integrity of the returns, and I aim using this 
argument in that point of view. The returns give him 3,604 votes, 
and when the minority come to examine those returns you are 
forced, in the face of the evidence, to reduce that vote by 2,544. I 
did not know what precinct you threw out, because 1 have not 
dived as thoroughly as that into this vast record. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Does the gentleman believe that the 
whole city should be disfranchised by reason of that? 

Mr. LINNEY. No; I have more sense than to take a position 
like that. A good educated rabbit would not take any such posi- 
tion as that. |Laughter.] But here is what I say: I say when 
you admit that so many votes have been stolen, it showsa dispo- 
sition on the part of the election authorities (1 do not say on the 
part of the contestee, because there is no evidence showing he did 
it, except that he is the beneficiary of it and insists upon it here)— 
it shows that the e ection authorities were rotten at heart some- 
where, and it has its natural effect and a very powerful effect in 
discrediting the wholething. They admit that these votes should 
go ont. Now as to the proof. Suppose I were to assert that my 

orge was in Mr. Jones's stable the other night, and it should be 
proven that I had a horse, and the horse was a yellow horse, and 
that he was bobtailed, and that he had one glass eye, the other 
out, and he was a crop-eared horse. I introduce one witness, who 
says that there was a yellow horse in Jones's stable, i 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. And vined. 

Mr. LINNEY. And spavined besides, spavined as badly in all 
his legs as this election case is. You want to bring in proof that 
it was a yellow horse. That would not entitle me to recover. 
Here I prove that the horse is a yellow horse, and has a giass eye. 
That strengthens the matter a little, I prove that it is a yellow 
horse with one glass eye and the other out; that strengthens me 
still more. I prove that it is spavined in all four of its legs, and 
even the gentleman would then admit that there was no further 
doubt aboutit. Here is a still stronger case,and why do you not 
admit that this office does not belong to contestee? (Laughter. ] 

Now, sir, can any man in his right senses, with an . 
conscience, especially if he has been trained in the schools of jus- 
tice, uphold such a case? For lawyers,in my opinion, are the 
best people in the world—better than preachers. Not being under 
bond, more money passes through their hands in the course of 
their business in fiduciary relations, and not one in ten thousand 
Was ever accused of embezzling a dollar. In every single thing, 
except election cases. when they get whipped they will shake 
a with their opponents and acknowledge it. These things do 
not pertain in Texas. I exult with the gentleman over it. I glory 
with him in it. Let us go a little further. 5 

Let me show to you. Here is a book with history in it. It is 
marked. lt looks like an eléphant had trampled over it where 
these marks appear; yet nearly every one of them is correct. Now 
let me read, and let us see. Here is the first precinct: 2 S's, 
Stephens and Stephenson; 2 C's, Carlye and Casey; 2 A's, Ander- 
son and Anttolite; 2 B's. Burns and Burnett; and then 2 B's, 
Blondell and Beck: and then 2 D's, De Pass and Davenport; then 
2 F's, Fogarty and Farrell; then 2 G's, Giddins and Grice; then 
2 H's, Haley and Hall; 3 J’s, Joynt, Janke, and Joynt. Let us 
analyze this. After the clerk had taken a fine sight on it, yon 
find it goes in regular order, just the same as the order in the list 
of the House here. 

Here dre 5 C's: run through the alphabet, A, B, C, and you 
will find 2 M's, and down 2 Ns. Here are a good many more A’s 
and B's; at another place there are Ballentine, Beane, Bunting, 
Brown, and at another place Beale, Burress. Bynim, Bell. Then 
you will come to another group—Davis, Daugherty, Dutton, Don- 
alson, Dant. Then you come to another—s f’s—Fisher, Faisen, 
Foster, Figura, 1 Brown, and then Fonce, Flood, Forbes, and 
Fisher, They run in alphabetical order. Then, going down into 
the H’s, we have Hardisty, Holloway, Hickey, Hirtz, Harrison, 


Will the gentleman permit a sugges- 


Holloway, Higgins, Hope, Hudson, Hardtke, Hampton, Harrison, 
Hutchison, Hampton, Harrison, Hanwick, Hendricks, Hoffman. 

Then we have 19 C’s—Carter, Carter, Creekmore, Campbell, 
Coleman, Chandler, Chalk, Chamberlain, Cornick, Bareliff, 
Cooper, Chesseman, and then. with two or three other names inter- 
mixed, Campbeil, Carter, Crocker, Cole, Cox, Carter, and Carter. 
And that is the way it goes all through. Good gracious alive, it 
is just as well regulated as possible! How is it ible for a poll 
list to be thus honestly constructed? 1 do not know. It may be 
that you keep your voters down there in the State of Virginia in 
pens alphabetically arranged—labeled. It may be you put labels 
on them down there and vote them in groups. It is almost as 
regularly arranged as it is here upon the roll of this Honse, and 
intelligent gentlemen, it seems to me, make a mistake in claiming ` 
that these names can honestly happen on the poll list in this way. 
That is what I say. It is put here dishonestly, and when we 
analyze it we find it is copied from the registration books. Gen- 
tlemen, you see I have been studying the rascality of the ballot 
boxes a long time, and I have now got twoor three ideas about it. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, I thought the gentleman boasted that 
his State had honest election laws? 

Mr. LINNEY. And even with honest election laws they steal 
a good many of our votes. How can these things happen? I know 
nothing about, and my brother knows nothing abont, because he 
hates fraud and dishonesty in elections as much as 1 do; because 
he was raised in a healthy atmosphere and has enlarged intel- 
EMAIT and fairness, growing out of the healthy atmosphere of 
that country. 

I would pray God that the degrading hand of corruption m: 
never visit the grand Commonwealth of Texas, like I tear it wi 
under the provisions of a proposed law in the State of North Caro- 
lina, which is as grand a Commonwealth as there is among the 
States of the Union. 

But gran as Texas is, grand as North Carolina is, neither one 
nor both combined can maintain their purity and their strength 
in the face of laws that are unequal, in the face of laws that per- 
mit the greatest crimes that man is ever called upon to engage in, 
where one party may have representation and the other may not. 
My friend, it will cause rivers of blood to run over this land of 


ours, 

But let me call your attention to one thing. Suppose that in 
the next election North Carolina, grand and glorious as she is, 
should cast a vote at the polls which gives the electoral college by 
11 votes to one man—lI will say the present Administration—and 
by manipulation afterwards by the party organization that has 
control of the ballot box these electoral votes, by force and fraud, 
are taken and placed upon the other side; who can tell the result? 

What man can draw the picture of the hazard, the great hazard, 
the start ing condition of affairs, growing out of that? Hence, I 
am an enthusiast upon this subject. I believe in endeavoring to 
correct this eyil I am doing my people more good than in any 
other way. Iam as modest abont it asthe gentleman from Texas 
[Mr. BURKE]. I have fought for it in the face of criticism, some- 
times angry criticism, often from the press of my own State and 
my associates: and yet I have marched with you in an hour that tried 
men’s souls, and I would elevate, dignify. and preserve the lives, 
the hearts, the consciences. the social excellences of the grand 
States of the South. We can not do it. my friend, except by puri- 
fying and strengthening the head springs of national life and by 
suppressing every indication and every force that looks toward 


the poisoning of those head springs. 
What else? Let me call your attention to another thing. Here 
is the final tabulation of the matter, and the distinguished gentle- 


man from Texas [Mr. BURKE], coming up to that legal prin- 
ciple recognized in Father Boyle's case, recognized everywhere 
where there are lawyers worthy of the name—let me call your at- 
tention to it. He presents it in three different aspects in the light 
of the testimony. Whatarethey? The record starts out on page 
1 by showing that the contestee got 5,979 votes more than the 
contestant; but the minority report says the contestee was not 
elected by that. What do they say? They say he was elected by 
one of three different pluralities. 

Now, listen, and I address your intelligence and your educated 
consciences; I address your judicial fairness. According to the 
very best position that the ingenious gentleman could take is this 
for the contestee: Counting the certificates, he gives the contestee 
10,161 votes and Wise 6.877. a plurality of 3,735, whereas the re- 
turns gave the contestee 5.979, an admission of the vast column of 
2.240 fraudulent votes. That is more men than assaulted Har- 
pers Ferry duringthe war. There were only 570 of us, and they had 
to attack and overcome over 2.000 of the enemy. Were you there, 
my friend? Iwas. I witnessed it. and it made my heart glad. 
Here were three times the force whose cannon and live bayonets 
overcame 2;000 of as brave men probably as ever lived and caused 
them to surrender at Ha Ferry. Isay here are three times 
that number that have the mark of the beast upon them. 

What else? There is a principle of law, I believe, that every 
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presumption is taken against the pleader. You are to look upon 
the pieadings in the light most unfavorable to the pleader; and if 
the pleader in the face of the case makes an admission to his detri- 
ment. yon are to adopt that phase of the case; you are to adopt 
that admission, rather than the one most favorable to him. 

Now, the best showing you can make involves an, admission of 
2.240 frandulent votes. The next best involves an admission of 
8 020 votes, and the next an admission of 3,301, and, counting the 
last. involves an admission of 5,080 votes in a total of 5.970 votes; 
claiming the litt e, narrow, slender peg of 879 votes upon which 
they stand. The returns upon which the contestee’s case rests 
gave 5.979 votes plurality. Now, if 5,080 were illegal, I maintain 
that there can be no hesitancy whatever in saying that these re- 
turns have been assailed throughout. It seems to me that this is 
established 8 controversy, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Will my friend allow me to ask him a ques- 


Mr. LINNEY. Certainly. 

. DOLLIVER. What list was the gentleman reading from? 
Mr. LINNEY. The poll list in the city of Norfolk. 

. DOLLIVER. A list of the votes that were cast? 

. LINNEY. Les: as they were cast. 

. DOLLIVER. All cast in alphabetical order? 

Mr. LINNEY. Yes; as I read it, nearly all, and it is morally 

99 that that thing could have occurred honestly. 

ow, gentlemen, I want to talk just a little while longer; I will 
not consume much time. I have felt keenly the criticism that 
has been bestowed upon me by my Southern friends. I am a 
Southerner myself. I was a Southern soldier. God knows I have 
had a hard enough struggle to fight the battle of life with even a 
moderate degree of success. I went into thearmy uneducated. I 
came out wounded, with a great roll of flesh cut to the length of 
7 inches on my right side by a minie ball. I had to make my 
struggle not by resort to trickery, but by an endeavor to occupy an 
honorable tion in the legal profession. I love the South. I 
love North Carolina. I love Texas. I would stop these outrages 
occurring in some of the Southern States. My Southern brethren 
show no sympathy for me; they criticise my motives; they assail 
me grossly aud even brutally. 1 believe that North and South 
should unite in crushing out the demon that leaves his tracks 
upon election precincts and election boards. 

A few days ago, feeling badly about this matter, I ran over in 
my mind as I sat in my seat here the names of some of the great 
men of the South. thought of old Governor Morehead; I 
thought of some of the great men of Texas; I thought of that 

family in Georgia, the Bartlett family, from whom Judge 

ARTLETT, a member of this House, descended. Foremost in my 
mind came the name of Prentiss—one of the grandest men the 
South has ever had—a noble representative of Whig ideas, I 
thought of Prentiss defending the cause of the South with a 
loyalty greater than that with which the Apostle Peter followed 
the It did not require the crowing of a cock to re- 
mend him of his loyalty. I knew that other distinguished men 
all over the South looked upon Prentiss as divine. 

I decided I would get, if I could, the voice of Prentiss to see 
whether or not he would sympathize with my humble efforts to 
correct or cure that disease which I think I have shown obtains 
in some portions of the South, and obtains 58 to the highest 
degree in that greatest of the States of the South, Virginia. 
found great consolation when I stumbled upon the burning elo- 
quence of Prentiss. Words, it is sometimes said. are lifeless; yet 
at times they become as burning coals; they sometimes burn with 
a flame that sweeps everything before it and may shake a nation. 
If the words of anyone can have this power, it is the words of 
Prentiss. I will repeat them in vindication of the course that I 
have taken here. I take this language from the Memoirs of Pren- 
tiss, written by his brother. Sargent Prentiss sprang from Maine 
and became afterwards a citizen of Mississippi. Says his biog- 
rapher: ; 

He was much concerned “about two perils that menaced the 
int ty of a State—repudiation and wrongs inst the elective franchise. 
His biographer says his abhorrence of repudiation amounted to a passion so 
intense and withering that for several years it consumed his peace, sundered 
old ties, and embittered the very springs of life. To the day of his death the 
scars of this conflict, as the — of the Whigs against the policy of Gov- 
ernor McNutt, remained upon his heart.” 

His abhorrence of wrongs against the elective franchise was even more 
pronounced. 

The elective franchise 

Said this man divine,” as a great Representative from Missis- 
sippi spoke to me of him the other day— 

The elective franchise is the promethean spark which im life and 
soul to our whole system, without which all ourinstitutions are but inanimate 
things, dull, cold. and senseless statues. In your situation even good inten- 
tions will not justify error At your hands the American people will Ls Seg 
a strict account of the Constitution, of which you are appointed guardians, 
and over whose most vital part a fatal stab is now impending. You can not 
respond as did the first fratricide: Who made me keeper of my brother 


Abel.“ To you is in the keeping of the Constitution. See that you rob 
it not of its richest treasure. No party dares tamper with the elective fran- 
chise. Noparty 


ace and 


dares remove acorner stone at the risk of bringing the whole 


fabric tumb! upon their ears. No party dares place a match to a maga- 
zine whose explosion they must know will blow them toatoms. The people 
must guard with more than A: s vigilance the right of representation, 


it has not been long since their tathers fought for it, and woe betide the 
party which shall attempt to steal from them the Hesperian fruit. 

If you assail me, recollect that Prentiss, the sole worshiped hero 
of Whig politics, has arraigned corruption at the ballot box with 
much more force than I can ever hope to do. If you laugh at 
what the living know about these things, you should at least 
revere the memory of the lion-hearted Prentiss, the crowning glory 
of whose life was that he struggled for fair elections. 

Gentlemen, I recollect that when a boy I delighted in reading 
ZEsop’s Fables. I recollect reading of the college over which 
Xenophon presided and where the philosopher Æsop was trained. 
On one occasion he was called upon toanalyze an important qnes- 
tion—something like the contention between our friends here over 
the headsprings of national life. 

The great philosopher on one occasion used this fable: Mr. 
Frog visited the house of Mr. Rat. He was so well pleased with 
the conduct of Mr. Rat and the kindness of Mr. Rat that he recip- 
rocated the favor . Mr. Rat to go to his home, and in 
order to make Mr. Rat perfectly secure in the voyage, he caused 
the hind legs of the rat to be fastened with twine to his hind legs, 
and plunging into the surging billows of the ocean, carried Mr. 
Rat over the turbulent watery highway to the home of the frog. 
On the way the rat perished, and the frog being held up by the 
dead body of the rat, an eagle, taking in the situation, swooped 
down upon the two, and both frog and rat were carried into the 
air and perished. 

Gentlemen of this Congress, citizens of this Republic, there is 
now a struggle going on over that which is the very foundation 
of national life and vigor. The hawks of despotism are hovering 
over us, and at a time when the hands of fraud are placed upon 
the source of the people’s power these black hawks of despotism 
may swoop down upan us, destroying both those who use these 
corrupt methods and the victims thereof. Let me ask this House 
by its judgment to give its solemn condemnation of all such meth- 
ods, and thereby place an additional sentinel at the gateway of 
the Ark of the Covenant of the patriots God. If we fail to do 
this, even I, old and weak as I am, may live to see the day when 
not only the States where these vile practices obtain but every 
part of this matchless Government may be robbed of its majesty 
and its glory. See to it, gentlemen of the House, that we restrain, 
as far as we can, this tendency to evil, by rendering a decision 
that corresponds with legal demands and that will meet the re- 
quirements of an enlarged intellectuality and of an educated 
conscience. ae on the Republican side.] 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. peri ah by agreement with gentlemen on 
the other side, I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 12 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

ee al were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy. of the conclusions of fact and law in the case of 
the schooner William and Mary, Benjamin Hilton, master, against 
the United States—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
be printed. ` 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, recommending an 

appropriation to reimburse the State of Idaho for the use of cer- 
tain ordnance stores, etc.—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting addi- 
tional claims for damages alleged to have been caused by United 
States troops in the war with Spain—to the Committee on War 
Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, Mr. PEARRE, from the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of 
the House (H. R. 9047) to incorporate the Washington Telephone 
Company, and permit it to install, maintain, and operate a tele. 
phone plant and exchanges in the District of Columbia, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 586); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8869) granting 
a pension to Joseph H. Hamrick, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No, 578); which said bill and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6089) to pension Alfred T. Moreland, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
579); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 737) granting a pension to Cyntha A. 
Middleton, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 580); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8390) granting 
an increase of pension to Joshua Mitchell, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 581); which said bill 
and Topor were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5171) to invrease the 
pension of William R. Wallace, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 582); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 240) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Wakefield, of Pawtucket, R. I., 
pe sighs the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 ae pede which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1946) 
granting a pension to Jane F. Chalmers, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 584); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KLEBERG. from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H, R, 2456) for the relief 
of the heirs and assignees of Philip McLoskey and John Hagan, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 15 585); which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

Jalendar. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of billsof the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6094) granting a pension to William Cromie— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9382) anne. a pension to Adella M. Anthony— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Comunittee on Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
58 7 — following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. GASTON: A bill (H. R. 9387) to give the Secretary of 
War authority to furnish certain number of Official War Records 
to the Senators and Representatives of the Fifty-sixth Congress— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SIBLEY: A bill (H. R. 9388) to provide better facilities 
for the safe-keeping and disbursement of e moneys in the 
Philippine Islands and in the islands of Cuba and Puerto Rico 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BENTON: A bill (H. R. 9389) to authorize the Seneca 
Telephone Company to construct and maintain lines in the In- 
dian Territory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 9390) to require contestees in 
contested-election cases to give bond to the United States—to the 
Committee on Elections No. 1. 

A so, a bill (H. R. 9391) to punish offenses against the elective 
franchise—to the Committee on Election of Pres.dent, Vice-Presi- 
dent, and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 9392) to amend sections 2731 and 
2732 of the Revised Statutes, so as to increase the salary of the 
assistant appraisers at San Francisco, Cal., from $2,500 a year to 
$3,000 a year—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: A bill (H. R. 9393) to extend the uses of 
= mel service—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oaas. 

ay Mr. MERCER: A bill (H. R. 9394) to increase subtreasury 
facilities of the West, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 199) author- 


izing the Presiđent of the United States to arrange a conference 
between the United States and nations possessing torritcry on the 
American continent for the settlement of boundary disputes—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 
173) directing the Secretary of the Navy to furnish information 
relative to the building of war ships in Government yards of for- 
eign countries—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

Men following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. BRENNER: A bill (H. R. 9395) granting an increase of 

nsion to Sarah M. Wakenshaw—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. ; 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9296) to change the name of 
the steamship Paris—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. CALDWELL n A bill (H. R. 9397) granting 
an increase of pension to Myrtila J. Waddell—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. CUSHMAN; A bill (H. R. 9398) granting an increase of 
pension to G. P. Wood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9399) for the relief of Mrs, 
Harriet Miles, of Warren County, Miss.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9400) for the relief of Rebecca 
Coppinger—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 9401) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles McIntire—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


sions, 

By Mr. HULL: A bill (H. R. 9402) granting a pension to Mary 
J. Lerew (now Weaver)—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9403) granting a pension to Hezekiah F. Mc- 
Manus—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HALL: A bill (H. R. 9404) granting a pension to Eliza- 
beth Hendricks, of Dubois, Pa,—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9405) granting a pension to Annie E, Heth- 
erington, of Rimersbarg, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9406) granting an honorable discharge to 
Alby F. Holes, of Curwensville, Pa.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9407) granting an increase of pension to S. H. 
Griffith, of Axe Mann, Pa,—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9408) granting an increase of pension to 
Georgo W. Gates, of Nittany, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R.9409) granting an increase of pension to Oliver 
P. Alsbach, of Luthersburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9410) grantingan increase of pension to John 
G. Tate, of Frogtown, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9411) granting an increase of pension to 
Fannie M. Lorain, of Philipsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9412) granting an honorable discharge to 
W. A. Jackson, of Lajose, Clearfield County, Pa.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9413) granting an honorable discharge to 
William J. Miller, of Strattonville, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9414) granting an honorable discharge to 
J . B. Miller, of Caledonia, Pa.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9415) granting an honorable discharge to 
Godlieb Best, of Church, Clarion County, Pa.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: A bill (H. R. 9416) to remove the charge of. 
desertion and grant an honorable discharge to Frank Averill—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LENTZ: A bill (H. R. 9417) granting a pension to Anna 
L. Collins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9418) to correct the muster roll of William F. 
Barr—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 9419) granting a pension to 
Mrs. H. P. Cotter—to the Committee on Invaiid Pensicns. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 9420) for the relief of the estate 
of Maj. Gen. Henry W. Lawton—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 9421) to amend the record of Capt. 
Tenodor Ten Eyck—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MESICE: A bill (H. R. 9422) granting an increase of 
pension to Martin Joy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9423) granting an increase of pension to David 
Herren—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MINOR: A bill (H. R. 9424) granting an increase of 
pension to George Cronk—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9425) for the relief of John 
Heirick—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a vill (H. R. 9426) for the relief of Nathan Collins—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 9427) to correct the record of 
Robert Ellison, deceased, on the records of the War Department— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9428) granting a pension to 
George E. Henneberger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9429) granting a 
pension to Charles Etzel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9430) to authorize the payment of prize money 
to the captors of the steamboat New Era No. 5 and cargo—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: A bill (H. R. 9431) granting an increase 
of pension to Eben H. Meader—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9432) granting a pension to 
Rufus Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHAFROTH: A bill (H. R. 9433) ting an increase 
of pension to George A. Bruce—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bili (H. R. 9434) granting an increase of pension to 
Michael McKenzie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9435) sone pension to Frances M. Jor- 
dan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9436) granting an increase of pension to 
Pierce McKeough—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension to Emma J. Cum- 
mings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9438) granting a pension to Amos Marshall 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9439) granting an increase of pension to Clark 
Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. VREELAND: A bill H. R. 9440) granting a pension to 
Caroline M. Tryon, widow of Charles Tryon—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9441) granting a pension to George W. Pat- 
terson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9442) granting a pension to Elizabeth Bent- 
ley, widow of James C. Bentley, late a member of Company G, 
Sixty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteers—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII. the following peo and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Company D, 5 Regi- 
ment Iowa National Guard, in favor of House bill No. 7936, mak- 
ing an increase in the appropriation for arming and equipping 
the militia of the States and Territories—to the Committee on the 
Militia. 

Also, petition of John Bruns and 19 other citizens of Bremer 
County, Onio, in favor of the Grout bill, taxing oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agricu ture. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of R. O, Howard and other drug- 
gists, Columbus, Ga., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of the Presbyterian Church and mem- 
bers of the high school of Del Norte, Colo., urging the enactment 
of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gam- 
bling and the opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petition of C. O. Rice, M. D., of Pueblo, Colo., urging the 
passage of a bill to improve the armament of the militia—to the 
Committee on the Militia. 

Also, petitions of G. E. Blunt, of Sedalia, Colo., and V. W. 
Eggleston, of Cotopaxi, Colo.. favoring the Grout bill, relating to 
dairy products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of Fred. O. Roof and other citizens of Walsenburg, 
Colo., protesting against the ratification of the treaty with Ar- 
gentina—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of H. B. Sager and other citizens of Walsenburg, 
Colo., against the leasing of public lands—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands, 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of Martin Stowell Post, No. 302, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Peru, Nebr.. favoring the es- 
tablishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers at 
ee Johnson City, Tenn. —to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs. 

Also, petition of H. Thiedemann, B, F, Garner, and others, of 


Hickman, Nebr., to amend the present law in relation to the sale 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on a Sig ph ig 

Also, petition of A. L. Pound, of Lincoln, Nebr., against the 
passage of House bill No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Roads. 5 

Also, petition of Charles L. Coons and 90 other citizens of Peru, 
Nebr., for the passage of a bill giving prohibition to Hawaii—to 
the Committee on the Territories. ar 

Also, petition of O. S. Ward and Porter Hedge and several other 
citizens of Lincoln, Nebr., in support of the House bill No. 4742, 
to 5 for the detail of active and retired officers of the Army 
and Navy to assist in military education in public schoo!s—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BURTON: Memorial of the Cincinnati Chamber of 
Commerce, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend 
the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. CAPRON: Statement showing the number of opera- 
tives employed in the mills in Woonsocket, R. I., to accompany 
bill for the erection of a public library in said city—to the Com- 
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of the Kansas Association of Local 
Fire Insurance Agents, Salina, Kans., praying for favorable con- 
sideration of House bill No. 6247, to substitute a tax on the gross 
premiums of insurance companies in lieu of the stamp tax—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of C. B. Hypes, of Topeka, Kans., in opposition 
to the passage of Honse bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of E. C. Johnson Post, No. 336, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Atchison, Kans., in favor of House bill No. 
7094, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near 
Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of Swed sh newspapers of McKees- 
port, Pa.. against the passage of House bill No, 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of H. J. Barringer and other druggists of Chat- 
ham, N. Y., in favor of amendment of war-revenue law—to the 
Committee on aya fee Means. 

By Mr. ESCH: lutions of the Mississippi Valley Lumber- 
men's Association, praying for a modification of the law making 
it a punishable offense to float or run logs on streams navigable 
by steamboats—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of the gradu- 


ate nurses in the State of Massachusetts, favoring the passage of 


House bill No. 6879, relating to the be gn beg of graduate 
women nurses in the hospital service of the United States Army— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of William A. Connelly, druggist, of Boston, 
Mass., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines. perfumery, 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also. petition of the Manufacturing Jewelers’ Association of Bos- 
ton, Mass., against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the National Grain Growers’ Cooperative 
Association, St. Paul, Minn., relating to foreign markets, Ameri- 
can ships, Interstate Commerce Commission, Industrial Commis- 
sion, crop reports, war tax on agricultural products, pure food, 
and various other subjects—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Petition of Dye & Hill, publishers of the 
Dakota Chief, Gann Valley, S. Dak., in 8 to the passage 
of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter - to 
the Committee on the Post- Office and Post-Ronds. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of the Good Citi- 
zens’ League. Union Methodist Episcopal Church, and Broad 
Street Methodist Episcopal Church, of Burlington. N. J., favoring 
the enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating Bqucte and a prohibition 
of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee on the Ter- 
ritories. 

Also, petition of George L. Forman and otherclerksin the post- 
office at Trenton, N. J., in favor of the ns o House bill No. 
4351, for the reclassification of salaries of clerks in post- offices - to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts: Petition of William Logan 
Rodman Post, No. 1, Grand Army of the Republic. of New Bed- 
ford, Mass., in favor of House bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of a meeting of fourth-class post- 
masters of Addison County, Vt., praying for the passage of the 


Cummi bill increasing the compensation of postmasters of 
the fo class post- offices - to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 
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By Mr. HALL: Petitions of John W. Geary Post, No. 90, of Phil- 
lipsburg, Pa., and Sergeant William I Post, No. 419, of Storms- 
town, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, in support of Honse bill 
No, 7094, entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at 
or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.”—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HULL: Resolutions of Company H, Fifty-first Regiment 
Towa Nationa! Guard, favoring the passage of House bill No. 7936, 
increasing the appropriations for arming and equipping the mili- 
tary of the States and Territories—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of the Ministerial Association of Des Moines, Iowa, 
urging the enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution for- 
bidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a 
prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. KNOX: Resolutions of Ladd & Whitney Post, No. 185, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lowell. Mass., in favor of House 
bill No. 70%, to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near 
Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Woman's Christian 
Temperance Union of Daretown, N. J., urging the enactment of 
a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture 
and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and 
the opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. LENTZ: Papers to accompany House bill to correct the 
military record of William F. Barr, of Brice, Ohio—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MANN: Resolutions of the First Cavalry Illinois Na- 
tional Guards, favoring the passage of House biil No. 7936, increas- 
ing the appropriations for arming and sing the military of 
the States and Territories—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, petition of Smith, Rothermel & Hasbrouck and other in- 
surance firms of Chicago, III., in favor of the bill to substitute a 
tax on the gross premiums of insurance companies in lieu of the 
stamp tax—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Jenkin Lloyd Jones, editor of Unity, Chicago, 
III., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Chicago Typogrephicat Union No, 16, Chi- 
cago, III., in favor of the passage of House bill No. 6872. to print 
the label of the Allied Printing Trades on all publications of the 
Government: also favoring bill 6882, relating to hours of daily 
service, and bill 5440. to protect free labor from prison labor—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

Also, aftidavit of W. H. Smith, to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a 3 to Lucy D. Young—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Protests of R. F. Hodgin, J. A. Helgren, 
Hugh Mcintosh, John Rosick, and John L. Pierce, of Omaha, 
Nebr., against the passage of Honse bill No. 6071, relating to sec- 
ond-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, letters of John H. Klinker and J. H. Sullis, of Benson, 
Nebr.. in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of the Omaha (Nebr.) Central Labor Union and the 
Building Trades Council of Omaha. against the leasing of public 
lands—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. M ESI. K: Petition of First Methodist Episcopal Church 
of Reed City. Mich., urging the enactment of a clause in the Ha- 
waiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of intoxi- 
cating liquorsand a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade 
to the Commitee on the Territories. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Petitions of Reuben Lisco and other citi- 
zens of Denel County, Nebr., and Max Beer and others, of North 
Platte, Ewing, and Belmont, Nebr., asking that the Government 
continue the manufacture and distribution of blackleg yaccine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Resolution of the Chicago Board of Trade, 
in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to regulate 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- 
merce, 

By Mr. PAYNE: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9582, for 
the relief of Adella M., widow of William Anthony, of U. S. S. 
Maine to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of 
East Auburn, N. V., for the prohibition of the sale of liquor in 
Army canteens. etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: Petition of Tapping Post, No. 268, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Altamont, Kans.. favoring the estab- 
lishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers at or 
near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RIXEY: Papers to accompany House bill No. 9230, for 
the relief of Mrs. Bessie H. Lester, of Culpeper, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, 


to amend the act to regulate commerce—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: Papers to accompany House bill 
granting a pension to Casper Miller—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, statement to accompany House bill for the relief of Mrs. 
Mary F. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of George H. Maintien Post, No. 
133, Grand Army of the Republic, of Plainville, Mass., in favor 
of House bill No. 7004, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn:—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. VREELAND: Petitions of T. D. Welch and others, of 
West Almond; Michael Zister and others, of Allegany; C. Haskell 
and others, of Freedom; H. D. Palmer and others, of Almond, 
N. Y., for a law subjecting food and dairy products to the laws 
of the State or Territory into which they are imported—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of the Herb Medicine Company, of 
Springfield. Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines— 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Z. W. Mitchell, of Springfield, Ohio, in oppo- 
sition to the passage of House bill No, 6071, relating to second- 
ee mail matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of the Elysian Manufacturing Com- 
pany, Detroit, Mich., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Waysand Means, 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of War Veterans 
and Sons’ Association, of Brooklyn, recommending the construc- 
tion of war vessels in the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee 
on Naval Affairs. 


SENATE. 
MONDAY, March 12, 1900, 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by Rey. STOWELL L. BRYANT, of the city of Washing- 


The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proceedings 
of Saturday last. 

Mr. CARTER. Lask that the further reading of the Journal 
be dispensed with. 

Mr. COCKRELL. No; let the Journal be read, It will take 
only a minute or two. 

Mr. CARTER. Very well. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the Jour- 
nal. and it was approved. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Lask unanimous consent that the morning 
hour may begin at 12 o'clock to-day. Py 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Missouri 
asks unanimous consent that the morning hour may commence 
to-day at 12 o'clock. Is there objection? The Chair hears none, 
and it so ordered. : 

Mr. CARTER. Iask that the order made by unanimous con- 
sent be now executed by proceeding to read the remainder of the 
Alaskan bill. 

CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for a civil 
government for Alaska, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at section 735, 
page 321, and read to the end of section 1088, on page 444. 

Mr. BATE. The time allowed for the formal reading of the 
bill this morning has now been concluded. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Petitions and memorials are 
in order, 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented memorials of the Telephone 
Items; Fabrics, Fancy Goods, aud Notions. and the Washington 
County Advertiser, of Fort Edward, all in the State of New York, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the 
Committee on Post Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 196, Interna- 
tional Association of Machinists, of Waterviiet, N. Y., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to increase the salary of machin- 
ists employed in the Government Printing Office, at Washington, 
D. O.; which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 715, United 
Brotherhood of Carpenters and Joiners, of New York City, pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to protect free labor from 
prison competition. and also to reguiate the hours of daily service 
of laborers and mechanics employed upon the public works of the 
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United States; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- 
tion and Labor. 
He also 5 a petition of Cherry Creek Grange, No. 527, 


Patrons of Husbandry, of Cherry Creek, N. Y., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to regulate the manufacture and sale of 
oleomargarine: which was referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of sundry citizens of Sligo, 
Pa., praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the inter- 
state commerce law; which was referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the Commercial Exchange of 
Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to in- 
crease American shipping; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Valley Grange, No. 52, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Millville, Pa., praying that appropriations be 
made for the extension of the rural free-delivery system; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades and Labor Assembly 
of Newcastle, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
tect free labor from prison competition, and also to regulate the 
hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics employed upon 
the public works of the United States; which was referred to the 
Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of 48 citizens of Allentown, Pa., and 
a petition of 79 citizens of Corry, Pa., pri ing for the establish- 
ment of an Army veterinary corps; whìch were referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, i 

He also presented a petition of 176 citizens of Reading, Pa., and 
S 1 of the Woman's Christian Temperance Union of Landis- 

, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit the 
importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liquors and the 
importation and sale of opium in Hawaii; which were referred to 
the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Johnstown 
and Ebensburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
restrict American traders in the New Hebrides Islands from sell- 
ing firearms and intoxicating liquors to the natives; which was 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a petition of 72 railway mail clerks of Penn- 

ylvania praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for 
the classification of clerks in first and second class post-offices; 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Roads. 

Mr. HEITFELD gen the petition of Ida M. Weaver, presi- 
dent, and Frances M. Wood, secretary, on behalf of the Equal 
Suffrage Association of Idaho, praying that the word male be 
eliminated from the suffrage clauses of the constitution to be 
formed for the government of Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and 
other new territories; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. ALLEN presented memorials of the Herald, of Juniata; the 
Platte River Zeitung, of Fremont, and the News-Herald, of Fair- 
field, all in the State of Nebraska, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 57, International 
Brotherhood of Bookbinders, of Omaha; of the Commercial Ciub, 
of 3 and of sun citizens of Hooker Countv, all in the 
State of Nebraska, praying tor the construction of irrigation 
works required for the reclamation and settlement of the arid 

ublic lands, and also that all the public lands be held for the 

nefit of the whole people, and that no grants of title to any of 
these lands be given to any but actual settlers and home builders 
thereon; which were referred to the Committee on Irrigation and 
Reclamation of Arid lands. 

Mr. CULBERSON presented the petition of D. F. Sutherland, 
representative of the Twentieth district in the Texas legislature, 
praying for the establishment of a national industrial institute 
for the girls of this country; which was referred to the Committee 
on i and Labor, and ordered to be printed in the RECORD, 
as follows: . 


To the Congress of the United States: 


Icome to you in the name of 5,000,000 women of these United States, in the 
name of our mothers, wives, sisters, and daughters, and ask you, the ph, pe 
sentatives of the atest nation in the world, for the enactment of a law 
Soa a national industrial institute for the girls of this our common 
country. 

That such a school is necessary does not need to be ved oy 

To provide for the common defense Congress has established the Military 
Academy at West Point and the Naval Academy at Annapolis; of these in- 
stitutions every American citizen is proud. From these our young men go 
forth prepared to fight the battles of our country, and to lead our armies on 
to victory, better educated in the art of scientific killing. 

Our greatest battles, the ones which determine the destiny of this nation, 
are the bloodless ones fought in the home, fought by the wife and the mother. 
Here the true principles of justice are established, the foundations of domes- 
tic tranquillity first laid, the general welfare promoted, and the blessings of 
li original guaranty. 


berty to ourselves and our posterity receive their 


Congress has power to provide for the general welfare, and who would or 
could say that the general welfare would not be promoted by the establish- 
ing of a national institute where our girls could be better educated in all 
those boot necessary to a well-regulated and well- governed home. which 
must send forth the future men and women of this conùtry on whom we must 
depend for the perpetuation of our national honor and glory. 

you will give them this school the time will soon come when its gaod 
influence will felt in every home from oneend of this country to the other, 
and = blessings will permeate every department of our National Govern- 
men 


Made would be but a small item compared to the general good accom- 
plished. 

Let Congress say to the women of America. We are educating our boys at 
West Point and Annapolis that they may be prepared against tle day of bat- 
tle when the hour of bloody conflict must come, and we wiil educate our girls 
that ey may be better qualified for the higher and important duties of life 
and home.” 


The women of this country want and need an industrial school, and espe- 


cially is this true of the rer c 
Thousands of poor girls in this country would hail with delight the estab- 


lishing of a school by this Government where they could prepare themselves 
for a life of usefulness and happiness instead of eking out a mere existence, 
as they are now compelled tone Does not this Government owe this to the 
women of America who have given their husbands and sons to make and 
execnte its laws aud their boys to die for its flag? 

It matters little to them where this school is located, but that it is located 
somewhere matters much. 

There is a city in Texas where this school could be established, the equal, 
if not the superior, to any other place for this purpose in the United States. 
Here the climate is as genial as in sun- Italy, the water as pure as ever 
gushed from the mountains, a constant breeze which fans the rosy tint to the 
cheek again, water as healing as the pool of Siloam, the t health empo- 
rium of the Sonthwest. San Antonio. In this city the well stay well and thou- 
sands come here and get well. Let the national industrial institute for girls 
be built, and should it come to Texas and San Antonio, our people will join 
hands with the United States Government in no uncertain way, and the peo- 
pie of this country shall know that we think that there is nothing too good 

or American women. For them I plead to you and plead now. 
D. F. SUTHERLAND, 
Representative Twentieth District in Texus Legislature. 

Mr. BURROWS presented the petition of Edward M. Clark 
and 10 other citizens of Lansing, Mich., and the petition of Wil- 
liam C. Markham and 3 other citizens of Charlotte, Mich., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to provide for the classifi- 
cation of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of John J. Reynolds and sundry 
other citizens of Battle Creek, Mich.. and the petition of A. S. 
Burson and sundry other citizens of Kalamazoo, Mich., praying 
for the enactment of legislation to grade substitute letter car- 
riers; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of the Michigan Malleable Iron 
Company, of Detroit; the Aspinwall Manufacturing Company, of 
Jackson; the Gale Manufacturing Company, of Albion; the Ful- 
ler Buggy Company, of Jackson: the T. M. Bissell Plow Company, 
of Eaton Rapids; the American Harrow Company, of Detroit; the 
White Lead Works, of Detroit; the Varnish Company, of Detroit; 
the Steel and Spring Company, of Detroit, and the Acme White 
Lead and Color Works, of Detroit, all in the State of Michigan, 
praying that an appropriation be made to provide for the con- 
struction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; which were 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

He also presented memorials of the Bay View Magazine, of Flint; 
the News, of Morenci; the Observer and the Ideal, of Luther; the 
Banner, of Hastings; the News, of Coral; the Philanthropic Index 
and Review, of Kalamazoo; the Messenger, of South Haven; the 
Monitor, of Fife Lake; the Signal, of gs ey Lat ‘the Leader, of 
Grand Marais; the Visitor, of Bangor; the Sentinel, of Utica: the 
Herald, of Casnovia; the Le Patriote, of Bay City; the Michigan 
Volksblatt. of Detroit; the Clarion, of Lapeer; the Banner, of Brown 
City; the State Republican, of Lansing; the Observer, of Romeo; 
the Justice, of Detroit; the Michigan Artisan, of Grand Rapids, 
and the Record, of Watervliet, all in the State of Michigan, re- 
monstrating against the anges, of the so-called Lond bill relating 
tosecond-class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I present the memorial of Helena Hartned 
Mitchell, president, and Helen E. Jamison, secretary, of the Junior 
Equal Suffrage Club of the District of Columbia, remonstratin, 
against the insertion of the word ' male” in the suffrage clause o 
whatever form of government shall be recommended for Hawaii, 
Cuba, Puerto Rico, or any other newly acquired possessions; and 
also a letter on the same subject from Susan B. Anthony. I move 
that the memorial and accompanying letter be referred to the 
Select Committee on Woman S ge. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented a paper to accompany the bill (S. 
$125) granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer; which wasreferred 
to the Committee on Pensions. d 

MONEYS DUE THE CHEROKEE INDIANS.’ 


Mr. COCKRELL. I presenta petition of the Eastern or Emi- 
grant Cherokees, so called, praying for the payment to them per 
capita of the fund pledged to them by the ninth article of the 
treaty of 1846 and found due them by the award of the Executive 
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Department of the United States, as authorized by the act of Con- 
gress of March 3. 1893. Accompanying the petition are certain 
exhibits which are very important, and I move that the petition 
and papers be printed as a document, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3063) for the relief of Charles Hurrle, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Fisheries, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3353) to establish a fish hatching and fish sta- 
tion in the State of Indiana, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. HOAR, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3254) to amend section 953 of the Revised 
Statutes of the United States, relating to the signing of a bill of 
exceptions, reported it without amendment. i 

Mr. PETTUS, irom the Committee on the Judiciary, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 1596) to equalize and regulate the duties 
of the judges of the districts courts of the United States in the 
State of Alabama, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Mr. SULLIVAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom the subject was referred, to report a 
joint resolution and submit a report thereon. 

The joint resolution (S. R. 103) providing for the introduction 
of testimony in behalf of the defendantin all preliminary hearings 
of a criminal nature was read twice by its title. : 

JOHN W. GUMMO, 


Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Committee on Claims be dis- 
ctga from the further consideration of the bill (S. 2256) for the 
relief of John W. Gummo, and that the bill be referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

The motion was agreed to. 


BILLS INTRODUCED, 


Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8532) to correct the mili- 
tary record of Richard H. Lee; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3333) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Michael G. Lawrence; which was read twice by its title, 
las with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 

ensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3534) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Helen G. Heiner; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Mr. PLATT of New Yorkintroduced a bill (S. 3535) for therelief 
of the Brooklyn Ferry Company, of New York; which was read 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 8536) restoring to the 


usion roll the name of Mary J. Calvin: which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. SEWELL introduced a bill (S. 3537) to grant authority to 
change the name of the steamship Paris; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. SOLLIVAN introduced a bill (S. 3538) for the relief of 
Lytle A. Rather, adm nistrator of John Oswald, deceased; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3539) for the relief of Rachel R. 
McMullen, administratrix of Thomas J. McMullen; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 8540) for the relief of the 
estate of Alfred Hambrick, deceased; which was read twice by 
its title. and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3541) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles H. Holt; which was read twice by its title, 
and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions, ~ 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3542) to provide for the education 
of the blind, and for other purposes: which was read twice by 
w title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Colum- 

ia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3543) to authorize the President to 
appoint and retire John B. Jeffery with the rank and grade of 
major; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3544) to allow the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral to grant leave of absence with full pay (in addition to the 
leave now grauted by law) to any letter carrier or employee in a 
free-delivery post-office; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 
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He also introduced a bill (S. 3545) for the relief of Mrs, Lavinia 
M. Payne; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3546) to authorize 
the acquisition of square No. 229, in the city of Washington, 
D. C., and providing for a hall of records, and for other purposes; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. WARREN submitted four amendments intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for a 
civil government for Alaska, and for other purposes; which were 
ordered to be printed. 


ESTATE OF JOHN BIRDSALL, DECEASED. 


Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and he is hereby, requested to 
furnish the Senate with copies of the correspondence between the Depart- 
ment of State and Mrs. Annie Birdsall, administratrix of the estate of John 
Birdsall, deceased, or her attorney, and also copies of the correspondence be- 
tween the Department of State and the Atterney-General in regard to the 
protest and claim of the said administratrix. 


INTERVENTION IN SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 


Mr. ALLEN submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the President be requested, if not incompatible with the 
pasua interest, to inform the Senate whether or not any communication has 

en received by this Government from its consular representative at Pre- 
torias embodying the request of the Presidents of the South African Republics 
for mediation or intervention with a view to ending the war now in progress 
between these Republics and Great Britain as reported in the public press; 
and, if not incompatible with the public interest, to furnish the Senate with 
copies of such communication or communications. 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK. 


Mr. CARTER submitted the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of War be directed to transmit to the Senate 
copies of all communications received by the Department from Hiram M. 
Chittenden, engineer in charge of improvements in the Yellowstone National 
Park, relative to present condition and appropriate plans for the develop- 
ment of the system of roadsin said park. 


RAILROAD TRESTLES IN WASHINGTON COUNTY, ME, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business is closed, 
Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President Í 
Mr. HALE. Ishould like very much to have the Senate tako 

up and pass a local bill. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Yes, sir; I yield for that purpose. 

Mr. HALE. I ask the Senate to proceed to the consideration of 
the bill (S. 2679) declaring certain trestles of the Washington 
County Railroad Company to be lawful structures. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Commerce with amendments. 

The first amendment was, in section 1, gase 2, line 3, after the 
word “structures,” to strike out the words: 

In their present position, condition, and elevation, and shall be so held and 
taken to be, anything in any law or laws of the United States to the contrary 
notwithstanding. 

And in lieu thereof to insert the following proviso: 

Provided, That such modifications are made in their present position, con- 
dition, and elevation as the Secretary of War may order in the interests of 
navigation. 

So as to make the section read: 

That the trestle on the Eastport Branch of the Washington County Rail- 
road, being the property of the Washington County Rai Company. and 
running from the extreme point of land south of Pleasant Point, inthe town 
ot Perry, county of Washington and State of Maine, to the extreme north- 
ern end of Carlows Island, in the town of Eastport, in said county and State; 
and a certain other trestle, also the property of said railroad company, in 
the East Machias River, in said county of ashington and State of Maine, at 
the extreme end of said river, near the village of East Machias in said county 
and State, be, and both of said trestles hereby are. declared to be lawful struc- 
tures: Provided, That such modifications are made in their present position, 
condition, and elevation as the Secretary of War may order in the interests 
of navigation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was to strike out section 2, in the follow- 
ing words: 

Sec. 2. That the Washington County Railroad Company, its successors or 
assi is authorized to bave and maintain its said trestles at their present 
site and elevation and in their present condition. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SALES OF INDIAN LANDS IN NEBRASKA AND KANSAS. 
Mr. WARREN, I desire to call up for passage the bill (S. 3207) 
approving a revision and adjustment of certain sales of Otoe and 
Missouris lands in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 


Mr. RAWLINS. I yield to the Senator. 

There being no objection. the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Indian Affairs with an amendment, on 
page 2, line 2, after the word representatives,” to strike out: 


According to the provisions of the act of Con e March 3, 1893, 
entitled “An act to vide for the adjustment of certain sales of lands in the 
late reservation of the corfederated Otoe and Missouria tribes of Indians in 
the States of Nebraska and Kansas.” 


And to insert: 


In the following manner, to wit: The Secretary of the Interior shall cause 
notice to be given to said purchasers, their heirs and legal representatives, 
— , of the amounts of the deferred payments found to be due and un- 

0 


m their respective pu under the adjustment hereby contirmed; 
and within one year thereafter it shal] be the duty of such purchasers, their 
heirs and representatives, respectively, to make full payment in cash of the 


amounts thus found to be duv by them, severally, and in default of agp ie, fA 
ment within said period of one qer the bet Ae any purchaser so in default 
Shall be forthwith canceled and the lands li be resold for the benefit of 
the Indians at not less than the poras value thereof, and in no case at 
less than $2.50 per acre. as provided in the act under which they were origin- 
ally sold. Upon making such complete payment within the time so fixed 
each purchaser, his hele or representatives, shall be entitled to re- 
ceive a patent for the lands so pu y 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 


Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Utah kindly consents 
that I may make a request of the Senate. 

Mr. President. I rise to request that if at a quarter past 4 this 
afternoon no Senator shall be cooupr ing the floor in the discussion 
of any public measure the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ation of unobjected pension bills on the Calendar, to continue until 
the hour of 5 o'clock, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. From what time? 

Mr. GALLINGER, From a quarter past 4. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks unanimous consent that at a quarter past 4 this after- 
noon, if no Senator is occupying or desires to occupy the floor, un- 
objected pension bills may be considered until 5. Is there objec- 
tion? The Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. TELLER, I did not understand what the request was. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That at a quarter past 40 clock 
this afternoon, if no Senator is occupying or desires to occupy the 
time, unobjected pension bills may ve considered, 


JOSEPH M'CUNE, 


Mr. BURROWS. Mr, President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Utah 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. RAWLINS, Yes, sir. 

Mr. BURROWS. Lask unanimous consent to call up the bill 
(H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Joseph McCune. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. 

Tue bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Joseph McCune, late of Company A, 
Sixth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of 80 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

INDIANA STATE CLAIMS, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Ishould like to have the permission of the 
Senator from Utah to ask for the present consideration of the 
joint resolution (S. R. 66) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to pay certain claims of the State of Indiana. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield to the Senator from Indiana. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The joint resolution has been 
read hitherto. Is there objection to its present consideration? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, resumed the consideration of the joint resolution. 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate without amend- 
ment, ordered to be eee far a third reading, read the third 


time, and passed. 
STEAMER THETIS. 


Mr. PERKINS, If the Senator from Utah will kindly yield, I 
will ask unanimous consent to call up the bill (S, 3138) to provide 
to ection repairs to the steamer Thetis for service as a revenue 
cutter. 


Mr. RAWLINS. I yield to the Senator from California. 

Mr. PERKINS. I thank the Senator from Utah. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The bill will be read for infor- 
mation. 

The Secretary read the bill. and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate. as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
It proposes to appropriate $50,000 for the purposes of repairing and 
equipping the steamer Thetis for service as a vessel of the Revenue- 
Cutter Service, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


RELATIONS WITH THE PHILIPPINES, 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President, I give notice that on next 
Thursday, at the convenience of the Senate, after the rontine morn- 
ing business, I shall submit some remark on the question of our 
relations with the Philippines. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
the following bills: 
A bill (S. 35) granting a pension to Louise Donath; 
e 755 (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 
uriat; 
A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. San- 
rn; 
A bill (S. 240) granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom; 
A bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to William 


Hamori 
A bill (S. 526) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Waddell; 
Hao (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to John F. Mo- 


n; 

A Sl (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 

evitt: 

_A bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Den- 
nis; 

A bill (S. 917) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
Campbell; 


pbell; 

1 bill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 

uer; 

A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson; 

A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey; 

A bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 

A bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 

A bill (S. 1326) granting a pension to Mary Jackman; 

A bill (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 
Getchell; 

A bil (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 


reen; . 
A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis; 
A bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellie Kee; 

Qa: bill (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
uint: 
A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; 
A bill (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Hop- 


kins; 
A bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M, 


Morse; and 
A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton. 
The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bills; in which it reqnested the concurrence of the Senate: 
A bill (H. R. 153) for the relief of Elizabeth Johns; 
A bill (H. R. 163) for the relief of Henry O. Morse; 
8 Apur (H. R. 205) granting an increase of pension to George C, 
nyder; 
A bill (H. R. 206) granting a pension to Isaac D. Smith; 
8 A N (H. R. 434) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
mith; 
A bill (H. R. 470) granting a pension to Jane Dykes: 
A bill (H. R. 539) granting a pension to Louisa S. Wilson; 
A bill (H. R. 541) granting a pension to Ellen Norwood; 
A bill (H. R. 1201) granting a pension to James McNutt; 
A bil (H. R. 1458) granting an increase of pension to John E. 
Whinnery; 
A bill (H. R. 1507) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. La Count; 


mak — (H. R. 1944) granting an increase pension to Eli C. 
n; 
A bill (H. R. 1989) granting a pension to Marie Wiersang; 
A bill (H. R. 2170) granting a pension to Angeline Eyestone; 
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A bill (H. R. 2303) granting an increase of pension to Lavinia 
A bill (H. R. 2382) granting an increase of pension to Eli Over- 
A bill (H. R. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


‘A pill (H. R. 2465) to grant an honorable discharge to George 
werner H. R. 2681) granting an increase of pension to Calista F, 
PAb (H. R. 2192) granting a pension to Peter N 

A bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
is WX 11 (. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Moses F. 


oods; 
aut bill (H. R. 2865) granting an increase of pension to Louis H. 

ein; 

A bill (H. R. 3012) granting a pension to Sarah Claggett: 

A — 0 (H. R. 3167) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Cook; 

A bill (H. R. 3206) to correct the naval record of Thomas Dunn; 

A bill (H. R. 3470) granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Weeden: 

A bill (H. R. 8522) granting a pension to Lucy S. Bane; 

A pill (H. R. 3640) granting a pension to Mary Pollock; 
135 bill (H. R. 3604) granting an increase of pension to James 

ttoms; 

A bill (H. R. 3809) granting increase of pension to Elisha B. 
Seaman; 

A bill (H. R. 3863) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


Dyer; 
nå bill (H. R. 3966) granting an increase of pension to David 

almon; 8 
$ APN (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to James S. 

ordan; 
ee (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to John M. 

Cord; 

A bill (H. R. 4441) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
OC. Krick baum; 5 : 

A bill (H. R. 4648) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. McLain; s 

A bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Rice; 

A bill (H. R. 4854) granting a pension to James L. Whidden; 

A 0 H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Gangloff; 

A bill (H. R. 5126) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
McMains; 4 

A bill (H. R. 5180) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
Adams; 

A bill 1H. R. 5346) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Norris; 

A bill (H. R. 5390) granting an increase of pension to Maria E. 
Mailley; 

A bill (H. R. 5503) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Hanson; 

A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to Loua A. Morgan; 
i bill (H. R. 5546) granting an increase òf pension to George 

hite: 

A bill (H. R. 5882) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Fairchild: 

A bill (H. R. 5949) granting a pension to Frederick Weber; 

A bill (H. R. 6028) granting a pension to John H. Meeker; 

A bill (H. R. 6031) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
Carmody: oe 

A bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Louisa Stearns; 

A bill (H. R. 6139) granting a pension to Lucinda Haggard; 

A bill (H. R. 6144) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
A. Porter; 

A bill (H. R. 6161) granting an increase of pension to John 
Landegan: A f 

A bill (H. R. 6284) granting an increase of pension to James 
Crawley; 

A bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to George 


Myers; 
5 bill (H. R. 6700) granting an increase of pension to Maria 
Andrews; 
A bill (H. R. 6701) granting a pension to Serelda C. McGrew; 
A bill (H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
Sawtelle; 
rA (H. R. 7114) granting an increase of. pension to John 8. 
Arker; 
A bill (H. R. 7264) granting a pension to Hannah C. Smith; 
ie bill (H. R. 7322) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
ance; 
8 (H. R. 7368) granting an increase of pension to Sherman 
. Plues: 
A bill (H. R. 7622) granting an increase of pension to Peter M. 
Heaton; and 


A bill (H. R. 7896) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Lybarger. 
ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 


The message further announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 6767) to grant an American 
register to the steamer Windward; and it was thereupon signed 
by the President pro tempore. 


RELATIONS WITH THE PHILIPPINES. 


Mr, RAWLINS. Mr. President, I ask for the reading of the 
bill introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
and favorably reported to the Senate by the Republican majority 
of the Committee on the Philippines. 9 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the bill (S. 2355) in relation to the suppression of insurrection 
in, and to the government of, the Philippine Islands, ceded by 
Spain to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on the 
10th day of December, 1898. The biil will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That when all insurrection . sree the sovereignty and 
authority of the United States in the Philippine Islands, acquired from Spain 
by the treaty concluded at Parison the day of December, 1898, shall have 
been 1 suppressed by the military and naval forces of the United 
States, military, civil, and judicial pores necessary to govern the said 
islands shall, until otherwise provided by Congress, be ves in such person 
and persons. and shall be exercised in such manner. as the President of the 
United States shall direct for maintaining and protecting the inhabitants of 
said islands in the free enjoyment of their liberty, property, and religion. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, that is but the “prologue to 
the swelling act of the imperial theme.” I next ask for the read- 
ing of the joint resolution introduced by the Senator from In- 
diana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair lays before the Sen- 
ate the joint resolution (S. R. 53) defining the policy of the United 
States relative to the Philippine Islands. The joint resolution 
will be read. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in ess assembled, That the Philippine Islands are territory be- 
longing to the United States: that it is the intention of the United States to 


retain them as such and to establish and maintain such governmental con- 
trol throughout the archipelago as the situation may demand. 

Mr. RAWLINS, Mr. President, as a further basis of what I 
may say, I will read two paragraphs from an English author, Sir 
Sherston Baker, on international law. He says, on page 60, para- 
graph 9: 

Nevertheless, in order to make such transfer— > 

peng to the transfer of territory from one nation to an- 
other— 
valid, the authority, whether de facto or de jure, must be competent to bind 
the state; hence the necessity of examining into and ascertaining the powers 
of the rulers, as the munici constitutions of different states throw many 
difficulties in the way of alienations of their public property, and icu- 
larly of their territory. Especially in modern times the consent of the gov- 
erned, express or implied, is necessary before the transfer of their co 
can regularly take p x 

I next read paragraph 12, on page 6i. Speaking further upon 
the same subject, this author says: 

But in modern times sales and transfers of national territory to another 
pome can only be made by treaty or some solemn act of the sovere au- 

hority of the state. And such transfers of territory do not include the 
allegiance of its inhabitants without their consent, express or implied, and a 
change 5 p ty does not 8 any change in the 8 p — . 
va’ ro y. e new sovere + however, uires same ri Q 
8 domain as that held by ie N * 3 

The same right only as that held by the former. 

Mr. President. I next read a paragraph from 1 Kent's Com- 
mentdries, on page 178. This great authority uses the following 
language under the heading of Territories ceded or acquired:” 

With respect to the cession of places or territories by a treaty of peace, 
though the treaty operates from the making of it, it is a principle of public 
law that the national character of the place a ed to be surrendered 
treaty continues as it was under the character of the ceding country until it 
be actually transferred. 

Mr. President, it has been claimed that the bill introduced by 
the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin, who is an acute and 
able lawyer, finds its warrant, at least in its operative parts, as a 
copy from the act of Congress of 1803, under which what is known 
as the Louisiana Territory was taken possession of by the United 
States. In order that we may see precisely to what extent that is 
true, I ask the Secretary to read in this connection the act of Octo- 
ber 31, 1803. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

CHAPTER L—An act to enable the President of the United States to take pos- 
session of the territories ceded by France to the United States by the treaty 


concluded at Paris on the 30th of April last, and for the temporary govern: 
ment thereof. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, authorized to take possession of and occupy the territory ceded by 
France to the United States by the treaty concluded at Paris on the 30th da 
of April last between the two nations; and that he may for that purpose, a 
in order to maintain in the said Territories the authority of the United States, 
employ any part of the Army and Navy of the United States, and of the force 
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authorized by an act passed the 3d day of March last, entitled “An act direct- 
ing a detachment from the militia of the United States, and for erecting cer- 
tain arsenal 
priated by the said act as may be nece: 


s," which he may deem necessary; and so much of the sum appro- 


is hereby ap riated for the 


of carrying this act into effect, to be applied under the direction of 


pur 
resident of the United States. 


the 
Suc. 2. And be it further enacted, That until the expiration of the present 
session of Congress, unless provision for the temporary government of the 
said territories besooner made by Congress, all the military, civil, and judi- 
cial powers exercised by the officers of the existing government of the same 
be vested in such person and persons, and shall be exercised in such 
manner, as the President of the United States shall direct for maintaining 
and protecting the inhabitants of Louisiana in the free enjoyment of their 
liberty, p rty, and religion. 
Approved October 31, 1808. 


Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, it will be perceived that that 
act, passed in 1803, was to enable the President of the United 
States to effect the transfer and receive the possession of the ter- 
ritory included within the treaty of cession between France and 
the United States; that it was to enable him to act pending the 
period of transition from the time of the making of the treaty 
until there should be a change in the national charucter of the 
territory ceded within the principle laid down in the authorities 
from Kent which I have cited. 

That act was to remain in force byits terms only until the expi- 
ration of the session of Congress at which it was passed, if not 
sooner superseded. It was designed to operate only pending the 
transfer of possession. It was to cease to operate the moment 
the authority of the United States became established and its juris- 
diction completed by the actual transfer of possession. Asamatter 
of fact, that required only from the 31st day of October, 1803, the 
date of the passage of the act, until the Ist day of October, 1804, a 
period of eleven months, when that act ceased to operate. 

An act similar in purpose, almost identical in terms, was passed 
in 1819 by Congress to subserve precisely the same purpose and to 
enable the President to consummate the change of national char- 
acter in respect to territory obtained by the cession from Spain of 
Florida. That act by its terms was also limited in its operation 
until the expiration of the session of Congress at which it was 
passed. But it took longer in that case to complete the transfer of 
possession. Spain, in accordance with her usual dilatory habit, 
was reluctant to give up possession, and it required four years to 
complete the transfer. In the end it was only accomplished by 
the forcible action of a portion of our Army under the command 
of General Jackson, who was appointed as one of the persons to 
carry out the authority thus vested in the President to enter the 
territory and to take ssion of it. Thereupon that act ended 
as soon as the authority and jurisdiction of the United States over 
the Territory of Florida was established. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGr] affirmed that 
there had been a similar act in regard to the territory ceded by 
Mexico to the United States by the treaty of July 4, 1848, the 
treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo; but I amsatisfied that the Senator, 
upon further examination, will find that no such act was passed 
in respect to that territory. 

Now, Mr. President, the act to which I have made reference, 
the act of 1803, differed wholly in its r from that which has 
been introduced, the act which is now under considera- 
tion. The bill introduced by the Senator from Wisconsin | Mr. 
SPOONER] provides that when all insurrection against the sov- 
ereignty and authority of the United States in the Philippine 
Islands, acquired,” etc., „shall have been completely suppressed 
by the military and naval forces of the United States —that is, 
when the jurisdiction and authority of the United States have been 
completely established everywhere in those islands, when there 

accomplished the actual delivery of the possession of that 
territory. when the national character of those islands has been 
fixed under the unqualified sovereignty of the United States—then, 
and then only, is this proposed act to begin to operate. 

It will thus be seen that this act is only to take effect at that 
point when the act of 1803 and the act of 1819 were to cease to 

rate. This begins in its operation where their operation ended. 

heir operation was to continue only during the transitory period; 

this is to begin after that period is ended and is to operate after 
the full authority of the United States has been established. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Wisconsin, I think, in framing 
this bill perceived the anomalous situation of our Government in 
respect to the Philippine Islands. As a matter of fact, those peo- 
ple in those islands have never rendered or acknowledged alle- 
giance tous. They therefore are not in rebellion in the technical 
sense of that word. To-day and during all the time past, at least 
since February 4 of last year, they have been a belligerent people, 
fighting in self-defense against a war of subjugation waged upon 
them by the authority of the President of the United States. such 
war never having been directly and expressly declared by Congress. 

I take it that the main gad goo of this measure is to relieve the 
situation of that anomaly. believe its main purpose is to make 
a declaration or recognition of the existence of a state of war be- 
tween the United States and the people of the Philippine Islands, 
because this bill says: 


That when all insurrection against the sovereignty and authority of the 
United States in the Philippine Islands, acquired from Spain by the treaty 


concluded at Paris on the 10th day of December, 1898, shall have been com- 
pletely suppressed by the military and naval forces of the United States, etc. 

That is a recognition by Congress of the existence of a state of 
war. It comes to us, it seems to me, in disguise, to subserve that 
purpose to relieve the Administration from that anomalous posi- 
tion in which it is now found, 

Mr. President, the bill introduced by the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin . SPOONER] and the resolution offered by the Senator from 
Indiana Mr. BEVERIDGE] constitute, as I understand it, the pro- 
ome of the Republican party and of the Administration. 

here have been two notable speeches delivered in the Senate in 
pe por of the policy thus outlined. One of those speeches was 
delivered by the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE], and the 
other was delivered last week by the junior Senator from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. LopGr]. Those two speeches were elaborate and 
carefully prepared, and in elegance of diction and manner of 
presentation they were all that could be desired. They were her- 
alded to the country with the plaudits of the Administration and 
its friends. We have aright, I believe, to presume that in those 
two speeches are found all and the best that can be said in sup- 
port of carrying out the programme outlined in the bill and in the 
resolution. 

Mr. President, Iam op ed to carrying out that programme. 
No vote of mine will aid in the execution. or rather in the perma- 
nent establishment, of this policy. I am opposed to that pro- 
gramme because, as I conceive it, without any disrespect to the 
opinione of others, I conceive it to be in violation, if carried out, 
of the fundamental principles on which our free institutions rest, 
Iam opposed to it because it proposes to cut loose from the Con- 
stitution of our country. It seems to me not only to be extra- 
constitutional, but also unconstitutional. It proposes the assump- 
tion and exercise of authority and a rule by despotic sway—an 
authority not conferred by the Constitution or in any grant of 
porer conveyed in the Constitution by the people of the United 

tates. 

It this policy is to be carried out, it seems to me it must be by 
an authority self-assumed and us Iam opposed to this pro- 

mme, because to carry it out, in my judgment, would be un- 
just, immoral. and a breach of the plighted faith of this nation. 
fam opposed to it, because, in my judgment, it would be destruc- 
tive of all the best interests, material, moral, social, and political, 
both of the people of the United States and of the people of the 
Philippine Islands. Iam opposed to it because it is not growth; 
it is not progress; it is not expansion; it is reaction and retrogres- 
sion; it is death to all the highest and best ideals of those who 
created this Republic. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to it because it does not look for- 
ward, but carries us back to the old régimes of despotism, to the 
principles of the Holy Alliance; to the divine right of kings to 
rule without the consent of the governed; to overthrow fepublics; 
to enslave peoples, and do that against which Monroe fulminated 
the proclamation of 1822, Those who are opposed to the pro- 
gramme which has been outlined for us can console themselves 
with the reflection that they have behind them and in aid of them 
morally all the best thought of the great men whose careers have 
adorned and made illustrious the history of our country. 

Mr. President, I always feel more comfortable—and I am en- 
tirely sincere in this statement—when I can find a fulcrum for my 
argument in the great historic State of Massachusetts. Reference 
has been made to the illustrious names of men who have had the 
honor of representing that State in the councils of this nation— 
Jobn Quincy Adams, Daniel Webster, and others. I desire to 
invite the attention of the Senate to ssme remarks made by John 
Quincy Adams on the Fourth of July, 1821, in this city. Speak- 
ing upon the mission of America, he said: 

She has seen that probably for centuries to come all the contests of that 
aceldama, the European world, will be contests between inveterate power 
and Smereing ri ‘ht. Wherever the standard of freedom and independence 
has been or sia 8 ae 17 — her op eos — — und ae 

ra 8 . searc: sters . 
B the ‘well-wisher to the freedom and independence of all. Shp is the cham: 
pa and vindicator only of her own. She will recommend the general cause 
the countenance of her voice and the benignant sympathy o! her example. 
She well knows that by once enlisting under other banners than her own, 
were they even the banners of foreign independence, she would involve her- 
self beyond the power of extrication in all the wars of interest and intrigue, 
of individual avarice, envy,and ambition which assume the colors and usu 
the standard of freedom. The fundamental maxims of her policy woul 


insensibly change from liberty to force. The froptlet upon her brows would 
no longer beam with the ineffable splendor of freedom and independence; 


but in its stead would soon be substituted an imperial diadem. flnshing in 
false and tarnished luster the murky radiance of dominion and power. She 
might become the dictatress of the world; she would no longer be the ruler 


of her own spirit. 

Mr. BATE. From whom is the Senator reading? 

Mr. RAWLINS. From John Quincy Adams, 

Imay. without impropriety, refer to some words of Daniel Web- 
ster, to whom the junior Senator from Massachusetts last week 
made reference, Speaking in the Senate in 1846, he used this lan- 
guage: 

An arbitrary government may have territorial governments in distant 


ö pawns because an arbitrary government my rule its distant territories 
y different laws and different systems. Russia imsy govern the Ukraine 


1900, 


We can do 
no such thing. They must be of us, part of us, or else estranged. I think 1 


and the Caucasus and Kamchatka by different codes or ukasas. 


rogress what is to disligure and deform the Constitution. 

* „I think I see a course adopted that is likely to turn the Constitution 
under which we live into a deformed monster. into a curse rather than a 
blessing, intoa t frame of unequal gorernment, not founded on popular 
representation, but founded in the grossest inequalities: and U think if it go 
on—for there is a great danger that it will go on—that this Government will 
be broken up. $ ° 

Mr. President, it has been insisted that that prophecy has been 
falsified by experience. Butit may not be true. It seems to me 
that to-day we are standing upon the brink of a precipice. beycnd 
which those words contemplated that disaster would come upon 
us and upon our free institutions and upon our Republic. 

Alaska was ceded tous. Another distinguished Senator from 
Massachusetts spoke in behalf of the ratification of the treaty by 
which that transfer was to be effected. Charles Sumner used this 
language in the Senate, speaking with reference to Alaska: 

But there is one other point on which I file my caveat. This treaty must 
not be a precedent for a system of indiscriminate and costly annexation. 
Sincerely believing that republican institutions under the primacy of the 
United States must embrace this whole continent, I can not adopt the senti- 
ment of Jefferson, who, while confessing satisfaction in settlements on the 
Pacific coast, saw there in the future nothing but “free and independent 
Americans.“ bound to the United States only by ` by ties of blood and inter- 
est,” without political unity. Nor am willing to restrain myself to the prin- 
ciple so tersely expressed by Andrew Jackson in his letter to President Mon- 
roe: “Concentrate our population, confine our frontier to proper limits, 
until our country, to those limits, is filled with a dense population.” 

But I can not disguise my anxiety that every stage in onr predestined fu- 
ture shall be by natural processes, without war, and, I would add, even without 
purchase. There is no territorial aggrandizement which is worth the price 
of blood. Only under peculiar circumstances can it become the subject of 
peculiar contract. Our triumph shouid be by growth and organic expansion 
in obedience to “ preestablished harmony,” izing always the will of 
those who are to become onr fellow-citizens. All this must be easy if we are 
only true to ourselves. Our motto may be that of Goethe, ** Without haste, 
without rest.“ Let the Republic be assured in tranquil uper wim all equal 
before the law, and it will conquer by its sublime example. More happy than 
Austria, who acquired possessions by marriage, we I acquire them by the 
attraction of republican institutions. 

Bella gerant alii; tu, felix Anstria, nube; 
Nam quao Mars aliis, dat tibi regna Venus. 


The famous epi will be just as applicable to us, inasmuch asour acqui- 
sitions will be under the sanction of wediock tothe Republic. There may be 
wedlock of a people as well as of a prince. Meanwhile, our first care should 
be to improve and elevate the Republic, whose aver will be so comprehen- 
sive. Plant it withschools; cover it with churches; fill it with libraries; make 
it abundant with comfort, so that poverty shall disaj r; keep it constant 
in the assertion of human rights. And here we may fitly recall those words 
of antiquity, which Ciceroquoted from the Greek. and w Webster in our 
day quoted; from Cicero, Pon have a Sparta: adorn it.“ 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE], 
who spoke last week, entertained the Senate by a masterly piece 
of eloquence, but he did not take as his text the principle which 
is found enunciated in the quotations which I have read to the 
Senate. 

1 have a right to refer to another distinguished statesman from 
Massachusetts, who, by long and meritorions and patriotic and 
honorable service to his country, is entitled to a place in history 
along with the names of the men to whom I have made reference. 
That Senator is here: he has spoken for himself, and will no doubt, 
whenever occasion requires, speak for himself; but the utterances 
which I have read to the Senate there is no doubt find a full in- 
dorsement in his judgment as they have found in his utterances 
in the Senate. 

The junior Senator from Massachusetts last week said that he 
preferred to ‘‘err with Pope than to shine with Pye.” He meant 
to classify himself with Pope and to classify the men who took 
the view which has been expressed in the utterances of Adams 
and Webster and Sumner and Hoar in the category of Pye—he, 
Pope: they, Pye: he. historian, poet, sage, philosopher; he to bea 
gigantic figure in future history; they to dwindle down, to use 
his own language, beyond the point of detection of the ken of the 
antiquarian’s microscope. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts and other Sena- 
tors have affected to believe that they find warrant for the pro- 
gramme which they have outlined regarding the Philippine 
Jslands—and it now develops that the same programme is to pertain 
to Puerto Rico—in Jefferson, the author of the Declaration of In- 
dependence, the great founder of the Democratic party. The 
junior Senator from Massachusetts in substance said that the 
principle or declaration that all just governments derive their 

owers from the consent of the governed was but an aphorism, a 

oose, impractical generalization taken from Rousseau by Jeffer- 
son and inserted in a revolutionary proclamation to bolster a 
rickety rebellion against the mother country: which, when it had 
served that purpose as a makeshift. was in practice here discarded 
by the very man who had made use of it. 

The Senator devoted more than a third of his three hours’ speech 
to what he conceived to be a pulverization of this keystone in the 
arch of liberty, the consent of the governed. He said that when 
Jefferson obtained the cession of Louisiana. it was without any re- 
gard to the 30.000 people who inhabited it; that that cession utterly 
ignored and ek ao of, without their consent, the Indians who 
roamed over or had their habitation upon that vast territory, I 


see. then, in 
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desire, rather than to let the Senator from Massachusetts speak 
for Jefferson. to resent this slander upon this great man by read- 
ing what he himself said upon that subject. 

n his message which referred to this, his message of October 
17, 1803, found in Messages and Papers, Volume I, page 357. he 
referred to the fact that the right of deposit at the port of New 
Orleans had been suspended as to citizens of the United States, 
He further referred to the fact as to troubles which would con- 
stantly arise there by reason of foreign control of the mouth of 
that great channel of commerce, the Mississippi River. He then 
uses this language: 

Whilst the property and sovereignty of the Mississippi and its waters se- 
cure an independent outlet for the produce of the Western States and an 
uncontrolled navigation through their whole course, free from collision with 
other powers and the dangers to oar peace from that source, the fertility of 
the country, its climate, and extent promise in due season important aids to 


our Treasury. an ample provision for our posterity, and a wide spread for 
the blessings of freedom and equal laws. 


Mr. President, what were to be the rights of the inhabitants 
under the arrangement which Jefferson made? They were to be 
given free choice as to the couniry to which they should render 
allegiance: they were to be protected in their homes and in all 
their rights and property. If they continued to reside in the ceded 
territory, they were to have all the rights, privileges, and immu- 
nities accruing to citizens of the United States under the Consti- 
tution of our country. Thus there was no possibility of wrong 
to accrue to any one of those people. ‘They were not made citi- 
zens unless they elected to become so by their free consent. 

How did Jefferson regard the Indians and how did he propose to 
deal with them? Let us read his own words upon the subject. On 
page 358 he says: 

With the wisdom of Congress it will rest to take those ulterior measures 
which may be necessary for the immediate occupation and temporary gov- 
ernment of the country— 

The original act was to continue in force until the expiration of 
the session of Congress which passed it— 
for its incorporation into our Union, for rendering the change of government 
a blessing to our newly adopted brethren. 

That was the great end for which this territory was acquired, 

As to the Indians, he says: 

For 1 to them the rights of conscience and of property; for con- 
firming to the Indian inhabitants their occupancy and self-government, estab- 
lishing friendly and commercial relations with them, and for ascertaining 
the geography of the country acquired, etc. 

Permit me, Mr. President, to allude to the Indians. The prop- 
osition of the Senator from Massachusetts was that they were 
governed without their consent and disposed of without any re- 
gard to their wishes. No Indian tribe ever had any tax imposed 
upon them. They have never been amenable to the law, civil or 
criminal, of the United States. They have been left in that regard 
as free and independent communities, to be subject alone to the 
laws and customs of the tribe. They had no fixed habitation in 
that vastterritory. They roamedover it; they camped, and hunted 
the wild beasts that infested it. 

Jefferson and those who followed after him and who acted upon 
his theory and upon his pone never took from them one foot 
of that land. one iota of that right, vague and uncertain as it was, 
without their consent obtained by treaties regularly made and 
ratified. This Government only has ere to revent them 
from committing depredation upon the lives and property of 
American citizens, acting only as to them in self-defense of its 
people and its property: 

There is, therefore, absolutely no warrant in any contention 
as to the Indians for the statement that Jefferson abandoned the 
principle that governments derive their just powers from the con- 
sent of the governed. But in this same message Mr. Jefferson, 
at that t me further interpreting his purpose in that regard, said 
and I read from page 361: 

Separated by a wide ocean from the nations of Europe and from the polit- 
ical interests which entangle them ther. with productions and wants 
which render our commerce and friendship useful to them and theirs to us, 
it can not be the interest of any to assail us, nor ours to disturb them. We 
should be most unwise, indeed. were we to cast away the singular blessings 
of the position in which nature has placed us, the opportunity she has en- 
dowed us with of pursuing, at a distance from foreign contentions, the paths 
of industry, peace, and happiness, of cultivating general friendship, and of 
bringing collisions of interest to the umpirage of reason rather than of force. 

Mr. President, I have already alluded to the fact that Mr. Jef- 
ferson’s doubt and fear was not that the Constitution did extend 
to this rnio: but that it did not, and that if it did not it could 
not be held, That was a plain, natural. and logical conclusion, 
because if the Constitution did not extend by its authority there, 
Congress could not in virtue of the Constitution extend its arm of 
control there. To hold that it was outside of the Constitution 
would be to emasculate the power with respect to it of every gov- 
ernmental agency and department created and owingits existence 
under and by virtue of the Constitution. 

But that, was settled at a very early date. By no act of Con- 

was the Constitution expressly extended to the Louisiana 
ferritary. I refer now to a noted historical incident in the career 
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of our country after the duel between Hamilton and Aaron Burr, 
in which the former lost his life. Aaron Burr went West and 
entered into consultation and conference with Blennerhasset, and 
finally with Clark, who had his home in New Orleans. Ina little 
time he was charged with having waged war against the United 
States. The act charged in the indictment was laid in the Terri- 
tory of New Orleans, a part of the Louisiana purchase. The trea- 
son consisted. according to the charge, in levying war against 
New Or.eans for the purpose of setting up at that point an empire 
to include Mexico. He was arres and made application for 
discharge by a writ of habeas corpus, which came before the 
Supreme Court of the United States, 
The unanimons opinion of that court was delivered by our first 
at Chief Justice. In the course of that opinion Chief Justice 
all quoted from the Constitution of the United States: 

Treason tthe United States shall consist only in levying war against 
them or in ering to their enemies, giving them aid and comfort. 

Did that provision apply only to the States? It says distinctly: 
3 against the United States shall consist only in levying war against 

em. 

They did not seek to try Burr under the civil Jaw or under the 
Code Napoleon for treason defined in that law, which operated in 
Lonisiana. except as it was inconsistent with the Constitution of 
the United States, but, according to this modern theory, without 
any regard to consistency with the Constitution of the United 
States. They proceeded upon the idea that this provision consti- 

.tuted the definition of the crime. It was in virtue of that that 
Burr was to be prosecuted for the act committed in the Territory 
of New Orleans, and that the limitations upon this power to pros- 
ecute him—the offense as here defined—also pertained to that case 
and he was entitled to the benefits of those limitations. What are 
the limitations? I read them: 
` _ Treason against the United States, shall consist only in levying war against 
them, or in ute 2 eres giving tham 21 5 No per- 
son shall be convicted of treason unless on the testimony of two witnesses to 
the same overt act, or on confession in open court. 

Burr claimed the benefit of that limitation. 
say? On page 41 of this volume he says: 

To complete the crime of levying war against the United States there must 
be an actual assemblage of men for the purpose of executing a treasonable 
desi In the case now before the court, a design to overturn the Govern- 
ment of the United States in New Orleans by force, would have been ungues- 
tionably a design which. if carried into execution, would have treason, 
and theassembiage o! a body of men for the pu of it into exe- 
cution would amount to levying of war — the United States. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] challenged any author- 
ity anywhere prior to about 1850 for the contention that the Consti- 
tution operated within ontlying territories of the United States. 
The Senator from Kentucky . Linpsay] who made, as he 
always does, in harmony with his great and well-merited reputa- 
tion as a lawyer. a very able presentation of the questions involved 
and their legal phases, if 1 understood him correctly, took the 
position that the rights, privileges, and immunities in these terri- 
tories ceded from France and from Spain and from Mexico to the 
United States, which had been successfully claimed before the 
courts by their inhabitants, had all been derived from and were 
dependent upon the stipulations of the treaties between the gov- 
ernments in those cases. I do not think that contention does credit 
to the great reputation of the distinguished Senator, with all due 
T 


What did Marshall 


Let us see what followsfrom that. When these respective gov- 
ernments ceded the territories in question to the United States, 
they thereby retained no residuary sovereignty or dominion over 
those territories or their future inhabitants. e inhabitants, or 
those who m ght thereafter go into those territories, or be born in 
those terricories within the jurisdiction and sovereignty of the 
United States. could not be told that their rights, privileges, and 
immunities were dependent upon the grace of any foreign prince 
or potentate. That contention is utterly absurd. A citizen of 
Arizona can not by any treaty stipulation between this country 
and any foreign prince or potentate have his rights stipulated 
away. It is not the subject-matter of treaty stipulation. 

What did these treaties undertake to deal with? And first as 
to the tre:ty with Spain ceding Florida, the territory which had 
belonged to Spain. It was a legitimate subject of treaty stipula- 
tion. Spain ceded her sovereignty and control over it to the 
United States. That ended that phase of it. What more? There 
were inhabitants. subjects of the Kingdom of Spain thén occupy- 
ing that laud. Their interests and their rights were in a measure 
involved in that transfer. 

Mr. BACON. ‘To which Spanish transfer does the Senator from 
Utah refer? 

Mr. RAWLINS. The treaty in regard to Florida. What should 
be done with those people; as to those precise inhabitants living 
upon the territory at the time of cession who were then and had 
been citizens and subjects of Spain and entitled to hey protection? 
When the territory was ceded, their rights, being a matter of in- 
ternational concern, it was agreed they should be protected by 


certain guaranties appl 
ritories; preserving the 
of religion, the rights, privileges, and immunities of citizenship, 
giving them the free choice as to what government they would 
render allegiance. Beyond that the treaty did not undertake to 


g personally to them and not to the ter- 
r.ghts. securing to them the free exercise 


go. Next as to the treaty with Mexico. What did it provide? 
will read the clause. It is found on page 495 of the Public 
Treaties of the United States: 

Mexicans now established in territories previo belonging to Mexi 
and which remain for the future within the limits of the United States, aa 
defined by the present treaty, shall be free to continue where they now re- 
side, or to remove at any time to the Mexican Republic, retaining the prop- 
erty which they possess in the said territories, or disposing thereof, and re- 
moving the proceeds wherever they please. without their being subjected, on 
this account, to any contribution, tax, or e whatever. 

Those who sball prefer to remain in the said territories may either retain 
the title and rights of Mexican citizens or acquire those of citizens of 
United States. 

Thus giving them their free choice as to what government they 
would render their allegiance. 

But they shall be under the obligation to make their election within one 
year from the date of the exchange of ratifications of this treaty; and those 
who shall remain in the said territories after the corso of that year, 
without having declared their intention to retain the c er of Mexicans, 
shall be considered to have elected to become citizens of the United States. 

In the said territories property of every kind now belonging to Mexicans 
not established there be inviolably respected. The present owners. the 
pasts of e yor 8 whe. may — pn’ esi grt — pro ty by 
contrac’ enjoy with respect to guaran’ ample as e same 
belonged to citizens of the United States. ien * 


Now, article 9. Let me read that: 


the 
be admitted at the time udged 
Con of the United States) to the . — of 822 25 —.— 
of the United States, to the pr les of the Co tution; and. in 
the meantime. shall be and protected in the free enj 
their liberty and property, and secured in the free exercise of their 
without restriction. 

That I may do no injustice to the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. 
LIN DS AVI. I will quote exactly what he said upon this subject. I 
had the honor a week or two ago to ask the Senator from Ken- 
tucky a question referring to cases arising in the territory ceded 
by Mexico to the United States, which I had 7 in a speech 
I delivered something more than a year ago. The Senator from 
Kentucky undoubtedly refers to that question in this language: 

I was asked the other day how I explained the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in cases arising in Territories acquired by the treaty with Mexico, to 
the effect that Congress could not provide for twice punishing a man for the 
same offense and could not make sopane to that territory a bill of at- 

e trial by jury in cases at common law 
than $20, and could not take away from the accused the right 
to confront the witnesses who may testify 9 him. and could not puta 


abuses 
that the inhabitants of the terri nired from Mexico were made citi- 
nited States by the rai on of a treaty which clothed the: 


merican citizenship, and in express and terms secured to 
them the enjo' 81 


ent of the rights of citizens of the United States according 
to the principles of the Constitution. 

Those who represent what they term the anti-imperial sentiment of the 
country will not. of course, accept the lanation as satisfactory. They pro- 
pose to look beyond and behind the stipulations contained in the treaties 
with France, Spain, Mexico, and Russia, and, — § 80, to commit the Su- 
preme Court to a rule of decision that will preclude the judiciary department 
of the Government from recognizing the power of Congress to exercise sound 
eee discretion in carrying out so much of the treaty of Paris as pro- 


es that 

“The civil and political status of the native inhabitants of the territories 
ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Congress. 

In the numerous cases to which I have made reference arising 
in the territory ceded by Mexicoin 1848—cases which held that the 
defendant could not be denied the free exercise of religion; cases 
which held that a defendant in the territory could not be tried 
except by an impartial jury of tweive men; cases which held that 
the defendant must be informed of the cause and nature of the 
accusation; cases which held that in respect of the people in that 
territory Congress could pass no ex post facto law or bill of attain- 
der: cases maintaining the right of the defendant in- un action at 
common law to a jury trial. etc.—unfortunately for the position 
and contention of the Senator from Kentucky, in not one of those 
cases was the defendant in a position to claim any right, privi- 
lege, or immunity under the treaty with Mexico. Not one of them 
was a Mexican or ever had been a Mexican. Every one of them 
had gone to that territory after it had been acquired from Mexico 
and while it was under the absolute dominion and control of the 
United States. 

In not one of those cases was any such privilege or immunity 
set up or claimed by the defendant. In no one of those cases did 
the Supreme Court aliude to the treaty or any treaty as the basis 
of the privilege set up and claimed by the defendant. Nor did any 
judge of the Supreme Court of the United States nor the court it- 
self, in any of the cases which have been cited, ever base the decision 
upon the ground that the Constitution secured the rights claimed 
by virtue of being extended by an act of Congress. ev:dently real- 


izing that an act of Congress is an inadequate basis upon which 
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to rest the Constitution. In every case the Supreme Court of the 


United States said the power of this Government was restrained 
in its legislation and in the exercise of power in the Territory by 
those great principles of constitutional liberty which constitute 
restriction upon the powers both of the State and the Federal Gov- 
ernment; that the citizens, each and every one of them, arraigned 
and charged. was entitled to the protection of that instrument 
wherever he might be, whether in a State or Territory. anywhere 
within the political jurisdiction of the United States. That is the 
ground upon which all these cases rest. 2 y; 

Mr. President, the cases go back to the very inception. Forin- 
stance, in 3 Howard there is the caseof Pollard vs. Hagan, page 212, 
and the part of the syllabus bearing upon this question is asfollows: 

Under the Florida treaty the United States did not succeed to those rights 
which the King of Spain had held by virtue of his royal prerogative, but 
eee the territory subject to the institutions and laws of its own gov- 
ernmen 

Further in the opinion of the court—and it was a very distin- 

ished and able court, among its members being Mr. Justice 

story—page 224, this language is employed: 

And all constitutional laws are binding on the people in the new States 
and the old ones whether they consent to be bound by them or not. 5 — 
constitutional act ot Ogres is passed by the will of people of the Unit: 
States, expressed through their representatives, on the subject-matter of the 
enactment; and when so passed it mes the supreme law of the land and 
operates by its own force on the subject-matter in whatever State or Terri- 
tory it may happen to be. The proposition, therefore. that such a law can 
not operate upon the subject-matter of its enactment without the express 
consent of the people of the new State where it may happen to be contains 
its own refutation and requires no further examination. 

Farther on, page 225, this language is used: 

It cun not be admitted 


This is very pertinent to the proposition of the Senator from 
Kentucky: 

It ean not be admitted that the King of Spain could, by treaty or other - 
wise, anpare to the United States any of his royal prerogatives, and much 
less can it be admitted that they have capacity to receive or power to exer- 
cise them. Every nation acquiring territory. by treaty or otherwise, must 
hold it 1 to the constitution and laws of its own government and not 
according to those of the government ceding it. 

These are very early cases, long before 1850, In tice the 
men who framed the Constitution and those who immediately 
followed them in control of the Government of the United States 
never had a doubt that Congress ohly had authority by virtue of 
the Constitution to legislate at all for the Territories; that when it 
did legislate it must find its source of power in the people’s grant 
of power—the Constitution; that it must be exercised in the mode 
which that instrument prescribes; that the act of Congress must 
have the concurrence of the President; that it must be circum- 
scribed within the limitations which that instrument prescribes 
for the exercise of Congressional power. 

It is a plain and inevitable proposition that you can not goin 
virtue of the Constitution and leave the Constitution behind vou. 
If you cut loose from it, you have nothing tosup your author- 
ity. Such was the idea of those who founded this Government, 
and in all of the early statutes they did not say the Constitution is 
hereby extended to the Territories, but they said all legislation, 
national and local, must not be inconsistent with the Constitu- 
non of the United States, thus presupposing it to be already 
there. 

But after 1850 there was a question raised whether the Consti- 
tution extended, and but for one reason it never would have found 
lodgment in any human brain within the confines of our country. 
What was that? The Constitution contained in one of its clauses 
arecognition of slavery. A party grew up in this country opposed 
to the further extension of slavery. If the Constitution went by 
its own inherent force into new territory, it would carry with it 
the recognition of the right to hold slaves, Benton revolted at the 
idea. He limited his contention, to use his own words, as quoted 
by the Senator from Ohio, to that one provision in the Constitution. 
But he was overruled. The cases to which I have a!luded, the 
Dred Scott case, the decision in regard to the scope of the revenue 
laws of the United States, and numerous cases to which I referred 
at the last session of Congress and which have been frequently 
referred to since, all disposed of that idea. 

But, Mr. President, by the thirteenth amendment the reason of 
the objection to the extension of the Constitution which was made 
by Benton and those who agreed with him was eliminated, and 
the reason ceasing to their minds, undonbtedly the principle fell 
with it, that that provision of the Constitution did not so extend. 
Why should anyone, against this overwhelming practice, against 
all the numerous decisions from the foundation of our Government 
down to the present time, at this time seek to curtail and circum- 
scribe the principles of the Constitution? 

Mr. President, the Senator from Kentucky in his speech, great 
and masterly in statement, but utterly unwarranted in its prem- 

_ises, virtually appeals to the Supreme Court to override all the 
precedents in order that we may say that people of our own flesh 
and blood, citizens of this our common country, who may see fit 
to take up their abodes in some of the distant possessions which it 
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is claimed nave come to us, shall not there have their rights con- 
served by this Constitution of ours, I understand well enough 
that a court, when it finds that a former decision was erroneous 
and mistaken, will not hesitate, upon sufficient reason, to overrule 
it; but when it involves a question of constitutional construction 
or even statutory construction, the court will not overrule it ex- 
cept when it feels constrained to do so in order to carry into effect 
the great end and purposes for which the Constitution was or- 
dained or the statute enacted. 

But now the Senator from Kentucky invites the Supreme Court 
toignore the great purpose for which the Constitution was framed, 
namely, to secure to the people of the United States. the entire 
body of citizenship, native born or naturalized, to secure to all of 
them and to their posterity, wherever they might be (and they 
knew they were a migrating, a progressive, an expanding peo- 
ple, they were State builders), wherever they might go, within 
the political jurisdiction of this Government, not limiting it to the 
particular number of square feet of the original thirteen States, 
the rights and blessings of constitutional liberty. 

And in 10 Howard, a very early case, that idea is expressed so 
potently and so tersely that it seems to me that high authority 
ought not to be gainsaid. I read from page 96 of 10 Howard: 

The Constitution was, in the language of the ordinance— 

That is the ordinance of 1787— 
adopted by common consent. and the people of the Territories must neces- 
sariiy be regarded as parties to it 

The people of the Territories must necessarily be regarded as 
parties to it— 
and 2 and entitled to its benefits, as well as the people of the then 
existing 8 It became the supreme law throughout the United States. 
And so far as any obligations of faith had been previously incurred 
the ordinance, they were faithfully carried into execution by the power an 
authority of the new Government. 

Thus, Mr. President, you can not find warrant in our Constitu- 
tion or structure of government to rule with despotic sway ac- 
cording to an unrestrained, arbitrary will anywhere. 

This was one of the things which the framers of the Constitution 
intended to overthrow for all time and as to all territory. 

Now we turn to this last treaty, the treaty with Spain. I have 
before me Senate Document No. 62, Part 1, and I turn to page 8. 
This question is dealt with in Articles IX and X of the treaty. 

Mr. SPOONER. Willthe Senator from Utah allow me to ask 
him a question? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. KEAN in the chair), 
the Senator from Utah yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. RAWLINS. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. SPOONER. Isit theSenator's theory that immediately upon 
the acquisition by the United States of the territory the Consti- 
tution proprio vigore extends over it? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Iwill answer that question. Iwill answer it 

I do not want to interrupt 


Does 


now if the Senator desires. 

Mr. SPOONER. At your leisure. 
the Senator. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will answer it in more detail as I progress. 

Mr. SPOONER. I beg pardon for interrupting the Senator. I 
do not want to interfere with the line of his argument at all. 

Mr. RAWLINS. I will proceed with my argument, if it is the 
same to the Senator, on the right acquired by treaty. 

This Article X first deals with the Spanish subjects, natives of 
the Peninsula residing in the territory over which Spain, by the 
present treaty, relinquishes or cedes her sovereignty. It deals with 
those who were born upon the Peninsula of Spain. It gives them 
the right of choice as to which Government they shall render 
their allegiance, protects them in their property and in their 
homes, and conserves their rights in the same language as in the 
case of the Florida treaty. Now. that is all: nothing more. That 
only applies, of course, to those who come within that descrip- 
tion. It does not operate to protect and subserve the rights or 
privileges or immunities of anybody else. Next it deals with 
another class of cases in the following language: 

The civil rights and political status of the native inhabitants of the Terri- 
tories hereby ceded to the United States shall be determined by the Con- 
gress. ` 
Now, that covers only those who come within that description. 
The native inhabitants of the Philippine Islands are to be dealt 
with in the language of this treaty. Their civil and political 
status are to be dealt with by Congress. That does not include 
Englishmen, Germans, or Frenchmen, or any other of the great 
variety of nationalities who may be there. They do not come 
within its terms. It includes no American, of coarse, for he is 
not a native of those islands. It does not include any Chinamen, 
and there are more than 100.000 of them there, as I understand, 
nor any Japanese. You find, therefore. nothing in this. The Sena- 
tor from Kentucky [Mr. LI x SAV] bases the entire superstructure 
of our authority upon this first clause. 

Now, that brings me to the question the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin [Mr. SPOONER] asked me a while ago. Here are large classes 
of people who do not come within any of the provisions of any of 
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these treaties. What is to become of their rights? We can not 

et any power, arbitrary, despotic, to dispose of the native inhab- 
itants. That is left to Con in the treaty. By this treaty the 
King of Spain does not undertake to grant any of his royal pre- 
rozatives, any of his autacratic power, if he possess any, to the 
United States or to Congress or to anybody else to deal with these 
people. The Supreme Court has said, and it is a very plain propo- 
sition (I can not see how anyone would question it), that this Gov- 
ernment of ours is incapable of receiving any such grant if the 
King of Spain or any foreign potentate should undertake to make 
it; but he does not undertake to make it in this case. 

But there are other people who do not come within any of the 
provisions, to whom it makes nopossible reference. Whatare we 
to do with them? Well, with respect to any territory ceded, the 
cession does not change the national character of the territory— 
so says Chancellor Kent—pending the transitory period from the 
time of the cession until delivery of possession has actually taken 
place. What will become of the territory if no disposition of it is 
made? Of course it must be determined by the authority which 
is entitled to speak for the United States so far as it concerns the 
United States. Tospeak how? To speak by virtue of the author- 
ity which it possesses. Derived from what source? From the 
people of the United States. How? By the Constitution, which 
constitutes the people's grant of power. What is that authority 
under the Constitution? When you have answered that, then you 
have answered the entire inquiry. 

It is the Congress which is to s „with the concurrence of the 
President, legislating in the method which the Constitution pre- 
scribes after the ponpon of any ceded territory has been actu- 
ally transferred, been accepted, and the authority of the consti- 
tutional power of this Government is established there. It is es- 
tablished under the Constitution, by virtue of the Constitution, 
with all the limitations which the Constitution prescribes, and 
the Constitution is there just as much as it is in the District of 
Columbia or as it is in any other of the Territories over which the 
jurisdiction of the United States has become finaily and perma- 
nently established. 

Mr. President, in a sense, of course, the Constitution isin the 
territory by virtue of an act of Congress. It is in virtue of it, just 
as the control of a piece of property comes within the dominion of 
the person to whom it is transferred. He holds it, and certain in- 
cidental rights go with it, subject to certain conditions and cer- 
tain laws. Soitis for the proper constitutional authority of the 
United States to ag territory by formal, solemn act and to as- 
sert finaldominion. The dominion of other powers over it having 
come to an end finally, then authority is established there by vir- 
tue of the Constitution, and all the inhabitants who live there, 
citizens of the United States or otherwise, have secured to them 
all the rights, privileges, and immunities which that instrument 
accords to citizens anywhere. 

Political power, the power to govern and the right to vote, is 
one thing. The Constitution does not confer that right upon wre 
one. The right to a trial by jury it does secure to everybody. It 
makes no reference to the right to go and cast a ‘ballot to hold a 
particular office. The Constitution confers no such right. Sup- 

the Constitution is there; no right to anyone is derived in 
hose ts, because that instrument does not purport to confer 
such rights anywhere. But it is otherwise as to those provisions 
designed to secure the blessings of liberty, individual liberty, the 
right to life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness, the free exercise of 
religion, to be exempt from unreasonable searches and seizures, 
not to have passed any ex post facto law to operate upon him, or 
any bill of attainder working corruption of his blood, not to be 
subject to punishment for treason except within the limitation 
prescribed the Constitution, that Congress may not grant any 
title of nobility anywhere. mb ad 

These outlying territories, when our authority is once estab- 
lished there, are a of the land, and they and all the fe ge 
within them are subject to the supreme law of the land. at is 
the answer which 1 make to the Senator from Wisconsin. We 
do not get any right over the native inhabitants of the Philippine 
Islanda by that treaty. It confers none. May Congress di 
of them? How? What is Congress? Cut loose from the Con- 
stitution and ignore it, and tell me, what is Congress? Obliterate 
it and bar it out of your mind, and answer the question, What is 


How is Congress to exercise its power if you are to ignore the 
Constitution, if it is so much waste. blank paper? Are we to or- 
ganize into a mob? Are we to be like the forty tyrants? Are we 
to become maranders and freebooters, cut loose from the Constitu- 
tion, which is the only source of authority to act? No; weare the 
Congress as defined in the Constitution. How arewetoact? All 
revenue bills must originate in the other House. We are to pro- 
ceed according to the constitutional methods, with the concur- 
rence of the President. In legislating we must not undertake by 
edict of legislation to take propery: from one and give it to another 
without due process of law. That is not legislation, 


After our authority is established there, when the laws of war 
end or the conditions upon which the writ of habeas corpus may 
be suspended, yon can not hang a Filipino without trial. You 
can not punish bim twice for the same offense; you can not cast 
him down into a dungeon toawait the incoming tide to takeaway 
his life. Can you? Ifso,how? Even in war the Supreme Court 
of the United States has said in the Milliken case (4 Wa lace): 

This Constitution of ours o i 
and under all 1 Petar ah tpt kai pangai Ti = mgs 
poopy ani and every one everywhere within our political jurisdiction 1s 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kran in the chair). The 
hour of 2 o'clock having arrived, the Chair lays before the Senate 
the unfinished business, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


purposes. 

Mr. FORAKER. I ask that the unfinished business be tempo- 
rarily laid aside without prejudice, and that the Senator from 
Utah may have unanimous consent to conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Ohio asks 
unanimous consent that the unfinished business be temporarily 
laid aside and that the Senator from Utah be allowed to proceed 
with his remarks. If there is no objection, it will be so ordered. 
The Senator from Utah will proceed. 

Mr. RAWLINS. Mr. President, without further reference to 
the constitutional question, I next invite the attention of the 
Senate to some moral phases of the question which pertains to the 
Philippines. 

The Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE] complained that 
while the Republican party or the Administration had a simple, 
clear and well-defined, positive policy in regard to the Philippines, 
those who were in opposition to that had not presented anything 
except that which was vague, uncertain, and elusive. 

e find in the resolution of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
BEVERIDGE] what seems to be a clear and positive declaration, 
It is easily understood. So far as I am concerned, and I speak, of 
course, only for myself, it would be useless for me to outline what 
I would do under any hypothesis which does not exist. If we 

ropound a policy to-day, we in the opposition are utterly power- 
ess to carry it into execution. 

But, Mr. President. the policy is to defeat the purpose of the 
dominant power so far as it is expressed, if I understand it, in 
thése two measures. That is an affirmative policy of itself, I 
think 1 see in your hand a bludgeon, which, if let loose, which, if 
not stricken from your hand, will work detriment not only to 
the intended victim, but to yourselves and to ourselves, and I will, 
if I can, strike it from your hands and prevent you from doing 
that harm which must be the consequence if you are permitted to 
go on. Hence, you shall receive no vote of mine in aid of carry- 
ing out this programme. But if we defeat the programme, what, 
then, should you do? 

Mr. President, if I should be permitted to speak upon this ques- 
tion, I think it would resolve itself largely into a detail of trans- 
portation and an ocean voyage. If those who are in the majority 
in the Senate ask me what I would advise them to do, I would point 
them to Spion Kopie. to do what Buller did when he found him- 
self there in an untenable position—to execute a masterly and or- 
derly retreat. Iam trying to conform to the dictates of the Con- 
stitution, to our moral obligations, and to fulfill the pledges which 
have been put forth by our people. 

The Senator from Massachusetts said that we invite the Re- 
publican party to make promises. He says promises and hesi- 
tations to the Asiatic or Malay mind simply excite, exasperate 
those people to a breach of the ce and disturbance, and make 
them want to kill somebody. hen I read that it struck me as a 
most uliar proposition. That can not be true of all promises. 
I think the distinguished Senator must have had in his mind the 
promises of the Republican party. The thing has gone to that ex- 
tent where those promises ost have that effect sometimes upon 
the Anglo-Saxon mind, 

Mr. President, it can not be that the gallant young Malay, when 
he has succeeded in extracting a promise from his sweetheart, 
straightway goes off and kills somebody. The expectation of ful- 
fillment of the promise presupposes confidence. Without this, 
human society could not exist, mankind could not be. On these 
things perhaps more than all else men depend for present and 
eternal happiness. If there is anything that sweetens life; that 
elevates the soul from the groveling to the sublime and the God- 
like; that touches the olian chords of sympathy, causing them 
to vibrate in unison with tones of healing to misery, awakening 
to ecstacy the wretched downcast spirit, it emanates from the 
purest word distilled into the ear—the sweet promise of an eter- 
nity of joy as the reward of a life of virtue, 

Mr. President, the Senator proposes to strike promise and hops 
away from the vocabulary of the Filipino. There is to befor him 
no rule prescribed ig advance to which he may conform his future 
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conduct. He is not to be permitted to know to-day what his fate 
will be to-morrow. That proposition, to my mind, is for malev- 
olence, the most diabolical which ever emanated from human 
The Senator from Massachusetts could not have meant that. He 
must have meant the promise which turned to perfidy, the per- 
fidious violation of plighted faith, the promise made to the ear and 
broken to the hope, the bitterness of soul which arises from con- 
fidence betrayed and expectations thwarted. 

Mr. President, these things tend to excite the human mind and 
exasperate the human soul and lead to bloodshed and disturbance 
not only in the Asiatic territory but in the territory inhabited 
anywhere with people having the motives and aspirations and the 
characteristics of humanity. 

Mr. President, our troubles in the Philippine Islands are not 
due to the fact that promises were made. Those people were led 
to believe by the proclamation of the President, issued through 
Otis. by the proclamation of the President, issued through General 
Miller, that this great white Republic of ours had spoken to them 
with a deceptive and a forked tongue. That drove them to exas- 
peration, and to that must be ascribed the waste and the blood- 
shed and the deaths of our brave soldiers. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts says that no 

ledges or promises were made under the authority of the United 
States to the Filipino people. The Senator says, in the first place 
and I invite attention to that proposition that there were no sol- 
diers in the Philippine Islands in e oni to the authority of 
Spain at the time of the declaration of war by the United States 
against Spain. He says the report that there were 5,000 Filipinos 
mae in Luzon turned out to be untrue; that no such thing ex- 
isted. 

Gur consul-general at Manila officially reported to the Presi- 
dent of the United States that there were 5,000 Filipinos in arms: 
that the insurrection was going on, and that Spaniards were be- 
ing killed and were being brought into Manila daily before that 
declaration of war. That document was sent to us by the sanc- 
tion and approval of the President, and it is embodied in Senate 
Document No. 62. Our consul-general at Singapore, Mr. Pratt, 
officially reported to the President prior to the Ist day of May, 
about the 28th day of April, just after the declaration of war 
with Spain, that Aguinaldo was then at Singapore and was direct- 
ing the 1 pie of the armed insurgents, 5,000 in number, in 
the island of Luzon, waging war against Spain. 

General Anderson was the first to arrive in Luzon. He went 
there with the expeditionary forces and arrived there about the 
2d or gd day of July. General Anderson refers to this statement 
and says that it is true. He says this in an article on Our rule 
in the Philip ines,” printed recently in the North American Re- 
view. I quote his language: 

On the Ist of July, 1898, I called on Aguinaldo with Admiral Dewey. He 
asked me at once whether the United States of the North“ either had 
recognized or would is government—I am not quite sure as to the 
form of his question, whether it was “had” or would.“ In either form it 
was embarrassing. My orders were, in substance, to effect a landing, es- 
tablish a base, not to beyond the zone of naval 353 to consult 
Admiral Dewey, and to wait for Merritt. Aguinaldo laimed his 
eee only a few days before (June 28) and Admiral y 
nstructions as to that assumption. The facts as to the situation at that 
time I believo to be these: Consul Williams states in one of his letters to 
the State Department that several thousand Tagals were in open insurrec- 


tion before our declaration of war with Spain. I do not know as to the 
number, yet I believe the statement has foundation in fact. 


So we have the concurrent testimony of Williams and Pratt and 
General Anderson that this fact is true; and yet against this con- 
sensus of authority the Senator from Massachusetts says that it 
false. He does not give us the benefit of the authority upon which 
he bases that assertion. 

As soon as our war was declared, our consul-general at Singa- 
pore had an interview, as he reported to the Administration here, 
with Aguinaldo in the presence of certain other persons. He says 
in that report that Aguinaldo was then carrying on the war 
against Spain independently. He first urged upon him the im- 
portance of ceasing such independent warfare against Spain and 
of cooperating with the United States. 

He reports that Aguinaldo said that he was willing to cooperate 
to subserve the purpose which he then declared to our consul- 
general, namely, that he would be satisfied with the same treat- 
ment which the United States proposed toaccord toCuba. There- 
upon our consul-general, our sole representative at that port at 
that time, said that would be satisfactory, and he telegraphed to 
Admiral Dewey that Aguinaldo would go at his instance to 
Hongkong to join the forces of the United States, and that Ad- 
miral Dewey telegraphed back: Tell Aguinaldo to come as soon 
as possible;” that on the first vessel ontgoing from Singapore 
Aguinaldo took his departure, but arrived in Hongkong too late 
to go with Dewey’s fleet to Manila. Then Mr. Widman, consul- 
general of the United States at Hongkong, tells us that a procla- 
mation summoning the Filipino ERIE to arms had been prepared 
at Hongkong and was carried to Luzon by the American Navy. 

What was that proclamation? It summoned the people to arms; 
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declared that the United States and its forces were going there as 
their liberators, to bring to them that for which they struggled. 
At the very first conference between Aguinaldo and Pratt at Singa- 
re, on the 26th day of April, Aguinaldo declared the purpose of 
is cooperation in the war of the Filipino people against Spain 
was to achieve independence and self-government. These facts 
were at once communicated, as will appear by an examination of 
the documents, laid by the sanction of the President before the 
Senate, to the Administration. 

About the 6th of June, after Aguinaldo arrived—Aguinaldo 
arrived in Luzon on the 19th day of May—the Filipino people 
flocked tohis standard. He began his operations, and in an in- 
credibly short time he had 9,000 Spanish prisoners in his custody. 
He was in possession before the arrival of the first expeditionary 
forces of the United States of all of Luzon outside of the city of 
Manila, and the Spanish anny there were his prisoners. 

When Anderson arrived, did he carry any message from the 
Administration repudiating the ew which had been made by 
Pratt and by Wildman? General Anderson has told us to the con- 
trary. You must remember now, Mr. President, that the Admin- 
istration was fully advised prior to the arrival of Anderson, prior 
to the Ist day of June; that the Secretary of State. and presumably 
the President, was fully advised of the expectations of the Filipino 

ople and what the nature of their cooperation with the United 

States was to be. If a man asks the service of another, and that 
other says to him, ‘‘ You may have it for a certain price,” and the 
first tells the latter to go to work, and he does so, it is a contract 
recognized as obligatory in every forum of justice. 

This Government, from the President down to the consul-gen- 
eral, knew before Anderson arrived with the first expeditionar 
forcein the Philippine Islands that the object of the services whic 
Aguinaldo and his forces were rendering to the United States was 
to compass and bring about their independence and self-govern- 
ment. 

Let us see what General Anderson says upon that subject. I 
read from the North American Review. He says: 

Whether Admiral Dewey and Consuls Pratt, Wildman, and Williams did 
or did not give 1 ussurances that a Filipino government would be 
recognized, the pinos certainly thought so, probably inferring this from 
their acts rather than from their statements. 

The Secretary of State, Mr. Day, knew that they thought so, and 
he writes to Consul-General Pratt and summarizes the promises 
which had been made by our sole representative there to those 
people and to the leaders of those people. Secretary Day says, in 
substance, . Your reports to us disclose an understanding on the 
part of Aguinaldo and the Filipino people that our object there, 
the object of the cooperation between them and us, is to achieve 
their independence.” 

A delegation of Filipino people called on Consul-General Pratt, 
at Singapore, and delivered an address on the 9th of June. In 
response the consul-general. among other things, presented a flag 
to those people. In the address which the Filipino spokesman 
made to our consul-general he said he hoped that this great na- 
tion, the American nation, would persevere in its policy of human- 
ity and in confirmation of the arrangement made between Pratt 
and Aguinaldo on the 26th day of April. Pratt responded, and, 
among other things, presenting an American flag, he said: 

The red stri are the emblem of the blood shed by our ancestors for 
freedom and independence, as you Filipino people are shedding your blood. 
Tue white signifies the purity of motive, the blue the azure sky, the stars 
the equality of the independent States constituting the Republic. Take it 
and keep it as a souvenir of this occasion. 

That was 1 communicated to the Administration, and 
has been sent to Congress with the sanction of the President of 
the United States. 

Gencral Anderson refers to an incident which is of peculiar 
significance. I read what he says: 

About the middle of July the insurgent leaders in Cavite invited a num- 
ber of our Army and Navy officers toa banquet. There was some postpran- 
dial making, the substance of the Filipino talk being that they hed 
to be annexed, but not conquered. Oneof our officers in reply assured them 
that we had come not to make them slaves, but to make them free men. A 


singular scene followed. All the dot pa rose to their feet, and Buencomeno, 
3 — ng his wineglass in his hand, said: We wish to be baptized in that sen- 


ent.“ Then he and the rest poured the wine from their glasses over 
their heads. 
Prior to July 1 these people had made a formal declaration of 


their independence; they had organized a provisional government; 

Aguinaldo had issued a proclamation, which Wildman says he 

— ped him to prepare to this end in Hongkong before his depar- 
ure, 

Mr. President, such were the circumstances which General 
Anderson says gave those people the right to believe. and they did 
believe, that the end of all this was to be their freedom and inde- 
pendence. It would be unfair to say that the Administration was 
proceeding in matters of such serious consequence as this without 
consideration of the facts. It is fair to presume that the Admin- 
istration knew these things which the consular officers reported 
officially to the authorities at Washington. 
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Secretary Day telegraphed both to Pratt and to Wildman not 
to make unauthorized representations to the Filipinos. That was 
well enough; but the 1 le had been relying upon these 
promises. and it was the duty of the Administration, it it wished 
to repudiate them, to bring notice to those who were concerned of 
the repudiation. There was no one more natura ly to whom such 
a notice might be given than the commander of our first expedi- 
tionary forces that landed there; and yet Anderson tells us that 
he had no instructions; that he had no authority to speak one way 
or the other upon the question. The first question propounded to 
him by Aguinaldo, he says, was: Had the United States recog- 
nized or would the United States recognize his government?” In 
either form, he says, it was embarrassing, because he had been 
given no authority to speak. 

General Merritt was invited by Aguinaldo by letter to speak as 
to what the purposes and intentions of the Government of the 
United States were. General Merritt, when he arrived in the latter 
partof July, took control. Why was it that he was not given defi- 
nite instructions to repudiate the pledges and promises which our 
consular ntatives had made to those people, and which had 
been officially communicated to the President? But when Agui- 
naldo and the Filipino people asked Merritt what our purpose 
was, he says, I have no authority to speak;” but he went one 
step farther, and he said, I think you can rely upon the good 
faith of the United States.” 

Let us proceed in this line alittle further. We have seen that 
pledges were made, that their repudiation was never brought home 
to the Filipino people, or to their leaders. They were permitted 
to go on sacrificing their lives in a struggle which this nation of 
ours knew was for the purpose of achieving their own independ- 
ence and self-government. Manila was captured. Aguinaldo and 
those acting with him, his associates, obtained possession not only 
of Luzon, but of all or almost all the other islands of the archi- 
pelago. I read what General Anderson says on that subject. He 
Says; 

We — 

That is, the American forces 


We held Manila and Cavite. The rest of the island was held. not by the 
Spaniards, but by the Filipinos. On the other islands the 8; s were 
confined to two or three fortified towns. At the time réferred to we could 
not claim to hold by purchase, for we had not then received S 's quit 
claim deed to the pelago. Making allowance for diference of time, we- 
took Manila almost to the hour when the peace preliminaries were signed in 
Washington. 

The same thing is corroborated by General Merritt. I next re- 
fer to a statement by General Otis. On page 76 of General Otis's 
report he uses this language: 

And thus, in December, 1598, we find in northern and southeastern Luzon, 


in Mindoro, Simar, Leyte, Panay, and even on the coast of Mindanao and in 
some of the smaller ds, aggressi 


ve o, present in person, and, 


te positions DA reestablished | eens and the original 
easta portion of the Filipino 


Inext refer to page 94 of the same report, where General Otis 
says: 
General Aguinaldo was now at the zenith of his power. He had recently 
rebellion which had raised its head in 


his appointed governors, backed by their 
a t w or d 


exhibited in collec: 
ent. 

Thus in this last statement not only Aguinaldo and his goyern- 
ment were everywhere, even dominated the city of Manila. 

What further occurred? The authority of Spain had been com- 
pletely destroyed in those islands beyond all bility of restora- 
tion. Gen Greene said in a report made August 27, 1898—I 
read from page 374, Senate Document 62— 

letely demoralized, and Spanish 
ie dead Levond POETINIS of resurvection,  Gpein wonld be unable to govern 
these islands if we surrendered them. 

General Merritt says in his testimony given before the Peace 
Commission at Paris, foundon page #60. in answer to a question 
propounded by Mr, Gray. I willfirst read the question. It is as 
follows: 

Mr. Gray. Suppose by final treaty with Spain we should abandon Luzon 
and all the Phili es, exacting such terms and conditions and guaranties 
as we should n and abandon them entirely, reserving only a 


coaling station, perhaps. what do you think they would do about it? 
General MERRTTT. I think in the island of Li 


as compared 


their lives were ey aa By with the freedom of the coun- 
try. getting rid of Span 1 
Spain would be able to reduce them? 


I read further from General Merritt. This question was pro- 
pounded by Mr. Davis and is to be found on page 368: 
Mr. Davis. Suppose the United States, by virtue of a with Spain, 


should take Luzon, all the Philippines, or a t. by virtue of a treaty. pay- 
ing no attention to the insurgents, how would that be — b Aguinaldo; 
ollo ould 


Jeneral MERRITT. I think Aguinaldo and his immedia! Sing Be 
resist it, but whether he could resist to any extent I do not know, use 
his forces are divided. 

Thus, Mr, President, General Merritt informed our peace com- 
missioners at Paris that to do what they afterwards did would 
necessarily bring war in those islands. 

Mr. FRYE, the distinguished ponding officer of the Senate, 
when he was in Paris, evidently had in mind that there had been 
an alliance between the United States and the Filipino people in 
the struggle against Spain. I read from page 488 the following: 

Mr. FRYE. I would like to ask just one question in that line. Suppose 
the United States in the progress of that war found the leader of the present 
Philippine rebellion an exile from his country in Hongkong and sent for him 
and brought him to the islands in an American ship, and then furnished him 
4,000 or 5,000 stands of arms, and allowed him to parchaseas many more stands 
of arms in Hongkong, and accepted his aid in conquering Luzon, what kind 
of a nation, in the eyes of the world, would we a to bo to surrender 

inaldoand his insurgents to Spain to be dealt with as they please? 

A. We become responsible for everything he has done; he > our ally, and 
weare bound to protect him. 

Mr. President, I next read from a report made by Major Bell, 
who is most highly commended by General Merritt, who has ren- 
dered very distinguished service in the United States Army in the 
Philippine Islands, and whose veracity will scarcely be doubted, 
who made, by official direction, a special investigation of the con- 
ditions of the Filipino people immediately after the arrival of the 
first expeditionary forces, about the ist of July. He says: 

There is not a particle of doubt but what Aguinaldo and his leaders will 
resist any attempt of any government to reor; ize a colonial government 
here. They are ome ones itter toward the Spaniards, but equally deter- 
mined not to submit any longer to being a colony of any other government. 

Mr. President, these are some of the witnesses whom I call, wit- 
nesses whose standing and authority can not be questioned, wit- 
nesses who were entitled to speak upon this subject, most of them 
witnesses of the transactions of which they give account. The 
have official sanction, and they inform us that these things existed, 
and they can not be disputed. - 

I desire to render every 1 in favor of right conduct 
of this Government and all those who may represent it. I do not 
desire to infer anything which is not reasonable not inevitable. I 
would draw no conclusion which does not seem to me to be im- 
perative; but now, in all candor I ask, Mr. President, whether, in 
looking back over the past transactions for the last two years, we 
kea dealt openly, frankly, honorably, and justly with those 

ple? 
8 5 — willing to make all necessary allowances to the President 
and to any particular officer; the multitude of duties which they 
have to perform distract their attention. Iam willing to concede, 
for the purposes of what I have to say, that the President of the 
United States did not become fully conscious of the actual state 
of affairs across the ocean in that far-distant land. That is not 
the question which I desire to raise; but I do take an account of 
those past things—although Senators say we ought not to do so— 
because it is only by taking into account the things which have 
passed that we may accurately be able to determine the things of 
the present and be able to judge what is best to do for the future. 

These facts, first, the aspiration and ion of independent 
government on the part of the Filipino people, under the leader- 
ship of inaldo; second, knowledge of this Government that 
such was their expectation; third, inducements held out to them, 
by our representatives, whether directly authorized or not, that 
that expectation would not be disappointed; fourth, the infor- 
mation which our own officers. after investigation, gave to us 
officially that to undertake to disappoint that tation would 
lead to bloodshed and war, by Bell and Anderson, and reiterated 
by Otis—while we unders these facts and that such would be 
the result, we demanded of Spain the cession of absolute sover- 
eignty over a territory of which she had irretrievably lost posses- 
sion, not a foot of which was under her control. 

We demanded the cession of her so-called sovereignty to the 
United States, for which we paid to her $20,000,000. That fatal 
step was taken (because it was a fatal step, and no man can dis- 
pute it) with the full knowledge of the facts communicated to 
those who were msible for it that it meant inevitably a con- 
flict of arms with the Filipinos, who had been led by our repre- 
sentatives across the water to cooperate and aid us in our war 
against Spain with the expected compensation of being able there- 
by to achieve their own freedom and establish their own self- 
government and rule their own destinies. 

Those who support the policy of the Administration say we 
must deal with the present. The proposition of the Senator from 
Massachusetts is that all-sufficient is the evil of the day. He does 


not want to grope forward and find more evils by probing into 
the wants us to take no account of the past, and I 


the future. 
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agree with him in a measure that the situation of man as ex- 
pressed by Burke is the preceptor of his duty, but he can not per- 
form his duty unless he looks around him, bebind him, and into 
the future so far as his limited vision may extend. 

Whence did this war come? Where will it end? Whither will 
it lead, Mr. President? Anderson and Otis tell us why it came. 
Merritt and Bell told our peace commissioners what would bring 
it about. Knowing that, we did that which they said would and 
which did bring it about. Mr, President, it was not a freak of 
chance, a child of destiny. It was not an act of Providence. 
When the message was sent across the water to Dewey wanting 
to know which would be the most valuable of those islands for us 
to take. the answer came back: and the distinguished Senator from 
Minnesota [Mr. Davis], a member of the commission, asked Gen- 
eral Merritt whether, if we would take this and ignore those 
people, the native inhabitants would fight. Merritt said “ They 
will fight.” - 

Mr. President, every nation is endowed with the power of ra- 
tional volition, and it must suffer the penalty of the failure to ex- 
ercise it. Iam not prepared to concede the contention, discredit- 
able as it is to the Administration, that the events in the past 
have been mere freaks of chance, the Executive Mansion of my 
country. like the kingly palace of George the Third, an irresponsi- 
ble madhouse. The President is an able man, courteous in all his 
dealings, and I will do him noinjustice. He is able to comprehend 
facts when they are laid before him. He can trace consequences 
undoubtedly from causes. He was advised of the situation. He 
acted deliberately, whether of his own motion or by the power 
which controlled him. For what he did he is responsible. It is 
in the essence of our institutions that those elected and placed in 
important positions in our Government must be responsible. If 
they donot want to take the responsibility of their official conduct, 
they should not aspire to positions of responsibility. 

This war, Mr, President, came because of our promise, in what- 
ever way it was made, which led those ple to have the firm 
conviction that all their fighting and all their sacrifice of life were 
to end. through our aid to them, in their independence, and which 
was turned to ashes upon their lips. That disappointment, which 
came frum the proposition embodied in the proclamation framed 
by the President and issued on the 9th day of January, was the 
inception of this war. They responded to it virtually by a declara- 
tion of war, as General Otis has told us in his report. 

Mr. President, what is the nature of our title? What is the 
present status of the Philippine Archipelago? I should like some 
Senators who have viewed this case from the standpoint of the 
permanent retention of the islands and the theory maintained by 
the Administration, as I understand it, what they think our status 
is. Kent says a treaty alone does not operate to transfer sover- 
eignty without actual delivery of possession. An authority upon 
international law says that sovereignty over a people can not be 
transferred without the consent of the governed. The same au- 
thority says that a treaty of cession—and that, of course, is a self- 
evident proposition—only operates to transfer just such dominion, 
and no more, as the ceding power possesses. All official reports 
say that Spain had nothing; the Filipino people had declared their 
independence and fought for it and had achieved it. Itwasa fact 
accomplished before the 10th day of December, the date of the 
treaty. 

Aguinaldo and his government, whatever it was—and I am not 
talking about whether it was a government like that of Germany 
or Rassia, or that of the Sultan of Turkey, or of some South Ameri- 
can republic—that government, whatever it was, and however in- 
adequate and unjust in our view of things we may say it was, had 
control of all the islands and dominated even Manila. Spain had 
lost everything beyond all power of recovery if we had not taken 
the cession from her, if we are to believe Merritt and Greene and 
Otis and people who are competent to speak by reason of their 
knowledge of the situation. On the 10th of December, when the 
treaty was made, the President himself, in a proclamation which 
he issued, I believe dated the 23d of December, gave direction to 
extend the military authority to every part of the islands which 
we did not have. possession, actual delivery of cession, is essen- 
tial to sovereignty over a people, then we have not 75 dominion. 
Spain delivered to us what she had, which would be properly 
represented by zero. Our sovereignty to that attached, whatever 
it was. 

Nations in their international relations, according to alow stand- 
ard, expressed by some writers upon international law, are ina 
state of lawlessness. Then nothing is right which can not be en- 
forced; nothing is wrong which can not be punished. If a nation 
is strong enough, it can wage war and subjugate and assert its 
authority over any land and any people, according to its own sweet 
will. Of course in that sense the United States had the right. ac- 
cording to that debased and sordid standard, although it acquired 
nothing by purchase and transfer of Spain, because she had noth- 
ing to transfer, because we were powerful and those people feeble, 
to send our Army there in sufficient force to coerce obedience or 
cause extermination, But when we inaugurated that campaign, 


not of peace but of war, we inaugurated it upon a basis which in 
justice and morality can not be defended by any right-thinking 
man. 

I state, in the first place, Mr. President, that these people are 
not rebels. They have never acknowledged allegiance to the 
United States, and that is a prerequisite to rebellion. Breach of 
the solemn pledge made to uphold the laws of a country is in- 
volved in the charge of rebellion. They are but a belligerent peo- 
ple, fighting in self-defense against a war of subjugation waged 
by us against them. When will that war end? I do not know 
whether the Senator from Wisconsin intends that his bill shall 
take effect next year or whether he expects it to take effect during 
our lifetime or three hundred years hence, when all insurrection 
in those islands is completely destroyed. Then, and then only, is 
this bill to take effect. 

In the argument made by our peace commissioners in Paris to 
the representatives of Spon in trying to negotiate this treaty it 
was said that these people had been in continuous rebellion against 
Spanish authority for more than three hundred years. Spain’s 
commissioners answered by saying, That is true, and here are the 
sacrifices which we haye made against our own welfare.” Men 
who have been there, distinguished officers whose letters I have 
read, say that the war is not ended, and that in their opinion it 
will never end. So, perhaps the Senator from Wisconsin really 
intends to content himself with recognition that a state of hostili- 
ties does exist there, and never expects the bill otherwise to go 
into operation—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Utah permit me? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator expressly consented to a 
state of hostilities over there long, long ago, when he voted, with 
full knowledge of the purpose, to increase the Army at the last 
session of Congress, knowing that that increase was for the pur- 
pose of enabling the President to send troops to be employed as 
they have been employed. Am I wrong about that? 

Mr. RAWLINS.. I stated in the i series that there had been 
no direct and express recognition of a state of hostilities. A 
proposition to relieve temporarily the men whose terms of enlist- 
ment had expired was before Congress. They were to be retained 
there unless their paces could be supplied enlistments made 
by increase of the Regular Army. e voted for that increase. 
That, in my judgment, was not any more a declaration of war 
against the people of the Philippine Islands than it was a declara- 
tion of war against the people of Cuba, because a large share of 
that Army, it was then known, would go to Cuba to aid in the 
preservation of order. Itwas no more a war against the Filipino 
peonio than it was against any other nation with whom we might 

at peace. i 

Mr. SPOONER. Wil the Senator permit me? 

Mr. RAWLINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator apprehenđed, did he not, when 
the Army bill was before 8 and he voted for it, that a large 
portion of those troops provided for were to be sent to the Philip- 
pet Did he suppose they were to be sent there for a picnic ora 

ght? They were, of course, to relieve troops whose terms had 
expired, but the supply of men provided by that bill was vastly in 
excess of that requirement. ill the Senator say that he did not 
expect those troops to be employed in military operations in the 
Philippines? And if it was a vile and outrageous crime against 
liberty, I do not know how the Senator finds justification for his 
vote in favor of that bill. 

The Senator from Massachusetts, stating here upon the floor in 
open Senate that those troops were to be employed against the 
Filipinos and his unwillingness that they should be employed, 
registered his vote against it. The Senator will permit me, and 
I only take advantage of this occasion inasmuch as he mentioned 
me, because I sat before him, but I am unabie to discover upon 
what theory of justice it is that the Senate and House of Repre- 
sentatives can raise an army by solemn vote and then criticise 
the President for using it as they intended that he should and as 
they e ted he would. 

Mr. RAWLINS. The Senator asks me whether I expected the 
Army would be used for a fight or fora frolic. I do not know 
what may have operated in my mind in that particular respect; 
whether I expected the Army would be used for a frolic or a fight 
or a foot race; but I do remember distinctly the circumstances 
under which that measure came before Congress. Idoremember 
that the venerable chairman of the Committee on Military Affairs 
made a statement of the situation, and in that statement—I 
believe it was in themonth of Feb y, just prior to the adjourn- 
ment—he pointed out the fact that the terms of enlistment of the 
regulars and of the volunteers proper would expire the moment 
the ratifications of the treaty with Spain were exchanged, and that 
the President of the United States, after that event had been pro- 
claimed, would not think for one moment of ordering those vol- 
unteers into the trenches; that that army was then in that far- 
distant land and hostilities had been provoked; that the lives of 
those volunteers and others in that island, by reason of the acts 
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which had already taken place, unless sufficient force was main- 
tained there, would be in peril. 

We were informed that it was necessary as a matter of self- 
defense, to save the lives of our volunteers, that men should be sent 
over there; and I do not know whether I voted for that measure 
or not, but if I did vote for it I voted foritforthatreason. Since 
I cast that vote I have gone more in detail and have been able to 
ascertain more fully the facts bearing upon the situation, and I 
am free to say that I do not regret that 1 did cast that vote, because 
in spite of the measure which we then passed, the authority which 
we gave to the President to raise additional troops, those volun- 
teers were ordered into the trenches after the terms of their 
enlistment had expired. 

The Senator insinuates that I say that those acts over there by 
the soldiers were unholy and cruel and wicked. I said no such 


thing. 

Mr. SPOONER. I did not say that. I spoke of what you called 
the war upon that people. I beg the Senator to be just. I did not 
impute to the Senator any observation or criticism of any act of 
the soldiers over there. Hemustknowthat. My observation was 
elicited entirely by the question which the Senator put to me as 
to whether there was not a subtle purpose in a line of this bill to 
recognize the existence of hostilities over there; and I rose simply 
to cail the attention of the Senator to the fact that the existence 
of hostilities over there was recognized long ago, not only by Con- 
grons but by the Senator when the Army bill was passed, That 
is 


Mr. RAWLINS. Whatever implication there might be as to 
the votes which were cast for that Army bill, I have already suffi- 
ciently answered it. The Senator did say and wanted to know 
how I could cast my vote for that bill if I then believed that those 
soldiers who were thus to be raised were to be employed in a cruel, 
ruthless, unholy war. I say that I had no right to believe, had 
no right to expect, from the information which we then possessed, 
that the President of the United States would employ any part of 

is army in a cruel, unwarranted, and remorseless war. I have 
never charged that the President intended to do that. But 
what I did say is that we demanded the cession of those islands 
from Spain to the United States—we did notdo it; but the Presi- 
dent and his commissioners were informed by Merritt, by Bell, 
and others that the result of that transaction would inevitably 
mean war, and that as a ene of that, our troops being 
over there, war was precipitated. 

Whose fault it was I do not care now to inquire. Who fired 
the first gun I do not care to inquire ubout. The situation was at 
the time that bill was before Congress that there was armed con- 
flict between forces over there, and that to save the lives of our 

men they undoubtedly had to act at that time in self-defense. I 
did not imply by my action then that this army should be affirma- 
tively and aggressively used for the extermination of that people 
or to wage a remorseless, unholy, and cruel war. I do not mako 
that charge now, but I did vote, and I would E vote again 
under similar circumstances, for sending soldiers to any place 
where American citizens or American soldiers might be, to be 
employed in defense of their lives. 

. President, whatever may come of this war, certain it is that 
it has made plain to the world the sterling stuff of the American 
volunteer. No propitious climate invited him to the contest. 
The jungles did not open to make for him a pathway, nor did the 
water divide in order that he might pass over dry-shod. He was 

not faced by a foeman worthy of his steel. He could not have 

been inspired by the enthusiasm or actuated by the spirit which 
pone him to enter the service of his country for the sake of 

nmanity. Never did conditions, moral or physical, more adverse 
confront human soldiery; and yet these men never faltered. Day 
after day, hour after hour, both night and day, they added glory 
to glory, triumph to triumph. The maxim of the soldier is. My 
country; may Bha ever be right; but right or wrong, my country.” 

The maxim which ought to animate statesmen and lawmakers is, 
„My country; to continue her in the right; but if in the wrong, to 
help set her right.“ That is the answer which I make to the state- 
ment of the Senator. 

Now, Mr. President, this proposition involves another consider- 
tion of far-reaching importance. I have said that I am opposed 
to this programme because, in my opinion, it does not look for- 
ward, but carries us backward tothe scenes of despotism. When 
I speak I speak without impugning the motive of anyone. I am 
an expansionist. I believe in it by natural and peaceful processes. 
The progress of our people is natural and inevitable. An artificial 
barrier can not be set to that progress. I make no question of 
that kind. But here is a question involved which is of very 
deep and very great importance the question involved in the sale 
and transfer of vast numbers of people. 

Mr. President, the density of population of the Philippine Archi- 
pelago is twice as great as that in Illinois or in Indiana. It is 

wenty or thirty times as great as the territory west of the Missis- 
sippi, between the Mississippi and the Pacific Ocean. It is teem- 


" There is no vacant territory there. There is 
nothing there u which Americans can build homes. 

On the other hand, upon this side of the shores of the Pacific 
there are undeveloped resources. There are riches beyond all 
eae oper giee pe which need only the application of capital and the 
touch of industry to develop. We can well afford to open more 
tunnels and sink more shafts to touch the inestimable treasures of 
mineral which lie everywhere throughont that vast section of 
country. We have but to husband its waters and reclaim the 
arid wastes and build sugar factories. Those things will give 
employment to labor and build homes for the American people. 

r. President, there is no such resource in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago. On the contrary, for three hundred years scarcely enough 
people from other nations have been going there to be worth men- 
tioning. A fewthousand and you have told the whole story; 100,- 
000 Chinamen, and the mixture and combination of races which 
was depicted by the junior Senator from Massachusetts. 

But we are repeating history, Mr. President. More than one 
hundred years ago, just prior to the time when this Government 
of ours was established, Great Britain set out ona programmesome- 
what similar to that, and I want to read briefly a description of 
that policy which is not dissimilar to that which is now presented 
for our consideration. I read a wert, Here of it as given on page 
449 of the Works of Edmund Burke, Volame II. Speaking with 
reference to Great Britain in its relation to India, he said: 

The next sale was that of the whole nation of the Rohillas, which the grand 
salesman, without a pretense of quarrel, and contrary to his own declared 
sense of duty and rectitude, sold to the same 1 ager Dowlah. He sold the 
people to utter extirpation for the sum of £400,000. Faithfully was the bar- 

performed onour side. Hafiz Rhamet, the most eminent of their chiefs, 
one of the bravest men of his time, and as famous throughout the East for 
the elegance of his literature and the spirit of his poetical compositions (b. 
which he supported the name of Hafiz) as for his courage, was invaded wi 
an army of an hundred thousand men and an English brigade. 

This man, at the head of inferior forces, was slain v: tly fighting for 
his country. His head was cut off and delivered for money to a barbarian. 
His wife and children, persons of that rank, were seen begging a handful of 
rice through the oe camp. The whole nation, with inconsiderable ex- 
ceptions, was slaughtered or banished. The country was laid waste with 
fire and sword; and that land, distinguished above most others by the cheer- 
ful face of paternal government and protected labor, the chosen seat of culti- 
vation and plenty, is now almost 12388 a dreary desert, covered with 
rushes, and briers, and jungles full of wild beasts. 

The British officer who commanded in the delivery of the people thus sold 
felt some compunction at his employment. He represented these enormous 
excesses to the president of Bengal, for which he received a severe repri- 
mand from the civil governor. 

Further, other transactions in which people were sold are here 
given: 

In Bengal, 8 Dowlah was sold to Mir Jaffier, Mir Jaffier was sold to 
Mir Cossim, and Mir Cossim was sold to Mir Jaffier again. 

And so on, giving a large number. 

All these bargains and sales were regularly attended with the waste and 
Paros the country—always by the buyer, and sometimes by the object of 

Mr. President, by reason of these examples, these frightful con- 
sequences of undertaking to make the destinies of millions of peo- 
ple depend upon transactions of barter and sale—the frightful 
consequences flowing over that have, according to the author on 
international law that I have cited, led in modern times to the 
well-settled principle founded upon intrinsic justice and sound 
morality that such things can not lawfully and morally be dons 
in accordance with the principles of international law except with 
the consent of the governed. e are having repeated now at this, 
the end of the nineteenth century, the experience which came to 
Great Britain at the end of the last century, and which has made 
her rule in India a blight and curse to all its people. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Massachusetts claims that, con- 
ceding everything else, these islands would be of great benefit to 
us commercially. He said, as I understood him, that by reason 
of our possession of those islands our diplomatic officers were 
enabled to obtain the open door to China, and the Senator paid a 
glowing eulogy to the present Secre of State, pointing to that 
as being a grand consummation of his diplomatic skill. 

Mr. President, I can not regard it as does the Senator from 
Massachusetts, It seems to me to be a triumph of English and 
not of American diplomacy. The policy of free trade at home 
and free trade everywhere has been the po’icy of Great Britain. 
In the open door in China, Great Britain and Germany and Russia 
have no sympathy with the myriads of people in that vast Empire. 
That 3 if it pleases, in accordance with every principle 
of justice and international law. is entitled to have a tariff barrier 
around her shores, or she is entitled to tear it down, as in accord- 
ance with her own interest she may think proper and best. But 
what right has Russia, what right has a great trust of nations 
like Russia, Great Britain, and Germany. to say we will form a 
conspiracy and say to the Emperor of China and those people: 
“ Obey our behests and tear down your tariff wall?” 

Itisa procedent to which I can not give my sanction, worthless 
though that may be. I can not give = sanction that this coun- 

conspiracy to dictate to 


ing with people. 


shall enter into a combination an 
other and feebler nations, as the result of the gigantic power of a 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2773 


combination or a trust of nations, that their right to control their 
own affairs and levy their own taxes to subserve their own inter- 
ests they shall not possess. 3 

Mr. President, this is not the triumph of American policy. This 
is the triumph of British policy. England and Germany have 
given us nothing and can give us nothing morallyin China. They 
can not give us freer access to any parts of the markets of that 
vast number of people. They give us nothing; but if we recog- 
nize the Philippine Archipelago as a part of our territory, they 
have by their combination, their spheres of influence over the 
diplomatic representatives of the United States, laid down the 
position that we are to take down our tariff barrier—tear it down 
to the ocean level. 

Mr. President, if we keep the Philippines we are to add the ex- 
pense of a vast army which for an untold length of time in the 
future must be kept there on police duty at least. If weare to be- 
lieve the statements made by the proponents of the policy, which 
is now under consideration, they are to exercise police patrol, 

rotecting Aguinaldo from Artacho or Artacho from Aguinaldo, 
The burden of the expense of all this to fall upon the taxpayers of 
the United States, 

Our merchants and our traders and our producers must com- 
pete in those islands, and for that market with the traders and 
merchants and producers of Great Britain, of Russia, of Germany, 
and of all other countries. They get the benefit and we pay the bill. 
That is the sum of that transaction, if it is to be carried into effect. 

It is similar to that other matchless achievement of the diplo- 
matic skill of our Secretary of State, the Hay-Pauncefote treaty. 
In that case we are graciously accorded by Great Britain and the 
European nations the right to construct and maintain that canal 
at ourown expense and principally for the benefit of Great Britain. 

Mr. President, these are all departures from the great settled 
principles and policy and traditions of our Government. I can 
see nothing, so far as commerce or money making is concerned, to 
invite us to goon with this policy which is outlined forus, I 
think it is detrimental and destructive of all our best interests 
material; I think it is destructive of all our best interests social 
and political. 

The distinguished Senator from Massachusetts likened himself, 
as did Sir Isaac Newton, another distinguished philosopher whom 
he did not name, to a little child playing upon the seashore, now 
and then diverting himself by finding a brighter pebble than ordi- 
nary, while the great ocean of truth lay unexplored before him. 

Mr. President, when I read over that speech, three hours long, 
I could not conceive how the Senator thought he was not perfectly 
familiar with all that is in the air, and all that is upon the land, 
and all chat is in the sea, I believe actually if the Senator should 
stand upon the seashore and think about the situation, he would 
come to the conclusion that he could make an improvement upon 
the handiwork of the Almighty. I think he would conclude that 
he could dictate and prescribe better laws to control the life of the 

finnyshoals of the mighty deep, and I think he might come to the 
conclusion that if in prescribing those regulations there should be 
any disturbance, the explosion of a stick of giant powder in the 
midst of the finny tribes would calm their fretful, finny souls. 

Mr. President, as I read that speech and as I heard part of it, 
the Senator seemed to me like a man standing upon the housetop 
ready to hurl a deadly missile into a crowded thoroughfare, reck- 
less of all consequence. He says that certain races have an in- 
eradicable tendency to favor despotism. I believe the Senator 
takes pride in the fact that a few years ago he was the author of 
the force bill. More than a third of his speech was devoted to 
the pulverization of the keystone in the arch of liberty. He 
wants to cut loose from the Constitution, if I understood him 
rightly, and govern many millions of people without their consent. 

e wants to know where the principle of the consent, of the 
governed begins to operate. Hesaysif it is sacred to all, it must 
be sacred to one; and he wants to know at what point in the cen- 
sus the principle begins to operate. If it does not operate with 
one, it can not operate with 30,000. If it can not operate with 
30,000, it can not operate as to 10,000,000; and if not as to 10,000,000, 
then it can not operate as to 100,000,000. Thus he strikes away 
the foundation upon which our free institutions rest. He goes 
back to the principle of the Holy Alliance, and by his logic lands 
dangerously near the divine right of kings to rule people without 
their consent. 

Ah, Mr. President, the Senator says that all born east of Con- 
stantinople have an ineradicable, a racial tendency to despotism. 
If we are to believe what he says, he must have had his birth east 
of Constantinople. He is a living example of the incorrectness of 
Buckle's theory that if you catch a Hottentot young enough to 
pyi him through a process of education you may make out of him 
a European. 

Mr. President, I can not see how the Anglo-Saxon or the Cau- 
casian has any right to obtrude a despotic sway over the Asiatic 
or the Malay, Nomore could I see how some great mogul of Asia 


could extend, as they attempted to do in the middle ages, a des- 
potic sway over the Caucasian. 

Life, says Emerson, has its scale of degrees, but it is difficult to 
determine any degree that is positive. It is beyond the purview 
and discretion of mortals to say that any particular degree or con- 
dition of life is the proper one, and that all men must conform to 
it that life may become like the surface of a tranquil ocean. The 
highest ideal of happiness of one man may, on the contrary, differ 
from that of another equally intelligent, and how much more is 
that true of races. 

The peasant is pleased to follow the plow; the sailor, to plow the 
main with his bark; the soldier, to yield obedience to his com- 
mander and rush unconsciously upon the pointed steel; the shep- 
herd, to recline upon some eminence and cast his sluggish eyes 
upon his grazing herds; the smith delights to forge the metal and 
see it become plastic in his hands; the heathen thinks he can read 
in puny relics of wood and stone the divine essence of the gods, 
and delights to supplicate that he may participate in the joys of 
some blissful realm delineated by the pencil of his own imagina- 
tion. 

Every Christian has his own peculiar ideas concerning present 
and eternal happiness. The fact is that no two men, no two 
races, think alike, reason alike, or hope alike. The thoughts and 
hopes of men are suggested by the scenes they view, the air they 
breathe, the land they dwell upon. 

Mr. President, we can not rule Asiatic peoples to their advan- 
tage and without detriment to ourselves. Nature revolts at the 
idea. Hence I say that to carry out this policy is destructive of 
the best interests, material, moral, social, and political, of both 
erp pore of the United States and the people of the Philippine 

slands. 

These words may fall on deaf ears. A fatal fascination for 
power may prevail. : 

The time flies of imperialism flutter their dilletante wings in 
in wild delight at every panegyric of power, at every fulsome adu- 
lation of those who have gifts to bestow and patronage to dis- 
pense. And so it has ever been. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 
What is the attitude of the bill in regard to Puerto Rico? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is the unfinished business, 

Mr. HOAR. Is it now before the Senate? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. 

Mr. HOAR. What is the pending question upon the bill? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Nevada [Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to move an amendment to the bill, or if 
that amendment be not now in order because of another amend- 
ment pending, I desire to give notice of an amendment, and I 
should like to have it read at the desk. 

3 PRESIDENT pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 
T! . ‘ 

The SECRETARY. Amend by inserting, after line 7, page 9, as 
follows: 

That the followin: 
mitted into Paerto 

Fish, whether fresh, salted, pickled, or cured, and all preparations thereof; 
leather and all manufactures thereof; agricultural implements. 
fens SF eric T pro tempore. The proposed amendment will 

rinted. 

r. TURNER. Mr. President, on Friday I gave notice that I 
would make some remarks to-day on the pending Puerto Rican 
bill, but it would not be possible to finish my remarks before the 
beginning of the special order fixed by the Senate for a quarter 
after 4 o'clock this afternoon. Therefore, understanding that the 
Senate desires to go on with other business, I will now yield the 
floor and give notice that to-morrow, after the conclusion of 
= 8 morning business, I shall ask the attention of the 

enate, 


articles imported from the United States shall be ad- 
ico free: 


INDIAN LANDS IN UTAH, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the 14th ultimo, a letter from the Com- 
missioner of Indian Affairs, containing a statement of the assets 
of the Confederated Bands of Utes, and showing the share of 
those residing in Utah; also a report from the Commissioner of 
the General Land Office, showing that prior to June 30, 1899, the 
receipts from the sales of their lands in Colorado amounted to 
$1,419,099.50, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
ina to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be 
print s 
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LIEUT. COL. H. O. CORBIN. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the senate a commu- | Ad 


nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 8d instant, the official copy of the proceedings 
of a general 5 E ee Col. Hery 5 8 mpana 
convened at ttanooga, Tenn., February 14, » together wi 
a complete record of ali the testimony introduced before the 
court, the findings of the court, their approval and confirmation, 
and the pena order promulgating the findings; also the report 
of Col, Thomas J. Morgan, of January 16, 1865, to Maj. S. B. 
Moe, assistant adjutant-general, First Separate Division, Army 
of the Cumberland, together with copies of communications of 
record in the War Department, from officers of the Army with 
whom Lieut. Col. Henry C. Corbin served, relating to his service 
with the Fourteenth United States Colored Infantry in 1864 and 
1865; which, with the ore deat ad papers, was ordered to lie 
on the table and to be prin r, 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 
A bill (H. R. 153) for the relief of Elizabeth Johns; 
A bill (H. R. 205) granting an increase of pension to George 
er; 
ll (H. R. 200) granting a pension to Isaac D. Smith; 
(H. R. 484) granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
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470) granting a pension to Jane Dykes; 
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1507) granting an increase of pension to William 
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R. 1754) granting a pension to Helen M. Hull; 

. 1763) granting a pension to Ella F. Sydnor; 

R. 1890) to increase the pension of John Houk: 

. 1944) granting an increase of pension to Eli C. 
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. 1989) granting a pension to Marie Wiersang; 
R. 2170) granting a pension to Angeline Eyestone; 
R. 2303) granting an increase of pension to Lavinia 


E 
rer 
E 


E 
5 


5 CH 

A bill (H. R. 2382) granting an increase of pension to Eli Over- 
hultz; 

A bill (H. R. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


le; 
Boy pin (H. R. 2681) granting an increase of pension to Calista 
Hall; 


"A bill (H. R. 2792) granting a pension to Peter Cummings; 

A bill (H. R. 2802) granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Brisbois; 

A bill (H. R. 2809) granting an increase of pension to Moses F. 


— 


A bill (H. R. 2865) granting an increase of pension to Louis H. 


ein; 
A bill (H. R. 3012) granting a pension to Sarah Claggett; 
A bill (H. R. 8167) granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. 


Cook; 
A bill H. R. 3470) granting an increase of pension to George W. 


‘Weeden; 

A bill (H. R. 3522) granting a pension to Lucy S. Bane; 

A bill (H. R. 8640) granting a pension to Mary Pollock; 

A bill (H. R. 3694) granting an increase of pension to James 
Bottoms; 

A bill (H. R. 8809) granting increase of pension of Elisha B. 
Seaman; 

A bill (H. R. 3863) granting an increase of pension to Alfred 


er; 

DS bill (H. R. 3966) granting an increase of pension to David 
Talmon; 

A bill (H. R. 4047) granting an increase of pension to James S. 
Jordan; : 3 

A bill (H. R. 4298) granting an increase of pension to John M. 
McCord; 
A bill (H. R. 4441) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Krickbaum; : 5 [ T? 

A bill (H. R. 4648) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. McLain; : 

A bill (H. R. 4655) granting a pension to Elizabeth C. Rice; 

A bill (H, R. 4854) granting a pension to James L. Whidden; 

A bill (H. R. 4961) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 


Gangloff; : 
A bill (H. R. 5126) granting an increase of pension to James J. 
McMains; s 


A bill (H. R. 5180) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


ams; 
A bill (H. R. 5346) granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Norris; 
g (H. It. 5390) granting an increase of pension to Maria E, 
ailley; 
15 bill (H. R. 5503) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
anson; 
A bill (H. R. 5544) granting a pension to Loua A. Morgan; 
A bill (H. R. 5546) granting an increase of pension to George 


White; 
55 bill (H. R. 5882) granting an increase of pension to John B. 
airchild; 
A bill (H. R. 5949) granting a pension to Frederick Weber; 
A bill (H. R. 6028) granting a pension to John H. Meeker; 
an coe (H. R. 6031) granting an increase of pension to James W. 
rmodq; 
A bill (H. R. 6092) granting a pension to Louisa Stearns; 
A bill (H. R. 6139) granting a pension to Lucinda Haggard; 
Agn 5 (H. R. 6144) granting an inerease of pension to Margaret 
orter; 
A bill (H. R. 6161) granting an increase of pension to John 


5 
A bill (H. R. 6284) granting an increase of pension to James 


ewa 

—— bill (H. R. 6527) granting an increase of pension to George 
yers; 

2 bill (H. R. 6700) granting an increase of pension to Maria 

Trews; 

A bill K. R. 6701) granting a pension to Serelda C. McGrew; 

ae na H. R. 6911) granting an increase of pension to James R. 
wtelle; 

8 (H. R. 7114) granting an increase of pension to John S. 
rker; 
A bill (H. R. 7264) granting a pension to Hannah C. Smith; 

A a 5 (H. R. 7322) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
. Vance; 

A bill (H. R. 7368) granting an increase of pension to Sherman 


. Plues; 

A bill (H. R. 7622) granting an increase of pension to Peter M. 
Heaton; and 

A bill (H. R. 7896) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Lybarger. 

The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs: 

A bill (H. R. 163) for the relief of Henry O. Morse; 

A bill (H. R. 1616) to correct the naval record of Joseph Pitt, 
alias Joseph Marr, and to erase the name of Joseph Marr and sub- 
ib the name of Joseph Pitt on the records of the United States 

Vavy; 

A bill (H. R. 2465) to grant an honorable discharge to George 

W. Shank; and 8 


5 ; an 

A bill (H. R. 8206) to correct the naval record of Thomas Dunn, 
CONSIDERATION OF PENSION BILLS, 

Mr. HALE. I suggest that we go to the Calendar, Mr. Presi- 


dent. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine asks 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of the Calendar. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator from New Ham [Mr. GAL- 
LINGER] in charge of the pension bills is ready to go on with 
those bills, I will withdraw my suggestion and that will give him 
the rest of the afternoon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will ask unanimous consent that the 
order made this morning that the Senate would proceed to the 
consideration of unobjected pension bills at a quarter past 4 0’clock 
be amended so that we may proceed with their consideration now, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from New Hamp- 
shire asks nnanimous consent that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of unobjected pension cases now. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none, and the first private pension bill on the 
Calendar will be stated. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will first yield to the Senator from Wash- 
ington [Mr. TURNER]. 

JOSEPH LONGMIRE, 


Mr. TURNER. I ask the consent of the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Pensions and the consent of the Senate to proceed to the 
present consideration of the bill (S. 2938) granting an increase of 
pension to Joseph Longmire. This case is so far back on the Cal- 
endar that we can not expect to reach it to-day. The pensioner 
is a Mexican war veteran, 90 years of age, totally blind, and I am 
afraid that he may die before we get this bill through unless I am 
permitted to have it considered now. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the rē- 
quest of the Senator from Washington? 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 


Whole, proceeded to consider the bill (S. 2938) granting an increase 


of pension to Joseph Longmire, which had been from the 
Committee on Pensions with an amendment to strike out all after 
the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre 
directed to place on 


Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pornn a pen- 
sion at the rate of $25 per month in lien of that he is now rece: g. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

NELLIE L. GROSHON, 


The bill (S. 712) granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word late,“ to strike out a;“ 
in line 7, before the word Company,“ to strike out ‘“in;” and in 
line 8, after the word “ Brigade,” to insert and her a pension 
at the rate of $15 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 


The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to further amend, in line 7, before 
the word Mississippi,“ by striking out the word “of.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE E, TUTTLE. 


The bill (S. 169) granting a pension to George E, Tuttle was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of George E. Tuttle, late of Company 
G, Two hundred and eleventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $8 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


DWIGHT D. WILBER. 


The bill (S. 163) granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
Wilber was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 
insert: 

That the Secret: 
directed to place on_the pension roll, subject to the ove and 
tions of the Poor ee laws, the name of Dwight D. Wilber, late of Company 
G, One hun and thirty-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now 
receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JOHN H. MORRISON, 


The bill (S. 173) granting a pension to John H. Morrison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of John H. Morrison, late first lieutenant Com- 
pan , Sixteenth Pennsylvania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $17 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The biil was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. i 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to John H. Morrison,” 


JACOB P. FLETCHER. 


The bill (S. 2977) granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
Fletcher was considered asin Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, before the word lieutenant,” to strike out 
the letter a;“ in the same line, before the word Company,” to 
strike out ‘‘of;” and in line 9, before the word dollars,” to strike 
— twenty-four“ and insert seventeen;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 


of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
limita- 


tenant Company A, One hundred and ninety-fifth iment Ohio Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $17 per month in lieu of that 
he is uow receiving. 


The amendments were agreed to. z 
The bill was reported to the Senate asamended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. — 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
SAMANTHA BARNES, 


The bill (S. 1553) granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
An amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 

nsert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Samantha Barnes, widow of Newcomb M. 
Barnes, late captain Company I, One hundred and first Regiment Ohio Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of 
that she is now receiving. . 

The amendment was agreed to. : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

JAMES d. HARTZELL. 


The bill (S. 1441) granting a pension to James G. Hartzell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the word Sixty-sixth,” to strike out 
“Illinois Volunteer mony; at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
of the pension now received,” and insert Regiment Ilinois Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 
menh in lieu of that he is now receiving; ” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
See e e Talne unt den 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now 3 

The amendment was agreed to. C : 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to James G. Hartzell.” 


CHARLES A. HUTCHINGS, 


The bill (S. 1460) granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment. in line 7, after the word Third,” to strike out Wis- 
consin Cavalry Volunteers, at the rate of 88 per month,“ and insert 
Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of 88 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles A. Hu gs, late 
pror, Company H, Third Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of 8 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported tothe Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. : 


ISAIAH MITCHELL, 


The bill (S. 1549) increasing the pension of Isaiah Mitchell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in hne 7, before the words United States,” to in- 
sert Regiment;” in the same line, after the word Infantry“ to 
insert “and pay him a pension;” and in line 9, before the word 
now.“ to strike out the pension,” and insert that;“ so as to 
make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Isaiah Mitchell, late of Com- 
pany G, One hundred and fifteenth Regiment United States Infantry, and 
pay hima pension at the rate of sis per month in lieu of that now received. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. 1 move to further amend, in line 9, by 
striking out the words now received” and inserting ‘‘he is now 
receiving.” 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

The biil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Isaiah Mitchell.” 

JOHN d. B. MASTERS. 

The bill (S. 1551) 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line.7, before the word Kentucky,” to insert 
„Regiment,“ and in the same line, after the word “ Infantry,” to 
insert and pay him a pension;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to paca on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pens on laws, the name of John G. B. Masters, late of 
Company G, Forty-ninth Regiment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of & per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

è HELEN L. DENT. 

The bill (S. 1552) granting an increase of sion to Helen L. 
Dent was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported frm the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the e i and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Helen L. Dent, widow of Frederick T. Dent, 
late colonel, United States Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of 0 per 
month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

GEORGE BUNCE. 


The bill (S. 61) granting a pension to George Bunce was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The ill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 10, before the word dollars,“ to strike out 
“sixteen” and insert $‘ twelve.” 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6 let the word a“ be stricken out 
after the word late;“ let the word of“ be stricken out afte the 
word private;” let the words ‘‘of the” be stricken out after the 
words Company A;“ in line 7 let the word “of ” be stricken out 
before the word“ Illinois;“ and in line 8 let it read, “also corpo- 
ral of Company B, One hundred and fifty-fifth;” and in line 10 let 
the words “at the rate” be inserted before the word “of.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as pro- 

to be amended. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed toamend the bill soas to read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George Bunce, late 

vate, Company A, One 1 and forty-third Regiment filinois Volun- 
r Infantry. also corporal, Company B. One hundred and fifty-fifth IIlinoi 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY B, LAMBE, 


The bill (S. 1029) granting a pension to Henry B. Lambe was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word “dollars,” to strike out 
“thirty ” and insert ‘‘ twenty;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry B. Lambe, late achap- 
lain in the Ninetieth Eegiment United States Colored Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him u pension at the rate of $20 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6 let the bill read, late chaplain 
Ninetieth Regiment,” etc. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to amend in line 6, after the 
word late,“ by striking out a,“ and in the same line, after the 
word “chaplain,” by striking out “in the;” so as to read: 

The name of Henry B. Lambe. late chaplain Ninetieth Regiment United 
States ColoredVolunteer Infantry. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 


ISAAC H. LYNN. 


The bill (S. 2983) grantin 
Lynn was 8 č 


an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes 


anting a pension to John G. B. Masters. 


to place on the pension roll the name of Isaac H. Lynn, late of 
Company D, Fourth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, and to 
pay him a pension of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
ceiving. y 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MARY B. CHRISTOPHER. 


The bill (S. 1833) granting a pension to Mary B. Christopher 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “widow,” to strike out 
“formerly” and insert former;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary B. Christopher, former 
widow of James Bringhurst, surgeon of the Twenty-eighth Regiment Illinois 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $18 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. The bill was reported to the 
Senate as amended, and the amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY H. LEWIS. 


The bill (S. 1831) granting a pension to Henry H. Lewis was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll, subject to the 8 und limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henry H. Lewis, late of Renwick's battery, 
Illinois Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay hima pensionat the rate of $20 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry H. Lewis.” 


RICHARD L. TITSWORTH. 


The bill (S. 1803) granting an increase of pension to Richard L, 
Titsworth was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 7, before the word Infantry,” to strike out 
Volunteer: so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
a eg eo ger 
. the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is . i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

CATHARINE HARRIS, 


The bill (S. 1030) granting a pension to Catharine Harris was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Catharine Harts: dependent 
mother of Mathias Harris, late of Company I, Seventeenth Regi- 
ment onio Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per 
month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JAMES B. LOGAN, z 

The bill (S. 847) granting a pension to James B. Logan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions aud limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of James B. Logan, late captain Company K, 
Tenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. i 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to James B. Logan.” 

BENJAMIN F. TRAPP. 

The bill (S. 2777) granting a pension to Benjamin F. Trapp was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported frora the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
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l 
of the pension laws, the name of Benjamin F. Trapp, late of Company K, | and to pay him a pension of $12 per month in lieu of that he is now 


Fourteenth Regiment Missouri Home Guards, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $20 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MATTHEW REDMOND, 


The bill (S. 657) granting a pension to Matthew Redmond was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It propones to place on 
the pension roll the name of Matthew Redmond, late of Company 
C, Eighth Regiment New York Heavy Artillery Volunteers, and 
to pay him a pension of $12 a month from and after the passage 
of this act. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let that bill read “and pay him a pen- 
sion ”—striking out the word ‘“to”—“at the rate of $12 per 
month,” and then strike out tho remainder of the bill, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. In line 7, after the word and.“ it is proposed 
to strike out the word “to;” in line 8, after the word “ pen- 
sion,” to insert at the rate;” in the same line, before the word 
„month,“ to strike out a“ and insert per; and after the word 
„month“ to strike out from and after the passage of this act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended; and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. : 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


MARTHA MADDOCKS. 


The bill (S. 649) granting an increase of pension to Martha Mad- 
docks was considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of that bill and to insert what [ send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is pro d to strike ont all after the enact- 
ing clause of the bill and to insert: 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place upon the pension roll, subject_to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the Sanu laws, the name of Martha Maddocks, mother of Acton P. 
Plummer, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that which 
she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. ; ; 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 5 


SARAH E. FoRTIER. 


The bill (S. 2020) granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out all after the enacting 
clause of that bill and to insert what I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Theamendment will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. It is proposed to strike out all after the en- 
acting clause and to insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he hereby is, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll. beos tothe provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws. the name of Sarah E. Fortier, widow of Joseph Fortier, 
late a member of the Renville Rangers, Minnesota Militia Volunteers, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SARAH ANN FLETCHER. 


The bill (S. 950) granting a pension to Sarah Ann Fletcher was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisionsand limitations 
of the pansion laws, the name of Sarah Ann Fletcher, widow. of Archer 
Fletcher, late of Company C, Seventh Battalion. District of Columbia Volun- 
teer Militia Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

MICHAEL LOCHARD, 

The bill (S. 2961) granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Lochard, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the 7 roll the name of Michael Lochard, 
late of Company H, ird Regiment Ohio Volunteer Cavalry, 


receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM BLADES, 


The bill (S. 2962) granting an increase of pension to William 
Blades was considered as in Committee of the ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word Missouri,“ to insert 
Regiment; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
author and d ted to place on the pension roll, sonens to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Blades, late of 
Company B, Third Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry,and pay hima pen- 
sion at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD MADDEN, 


The bill (S. 2993) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Madden was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
ses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward Madden, 
ate private, Company F, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $24 per month in lien 
of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LIZZIE BREEN, 


The bill (S. 259) granting a pension to Lizzie Breen was consid- 
ered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word ‘ Infantry,” to strike out 
“New York” and insert United States;“ and in line 8, after the 
word “ Cavalry,” to insert “and pay her a pension at the rate of 
$12 per month;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lizzie n, widow of Pat- 
rick Breen, late a member of Company A, Twenty-first United States Infan- 
try. and Company G, First United States Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. d 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


JENNIE P. STOVER, 


The bill (S. 2451) granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and in- 
sert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the pension laws, the name of Jennie P. Stover, widow of William R. 
Stover, late of Company A, Twenty-seventh Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. i 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrosset for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HENRY H. BROWN, 


The bill (H. R. 4090) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
H. Brown was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
pe to place on the pension roll the name of Henry H. Brown, 

ate a member of Company I, Fifty-ninth Indiana Volunteer In- 
fantry. and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lien of that 
he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


MAJ. A. NORTHROP, 


The bill (S. 3127) granting an increase of pension to Major A. 
Northrop was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
s to place on the pension roll the name of Maj. A. Northrop, 
ate of Company H, Fifteenth te gtnent New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and of Company K, Eighteenth Regiment New 
Hampshire Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 
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MARY A, PARKER, 
The bill (S. 2881) granting a pension to Mary A. Parker was 


considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place on 
the pension roll the name of Mary A. Parker, widow of Corwin 
J. Parker, late of Company K, Third Regiment New Hampshire 
Volunteer Infantry, and to pay her a pension of $12 per month, 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JAMES H. STEVENS. 


The bill (S. 3004) granting an increase of pension to James H. 
Stevens was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the 8 the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, su to the provisions and limitations 
CFC 
— T the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that he is now 2 : 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate £s amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


ISAAC PATTERSON, 


The bill (S. 474) granting an increase of pension to Isaac Pat- 
terson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho is hereby, authorized and di- 


rected to place on the pensi sabes to the provisions and limitations 


ion 
f the pension laws, the name of tterson. late of Company C, Third 
R „war with Mexico, oa 4 y him a 


t Kentucky Volunteer Infantry. 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 3 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


HORATIO N. CORNELL, 


The bill (S. 2280) granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was rted from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike ont 
„twenty“ and insert twelve:“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the 1 laws, the name of Horatio N. Cornell, late a 
woe on the U. S. B. Michigan, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per 
mon 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was conc in. 5 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELEANOR R. SULLIVAN, 


The bill (S. 1608) granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole, 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Eleanor R. Sullivan, former widow of Edwin 
L. Adams, late of Company F. Fifteenth Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELLEN LEDDY, 


The bill (S. 2463) granting an increase of pension to Ellen Leddy, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committees on Pensions with an 
amendinent, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Ellen seoa widow of Michael Leddy, late 
second lieutenant, Sixty-ninth New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and thie amend- 
ment was concurred in. } 7 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


CHARLES PERKINS. 
The bill (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Perkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It pro- 
to place on the pension roll the name of Charles Per F 
ate of Company H, Sixteenth New York Volunteer Heavy Artil- 
lery, and to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


SUSAN M. BUTTON, 


The bill (H. R. 3260) granting a pornon to Susan M, Button 
was considered as in Committee of the Whale. It proposes to 
yino on the pension roll the name of Susan M. Button, widow of 

oseph Milliken, late sergeant, Company C, One hundred and 
forty-first Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and to pay 
her a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN VARS, 


The bill (H. R. 232) gran a pension to John Vars was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the 
pasion roll the name of John Vars, the totally blind son of Frank 
ars, late master’s mate on the U. S. steamer Reliance, and to 
pay him a pension of $12 per month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH R. HOLT, 


The bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes.to 
place on the pension roll the name of Elizabeth R. Holt, widow 
of Wesley E. Holt, late private of Company C, First New Ham 
shire 8 Artillery Volunteers, and to pay her a pension of $s 
per month, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed, 


JOHN M. LAUGHLIN, 


The bill (H. R. 2666) granting a pension to John M. Laughlin 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of John M. Laughlin, late a 
private of Lieut. George Melick’s detachment, Twentieth Regi- 
ment oe Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of $8 
per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD A. PARMALEE, 


The bill (S. 2543) granting an increase of pension to Edward A, 
armalee was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
oses to place on the pension roll the name of Edward A. Parma- 

ee, late of Company F, Fifth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- 
teer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 830 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 

to be engrossed fora third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
MATHEW T. JONES. 


The bill (S. 751) granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
Jones, was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mathew P. Jones, late of Company E, Thir- 
teenth Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pa him a pension at tho 
rate of S per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

SOPHRONIA BAILEY. 


The bill (H. R. 1979) granting a pension to Sophronia Bailey 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place upon the pension roll the name of Sophronia Bailey, de- 
promn mother of Capt. George A. Bailey, fate of Company B, 

eventh Regiment (First Artillery) Vermont Volunteers, and 

y her a pension of $20 per month. 

he bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

SUSAN GARRISON, 


The bill (H. R. 2749) granting a pension to Susan Garrison was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 


to 
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The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, after the name Garrison,“ to strike out 
t: deceased;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enact 


lds arrison, late of Company C, Eighth 
or AS and Nr her a pension at Shenae of 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 


FRANCES C. KIRBY. 


The bill (H. R. 5156) granting en increase of pension to Frances 
C. Kirby was considered as in mmittee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Frances ©. Kirby, widow of Gewas B. Kirby, 
late captain Company I, Forty-seventh ment New York Volunteer In- 
fantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time, 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

MATILDA G. HIGBEE, 

The bill (H. R. 6575) granting a pension to Matilda G. Higbee 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, pee tothe provisions and limitations 
of the on laws, the name of Matilda G. Higbee, late nurse with the 

hth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. . 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ERNST PITSCHNER, 


The bill (S. 2159) granting an increase of pension to Ernst 

Pitschner was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 

to place on the pension roll the name of Ernst Pitschner, 

ate of Company G, Sixteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan- 

try, and to pay him a pension of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
GEORGE H. PENNINGTON, 

The bill (H. R. 2477) granting an increase of pension to George 
H. Pennington was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the 5 of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of George H. Pennington, late of Company E, 
Fifty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and of Company K. Ninety- 
first Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima pensionat the rate 
of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. ~ 

The bill was read the third time, and passed, 

MARGARETHE BOMKE, 

The bill (H. R. 2526) granting apension to Margarethe Bomke 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to 
place on the pension roll the name of Margarethe Bomke, widow 
of Edmund Bomke, late quartermaster-sergeant of Eleventh Reg- 
iment of New York Militia, and to pay her a pension of $8 per 
month, and $2 per month additional for each of the two minor 
children of the soldier. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

EMMA M, KITT, 

The bill (H. R. 438) granting a pension to Emma M, Kitt was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place 
on the pension roll the name of Emma M. Kitt, widow of John B. 


per month. 


Kitt, of Cooley's Independent Battery, Ilinois Light Artillery, 
and to pay her a pension of $8 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the time, and passed. 


ANDREW J. DAVIS. 


The bill (H. R. 524) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J. Davis was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word place,“ to strike out 
“upon” and insert “on; in line 7, after the word“ Connecticut,” 
to strike out Volunteers“ and insert“ Volunteer Infantry; ? and 
in line 9, before the word “he,” to strike out “pension ” and in- 
sert that; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the 4 —.— laws, the name of Andrew J. Davis, late of 
Company I, Twenty-fit ent Connecticut Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now Near 

The amendments were to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


JOHN J. M’CORMICK, 


The bill (H. R. 854) granting an increase of pension to John J. 
McCormick was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to on the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pensions laws, the name of John J. McCormick, late first lieutenant 
Company F, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lien of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be - 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


NELSON B. LUTES. 


The bill (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
B. Lutes was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Neison B. Lutes, 
ate a member of Company D, One hundred and eighty-eighth 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 
ine month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

e bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
PHILIP YOE, 


The bill (H. R. 2599) grantin sion to Philip Yoe was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Philip Yoe, late of Company C, 
Third Potomac Home Brigade, Maryland Volunteers, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


HENRY GEESEN, 


The bill (H. R. 4416) to increase the 5 ty of Henry Geesen 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, uuthorized and 
directed to place pn the pension roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Henry Geesen, late of Company E, Second 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and of Com- 
pany A. Fourteenth Regiment Illinois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pen- 
sion at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. . 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry Geesen.” 


SMITH JEWEAL, 


The bill (H. R. 5440) granting an increase of pension to Smith 
Jeweal was considered as in Committee of the Whole, It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Smith Jeweal, late 
private in Company H, Fifteenth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 
fantry, and to pay him a pension of 840 per month in lieu of that 
he now receives, 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
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ROBERT GAMBLE, JR, 


The bill (S. 2941) granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Gamble, jr., was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Robert Gam- 

le, jr., late major and aid-de-camp to General Call, Florida Vol- 
unteers, Seminole Indian war, and to pay him a pension of $25 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ELIZABETH OVERBY WILLIAMS, 


The bill (S. 2552) granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Eliza- 

beth SEX Williams, was considered as in Committee of the 
ole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, er to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Elizabeth Overby Williams, widow of Charles 
W. Williams, late colonel and gs ape quartermaster-general, United States 
Army, and pay her a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. ; 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: ‘‘A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elizabeth Overby Williams.” 


FANNIE H. RIGGIN. 


The bill (H. R. 825) granting an increase of pension to Fannie 
H. Riggin was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to place on the pension roll the name of Fannie H. Riggin, 
widow of John Riggin, late colonel and aid-de-camp, United States 
Volunteers, on staff of General Grant, and to pay her a pension 
of $20 month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bint was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


WILLIAM W. WHARTON, 


The bill (H. R. 3072) to increase the pension of William W. 
Wharton was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll,subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the on laws, the name of William W. Wharton, late of Company I, 
Eighty-second Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a 
pension at the rate of l per month in lieu of that he is uow receiving. 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Tue title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to William W. Wharton.” 


JOHN F. NELSON. 


The bill (H. R. 3071) granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Nelson was considered as in Committee of the Whole. y 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all aiter the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the 3 roll, subject to the provisions and limitations 
ot the pension laws. the name of John F. Nelson, late captain Company H. 
One hundred and fifty-fourth New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay hima 
pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. l 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. i r 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


ZADOK C. PERKINS. 


The bill (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to Zadok 
C. Perkins was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
roposes to place on the pension roll the name of Zadok C. Per- 
Pis late of Company D, Second Iowa Volunteer Cavalry, and 
to pay him a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 
receiving. 
The bii was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
DAVID C. DANE, 


The bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane was 
considered as in Committee of the ole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of David C. Dane, dependent father of 
George W. Dane, late private in Company A, Thirty-third Regi- 


ment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension of 


$12 month. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 
WILLIAM J, WALLACE, 


The bill (S. 3033) granting an increase of pension to William J. 
Wallace was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out allafter the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension ro subject to the provisions and limita- 
tions of the penson laws, the name of William J. Wal „late ot Company 
A, Seventieth Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 

JAMES M. KERCHEVAL, 

The bill (H. R. 309) granting a pension to James M. Kercheval 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 3, before the word is,“ to insert he; and 
in line 4, after the word “ roll,” tostrike out of the United States 
of America;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James M. Kercheval, late 
acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $12 per mont 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

HARVEY GRANT. 

The bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pension to Harvey Grant was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It proposes to place on 
the pension roll the name of Harvey Grant, late of Sonno B, 
First Regiment of East Tennessee National Guards, and to pay 
him a pension of $12 a month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 


‘to a third readjng, read the third time, and passed 


MALINDA JONES. 

The bill (H. R. 5509) granting a pension to Malinda Jones was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro to place 
on the pension roll the name of Malinda Jones, mother of Samuel 
Jones, late of Company I, Eighth Tennessee Volunteer Cavalry, 
and to pay her a pension of $12 per month. 

Mr. GALLINGER, In line 6, I move that the word depend- 
ent” be inserted before the word mother,” so as to read de- 
pendent mother.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to be 
read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

CHARLES W. JEROME. 

The bill (H. R. 5710) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Jerome was considered as in Committee of the Whole. It 
proposes to place on the pension roll the name of Charles W. 
Jerome, late first lieutenant and regimental quartermaster One 
hundred and fifteenth Illinois Volunteer Infantry. and to pay him 
a pension of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate withont amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

FRANCIS H. STAPLES, 

The bill (S. 2863) to restore the pension of Francis H. Staples 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the word! Eighth,” to insert Regi- 
ment,” and in line 6, after the word “ Vermont,” to strike out 
Volunteers“ and insert Volunteer Infautry;” so as to make 
the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to restore to the pension roll the name of Francis H. 
Staples, late of Company E, Eighth Regiment Vermont Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at such rate as his disabilities, heretotore shown to 
have origina’ in the service, may entitle him to. 


The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
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The title was amended so as to read: A bill restoring to the 
pension roll the name of Francis H. Staples.” 
EMILY A, LARIMER, 
The bill (S. 3125) granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 
That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on tha pension roll, subject to the provisionsand limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Emily A. imer, former widow of Henry 
J. Hill, late of Company F, Thirty-third Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The amendment was agreed to, 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 
MELVINA BOTTLES, 


The bill (H. R. 8067) granting an increase of pension to Melvina 
Bottles was considered as in Committee of the Whole. X 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 4, after the word “place,” to strike out 
“upon” and insert on,“ and in line b, after the word “of,” to 
strike out the pension which she now receives“ and insert that 
she is now receiving: so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Melyina Bottles, widow of 
William J. Bottles, late of Company E, Twenty-first Regiment New Jersey 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu 
9 of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concu in. p 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


EDWARD L. RUBY, 


The bill (S. 1954) granting a pension to Edward L. Ruby was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 6, after the word Cassall,” to strike out 
“who served as” and insert ‘‘late;” in line 7, after the word 
„Kansas,“ to insert Volunteer,“ and in line 9, before the word 
“ dollars,” to strike out of seventy-two” and insert ‘‘at the rate 
of seventeen; so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward L. Ruby, alias Ed- 
ward C. late a member of Company F, Nineteenth Regiment Kansas 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $17 per month. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the umend- 
ments were conc in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a ‘third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

ADELE W. ELMER. 


The bill (S. 1242) to increase the pension of Adele W. Elmer 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
an amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and 

rt: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, ey a to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Adele W. Elmer, widow of Horace Elmer. 
late commander, United States Navy, and pay Bee a pension at the rate of 
850 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the 
third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Adele W. Elmer.” 

LYDIA F. WILEY. 

The bill (S. 756) granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 5, after the word provisions,“ to insert and 
limitations;” in line 7, before the word ‘‘ New Jersey,” to strike 
out “of,” and in the same line, after the word Volunteers,“ to 
insert and pay her a pension;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lydia F. Wiles. widow of 


John Wiley, late surgeon of the Sixth Regiment New Jersey antry Vol- 
unteers, and pay her a pensior at the rate of $30 per month. 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 
= MARGARET H. KENT. 


The bill (S. 2332) granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
H. Kent was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“fifty and insert thirty;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc, That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Margaret H. Kent, mother 
of David A. Kent, late of Company H, Seventeenth Regiment Illinois Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of per month in lieu of 
that she isnow receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. In line 6 let the word “dependent” be 
inserted before the word mother;“ so as to read. dependent 
mother.” 

The amendment was to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


ELLA COTTON CONRAD, 


The bill (S. 1619) granting a pension to Ella Cotton Conrad 
Was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with 
amendments, in line 7, before the word Infantry,“ to strike out 
„Volunteer,“ and in line 9, after the word! month,” to insert ‘‘in 
wey’ the pension she is now receiving;” so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, étc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ral aed to the provi- 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ella Cotton Conrad 
widow of Casper H. Conrad, late major of the Eighth Regiment United 
States Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 850 per month in lieu of 
the pension she is now receiving. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ments were concurred in. > 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. à 3 

The title was amended so as to read: “A bill granting an in- 
crease of pension to Ella Cotton Conrad.” 

MARY JANE M’LAUGHLIN, 

The bill (S. 244) granting a pension to Mary Jane McLaughlin, 
was considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was re from the Committee on Pensions, with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and di- 
rected to place on the pension roll. subject to the provisions and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Mary Jane McLaughlin, invalid and depend- 
ent daughter of Michael McLaughlin, late of Company C, Twelfth Regiment 

assachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 
per month. 

The amendment was agreed to, 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 7 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed, 


CECILIA A, PRICE, 


The bill (S. 1909) granting a pension to Cecilia A. Price was con- 
sidered as in Committee of the Whole. : 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 


That the Secre of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject tothe provisions and limitations 
ot the pension laws, the name of Cecilia A. Price, widow of William P. Price, 
late of Company G, Eleventh Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay hera pension at the rate of §12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Cecilia A. Price.” 

GEORGE W. NEWELL. 

The bill (S. 3183) granting a pension to George W. Newell was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 8, before the word ‘‘dollars,” to strike out 
“ thirty ” and insert twelve;“ so as to make the bill read: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
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and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George W. Newell, late of 
Company H, One hundredth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay him a pension at the rate of x13 per month. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


LOUESA MOULTON. 


The bill (S. 3294) granting a pension to Louesa Moulton was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 6, before the word “widow,” to insert for- 
mer;“ so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of esa Moulton, former 
widow of Erastus A. Burnham, late of Company D, Twenty-fourth Regiment 
Towa Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The biil was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was con in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


KATE B. WARREN, 


The bill (S. 3329) granting a pension to Kate B. Warren was 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Pensions with an 
amendment, in line 10, after the word month.“ to insert ‘in lien 
of that she is now receiving;” so as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provisions 
and limitations of the on laws, the name of Kate B. Warren, widow of 
Charles E. Warren, late assistant W Ninety-fifth Regiment United 
States Colored Troops and surgeon Nine! Regiment United States Colored 

and pay her a pension at the rate of $25 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Tho bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

The title was amended so as to read: A bill granting an increase 
of pension to Kate B, Warren.” 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I move thatthe Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After five minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I ask unanimous consent that 

the Secretary now proceed with the formal reading of the bill 

S. 8419) making further provision for a civil government for 
ka, and for other — 1 5355 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). Is 
there objection to the request made by the Senator from Montana? 

Mr, COCKRELL. t is the request? : 

Mr. CARTER. That the Secretary proceed with the formal 
reading of the Alaskan bill. I will supplement that request by 
another, to the effect that until adjournment no other b ess be 
transacted. While the bill is intensely interesting, and I have no 
doubt every Senator will desire to hear every word read, it may 
be possible that some Senator will desire to absent himself, andin 
consequence of that possibility I suggest that we proceed with the 
reading until adjournment, and that no other business be done 
during the remainder of the evening. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Inother words, that no amendment shall be 
offered, and there shall be no discussion of the bill. 

Mr. CARTER. No discussion of the bill and no amendment 
offered; poraina ha ond the formal reading. 

The PRESID. a. OFFICER. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Montana? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I desire to know whether any 
other business of any kind will be transacted. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It was stipulated in the request 
that no other business would be transacted until adjournment. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 3419) making further provision for a 
civil government for ka, and for other purposes. 

The Secretary resumed the reading of the bill at page 444, sec- 
tion 1069, and read to the end of chapter 11 of Title III on page 489. 

Mr. CARTER. I think we have reached a point in the reading 
of the bill sufficiently advanced to justify us in believing that the 
reading can be completed in a two hours’ session. which I hope 
may be held on Wednesday morning. I move that the Senate 
adjourn, I have not asked unanimous consent for a session on 
Wednesday morning. That request will be presented to-morrow, 
and I presume we can rely upon the 

Mr. BATE. Wednesday morning? 


Mr. CARTER, Idonotnow present the request for unanimous 
consent to meet on that morning, but I will do so to-morrow. 

Mr. BATH. If it is proper, 1 had better put in those amend- 
ments of mine at once, 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. SHoupinthe chair). Does 
the Senator from Montana withdraw his motion? 

Mr. CARTER. I withdraw for the time being the motion to 
adjourn. 

Mr. BATE. Task the Secretary toreadtheamendments, They 
are very plain. 

Mr. CARTER. I suggest to the Senator from Tennessee that 
the amendments be printed. 

Mr. BATE. Just as the Senator prefers. 

Mr. CARTER. It will be more convenient for Senators on the 
floor to have the amendments printed. 

1 E. I have no objection in the world to their being 
printed. 
Re CARTER. I suggest that they be printed and lie on the 

e. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. Theamendments will be printed 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. CARTER. I renew the motion that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o'clock and 33 minutes 
P. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Tuesday, March 13, 
1900, at 12 o'clock m. 


NOMINATIONS, 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 12, 1900. 
ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN MARINE-HOSPITAL SERVICE. — 

Thomas D. Berry, of Texas, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Baylis H. le, of South Carolina, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Mervin W. Glover, of West Virginia, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Bolivar J. Lloyd, of Texas, to be an assistant surgeon in the 
Marine-Hospital Service of the United States, 

John D. Long. of Pennsylvania, to be an assistant surgeon in 
the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

Allan J. McLaughlin, of New Jersey, to be an assistant surgeon 
in the Marine-Hospital Service of the United States. 

POSTMASTER. 

Simeon Chapman, to be e at Westerville, in the county 
of Franklin and State of Ohio, in the place of F. M. Rauck, whose 
commission expired February 13, 1900. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY, 
Ordrance Department. 

Lieut. Col. William A. Marye, Ordnance Department, to be col- 
onel, March 5, 1900, vice Whittemore, retired from active service. 

Maj. John A. Kress, Ordnance Department, to be lieutenant- 
colonel, March 5, 1900, vice Marye, promoted. 

ASSISTANT SURGEONS IN THE NAVY. 

Frank Lester Pleadwell and Dudley Newcomb gory aye tec to be 
passed assistant surgeons in the Navy, from the 24th day of Oc- 
tober, 1899, to fill vacancies existing in that grade. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
MONDAY, March 12, 1900. 


8 ae House met at 12 o'clock m., and was called to order by the 
penker. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday last was read and 
approved, 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE, 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 

Tuomas of Iowa, indefinitely, on account of sickness. 
COMMITTEE APPOINTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced as members of the Committee on the 
Library Mr. Jaurs T. MCCLEARY of Minnesota, chairman, and 
Mr. H. Henry Powers of Vermont. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT, CHARLOTTESVILLE, VA. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker; I ask unanimous consent for the pres- 
ent consideration of the bill (H. R. 65) to authorize the holding 
of a regular term of the district court of the United States for the 
western district of Virginia in the city of Charlottesville, Va. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks nnanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk will 
report, 
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The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That a regular term of the district court of the United 


States for the western district of Virginia be held in each year in the 
city of Charlottesville, Va., on the second Monday in January. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

Mr. PAYNE. I should like to ask if this is reported by the 
Judiciary Committee? 


Mr. HAY. It is. 
Mr. PAYNE. Is there a court-house at this place? 
Mr. HAY. Oh, yes. This is unanimously reported by the Ju- 


diciary Committee, and if the tleman has any question about 
it, I will ask the Clerk to read the report. 

Mr.PAYNE. Oh,no. I understood the gentleman to say that 
there is a court-house there. 

Mr. HAY. There is. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? 

here was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, . 

On motion of Mr. HA, a motion to reconsider the last vote was 
laid on the table. 

PRINTING OF EULOGIES ON THE LATE VICE-PRESIDENT HOBART. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
fho presen: consideration of Senate joint resolution 75, to print 
31, copies of the eulogies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice- 
President of the United States. 

The joint resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate and House of Representatives of the United States of 
America in hire assembled, That there be printed of the deliv- 
ered in Congress on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United 
States, 31.000 copies, of which 10,000 copies shall be for the use of the Senate. 
20,000 for the use of the Honse of Re ti for the use of 
the Department of Stato; and 500 copies for the use of the family of the late 
President; and the tary of the Treasury and 
rinted a portrait of the said Garret A. 
said eulogies; and for the purpose of — 2 ipn and pi ings a ae 5 
not otherwise motte A 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask if the copies 
are to be distributed through the folding room? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Les; in the usual way. 

The joint resolution was ordered to a third reading, and was ac- 
cordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


UNITED STATES COURT, FOARD COUNTY, TEX, 


Mr. LANHAM. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9284) to attach the county 
of Foard, in the State of Texas, to the Fort Worth division of the 
northern district of Texas, and providing that all process issned 
against defendants residing in said county shall be returned to 
Fort Worth. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the County of Foard, in the State of Texas, be, and 
the same is hereby, ed to the Fort Worth division of the northern judi- 
cial district of the State of Texas, and that all ogee wince ps defend- 
ants residing in the said County of Foard shall be returned to Fort Worth. 

TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bili? 

There was no objection. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read athird time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LANHAM, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


BEACH MINING IN ALASKA, 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the following bill. The bill covers six 
pages, and perhaps a word of explanation before the question of 
unanimous consent is put would be the easiest way. 

Mr. PAYNE. The bill had better be read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9310) extending in the district of Alaska 5 laws 
tolands reserved from sale in sections land 10 of an act of Congressapproved 
May 14, 1898. entitled“ An act extending the homestead laws and providing 
for right of way for railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other pur- 
poses. 

Be it enacted, ete., That the laws of the United States relating to paora 


mining claims and the rights incident thereto shall, from and after t 

sage of this act. be extended to the lands reserved from sale by the pro 

of sections 1 and 10 of an act of Congress a ved way 14, 1 entitled “An 

act extending the hom laws and provi for tof way for railroads 

in the d ct of Alaska, and for other pu ” su following 

limitations and provisos, which limitations and provisos be applicable 
y to! ons of such reserved which are x 

tively, in section | of said act as the shore of any na ble waters wi 

said district ” (meaning the lands lying between high low water mark), 


and in section 10 of said act as “a roadway 60 feet in halo pe, one to the 
shore line as near as practicable: *’ Provided, That this act not apply to 
of the 60-foot roadway which is or may be embraced in a valid 
claim made under said act of May 11. 1898. 

Sec. 2. That the location must be made in person, the locator or locators 
to be present upon the ground when the location is made. ere the loca- 
tion is made by a corporation it must be made by a duly authorized t, 
who, as such agent, must be 2 in person on the mud when the ona: 
tion is ie. The notice of the location must be filed for record in the 
office of the register and receiver of the United States for the land district 
within sixty days from the day on which the location was made upon the 
poani; and the hy peine and receiver are authorized to charge and receive 
‘or ocation the sum of $1 for each location or claim, which 


or locators: Provided, That the locator or locators of any claim may, be oo 
the filing of the hag Nance of the same with the register and receiver 
tor the land district, locate another claim in lieu thereof. The 

receiver are authorized 


er and 
to 


mineral to justify its working asa mining claim: Provided, 
the life 


there 
be such, abutting € 8 
Src. 5. That the right hereby granted shall be subject, in addition to the 
8 in the placer-mining laws not inconsistent 
g reservation in the said — Soy 


State or Territory for landings 
lic shall have access to 


on of the claimant, the Pre com- 
or su 


pipe line 
Inkkting the injury or liable to the party injured for such in- 
nry or rer mem pe And provided, That at all there shall be kept, free 
m artificial obstruction, a roadway across each claim of sufficient width 
for the convenient use of the public as a highway. 
SEC. 6. That the grant herein, being a miner's right only. the miners in 
regular meeting, as prov: section 2 of this act, may e 
providing t 


made, as provi in section 2324 of the rformed or 
expended during stated periods within the year, not, however, to exceed $200 
in any one year, $100 whereof to be expended within eye days of the loca- 
tion; and ane diture of $200 only will be required in lieu of the $500 re- 
quired by the placer-mining laws (section 2325, Revised Statutes}, and in lieu 
of the payment of $2.50 per acre required to be paid for the land in a placer- 
mining claim a payment of $5 for each claim shall be made by the claimant 
for the es granted, and the receiver's receipt and the register’s final cer- 
tificate of entry shall be issued for a miner's right only; and nothing in this 
act shall be construed as a right of the mant to a patent. but in lieu of 
such 8 the Commissioner of the General Land O: 

regular, issue to the claimant, in name or names of the locator or 
8 a certificate of approval of the right to mine the claim under this 


act. 
SEC. 7. That the act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled “An act 


exte: the homestead laws and viding for right of way for railroads 

in the of Alaska, and for other mrposes,”’ so far as it conflicts wi 

VVV 
8 5 apply 0 of the a 

of Alaska! between the mouthof River, at the head of Golofnin Bay, 

and Cape of Wales. 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill just read. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the consideration of the 
bill just reported? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I would like to have some explanation 
about this bill before unanimous consent is given. 

5 SON. I was going to say that as this bill is quite 
a long one, I hope the gentleman will give us some satisfactory 
reason why it ought to be considered out of order, and not in its 
regular order. g 

. LACEY. The question is a very pertinent and very proper 
one, and I desire to give such an explanation. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON, Has this bill been unanimously reported 
by the committee? 

Mr. LACEY. It is unanimously reported by the committee, and 
the bill, I think, meets the approval of the miners who have been 
en in mining on a portion of these lands lying along the coast. 

. BURKE of Texas, I would like to ask the gentleman how 
much time he thinks it will take to make an explanation and dis- 
pose of this bill? 

Mr. LACEY, If it is to take any considerable time, I will with- 
draw it. I would not like to encroach upon the election case, and 
I think a short explanation will be satisfactory. 
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Mr. Speaker, in preparing and introducing to the House a bill 
upon beach mining in the Cape Nome — 7 — of Alaska it is nec- 
to state that under the act of 1 there is a highway or 
right of way reserved, and that right operates 60 feet in width as 
near as practicable on the shores of the sea and streams of Alaska. 
Upon this 60 feet and upon the tide lands below this reservation 
were found exceedingly rich mines in the Cape Nome region. 
Last season‘the mines were worked by the miners themselves un- 
der a general understanding of the miners. Miners’ meetings 
were organized under no law, but by a mutual agreement; and in 
the SPRE ACIE season it is expected that the crowd of miners 
going to the gold regions will be so great that that mere arrange- 
ment, unauthorized by law, will not be adequate and that it is 
necessary to make some law by which mines can be operated, and 
this bill as now drawn practically relegates the whole matter to 
miners’ meetings. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. What is the object of poeme this legis- 
lation when we have a bill which provides for legislation for 
Alaska? There is a special bill pending before Congress, and why 
not put all these things into that bill instead of reporting them 
by piecemeal? 

Mr. LACEY. We have introduced this bill from the commit- 
tee as a single proponon in relation to Alaska, and as a separate 
measure, for the simple reason that it could be called up and dis- 
posed of and sent to the Senate. If we were to put all these 
propositions into one bill the result would be that there would be 
no legislation, Therefore, after careful investigation, the com- 
mittee deemed it wiser to pat the Cape Nome mining proposition 
into one bill and dispose of it and send it to the Senate for dispo- 
sition; and we have done the same with reference to the coal 
lands, and mađe that a single proposition, so that it could be con- 
sidered, passed, and sent to the Senate as a separate measure, 
because the two Houses may not be agreed upon all legislation 
that will be necessary for Alaska, and by legislating upon one 
proposition in connection with another entirely different the 
result would be that no mnano would be enacted at all. 

Now, we have framed a bill giving the zina to mine within the 
60 feet reserved strip as an easement, and the tide land in the 
same way, limiting the claims to 25 feet. We limit the claims so 
that they can not be taken up by power of cage and only one 
can be taken within a mile by the same person, and the operation 
of that will be regulated by the miners’ meetings, If it shall be 
found, in their judgment, that the poverty of the region requires 
that they should be allowed to take larger claims, they may take 
additional land up to 300 feet, placing it substantially within the 
control of the miners’ meetings to do legally that which they did 
without any law last year. A man can under this bill take only 
one claim within a mile; he must take this in person and must 
work it, but the miners’ meeting may increase the claims to 300 


feet. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. What do you mean by extending the law 
to the reservation of the land under the statute? 

Mr. LACEY. At the present, if we were to extend the placer- 
mining law as it exists to Alaska—the whole of it—that would 
authorize the taking of 20-acreclaims. Now, there are rules and 
limitations in thislaw. The claim may not extend beyond the 60 
feet reservation and the tideland—that is, those which are not sub- 
ject to mining under existing law. Instead of making a limita- 
tion of 20 acres, as was done under the general placer-mining law, 
we limit it to 25 feet. Under the ordinary law miners’ meetings 
may reduce claims from 20 acres to a less quantity. But this 
would be too late after the beach had been occupied with 20-acre 
claims. Under this bill the opposite proposition is adopted. The 
claims under the general law are fixed at the small size of 25 feet, 
and the miners’ meetings may increase them if the situation, in 
their judgment, would warrant it. 

It is a very necessary measure. The original bill was sent out 
to various mining associations along the coast of Washington, 
Oregon, and California. so they might consider and make such 
objections as they deemed proper to this proposition; and, so far 
as I know now, this bill will substantially meet the desires of the 
miners who were there last season, and who expect to return, and 
who wish to have the authority of the law to protect them to do 
that which they did last 7 without authority. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, But you have a substitute to the original 


bill. 

Mr. LACEY. The original bill has been entirely abandoned. 
The bill just now read is the substitute bill. We have not called 
up the original bill. . 

Mr. KICHARDSON. But I understood the gentleman to say 
that it was the original bill that was sent out. 

Mr. LACEY. No; objections were made to the original bill. It 

rovided for mining out under the water, and that has been aban- 
oneal The original bill gave much larger claims, and that pro- 
vis on has been abandoned; we have endeavored to draw this bill 
in such a way as to give the miners the most complete control of 
the entire matter. I believe this bill will accomplish the purpose. 


It will enable the 50,000 people who go in there to handle the 
mines in their own way and adopt rules and regulations as to the 
claims on the shore, as they may be located; it prevents the loca- 
tion by power of attorney, and the location of large tracts, limit- 
ing the claims to a very small area to begin with. 

Mr.COWHERD. May Iask the gentleman from Iowa aquestion? 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from lowa Fea to the 
gentleman from Missonri? 

Mr. LACEY. Certainly. 

Mr. COWHERD. In section 5 that provision with regard to 
the Secretary of the Interior granting the right to citizens and cor- 
porations for the use of the front land 

Mr. LACEY. That is under the act, af 1898. There are pro- 
visions for granting shore rights for landing places, and these 
rights have maoy of them already been granted. This bill pro- 
vides that any claim located under this act will be junior to the 
rights already granted by the Secretary of the Interior or that 
may be hereafter granted. 

Mr. COWHERD. That is the question that I want to get at. 

Mr. LACEY. That refers to the right to establish piers for 
commerce and matters of that kind, 

Mr. COWHERD. I want to know whether under this provi- 
sion—I am not familiar with the provision of the act referred 
to—whether under this pron there might not arise a conflict 
between the miner who locates the claim and the corporation who 
is acting under a grant from the Secretary of the 
reference to these mining lands? 

Mr. LACEY. No; the Secretary of the Interior can not make 
a grant, under the act of 1898, for mining purposes; it is purely 
forcommercial purposes. It was thought best not to locateclaims 
superior to the rights of commerce. 

r. Speaker, I now yield three minutes to the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. DriaGs]. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to say in support of 
this measure that it is radically different from the bill originally 
introduced. The tleman from Iowa found. after the introduc- 
tion of that bill, that it did not meet the situation in Alaska. He 
withdrew that bill and introduced this one to take its place. As 
I understand, the people interested in Alaska—Governor Brady 
and others, among whomis James Hamilton Lewis, a former mem- 
ber of this House, a member of the last Congress—say that this is 
the bill desired by the Alaskan authorities as well as the mining 
people who are contemplating going to Alaska this year. 

ow, under the act passed in 1898 there was no provision made 
whatever for the beach claims. Then, back of the high tide 
came the 60-foot strip granted as a right of way, and back of the 
right of way came what was known as the tundra claims, and 
it was found on investigation that there might be considerable 
confusion between the tundra claims and the beach claims. 
This bill would do away as far as possible with all trouble and 
riot. It is expected that forty or fifty thousand people will go 
to Cape Nome this summer; and if we pass this bill; in my 
opinion, it will obviate uy trouble, and every man will have a 
fair chance. I trust the bill will pass. 

Mr. LACEY. Unless there is some other gentleman who de- 
sires to ask a question, I now yield to the gentleman from Wyo- 
ming bye MONDELL] for the purpose of offering an amendment. 

Mr. MONDELL. r. Speaker, I move to amend the bill on 
page 2, section 2. line 15, beginning with the word where,“ by 
striking out the following words: where the location is made by 
a corporation it must be made by a duly authorized agent, who, 
as such agent, must be present in person on the ground when the 
location is made.” 

I also move to amend by striking ont the words ‘‘or corpora- 
tions“ in line 11 of page 3. 

The amendments proposed by Mr, MONPELL were read by the 


Clerk. i 

Mr. LACEY. I can speak only for myself in regard to this 
proposition, but I have no objection to it. This particular tract 
of land has been regarded as a poor man’s mining tract or dig- 
ging. The proposition would prevent any corporation from 
locating an original claim, but would not, of course, prevent a 
corporation from buying from anyone who may take a claim there. 

Mr. BELL. What is the effect of the amendment? 

Mr. LACEY. The effect would be, as I have said, to prevent a 
corporation from locating originally a claim. Personally I have 
no objection to tha amendment, 

Mr. BELL. How does it happen that you permit a corporation 
to enter these lands at all? Sucha thing is not allowed in the 
United States. 

Mr. LACEY. The proposition is to strike out the authority for 
corporations to locate claims originally, As I have said, I do not 
object to it. 

Mr. BELL. I understand, however, that you propose to allow 
an agent to locate claims for a corporation. 

Mr. LACEY. The motion of the gentleman from Wyoming is 
to strike that out. 


nterior with 
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Mr. BELL. But I understand the gentleman from Wyoming 
proposes to require the agent of the corporation to be there. 

r. LACEY. No. The motion is to prevent a corporation from 
making an original location on this strip at all through an agent 
or in any other way. ae 

Mr. BELL. Do you allow corporations to take up mining 
claims anywhere in Alaska? 3 

Mr. LACEY. Not under this bill. This bill is limited to the 
60-foot right of way—an easement of 60 feet on the reserved strip 
and upon the tide lands. 

Mr. BELL. Why do you not extend the mining laws of the 
United States to Alaska? 

Mr. LACEY. They were so extended about ten or fifteen years 
ago. That is the reason; and I think it a sufficient answer to the 
gentleman’s question. 

Mr. BELL. What change in the law are you making now? 

Mr. LACEY. Weare only changing the law so as to authorize 
mining under certain restrictions m the reserved right of way 
along the shore and on the tide lands, to which the mining laws 
heretofore have not applied. 

3 BELL. And this does not interfere with the general law 
a 

Mr. LACEY. It does not. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. S. „I submit to the gentleman 
that the word person“ would include corporations; and if we 
give persons the right to make these locations we give it to cor- 
porations, unless we insert an express prohibition. 


porations shall not locate claims originally. mit 

Mr. BELL. Allow me another question. Under the mining 
laws of the United States, only a citizen of the United States, or 
one who has regularly ee his intention to become such, can 
locate a mining claim. 

JJC ((( 

t leaves the law respect isely the same as i 
would be in Colorado or any other State. A man who could not 
locate a claim in Colorado could not locate one of these little 
beach claims in Alaska. 

Mr. BELL. How isit that you do not use the same language 
as is contained in the general law, limiting the right to citizens of 
the United States and those persons who have regularly declared 
their intention to become such? 

Mr. LACEY. We do not use the same language, because in the 
first section we extend the placer-mining laws to the lands in 
question, subject to certain modifications; and the placer-mining 
laws contain the limitation to which the gentleman refers. 

Mr, LACEY, Iti an t th Imust 
r. It is unnecessary to repeat the provision. Im 
say in this connection that after the committee had agreed upon 
the general purpose of this bill the rough draft of it was submitted 
to experts in the Land Office, that they might revise it and put it 
in such a form as to meet the various technical points as to the 

construction of the existing law under the rules of that office. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is the bill recommended by the Commis- 
sioner of the Land Office or the Secretary of the Interior? Have 
you any written evidence that they recommend it? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, no. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ought there not to be such evidence? 

Mr. LACEY. I think not. This is entirely a question of policy 
for Congress to say whether it desires to open this strip of terri- 
tory or not. I can, however, say to my friend that the bill was 
drawn after full consultation with the Commissioner of the Land 
Office, the details were finished up in his office, and the measure 
meets with the cordial approval of that office. We have endeav- 
ored to meet all the technical requirements in order to apply the 
existing placer laws to this peculiar condition known as beach 
mining,” and it was limited from Fish River on Golofnin Bay to 
Cape Prince of Wales, although it is quite possible that other 
beaches in Alaska ought also tobe covered. It was deemed best 
not to extend ‘see . of the bill beyond that portion of 
Alaska where beach mining is likely to occur. 

Mr. DRIGGS. Will the gentleman yield for a minute? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I will say that if wecan not pass this bill, 
I want to call for the regular order. 

Mr. LACEY. I hope my friend from New York, who I under- 
stand is in favor of the bill, will not consume time. We want to 
pass the bill, so as not to interfere with the consideration of the 
contested-election case. The gentleman from Wyoming also adds 
the following proviso to his amendment, That will relieve the 
difficulty which has been suggested: 


In line 23, 3, insert: 
> Provided, That no location shall be made by any corporation.“ 
I will print the committee report in connection with my remarks, 
as the matter is one of considerable public interest: 
‘The Committee on the Public having had under consideration the 
bill (H. R. 7572) extending in the district of Alaska the placer-mining laws to 
. XXXTI—176 3 


lands reserved from sale in sections 1 and 10 of an act of Congress approved 

May 14, 1898, entitled An act exten the homestead laws and providing 

for right of way for railroads in the ict of Alaska, and for other pur- 
“ have considered 


the same and report it back with a substitute, which 


y recommend do pass. 

Under the act of May 14, 1898, there was reserved along the coast and 
waters of Alaska a highway of 60 feet in width, as near as practicable paral- 
lel with the shore line. 8 

Adjacent to this highway lie the tide lands, between high and low tide. 
Neither the tide lands nor the highway are subject to placer-mining J. 


oca- 
tions, and there is no existing law under which the same can be mined. Last 
year exceedingly rich deposits of gold were found in these tide lands and in 
the reserved highway in the vicinity of Cape Nome. There being no law 
auth i ocation of placer on either the tide landsor highway, 


own. 
little friction 


small and easily worked, with but little eating ter machinery. Back 
of the 7 —— much of Eco higher ground, or “tundra,” has been located 
e 


under r laws. 

It seems desirable that the miners in future may be enabled to do under 
TS EE I I E wed gay PT ep mere rare L 
of law. 


Your committee were of the opinion that the question as to mining this 
right of way and tide land should be left as far as practicable under the con- 
trol of the local miners’ meetings. 

The general law on the subject of placer mining places the size of claims at 
20 acres, and there is no limitation as to the number that may be taken; but 
under the law miners’ meetings may reduce the size, and also may 
enact rules as to time and amount of work to be done by the locators. In the 
bill 5 the committee the size of one of these claims is a 
at 25 feet in th, and miners* mee 

By the amount of a claim 
... 

em, prac p 
controlled by local TS’ mee 
would not increase the size of the cì 
claims could be Where the claimsare so poor as to be only 


ble of profitable by machi 
justify that kind of wor! , and the miners’ meeti in th 


eral locations by law, the 
tions on the su 


shore is the miners 
but where it was more barren the 


as they only hav 2 
s es that may be . 
The effect of this bill is to enable the miners to do with full authority of 
last season. 


had some chance to work, and but little 
rush of newcomers it is im 


as the mineral may not be exhausted, and to terminate when the land becomes 
embraced within any State of the Union. 
It has long been the settled policy of the United States Government tohold 
the tide lands free from settlement in trust for the use of the State when it 
shall be admitted into the Union. By giving an easement for mining pur- 
poses only, and terminable on the admission of or the incorporation 
of the land intoa State, the policy of the past is in no wise disturbed. 
The discovery of gold in these tide lands necessitates the application of the 
law toa new situation, and by granting an easement for temporary use only 
we think that the gold may be removed from these shores and at the same 
time the general policy of the law may remain undisturbed. 
Under the act of 1898 a right of way parallel with the shore line, as near as 
o, was Se that reservation it was intended that the high- 
way need not follow exactly paratei to the meanderings of the shore, but 
that a more direct line might be chosen for that purpose. For the purposes 
of travel this description was no doubt sufficiently definite. But when adis- 
puts may arise asto soil rich with gold dust the boundaries sho be more 
efinite. We have, therefore, g ded in this bill that the meander line of 

the shore shall determine the direction and location of the highway for tho 
urposes of this bill. In controversies as to mineral rights we would thero- 
ore have a fixed and visible line—the shore line—togo by. 

For the purposes of actual travel a more direct and suitable location might 

d in many localities. 


se 
In the immediate Cape Nome on, with reference to which this bill pro- 
to deal, the shore line and the highway would generally correspond: bat 
uch as in some locations they would not coincide, your committee 
thought best to define the actual shore line as the one which would control 
the location of the 60 foot reservation for the purposes of this bill. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Wyoming adds to his 
amendment the following, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
7... a nee eee 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
time; and it was accordin ly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. LACEY, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed with amendments the bill 
(H. R. 7941) making appropriations for the diplomatic and consu- 
lar service for the year ending June 30, 1901, in which the 
concurrence of the House of Representatives was requested, 


2786 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Marcu 12, 


The message also announced that the Senate had passed the fol- 
lowing resolutions: 

Resolved, That it is with deep regret and sorrow that the Senate hears the 
announcement of the death of Hon. MONROE L. HAYWARD, late Senator- 
elect from the State of Nebraska. 

Resolved, That the Senate extends to his family and to the people of the 
sincere condolence in their bereavement. A 

—— That as a mark of t to the memory of the deceased the 
business of the Senate be now suspended to enable those who would have 
been his associates had he lived to take his seat in this body to pay fitting 
tribute to his high character and distinguished worth. 

Resol the Secretary transmit to the family of the deceased and 
to the governor of the Stat of Nebraska a copy of these resolutions, with 
the action of the Senate thereon. 

Resolved, That the Secretary communicate these resolutions to the House 
of Representatives. ; 

Resolved, That as an additional mark of respect at the conclusion of these 
exercises the Senate do adjourn. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a House bill, with Senate amend- 
ments, of the following title was taken from the Speaker's table 
and referred to its appropriate committee as indicated below: 

H. R. 7941. An act making appropriations for the diplomatic 
and consular service for the heoi: year ending June 80, 1901—to 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs, 


PRINTING FOR COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN OOM- 
MEROE, 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: s 

Resolved, That the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce be 
authorized to have printed and bound such ae and documents for the 


use of said committee as it may deem necessary in connection with subjects 
considered or to be considered by said committee during the Fifty-sixth 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the resolution? - 

There was no objection. 

The resolution was agreed to. 


CONTESTED-ELECTION CASE—WISE VS. YOUNG, VIRGINIA, 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Texas calls up the con- 
tested-election case of Wise against Young. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Iwill state. Mr. Speaker, that the under- 
standing between the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS] 
and myself is that the time between now and half past 2 o'clock, 
the time at which a vote will be taken in this case, is to be so 
divided that I shall contro! all of that time except the last thirty 
minutes. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is right. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. In furtherance of that understanding, 
I now yield to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Driacs] such 
time as he may desire. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York, 

Mr. DRIGGS. Mr. Speaker, during my short term as a mem- 
ber of this House I have sat here and listened, not as a lawyer, for 
that I am not, but as a layman, to the consideration of many of 
these contested-election cases, and while I fully recognize the con- 
stitutional right of the House of Representatives to -be the judge 
of the qualifications of its own membership, at the same time it 
seems to me that these cases, brought up as they are, are not given 
the fair consideration that should be given them by the members 
of this House—notonly of this present House, but of all preceding 


Congresses. 

I have taken some pains to look up the contested-election cases 
that have been tried here, and whether the Democracy or the op- 
position has been in control of the House I find that in the great 
majority of casesa report by a majority of the committee in favor 
of unseating the sitting member has universally, with one or two 
exceptions, been followed by the unseating of the holder of the 
seat and the seating of the contestant, 

Now, it seems to me that such consideration of these important 
cases is not fair, for not only does it bring up the fact of the con- 
testee’s election, but it also brings into consideration the sovereign 
rights of the people of the State that sent him here. I desire to 
say now that I am not questioning the right or finding fault with 
the majority, but rather am criticising the whole system of decid- 
ing cases here, 

ell do I remember a case that was here considered only a few 
days ago, and I make this bold statement. that if I were a juror, 
sitting in a jury box, listening to the evidence in such a case as 
that, ä would have voted, and I think there would 
have been no doubt that the other 11 jurors would have voted, 
that the contestee was entitled to the seat and not the contestant. 
That is also true of a case that was considered here not long since, 
when the Democracy had control of this House. It seems that 
whenever the political majority is very close, then the time arrives 


for the most partisan construction and consideration of these cases, 
Justice is thrown to the winds and members vote, irrespective of 
evidence. along party lines, 

Now, in this particular case, we find what? That the contest- 
ant was not even the nominee of his own party. I have been 
throngh the independent mill in politics, Mr. Speaker. I know 
what it is to be outside the bailiwick of my own party. I have 
had five or six years’ experience in fighting my own organization 
at home, and finally I came to the conclusion that there could be 
but two parties in this country and those the two time-honored 

arties that have come down almost from the foundation of the 

overnment. I include, of course, the Republican party with 
the Whig party. I have concluded that these two great parties, 
the Republican party and the Democratic party, can be the only 
ones that will control the destinies of this country. All these other 
parties that come up might be called side shows to the main par- 
ties themselves. 

Now. we find this to be practically that sort of a case. The reg- 
ular Republican nominee for Congress against the contestee had 
made no contest here, but the bolting candidate, the side-show 
candidate, against the contestee has brought in this contest 
against the present holder of the seat. Now, does it not stand to 
reason in the minds of all fair men that under these circumstances 
the Republican Bll Sepa were satisfied that the gentleman from 
Virginia [Mr. Youna] had been honestly and fairly elected to 
his seat, for the regular Republican nominee absolutely filed no 
claim of contest, being willingto abide by the will of the majority. 

Not only that; in the last Congress the contestee in this case 
was elected by a majority of five or six thousand votes. It cer- 
tainly does seem as though the people of this Virginia district 
thoroughly understood the man whom they desire to bave repre- 
sent them here. I leave it to you as fair-minded men, and under- 
stand lam only speaking asa layman and not asa lawyer. If 
when the contestee in this case went before his own party request- 
ing a nomination again, and that nomination was given him, is 
it not a fact that by their returning him to this House they vindi- 
cated him and practically passed a vote of censure on the opposi- 
tion for depriving him of his seat. 

But you oe fen that in this case the laws of the State of Vir- 
ginia are peculiar, I notice in reading the RECORD that there are 
several other contests from Southern States, because, they claim 
on the other side, that those States also have peculiar election 
laws. I contend, Mr. Speaker, that it is the right of every sov- 
ereign State in this Union to make such election laws for its own 


| people as it sees fit, and that it is the bounden duty of such States 


to punish anyone who may cast an illegal vote on election day, 
thereby themselves preserving the sacredness of the ballot box 
and the strength of this Union. Whyso? Because we, the peo- 
ple of these United States, depend absolutely on the sacredness of 
the ballot box and the fairness of the vote, and when the legisla- 
tors of any State pass election laws they are the representatives 
of their own ed making laws not only to protect the ballot box, 
but also the honor and integrity of the State itself. 

In my own State the members of the lower house are called as- 
semblymen and the members of the upper house senators. I do 
not know whether they are the titles given to similar officers in 
Virginia, but the members of the two houses of that State were 
honestly and legally elected to its State legislature, they enacted 
election law for the 5 ot the elections of the State, and 
these legislators are the voice of the people of the State of Virginia 
as we here are the voice of the people in the National House o 
Representatives. 

That being the case, sir, while we may have the constitutional 
power, we have not the broad right to stand here and criticise the 
election laws of one of the sovereign States of this Union. It is for 
the people of Virginia themselves to decide whether or not they 
want the election laws now in force. 

In a speech made a few days ago by the gentleman from Nebraska 

Mr. BURKETT], found on pages 2601, 2602 of the CONGRESSIONAL 

ECORD, an array of figures is presented as to the votes cast in 
certain of the Southern States, comparing them with the votes 
cast in other States of the Union. He takes up South Carolina, 
Arkansas, Georgia, and Mississippi, and quotes certain figures as 
to votes cast in the elections there, comparing them with three 
other States, Colorado, Illinois, and New York. I might say, in 
passing, to account for the tremendous total of votes in the First 
and Second Congressional districts of Colorado, amounting to, 

tively, 80,000 and 61,000 votes, that the gentleman omits to 
state the fact that in Colorado the women have the right to vote, 
so that practically they have there universal suffrage, the men 
and the women voting for Messrs. BELL and SHAFROTH. 

That accounts for the 80,000 votes cast for Judge BELL and 60,000 
votes cast for Judge SHAFROTH. He then gives two districts from 
the State of Illinois. I believe the Illinois election laws as near as 
possible have been modeled upon the laws of New York; or, if 
you please, you can put it the other way and say that the New 
York laws have been modeled somewhat after the ois election 
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laws. We have practically very few qualifications in either of 
the two States. Almost any man 21 years of age or over is allowed 
to vote, and under certain conditions the blind are also allowed to 
vote by taking another man into the voting booth with them and 
allowing this man to make up their ballots. 

In Illinois there was one district where there were 60.000 votes 
cast, and in two districts of our good State of New York there 
were 59,000 votes cast in one and 50,000 cast in the other. But 
why, in all fairness, I will ask the gentleman from Nebraska—I 
know not whether he is in his seat on the other side—did he not 
take one election district in the city of New York in which there 
were but 18,000 votes cust?—and the election laws of the State of 
New Yorkcover that district as well as they dotheothers. Weknow 
he produces these figures to draw invidious comparisons. Re- 
member, Virginia is a strong Democratic State. I notice, Mr. 
Speaker, that in three Pennsylvania districts, viz, First, Repub- 
lican vote was 25,665, Democratic vote 8.213; Second district, Re- 
publican vote was 19,547, Democratic vote 3,850; Fifth district, 
39,289 Republican vote. and only 9,942 Democratic vote. No Dem- 
ocrat ever questions Pennsylvania elections, realizing that its 
people are overwhelmingly Republican. Is it not fairer to con- 
cede the honesty of Democratic majorities in Democratic districts 
and Republican majorities in 5 districts than to draw 
comparisons between the election laws of Democratic and Repub- 
lican States? I believe absolutely in the right of every State to 
enact such election laws as it desires. 

I believe, Mr. Speaker, that the time of this House of Represent 
atives is far too valuable to be consumed in such cases as this. 
There are many matters of great import and moment to be de- 
cided; and only a few moments ago the leader on our side [ Mr. 
RICHARDSON) asked why no legislation for Alaska had been en- 
acted, and the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Lacey] told him that 
it had not occurred because thus far there had been no time during 
the session for its consideration. Why, up in Alaska the peonia 
are waiting for laws; but we areconsuming the time of this House 


in contested-election cases. It is not right; it is not just. I dof 


not desire to consume all the time on our side; I simply desired to 
make these few remarks, 

I will say still further, in passing, and make even this bold, 
broad assertion, that if I chance to be a member of the next House 
and that House should be Democratic, and our side brings up 
these contested-election cases, I will vote then, as 1 have voted 
before, against their consideration, not because of partisan rea- 
sons, but as a layman, for I believe they should be adjudicated in 
some other manner. 

Mr. Speaker, when the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS] 
opened this debate only eleven members were in their seats—not 
even a jury. In this country we pride ourselves on justice; we 
pride ourselves on honor, and we pe ourselves on our jury sys- 
tem. Why should not you on the other side now combine all 
these three, the honor, the justice, and our fair jury system, and, 
voting with us. bring in a verdict in full accord with the real 
evidence submitted, thereby establishing the verdict rendered by 
the people of this Virginia district, who returned the contestee in 
ei case after he had had his seat taken from him in the last 

ouse? 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I yield to the gentleman 
from Virginia such time as he may desire. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Speaker, I know of no more difficult task than 
speaking in acontested-election case in this House, because nobody 
seems to have any interest in it save the contestant and the con- 
testee. Ido not think that this is the proper time or place to 
answer the various attacks which have been made by the gentle- 
man from Michigan [Mr. WEEKs] and the gentleman from North 
Carolina [Mr. LINNEY] upon the modes and methods in which the 
vote of the people of the South is cast. When the proper time 
shall come, and when it is necessary to go into that question, it 
will be time enough for us to answer it, although it has been here- 
tofore formally and successfully and fully answered upon this 
floor. I, however, desire to call the attent on of members of this 
House to this particular election case, and to the political condi- 
tions in the Second Virginia district in the fall of 1898. 

I want especially to call attention of my Republican friends to 
an interview which appeared this morning in the Washington 
Post from the Hon. George E. Bowden, a member of the national 
Republican committee and a resident of the Second Congressional 
district of Virginia, from which this contest comes. think to 

any fair-minded man a perusal of this interview will convincehim 
that the Republicans beat themselves in the Second Congressional 
district in the fail of 1898, and that the contestant in this case has 
no case whatever, and ought not to come here and ask the members 
of this House to give him a seat to which he was not fairly elected 
by the voters of his district. 

Now, Mr. Bowden is a gentleman of 9 8 standing in the State 
of Virginia. He is a member of the Republican national commit- 
tee; he has occupied a seat upon this floor, and here is what he 
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says in answer to the attack, or, rather, to the statement, of the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HULL]: 

It is the confident belief of all familiar with the facts that but for Mr. HuLL 
thus interfering with us in 1898, this district would now be represented bya 
Republican of itsown choice, and one who would not have found itnecessary 
to contest for his seat and ask Congress to resort to extreme measures, 

He says further, in reference to the remarks made by Mr. HULL, 
of Iowa, concerning Mr. Holland, who was the gentleman named 
by the Republican convention called by the State Republican au- 
thorities of Virginia: 

There is about as much truth in the reference made by Mr. HULL to Mr. 
Holland as the negro candidate, claimed to be the regular nominee,” as there 
is in the rest of his attack. Mr. Holland isa highly connected and prominent 
white citizen, one of the leading lawyers in eastern Virginia, and 
as such by all, regardless of party. e was nominated by a large, enthusias- 
tic, and re mtative convention, in which all the Republicans in the dis 
trict would have participated but for Mr. HULL. 

Now, it does seem to me that, such being the conditions in the 
Second Congressional district of Virginia, the Republicans put 
up two nominees, Iam not here to say which was the regular 
and which was the irregular nominee, but the dispute continued 
there from the time these two conventions met until the election, 
and the vote of the Republican party was divided between these 
two candidates. . And more than that, the Republican State com- 
mittee of Virginia had advised the Republicans in that State not 
to go to the polls and vote. So that, taking all these things into 
consideration and weighing the facts of the situation in that cam- 
paign in that district, it does seem to me that every reasonable 
2 755 mun see why the contestant was defeated fairly and squarely 
at the polls. 

As matter of fact, of those who know the conditions which 
1 in that district on that occasion, no one disputes that 

illiam A. Young, the contestee, was fairly elected to the seat 
which he occupies on this floor. I venture the assertion that there 
is not a Democrat or aa fase who is without prejudice who 
bie m say that in thatelection Mr. Wise was fairly and squarely 
efeated. 

Now, in order to obtain a seat for Wise on this floor the ma- 
jority of this committee has been obliged to resort to measures 
and methods of counting which are not paralleled even by what 
they say took place in the Second Congressional district of Vir- 
ginia. In order to convert a majority of 6,000 which Young had 
returned for him into a majority of, 1,947, which this committee 
say Wise received, they have been obliged to throw out 39 pre- 
cincts, they have been obliged to prove by voters 2,038 votes, and 
they have been obliged to count 659 certificates. 

To gentlemen who are not familiar with these certificates and 
with these voters and with these precincts I want for a few mo- 
ments to direct your attention to them. These 659 certificates 
which are counted for the contestant by the majority of the Elec- 
tions Committee in this case were certificates which were given by 
voters who came out of the polling booth, went to some partisan 
on the outside, and took an oath that they had voted for Wise. 
They were not placed on the stand as witnesses. They were usu- 
ally ignorant negroes, who did not know practically whether they 
had voted for Wise or not. They were composed of a class of 
men who in this election directed the election judge to prepare 
their ballots for McKinley and Hobart, thinking they were still 
candidates before the people at that time. These 659 certificat 
not witnesses put upon the stand, but people of the character 
have spoken to you of, are counted for Wise. Then they count for 
him, as near as I can ascertain, 2,038 votes of people who were 
put upon the stand that swear that they voted for Wise. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, these witnesses who were put upon the 
stand, who testified that they voted for Wise, were people who 
could neither, in the great majority of cases—I will say four-fifths 
of the cases—who could neither read nor write. They were peo- 
ple of very little intelligence, and who would give a vote one way 
or another just as they might be asked to do by their partisan 
friends. Many of them were men whose votes had been thrown 
out by election judges because they had prepared defective ballots 
which could not be counted, and in this way and by these means 
they undertake to return here a majority of 1,947 votes for the 
contestant, who, as a matter of fact. was defeated by the contestee 
by a majority of 6,059 votes, I believe. 

do not propose to enter into an extended discussion in this 
case. I know it is utterly useless for me tostand here and talk to 
you about the voters and the precincts and the vote bearing upon 
these precincts which were thrown out by the majority of the 
committee, because very few gentlemen pay much attention, if 
any. Ido, however, want to call your attention to the fact that 
outside of the city of Norfolk twenty-eight precincts are thrown 
out bodily, and all these precincts, with one or two exceptions, 
gave a majority to the contestee. It is a curious fact that fraud 
was charged in all or nasriy all the precincts where the contestee 
had received a majority. It isa curious fact that there were no 
charges of fraud made against four counties in this district, and 
it turned out in these four counties the contestant had a majority. 
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So that it seems precincts have been picked out where the con- 
testee received a majority, and those precincts have been attacked. 
They have not been successfully attacked. It hasnot been shown 
that any fraud was eee in those precincts. There may 
have been some irregularities; some things may have been done 
which perhaps would not have been done if the election officers 
had been careful; but no fraud has been proven in any of these 
twenty-eight incts. Isay if you throw out the city of Norfolk 
entirely, which they claim is the place where the most fraud was 
committed—if you throw out the 3,640 votes cast for the con- 
testee in the city of Norfolk and count the votes which were given 
to the contestant in that city, the contestee will still have a ma- 
jority and will still be entitled to a seat upon this floor. I say, 
therefore, that there is no way by which the sitting member can 
be deprived of his right here except by the arbitrary exercise of 
the power of this House. 

Now, I have heard a great deal said during the last two years 
about the good fi existing between the North and the South. 
I haye heard a great deal said on the other side of the Chamber 
about this being a united 8 I have heard a great deal said 
about the North and the South fighting under the same flag, and 
that there ought to be a universal feeling of between the two 
sections. I would like to see some practical demonstration of that 
on the other side. I would like to see something done by that side 
of the House to show that in these contested-election cases their 
minds are not prejudiced, and that they do not intend to throw 
men out here were 5 because they happen to come from a South- 
ern State. I would like to see that era of good feeling demon- 
strated in the case now under consideration. And I believe, if 
gentlemen will consult their consciences—I believe if gentlemen 
will undertake to decide this case according to the facts and the 
law and the evidence—they will be obliged to come to the conclu- 
sion that William A. Young is entitled to a seat on this floor. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, I will state, Mr. Speaker, that the gen- 
tleman from Georgia [Mr. Griaa@s] who was to address the House 
in behalf of the contestee this evening informs me that he is abso- 
lutely unable physically to do so. This being the case, I will state 
to the tleman from Michigan—I do not see him in his seat—I 
was P to say to him that he might proceed and close the case, 
The physical condition of the gentleman from Georgia has left us 
where we can 5 put in any more time. 

After a pause, Mr. WEEK S having appeared on the floor, 

The S The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS] 


is recognized. 7 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I had yielded the remaining time, 
except half an hour, to the 1 5 aga from Texas 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. ile the gentleman was out of the 
House, I had just stated to the Chair and the House that I was 
unable to consume any more time to-day. The gentleman on 
whom we were relying to close the argument on this side, the 
gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Griaas], is not able to make a 


speech, 

Mr. WEEKS. Ihave not made arrangements to consume any 
more time than the thirty minutes which I had reserved for this 
side; I had supposed that the rest of the time would be taken up 
on the other side. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Yes; that was the understanding. 

A MEMBER. Then let us vote. 

Mr. WEEKS, I will arrange the matter. [A pause.] Mr. 
Speaker, the hour fixed for calling the previous question and tak- 
ing the vote in this case was half past 2 o'clock to-day. I will, 
however, if such is the desire of the other side, proceed to close the 
debate and will call for a vote at half past 2 o'clock. 

I have been giving some little attention, Mr. Speaker, to the 
remarks of gentlemen who have addressed the Chair this morn- 
ing, and I confess that it has been a great surprise to me to hear 
announced the doctrines upon which the other side of the House 
seem to rely in this case. One gentleman from New York an- 
nounced himself as a layman and not a lawyer, and stated that 
hereafter, if it should be his good fortune to be a member of this 
House, he would oppose the hearing of contested-election cases 
on this floor and would endeavor to relegate them to some other 
tribunal. He stated that he had looked over the record of the 
election cases decided on this floor and had found that they gen- 
erally were decided according to the political complexion of the 
majority of the House. 

I wondered while listening to his argument to what tribunal he 
would relegate these cases for a hearing. The Constitution of 
the United States which created this House says that it shall be 
the sole ju of the elections, returns, and qualifications of its 
members. But the gentleman from New York not being a law- 
yer, as he says, would send these contests perhaps into the local 
courts. This case, for instance, he would perhaps have tried be- 
fore a local court in Virginia, before a jury made up, we may 
imagine, as the poll lists were made up, according to the evidence 


in this case. They would go out and k up as jurors Mr. A 
and Mr, Bagg and, Dag ufd 


Mr. Cagg and Mr. g and soon; they wo 


proceed to try this election case beforea jury alphabetically made up 
as the poll lists were alphabetically made up in this case. Now, 
how much weight should be given to such an ment as that? 

He speaks of the rights of these people, and I agree with the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. DRidds] that the rights of the 
people ought to be respected, and the rights of the States ought 
to be pee reece in these matters. But is my friend from New 
York talking about the block of A’s and the block of B’s and the 
block of Os that were in the poll lists from all the pre- 
cincts in the Second district of Virginia? Does he call those “the 
1 or Virginia?” Why, Mr. Speaker, none of the people of 

irginia, none of those people at least, have been heard of on the 

floor of this House. ere are Mr. Ag, Mr. Bagg, and Mr. 
Cagg, and Mr. Dagg, from the city of Norfolk? Are they being 
heard in this case? These shadowy gentlemen, these imaginary 
men are not here complaining. 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from New York [Mr. DRidds!] 
also alluded to the previous contest between these two parties. 
He says that there was a majority for the contestee of several 
thousand; that he came here with this majority as a vindication 
of his contest in the previous case. Now, if the gentleman ever 
read the record in this case, he must have forgotten how these 
majorities were made up. 

The gentleman says that the contestee came here pee and 
vindicated by the voters of his district. At least 1 suppose the 
gentleman means the voters of the district when he says the 
people of his district. The gentleman must have read in vain 
the record in this case, if he read it at all. 


fraudulent process of u 


Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. I will yield cheerfully. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I want to ask the gentleman if there is 
to-day a single State in this Union that has not enacted its own 
election laws? 

Mr. WEERKS. Oh, there is no doubt about that. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Then the tleman’s proposition is 
that no State in this Union has the right to make election laws? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not make any such proposition, I will say 
to the gentleman from Texas. 

5 Mr. BURKE of Texas. That is the way I understood the gen- 
eman. 

Mr. WEEKS. Well, the gentleman misunderstood me, as gen- 
tlemen on the other side misunderstand a great many proposi- 
tions. My proposition is that no State in this Union has the right 
to enact an election law that will be the machinery of fraud in 
elections, to send members to this House whoare not fairly elected; 
and when such a law is put upon the statute books, if the people 
of that State can not repeal it and putan honest electionlaw upon 
the statute books, then it becomes the duty of this House to stand 
up in its sim oo and authority and say that members elected by 
these fraudulent processes under such pretended laws shall not be 
allowed seats in this House. . 

Why, my friend from New York [Mr. DRIdds] even went so far 
as to say that we on this floor have no right even to criticise the 
election laws of those States. Has it come to that? Is that the 
Democratic doctrine, that Congress has no right even to criticise- 
the election Jaws of those States, when those laws are used as the 
machinery of fraud and misrepresentation, as they are in some 
localities? 

Then the gentleman from Virginia . Hay] spoke of the at- 
tack made by the gentleman from Michigan” upon the election 
laws of Virginia and the conduct of this election. Now, Ido not 
at this moment recollect having said anything in my previous re- 
marks about the election laws in Virginia. I did discuss the con- 
duct of the election in this particular district, and I desire to make 
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a few more remarks in the same direction, in closing this debate 
to-day. 


The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] went into a discussion 
of the question raised by a Mr. Bowden. I have not the honor of 
the acquaintance of Mr. Bowden, but I desire to say here, as I did 
on Saturday, that the question as to who was the regular nominee 
of the Republican party in this Second district of Virginia is en- 
tirely a matter outside of this issue. The real question is, Were 
the returns of that election fraudulent or not? Was Mr. Wise 
elected or was Mr. Young elected? In the consideration of the 
question by this Honse, it makes no difference whether he was the 
regular nominee or whether some other man was the regular 
nominee. 2 

The gentleman went on to say that in this district the Repub- 
licans beat themselves. Why, that is an astonishing proposition, 
under the evidence in this case. Did the gentleman have in mind 
these alphabetical blocks of voters? Did the Republicans cast 
those alphabetical blocks of votes? Did they manufacture those 

oll lists? That is the way Mr. Wise was beaten in the Second 
istrict of Virginia, and not otherwise. 

Now, did Mr. Bowden have in his mind these blocks of votes at 
the time he wrote his letter, or did the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Hay] have in mind these blocks of alphabetically arranged 
votes, when he made the astounding proposition that the Repnb- 

licans in this election in the Second district of Virginia t 
themselves? 

While the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hax] was making his 
remarks, I had the curiosity and no other motive than curiosity 
to look at the vote in his district and to make a quiet comparison 
in my own mind with the votes in my district. It is another illus- 
tration of the unfairness, if not of the election laws, at least of the 
conduct of elections under those laws in the State of Virginia. 

Mr. HAY. Will the gentleman allow me? 

Mr. WEEKS. Not until I finish this proposition; then I will. 
2 ARRAREN pro tempore (Mr. Kaun). The gentleman de- 

nes 

Mr. WEEKS. The total vote cast in the Seventh district of 
Virginia was 12,872, of which the gentleman who ad the 
House received 9,851. Now, compare that with the Seventh dis- 

_trict of Michigan. There were cast 31,790 Co: ional votes, 
19,008 more than were cast in the gentleman’s district; and yet, 
with 19,008 more votes than were cast in the gentleman's district, 
there is one member on this floor from each of those districts,and 
according to that ratio we ought to have two and one-half or 
three members from the Seventh district of Michigan, if member- 
ship and representation are to be in the same proportion in that 


district and in the gentleman's district. 
Mr. HAY. Now, will the gentleman it me? ; 
Mr. AEREN Why, yes; if it is anything that relates to this 
case. O inly. 


Cer y. 
Mr. HAY. What the gentleman has said did not relate to this 
case, but related to my district. 

Mr. WEEKS. Well, go ahead. 

PE HAY. Now, I have no doubt that the gentleman wants to 
air. 

Mr. WEEKS. Ido. Isincerely desire to be fair. 

Mr. HAY. The remarks just made by the gentleman showed 
how utterly and entirely ignorant he is of the conditions in the 
State of Virginia. 

Mr. WE . Well, what is the trouble? 

Mr. HAY. The trouble about it is thatin my district the Re- 
publican party had no candidate, Gold Democrat was running 
as an independent against me, and the Republican party did not 
send its voters to the polls. 

If the gentleman will look at the Congressional Directory for 
1896, he will find that over 32,000 votes were cast in my district, 
which has a population of 155,000 people, which shows about the 
average to the population asit ought to be, and nota padded vote, 
as sometimes appears from the part of the country from which the 
gentleman from 1 comes. 

Mr. WEEKS. I challenge the gentleman here to point his fin- 
ger to an instance that ever occurred in the history of the State 
of Michigan when a padded vote was returned for a Congressman 
sent to this House. I pause for a reply. Will the gentleman 
TTT 

r. : y, of course, I can no up with eve in 
that is done in the State of Michigan = £ 

Mr. WEEKS. Then do not make such a proposition. 

Mr. HAY. Just as)you can not keep up with everything that 
is done in the State of Virginia; and donot you make such a propo- 
sition. 

Mr. WEEKS. Iam referring to your statement, your explana- 
tion of the fact that there were only 12,782 votes cast in the Sev- 
enth district of Virginia because there was no Republican candi- 
date in that district, and it only emphasizes the argument which 
Iam submitting to this House, It can not be pretended that there 


are no tleman assert 
here ma are no Republicans in the Seventh district of Vir- 


Mr. HAY. Does the gentleman want a reply now? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes, I do. 

Mr. HAY. Yes, there are many Republicans, and they cast 
over 14,000 votes for Co: in 1896, when they had a can- 
didate; but they do not put up a candidate because it is a certain 
Democratic district. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is it. 

Mr. HAY. And I defy the gentleman to say that there was 
ever a contested-election case from that district, or any question 
as to the action of the election officers or voters, either Democratic 
or Republican, of that district; and there are just as good Repub- 
licans there as the gentleman from Michigan. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is the great misfortune of the situation. 
It emphasizes still more the p ition I submit to the House. 
Those Republicans do not nominate a candidate. Why? Be- 
cause it is folly for them to do it. They do not go to the polls, 
Why? Becanse they will be counted out if they do. 

Mr. HAY. Now, I did not say anything of the sort, and if the 
gentleman undertakes to say oa I said that they did not go to 
the polls because they would be counted out, he has said somethi 
which he knows is not so. ` 

Mr. WEEKS. Idid not accuse you of counting them out. 

Mr. HAY. What I said was that the election officers of the 
Seventh Congressional district of er have never been charged 
with anything improper; but I said that the Republicans are hope- 
lessly in the minority there because they have not got the votes, 
just as, I presume, the Democrats are y in the minority 
in the gentleman’s district, because they have not got the votes, 
and as they are in Vermont, and in many other States, where they 
have not got the votes. 

Mr. . That is the unfortunate situation which Iam 
calling attention to. Whenever we nominate a candidate on the 
part of the Republicans in my district there is always a Democrat 
nominated to run against him, and if the Populists want to nomi- 
nate a candidate they have the privilege of nominating him, and 
we all go to the polls together, not in blocks, not in squadrons of 
As and companies of B's and regiments of C's to cast our votes, 
Not that way. We go as citizens on our way to our stores, our 
offices, and our shops, and we quietly cast our ballot, one fora 
Democrat, one for a Republican, or perhaps one for a Populist 
once in a while, and then we go about our business for the day: 
and, Mr. Speaker, we have an honest canvassing board, and we do 
not have to hire men with shotguns to hang around the polls to 
keep us from depositing our votes. Our ots are cast and they 
are counted. It is a very rare occasion that you ever hear of any 
complaint about the dishon of a canvassing board, and the 
reason for it is because in Mi every political i 
sented on that canvassing board, and that is not the case in this 
gallant and grand old State of Virginia. They areall Democrats 
on the election boards down there. 

Mr. HAY. Well, does the gentleman make that as a broad 
statement? 

Mr. WEEKS. Well, yes; rather broad. 

Mr. HAY. Well, I say that that statement is entirely inaccu- 
rate, because there is not a precinct in my district where a Repub- 
lican is not on the 

Mr. WEEKS. I make it broadly, from the evidence in this case. 

Mr. HAY. Well, you are getting outside of this case and talk- 
ing about my district. Why do you want to do that? Does the 
gentleman want to get up some contest in my district for my seat 
and have me put out? hter. | 

Mr. . No; I should hate to lose so amiable a gentle- 
man. It would be a personal grief to lose the presence of the 

t face of the gentleman here. 

see CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the gentleman a 
question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. WEEKS. 1 do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. How many votes did you say were 
cast in your district in the last election? 

Mr. WEEKS. Thirty-one thousand seven hundred. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, now, you had an opponent? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr, CLARK of Missouri. In my district there were over 38,000 
votes cast. 

Mr. WEEKS. In what district? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The Ninth district. I do not know 
what were cast in 1896; but in 1898 there were somewhere in the 
neighborhood of 39,000 votes cast. My district has the smallest 
population of any district in the State. It was rather under the 
average. In some districts there were 40,000, 45,000, and 50,000 
votes cast. The 2 votes cast in every district in the United 
States is something like 40,000. Now, I want the gentleman to 


5 in the district. Will the 
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explain to the House how it happened that there were only 31,000 | Mr. 


cast in his district. What went with the rest of them? 

Mr. WEEKS. Ido not find that the returns in your district 
verify what you say. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. You look at the returns of 1896 and 
you will find that there were 39,000 votes cast in that district. 

Mr. WEEKS. The returns of the last election? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Yes. 

Mr. WEEKS. I find there were 17,463 votes cast for Clark, 
14,449 for the Republican. . 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, give the vote of 1896. 

Mr. WEEKS. Ihave not got it here. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I want to get at is this: Ap- 
parently you tried to make the unfair point against the district of 
the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay] that only so many votes 
were cast. What | want to know is what went with the surplus 
votes in your district. 

Mr. WEEKS. Thegentleman from Missouri is entirely in error 
as to what I am endeavoring to illustrate. I was not making any 
attack on the district of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Hay]. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, I will eliminate that, and ask 
you what went with the other votes in your district? 

Mr. WEEKS. The total vote of the district was cast. Every- 
body that wanted to vote there voted, and their votes were 
counted, 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, the total vote of any Congres- 
sional district must amount to nearly, if not quite, 40,000 votes. 

Mr. WEEKS. Not necessarily; the gentleman from New York 
illustrated one case where they only cast 18,000 votes. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. ell, in Ohio they throw a vote for 
every three and a half people. That would give a Congressional 
district nearly 60,000 votes. 

Mr. WEEKS. Now, let me ask my good friend and colleague if 
he ever heard any complaints made about his district casting its 
vote in consecutive. alphabetical order, in blocks of three and 
blocks of five, up and down the alphabet, or did he ever hear any- 
thing of that kind from the State of Michigan? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; in my district every man goes 
to the polls who wants to and casts his vote, and his vote is counted. 

Mr. WEEKS. Well, that is fair and honest. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The e e that I ever heard of 
voting in blocks is when they voted in blocks of five under Dud- 
le „„ in Indiana. [Laughter on the Democratic 
side. — 

Mr. WEEKS. And over in Philadelphia. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, Will the gentleman from Michigan 
allow me? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
call the 1 r attention 

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr. KAN. ] Does the gentle- 
man from Michigan yield to the gentleman from Kentucky? 
ets a I yield to the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 

URKE]. . 

Mr. BURKE of Texas and Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Mr. 
peaker 

Mr. WEEKS. One at a time, gentlemen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I believe the gentleman made a state- 
ment on the floor of the House a moment ago, which, on reflection, 
his good judgment will not sustain. He said something about 
shotguns around the polls and the ballot box. Now, I want the 
gentleman from Michigan to tell this House if there is a word of 
testimony in this case that there was a shotgun around any of the 
polls or ballot boxes in this Congressional district. 

Mr. WEEKS. No; LAD Arroa so far as the testimony in this 
case shows that I do not recall that shotguns were used around 
the polls. That statement was made in a general way from the 

neral knowledge that I, and every other gentleman on this floor, 
fae of the methods used in some of the districts in the United 
States, and I will say in Canada, to make it general. [Laughter 
on the Republican side.] Now, I will yield to the gentleman from 
Kentucky [Mr. WHEELER]. 

Mr. WH R of Kentucky. Will the gentleman allow me 
to call his attention to a statement? In his reply to the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLARK], he asked the question if he knew of 
any contest in Missouri or Michigan where the voters voted in 
alphabetical order. 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes; I asked that question. 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. I desire to call the gentleman’s 
attention to the fact that in some of the States, notably in Ken- 
tucky, in all cities where registration is required the clerks of 
election are required to keep alphabetical lists of the voters who 
have regi and as they vote; the A’s are put in one column. 
the B's in another, and so on down the alphabet, so that all the 
men who have voted appear in alphabetical blocks, It makes no 
difference in what order they vote, their names appear upon the 
lists in alphabetical order. 
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WEEKS. That is not this case. Has the gentleman read 
the poll list of voters in this case? 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. Iam not attempting to criticise 
the statement of the gentleman from Michigan with reference to 
this case, but only with reference to the question that he asked 
the gentleman from Missouri. The point I want to make is that 
alphabetical lists may appear and would not of itself be any in- 
dicia of fraud. 

Mr. WEEKS. Perhaps not in Kentucky, under the Kentucky 
law. There is no such law in Virginia, and they did not attempt 
to vote that way there; they simply voted in some precincts three 
A’s, then a voter, and then four B's, then a voter, then five C's, 
then a voter, and so on. Sometimes eighteen A’s together, then a 
voter, and then there would be twenty-two B's. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. Will the gentleman from Michigan 
allow me another interruption, and then I will not interrupt him 
again. 

Mr. WEEKS. I will, willingly. Iam always willing to be in- 
terrupted pray friend from Texas, 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. The gentleman has devoted almost his 
entire argument on Saturday and to-day to the fact that there 
were certain blocks of votersin alphabetical order, A, B. C, D, 
etc. Now. I Want to ask the gentleman to be fair and candid 
with the House and say whether or not this occurred anywhere 
else other than in the city of Norfolk? 

Mr. WEEKS, Oh, yes. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, Name the places, 

Mr. WEEKS. If I have the time 15 will. It will be impossible 
for me to go over all the precincts in the whole district. I did 
cover that ground in my remarks last Thursday, or attempted to 
do so, so as to show the condition of the vote in all the precincts 
of the entire district. 

Now it is my purpose, in closing this debate, to pass without 
further comment many things which have been said in reply to 
our argument on this side of the case, because they are wholly 
irrelevant. This talk about the Republicans beating themselves 
because they were defeated, this talk about who was the regu- 
lar nominee” and who was not, are matters of no possible concern 
in the disposition of this case. The question here is one of fraud 
in the election returns; and I say to you now frankly, if we do not 
succeed in dee, that the returns from the several pre- 
cincts contested in this district are fraudulent returns, we will 
cheerfully accept the verdict of this House against us. 

Some matters have been said here perhaps because I am at fault, 
or because of a misunderstanding of the laws of your Southern 
States; and some things have been said on the other side because 
of a misrepresentation of arguments which have been used by me. 
There is no time for further discussion of that kind. The arraign- 
ment of the political methods adopted in some sections of the 
South was not done on my part through any motive of ill will, 
but simply for the purpose of illustrating this case. I do not hold 
up the Seventh district of Virginia with any idea of casting ob- 
loquy or opprobrium upon the honorable gentleman who repre- 
sents that district. So when I spoke of the district represented by 
my honorable friend on my left, the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. BARTLETT], it was far from my intention to cast any asper- 
sion or any slur upon either him or his district. 

Mr. BARTLETT. There has never been a contestin this House 
from the Sixth district of Georgia, 

Mr. WEEKS. Solunderstand; and when I havealluded to any 
district in the South I have not done so with any intention of 
making a personal attack upon the honorable gentleman who rep- 
resents the district, but it has been for the 3 of illustrating 
the methods of conducting elections that lead to these troubles 
and these contests that come before the House. 

Mr, CLAYTON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question 
of privilege affecting the dignity of this House. I call the atten- 
tion of the House 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. KAHN). 
Michigan has the floor. 

a 3 What is the point of order or the question of 

rivilege 
5 Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. It is that an ex- member of this 
House, entitled to the privileges of this floor by reason of being 
an ex- member, who is now the attorney for the contestant is this 
case, is using the privilege of this floor as an attorney—is sitting 
there now, aiding the gentleman from Michigan in his argument. 
I say it is an abuse of the privileges which have been extended 
to ex-members. 

Mr. WEEKS, Iwill say to the honorable gentleman from Ala- 
bama that I have not exchanged a word 

Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I saw him sitting there making 
memoranda and handing them to you. 

Mr. WEEKS. IL have not read any memorandum yet. 

4 Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. He did hand you a memoran- 
um. 

Mr. WEEKS. He did; but I have not read it yet. I hope 


The gentleman from 
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gentlemen will not have any excitement about this matter. I have 
not read the memorandum. I do not know what it is. 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama, There is no excitement, but 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
has the floor. 
Mr. CLAYTON of Alabama. I want to state what occurred 
here the-other day on the part of this ex-member. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Michigan 
is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon the point of order the gentleman 
from Michigan has not the floor. 
Fae) CLAYTON of Alabama, I had the floor upon the question 
of order. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The point of order should be ruled upon. 
The SPEAKER pro tempore. The point of order is not well 
taken. The gentleman from Michigan has the floor. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Then I desire to make a point of order. 
I desire to renew the point of order; and I beg leave to read one 
line from the rules of this House upon that point of order—I will 
read Rule XXXIV for the benefit of the Chair. I make no point 
against the gentleman from Michigan, but Rule XXXIV provides 
for admission to the floor; it provides that certain persons shall 
be entitled to the floor; and one class of persons entitled to this 


privilege is ex-members of the House. 
At this point the 8 took the chair.] 
r. RIC DSON. Mr. Speaker, a point of order has arisen 


in the discussion of this case—a point made by the gentleman 
from Alabama. It is to the effect. that an ex-member of the 
House, who is entitled as such to the privilege of the floor, is 
abusing that privilege. The question grows out of the appear: 
ance of the counsel of the contestant in this case upon the floor, 
prompting gentlemen in debate and interfering— 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Handing memoranda—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, handing a paper and suggestin 
questions to the gentlemen addressing the House. He interfer 
with a gentleman on Saturday while he was addressing the 
House. The gentleman from Michigan now holds in his hand a 
memorandum handed to him by this ex-member, who came to his 
seat and interfered with him, and thereupon the gentleman from 
Alabama made this point of order. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, I call the attention of the Chair to what oc- 
curred on Saturday. as found on page 2748 of the RECORD. While 
the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE] was addressing the 
House this ex- member interfered. I will do the gentleman from 
Michigan [Mr. WEEKs] the justice to say that he stated that the 
interference was by addressing the remark to him and not to the 
gentleman from Texas. 

Mr. WEEKS. To me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. To him and not to the gentleman from 
Texas [Mr. BuRKE], who was addressing the House; but the gen- 
tleman from Texas [Mr. BuRKE] construed the remark as being 
addressed to him, and resented it on the floor at the moment. It 
appears on page 2748. I ask the attention of the Chair to it, be- 
cause the disturbance is renewed this morning. On Saturday, 
while the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE] was ng, 
referring to page 2748 of the RECORD, the Chair will find that the 
gentleman from Texas used this language: 

. Mr. PH oq ae the brother of the contestant, who is an ex-member and pres- 
ent on the floor of the House, has just made a remark which I regard in the 
nature of an interruption. Ido not 3 the gentleman's authority to 


challenge my assertion on the floor of House. He is no member here. 
His brother is a contestant for this seat, but that gives the gentleman— 


that is, the ex-member— 


no authority to challenge my assertion, and I protest against it as a member 
of this House. 


Then the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. WEEKS] said: 


If the gentleman from Texas will permit me, I will say that the L pager 
he refers to is an ex-member and a right to the floor and that he made 
the remark to me. 


The gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE] replied: 


He has no right to challenge any assertion that I may make here. 

Mr. Weeks. But the remark was addressed to me. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas, Well, poms Jam mistaken; I thought the remark 
was addressed tome. While the gentleman is entitled, as a matter of cour- 
tesy, to the privileges of the floor by the permission of the Speaker, he has 
ag eng to stand here and challenge an assertion made by a member of 

s House. 


I say the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE], standing on this 
side of the House, understood this ex-member as interfering with 
him and he objected to it. I will not state what occurred after- 
wards, subsequent to the conclusion of the remarks of the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BURKE]. 

Mr. WEEKS. The gentleman will understand that I do not 
know what occurred. 5 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I am not making any point on the gentle- 
man from Michigan. This morning the same ex- member, counsel 
for his brother, profoundly interested, I take it, in this case, comes 


upon the floor, prompts members, moves around over the House, 
and makes suggestions to gentlemen who are speaking and who are 


to 2 

. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. And hands memoranda to 
em. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. And hands memoranda to them, as I have 


already stated, while they are king upon this question. Mr, 
Speaker, I will not read all of the rule which covers cases of this 
kind, but it says, among those who are enumerated as being en- 
titled to the floor, ex- members of the House of Representatives 
who are not interested in any claim or directly in any bill pend- 
mg before Congress” are entitled to the floor. 
submit that while the gentleman may not have a pecuniary 
consideration, and I do not say that he has in this case, the rule 
does not mean that he must have a pecuniary consideration in 
order to disqualify him from admission to the floor. If he is an 
attorney in the case he may not have a valuable or money con- 
sideration, but the consideration of love and affection is just as 
great in the law and as valid as if it was a money consideration. 
I submit, Mr. Speaker, in all kindness and in all decency, that 
it is not right for counsel to follow a case upon the floor here, to 
persecute a member, as is being done in this case. I insist upon 
the point of order made by the gentleman from Alabama as being 
right. It will not be denied that this ex-member is interested as 
attorney, and I believe made the argument before the Committee 
on Elections. I am not sure about that. i 5 
Mr. BURKE of Texas. That is correct. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. He is the attorney of record in this case. 
I submit it is bad enough to turn gentlemen out, but that it ought 
at least to be done fairly, and I know that there are fair-minded 
a on that side of the House who will join with me in con- 
emning any suchinterference by an attorney upon the floor of this 
House. There are fair-minded men on that side to whom I appeal, 
and if there is such a gentleman over there who thinks this point 
of order ought not to be sustained, I for one would be perfectly 
willing to see the gentleman from Alabama withdraw it. Now, 
I do not object to counsel pursuing cases legitimately. That is all 
right. But Ido submit that in decency and fairness the prosecu- 
tion of cases ought to stop at the door of this House. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr, Speaker, there has been a great deal—— 
The SPEAKER. Before the gentleman proceeds, the Chair 
would say that he was not in the House at the moment this com- 
menced, but he is advised that the gentleman from Alabama did 
not make a point of order, but rose to a question of privilege. 
Mr. WEEKS. That is right. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman first stated a question of 


privilege: 

The SPEAKER, And that the question of order was raised by 
the gentleman from Tennessee. The Chair would like to be cor- 
rectly advised with regard to that. 8 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman from Alabama first stated 
that it was a question of privilege, and then stated a point of 
ondar I do not care how that appears. I make the point of order, 


necessary. 

The SPEAKER. Very well, that covers that point. 
peek WEEKS, Will the Chair permit me to make an explana- 

on? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ihave no objection. 

Mr. WEEKS. A great deal of noise and confusion has arisen 
about nothing. The incident of last Saturday was explained at 
the very moment it occurred. I stated to the House that. the 
remark was addressed to me. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
BURKE] was four seats away, in the middle aisle. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But the gentleman will not take issue 
with me that it interfered with the gentleman from Texas | Mr. 
Burke] who was speaking on this side of the House and who 
su it was addressed to him. 

. WEEKS. I think the gentleman from Texas was just a 
little punctilious at that time. Now, to-day a note was handed to 
me that has no relation whatever to the debate now in progress, 
I have shown it to my colleague [Mr. Henry C. Surrn] and he 
will verify my statement. It relates in no manner to the debate 


in pro $ 

Mr. ICHARDSON. Does it not relate to this case? I will say 
to the gentleman from Michigan that it is very singular that an 
Air. W 
3 = EERS. It is a suggestion, but it has no relation to the 

ebate. 

Several MEMBERS (on the Democratic side). Read it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I do not insist that the gentleman shall 
read it, but I say that it is not right that this ex-member shall 
interfere with the gentleman in his speech, and wa have a right 
to infer, if he does so, that it has some connection with this case. 

Mr. KLUTTZ. Will the gentleman from Michigan object to 
reading that memorandum? 

à . Oh,certainly; itis a private note and bas no rele- 
vancy tothis debate. Thatendsthatchapter. It did notinterfere 
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with me. I make no complaint about it, and I do not know why 


anyone else should. [La 
r. RICHARDSON. 


order before the tleman proceeds, 

The SP The Chair will hear the gentleman from Mich- 
igan on the t of order. 

Mr. WEEKS. I 3 that I had just been heard. [Laugh- 
ter.] I stated tothe Speaker that a note was handed to me which 
had no reley to the debate in pr: It gave me no incon- 
venience and did not disturb me at I took no exception to it, 
and I do not know why anyone else on the floor should do so, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan concede 
that Mr. John S. Wise is attorney of record in this case? 

Mr. WEEKS. He was before the committee. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will rule on the case. From a 
hasty examination, and from the recollection of such matters 
which the Chair has, it is usual to appoint a select committee to 
ascertain the question of facts. The law, under the rule, is ex- 
plicit. Among those who are mentioned as entitled to admission 
to the floor are included the following: 


Ex-members of the House of Representatives who are not interested in 
any claim or directly in any bill pending before Congress. 


The Chair thinks that the term ‘‘claim™ or ‘‘ bill” would apply 
to a contested-election case before Congress. He thinks that it is 
the intention of the rule, and if the record shows a state of facts 
which a select committee would have to ascertain, the Chair 
thinks that it would be his duty to act without waiting for the 
action of a select committee. 

The custom has been, the practice has been, to appoint a select 
committee to investigate such matters and report to the House. 
But when it appears that an ex-member of Congress is the attor- 
ney of record in a case pending before the House, it seems to the 
Chair that action should be taken at once, especially when the case 
is ding and up for consideration; and in justice to the House 
ent ie dignity the House and every element of fair play, while 
the Chair not been able to find a precedent for the Chats rul- 
ing before the appointment and report of a select committee, still 
the law does not unnecessary ae o be done; and as it 
is conceded on the floor that Mr. John S. Wise is attorney of rec- 
ord, the Chair will hold that he must not occupy a place on this 
floor, subject to an appeal from this decision by the House. [Ap- 

lause on the Democratic side.] No appeal being demanded, the 
keeper is instructed to exclude Mr. John S. Wise from the 
floor until this question is disposed of, 

Mr. WEEKS. - Can I proceed now? A 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan is recognized. 

Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Speaker, I will endeavor to resume the thread 

of my remarks at the point at which I was interru I was 
about to state, while I entertain the utmost respect for the gentle- 
man from Texas [Mr. BURKE] who has had the management of 
this case upon the other side, and appreciate his ability and his 
kindly disposition both in the committee room and on the floor of 
this House, in anything I have said or may say in this argument 
I shall be understood as having said it in the spirit of respect and 
kindly ee wapora the gentleman from Texas, but at the same 
time I most heartily disagree with the argument which he has 
made and with the conclusions he has drawn. 
„Taking up the argument in this spirit, Mr. Speaker, I must first 
emphatically say, as I have already , that the question as to 
who was the re candidate ot the ublican party in that 
district in this election can not be deci by arguments in this 
case. That question has been answered and decided by the chair- 
man of the national Republican Congressional committee, and I 
ought not to allow it to divert me from the main question to be 
di of at the bar of this House. The contestee’s followers 
had no more right to cheat the Republicans because they were 
divided at the time of this election than they would have to cheat 
them if they were united. And that disposes of that question. 

Then, again, what relevancy has the argument of the learned 
and esteemed gentleman from Texas about the $2,000 allowance to 
the contestant in a case of this kind in this House? Is it credible 
that a man of the sense and learning of the gentleman from Texas 
can for a moment believe that the contestant is moved by the desire 
of the question of this allowance? Look at this record, a record 
of thousands of pages of testimony, in which, as I understand, not 
less than 2,000 witnesses were examined from all over the district. 
In order for the contestant to obtain his rights it must have cost 
him three times more than the sum to be allowed to him on this 
contest, and that he paid out in advance. 

Now, the gentleman from Texas also knows another fact that the 
former contest between these same two candidates or parties from 
the same district cost the contestant $7,343.11; and the gentleman 
from Texas was one of the committee that audited that account. 
So this paltry $2,000 to be allowed the contestant is not the prize 
he is struggling for at the bar of the House. The gentleman from 
Texas also said he would be in favor of repealing the law grant- 


hter.] Now, Mr. Speaker 
ow, I insist on a ruling on the point of 


ing a contestant this $2,000, Well, 1 say to the gentleman that I 
would be in favor of repealing that law, but I would be in favor 
of repealing it for the reason that it offers a premium to men in 
the condition of the contestee in this case, who, withont a shadow 
of right to his seat, as we look at it, has drawn a year’s sal 
and will be paid $2,000 premium for the outrage he has committ 
while the lawful incumbent is punished with an e diture of 
$4,000 taken out of his salary. I would be in favor of the repeal 
of that law. 

What does the gentleman from Texas mean by sa that the 
proof of fraud in Norfolk is confined to 131 votes? as not the 
return for Young 3.604? Was not the return from the Fifth Ward, 
first precinct, for Young 529, and that in the Fifth Ward, second 
precinct, 407—total 936? Has not the contestee confessed that this 
936 votes was fraudulent? It is over one-fourth of the whole re- 
turn for him in Norfolk. It is conceded to be fraudulent by the 
contestee and the contestee’s attorney and in the views of the mi- 
nority in this case, and yet the honorable gentleman from Texas 
says that this is all on account of 131 fraudulent votes. 

ow, the gentleman saysin his argument, leave out these wards 
and there were only 131 other fradulent votes. I inquire back, 
why not leave the others out if you leave out the 935; why did you 
not pick out the 131 and leave those out too? You come with 
the return from the city of Norfolk that gives you the benefit of 
131 now conceded fraudulent votes out of the mouth of the honor- 
able gentleman from Texas, who spoke for the contestee on this 
floor. Now, I suppose if we had conceded, if these 131 votes had 
been conceded out of the case, then there would have been no 
pot of fraud whatever in the case. Let us look at this a moment. 
make the statement that if not only the 181 witnesses examined 
in the other precincts had been sworn, that the poll books them- 
selves in other precincts in Norfolk than those in the Fifth Ward 
show on their face fraud committed at the same time and in the 
same manner as in the Fifth Ward and toa d far more ap- 
parent than in the returns from the wards admitted to be false. 

Take, for example, the returns from the first precinct, Second 
Ward (page 978). Here is a precinct in which the gentleman in- 
sists the returns shall stand and be counted, save as to a few wit- 
nesses whose names are on the poll book who swear they did not 
vote, a few voters proved to have been dead or absent, and a few 
others whose names are not on the registration lists. But can a 
poll like this be allowed to stand fora moment? The mere fact 
that these people did not vote is not all that is proved. It is 
proved by reliable witnesses—Newton (page 867); Waddy (page 
869) — that the return of 507 votes cast is a falsehood; that a ve 
small vote was polled, averaging, possibly 15an hour; thatnoth 
as many votes were cast as were returned. When the poll list 
was examined it was found that blocks of names of ple who 
did not vote had been transferred from the registration lists to the 
poll book, in alphabetical sequence, in such manner as to show a 
willful, deliberate conspiracy to defraud and give Young a false 
return of hundreds from this precinct. Look at the poll book 
from this precinct, beginning at poll 125. We haved voters whose 
names begin with A, followed with 6 with B, then 5 C's, then 5 
D’s, then 3 E’s, 8 F’s, 4 G's, 18 H’s, 5 J's, 5 K’s, 1 L, 19 M's, 4 P’s, 
8 R’s, 13 S's, 5 T's, 4 W’s, and then going back to the beginning o 
the alphabet it resumes the block system with 4 A's, 10 B's, 18 C’s, 
and so on, 

Not only is this remarkable aggregation of voters in groups 
from A to W in regular sequence incredible, but the juxtaposi- 
tion of names in the groups stamps them as falsehoods. Take, for 
example, the names from 224 to 228, inclusive. The poll list pur- 
poe that after 10 other men whose names began with M and just 

fore 4 others whose names with P, the 5 following parties 
voted in sequence: McCahle, McDonald, McDowell, McLean, Me- 
Manus. Can any man believe this occurred? But concerning 
another group equally as absurd we have positive proof. From 
poll 479 to 484, inclusive, we have the following remarkable entry: 
479, Isaac Gallumbeck; 480, J. Gallumbeck; 481, James Gallum- 
beck; 482, B. Gallumbeck; 483, S. Gallumbeck. It would have 
been remarkable if 5 men of this name had voted together. but 
we are not left to conjecture about it. J. Gallumbeck (page 1195) 
and Isaac Gallumbeck (page 1199) swear they were registered and 
did not vote, and know no others of the name of Gallumbeck in 
the precinct. So also Howard Moore, polled as voter 427 in a 

roup of 5 M’s, swears he did not vote (page 867). So also A, 
Hoffman (page 1195), whois polled as 181 in a group of 18 H’s, 
swears he did not vote. also Thomas Whittaker, polled as 
414 in a group of 10 W’s, swears he did not vote (page 1195). So 
also J. R. Johnson (page 1195), polled as 433 in a group of 5 J’s, 
swears he did not vote. 

The gentleman’s argument proposes only to give contestant the 
benefit of the few individual votes of the five Gallumbecks, Moore, 
Hoffman, Whittaker, and J. R. Johnson and let this poll stand in 
other Tampons, notwithstanding this ruinous proof concerning its 
verity. By the same reasoning as to other precincts he contends 
there are but 131 fraudulent votes polled. 


1900. 


Before leaving the subject let us look at the return from con- 
testee s own voting precinct, which the gentleman contends must 
also stand (page 1003). Contestee voted as No. 26. Thep ur- 
ports 390 votes cast. Of these. 18, were not in the city ry 
(Vaughan, 1181); 7 voters on the poll list swore they did not vote 
and that there were no others of the same name in the precinct. 

E. M. Bell (page 1002), S. B. Bell (page 1005), D. W. Bagley 
(1012), all in a group of 21 B’s, swear they did not vote, and in 
this same group of 21 B’s are three namesnot in the city directory. 

M. M. Rennolds (page 1005) polled as 332 in agroupof 2 R’s, E. S. 
Ashlin (page 1014) polled as 237 in a group of 6 A’s. W. H. 
Thompson (page 1043) polled 339 with another T. Nimmo Old 
(page 1176) polled 287 with another O. All swear they did not 
vote. 

Henry Pierce, No. 263, voted between 4 and 5 p. m., not over 20 
after him (Parker, page 1039), yet 127 names appear after him on 
the poll book, nearly all in alphabetical groups. f 

Yet the gentleman argues we should have retained this poll and 
only counted 7 illegal votes bb which he generously offers to 
deduct from Young if we allow him to retain 238 votes, more than 
were really cast at the precinct. 

These two precincts illustrate the methods pursued at all. The 
contention of contestee concerning them illustrates his claim as 
toall. By this method he argues that but 131 fraudulent votes 
were proved outside the Fifth Ward. You see how the same 
thing was being done at the same time in the same manner at both. 
far apart. Just the same thing was going on in the same way ali 


over the city. 

Now, about the judges of election in Norfolk. At both these 
precincts a so-called Republican judge was acting. But they 
were not judges appointed by Colonel Waddy, the recogni 
chairman (Waddy,870). He was ignored. The Democrats chose 
judges on nomination of the Holland ablicans, or what the 

mtleman calls the Bowden faction.” T. Montgomery was 
judge first precinct, Second Ward, a nominee of the Bowden fac- 
tion. Waddy and Newton (pages 869, 867) swore he was a man 
of no character and not a resident of the ward for six years. 
Mathwes (972) swore he worked in a negro barroom with the worst 
crowd in the city, and would not believe him on oath, and that 
Prince, another judge, had a bad reputation, and contestee took 
no contradicting proof, 

But it was impossible that these returns could have been made 
by honest judges, independent of this proof. A collusion between 
them and Young’s judges in favor of Young and Holland is shown 
by the proof from Fourth Ward, first precinct, where but 16 Demo- 
cratic votes were returned. Langley and Foster (pages 886 and 
888) swear the judge marked their tickets wrong. Daniel Jeffer- 
son, polled 260 (page 988), swore he voted at 4.55 p. m.; stayed until 
close, and one or two voted after him. Tom Milton voted ( 
991) at 4.50. J. W. Scott voted at 5 p. m. After Jefferson about 
10 votes cast. Polls closed after Scott's vote (Scott. page 1023; 
Johnson, e 997). Yet, 86 names are on the poli after 
Scott. Of the 80 thus on the poll book after Scott, 6 were examined 
and swore they did not vote. Poole (page 989) polled 284, Kemp 
(page 1017) polled 294, Griggs ( 1020) polled 297, Taylor (page 
1018) polled 809, Burk (page ) polled 322, Liggins (page 988) 
poloa 338, and Thomas Godfrey, polled as 320, was proved to be 

ead (page 1036). 

And from this precinct, the poll book of which is padded all the 
way through with fictitious names, a return of 197 votes is given 
for Holland; more votes, perhaps, than were actually cast at the 
precinct. The reason for this generosity for Holland doubtless 
` was that not over 40 white votes were Snes at the precinct, 

and to give them to Young was impossible. This, as we think, 
taken in connection with the conduct at other precincts, demon- 
strates the collusion between the Democratic and so-called Bowden 
judges against the Republican nominee. They favored Young 
when Yours vote was strong, and Holland where Young was 
weak. In the face of such transparently fraudulent poll lists, 
what an absurd thing it is for the gentleman to talk about our 
disfranchising a whole community when we throw out these 
blocks of fictitious voters. 

The real voters do not feel aggrieved by this rebuke to a set of 
corrupt and perjured judges who used the names of real and fic- 
titious people in alphabetical blocks, when they had not in fact 
voted. What crocodile tears these are about disfranchising peo- 

le who didnot vote. How sad it is to disfranchise 31 H’s, fol- 
owing in consecutive order, at the contestee’s own precinct, when, 
although those H’s did not vote for him, his judges had taken 
care to put them on the list. I can imagine the wailing which is 


now going on through the whole alphabet in Norfolk, for, say | a, 


what we will about these judges, they were at least impartial to 
every letter of the alphabet, and even now I see a group of dis- 
franchised K’s falling on the necks of a group of Z’s, weeping 
over the destruction of their franchise—a franchise which they 
did not even have to go to the polls to exercise. 

That shows how little attention is given to the factsin these 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


2793 


contested-election cases. There is only one excuse for this, and 
that is the confidence that each side of the House reposes in its 
respective members of these Election Committees. On the Repub- 
lican side we know that we have honest members of the Election 
Committee, and on the other side also I believe we have honest 
members. I say this notin compliment alone to Judge BuRKE. 
But it has come to this that mem of the House actually show 
an indifference to the facts in these cases, either from real indiffer- 
ence or because they have this great, overpowering confidence in, 
the justice of the case as presented to them by their representa- 
tives on the committee. 

I have prepared, Mr. Speaker, a table showing the state of the 
vote as found by the majority of the committee and incorporated 
in their report. It gives the vote in every county, exclusive of 
the county of Surry, about which there was some question; and 
giving the vote in Norfolk only as proven by the contestant, we 
figure up that Mr. Young has a vote of 2,668 and Mr. Wise a vote 
of 4,553. 


City 


Add uncontested returns from counties of Charles F 
Elizabeth City, Norfolk County, and city of Newport 


Exclusive of the county of Surry, the contestant is entitled to 
his seat by a majority of 2,434. If the returns from Surry County 
are allowed to stand as they were made, the contestant’s majority 
of 2,434 would be reduced to 1,947. So that either way a very 
large majority must be honestly returned for the contestant. 

r. Speaker, the hour having arrived for moving the previous 
question, I now do so. 

Mr. RICHARDSON rose. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Michigan move the 
previous question on the resolution and the substitute? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. May I be permitted 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee will wait 
until the question is stated. 

Mr. WEEKS. I call the previous question on the resolution 
offered by the majority of the committee, that the contestee was 
not duly elected and that the contestant was. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman’s motion for the previous 
question embrace also the substitute submitted by the minority 
of the committee? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. sir. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question is moved on the reso- 
lution of the committee and on the proposed substitute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My only purpose in rising was to say that 
as we had interrupted the gentleman from Michigan on the point 
of order, by which about fifteen minutes had been occupied, we 
had no disposition to cut him off. We did not intend to deprive 


him of any of histime. [Laughter.] 
ae SPEAKER, question is on ordering the previous 
question. 


The previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question is now on agreeing to the reso- 
lution submitted by the minority of the committee. 

oe RICHARDSON, On that we would like to have the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. BURKE of Texas. I ask that the resolution offered by the 
minority of the committee be read by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: ; 

Resolved, That William A. Young was duly elected to a seat as Represent- 
ative from the Second Congressional district of Virginia in the y-sixth 
Congress of the United States and shouid retain the same. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 128, nays 132, 
answered “present” 12, not voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—123, 
Il, Burleson, Cooney, 
Allen, Ky. Bellamy, Burnett Cowherd 
len, Miss. Benton, Caldwell, Cox, 
Atwater, Berry, bell, Crawford, 
Bailey, Tex. Brantley, Cate! n; 
Ball, Brenner, 2 Mo, Daly, N Ww. 
Bankhead, Brewer. ayton, ven: 7 
Barber, emg oe Clayton, N. V. fc etal a 
Bartlett, Burke, Tex. , Mo. De Graffenreid, 
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De Vries, Kleberg, Norton, S. C. Smith, Ky. 
Denny, tent Otey, Sn z 
ore, Lan. Pierce, Tenn. apar 
Dougherty, Latimer, Polk, Stark, 
Lentz, guaris, Stephens, Tex. 

Eliott, T, ell, tokes, 

ey. Levy, Rhea, Ky. Sulzer, 
Fitzgerald, Mass. Lewis, Rhea, Va. Sutherland, 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. Little, Ridgely, Swanson, 

ing, Li Rixey, bert, 

Foster, Lloyd. Robb, Taylor, Ala. 
*Gilbert, McAleer, Robinson, Nebr. Terry, 
Glynn, McCicllan, Rucker, Thayer, 
Green, Pa. McCulloch, Ruppert, Thomas, N. C. 
Griggs, McDowell, Ryan, N. I. Turner, 
Hay, McLain, Ryan, Pa. Vandiver, 
Henry, Miss Maddox, Salmon, Wheeler, Ky. 
Henry, Tex. ay, Scudder, illiams, J. R. 
3 Moorie: 9 8 

et eyer, eppard, iison, 0 
Johnston, Muller. Sibley, Wilson, S. C. 
Jones, Va. Neville, ‘ims, Zenor, 
Kitchin. oonan, S: Ziegler. 

> NAYS—12. 

Aldrich Dahle, Wis. Ketcham, Pugh, 
Alexander, Davenport, S. A Knox, Ray, 
Allen, Me. Dayton, Lacey, Reeder, 
Ba Dick, Landis, Reeves, 
Bailey, Kans, Dolliver, Lane, Richardson, 
Baker, Dovener, Lawrence, Russell, 
Barham, Driscoll, Littlefield, Shattue, 
Bartholdt, Eddy, Long, den, 
Bingham, Esch, Lorimer, Showalter, 
Bishop, Faris, Lovering, Smith, H. C. 
Boutell, III Fletcher, Lybrand, Smith, Samuel W. 
Bowe: Foss, McCleary, Smith, Wm. Alden 
ot el, Fowler, McPherson, Soars. 

w T, ann, prague, 
Brosius, Gamtle, arsh, Steele, 
Brown, Gardner, Mich. Mesick, Stewart, N. J. 
Bull, Gardner, N.J. Metcalf, Stewart, N. Y. 
Burke, S. Dak. Gill, Mer; Stewart, 
Burkett, Gillett, Mass. or, Sulloway, 
Burleivh, Graff, Moody, Mass. Tawney, 
Burton, Grout, Moody, Oreg. Thropp, 
Calderhead, Hamilton, Morgan, Tompkins, 

on, Haugen. orris, Tongue, 
Clarke, N. E Heatwole, Vreeland, 

e, N. Y. edge, O'Grady, Wadsworth, 
Connell, Henry, Conn. Otjen, Wanger, 
Wis Hepburn, erstreet, Warner, 
= — 80 ecker, . — Pn. — la 
usins, y yne, eaver, 

P, aed 8 Mo. we 
Crumpacker, enki earre, + 

5 ; Phillips, Young, Pa. 
n Kerr, ce, The Speaker. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT "—12. 
Barne: Jones, Wash. Mercer, Spalding, 
Dalzell, Kluttz, Naphen, an Voor! 
` Griflith, Mahon, Powers, Wright. 
NOT VOTING—72. 
Acheson, Fi trick, Joy, Shafroth, 
Adams, Fordney, Linney, She 
Boreing, Fox, Littauer, Slayden. 
Boutelle, Me. Gaines, Loud, Smith, III. 
Bradley, Gaston, Loudenslager, Sout 
Breazea! Gayle, M 5 Spight, 
Gibson, McRae, § gS, 
Brownlow, Gillet, N. Y. Miers, Ind. Stevens, Minn. 
Butler, on, Mondell, te, 
Capron, oon, Tayler, Ohio 
Carmack, Greene, Mass. Mudd, Thomas, lowa 
Chanler, Grosvenor, ewlan Under 
Cooper, Tex. Grow, Norton, O Underwood, 
Cromer, ls Olmsted. Wachter, 
Crowley, Hawley, Parker, N. J. Watson, 
Hemenway, Riordan, Weymonth. 
Davey, Hill, Roberts, Williams, W. E 
Davidson, Hitt, Robe La, Wilson, N.Y. 
Da Hopkins, Robinson, Ind. Young, Va. 
Emerson, Howell, Rodenberg, 
So the substitute was rejected. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with my col- 
le „Mr. DouGHERTY—— 
he SPEAKER. The Chair must have order in the House. 

This is a matter of such importance that members will recognize 
the necessity for order. All gentlemen will resume their seats 
and cease conversation. : : 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Speaker, I was paired with my col- 
1 e, Mr. DOUGHERTY, but that gentleman having returned 
and having voted, I desire to change my vote from present“ to 
é: no,” 

The Clerk called Mr. BARTHOLDT’s name, and he voted in the 
negative. 

r. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 

know how my vote is recorded, 

The SP. . The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. Mr. Speaker, Iam paired with my col- 
league, Mr. GORDON. I ask to withdraw my vote, having voted 
in the negative. t 8 

The SPEAKER. ‘Without objection, the gentleman will be al- 
lowed to withdraw his vote. 
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Mr. MOODY of Oregon. Mr. Speaker, I should like to know 
how I am recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to inquire if the gentle- 
man from North Carolina, Mr. SMALL, voted. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Carolina voted in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I desire to state that the gentleman from Mich- 
igan, Mr. ForDNEY, before leaving the city last Saturday even- 
ing, informed me that he was paired with the gentleman from 
North Carolina, Mr. SMALL, on all questions and that that pair 
was not transferable. 

Mr. SMALL. I desire to state that I was paired with the gen- 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. KORDAS upon all questions, but I 
inquired of different members of the House upon each siđe as to 
whether that pair might be transferred and under what conditions 
it might be transferred, and I was informed that the pair might 
be transferred provided there was no reservation to the contrary 
at the time the pair was made; and understanding that such was 
the custom of the House, and understanding that pairs were so 
transferred under those conditions, I permitted the transfer, and 
voted. If that is the custom of the House, I desire to stand by it. 
If it is not, I desire to withdraw my vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state that the matter of voting 
on pairs is purely a matter of honor on the part of members. 
There is no rule that will compel a member to vote otherwise than 
ashepleases. TheChair will state that the gentleman from Michi- 
gan [Mr. ForDNEY], before leaving the city, stated to the Chair 
that he had a pair with the gentleman from North Carolina Mr. 
SMALL] on questions. which would be binding. The Chair 
asked him if it was in writing. He said it was not, but that it 
was not necessary to be, as the Chair understood him. But each 
member must be his own judge as to whether he votes or not 
aiter being paired. 

Mr. TA EY. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say further that when 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. FORDNEY | made the statement 
to me 

Mr. WHEELER of Kentucky. A point of order, Mr. Speaker. 
I submit that this is out of order. The question was properly 
stated by the Chair. 

The SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. This only 
proceeds by unanimous consent. 

Several MEMBERS. Regular order! 

The SPEAKER. Gentlemen will resume their seats. The 
Clerk will announce the pairs, after which the Chair will order a 
recapitulation. so that it may be ascertained whether any mistakes 
have been made. 

The Clerk announced the following pairs: 

For this Congress: 

Mr. WRIGHT with Mr. HALL. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. MERCER with Mr. Gaston, 

Mr. Greson with Mr. TATE, 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. BRowNLow with Mr. CARMACK, 

Mr. Sournanp with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. HEMENWAY with Mr. MIERS of Indi 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD. 

Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. GORDON, 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER with Mr. STALLINGS, 

Mr. Haw.ey with Mr. COOPER of Texas. 

Mr. Boretne with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. MCCALL with Mr. GAINES. 

For one week: 

Mr. FoRDNEY with Mr. BRADLEY. 

Mr. SPALDING with Mr. Moon, 

Until March 14: 

Mr. OtMsTEp with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS. 

Until Tuesday: 

Mr. Grow with Mr. CHANLER. 

Mr. Apaus with Mr. SLaYDEN. 

Mr. RoBERTS with Mr. NAPHEN. 

Mr. SHERMAN with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Until March 11: 

Mr. GILLET of New York with Mr. GAYLE. 

For this day:- 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. Witson of New York. 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. Davis. 

Mr. BUTLER with Mr. UNDERHILL. 

Mr. Jones of Washington with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana. 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. Roprnson of Indiana. 

Mr. Powers with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. LINNEY with Mr. KLorrz. 

Mr. Manon with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

Mr. Stevens of Minnesota with Mr. SHAFROTH. 

Mr. Barney with Mr. MCRAE. 
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Mr. Hopxins with Mr. CROWLEY. 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. SPIGHT, 

On this case: 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
On this vote: 

Mr. Mupp with Mr. Davey. 

Mr. Joy with Mr. Cusack. 


Mr.SLAYDEN. Mr. 8 I understood the Clerk to read 
me as being paired with the gentleman from Rhode Island, Mr. 
CAPRON, want to state that that is incorrect. I am paired 
with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Abaus, and I would 
like to ask if Mr. Abaus has voted. 

The SPEAKER. He has not. f 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Well, I refrained from voting because of m 
pair with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ADAMS. 
wish to make a brief explanation in connection with that. The 

entleman from Rhode Island, Mr. Capron, came to me before 

e left and asked me if I would pair with him. I told him that 
I could not, as I was paired with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, 
Mr. Apams. He informed me that he probably would not be 
back until Tuesday or Wednesday of this week. and I am somewhat 
surprised to hear my pair as being with the gentleman from 
Rhode Island, Mr. Capron. If there is any means of doing it, 
I should like to have it corrected, to show that I have kept my 
faith with the gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. ADAMs. 

The SPEAKER. It will appear of record. The Clerk will call 
my name. 

e Clerk called the Speaker, and he voted in the negative. 

The SPEAKER. TheClerkwillrecapitulate. The House must 
be in order, so that the recapitulation can be heard. 

The Clerk recapitulated the names of those voting. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I did not hear my name calied in the re- 
capitulation. 

he SPEAKER, The gentleman is recorded in the affirmative. 

Mr. DALZELL. How am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded as “ present.” 

Mr. DALZELL. That is right. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, lanswered “ present” on the roll call. 
I have a standing pair with my colleague from Illinois, Mr. JETT, 
who has been away for a few days. I did not know that he was 
present: but { understand that he is recorded as voting. 

The SPEAKER. He is recorded as voting in the a 

Mr. JETT. That is true. 

Mr. MANN. [ask whether I am entitled to vote or not? 

The SPEAKER. If the gentleman voted “ present,” he has a 
right to change his vote. 

ir. MANN. Very well; I ask to vote. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman’s name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. Mann, and he voted in the 
negative. 

r. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire of the 
Clerk, or to get the information, as to whether or not the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania, Mr. Apams, is reported as being paired. 

The SPEAKER. He is not reported as paired, and did not vote. 

Mr. JETT. I want to say in explanation of the matter which 
has been referred to by my colleague [Mr. Mann], that I had seen 
my colleague on the floor all the morning and I supposed he had 
voted. Therefore when my name was cailed I vot I think it 
is fair that he should have the right to vote. 

Mr. MANN. Of course, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman was in no 
way at fault. 

r. RICHARDSON, I desire to change my vote from “aye” 
to no.“ ; 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will call the gentleman from Ten- 


nessee, 
The Clerk called the name of Mr. RICHARDSON, and he voted 
Sono? 


tive. 


Mr. KLUTTZ. I voted ‘‘aye.” sir, but Ilearn that my colleague, 


Mr. Linney, left the city under the 5 that I was 
with him. Therefore I ask leave to withdraw my vote and to vote 
„present.“ 

The SPEAKER. Without objection this will be done. 

There was no objection. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider the 
vote by which the substitute was rejected. 

Mr. WEEKS. I move to lay that motion on the table. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Upon that motion I demand the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taxer; and there were—yeas 132, nays 129, 
answered present” 12, not voting 76; as follows: 


YEAS—122. 
Aldrich, Baker, Poutell, III. Brown, 
Alexander, r Bowe: Bull, 
[est Me. eee Brick, n. parke, p Dak. 
beock n Bromwe! urke 
Bailey, Kans. 7 Brosi ur. 


Burleigh, 


Gardner, Mich. Lybrand, Rodenberg, 
Calderhead, Gardner, Me J Russell, 
Cannon, Gill, McPherson, Shattu 
Clarke, N. H. Gillett, Mass. F Shelden, 
Cochrane, N. Graff, Showalter, 
Connell, Grout, Mesi Smith, H. C. 
Cooper, Wis Hamilton, Me 4 Smith, Samuel W. 
Cor Haugen. Miller, Smith, Wm. Alden 
Cousins, Heatwole, Minor, Sperry, 
Crump Hedge, Mondell Sp 2, 
Crum packer, Henry, Conn Moody, Steele, 
Curtis, Hepburn, oody, Stewart, N. J. 
Cushman, Hottecker, Morgan, Stewart, N. Y. 
Dahle, Wis. Hull, Morris, Stewart, Wis. 
Davenport, & A. Jack. Needham, Sulloway, 
Dayton, Jenkins, O'Grady, wney, 
ick, Kahn, Otjen, Thropp, 
Dolliver, Kerr, Overstreet, Tompkins, 
Dovener, Ketcham, Packer, Pa. ‘ongue, 
ris Knox, Payne, Vreeland 
Eddy, Lacey, Pearce, Mo. Wadsworth, 
Esch, i Pearre, Wanger, 
Faris, Lane, Phillips, Warner, 
Fletcher, Lawrence, ince, Waters, 
Foss, Littlefield, Pugh, Weaver, 
Fowler, Long, y. eeks, 
r. Lorimer. Reeder, White, 
Gamble, Lovering, ves, Young. 
NAYS—129. 
z Davenport, S. W. Lewis, Salmon, 
Allen, Ky. De Armond, Little, Scudder, 
len, Miss. De Gratťenreid, 2 Shackleford, 
Atwater, Denny, Lloyd. Sheppa: 
Bailey, Tex. Dinsmore, McAleer, Sibley, 

l, Dougherty, McClellan, Sims, 
Bankhead, Driggs, McCulloch, Small, 
Barber, Elliott, McDowell, Smith, Ky. 
Bartlett, Finley, McLain, Snodgrass, 

all, Fi rald, Mass. Maddox, Sparkman, 
Bellamy, Fitzgerald, N. Y. May, — 2 
Benton, Fleming. eekison, Stephens, Tex. 
Berry, Foster, Meyer, La. Stokes, 
Brantley, Gilbert, Muller, Sulzer, 
Brenner, Glynn, Neville, Sutherland, 
Brewer. reen, Pa. Noonan, Swanson, 
Brundidge, Griffith, Norton, 8. C. Talbert, 
Burke, Tex. Griggs, Otey, Taylor, Ala. 
Burleson, y, Pierce, Tenn. Terry, 
Burnet Henry, Miss. Polk, Thayer, 
Caldwell, Henry, Tex. uarles, Thomas, N. C. 
Campbell, coward, nsdell, Turner, 
Catchings, Jett, Rhea, K Vandiver, 
Clark, Mo. Johnston, Rhea, Va. Wheeler, Ky. 
Clayton, Ala. Jones, Va. Richardson, Williams, 
Clayton, N. Y. Kitchin, Ridgely, Williams, Miss. 
Coe 0. Kleberg, Rixey, Wilson, Idaho 
Cooney, Lamb. Robb. Wilson, S. C. 
Cowherd, Lanham, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor, 
Cox, Latimer, Rucker, egler. 
Crawford, ` Lentz, Ruppert, 
Cummings, ~ Ryan, N. 
Daly, N. J. Levy, yan, Pa. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"’—12. 
Barney, Jones, Wash Mercer, Spalding, 
Dalzel Joy, Naphen, an Voor 
De Vries, on, Powers, ht. 
NOT VOTING—%6. 
Acheson, Emerson, Hopki Robinson, Ind. 
Adams, Fitzpatrick, How: Shafroth, 
reing, Fordney, Kluttz, Sherman, 
Boutelle, Me. Fox, ey, Slayden, 
ey, Gaines, Littaner, Smith. III. 
Breazeale. Gaston, ud. Southard, 
Broussard, Gayle, Loudenslager, Spight. 
Brownlow, Gibson, eCall, 

tler, Gillet, N. Y. McRae, Stevens, Minn. 
Capron. Gordon, Miers, Ind. ‘ate, 
Carmack, G 1 oon, Tayler, Ohio 
Chanler. Greene, Mass. Mudd, Thomas, Iowa 
Cooper, Tex Grosvenor, Newlands, Underhill, 
Cromer, Grow, Norton, Ohio Underwood, 
Crowley, all. Olmsted achter, 
Cusack, Hawley. Parker, N. J. Watson, 
Davey. Hemenway, Riordan, W. uth. 
Davidson, 3 Roberts. Williams. W. E. 
Davis. Hitt, Robertson, La. Wilson, N. Y. 


So the motion to lay the motion to reconsider on the table was 


agreed to. 

Mr. SIBLEY. Mr. Speaker, I desire to vote. 

The SPEAKER. Was the gentleman present and listening to 
hear his name when it should have been called. 

Mr. SIBLEY. I think I was listening; I was here purposely. 

The SPEAKER, Trying to hear your name when it was called? 

Mr. SIBLEY. I was trying to hear my name, and supposed I 
could, I did not notice the gentlemen ahead of me, and I did not 
48 my name called. I was right here in front of the Speaker’s 

es 

The SPEAKER. Attending to the call of the roll? 

Mr. SIBLEY. Ido not know that I had any other business 
besides that; 1 was present, listening to the roll call. 

The SPEAKER. If the gentlemansays he was listening to hear 
his name called, he is entitled to vote. 

Mr. SIBLEY. That was my object. I was right here. 

(aor 3 of Mr. SIBLEY was called, and he voted as above 
recor 
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The following additional pair was announced: 
Mr. Loup with Mr. DE VRIES, for the remainder of the session. 
Mr.SMALL. Mr. ker, I desire to make a statement. 

The SPEAKER. ithout objection the gentleman will be 
heard, but not as a matter of right. 

Mr. SMALL. In reference to the pair between the gentleman 
from Michigan . FoRDNEY] and myself, I desire to say that on 
Thursday of last week the gentleman said to me that if he 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I rise to the point of order that 
the House is not in order, and I desire order so that we can hear 
the gentleman’s statement. 

The SPEAKER. The House will be in order. 

Mr. SMALL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
ForDNEY] spoke to me on Thursday of last week, saying that he 
might be compelled to leave the city, and if he did leave he de- 
sired to know if he could make a pair with me. I told him he 
could. On Saturday he sent me a note to the effect that he should 
leave the city and would desire to make a pair on all questions for 
this week. morning some gentlemen on our side of the House 
came to me and asked me to transfer the pair. I declined to 
do so. They said it was the custom of the House to do so. I held 
the matter under consideration until I could advise with some of 
the older members of the House. 

I spore to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. DE ARMOND], the 

nmtleman from Texas [Mr. BURKE], the gentleman from Colorado 

fur. BELL], the gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. DINSMORE], and 
several others whose names I do not now recall, and a ublican 
member, whom I have not been able to see and therefore have not 
permission to mention his name, and they all stated that unless at 
the time the pair was made there was a distinct stipulation that 
it was not transferable I had a perfect right to transfer it. It 
was also stated to me that it was the custom of the Senate to trans- 
fer pairs unless there was an understanding to the contrary. 

There was no mention made between the gentleman from Michi- 

gan and myself of the question of transfer, and there was no under- 

standing as to whether it should or should not be transferred. 

Ha taken that advice, having acted in everything with a view 

to all the proprieties of the House and in entire good faith, I think 

I have done right and kept the contract I made. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the reso- 
lution reported by the committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have the resolution re- 
ported, if you please. 

The SP. . The question is on ing to the resolution 
reported by the committee, and which the Clerk will report, if there 
be no objection. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: - 

Resolved, That William A. Young was not elected a member of the Fifty- 

from the Second Congressional district of Virginia and is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

Resolved, That Richard A. Wise was duly elected a member of the Fifty- 
sixth ess from the Second Congressional district of Virginia and is en- 
titled to a seat therein. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I demand a division of this proposition. 
It contains two substantive propositions; and I ask to have a 
division of the question, under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman asks for a division of the 

position. The Chair thinks the gentleman is entitled to his 
emand, and the Clerk will report the first resolution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That William A. Young was not elected a member of the Fifty- 
sixth Congress from the Second Congressional district of Virginia and is not 
entitled to a seat therein. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. On that I demand the yeas and nays. 

Mr. MORRIS. Mr. Speaker, I would like to inquire what the 
resolution is. I thought we voted on that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. ‘The resolutions that have been voted on were 
those reported as an amendment by the minority. The House is 
now considering the majority resolutions. The yeas and nays 
are demanded on the first resolution. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. WEEKS. desire the Chair to state the question, so that 
we will understand how to vote. 

The SPEAKER, The question has been reported a second time, 
but without objection, it will beagain reported. The Chair hears 
no objection. 

The resolution was in reported. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 152, nays 127, 
answering present 12, not voting 79; as follows: 


YEAS—122, 
Aldrich Bingham, ~ Cochrane, N. Y. 
Alexander, Bishop, Burke, S, Dak. Connell, 
Allen, Me. Boutell. In. Burkett, Gooper, 
Ba beoc Bowersock, Burleigh, Cor 
Bailey, Brick, rton, 
Baker, Bromwell, Calderhead, P, 
Barha Brosius, Crumpacker, 
Bartholdt, Brown, Clarke, N. H. 


Fowler, 
Freer, 
Gamble. 
Gardner, Mich. 
ae N. J. 
* 
Gillett, Mass. 
Graff. 
Grout, 
Hamilton, 
Haugen, 
Heatwole, 


Boreing, 
Boutelle, Me. 
Seemed 

eè 
Broussard, 


Hedge. 
Henry, Conn. 8 
28 Minor. 
Hoffecker, Mond 
Hull, Moody, 
Jenkins, —— 
en 
Kahn, Morris, 
Tete ò Grad 
‘atcham ó 
Knox, tjen, a 
Landis, Packer, Pa. 
pe Pearce, 
Littlefield, Pearre, 
Long. Phillips, 
Lorimer, Prince, 
Lovering, Pugh, 
Lybran Ray, 
cCleary, Reeder, 
McPherson, Reeves, 
Mann, Rodenberg, 
Marsh, Russell, 
Mesick, Shattuc, 
NAYS—127. 
Daly, N. J, Levy, 
Daven S. W. Lewis, 
Be Grail id, Livingston, 
enre vm 

ny. Llo; 
S eee 

ughe: ci 

= McCulloch, 
Finley, Mersin” 

ey, 

Fitzgerald, Maddox, 
Tead, N. Y. —.— 
q eckison, 
cetar Meyer, La. 
5 
„ 0 
555 
m. 
Hay. Otey. 
Henry. Miss. Pierce, Tenn. 
Henry, 
Howard, ‘les, 
Jett, dsdell, 
Johnston, Rhea, Ky. 
Jones, Va. Rhea, Va. 
Ki bor Ridgel 
e * * 
Lamb, ~ BHAY 
Lan! bb, 
Latimer, Robinson, Nebr. 
Lentz, Rucker, 
Lester, Ruppert, 
ANSWERED “PRESENT”—12. 
Griffith, Mahon, 
Jones, Wash. Mercer, 
Joy, Naphen, 
NOT VOTING—79. 
trick, Kluttz, 
. — Tinney. 
Fox, 0 Littauer, 
Gente, e ee 
—f 3 
Gibson, Rae, 
Gillet, N. Y. Miers, Ind. 
rdon, oon, 
G udd, 
Greene, Newlands, 
5 orton, Ohio 
TOW, 

: Parker N. J. 
Hawley, ordan, 
Hemenway, berts, 
Hill, Robertson, La. 
Hitt, ` Robinson, Ind. 
Hopki Shafroth, 
How: Sherman, 


So the resolution was agreed to. 
The result of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the second 

resolution, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That Richard A. Wise was duly elected a member of the Fifty- 


sixth Congress from the Second Congressi 


entitled to a seat therein. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. And on that, Mr. Speaker, I demand the 


YEAS—131. 

Bisho; Burkett, 
Bou Il. Burleigh, 
Bowersock. Burton. 
Brick. Calderhead, 
Bromwoll. Cannoi 

rosius, Clarke, N. H. 
Brown, Coc N. Y. 
Bull, Connell, 
Burke, S. Dak. Cooper, Wis. 


Young, Pa. 


Ryan, N. L. 
Ryan, Pa. 
Salmon, 
Scudder, 
Shacklef 


Wi E. 
Wilson, N. Y. 
Young, Va. 


onal district of Virginia and is 


“Corliss, 
Cousins, 
Crump, 
Crumpacker, 


Curtis, 
Oushm. 


88 t. S. A 
venpor' . 
Dayton, 
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Doi Hoffecker, Mondell, Smith, H. C. 
Dopa o Hull, Moody, Mass, Smith, Samuel W. 
Dress Jack, Moody, Oreg. Smith, Wm. Alden 
Fasel, Jenkins, Morgan, Sperry, 
Esch? Kahn, Morris, Sprague, 
Varig, Kerr, Needham, Steele, 
pioteher ion 8 Stewart, N. 
* oy. jen, stewart, 8 
For Landis, Overstreet, Stewart, W 
Freer? Lane, Packer, Pu. Sulloway, 
Gam}} Lawrence, Payne, Wey, 
Gardine Littlefield, Pearce, Mo. Thropp, 
Gardner. Mich. Long, Pearre, Tompkins, 
yy Or N. Lorimer, Phillips, Tongue, 
CSEE Maas = Ephron’ Pugh.’ Wadsworth, 
ran a 0 
— 5 MeCleary, Ray. Wanger, 
McPherson, Reeder, Warner, 
Hanem, a Hooves, waters, 
Mars onber eaver, 
hamde Mose pmen e Negla 
e ue, „ 
Ty, Conn. Miller. Shelden, Young, Pa. 
Hepburn, Minor, Showalter, K 
NAYS—135. 
Allen m, Davenport, S. W. Lewis, Salmon, 
Rr: De Armon: Little, Scudder, 
At De Graflenreid, Livingston, Shackleford, 
Bale r Denny, Lilo Sheppard, 
JF 
e „ . 
Barbe ad, Driggs, MoCulloch, mall, 
partiet, Finley, ‘stein —.—— 
ey, i n 
Balim Fitzgerald, Mass. Maddox, 8 j 
Ee Pee Kiun Seat 
0 3 ons, Tex. 
Nandi, Roster. Meyer, Pi Stokes, 
' er, T, 
Brennes Gilbert, M 8 
Brewer lynn, Neville, 8 
Brand; à Green, Pa. oonan, Talber 
Parke. Te Grifth, Norton, S. C. Taylor, Ala. 
Bur ex. G 7. Terry. 
Burnet, n, Hay, Pierce, Tenn. ‘Thayer, 
Cala yy i Henry, Miss, olk Thomas, N.C, 
Catone : Henry, Tex. marl Turner, 
(at, We. Howard, Ranadell, Vandiver 
yton, A Jott, Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, Ky. 
Garton. Ala. Johnston, Rhea, Va. Williams, J. R. 
e N; A Jones, Va. c Williams, Miss. 
Sey. Mo. Kitchin, Ridgely, Wilson, Idaho 
(wher pen mad Bonn Wilson, S. C. 
mor, 
Cray Lanham; Rucker, Ziegler. 
8 Nora. Latimer Ruppert. 
Daly, N r. Ryan, N. Y. 
J. Levy, Ryan, Pa. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT"—11 
7 a Wash. Mercer; Spalding, 
De V. rios, Soy. 3 W right 
on, wers. 
Lesen, NOT VOTING—82 
fdas” Fitzpatrick, Knox, Sherman, 
Korein ney, Lentz, Slayden, 
Patel Fox, Linney. Smith, III 
Ree Salles, 2 fopap, 

; n. ud. J 
ed Gavia. Loudenslager, Stallings, 
Bulow: Gibson, McCall, Stevens, Minn. 
Gatley . Gilet, N. Y. McRae. Sutherland, 

Cat ben, Gordon, Miors, Ind. Tate, 

p Graham Moon, ‘Tayler, Ohio 
Ohad Greene, Mass, Mudd, Thomas, Iowa 
aner Grosvenor, Newlands, Underhill, 

„ Grow, Norton, Ohio Underwood, 
(tomer! ox. Tall, Olmsted, Van Voorhis, 
Cowley awley, Parker, N. J. achter, 

Perle 3 Hi 3 8 th, 
5 er mou 
— f Set Weeks 
ki nson, Ind. m, N. Y. 
Emeron Howell,” Robinson Nebr. 
Bo the Kiuttz, Shafroth, 
The fojo olution was agreed to. 
ic this dans additional pair was announced: 
r. y: 
vote, RIG HARDSON. Ar. Socal 1d like to have th 
re SON. Mr. Speaker, we wou e to have the 
The Spi antes. if it is very close. 
tail. RICA KER. It is not very close. 
li ing a CHARDSON, It is an important vote, Mr. Speaker, 
ted, Ing ber's seat, and we would like to have it recapitu- 
“kee ® confusion of the roll call there are liable to be mis- 
eR 
rak. RIGAKER, There is a difference of 7. 
Task tor ee Well, if it is not closer than that, we will 
pitulation. 
walt, Wit of the vote was then announced as above recorded. 
mt the HES. Mr. Speaker, I ask that Mr. Wise appear at the 
Mr SPEAKERS be sworn in. 
istare Viso . The gentleman will step forward. 
the ane to the bar of the House, and the Speaker admin- 
us th of office to him, 
Seno, CANNO URGENT DEFICIENCY BILL. 
bil SON. I ask unanimous consent that the urgent defi- 
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and a quarter of dollars, may be considered in the House as in 
Committee of the Whole under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we had better have the bill con- 
sidered in Committee of the Whole. I do not like to object, espe- 
cially if the gentleman’s request expresses the wish of the commit- 
tee; but I think all these 5 bills should in general be 
considered in Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CANNON, I am anxious to complete the consideration of 
the bill to-day, because it is necessary, so far as the Government 
Printing Office is concerned, that the bill should be passed at once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Well, we have frittered away consider- 
able time to-day—— 

Mr. CANNON, If my friend will advise with the members of 
the Appropriations Committee on his own side, I think he will 
ascertain that there is no objection to the bill. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I have stated that I am reluctant to 
object. I have not had time to confer with the members of the 
committee on our side. But it is a bad practice, as the gentleman 
knows—and I have seen him very often insist on following the 
regular rule—to consider appropriation bills first in the House, 

Mr. CANNON. The gi of the committee is unanimous. 

5 51 RICHARDSON. How much time is to be allowed for de- 
ate 

8 Mr. CANNON. TL apprehend there is no desire for general de- 
ate. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Have the minority members of the com- 
mittee agreed that they do not desire general debate? 

Mr. CANNON. None of them have notified me that they desire 
it. They are present. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I am informed there has been no agree- 
ment on the part of the minority. 

Mr. CANNON, Oh, undoubtedly there has been no agreement 
on the part of the minority. 

eui ICHARDSON, Ithink there ought to be when we change 
a rule. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, if the gentleman objects 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do object, 7 

Mr. CANNON. Then I move that the Honse resolve itself into 
Committee of the Whole for the purpose of considering the urgent 
deficiency bill. 

Mr. UTTZ. I hope before that motion is agreed to I may be 
allowed a moment upon a question of personal privilege. 

-Mr. CANNON. My friend can present that afterwards. 

The question 1 on the motion of Mr. CANNON, it was 

ee to; and the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
ole (Mr. DALZELL in the chair) and proceeded to the consid- 

eration of the bill (H. R. 9279) making appropriations to supply 

additional urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the 

year ending June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other pur- 


oses. 
< Mr. CANNON. Iask unanimous consent to dispense with the 
first reading of the bill, 

There was no objection; and the first reading of the bill was 
dispensed with. < 

Mr. CANNON, Inow ask unanimous consent that the bill may 
be read under the five-minute rule. 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ishould be very glad to have some state- 
ment about this bill before we give that consent. 

Mr, CANNON. I will make a statement if the gentleman de- 
sires it. This bill carries appropriations amounting in the aggre- 
gate to $1,489,580. The report is No. 552. I will state the items in 
the bill, First, for mint at Philadelphia, $145,000—a deficiency 
for wages of workmen and corresponding expenses growing out 
of increased coinage. : 

Next, repairs of 3 buildings, $50,000, absolutely necessary 
in consequence of the increased number of public buildings, 

Next, heating apparatus, public buildings, $80,000, necessary to 
be made available so that public buildings may be placed in con- 
dition for heating at the beginning of the next season, If we 
wait beyond the present before this work is commenced, there 
will not be sufficient time to do this work so that the buildings 
may be utilized. S 

Fourth, safes and locks, public buildings, $7,500. The appro- 
priation is wholly exhausted, and this is urgently required. 

Then there is an appropriation for the naval establishment, gen- 
eral expenses, $585,000, e items em in this general appro- 
priation are— 

To meet reseen contingencies constantly arising, to be expended 
the Siacsetion ne the Presid ont, $123,000. 2 855 = 

For the purchase of a water t tor the purpose of supplying ships of the 


Navy with water, $25,000. 
Fart the 3 coal barges for supplying coal to ships of the Navy, 


At Cavite there is a small establishment which the jards 
had, and of which our people have now possession. is for 
some additional boilers and other equipments absolutely neces- 
sary, and necessary at once, 
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For general maintenance of yards and docks, $50,000. 

For repairs and preservation at navy-yards and stations, 8 

For contingent expenses that 8 arise at navy-yards and stations, $10,000. 

For reconstructing building No. 7, replacing furniture, mathematical and 
engineering instruments and stationery, and providing temporary offices, 
rendered necessary by fira on February 11, 1909, $60,000, 

Gentlemen will remember that there was a fire lately at the 
navy-yard at New York. 

For Bureau of Medicine and Surgery in the Navy, $10,000. 

For surgeons’ necessaries tor vessels in commission, navy-yards, naval sta- 
tions, Marine Corps, and Coast Survey, and for the civil establishment at the 
several naval hospitals, navy-yards, naval laboratory, and department of 
instructions. museum of hygiene, and Naval Academy, $10,000. 

For Bureau of Construction and Repairs, $100,000. 

These estimates were carefully gone over by the subcommittee, 
considered by the full committee, recommitted to the subcommit- 
tee, and again carefully examined, reported again to the full com- 
mittee, and reported to the House by the unanimous vote of the 
full committee. 

In addition to that there is an item of $2,000 for the House of 
Representatives, for furniture, the Clerk, after inquiry, stating 
that it is absolutely necessary. 

For miscellaneous items and expenses of special and select com- 
mittees, $20,000, That covers the contingent fund expenses, the 
funerals, the expenses of special committees, and I believe there 
are one or more pray expensive investigations now running. 
The money is exhausted and it is necessary, 

For public printing and binding 

Mr. RICHARDSON, If it does not interrupt the gentleman, I 
think that is a very large item. 

Mr. CANNON, Which one? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. For public printing and binding. 

Mr. CANNON. Les. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. 
dollars. 

Mr. CANNON. Tes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is a very large deficiency, is it not, 

submit to the gentleman, k 

Mr, CANNON. Yes; it isa very large deficiency; it is $450,000. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Four hundred and eighty-seven thousand 
in the report I have. 

Mr. CANNON, There is $33,000 of this four hundred and 
eighty-seven for leave of absence of employees: You know the 
employees of the Printing Office were given thirty days’ leave of 
absence, and we fell over each other on that side of the House and 
on this side of the House to give those employees that thirty days’ 
leave of absence. Wewereof one accord. ‘hat leave of absence 
is with full pay. Now we owe them $33,000 that ought to have 
been paid, $18,000 of it last year and $15,000 of it for the current 


ear. 

Á Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman pardon me? He 
means that we voted for thirty days leave, but that they do not 
get thirty days’ leave. They only get twenty-six days’ leave. If 
there were an opportunity to amend this law now I should be 
glad to do it, so as to give them thirty days. 

rag Nine ir . Why not give them sixty days, I will say to 
my frien 

r. RICHARDSON. No;I submit to my friend from Illinois 
that if he will take the other Departments, take the Department 
of State, the War and Navy Departments, the employees in those 
Departments, every one of them, get thirty days’ leave, and when 

ou gay thirty days’ leave you mean it; but when you come to the 
Printing Office you mean twenty-six days when you say thirty 
days, according to the construction put upon it, and the employees 
in the Government Printing Office only get twenty-six days’ leave 
with pay. 

Mr GANN ON. Well, if my friend is correct 

Mr. RICHARDSON. That is correct. 

Mr. CANNON. We take the estimate under the law as we find 
it, and we owe them this $33,000, without regard to whether the 
law is sufficiently liberal or otherwise. This is an appropriation 
to pay that which we owe. 

ow, the other items of printing are: 

For the public 5 b 
lie vrinting, edding che ator — e "eo 3 tia 27 07 
Congress in the CONGRESSIONAL ReooRD, and for lithographing, mapping, and 
engraving for both Houses of Congress, the Supreme Court of the United 
States. the supreme court of the District of Columbia, the Court of Claims, 
the Library of Congress, the Executive Office, and the Departments, includ- 
ing salaries or compensation of all necessary clerks and employees, for labor 


(by the day, piece, or contract), and for rents, books of reference, and all the 
aon? materials which may be needed in the prosecution of the work, 


000, 
For printing and binding for the Department of Justice, $4,000. 


1 want to explain that item. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It is a very large item, 

Mr. CANNON, It is avery, very large item, but this is a very, 
very large House, with 357 members, with the power upon our 


Four hundred and eighty-seven thousand 


part to have bound, outside of our calf-bound set, a complete set 
of all public documents printed by order of the Government, at 
the expense of the Government; power to have envelopes furnished 


to us free—20,000, 50,000, 500.000 envelopes, with our names gi 
tically printed upon each envelope, with a frank, and with a nie 
little printed memorandum on the corner: e 

“Speech of the Hon. John Simpkins, of the State of aa 
where;” the State of Ilinois, if he is from Illinois, on this, 4110 > 
or the other subject, with a little bit of aqnotation that we § she 
on, and so on. Well, now, we are doing a good deal of that kin 
of thing. Weare making great lots of speeches in the House au 
great lots of speeches in the Senate, and we are printing them ter 
the cord, and we send them down there, and this Public Prin J 
comes up and says, “There is so much of printing, the Govert; 
ment has got to be so large, the reports are :o numerous. there i 
an advance in material of 30, 40, and in some cases 50 per cent. 
and 1 have to buy the paper, and the money that we suppos 
would be sufficient for this work—and that was sufficient in 3 1 
years—is not sufficient now. The law says I shall print, an 
comes in upon me, and I can not print without money. we 

Now, that is a very large amount. In addition to all that, n 
increased wages down there 25 per cent. you know. Pretty er 
everything has increased, and by specific law we increased at 
wages over and above last year, in round numbers, 25 per cë 10 
Well, there it is, and my friend, with his watchfulness, as 
always is watchful, says that this is a very large sum. 1 Ofico 
with him, but nevertheless it is necessary, or the Printing 0 
will have to stop. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CANNON. With great pleasure, A 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The chairman of the Committee on AP, 
propriations brought in the bill which made the appropriation © 
the Printing Office, I think it is carried in the legislative, exec Aa 
tive. and judicial appropriation bill, is it not—the annual app 
priation? 

Mr. CANNON. In the sundry civil. ut 

Mr. RICHARDSON. it seenisto me that the gentleman 00, 
to make a C oser guess at the amount that is necessary to run 
office than $457.000 out of the way. 

Mr. CANNON. If my friend will allow me ake u 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I hope my friend. this year, will mathe 
better guess at the amount that is necessary. and. not reduc? 195 
appropriation $450,000 below the amount that will be actual jat 
quired. I call hisattention now so that he may be certain to 
enough in the regular 1 bill. intim 

Mr. CANNON. Mark how plain a tale shall put that mrrent 
tion down. Since the appropriation was made for the © 
year, that side of the House and this side of the House fe 
each other and wept. and increased the pay of labor in the 
ernment Printing Office 25 per cent after the bill was passed. nt to 
friend recollects that, and now my friend says that they One 6 is 
have four days more leave of absence. I think probably 
quite right about that. Then the gentleman says I ought to 
a closer guess. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. t the 

Mr. CANNON. There is so great prosperity throughom™ te- 
country, everybody is so busy all over the country, that all aa 0 
rials have gone up from 25 to 50 per cent. Now. if I kop m t? 
way to mandamus people that sell materials and compel. the 
sell at a lower price. I probably conld make a closer guess. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, certainly. 41 were 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The contracts for this material upon 
made more than a year ago, and they can not raise the price 
those contracts, ke com 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, well, they are desiring to ma 

ago las 


tracts 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The contracts were made a year 
J 3 : tilized f0 
Mr. GANNON. Oh, my friend, this money is to be u essary 
the making in part of additional contracts, where it is nec 
to make them. ay d esires. 
Now. if there is any further information that anybody 
I will give it, so far us I am able. an turn 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I would like to have the gentlem 
to page 3. 
Mr. CANNON, Yes. 
Mr, RICHARDSON. The first item reads: 
To meet unforeseen contingencies constantly arising, to be exe 
discretion of the President, $125,000. 
Mr. CANNON. Yes. - mbli¢ 
Mr. RICHARDSON. If it is not incompatible ie 8 ve 
service, or if there is not something that diplomati z what 
in the way, we should like to know something abou 
item covers. rein inform 
Mr. CANNON. Certainly; I will take great pleas™ une 
ing m end. 
fn the last fiscal year there was an appro riation of © pended, 
dollars to meet unforeseen contingencies. * al services 
under the direction of the President, for the nn 


nded st the 


1900. 
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than $500,000 of that million. This fiscal year there was 8500, 000 
®ppropriated in the same language of this proposition to appro- 
Priate this 8125, O- reappropriation out of the unexpended bal- 
ance. In the first six months of the year that $500,000 was sub- 
stantially expended. Now, this $125,000 is recommended because 
150 expenditure can not be specified; not that there is any secrecy 
Aa Ut it. but it is to meet emergencies of the service from day to 
1 that can not be specified. : 
might stute further that this purchase of a water boat and 
ür ons other items include here would have been paid from this 
®ppropriation if it had not been exhausted. It was the desire of 
‘ae Secretary of the Navy to specify everything that could be 
spocified; but, after full inquiry, we cut the amount down to 
125,000, My friend will understand that with an army of 65,000 
or 70.000 in the Philippines, with a navy larger than any we have 
Sver had und in service all over the world, especially in the way of 
© newly acquired territory. with an insurrection existing there, 
th an archipelago that is probably 1,000 or 1,200 miles in length 
and the breadth | really do not know, it is impossible to state 
estimate in every case what expenditure may be necessary. 
© that this a »ypropriation of $125,000, in the terms in which it is 
Proposed, 9 itself. 
«u, Make the appropriation in the language that is expressed 
© meet unforeseen contingencies constantly arising, to be ex- 
ded"—how? At the discretion of the President.” So that 
it lore it can be 5 ice, the contingency must arise; 
Porch be presented by the Navy, meet the approval of the officer 
th the Navy, meet the approval of the Secretary, and then meet 
“© approval of the President. If there is any further informa- 
On desired, I will be pleased to give it. 
that: RICHARDSON, Does the gentleman intend to conclude 
bill this afternoon? 
tha + CANNON. 1 hope to, because it is absolutely necessary 
Om. it should be conciuded so far as the Government Printing 
ce is concerned, Iwould have called it up several days ago, 
en it was reported; but the gentleman knows we have been 
5 ng under orders, so that it was not practicable for me to 


o u. LLOYD. In reference to the last clause of the bill, I want 
2 the gentleman whether that is new legislation or not? 

cal) r. CANNON. Yes, that is; and I am very glad my friend 

tl ed attention to it, and I ask his attention and that of the gen- 
eman from Tennessee. 


ag erent ter there shall be advanced to the Public Printer, from time to time. 
of the quate service may wats it. and under such rules as the Secret: 
the Pena a sury may prescribe, a sum of money not exceeding at any time 
malty of his official bond to enable him to pay for work and material. 
Te he bond is $100,000. He can only draw $80,000 under the bond. 
4 sa result is that he is making requisitions fram two to three times 
sen k. It begets much unnecessary pook kooping, and he repre- 
eee that if he can draw the full $100,000 he probably would 
tio have to make more than one or, at the outside, two requisi- 
ther & week, The bond covers $100,000, and there 1s no danger of 
ta Government meeting any loss by the proposed provision, be- 
mit © Dockery accounting act is in full force, and the com- 
tee was unanimons in recommending that provision. 
- LLOYD, Under the present law he is authorized to draw 

M cent of the amount of the bond? 

Mr. CANNON, Eighty per cent. 

Mr. LLOYD. And this provides that he may draw 100 per cent? 
peng, CANNON. Yes; it provides that he may draw the full 

alty of the bond. 
Pro, RICHARDSON. I think, Mr. Chairman, that that is 


Wher, CANNON. I want to add further to the gentleman that 
a0 one advance is made another can not be made until there is 
a chennting. The vonchers are filed under the Dockery Act, 
er gid is no more chance of a loss under the 100 per cent than 
Mr s under the 80 per cent. 
thas RICHARDSON. Iwill state to the gentleman that under 
tro Bting act passed March 12, 1895, the amount was increased 
cient $75,000 to 880,000. It was thought that that would be suffi- 
$100.0 o not know how that is. If it is necessary to draw 
in the it may be a question of whether it repeals these words 
Mr. act of 1805, 
Wag daa ON. I will say to the gentleman that this clause 
Re at the Printing Office. 
tion of t CHARDSON, If it does not expressly repeal that por- 
the deb he act of 1895, it repeals it by implication. In respect to 
tl en ate, I want a few moments myself, and several other gen- 
Mr. CA Wepgken to me for some time. 
Other bi NON. How much time does the gentleman want? 
du Wednezzahe District bil comes within a day or two, I think 
Will be esday, and the Army bill is on the Calendar, and there 
hien billdertungr for general debate I do hope, as this is an 


Isay eae We thay not have any debate except on the exact 


the necessities of the Printing Office are such that the bill should 
be passed at once. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I did not intend to submit any remarks 
this evening myself, but I would like abont five minutes. 

Mr. CANNON. I will yield five minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I would like toask the gentleman 
from Illinois a question, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr, RICHARDSON. I will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. I notice an item in line 10 for the 
mint at Philadelphia “for wages of workmen and adjusters, 
$100,000." I would like to ask the chairman of the committee 
whether that represents an unusual coinage of either gold or 
silver at that mint? 

Mr. CANNON. It represents increased work. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. Increased coinage? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. 

Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH. How much, if the gentleman knows? 

Mr. CANNON. I can not say, but about 25 per cent increase, I 
am informed, over the past year, gold and minor coinage. I 
believe silver dollars are not coined in the Philadelphia mint. 
Now, Mr, Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The remarks I desire to make, Mr. Chair- 
man, come more appropriately in general debate on a bill where I 
could have more latitude than I can have on this bill. It is a dis- 
cnssion of the trust question. I will refer to it now, however, be- 
canse of its relation to printing and printing material. 

I have introduced a number of bills which I think gives Con- 
gress a remedy for the regulation of trusts, I tried to draw the 
bills in accordance with the decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in the Addiston Pipe case, which has been printed 
for the benefit of Congress since we met in December, and the 
Knight case. as it is called, which relates to the sugar trust. The 
bills which I have introduced turn over to the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission the question of the regulation of the trans- 
portation of these products of trusts. 

The reason why | refer to it now, Mr. Chairman, is that one of 
these bills relates to the product of what is known as the paper 
trust, wood pulp, and other matters which enter into the compo- 
sition of p per, the manufacture of paper. It is absolutely neces- 
sary. it seems to me, that Congress should take some step, some 
practical step, for the control of these combinations or trusts. 

I hold in my hand a statement which I wish to put in the REC- 
ORD to show the effect of the paper trust in this country and 
which bears directly on some items of this bill. I do not under- 
take to say that it affects so much the appropriation in the pend- 
ing bill, because this bill carries a deficiency, as I understand it, 
for the fiscal year which ends June 30, 1900. The supplies under 
that appropriation carried in the sundry civil bill for this fiscal 

ear for the Government Printing Office are not affected by this 
increase in prices, but the increase to which I refer has been 
caused by reason of the formation of the paper trust, as I believe. 

What I wish to say and emphasize here, Mr. Chairman, relates 
to the effect of the paper trust, but it is only 7 of the other 
great tr sts in this country. The first effect of the trust is to re- 
duce competition, and the next effect is to put up the prices of the 
article affected or controlled by the trust. Asevidence of it, take 
the bids for supplying the paper for the Government Printing 
Office for the next fiscal year. I have long served on the Com- 
mittee on Printing, and speak from my experience as to bids for 
supplying paper to the Government Priuting Office. I assert 
that the bids averaged from forty-five to fifty in number from 
contractors, of paper dealers, and manufacturers annually tosup- 
ply the Government Printing Office with the necessary paper 
product. There were forty-five to fifty bidders at every letting 
of Bt 05 contracts. 

ow, L assert that this year, in February, when the gentlemen 
of the Joint Committee on Printing met, they found that there 
were only 30 bidders, a falling off in the number of bidders from 
nearly 50 down to 80, This is nearly 50 per cent decline in the 
number of persons who come to bid for this opportunity of sup- 
plying material to the Government Printing Office, hat else 
o we find? While the number of bidders is reduced 50 per cent, 
the price is 50 per cent higher from these 30 bidders. I have the 
statement of the Public Printer which shows that. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Certainly. _—— 

Mr. PAYNE. Did the gentleman inquire further to ascertain 
how much wood pulp and soda ash and other ingredients used in 
making pa er have advanced? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Does not the.gentleman admit that the 
trust has increased the price? 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the gentleman should have found some 
other cause for this increase. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The cause just stated by the gentleman 
from New York certainly would not.make a decline of 50 per cent 


not because 1 am opposed to debate, but because. in the number of bidders, 
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Mr, PAYNE, In the first place, according to this statement, 
there was not a decline of 50 per cent, but about 30 per cent, in the 
number of bidders; and it would seem that with 30 bidders we 
ought to get down pretty near to the lowest price. There must 
be considerable competition with that number of bidders. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I have introduced bills for the regula- 
tion of these trusts and have had them referred to the committee 
over which my friend from New York [Mr. Payne] presides with so 
much ability, although we allow him tochange his mind rightalong 
whenever he sees fit to do so. I hope he will help us see whether 
we can not find a remedy for the existing condition of things. 

Mr.PAYNE. The gentleman from Tennessee knows I can not 
change my mind quite as rapidly as he did on the appropriation 
bill for the benefit of Puerto Rico. 

[Here the hammer fell, and Mr. RicHarpson’s time was ex- 
tended for five minutes. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, The decline in the number of bidders was 
nearly 50 percent. By referring to the table I have here it ap- 

rs it was about 40 per cent. Iwill print the exact figures. 
here were 46 bids a year ago from paper manufacturers to sup- 
it DAER for the Government Printing Office, The statement 
which I have before me shows the percentage of increase in the 
cost of the principal classes of paper used in that office under con- 
tract let by the Committee on Printing in January last, as com- 
pared with those under similar contract let in January, 1899. The 
machine-finished printing paper increased in price 50 per cent. 
These 30 bidders raised the price 50 per cent above what the Gov- 
ernment had to paya year ago for the same material. 

Mr. STEELE. Will the gentleman allow me one suggestion? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes, sir. 

Mr, STEELE. I have received a great many letters from news- 
paper men in my part of the country asking me to do what I could 
to secure a reduction of the tariff on wood pulp because the price 
of paper is so high. It has gone up, I believe, from about $20 a 
ton to $36 a ton; and the tariff is about $3 a ton. Now, then, the 
newspaper men ought to discover that the tariff had very little 
effect in this advance of $16 a ton. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, Thegentleman will not deny that putting 
these products on the free list would help somewhat in securing 
cheaper printing materials. Will he not join with myself and 
others on this side in putting them on the free list, and let us see 
whether that will not give some benefit to paper consumers, in- 
cluding the Government itself? 

Mr. STEELE, I would rather be at the mercy of American 
manufacturers than at the mercy of Canadian manufacturers, 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does the gentleman from In- 
diana know whether there is any importation of wood pulp at all 
under the present tariff? 

Mr. STEELE. Undoubtedly a great deal is imported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why should we destroy our own forests 
instead of getting the material elsewhere, from Canada, ete. — 

A MEMBER, e get the wood elsewhere and manufacture the 
paper in our own mills, 

r, RICHARDSON, The newspaper men believe, according 
to the petitions which they have sent in here in large numbers, 
that if we put these products upon the free list it will benefit 
them, and I believe it will. 

Now, take the article of sized and supercalendered printing pa- 
per. The Government has had to pay 56 per cent more for this 
class of paper under the contracts made for the next year than if 
has paid for the last year. There were only 30 bidders, a falling 
off from 46, and there was an increase in the price of 56 per cent. 

Mr. MCCLEARY. Gold seems to be depreciating. 

My. RICHARDSON. I believe this is largely because these 
things are controlled by the paper trust. 

On first-class Jedger paper there is an increase of only 6 per 
cent. On second-class ledger paper there is an increase of 12 per 
cent. These facts I got in a letter from the Public Printer, sent 
to me at my request, in order that I may have the benefit of the 
exact figures, r. Palmer's letter is as follows: 

GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE, 


Orrick OF THE PUBLIO PRINTER, 
Washington, D. C., February 27, 1900. 


Stn: In reply to your verbal mauri: Lhave to say that there were 46 bid- 
ders for furnishing paper for the public pring and binding for the year 
re Pébruary 28, 1000, and 30 bidders for the year ending February 23, 


The following statement shows the 
the principal classes of paper used in 
Joint Committee on Print: 
tracts let in January, 1800: 


reentage of increase in the cost of 
office under contracts let by the 
in January last over those under similar con- 


Respectfully, 


F. W. PALMER, Public Printer, 
House of Representatives. 


Hon. James D. RICHARDSON, 
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Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, this being only a part of what 
intended to say later, that it is . to the contents o 
bill to say it now. because this bill relates to supplies 1 to 
Government Printing Office. The remedy, it seems to me Tays 
put these products on the free list. Two gentlemen of tho ntie- 
and Means Committee, the chairman and the honorable ges nts 
man from Indiana Mr. STEELE], I infer from their statemen on 
will join with the minority in the effort to put these articles ul 
the free list. I may be mistaken, but I think I read it [am 
Mr. STEELE. You are decidedly mistaken, in so far 3 
concerned, 1am 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman declines to do it. the 
very sorry. I thought I saw an indication of weakness on 
part of the gentleman along the line ess! 
Mr. MCCLEARY, That would be an indication of woakn on 
Mr. STEELE. If I have ever shown any weakness, it is ud 
that subject. sign 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Weakness on the protective idea: Now, 
of virtue in legislation. That was what I had in mind. 
if that can not be done > 
aly LENTZ, Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 4 
tion pe 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Yes; in one minute. If that can 29051 
done, I submit that we ought to pass some of the bills WA ts, 
have introduced, which, when these manufacturers enter under 
turn them over to the Interstate Commerce Commission, us be 
the decisions of the Supreme Court, that these products 
controlled. Now I will yield to the gentleman from Ohio. 
Mr. LENTZ. I want to ask the gentleman from Temas?” 
ea aa he considers free trade in paper a plain duty? [ 

r. the 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I think it is. But then gentlemen on 
other side pay no attention to plain duty. i Mr: 

Mr. STEELE. I never heard the gentleman from Ohle guld 
LENTZ] peak in such a modest tone of voice before, and I§ 
like the House to hear what he said, plain 
Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman asks if it is not # 


duty to put paper on the free list. esse? 
The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Teun 


has expired. Indi- 
Mr. CANNON, Now I will yield to the gentleman from 
ana [Mr. STEELE] a minute. from 
Mr, STEELE. I merely want to say to the gentleman y any 
Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] that I will join with him, opery 
other man, or any set of men, in enacting a law that will P a fact 
control trusts. I am in on that, But with reference 10 where u 
that there are only about 40 bidders for printing material 
year ago that there were 50 mere 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Thegentleman misunderstood me. 
are only 30 this year, against 46 last year. al 
Mr. STEELE. The gentleman states the number, an 
accept his statement. 
Mr, RICHARDSON, That is right. pecats? 
Mr. STEELE. There is nothing remarkable about that, ments 
at the Soldiers’ Home at Marion, Ind., there were adver ~ 
for the construction of seven different buildings. W heret actio® 
in the last ten years, whenever there has been any const, vent¥ 
advertised for at that Home we have had from ten to build. 
bidders; this year we only had one bid for each oneof o come 
ings, all by one man, and eyery bid so high that we hav? rero wey 
I though 
something wrong about it somewhere, and go I wrote on thr 
f is y? 
buildings, as usual. They said:“ Weare doing business 15 digt 


ques 


hours a day.“ [Applause on the Republican side. g facts 
Mr. RICHAR JÖN I do not know anything #b0" s 
in that case, but I imagine—— 
Mr. STEELD. Lam telling you the facts, ly eng, t. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, The gentleman's statement on be thas 
sizes what I said, He could get only one bidder. It ider betti er 
as in the Addison pipe case, you could only get one bit jd the oth 
the trust controlled bidders, as the Supreme Court gut and cou 
pipe companies, in the case mentioned, were in a trus 
not bid under their agreement. anin (D 
Mr. STEELE. Oh, the bid wonld have been within 
priation if there had been anything of that kind. m dispose 
Mr. CANNON, Nowa word, and then I will ask 
the bill. gery farm 
I wish I knew some provision that would give °F" and ef 
whether he raises corn, cotton, wheat, or what sacs ho 188 wies 
laborer, skilled and unskilled, every American citiz® ng. an tote 
ing to make a living, all the money he is now getting, prod it 
as much more, permanently, for his work an for beththan 


and at the same time furnish the proceeds of his ys nchen 
be cotton or what not, to every other citizen for 
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he now has or heretofore has had to pay for the same. If some- gentleman from Illinois that the reading of the bill be dispensed 
body will tell me how that can be done, I shall be very glad to | with? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. The question 
assist in that legislation. But cotton going from 6 cents a pound | now is on the amendment offered by the gentleman from Min ois, 
to 9} and 10 cents a pound, I believe, in the last twelve or fifteen | which the Clerk will read. 
months, bree F the price of everything into which cotton The Clerk read as follows: 
enters is inclined to go up. 5 
And so it is with other things, whether iron or steel, or what rente e Navy Department, $25,000.” 
zon but ae of Mad House, I implore ert peat pate 3 ee eee na 70 
with one trust which is concerned in this bill, so far as the prin e 
ing is concerned, and that is the Congressional trust, which con- | Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask that the amend- 
cerns you and me, the object being to enlighten all the people | Ment just offered by me be read by the Clerk, 
touching our legislation, and to make our calling and election| The Clerk read as follows: 
sure next November. [Laughter.] Do not interfere with this] And it is hereby declared to be the intention of Congress that all employees 
trust, gentlemen. Let us walk up and vote this money. of the Government Printing Office shall receive thirty days’ leave of absence 
Now, having said that much, I will ask that I may offer an | in each year exclusive of Sundays. 
amendment, and then that the bill may be reported back to the] Mr, CANNON. Now, I make the point of order, not knowing 
House. I will ask to dispense with the reading. It is getting | what the law is, that it is new legislation, and that it is not in 
late, and I want to report and pass the bill. 2 order upon this bill. The gentleman understood that I should 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- | do so; and I will say to him that I will perform my duty, if I 
mous consent to dispense with the reading of the bill. Is there | know it. 


objection? P The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman make the point of 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I reserve the right to | order that it is new legislation? 

object until I hear what that amendment is. poet Mr. CANNON. Ido; and not in order upon a general appro- 
Mr. CANNON. Oh, certainly; and then I will invite objection, | priation bill; and the gentleman knew it was not in order. 


if my friend thinks there ought to be one on account of this} Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Chairman, I 


amendment. P think I can show very clearly that legislation similar to this has 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment | been passed Dye jake Syne bills year in and year out. 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois, The CHAIRMAN, e Chair is ready to rule. 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. In the last District ap- 
e propriation bill there was a provision added: 
“For printing and binding for the Navy Department, $25,000.” It is hereby declared to be the intention of Congress not to appropriate 
money for sectarian purposes. 


Mr. CANNON. Now, I will state to the gentleman that that A s 5 3 
amendment is necessary. The estimate was not sent in at the| The same provision was incorporated in the Indian appro- 
time that we reported this bill tothe House, It has come in since | priation bill, and inthis very Congress the gentleman from Arkan- 
that time, and we are informed that it is absolutely necessary. | Sas [Mr. Lrrrrz] made the point of order that inasmuch as this 
The expenditure for printing for the Navy Department, so far as | declaration had been incorporated in the Indian appropriation 
it is appropriated for this year, is less than it was last year, and | bill of the previous Congress on the subject of contract schools, it 
it is an item that can not wait without injuring the public service. | was not in order, and the point of order was sustained by the 
That is the reason why we have not waited until the regular de- Chair. I do not see what point of order can be made against this 
* bill is reported, which will come in May. amendment. It is directly in line with amendments made in 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I reserved the right to | every appropriation bill year after year, and inasmuch as it de- 
object without any intention to object to the amendment intro- | clares what Congress understands to be the law granting thirty 
duced, but in order to preserve my rights, so as to offer an amend- days’ leave of absence, I do not see where there is any new legisla- 
ment which will give to the employees of the Government Print- tion in it. It is to clear up a defect, if any exists, in the law, and 
ing Office the thirty days’ leave of absence which I think it was the | undertakes to point out to the Printing Office just what Congress 
intention of Congress to give them, instead of the twenty-six days | proposed to do. Congress intended that the employees of this 
which they are now allowed. Inasmuch as it calls for a very | department should receive the same consideration as other Gov- 
slight modification, I trust that the gentleman will have no ob- | ernment employees in Washington, and I feel certain that the 
jection to the incorporation of this amendment. gentleman from Illinois is willing to agree to have the intention 

Mr. CANNON. I do not know about that matter. of Congress carried out. I await the decision of the Chair. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Is there any objection! The CHAIRMAN. Unless it is a change of existing law, it 
to it? seems to the Chair that it is a useless amendment. The Chair is 

Mr. CANNON. It can come in later upon some bill which is disposed to and does sustain the point of order. 
in order or on a report from the Committee on Printing. Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Well, Mr. Chairman, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. What objection is there do I understand the Chair to hold that the law is now perfect and 
to considering it now? It only takes two lines, that each employee is entitled to receive thirty days’ leave of ab- 

Mr. C ON. Simply because I am not informed touching | sence, exclusive of Sundays? 
it. I will say to my friend that I will meet him fairly, That is“ The CHAIRMAN. The Chair expresses no opinion upon that 
what the gentleman wants me to do. The gentleman has not | subject. 
offered the amendment. It is not in order upon the bill. This is Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Will the Chair be kind 
an urgent deficiency bill, and the item in it, so far as this appro- | enough to state in what sense it is new legislation? I want the 
priation of $38,000 is concerned, is to pay them what is already | ruling of the Chair on that point made clear. 
due them under existing law. Let us pass the bill rather than Mr.CANNON. Imove,Mr. Chairman, that the committee rise. 
delay it b propon new legislation. Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I want this matter 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The amendment Idesire | cleared up. I thought the Chair ruled the point of order well 
to introduce would perfect legislation which is upon the statute | taken on the ground that the law at the present time gave the em- 
books; and I can see no objection in having the amendment adopted | ployees of the Goverument Printing Office thirty days’ leave of 
which states that it was the intention of Congress that these em- | absence, exclusive of 3 
pores should have thirty days leave. The reason Why L ask this Mr. CANNON. I move that the committee rise and report the 

because the gentleman from Illinois made a point of order a year | bill back to the House with a favorable recommendation. 
ago which deprived the employees of the Agricultural Depart-| Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I would like, as a mat- 
ment of any vacation, on the ground, made atthe time the amend- | ter of privilege, to have the decision of the Chair upon this point 
ment was introduced, that it was new legislation. made clear. 

If it is a fact that it was the intention of Congress to give thirty | The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already ruled. 

5 leave of absence to the employees of the Public Printin Mr. FIT ZGERATED of Massachusetts. On what ground? 
Office, and it is found upon construction of the law, as interpre The CHAIRMAN, On the ground that any legislation con- 
by that office, that they shall only be allowed twenty-six days, I | struing existing law is new legislation. 

think that the first opportunity offered to Congress to correct that Mr ZGERALD of Massachusetts. That it is new legisla- 
defect in the law ought to be taken advantage of. Believing this | tion? 

to be the proper time, I submit a short amendment which will not | The CHAIRMAN. Yes. 

take a minute to read, and as we have been kind enough to allow | The motion that the committee rise was agreed to. 

the gentleman to press his bill to passage, I hope he will accept VV Speaker having resumed 
the amendment. the chair, Mr. DALZELL, Chairman of the Committee of the Whole 

Mr. CANNON. If the gentleman wants to offer it he can do so. | House on the state of the Union, reported that the committee had 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request of the | had under consideration the bill (H. R. 9279) and had instructed 
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him to report the same back with an amendment, and with the 
recommendation that as amended the bill do pass. 
Mr.CANNON. I desire to yield just a moment to the gentleman 
from Iowa. > 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to print 
with my remarks this morning which I made on the Cape Nome 


bill the of the committee. 

The §P. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
consent that he may incorporate in his remarks made this morn- 
ing on the Cape Nome bill the report of the committee, Is there 
objection? | er a peuse, The Chair hears none. 

Mr. C ON. ow, Mr. Speaker, I ask that the bill may be 
passed with the amendment. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, it was read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CANNON, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


ORDER OF BUSINESS. 


Mr. BABCOCK, Mr. Speaker, this has been District of Colum- 
bia day under the rule. Privileged matters have been in order, 
and have taken all the time. I now ask that next Monday may 
be set aside for District matters, and that it may be in order to 
brin eg! business from the Committee on the District of Columbia 
on that day. 

The SPEAKER. Unanimous consent is asked that next Mon- 
day, or so much of it as may be necessary, be set aside for the 
consideration of bills from the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, and that order is made. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


adjourn. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED, 


The SPEAKER. Pending that, the Chair will submit a report 
from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of the 
following titles: À 
55 236. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 

uriat; 

S. 526. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Waddell; 

S. 266. An act granting an increase of pension to William Ham- 


ley; 
8. 240. An act granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom; 
S. 237. An act granting an increase of pension to Cutler D. 
Sanborn; 
S. 1771. An act granting a pension to Ellie Kee; 
S. 1712. An act granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis; 
S. 1295. An act granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 
13 oe An act granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
evitt: 
ER 1711. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 
reen; 
S. 1329. An act granting a pension to Mary Jackman; 
S. 1796. An act granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
int; 
Ane An act granting an increase of pension to John F. Me- 
on; 
S. 2158. An act granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; 
S. 35. An act granting a pension to Louise Donath; 
S. 2367. An act granting a pension to Susan Stratton; 
S. 2223. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. Morse; 
Grice An act granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 
ell; 
S. 1059, An act granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 
S. 1058. An act granting a pension to John Bailey; 
S. 1003. An act granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson; 
S. 992. An act granting an increase of pension to Frederick Auer; 
— — 85 An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 
ampbell; 
S. 2219. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary F. 
Hopkins; and 
S. 899. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Dennis. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair will also submit the following 
change of reference. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The bill (H. R. 8877) granting 8 to officers of the Spanish-American 
war not having received any benefit from previous acts for this pur- 
pose—from the Committee on War Claims to Committee on Military Affairs. 


The SPEAKER. Without objection, the change will be made. 
There was no objection. 


LEAVE TO WITHDRAW PAPERS, 


Leave was granted to Mr. CLAYTON of New York to withdraw 
from the files of the House, without leaving copies, the papers in 


the case of James W. Jackson, Fifty-fifth Congress, no adverse 


report baving been made thereon. 

The motion of Mr. CANNON was then agreed to; and accordingly 
(at 5 o’clock and 34 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until to- 
morrow at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
ie acca were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 

ollows: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the conclusions of fact and lawin the case of the 
sloop Sidney, Jared Bartholomew, master, against the United 
States—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of State submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for deficiences in appropriation for con- 
tingent expenses, stationery, etc.—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an amended estimate of 8 for preparing report of the 
mineral resources of the United States to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secre of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Light-House Board submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for construction of a steam tender for 
the Eleventh light-house district—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, relating to afurther 
creditin the accounts of Maj. H. M. Adams, United States Army— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 5 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, 
as follows: 

Mr. KLEBERG, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1175) to grant lands 
to the State of Alabama for the use of the cultural and Me- 
chanical College of Alabama, for negroes, and the State Normal 
College, at Florence, Ala., re the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a — (No. 587); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. FLYNN, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8668) approving a revi- 
sion and adjustment of certain sales of Otoe and Missouria lands 
in the States of Nebraska and Kansas, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a re (No. 588); which said bill 
and report were referred to the ttee of the Whole House 
on the state of the Union, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 8997) ting a pension to Mary E. Vishion—Com- 
mittee on Pensions harged, and referred to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9354) granting an increase of pension to J. W. 
Penny—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

A bill (H. R. 938%) for the relief of Edmund Morgan and 
have his name put on the pension roll—Committee on Pensions 
discharged, and referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9379) granting a pension to William Bittenger, 
Company G, Twelfth Regiment Pennsylvania Reserves—Commit- 
tee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Committee on In- 


valid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 9336) to grant a pension to Isabella Armiger, 
mother of John M. Armiger, late of Company A, Eleventh Regi- 
olunteers, etc.—Committee on Pensions 


ment Maryland momay 
discharged, and refe: to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 

Seite following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9448) author- 
izing and directing the Secretary of War to cause a survey to be 
made of the Upper Cape Fear River, North Carolina—to the Com- 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9444) authorizing and directing the Secretary 
of War to cause a survey to be made of Neuse River, North Caro- 
lina—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. CUMMINGS: A bill (H. R. 9445) to provide an Ameri- 
can register for the barge Davidson—to the Committee on the 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 9446) to provide for additional 
compensation for deputy collectors and inspectors of customs for 
the district of Huron, Mich., and so forth—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. PRINCE: A bill (H. R. 9447) to authorize and facilitate 
the immediate construction of railroads in the island of Puerto 
Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H. R. 9448) for the improvement 
of the Missouri River at and near the city of New Haven, Frank- 


lin County, Mo.—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
By Mr. MILLER: A bill (H. R. 9449) to encourage silk culture, 
and for other oses—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


urp 

By. Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 9492) levying certain taxes for 
the education of noncitizen children in the Indian Territory, and 
for other purposes—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9493) relating to certain rail- 
way corporations owning or operating street railways in the Dis- 
trict . the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia. 

By Mr. BULL (by request): A bill (H. R. 9494) to amend sec- 
tion 4965, chapter 3, Title LX, of the Revised Statutes of the United 
States, relating to copyrights—to the Committee on Patents. 

By Mr. SPAR : A bill (H. R. 9495) increasing the cost 
of a public building to be erected at Tampa, Fla.—to the Commit- 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. SPALDING: A bill (H. R. 9496) to provide for the dis- 
porsi of the Fort Buford abandoned military reservation, in the 

tates of North Dakota and Montana—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9497) to amend an act 
providing for the construction of a light-ship to be located near 
Cape Elizabeth, Maine—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
fign Commerce. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A pont resolution (H. J. Res. 200) author- 
izing the appointment of a commission to investigate and report 
upon the principal colleges of commerce of Europe, their methods 
and results, with a view to promoting an increase of our foreign 
commerce—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 201) 
donating a condemned cannon to the Commandery in Chief of the 
Sons of Veterans, United States of America—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 175) directing the Sec- 
re of War to inform the House of Representatives relative to 
fortifications being erected by Great Britain along the northern 
ee the United States—to the Committee on Military Af- 

ai 

By Mr. WEEKS: A concurrent resolution of the legislature of 
the State of Michigan, relative to treatment of the Finnish people 
By the Government of Russia—to the Committee on Foreign Af- 

Airs. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
— following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9450) for the relief 
05 the estate of Mary H. S. Robertson to the Committee on War 

aims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9451) to increase the pension of William H. 
Castlen, a Mexican war veteran, now a pensioner under certificate 
No. 338—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A bill (H. R. 9452) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion from the record of Dennis O’Brien—to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 9453) for the relief of 
Harry Hume Ainsworth—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9454) granting an increase of pension to 
William F. Nichols—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9455) to carry out the findings of the Court 


of Claims in the case of the estate of John A. Huff, deceased—to 
the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. CATCHINGS: A bill (H. R. 9456) for the relief of the 
estate of Mary F. Birdsong, deceased, late of Warren County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 9457) granting an increase 
of pension to Roger Fenton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 9458) granting a pension to 
Gottlieb Miller, of Elizabeth, N. J.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 9459) for the relief of Opequon Pres- 
byterian Church, situated in Frederick County, Va.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9460) for the relief of the estate of Isaac M. 
Hollingsworth, deceased, late of Frederick County, Va.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9461) for the relief 
of L. A. Whitehead, of Rankin County, Miss.—to the Committee 
on War Claims. : 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9462) for the relief of J. E. Whittington, of 
Rankin County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9463) for the relief of J. C. Winters, of Hinds 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. KNOX: A bill (H. R. 9464) to remove the charge of de- 
sertion now standing against Joseph S. Clark—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 9465) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Elias Lon n—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 9466) toremovethe charge 
of desertion from the military record of Joshua C. Mayo—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. MORGAN: A bill (H. R. 9467) granting an increase of 
pension to George F, Hixon, Waterloo, Ohio—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a — R. 9468) to increase the pension of William J. 
Wallace, of Winchester, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9469) to correct the military record of Stephen 
Thompson, Gallipolis, Ohio—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9470) granting a pension to Mary A. Clark, of 
Portsmouth, Ohio—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9471) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Potts, of Waverly, Ohio—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9472) to correct the military record of John 
Daniels—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9473) for the relief of Thomas McCall—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9474) for the relief of Darius Atkinson to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POLK: A bill (H. R. 9475) granting a pension to George 
W. McCollin, of Watsontown, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9476) granting a pension to Thomas E. Ged- 
dis, of Bloomsburg, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. S. 9477) granting a pension to Hiram G. Hoke, 
of Treverton, Northumberland County, Pa.—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9478) granting a pension to John C. Lloyd, of 
Northumberland, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9479) granting a pension to Henry Small, of 
Nordmont, Pa.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARCE of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 9480) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Caroline Flad—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9481) granting an increase of pension to James 
Anderson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: A bill (H. R. 9482) to remove the charge 
ee against William Wall- to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: A bill (H. R. 9483) for the relief of the 
heirs of J. W. Cloyd, deceased, of Wilson County, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 9484) granting an increase 
of pension to William Geyser—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 9485) grant- 
ing a pension to Emsley Kinsauls—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. . 

RINE TONGUE: A bill (H. R. 9486) for the relief of Joseph 
E. Wright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: A bill (H. R. 9487) granting a pension 
to oline Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9488) granting a pension to Aaron Haines— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Marcu 12, 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9489) 
ews—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9490) to correct the military record of George 
C. Shiplett—to the Committee on Military Aff 


anting a pension to Lewis H. Math- 


y Affairs. 
By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 9491) granting a 
pension to W. D. Belt—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9498) for the relief of the 
heirs of Joseph B. Hull, late commodore, United States Navy, re- 
tired—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: A bill (H. R. 9499) for 
the relief of the Brooklyn Ferry Company, of New York, owner 
of the steam 8 8 05 New York—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 9500) granting an increase of 

ension to Martin V. B. Winkler—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9501) to remove the charge of desertion 
against W. F. Tweedy—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9502) granting a pension to Phoebe A. La 
Mott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9503) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Baughman- to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9504) to remove charge of desertion against 
Thomas Todd—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9505) to remove charge of desertion against 
Francis M. Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


— 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of the publisher of the Creamery 
Journal, Waterloo, Iowa, against the passage of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Fred Kurt, Thomas Kingsley, and others, of 
Cascade, Iowa, and F. L. Patton, of Hampton, Iowa, to amend 
the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ADAMs: Petition of the Commercial Exchange of Phil- 
adelphia, Pa., praying for legislation to build up the merchant 
marine of the Tnited States—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, paper relating to House bill No. 5765, upon the subject of 
the tax on alcohol used in the arts—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky (by request): Petition of J. A. 
Head, of Owensboro, Ky., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medi- 
cines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill for the relief of the estate 
of Mary H. S. Robertson—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 

ion to William H. Castlein—to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of the Junior Equal Suffrage Club 
of the District of Columbia, in favor of a constitutional amend- 
ment giving the right of franchise to women —to the Committee 
on the Judiciarx. i 

By Mr. BARNEY: Petitionof A. P. Abel and other dairy farm- 
ers of Washington County, Wis., in favor of the bill to tax oleo- 
margarine—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. BINGHAM: Resolutions of Ellis Post, No. 6, Grand 
Army of the Republic, of Philadelphia, in favor of House bill No. 
7094, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near 
Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Commercial Exchange of Philadelphia, 
Pa., with réference to the bill for the enco ement of the Amer- 
ican merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCKE: Petition df Saunders Post, No. 254, of 
Moran, Kans., Grand Army of the Republic, in support of House 
bill No. 7094, entitled A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home 
at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.“ to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petitions of W. C. Markham, of Baldwin, Kans., and 
McClure & Dallas, of Blue Mound, Kans., against the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of C. J. Needham and others, of 
Dayton, Ohio, against the of, House bill No, 6071—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Aiso, e. of the Dayton (Ohio) ists’ Association; also 
of the Hamilton ists’ Association, relating to the stamp tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 


, petition of J. C. Beeghly and other citizens of Trotwood, 


Jacksonboro, and Pittonville, Ohio, to amend the present law in 
1 5 8 to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

By Mr. BROMWELL: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to House bill No. 7097, providing for 
a reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

_Also, remonstrance of the Cincinnati Retail Grocers’ Associa- 
tion, against a parcel-post system—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Jonas Ely, Levi Fisher, and 
others, of Gap, Pa., to amend the present law in relation to the 
sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protests of the Pennsylvania School Journal and the Law 
Review, of Lancaster, Pa., against the of House bill No, 
6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- Roads. 

Also, resolutions of John M. Good Post, No. 502, of Elizabeth- 
town, Pa., and George H. Thomas Post, No. 84, of Lancaster, Pa., 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of House bill No. 7094, for 
the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson 
City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the Woman’s Christian Tem 
of Landisville, Pa., regarding the government of 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

PTAR BURKETT: Petition of W. H. Cook and other citizens 
of kman, Nebr., in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomarga- 
rine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolution of Hastings Commercial Club, of Hastings, 
Nebr., and Local Union No. 57, International Brotherhood of Book- 
binders, of Omaha, Nebr., with reference to arid and public lands 
to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. BURTON: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to House bill No. 7097, providing for a 
reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. a 

By Mr. BUTLER: Memorial of Gen. George A. McCall Post, 
No. 31,Grand Army of the Republic, ae e ee of Pennsylvania, 
favoring the of a bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home 
or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Af- 

airs, 

By Mr. CLARKE of New Hampshire: Petition of J, W. Farr 
and others, of Littleton, N. H., in favor of the Grout bill taxing 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of E. E. Sturtevant Post, No. 2, of Concord, N. H., 
and A. Goodell Post, No. 67, of Monroe, N. H., Grand Army of 
the Republic, favoring the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home for disabled soldiers at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Petition of C. O. Griffin and others, of Madi- 
son, Kans., urging the passage of the Grout bill taxing oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of the Dayton Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation, of Dayton, Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on pro- 
prietary medicines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means. 

Also, resolutions of the Christian Endeavor Society of the Third 
United Presbyterian Church of Pittsburg, Pa., for the ge of 
a bill to limit absolute divorce—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of A. Gilmour and ten other citi- 
zens of Hobart, Iowa, in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomar- 
garine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Petition of Patrick Reynolds and others, 
of Fay, N. Y., favoring the Grout bill relating to oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of George 
T. Angell, for the Massachusetts Society for the Prevention of 
Cruelty to Animals, Boston, Mass., against the passage of House 
bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Wendell Phillips and Crispus Attucks 
clubs, in behalf of the Baker family, recommending that the pen- 
sion be increased to $25 per month—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of New York: Resolutions of War Vet- 
erans and Sons’ Association, of Brooklyn, N. Y., also resolutions 
adopted at a mass meeting under the auspicesof the employees of 
the Brockivn Navy-Yard, favoring movement to have vessels built 
> navy-yard at Brooklyn, N. Y.—to the Committee on Naval Af- 

‘airs. 


Also, resolutions of the New York Produce Exchange, favoring 
free trade with Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Insular Affairs, 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Papers to accompany House bill granting 
a pension to Roger Fenton, of St. Paul, Minn.—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr, FOSS: Petition of the Chicago Federation of Musicians, 


rance Union 
erto Rico— 
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against the alienation of public lands by the United States to any 
but actual settlers, and also in favor of Government building of 
reservoirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of John A. Mertes, for the repeal of the stamp tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. FOSTER: Petition of F. M. Fox, of Chicago, III., for 
the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, etc.—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolution of the Sioux Falls (S. Dak.) 
Typographical Union, No. 218, in favor of the passage of House 
bill No. 6872, to print the label of the Allied Printing Trades on 
all publications of the Government—to the Committee on Printing. 

Also, petition of the members and patrons of Alsen Cooperative 
Creamery, of Alsen, S. Dak., favoring the Grout bill relating to 
dairy products, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of Herbert Pyle and 
175 others, of Reading, Pa., urging the enactment of a clause in 
the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the 
opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. HAY: Papers to accompany House bill for the relief of 
the Opequon Presbyterian Church, of Frederick County, Va.—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of John T. Baker and 
others, of New Britain, Conn., against the e of House bill 
No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of the Congregational Church of Ober- 
lin, Ohio, urging a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbid- 
ding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a pro- 
hibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee on 
the Territories. 

Also, petitions of Ed. Palmer, of Danville, Ohio, and L. C. Cook 
and others, of Fulton, Ohio, in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition W. L. Kohn and others, of Ashland, Ohio, favor- 
ing House bill No. 8717, to amend the present law in relation to 
the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petitions of Kate E. Lawton and B. C. 
Ellsworth, of Port Ewen, N. Y., to amend the present law in re- 
1 im to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture. 

Also, petition of the Friends Church of Clintondale, N. Y., for 
the prohibition of the sale of liquor in Army canteens, etc.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Friends Church of Clintondale, N. Y., for 
the suppression of gambling by telegraph, etc.—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LACEY: Resolutions of Company G, Fiftieth Iowa Na- 
pone Guard, favoring thé passage of oe bill ak 1 

the appropriations for arming and equippin e military of 
the States on Territories—to the Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of the Political Equality League 
of Chicago, III., favoring a sixteenth amendment to the Constitu- 
tion granting suffsage to women to the Committee on the Judi- 


ciary. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Improved Order of 
Red Men of Pittsgrove, N. J., to forbid the sale of liquor in can- 
teens—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. McALEER: Petition of the Chicago Federation of Labor 
against public-land grants to any but actual settlers—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 

Also, petitions of S. W. Green, of New York; H. Frysinger, 
Chester, Pa., and the Central News Company, of ees, 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071, known as the Loud 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, 5 of the A. M. Collins Manufacturing Company, of 
Philadelphia, Pa., for the improvement of Trinity River from the 
Gulf of Mexico to the city of Dallas, Tex.—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors. f 

Also, petition of Austin, Nichols & Co., of New York City, in 
favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to regulate com- 
merce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Commercial Exchange, of Philadelphia, Pa., 
with reference to the bill for the encouragement of the American 
merchant marine—to the Committee on the Merchant Marineand 

sheries. 

By Mr. MANN: Petitions of Rand, McNally & Co., Laird & 
Lee, of Chicago, and W. B. Conkey Company, of Hammond, Ind., 
against the passage of House bill No. 6071—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of the Mississippi Valley Lumbermen’s Associa- 
tion, in relation to floating loose logs in Upper Mississippi, St. 
Croix, and Chippewa rivers- to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 


Also, letter of C. U. Gordon, pona, of Chicago, Ill., to ac- 
company House bill No. 1051, relating to substitute letter carriers, 
etc.—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of W. E. Riddell, of Omaha, Nebr., 
protesting against the passage of House bill No. 8754, imposing a 
2 cent tax on process butter and establishing licenses for manu- 
factures, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Resolutions of Gen. James 
Appleton Post, No. 128, of Ipswich, Mass.; Charles Summer Post, 
No. 101, of Groveland, Mass., and A. W. Bartlett Post, No. 49, of 
Newb rt, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, in support of 
House No. 7094, entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.”—to 
the Committee on Military irs. 

By. Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of the International Brother- 
h of Bookbinders’ Local Union No. 57, of Omaha, Nebr. , against 
the alienation of public lands by the United States to any but 
actual settlers, and also in favor of Government building of reser- 
voirs—to the Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, petition of C. H. Jeffords and officials and citizens of 
Custer County, Nebr., to accompany House bill to correct the 
8 record of Robert Ellison to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, resolutions of Company A, Nebraska National Guards, 
of Kearney, Nebr., favoring the passage of House bill No. 7936, 
increasing the appropriations for arming and equipping the mili- 
tary of the States and Territories—tothe Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. NOONAN: Petition of William Gray and other drug- 
gists, Chicago, III., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of I. N. Heims and 41 other 
druggists of Indianapolis, Ind., for the repeal of the stamp tax on 

roprietary medicines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on 
ays and Means. 

„ petition of the Political Equality Association of Indianap- 
olis, Ind., in favor of woman suffrage in the constitutions of Ha- 
waii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. POLK: Petition of Sullivan Post, No. 388, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Dushore, Pa., in favor of House bill No. 7094, 
to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. QUARLES: Petition of the heirs of James S. Kincaid, 
deceased, late of Alleghany County, Va., for reference of war 
claim to the Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of Samuel Kincaid, deceased, late of 
Alleghany County, Va., to refer claim to the Court of Claims—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, petition of the heirs of William Trent, deceased, late of 
Appomattox County, Va., praying reference of war claim to the 
Court of Claims—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBERTS: Resolutions of Camp J. P. Gould Post, No. 
75, Grand Army of the Republic, of Stoneham, Mass., in favor of 
House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of W. W. Perkins Post, No. 47, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of New London, Conn., in support 
of House bill No. 7094, entitled A bill to establish a Branch Sol- 
diers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.“ — 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr, SHAFROTH: Petitions of North Side Woman’s Chris- 
tian Temperance Union, West Side Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union, Asbury Methodist Episcopal Church, and Smith’s 
Chapel, United Brethren Church, of Denver; United Brethren 
Church of Hygiene, Colo., favoring the enactment of a clause in 
the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale 
of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the 
opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of C. E. Sittig and others, of 
Utica, N. Y., in favor of the bill to tax oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on iculture. 

Also, protest of Charles Webb and others, of Roane, N. Y., in 
a to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
oa anmi matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

ads. 


By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petition of A. L. North and others, oť 
Slippery Rocks, Pa., favoring the passage of the Grout oleomar- 
garine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. T. Shallenberger and other retail druggists 
of Beaver County, Pa., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medi- 
cines, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Sharon Post, No. 254, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, of Sharon, Pa., favoring the establishment of a Branch Sol- 
diers’ Home for disabled soldiers at or near Johnson City, Tenn.— 


to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of George L. Seeley and other 
citizens of Ottawa County, Ohio, for an appropriation to improve 
the Portage River by deepening the channels from Port Clinton 
to Oak Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Memorial of Post No. 22, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Massachusetts, favoring the — of a bill to 
establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home in or near Johnson City, Tenn.— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STARK: Petition of E. J. Hunter and 22 citizens of 
Hamilton County, Nebr., urging the enactment of a clause in the 
Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium 
trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. SULZER: Resolutions of the New York Produce Ex- 
change, favoring free trade with Puerto Rico—to the Committee 
on Insular Affairs. i 

Also, resolutions of the municipal assembly of the city of New 

. York, for the construction of gunboats and cruisers in the sev- 
res nayy-yards of the Government—to the Committee on Naval 
airs. 


Also, petition of the Business Publishing Company, New York 
City, against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. ; 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of J. L. Mathias 
and other citizens of Magnolia, N. C., in opposition to the passage 
of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. VAN VOORHIS: Papers to accompany House bill grant- 
ing a pension to Lewis H. Mathews—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill for the relief of Aaron 
Haines—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of E. S. Sterling and 78 farm- 
ers, of Orleans County, N. Y., in favor of the Grout bill taxing 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of the Farmers’ Club of Columbus 
and citizens of Marlette, Mich., favoring.the passage of House 
bill No. 8717, amending the oleomargarine law—to the Committee 
on Agriculture, 

Also, petition of Miss Maud Ward and other citizens of Port 
Huron, Mich., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, memorial of the Port Huron Guards, of Port Huron, 
Mich., favoring the passage of House bill No. 7936, increasing the 
appropriations for arming and equipping the military of the 
States and Territories—to the Committee on Militia. 

Also, memorial of the Trades and Labor Council of Port Huron, 
Mich., urging the passage of House bill No. 4728, relating toleave 
of absence with pay to certain employees of the Government; 
also, relative to publiclands—to the Committee on Naval Affairs, 

Also, memo: of the Chicago Federation of Labor, inst the 
easing of public lands, etc.—to the Committee on the Public 

n 


Also, memorial of the Michigan State Farmers’ Institute Agri- 
cultural College, urging the passage of the pure-food and dairy 
bill, etc.—to the Co ttee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of the Detroit Typographical Union, No. 18, favor- 
ing the passage of House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of labor 
on public works, and House bill No. 5450, for the protection of 
free labor against prison labor—to the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Paper in support of bill for the relief of 

. Beshgetour—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, petition of General Wadsworth Post, No. 63, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Natick, Mass., in favor of House bill No. 7094, 
to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS: Petition of G. A. Farleigh 
and others, of Jeffersonville, III., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: Petition of the Equal Suffrage As- 
sociation of Idaho, favoring the sixteenth amendment to the Con- 
stitution, granting suffrage to women—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. YOUNG of Pennsylvania: Petitions of J. B. Lippincott 
& , the Central News Company, of Philadelphia, Pa., and Wil- 
liam B. Wilson, of West Philadelphia, Pa., inst the p. e of 
House bill No. 6071 - to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 


Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Union Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, 
and Isaac W. Davis & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., favoring House 
bill No. 3717, to amend the present law in relation to the sale of 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 


SENATE. 
TUESDAY, March 13, 1900. 


The Senate met at 12 o'clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

On motion of Mr. ALLEN, and by unanimous consent, the 
rame of the Journal of yesterday's proceedings was dispensed 
with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved. 

SLOOP SIDNEY. . 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
transmitting the conclusions of. fact and of law filed under the 
act of J Snu 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out 
in the annexed findings by the court relating to the vessel sloop 
Sidney, Jared Bartholomew, master; which, with the accompany- 
ing papers, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered 
to be printed. 

CLAIMS OF LETTER CARRIERS. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Acting Attorney-General, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of mber 18, 1899, a list showing the 
amounts which have been reported by the commissioners of the 
Court of Claims as representing services actually performed by 
letter carriers in excess of eight hours per day under the act of 
May 4, 1888, etc.; which, with the accompanying papers, was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

LEASING OF INDIAN LANDS FOR GRAZING PURPOSES, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, in 
response to a resolution of December 19, 1899, the documents, cor- 
respondence, reports, and papers relating to the leasing of grazing 
lands in the Ponca, Otoe, and Missouria Indian reservations, in 
the Territory of Oklahoma. since the commencement of the year 
1897; which, on motion of Mr. PETTIGREW, was, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. H. L. 
OVERSTREET, one of its clerks, announced that the House had 
passed the joint resolution (S. R. Kat Be print 31,000 copies of the 
aurais on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United 

The message also announced that the House had d a bill 
55 R. 9279) making appropriations to supply additional urgent 

eficiencies in the appropriations for the year ending June 
80, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes; in which it 

requested the concurrence of the Senate. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The m further announced that the S 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and 
signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (S. 35) granting a pension to Louise Donath; 
iota (S. 236) granting an increase of pension to Mary Ellen 

a ; 

A bill (S. 237) granting an increase of pension to Cutler D, San- 


rn; 
A bill (S. 240) granting a pension to Nancy Ellen Bessom; 
A bill (S. 266) granting an increase of pension to William Ham- 


ley; 
Won boy (S. 526) granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
ell; 
A bill (S. 548) granting an increase of pension to John F. Mc- 


on; 
A n (S. 872) granting an increase of pension to William H. H. 
evitt; 
A bill (S. 899) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. Den- 
nis; 
A 8 917) granting an increase of pension to Sarah E. 


* : d : 
pies ill (S. 992) granting an increase of pension to Frederick 
uer; 
A bill (S. 1003) granting a pension to Julia M. Johnson; 
A bill (S. 1058) granting a pension to John Bailey; 
A bill (S. 1059) granting a pension to Silas B. Hensley; 
A bill (S. 1295) granting a pension to Louisa Hale; 
A bill (S. 1329) granting a pension to Mary Jackman; 
A na (S. 1469) granting an increase of pension to Philip P. 


Getchell; 
A bill (S. 1711) granting an increase of pension to Charles L. 


reen; 
A bill (S. 1712) granting a pension to Arminda D. Davis; 
A bill (S. 1771) granting a pension to Ellie Kee; 


ker of the House 
ey were thereupon 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2807 


A 5 (S. 1796) granting an increase of pension to Rebecca P. 
mint; 

A bill (S. 2158) granting a pension to Joseph B. Presdee; 

A bill (S. 2219) granting an increase of pension to Mary F. Hop- 


5; 
A bill (S. 2223) granting an increase of pension to John M, 
Morse; and 


A bill (S. 2367) granting a pension to Susan Stratton, 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I present the memorial of O. M. 
Atwood, M. D., and other citizens of the United States—I suppose 
colored citizens—complaining of the language used in regard to 
their race on the floor of the Senate by the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN], and praying that the Senate will turn 
back the tide of lawlessness now weakening, as the memorialists 
say, the respect of the people for law and order and undermining 
the Constitution. 

The memorial is accompanied by a letter asking me to make 
some remarks in the Senate on the subject when it is presented. 
Isuppose that the rules of the Senate prohibit such remarks at 
the time of presenting a B sisi or memorial, and I have some 
doubt whether a memorial complaining of language used upon 
the floor of the Senate would be admissible under our rule were 
it 1570 as in this case, accompanied by a prayer for legislative 
relief. 

I move the reference of the memorial to the Committee on Priv- 
ileges and Elections, and it seems to me that when the committee 
report, either by any form of proposed legislation or by denying 
on prayer of the petitioners, then will be the proper time for 

ebate. 

I desire, however, to call the attention of the senior Senator 
from South Carolina to the memorial, and I shall ask that, as the 
memorial is very brief, it may be printed in the RECORD. 

There being no objection, the memorial was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Privileges and Elections, and ordered to be printed in 
the RECORD. 

Mr. HOAR subsequently said: Mr. President, I presented a 
memorial this morning, calling attention to the general nature of 
its contents and to the request that I should discuss it, and stat- 
ing the reason why I could not do that Re: gm its presentation. I 
asked that the memorial might be prin in the RECORD. I ob- 
serve, on looking at it more carefully, that there are some sen- 
tences in it which are, I think, contrary to the parliamentary rule, 
and I ask that the order that the memorial be printed in the REC- 
ORD be rescinded. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to rescind- 
ing the order? The Chair hears none. It is rescinded. 

r. HOAR. The reference to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections remains. 3 


the Saybrook Independent, t 
Litchfield Herald, the Howard and Wilson Publishing Company, 


Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 14, Ci 
Makers’ International Union, of Chicago, III., remonstratin 
against any reduction being made in the tariff on cigars 5 
from Puerto Rico; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of Branch 3, Glass Bottle Blowers’ 
Association, of Streator, III., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to increase the pay of letter carriers; which was refe to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the executive committee of the 
Deep Waterways Convention, of Peoria, III., prayi pes the de- 
velopment of an adequate waterway between Lake Michigan, at 
Chicago, and the Mississippi River, at or near St. Louis, by way 
of the sanitary or ship canal of Chicago and the Des Plaines and 
Illinois rivers; which was referred to the Committee on Com- 
merce, 

He also presented the petition of E. N. Crawford and sundry 
other citizens of Chicago, III., praying that the act to provide 
ways and means to meet war expenditures, and for other pur- 
poses, be amended so far as it relates to stamps placed upon 

olicies of insurance; which was referred to the Committee on 

nance, ; 

He also presented the petition of G. R. Smith and 8 other citi- 
zens of Streator, Ill., praying for the re of the stamp tax upon 

roprie medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which was re- 
erred to the Committee on Finance, 


He also presented pennone of Soe ee H, Sixth Illinois Na- 
tional State Guard, of Monmouth; of the First Cavalry, National 
State Guard of Illinois, and of Company I, Sixth Illinois National 
State Guard, of Morrison, all in the State of Illinois, praying for 
the enactment of legislation to improve the armament of the 
militia; which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 972, United Mine 
Workers, of Streator; of the Trades and Labor Council of Edwards- 
ville; of Local Union No. 784, United Mine Workers, of Narissa; of 
Typographical Union No. 288, of Galesburg, and of Local Union 
No. 337, International Association of Machinists, of Chicago, all 
in the State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to protect free labor from prison competition, and also to limit 
the hours of daily.service of laborers and workmen employed 
upon the public works of the United States; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago and 
Marion County, II.; of the Board of Trade of Mankato, Minn.; of 
the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade of Denver, Colo.; 
of the transportation committee of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, and of the Board of Trade of Columbus, Ohio. praying 
for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-com- 
merce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 
Commerce. 

He also presented the memorial of Julia Holmes Smith, presi- 
dent, and Elizabeth H. Bull, vice-president, on behalf of the 
Political Equality Club of Chicago, III., remonstrating against 
the insertion of the word male” in the suffrage clauses of the 
constitution to be framed for the government of Hawaii, Cuba, 
Puerto Rico, and the Philippines; which was referred to the Select 
Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. McMILLAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Addison, Mich. , praying that until provision be made by Congress, 
the prevailing laws in the United States relative to bigamy, di- 
vorce, prize fights, scientific temperance education, and the trans- 
mission of obscene and gambling matter by mail and interstate 
commerce be extended to the islands of Puerto Rico, Hawaii, and 
the Philippines; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Kerbs, Wert- 
heim & Schiffer, of New York City, and a petition of Local Grange 
No. 338, Patrons of Husbandry, of Williamson, N. Y., praying for 
the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce; 2 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 68, Cigar 
Makers’ International Union, of Albany, N. Y., remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation admitting cigars from Puerto 
Rico free of duty; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Produce Exchange of New 
York, praying for the enactment of legislation admitting the prod- 
= of Puerto Rico free of duty; which was ordered to lie on the 

e. 

He also presented memorials of the Greater Buffalo Publishing 
Company, of Buffalo; the Christian Press Publishing Association, 
of New York City: the Truth Seeker, of New York City; the Amer- 
ican Clothier, of New York City; the Evening Star, of Nyack; the 
Business Publishing Company, of New York City, and the Family 
Story Paper, all in the State of New York, remonstrating against 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Pulaski, N. V. 
praying that Ira Doane be granted a pension; which was referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also presented a petition of the Trades Assembly of Utica, 
N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to protect free 
labor from prison competition, and also tolimit the hours of daily 
service of laborers and mechanics upon the public works of the 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on Education 
and Labor. 

He also presented the petition of Joseph Cooper, of Perry Cen- 
ter, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation giving the 
State acthority over all importations of oleomargarine into the 
at Ba a was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and 

0 8 ‘ 

He also presented a petition of the Chemung County Pharma- 
ceutical Association, of New York, praying for the repeal of the 
stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, perfumeries, and cosmet- 
ics; which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the War Veterans and Sons’ As- 
sociation of Brooklyn, N. Y., praying that the work of the build- 
ing of the proposed new gunboatsand cruisers be done at the New 
eae: Nayy-Yard; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 

‘airs. 

He also presented a petition of Manhattan Lodge, No. 402, Inter- 

national Association of Machinists, of New York City, praying 


ch was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Political Equality Club of 
Jamestown, N. Y., praying for the adoption of a sixteenth amend- 
ment to the Constitution prohibiting the disfranchisement of 
United States citizens on account of sex; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

He also presented a memorial of the Humane Society of Roches- 
ter, N. Y., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
relative to the transportation of animals from one State to another; 
which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of the International Typographical 
Union, of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation authorizing the Public Printer to print the label of the 
Allied Printing Trades on all publications of the Government; 
which was referred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. KENNEY presented the petition of Martha S. Cranston, 

resident, and May Price Phillips, secretary, on behalf of the 
oman Suffrage Association of Delaware, praying for the adop- 
tion of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution prohibiting 
the disfranchisement of United States citizens on account of sex; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Weekly Reporter, of 
Indianola, Nebr., remonstrating against the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I present a petition of sundry citizens of 
the Eighth Congressional district of Missouri, praying for the 
pa of Senate bill No. 3109, introduced by the junior Senator 
trom New York [Mr. DEPEW], relative to the establishment of a 
schoo] of mines and mining. I move that the petition be referred 
to the Committee on Mines and Mining. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. COCKRELL ee memorials of the Democrat-Leader, 
of Fayette; of the Post, of Graham; and of the Missourian, of 
Richmond, all in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and 
Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Church Board, of 
Kingsville, Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
hibit the importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liq- 
uors and opium in Hawaii; which*was referred to the Committee 
on the Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a memorial of the Commercial Club, of Kan- 
sas City, Mo., remonstrating the enactment of legislation 
imposing a tax upon and regulating the manufacture, sale, and 
importation and exportation of oleo ine; which was referred 


to the Committee on Akrout and 8 

Mr. DAVIS presen a ition of Local Union No. 232, Iron 
Molders’ Union, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for the adoption of 
certain amendments to the postal savings bank bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

Mr. GEAR presented the petition of Evelyn Belden, president, 
and Ina Light Taylor, secretary, on behalf of the Equal Suffrage 
Association of Iowa, praying that political equality be granted to 
the women of Hawaii and the other new island possessions; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. BURROWS presented petitions of Williams, Davis, Brooks 
& Hinchman Sons, and 44 other individuals and firms manufac- 
turing perfumes, toilet articles, and proprietary medicines, of De- 
troit; D. E. Prall & Co., and 23 0 citizens of Saginaw; the 
Jennin 3 Extract Company, of Grand Rapids, and of 
Foote & Jenks, of Jackson, all in the State of Michigan, praying 
for the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary medicines, per- 
5 and cosmeties; which were referred to the Committee on 

inance. 

He also presented the petitions of G. W. Dumphy, State veteri- 
narian of Michigan; Dr. J. R. Knauf, of Cadillac; John Herford, 
of Whittemore, and Dr. Charles H. Clark, of Caledonia, all in the 
State of Michigan, praying for the establishment of an Army vet- 
erinary corps; which were referred to the Committee on Military 


He also presented petitions of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Adrian, Mich., and a petition of the congregation 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church and of 18 citizens of Reed 
City, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation to prohibit 
the importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating liqaors and 
opium in Hawaii; which were referred to the Committee on Pa- 
cific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented memorials of the Herald, of Lyons; the Amer- 
ican, of Owosso; the Sun, of Midland, and the Daily Resorter and 
the Independent Democrat, of Petoskey, all in the State of Michi- 
gan, remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, 
relating to second-class mail matter: which were referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 


Mr. MCBRIDE presented a memorial of the Stockmen’s Union 
of Wasco County, Oreg., remonstrating against the enactment of 


legislation authorizing the leasing of public lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. TELLER presented a petition of the Humane Society of El 
Paso County, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
protect live stock in transit from one State toanother; which was 
referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of sundry stock growers of Egeria 
Park, Colo., praying for a continuance of the free distribution by 
the De ent of Agriculture of blackleg vaccine; which was 
referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of the Western Slope Stock Asso- 
ciation of Colorado, praying that all the remaining public lands 
be held for the benefit of the whole people, etc.; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

He also presented a petition of Sunflower Grange, Patrons of 
Husbandry, of Lamar, Colo., praying for the extension of the rural 
free mail delivery system; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Federal Labor Union, No. 1, of 
Pueblo, Colo., praying for the enactment of legislation to increase 
the armament of the militia; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Denver, Colo., praying for the reorganization of the consular sery- 
ice; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Lupton, of 
the congregations of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Grand 
Junction, the Presbyterian and Christian churches of Grand Junc- 
tion, and of the First Baptist Church of Grand Junction, all in 
the State of Colorado, remonstrating against the importation and 
sale of intoxicating liquors and opium in Hawaii; which were re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. CARTER. I present sundry memorials, numerously signed 
by citizens of the State of Montana, and from 18 labor unions of 
Great Falls, Mont., remonstrating against the 2 of House 

sin 


bill No. 1947, which pice Sage easing public the West. 
I move that the memorials be referred to the Committee on Agri- 
culture and Forestry. 

The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. CARTER presented a petition of the Farmers’ Institute of 
Gallatin County, Mont., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to regulate the manufacture and sale of oleomargarine; which 
was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and Forestry. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Park County, 
Mont., praying that an appropriation be made for the construc- 
tion of a wagon road through the Yellowstone National Park 
from Gardiner to Cooke City; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 3 

Mr. THURSTON presented a petition of the Clearing House 
Association of Omaha, Nebr., ying for the establishment of a 
3 at that city; which was referred to the Committee on 

ance. 

He also presented a petition of the Building Trades Council of 
Omaha, Nebr., praying that the public domain be held for bona 
fide settlers, and also that the Government build reservoirs for 
5 ang purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 

c 


He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of South Omaha, 
Nebr., praying for theestablishment of an Army veterinary corps; 
which was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of Company A, Second Regiment, 
National State Guard of Nebraska, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to increase the National Guard of the country; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented memorials of the News, of Norfolk; the Mer- 
cury, of Omaha; the Times-Tribune, of Norfoik; the . Re- 

rter, of Indianola; the News, of Nebraska City; the Herald, of 
815 uniata; the Farmer and Breeder, of Red Cloud, and the Svenska 
Journalen, of Omaha, all in the State of Nebraska, remonstrating 
against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Helena, Mont., 
praying for the establishment of an Army veterinary corps; which 
was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a memorial of the Medical Society of 
Allegheny County, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of 
legislation for the further prevention of cruelty to animals in the 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Central Labor Union of 


Meadville, Pa., remonstrating against any modification of the ex- 
isting tariff laws whereby the products of Puerto Rico, etc., may 
be admitted to the United States under any lower duties than 
those now imposed; which was ordered to lie on the table. 


on Pacific 
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He also presented memorials of the Democrat, of Delaware 
County; the Democrat, of Johnstown; the Daily Courier, of Blairs- 
ville, and the Keystone Pythian and Knights of the Golden Eagle, 
of Philadelphia, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating 

ainst the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second- 
class mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 808, United 
Mine Workers, of Scranton, Pa., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to protect free labor from prison competition, and also 
to regulate the hours of daily service of laborers and mechanics 
employed upon the public works of the United States; which was 
referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Bidde- 
ford, Me., praying for the enactment of legislation to pranoi the 
commerce and increase the foreign trade of the United States, and 
to provide auxiliary cruisers, transports, and seamen for Govern- 
ment use when necessary; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of Bidde- 
ford, Me., praying for the establishment of a department of com- 
merce and industries; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce, 

He also presented the memorial of M. N. Rich, of Portland, Me., 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter; which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented petitions of G. M. Elliott, assistant surgeon 
First Regiment Infantry, National State Guard of Maine; of 
Maj. W. O. Peterson, First Infantry, National State Guard of 
Maine; of Maj. Charles Collins, First Regiment Infantry, National 
State Guard; of Company G, Second Regiment . National 
State Guard, and of Company M, First Regiment Infantry, Na- 
tional State Guard, all in the State of Maine, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to improve the armament of the militia; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the Fairview 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Rowe, Colo., praying for the 

tment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liq- 
uors and opium in Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee 
ands and Puerto Rico. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1918) granting an increase of pension to John F. Hig- 


gins; an 
on ml (H. R. 5390) granting an increase of pension to Maria E, 
ey. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2651) granting a pension to Henry Hill, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: ; 

A bill (H. 


dams; 

A bill (H. R. 541) granting a pension to Ellen Norwood; 

A bill (H. R. 539) granting a pension to Louisa S. Wilson; 

A bill (H. R. 4648) granting an increase of pension to William 
G. McLain; and 
5 (H. R. 2389) granting an increase of pension to Edward 

oyle. 

*Mr. KYLE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1804) granting an increase of pension to Rida 
B. Haskell, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

è also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1578) granting a 1 to George W. Campbell, reported 
it With amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 930) granting an increase of pension to Eli C. Walton, 
zopp it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

. ALLEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 1246) granting a pension to Charles A. Per- 
ee reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1245) granting a pension to Oliver Domon, reported it with- 
out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Naval Af- 
fairs, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3249) to remove the charge 
of desertion from the naval record of Charles C. Lee, reported it 
without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2290) Granting a 8 to James Richardson, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


. 5180) granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
submitted 8 thereon: 

A bill (S. 2753) granting an increase of pension to David H. 
Morey; and be 

A bill (H. R. 3538) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


Oss. 

Mr. QUARLES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
recommitted the bill (H. R. 2597) granting an increase of pension 
to Charles Kauffung, reported it with an amendment, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1601) granting an increase of pension to John Thorton, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

e also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 1608) granting an increase of pension to John W. Kaump, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. SHOUP, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3078) granting a pension to Charles Weitfle, 
reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8566) authorizing certain suits in the 
Court of Claims, and for other purposes, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration and that it be referred to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs; which was a d to. 

He also, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 615) to correct the military record of Reese 
P. Peoples, submitted an adverse report thereon, which was 
agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. DEBOE, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2539) granting an increase of pension to Capt. 
Milton H. Daniels, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

r. McMILLAN. Iam directed by the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia, to whom were referred the bills (H. R. 7150) for 
the relief of Francesco Perna and (H. R. 459) for the relief of 
Christiana Dengler, to report them adversely, these parties 3 

rovided for in the bill (H. R. 5139) for the relief of Jose 
Pacigatuppi, 3 reported from the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Columbia and now on the Calendar. I move that the 
bills 7150 and 459 be postponed indefinitely. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 3077) authorizing the President to appoint 
Lieut. Robert Platt, United States Navy, to the rank of com- 
3 reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 


ereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 3441) for the relief of Louis A. Yorke, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Iam directed by the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 8347) making appro- 
priations for the legislative, executive, and judicial expenses of 
the Government for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901, and for 
other purposes, to report it with amendments, and to submit a 
report thereon. 

desire to state that I shall ask for the consideration of the bill 
to-morrow morning immediately after the morning business, if I 


can have an o nity to call it up. 

Mr. TELLER T desire simply to say that I wish to submit 
some remarks on the Puerto Rican bill, which I will do to-day if 
the opportunity is presented. If not, I shall ask the Senate to 
allow me to take the floor to-morrow morning immediately after 
the close of the routine business, inasmuch as I shall be absent 


from the Senate after to-morrow. 
The bill will be placed on the 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Calendar. 

Mr. THURSTON, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7433) prvi, af ah abroad 
for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department 
and for fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, 
for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1901, and for other purposes, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

REPORT ON INVESTIGATION OF WAR DEPARTMENT. 


Mr. PLATT of New York, from the Committee on Printing, 
reported the following order; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: 

Ordered, That the usual number of copies of the report of the commission 
appointed by the President to investigate the conduct of the War Depart- 
ment in the war with Spain, be printed for the use of Congress. 

BILLS INTRODUCED, 

Mr, DAVIS introduced a bill (S. 8547) granting a pension to Car- 
rie B. Diggles; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 3548) granting a pension to 
Helen A. Wills; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. QUARLES introduced a bill (S. 3549) granting a pension 
to W. A. Keyes; which was read twice by its title,and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. WELLINGTON introduced a bill (S. 3550) for the relief 
of the Columbian Iron Works and Dry Dock Company, of Mary- 
land; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 3551) authorizing the con- 
struction and operation by the United States of telegraphic cables 
between the Pacific coast, in the State of Washington, and the 
district of Alaska, and to promote commerce, and for other pur- 
poses; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3552) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Hamlin B. Williams; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. ALLEN introduced a bill (S. 3553) providing a mode of 
service in cases wherein the circuit courts of the United 
States are granted jurisdiction by chapter 290, 28 Statutes at 
Large, e 805, under an act entitled An act making appro- 
priations for current and contingent expenses of the Indian De- 
partment and fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian 
tribes for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1895, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved August 15, 1894; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 3554) for the relief of 
W. T. Scott and others; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BAKER introduced a bill (S. 3555) for the relief of Daniel 
M. Frost; which was read twice by its title, and, with the ac- 
companyin per, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

2 Mc LAN introduced a bill (S. 3556) to establish a board 
whi 
W 


r. 
lumbing in the District of Columbia, and for other purposes; 
ch was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3557) to amend an act approved 
July 9, 1888, entitled ‘‘An act to incorporate the Reform School 
for Girls of the District of Columbia;” which was read twice by 
its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3558) to amend an act entitled 
An act to change the proceedings for admission to the Govern- 
ment Hospital for the Insane in certain cases, and for other pur- 
poses,” approved January 31, 1899; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3559) for relief 
of Henry Doane; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


Mr. PETTIGREW introduced a bill (S. 3560) to provide an 
American register for the steamship Saga; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3561) for the relief of Thomas 
Smith; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Claims, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3562) granting an honorable dis- 
charge to Thomas B, Hanoum; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Mili Affairs, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3563) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Warren W. Whipple; which was read twice by its title, 
onn with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 

ons, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3564) 
for the relief of Jacob P. Stroope; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. THURSTON introduced a bill (S. 3565) to establish a quar- 
termaster’s depot at Omaha, Nebr., and for other Burposess which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Co ttee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 8566) providing for restoration to 
the active list of officers of the Navy heretofore retired for disa- 
bilities incurred in line of duty; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. MORGAN introduced a bill (S. 3567) for the relief of Mrs. 
L. J. Harvill; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims, 

Mr. KYLE introduced a bill (S. 3568) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the military record of George Weisel; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. j 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO. 


Mr. PROCTOR submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide rev- 
enues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 
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purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Pacific Islands 
and Puerto Rico, and ordered to be printed. 


SURPLUS BOOKS IN SENATE LIBRARY. 


Mr. PLATT of New York submitted the following resolution; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Library: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Senate be, and he hereby is, authorized 
and directed to make an arrangement with the Taran oo Congress for 
suitable space in the Libr: of Congress in which to place in proper order 
the surplus Government publications belonging to the Senate library, not 
required for the current use of the Senate, the said documents to remain 
under the control of the Secretary of the Senate; and 

That the expense of carrying out the fo’ ing resolution be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the Senate upon vouchers to be approved by the Com- 
mittee to Audit and Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate. 


CIVIL SERVICE EXAMINATIONS, 


_Mr. KYLE submitted the following resolution; which was con- 
sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the President of the Civil Service Commission is directed 


to send to the Senate copies of all lists of questions used in the examinations 
of the several classes of applicants during the year ending March 1, 1900. 


COMMITTEE SERVICE. 


Mr. KEAN was, on his own motion, excused from further serv- 
ice upon the Committee on Public Lands 

Mr. THURSTON was, on his own motion, excused from further 
service upon the Committee on Railroads. 

Mr. SmM0N was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
on the Select Committee to Investigate the Condition of the Po- 
tomac River Front at Washington. 

Mr, FOSTER was, on his own motion, excused from further service 
upon the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the President 
pro tempore appoint the Senator from California [Mr. Barp] to 
fill the vacancy upon the Committee on Public Lands, occasioned 
by the resignation of the Senator from New Jersey; upon the 
Committee on Railroads, to fill the place made vacant by the res- 
ignation of the Senator from Nebraska; upon the Select Commit- 
tee on Woman Suffrage, to fill the place made vacant by the 
resignation of the Senator from Washington; and upon the Select 
Committee to Investigate the Condition of the Potomac River . 
Front at Washington, to fill the place made vacant by the resig- 
nation of the Senator from Oregon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there objection to the re- 
quest of the senior Senator from California? 

Mr. ALDRICH. In behalf of my colleague [Mr. WETMORE] I 
ask that he may be relieved from further service upon the Com- 


mittee on Manufactures, 

The PRESIDENT tempore. The Senator from Rhode 
Island asks that his colleague relieved from further service 
upon the Committee on Manufactures. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and he is relieved. i 

Mr. PERKINS. I ask unanimous consent that the Chair ap- 
point the Senator from California [Mr. BARD] to fill the vacancy 
occasioned by the resignation of the Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. WETMORE]. 

The PRESIDENT peo tempore, The Chair hears no objection. 
The Chair appoints the junior Senator from California upon the 
Committee on Public Lands, the Committee on Railroads, the 
Select Committee on the Condition of the Potomac River Fron 
at Washington, the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage, and 
the Committee on Manufactures. 

HOUSE BILL REFERRED, 

The bill (H. R. 9279) making appropriations to supply additional 
urgent deficiencies in the appropriations for the fiscal year endifig 
June 30, 1900, and for prior years, and for other purposes, was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 5 


GOVERNMENT FOR PUERTO RICO, 


Mr. TURNER. Task that the bill for the government of Puerto 
Rico may be laid before the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore, The Chair lays the bill before 
oes Senate: Does the Senator from Washington desire to have it 
ME ; 

Mr. TURNER. No, sir. 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 


f Mr. TURNER. I yield the floor to the Senator from Nebraska 
[Mr. ALLEN] who desires to make a personal explanation. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION—THE FINANCIAL BILL. 

Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is not very often that I ask the 
privilege of making a personal statement. I would not consume 
the time of the Senate this morning were it not for the fact that 
recently, I think on the 7th of this month, the Washington cor- 
ee of the New York Times sent to his paper, an 1 5 5 
it broadcast to the country, the assertion that I ceased to 


1900. 
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an advocate of the freeand unlimited coinage of silver and gold at 
the ratio of 16 to 1. If there is anything upon which I am tender 
it is upon that subject, for I have so long been an advocate of 
that doctrineand have been sucha firm believerin it that supposed 
no one would have the temerity to charge me with having receded 
from the faith. 

I would not notice it now but for the fact that this statement 
seems to have been put in circulation in my own State. The 
Omaha Bee, the most prominent Republican paper in the State 
of Nebraska, and I must say the fairest paper of its faith in the 
State, in an editorial in its issue of March 11, says: 

When the conference report on the financial bill— 

Referring to the currency bill recently before the Senate— 

When the conference report on the financial bill was before the Senate 
last Tuesday there occurred a debate of which the regular press reports 
said very little, but which was interesting for the admissions made by two 
Populist Senators—ALLEN of Nebraska and BUTLER of North Carolina. 

Passing over much of what the editorial contains, I read the con- 
clusion: 

It is needless to sapins ALLEN and BUTLER will continue to support Mr. 
Ersa: who has not abated one jot of his zeal in behalf of free silver and who 
will insist that the financial plank of the Chicago platform shall be retained, 
but none the less the admissions of those Senators show that the experience 
of the last few years has not been altogether without an educating effec 
upon them. In view of these Populist issions can there be any doub 
that the free-silver cause is waning. 

The editor, I suppose, thought that the Washington correspond- 
ent of the New York Times was telling the truth, and did not 
look into the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, which is the ultimate, final 
test of what a man says in this body. 

There was nothing said by me in the discussion of the currency 
bill which by any kind of torture or twisting of the English lan- 
guage could be construed into a lack of faith in the platform of 
my party, which declares in favor of the free and unlimited coin- 
age of gold and silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and there never has 
been a moment of my life since I first gave my adherence to that 
doctrine that I have doubted its soundness, 

The correspondent of the New York Times, whoever he may be, 
has been careful heretofore not to report to his journal any por- 
tion of the repeated remarks I have made in favor of this doctrine. 
In my first speech on the late currency bill I declared myself ex- 
pressly ee free and unlimited coinage of silver, and I 
will trouble the ate a moment by reading a brief paragraph. 
At that time, February 7, I said: 

Iam an adherent of silver and gold at the ratioof 16to1. If there be those 
who have heretofore advocated the free and unlimited coi of silver at 
the ratio of 16 to 1 who have receded from it, I do not know them and Iam 
not of them. If the d e Was in 1893, it has been good every hour 
and every ae from that time to the present and it will continue to be good 
throughout the ages; and no mere change in commercial or industrial condi- 
tions—ephemeral, false, and 3 as they are can change the conviction 
of the American people on the subject of the relation of gold and silver. No 
such fleeting change will ever close the eyes of the American people to the 

act that there has been a studied, constant. and sustained effort on the part 
of those char, with administering the affairs of the Government to discredit 
silver and to re the industries and the industrial classes of our country, 
thereby to promote the interests of gold and the interests of the advocates 
of the gold standard. : 

Again, I said at the same time: 


Mr. President, permit me to say that I am not an advocate of silver be- 
cause I believe silver to be better money than gold. I believe it to be equally 
as good, but I advocate the use of both gold and silver. I am not the advo- 
cate of either gold or silver because I believe either of them to be better 
than paper money, for I believe a well-regulated and limited yolume of full 
legal-tender paper money to be as as either or both. 

{ utterly repudiate the idea that there is any such thing as commercial 
value in monex as money; but I will not discuss that question. That has 

into a conviction with me lon, It isnot open todebateany . — 


my mind. I believe it is as wel established as is any other establish 


fact, yet I realize that a great many men hold to the bar us doctrine—the 
monstrous ine, I may say; the illogical doctrine—that we can not prop- 
nyus anything as money unless the material upon which it is stamped has 
ad ct commercial value equivalent to the value of money itself. 

In my remarks later along on the bill, when it came back from 
the committee of conference, and on the 6th of the present month, 
I had a colloquial discussion with the senior Senator from Rhode 
Island [Mr. ALDRICH], the chairman of the Committee on Finance. 
I want to put the whole of that colloquial discussion in the REC- 
ORD, for it is from the lan there used that the Washington 
correspondent of the New York Times reached his conclusion. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What RECORD is it in? 

Mr. ALLEN. It is in the REcorDof March 8. The speech was 
delivered on the 6th. Isay itis from those remarks and those 
alone that the Washington correspondent of the New York Times 
reached the conclusion that I had abandoned the doctrine of free 
silver. I will read it; it is brief. 

I was speaking when this question was broached upon the evi- 
dent desire of the senior Senator from Rhode Island and the sen- 
ior Senator from Indiana [Mr. FAIRBANKS] to sidetrack the real 
issue presented by the currency bill and drift the discussion on to 
some ial issue. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. What page is the Senator reading from, if 
he will t me to inquire? 

Mr. I am reading from page 2585 of the RECORD of 


March 8. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. BUTLER] inter- 
rupted me and said: 
wy the Senator from Nebraska pardon me? 


. ALLEN. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BUTLER. I ask the Senator from Nebraska, Will it not be the result of 
the inflation of bank currency which will come under this bill, and which it 
is made profitable to the banks to circulate; that gold will 8 and 
that when gold goes abroad under this bill the Treasury will be called upon 
to sell bonds to get more gold. and if that will not necessarily and inevitably 
increase the national debt through the endless chain that will be started? 

Mr. ALLEN. There is not the slightest doubt of it, Mr. President. Idonot 
see how any man can deny it. 

Mr. BUTLER. That refutes the statement of the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. ALLEN. But, of course, in arguing the question the Senator from In- 
diana and the Senator from Rhode Island will say it is not true. They want 
their ipse dixit to be taken in lieu of every logical deduction that can be made, 
and the contents of the bill itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [understand it to be 

Mr. ALLEN. I sc the Senator does not contemplate cutting me short. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; not seriously. I wanted to find out whether the con- 
curring opinion of the two distinguished statesmen—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Leave out “distinguished,” please. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The two statesmen—— 

Mr. ALLEN. All the distinguished gentlemen" are gold-standard men. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That a depreciated currency drives gold outof the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. How is that? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that you concur with the Senator from North 
Carolina that a depreciated currency drives gold out of the country. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know what the Senator from North Carolina believes 
in that respect. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood him to say 80. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not know of any such thing as depreciated money where 
all money is full legal tender, but Ican understand that the qualities of mone 
8 be so withdrawn from a thing in circulation that it would have that ef- 

ect. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I submit that is hardly a fair answer to my question. 
Mr. ALLEN. The Senator wants to get me back, I ee to the Gresham 
law and he wants to discuss that foratime. Inever think the Gresham 
law itself had any force in this country. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from North Carolina to add his 
distinguished authority to that of the Senator from Nebraska. 

Mr. ALLEN. Not distinguished: I beg the Senator's pardon. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from North Carolina to concur in 
the opinion which Mr. Gresham gave many years ago, 

Mr. ALLEN. We were not talking about that. That isin keeping with the 


under discussion at all. Ido et ag’ 
use, Mr. 


Mr. ALDRICH. If I misunderstood the Senator from North Carolina, it was 
my fault. I understood the Senator from North Carolina to say that the is- 
sue of . currency, creating an inflation, would drive gold out of 
this country. 

Mr. 2 He said it might, and I said I thought it would. 

Mr. ALDRICH. [understood both the Senators to agree to that proposition. 

Mr. ALLEN. I did not say anything about a depreciated currency, unless 


ig ag ad er ted by what process would gold 
* DRICH. If not by de: currency, by w. wo 
go out by inflation so as to about depreciation in national-bank notes? 


Mr. ALLEN. Mr. President, it is quite evident that the filling of the chan- 
nels now occupied by our different forms of money by an excessive issue of 
national-bank notes would, tem ly at least, have the effect of retiring 
and probably sending abroad new fields a portion of the gold of this 


mt LDRICH. Would the excessive issue or coinage of silver have the same 
. Ar. ALLEN. Does the Senator desire to take me away from the hideous 
and monstrous features of this bill and carry me off on some side issue that 
is not at all germane to the question? : 

Mr. ALDRICH. No; I was trying to see whether the Senator from Nebraska 
concurred with his friend from North Carolina. 

Mr. ALLEN. It is not important whether I do or not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was g carry the Senator back to the doctrine 
which I unde to argue on this floor with great force and eloquence 
at various times. 

. ALLEN. I do not think I have ever been inconsistent. I may have 
been, but I hope 1 have not been. ; 

Mr, President, that is all that was said at that time or at any 
other, from which this co ndent has seen fit to formulate and 
send abroad the statement t I had receded from the doctrine 
of free silver. 

There are some respects in which I am not a coward. Iam not 
afraid to announce my opinions and my convictions at all times 
and under all circumstances and on all proper occasions. I sub- 
mit there is not one word in all I said—and I said much—from 
which any fair-minded and honest man can draw the conclusion 
that there was the slightest intention upon my part to express 
any hesitancy in the conviction of the soundness of free silver. 
And yet, Mr. President, it is in keeping, I may be permitted to say, 
with a certain class of journals to obscure everything a man be- 
longing to my party may say, unless it be something which, in 
their judgment, may amount to an eccentricity or to a vagary, 
when it is sent out broadcast. 

I want to repeat, Mr. President—and I want the Public Printer 
to put it in black type, so that it may stand asa permanent record 
for all time—that I am a firm believer, and have always been, in 
the doctrine of the free and unlimited coinage of gold and silver 
at the ratio of 16 to 1 in this country, and by this country alone, 
not waiting for the aid of any other nation. I hope no man here- 
after will ever question my position on that subject. 

I said in my remarks that the Gresham law had no application 
to this country. That was true and is true. There never was a 
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condition presented here where the Gresham law would cts 
cable to it. We have never had a debased coin here. Our silver 
and our gold have always been practically pure. 

The report of Sir Thomas Gresham to Gace Elizabeth was a 
report that pure silver coin of the realm—they had no gold in those 
days—had been driven ont of circulation by clipped coin and by 
de coin, by undertaking to mingle silver and brassand silver 
and copper into debased coin to take the place of silver. That was 
all there was about the Gresham law, Sir Thomas Gresham held 
that the 9 and debased coin had the effect of driving the pure 
coin out of circulation. 

Mr. President, I did say during my remarks, and I repeat it at 
this time, that the swelling of the bank currency of this country 
to an abnormal point by permitting the banking institutions to do 
business on their credit rather than upon their cash, quite likely 
would have the effect of taking notalone gold, but gold and silver, 
and putting them into new channels and taking them practically 
out of circulation. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I do hope the Senator will con- 
fine himself to his personal explanation, for which I yield, and not 
for a discussion of the money question. 

p Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Senator's pardon, 
ere. 

Mr. BUTLER. I would not ask the Senator from Mea dire 
De TURNER] to yield to me now, for I understand that he is 

esirous of proceeding with his speech, were it not that my silence 
under the circumstances might be misunderstood. So Task the 
Senator from Washington to yield to me for a moment or two. 

Mr. TURNER. [yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BUTLER. Mr. President, I noticed the inaccuracy of the 
Associated Press A eek the next morning after my colloquy with 
the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH], but I did not think 
it was necessary to make a personal statement in the Senate, inas- 
much as the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD contained a correct report of 
what I did say. 

Only one newspaper in my State has been so unfair and base as 
to attempt to misre t my position after seeing the CONGRES- 
2 ECORD, and a paper tliat is so contemptible I can afford to 

ore. 

But, Mr. President. since the Senator from Nebraska has brought 
this matter up, I will briefly state what I did say. I send to the 
8 e Associated Press report 8 to and ask that 

t be rea 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, the 
Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


At this point an interesting colloquy occurred between Mr. ALDRICH and 
Mr. BUTLER of North Carolina. The Rhode Island Senator asked Mr. BUTLER 
if he and the he ted were in favor of the free coi of silver 
at the ratio of 16tol. Mr. BUTLER evaded a ‘erring, he 


Iwill quit right 


answer, pi 
Mr. ALD 
ed 


BUTLER, who was the re m 


tive of a t 
acknowledge that he and perty had 9 e coin: of silver. 
— Sse protested against this version of his remarks, but did not further 
reply. 


Mr. BUTLER: Mr. President, that report, as the CONGRES- 
SIONAL RECORD shows, is grossly incorrect. The Associated Press 
is usually correct and fair in its reports of proceedings in this 
body as far as it reports them, and I will not charge now that that 
report was intentionally sent out incorrectly; but the fact is that 
the Official Reporters of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD took down my 
remarks, and their report, as their notes will show and as the 
RECORD shows, is different from that of the Associated Press. The 
official record reports me correctly as answering the question of 
the Senator from Rhode Island, and answering it in the affirma- 


ive. 
What are the facts? The Senator from Rhode Island ie AL- 
DRICH] attempted to state the position of the People’s Party on 
the money question. I at once arose and protested that his state- 
ment of the position of the was wholly incorrect. I then 
proceeded, with his permission, to state what the position of the 
party on the money question was; and that statement is found in 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 6, beginning on page 2586 
and ending on the 5 page 2588. That statement is correct. 
It is my position on the money question, and it is the position of 
m as I understand it. 8 
hile I was making that statement, which I wanted to make as 
clear, as compact. and as complete as possible, the Senator from 
Rhode Island persisted in interrupting me at the end of almost 
every sentence. He persisted in asking me ìf I favored the free 
coinage of silver. The Senator knew very well that Iwasand am 
for free coinage. A few days ago I offered a free-coinage amend- 
ment to the pending bill. But he evidently wanted to divert me 
to a discussion of perty and ratios and other such phrases which 
dites to try to mystify the pobla about a t 
ut one part of the 


are used by the Go. 
but single question. The silver question is 
money question, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 13, 


I was stating the position of my party on the whole mone 

question, and wanted to do it as logically and consecutively as 
could, Therefore I declined to be interrupted by the Senator till 
I had finished my statement. Very briefly, that statement was to 
the effect that the People’s Party favored a dollar of unchangeable 
purchasing and debt-paying power, and that this was the only 
henest dollar. That the only way to keep the purchasing power 
of the dollar always the same, and therefore to maintain a prac- 
tical stable price level and to preserve the value of contracts, so 
that their value at maturity would be the same as when made, 
was by regulating the quantity of the units or dollars in circula- 
tion. That every dollar of money, gold, silver, and paper, should 
be issued by the Government and should be a full legal tender and 
that the number of these dollars in circulation should not be left 
to accident, but should be increased each goor in proportion to 
the increase of population and business, and no more and no less, 
That a less increase than this in the volume of money each year 
would mean contraction, and that a larger increase would mean 
inflation, That the quantity of gold and silver that come from 
the mines fluctuated very largely and that the new gold and silver 
money when insufficient in quantity should be supplemented by a 
quantity of greenbacks according to the above rule. That it was 
barely possible that the output of gold and silver might become 
so abnormal and enormous that no paper money would be needed, 
or that the coinage of the metals might have to be limited. 
_ After stating fully the quantitative principle which, in my opin- 
ion, must underlie and control any honest financial system, re- 
gardless of the material of which the dollars are coined, I then 
turned and answered the Senator from Rhode Island by saying 
that I was for free coinage of silver as one of the means of furnish- 
ing the quantity of money needed. This is what I said; I read the 
exact words from the RECORD: 

But I think to-day- to answer the Senator—that the United States can 
open its mints to the free coinage of silver ee all the silver that will 


come to us, and still not increase the toanamount larger 
than the business needs of the country require. 


Mr. President, that is my answer in the CONGRESSIONAL REC- 
ORD, and it speaks for itself. I not only answered the Senator’s 
question, but I gave my reasons formy answer. If there are any 
who can not understand that language, then I will repeat that I 
am for the free and unlimited coinageof silver and for the reasons 
stated in the RECORD of last Tuesday. I trust nobody can mis- 
understand that. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President—- 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 

Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I anticipated that the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. BUTLER], representing, as he does, a great political 
party, would, upon further re: ion, conclude that he was in 
favor of the free coinage of silver by the United States alone at 
the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Mr. BUTLER. It is not fair for the Senator to say that when 
he knows what I said. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very glad the Senator has made his 
statements 5 

Mr. BUTLER. I have said to-day what I said last Tuesday, 
and nothing more and nothing less. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did ask the Senator on that occasion ten or 
twelve times whether he was or was not in favor of the free coin- 
age of silver; but at that time he was so much involved in other 
things that he was not able to give me a direct answer. 

I think the Associated Press report was a very. fair, correct, 
and conservative statement of what the Senator said. 

Mr. BUTLER. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD proves that his statement is not cor- 
rect, and he should not make it. It is not fair for the Senator to 
say that I have now corrected my statement, and furthermore it 
is not true. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The statement the Senator has read does not 
say in any part of it that he is in favor of the free coinage of sil- 
ver. Hecan not find that in the Recorp. 

Mr. BUTLER. I have read the language contained in the REC- 
ORD, and I will let it speak for itself. I not only stated that Iwas 
for free coinage of silver, as the REcoRD shows, but I also gaye 
my reasons. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I am afraid I shall have to cut 
off this colloquy. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washington 
is entitled to the floor on the unfinished business. 

GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the consid- 
eration of the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto , and for other p 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, we have a bantling here in the 
shape of this bill, an unfortunate nullius filius, so revolting in form 
and features that no person in the Republican party, from the 
President down, is willing to admit to its paternity. Yet for some 
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reason or other it has been determined to give it the legitimating 
effects of adoption and to recognize it as one of the offspring of the 
Republican household. I do not wonder that the gorges of some 
of our friends on the other side rise in protest at such a prospect. 
But they should remember that they were warned of what the 
consequences and the results would be when they started out on 
the world-wide career of land grabbing and body snatching in 
which the Republican party has been engaged for the last year 
anda half. They were then warned that that career could have 
only one of two results—that it would either result in debauching 
the labor, the trade, and the citizenship of the country, or that it 
would result in debauching the Constitution of the country. 

The bill which we have before us is an attempt to avert the first 
of these evils by yielding to and bringing abont the latter of them. 
We on this side of the C ber take no responsibility to ourselves 
for the causes which have made this choice of evils necessary to 
the minds of our Republican friends. And when it shall be 
charged, as it will be charged, if not on this floor, then on the 
stump, that the minority in Congress were in favor of admitting 
the labor and the products of the labor of the underpaid and un- 
derfed people of the Philippine Islands to this country to com- 
pete with the intelligent, self-respecting, and highly = labor of 
the nation, those who would fix the responsibility where it peop- 
erly belongs should remember that we on this side consistently 

posed the acquisition of these islands from the beginning on 
the ground that it would bring about the very results which our 
Republican friends have now apparently awakened to for the 
first time and which they are endeavoring to guard against. 
Let them remember also that in now opposing the abrogation 
of the Constitution we doso in the light of the fact that there 
is another alternative course which may be pursued to avert the 
evils to which I have referred besides that of abrogating and de- 
bauching the Constitution of the country. We have consistently 
held that alternative out to our friends, and are willing to join 
them now or at any other time in itsadoption. It is plain and 
simple, and both prudence and honor concur in urging its adop- 
tion. Let the Filipinos goin peace. Give them now such assur- 
ances as will immediately result in a cessation of hostilities. 
Maintain orderly government in the islands until the people 
themselves have been enabled to establish a stable and orderly 

vernment there. Then serve notice on the world that their 
iberties and their independence are under our protection and 
withdraw from the islands, reserving such portions of them as 
may be necess for naval, coaling, and military stations in 
that quarter of the globe. Andif the commercial interest must 
have its pound of flesh, make such treaties of peace and amity and 
commercial relations with them as their sense of gratitude will 
prompt them to make with us, which will secure to us all the com- 
mercial advantages of annexation, without any of its political bur- 
dens and responsibilities, 

Mr. President, if we do that it will not be necessary to either 
violate the Constitution of our country, as this bill proposes to do, 
or to amend it, as is pro by the junior Senator from the State 
of Massachusetts [Mr. LODGE]. 

The fact urged by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] as one 
reason why it is desirable to pass this bill, that we will thereby 
obtain a speedy adjudication concerning its validity, is evidence 
that there is a very strong suspicion, in some Ja arches at least, 
that the bill is unconstitutional. The further admission made by 
him that if the bill be declared unconstitutional it will be neces- 
sary to pursue some course toward the Philippines other than 
that heretofore contemplated by the Administration, by which I 
understood him to mean that it would be necessary to let those 
islands go in peace, is, to my mind, in view of the fact that this 
bill is clearly unconstitutional and will be so declared, an admis- 
sion that we have already sacrificed 10,000 American lives and two 
hundred millions of American money as the result of a vicious 
and criminal blunder of the present Republican Administration. 
This bill is in truth and in fact an attempt to shoulder u the 
people of Puerto Rico vicariously these Republican sins. Nobody 
pretends seriously to say that those people arenot a good people, or 
that they or their products will materially interfere with trade or 
labor conditions in this country. But in dealing with them it has 
been found necessary to make a vicious and tyrannical precedent 
toward them, which will hereafter bar out the labor and the 
products of the Philippine Islands. This is a very poor return to 
the people of Puerto Rico for their ready and willing and gener- 
ous acceptance of our rule and our institutions, and no amount 
of sugar-coating can disguise its evil smell or its nauseating taste, 

The proposition to return to the treasury of Puerto Rico the 
exactions which we may impose upon that people for the liberty 
of trading with the balance of their fellow-citizensin this country, 
and the further proposition to return to them the exactions already 
illegally required from them is no more than a thin and dema- 
gogio attempt to mask, under the cloak of philan and 

evolence, a desperate and vicious assault upon their liberties 


as American citizens and upon those free institutions which gov- 


ern and protect the liberties of all the balance of the American 
people. It matters but very little to the man whois starving how 
much money there may be in the treasury of the State; and it has 
remained for the distinguished Senator from Ohio to discover and 
announce that the one just and generous and humane way of rais- 
ing up a prostrate and helpless and starving people is to require 
them to pay a discriminating and arbitrary tax for the privilege 
of dealing with the balance of their fellow-citizens. 

Mr. President, this is a most amazing proposition. In my judg- 
ment, the proposition of power which is here involved is the most 
preposterous and unheard-of ever submitted to an American Con- 
gress. The people of Puerto Rico, now that they have been made 
citizens of the Republic, are to be compelled to submit to a tariff 
tax upon everything that they sell to the other citizens of the 
Republic and upon everything they purchase from them as well. 
Having been deprived of freedom of trade with Spain and her 
colonies and dependencies by annexation to the United States, the 
proposition now is to deprive them of the freedom of trade with 
the entire world, ourselves included. Spain in all her history never 
enforced upon them or any other people so unjust and so arbitrary 
arule. Suchan assertion of power is so odious and tyrannical, so 
much beyond the iniquities of the mother country against which we 
ourselves rebelled, and so completely stultifies our entire political 
history, that one stands amazed at the character of American 
sta ip which can gravely propose: it and gravely defend 
it. In view of the fact that itis gravely proposed and that it now 
appears to have the sanction of the President of the United States, 

oughtful and patriotic American citizens may well ask them- 
selves whether we are not now brought face to face with organic 
changes of momentous import, against which the voices of the 
past have consistently warned us, but which have been hitherto 
considered too remote and improbable to require more than casual 
consideration. 

We all know what the answer of any Anglo-Sacon communi 
would be to such an assertion and such an exercise of power. 
it the part of Republican statesmanship to further embroil us 
with our new possessions in order that the Republican party may 
pose as the defender of the flag and the heritor of the blood of 
our citizen soldiery? Or is this bill now proposed with the cer- 
tain knowledge that its impotency will be hereafter authorita- 
tively declared, and that in the meantime, pending present political 
exigencies, it will serve to reassure the Republic concerning other 
evil conditions with which the blundering incapacity of Repub- 
lican statesmanship has threatened it? Either purpose would be 
criminal enough, but either purpose would be the sublimated 
essence of patriotism beside that which logically apporre on the 
face of this bill, namely, the purpose to abrogate and break down, 
in part at least, the constitutional system of government inherited 
by us from the fathers, under which we have lived so happily and 
prospered so marvelously during the hundred and twenty-three 
years of our national existence. 

Mr. President, the theory of governmental power which this bill 
logically carries on its face, and which its advocates assertin terms, 
has never been acted on in this nation, is without countenance in 
the teachings of the fathers or those who followed them in the 
administration of the Government, is contrary to the letter and 
the spirit of the Constitution, and is not only without judicial 
pa toa but is absolutely repugnant to every expression of opinion 
on the subject by the Supreme Court of the United States. That 
theory of government is that it is consonant with our free insti- 
tutions to maintain and administer on this continent and else- 
where arbitrary government for millions of human beings who 
have no lot or part therein save that of acquiescence, the main- 
spring of which is and shall be the material profit of the Amer- 
ican people. Shades of Washington and Adams, of Hamilton 
Madison, and Jefferson, look down on us this day and shed abroad 
in this Capitol the spirit of 1776, that we may be spared the shame 
and the humiliation and, above all, the fruits of this monumental 
folly, this insult to the memories of our ancestors, this crime 

all the hopes of our and their posterity! There is nothing 
in our national make-up or in the mental or moral characteristics 
of our people which 1 to the hope that we can administer such 
a government for such a purpose any better than similar govern- 
ments have been administered by other peoples with baleful re- 
sults during the since civilization first began. And in view 
of the teachings of history it is impious and presumptuous and 
betrays a ess and vainglorious spirit to assume that such a 
3 maintained by us for alien peoples will not react on 

e theory and practice of the government maintained by us for 
5 and in the end result in the destruction of our own lib- 


erties. 

Mr. President, I have as much confidence in the good sense, the 
public spirit, the martial valor, and the liberty-loving instincts 
of the American people as any man in public life. But one of 
our sages has admonished us that eternal vigilance is the price of 
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liberty, and the proposition seems too plain to require more than 
simple statement that the only sure way of preserving the bless- 
ings of liberty to ourselves and to our ty is to maintain in 
their entirety and unimpaired, both in theory and practice, those 
constitutional safeguards devised by the wisdom of the fathers 
under which and by reason of which we have attained to that 
owth in poe in wealth, in power, and in influence which 

as been the wonder of the nineteenth century. The liberties of 
the Roman prope were spiono and the martial spirit of the 
Roman people incomparable, but their conquered provinces sowed 
the seeds of dissolution in their governmental structure, and, lon 
before the empire had sunk beneath the forces which it had chain 
to itself, Roman citizenship hed become weak and paltry and con- 
temptible, and the sport of e-ery military satrap who sought su- 
preme and irresponsible power. 

Mr. President, the proposition that we can maintain govern- 
ment for any people at any time, at any place, independent of the 
Constitution of the United States and contrary to its mandates, 
is opposed to a long line of decisions by the Supreme Court of the 
United States expounding and applying the Constitution in almost 
every phase of its application to the Territories, which to a mind 
capable of understanding the force of words and of sufficient 
in ity to admit their force when understood is simply over- 
whelming. I make the statement thus broadly because it can be 
abundantly sustained; and notwithstanding that the Senator from 
Ohio [Mr. FORAKER] says we have passed the law-book stage, I 
propose to ask the Senate to bear with me while I make such an 
examination of the adjudged cases as will show the truth of the 
assertion which I have made. I do not agree with the Senator 
from Ohio that we have passed the law-book stage. Indeed. in 
view of some of the remarkable assertions of constitutional law 
which | have heard that Senator urge here from day to day dur- 
ing this debate, I am satisfied that we have not passed the law- 
book stage, or that if we have, we ought not to have done so. If 
that Senator’s mind be impervious to the ce of reason as it has 
fallen from the lips of the sages of the law from the very founda- 
tion of the Government, almost, down to the present time, as he 
indicated, I am certain that I will find open and ingenuous minds 
among theremainder of the members of this great body—great not 
only in the intellect and the learning of its members, but great in 
the possession of a moral force which compels it to accede to and 
to act on and follow the truth when the truth is made plain to its 
apprehension. But before entering upon this examination of the 
authorities I wish to state thatI am not a slavish follower of preced- 
ents. Unless they commend themselves tomy judgment as sound in 
reason I have but little respect for them. But there comes a time 
occasionally when principles of law and principles of government 
have been so long and so firmly established by judicial decisions 
and by the g of the other departments of the Govern- 
ment that the highest duty of the citizen and the legislator is that 
of acquiescence. The establishment of such a principle of gov- 
ernment by the highest court in the land, by a long series of con- 
tinuous decisions, acquiesced in by the other departments of the 
Government, running back for ost a century, eee pe 
sents such a case of duty to the American Congress now and here 
in the consideration of this bill. 

Senators may rise in their places in the Senate and, with the 
it e of great learning, talk about the Constitution not ap- 
plying ex porno vigore to the Territories, may announce the 
absurdity that the Constitution can only be applied to the Terri- 
tories by legislative enactment, or that it can be so applied at all, 
may wrench from their context isolated expressions in the adju- 
dications of the courts and build up elaborate theories of govern- 
ment thereon, but an examination of the books themselves will 
confute and confound them, and show that their theories of gov- 
ernment are so toploftical that they would fall of their own 
weight if not bolstered up with the reputation of great names and 
the persuasive force of the moving eloquence of those who advo- 
cate them. 

Without further preface I propose to examine some of the adju- 
dications bearing upon this question of Porra power, and 
the first line of decision to which I shall refer are those concern- 
ing the equality and uniformity of taxes, duties, excises, and im- 
posts required by the Constitution of the United States. The first 
of these cases is the famous case of Loughborough vs. Blake, re- 
ported in 5 Wheaton, at page 817. The next one is Fleming and 
others vs. Page, repor in 9 Howard, page 613, and then the 
sory of Cross and others against Harrison, reported in 16 How- 
, page 164, 

The first and the last of these cases to which I shall refer are 
directly in point as showing the absolute and utter conflict of the 
taxation clauses of this bill with the Constitution of the United 
States. The second of the cases I refer to becauseit has been sup- 
posed that it carries with it an oft shang in favor of the power 
which it is sought to exercise in this bill, and I shall read it and 


explain its terms as I understand them for the 
that it does not carry any such implication. 
J 


urpose of showing 
he case of Lough- 


borough os Blake was decided when Marshall, Story, and 
Bushrod Washington were on the bench, and the opinion was 
written by Chief Justice Marshall himself. He states the point 
under consideration thus: ; 


resents to the consideration of the court a single question. It ~ 


This case 
is this: Has Congress a right to impose a t tax on the District of Co- 


lumbia? 

Passing by some observations that the Chief Justice makes in 
reference to other features, I come now to the ground upon which 
he answers this question. He says: 

The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to la 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts and pod Mer for the purposes 1 
mentioned. This grant is general, without limitation as to It conse- 
quently extends to all Poesy over which the Government extends. If this 
could be doubted. the doubt is removed by the subsequent words which mod- 
ify the grant. These words are, but all duties, imposts and excises shall be 
uniform ener eve the United States.” It not be contended that the 
modification of the power extends to places to which the power itself does 
notextend. The power, then, to lay and collect duties, imposts, and excises 
may be exercised, and must be exercised, throughout the United States. 
ies 3 portion of the Ameri- 


Does this term designate the whole or any 
Certainly this question can admit of but one answer. It is the name given 
to U e Republic, which is composed of States and Territories. The Dis- 
trict ot Columbia, or the territory west of the Missouri, is not less within the 
United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania; and it is not less necessary, on 
the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of im- 
ts, duties, and excises should be observed in the one t in the other. 
ce, then, the power to lay and collect taxes, which includes direct taxes, is 
obviously coextensive with the power to lay and collect duties, imposts, and 
excises, and since the latter extends throughout the United States. it follows 
3 power to impose direct taxes also extends throughout the United 


I should like some gentleman on the other side, if he wants to, 
to rise at this moment and point out why these e ons of the 
learned Chief Justice are not in point, and why, if he thinks so, 
they are dictum. I have myself examined the case carefully for 
some reason which might point to the opinion here 
as dictum, but have been utterly and absolutely unable to find it. 

I have heard it urged, of course, that this decision was not neces- 
sary, because the Constitution had already applied to the terri- 
tory composing the District of Columbia when it was part of the 
States of Maryland and Virginia. I shall address myself to that 
in a few moments. But is there any other reason why this is 
dictum? It is true that the Chief Justice said in another part of 
his opinion that if there was = doubt about the Constitution 
applying to the District of Columbia, thareby giyin Congress the 
right to lay direct taxes, the right might predicated on the 
ground that the Constitution had in Congress the exclu- 
sive power to legislate for ihe District. That is simply another 
ground why the exercise of power in that case was valid and just. 
I do not understand, because a court is able to reach a conclusion 
upon two different grounds, that each or either of the grounds 
whichit may have had in mind and which it solemnly adjudicated 
is not a binding conclusion or that it partakes in the slightest de- 
gree of dictum. If both are dicta, there was no decision. If only 
one, which was dictum and which decision? : 

The next case to which I wish to refer is that of Fleming vs. 
Page (9 How.). An importer had imported into this country 
during the Mexican war, from Tampico. in Mexico, certain goods, 
wares, and merchandise while the American forces held that city, 
and he took the position, after paying the duties, that by reason 
of the military occupation of that city by the American forces it 
was not a foreign city within the meaning of the tariff laws, and 
therefore that the goods were entitled to come into this country 
free of duty. That was the question which was presented to the 
Supreme Court in this case. The only thing that the court de- 
cided in the case was that Tampico, in Mexico, was not a portion 
of the territories of the United States by virtue of military occu- 
pation of 1t by our forces, so that the tariff laws would not apply 
to goods, wares, and merchandise imported therefrom. 

hief Justice Taney, who wrote this opinion, then went on to 
make some irrelevant observations concerning what had been the 
executive practice about goods imported from newly acquired 
territories, in which he stated that it had not been the practice 
of the administrative department of the Government to consider 
newly 22 territories as a of our domain for the pur- 
poses of the coasting laws until Congress had extended those laws 
over them; and he went on then to say that the administrative 
department of the Government followed that course in the case 
of Florida, and also in the case of Louisiana, citing certain sup- 
posed facts with reference to each of those Territories. 

I refer to this case for the purpose of saying that no implication 
concerning this constitutional question can arise from this dictum 
of the Chief Justice concerning the necessity of extending our cus- 
toms laws in order to authorize coastwise trade between newly 
acquired territories and our former territory; further, for the 
purpose of showing that in the next case, when this prono ques- 
tion was directly brought before the court and was tly adju- 
dicated by the court, this dictum of the Chief Justice not only re- 
ceived no countenance, but was distinctly repudiated by the court, 
the Chief Justice himself then being a member and not making 
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any dissent. The case I refer to is that of Cross vs, Harrison, re- 
ported in 16 Howard. This is a most important case, because it is 
strictly in point and the principles decided were n to the 
determination of the case. Importers of ites, goods into the 
Territory of California during and after the Mexican war had 
brought suit against the collector of the port of San Francisco 
to recover back certain tariff duties paid. These duties were paid 
to a collector appointed by the military government of California 
and were paid under two distinct tariff systems, The tariff sys- 
tem enforced up to the period of the cession of California was one 

rescribed and putin force by the military authorities. After 

he cession the tariff system enforced was that declared by the 
general laws of the United States, and the duties exacted were 
those prescribed by those laws. The duties collected under the 
later laws were, for the purposes of the case, divided into two 
classes: First. those paid after the cession of the country but be- 
fore the establishment of a collection district in California and 
before there had been any legislation extending our tariff system 
over that country; second, those collected after Congress had leg- 
islated extending our tariff system and making California a col- 
lection district, but before the customs officers appointed by the 
President had arrived there and entered on the execution of the 
duties of their offices. 

It was contended by the importers that all these collections 
were illegally exacted, on the following grounds: 

First, that the military authorities had no right to prescribe and 
collect tariff duties while holding the country as conquered terri- 
tory and before its cession to the United States, This contention 
was overruled on the ground that the collection of tariff duties 
under a military tariff, in an enemy’s country was a valid exercise 
of the war power. 

Second. That even if the tariff laws of the United States applied 
after the cession of the territory, they could not be enforced by 
the government erected by the military authorities. This conten- 
tion was overruled on the ground that so long as the mili gov- 
ernment was not withdrawn by the President or superseded by 
Congress it was the only valid government there, and that it must 
be presumed that it was the intention of the legislative and execu- 
tive branches of the Government to leave it in existence and in 
operation. 

Third. That the laws of the United States relating to tariff du- 
ties did not apply to California until extended by the legislation 
of Congress, and that, however it might be as to duties collected 
by the military government after the extension of such laws, those 
collected after the cession and before such extension were cer- 
tainly illegally exacted. But the court overruled this contention, 
holding that California was a of the United States from the 
moment that it was ceded to us and that the general tariff laws 
of the country became 5 to it instantly, and that to hold 
rai would be in violation of the Constitution of the United 

ates. 

This last holding answers fully and completely avery contention 
taken by the advocates of this bill. It is especially strong because 
it holds that the Constitution and laws of the United States apply 
to newly acquired territory, even while the territory is governed 
by „ military government. Unless it has been over- 
ruled, which nobody can successfully maintain, or unless the Re- 
publican majority in Congress has become as revolutionary as it 
contended the Democratic party had become because it con- 
demned the income-tax decision of the Supreme Court, it must 
bow assent to that decision and confess that its colonization pro- 
gramme is over and above and beyond and in disregard of the 
Constitution of the United States. The opinion in this case was 
rendered by Mr. Justice Wayne and was concurred in by all the 
justices of the court. 

Here is the decision of the court to which I have referred and I 
ask careful attention to it. I commence reading at page 902 of 
this volume: 


It was urged that our revenue laws covered yas Aro much of the territory 
of the United States as has been divided into collection districts, and that out 


pies ea collection districts and ports of 8 no more than designated 


d 
118 55 district must be considered as having been withheld from that 
rty. 

It is very well understood to be a part of the laws of nations that each 
nation may designate upon its own terms the ports and places within its ter- 
ritory for foreign commerce, and that any attempt to introduce foreign 
goods elsewhere within its jurisdiction is a violation of its sovereignty. It is 
not necessary that such should be declared in terms or by any decree or en- 
actment, the expressed allowances being the limit of the liberty given to 
foreigners to trade with such nation. Upon this principle the plaintiffs had 
no right of trade with California with foreign a goods, excepting from the per- 

on given by the United States under the civil government and war tariff 
which had been established there. And when the country was ceded asa 
conquest b a treaty of peace no larger liberty to trade resulted. By the rati- 
fi the treaty California became a part of the United States. And as 
there is nothing differently stipulated in the treaty with re. 
became instantly bound and privileged by the laws which 


ct to commerce, it 
a revenue from duties on imports and tonnage. 


mgress had 


Farther: 


with them; 
except:by a co; ernment was 


mr 
authorized toe: 


they are brought 
—— a collection district, but because they are imported into the Uni 


es. 
The tariff act of 1846 prescribes what that duty shall be. Can any reason bo 
piren for the exemption of foreign s from duty-because they have not 
n entered and collected ata port of delivery? The last become a hart of the 
consumption of the coun as wellas the others. They ort from 
the point of landing into collection districts within which duties have been ne 
upon the same kinds of goods, thus entering, by the retail sale of them, into 
competition with such goods, and with our own manufactures,and the prod- 
ucts of our own farmers and planters. The right claimed toland foreign goods 
within the United States at any place out A a collection district, if allowed, 
would be a violation of that provision in Constitution which enjoins that 
all duties, imposts, and excises shall be uniform throughout the United States. 
Indeed, it must be very clear that no such right e and that there was 
nothing in the condition of California to exempt importers of fore 3 
into it from the payment of the same duties which were — — ein the 
other ports of the United States. As to the denial of the au ty of the 
President to prevent the lan of foreign goods in the United States out 
of a collection district, it can o1 ype necessary to say if he did not doso it 
would be a neglect of his constitutional obligation totakecare that the laws 
be appa executed.” P 
We will here briefly notice those objections which preceded that which 
has been discussed. The of them, rather an assertion than an argu- 
ment—that there was neither treaty nor law permitting the collection of 
duties—has been answered, it having been shown that the ratification of the 
treaty made California a part of the United States, and that as soon as it be- 
came so the territory became ject to the acts whichwere in force to regulate 
for commerce with the United States, after those had.ceased which had 
n instituted for its regulation as a belligerent right. 


Then the court goes on at some length to notice the e. 
which Chief Justice Taney had made in the prior case of Fleming 
against Page, that it was the administrative practice not to con- 
sider newly acquired territories as a part of the United States for 
customs 17 sheet until the customs laws had been extended over 
them, and it shows that no such practice prevailed either in Florida 
or in the province of Orleans. I do not know but that I had bet- 
ter read what the court says on that subject to make it plain: 


t to the suggestion that it has not been the practice of the United 
into a ed ter- 


to duties upon imports until Congress had acted. uisiana was 
ed Py a treaty bearing the date of the 30th of April, 1803, but the posses- 
sion of it by the United States depended upon the terms of final ratifications 
by the ties to it and upon the delivery of it by a commissioner to be a 
— by the French Government to receive transfer from Spain 
ce, and by him to be immediately transferred to the United States. 

The court then shows that the instances noted by counsel, and 
which are the same instances noted by Chief Justice Taney in the 
case of Fleming against Page, were cases where goods had been 
imported into Louisiana between the date of cession and that of 
delivery, and hence that those cases did not militate against its 
decision. The learned justice then said with reference to the 
Florida importations: 

It is only necessary to say as to Florida, that the treaty of the 22d Febru- 
ary, 1819, was not ratified by the United States until the 19th February, 1821. 
In a few days afterwards the act was — extending our revenue system 
to it, subject to the stipulation in the fiftee 


nth article of the treaty in favor 
of Spanish vessels and their cargoes. There was, then, no interval in either 


instance where duties were not collected upon foreign importations, because 
Congress had not legislated for it to be done. 

Here is a solemn adjudication of the court, without dissent by 
any member of the court, in which it has been held that the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States applied to.a territory from 
the moment of its cession tothe United States. What becomes of 
the absurd proposition that it is necessary to legislate in order to 
apply the Constitution of our country to one of our newly acquired 
territories in view of this decision? I hope that Senators will not 
consider me ill-natured because I call this contention an absurdity, 
because it seems to me that it can not be characterized in any 
other manner. Those maintaining that contention first say that 
the Constitution is intended to give Congress plenary power to 
legislate for the Territories, and then they say in the same breath 
that Congress can amend the Constitution in that respect by dis- 

ing itself of that plenary power by extending the Consti- 
tution by statutory enactment. 

It is an absurdity. It can not be done. The lawmaking power 
can not alone and unaided amend the Constitution of the United 
States. If the clause of the Constitution which says that Congress 


shall have power to make all needful rules and lations for the 
overnment of Territories was meant to vest unlimited power in 
‘congress then Congress can not part with that power by an act of 
Congress any more than a State legislature could divest it of that 


power by an act of State legislation. This seems to me to be too 
plain for argument, too plain for contention. It involves the asser- 
tion that Congress unaided and alone can amend the Constitution 
of the United States. Of course, nobody on this side will contend 
that Congress can not grant statutory rights to the people of the 
Territories, and it can embrace in its statutes the rights declared 
in the Constitution if it wants to; but they are not constitutional 
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rights; Congress hay- 
ing granted them bystatute may witadraw them bystatute when- 
ever it pleases. 

Now, the Senator from Ohio, in his s 


oy arestatutory rights, and nothing else, 


peech and also in his elab- 


orate made on this bill, goes at great length into the organic 
acts of several Territories and quotes from them, and he shows, 
as he says, that Con; had never undertaken to apply the Con- 


stitution to the Territories by act of Congress until 1850; that prior 
to that time nothing had been said on the subject in the organic 
acts of the Territories; but since that time it has been the uniform 
ctice of Congress to extend the Constitution and the laws of 
United States to all of the organized Territories. I do not 
understand exactly what inferences he draws from that fact, how- 
ever. If, from the fact that Con; since 1850 has extended the 
Constitution, any inference is to be drawn of an opinion upon the 
part of the lawmaking power of the country that that could be 
one or wasnecessary to be done, certainly the unbroken practice 
of fifty years prior thereto which the Senator refers to is an 
equally strong implication of legislative view that the Constitu- 
tion applied to the Territories without any act of Congress on 
the subject. 

As a matter of fact this attempt to deduce an argument from 
the fact that Congress has or has not acted on some subject in a 
particular way is one of the weakest which has ever been presented 
on a question of constitutional construction. The Supreme Court 
of the United States has never had any difficulty in disposing of such 
an argument by saying that no doubt the language was employed 
by Congress out of excess of caution, and I think an excess of cau- 
tion in this case was probably wise. I have lived in the Territo- 
ries and I have lived in the States, and I know that you can never 
tell what position some chuckleheaded lawyer is going to take if 
left to his unaided mental processes, or what some stupid judge is 
going to decide under the same circumstances. 

ore proceeding to an examination of the remainder of the 
authorities which I wish to notice, there are a couple of other po- 
sitions to which I will address myself for afew minutes. It was 
discovered last summer during the discussion of the question of 
our power over the Philippines, by some of our bookmen who 
never tried a lawsuit in their lives, that the Constitution of the 
United States had beon effective over the Territory composing the 
District of Columbia when that Territory was a part of the States 
of Maryland and Virginia, and they immediately claimed that the 
territory did not lose the protection of the Constitution when it 
became severed from Maryland and Virginia, and hence that the 
line of decisions which hold that the Constitution applies to the 
District of Columbia and was intended to apply there are dicta, 
because the court might equally as well have held that the Con- 
stitution applied because it had been in operation in the District 
while it formed a part of the States of Maryland and Virginia, and 
that it did not lose it when it ceased to be a part of those States. 

These same bookmen have discovered another 8 which 
neither the bar of this country nor the courts of the country had 
ever discovered during the more than century that these propo 
sitions have been before the Supreme Court of the United States. 
They have discovered that the treaty with France and with Mex- 
icoapplying to territory concerning which all these Supreme Court 
decisions have been made gave to the aliens inhabiting those ter- 
ritories at the time of the cession the rights, privileges, and im- 
munities of citizens of the United States, and they say, therefore, 
that the Constitution applied there by virtue of these treaties and 
that the court might have so found in its decisions; but since it 
did not so find, by some process of ratiocination which I can not 
very clearly understand, they say that what the courts did decide 
on the subject was dictum. 

Now, I want to notice each one of these propositions for a few 
moments. They were elaborated by the junior Senator from Ver- 
mont [Mr. Ross! in the speech which he delivered here some time 

o, and they were toyed with by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. 

ORAKER] in his several hes, and were again elaborated on 
last Friday by the Senator from Kentucky [Mr. Linpsay] in his 
speech made on this subject. I have the speech of the Senator 
from Kentucky here, and I want to quote from it in order that 
we may see what the claim is about these matters. Here is the 
claim made as to the District of Columbia: 

Of the District of Columbia it is enough to say that it was carved out of 
the States of Maryland and Virginia after the Constitution had been adopted 
and after it had been made the supreme law of the land in every portion of 
each of those States. The creation of the Federal District was not intended 
to withdraw and there was no power to withdraw from the people of that 
. as cltisens of Marylead and Virginia at 
the time the District was esta’ ed. 

Now, I will notice this first contention. What property is it 
which attached to the soil of the District of Columbia w it 
formed a part of the States of Maryland and Virginia, and which 
became so firmly attached that it remained after it had become 
severed from those States? Was it some corporeal property that 
attached to the soil, inhered in it, and remained with it wherever 


it went? Certainly nobody will contend anything of that kind. 
The Constitution carries no corporeal property with it anywhere, 
Do the advocates of this position then mean to contend that the 
strength of the Constitution, so to speak, entered into the bodies 
of those who were inhabiting the District at the time it formed a 
part of Maryland and Virginia, and endowed them with strength 
by remaining in it to hold the Constitution down over the District 
after the District became severed from those States? If that is 
what they mean, then if all the inhabitants had left the District 
after the cession to the United States by Maryland and Virginia 
they would have carried the Constitution with them, and the Dis- 
trict would not have been under the protective wgis of the Con- 
stitution. It can not be admitted that the absence or presence 
of the Constitution here can eee on any such accidental cir- 
cumstance. It follows also, if that contention be true, that there 
are two ways of extending the Constitution to one of our unor- 
ized territories, one of them by act of legislation, as claimed 

y the distinguished Senator from Ohio, the other by the act of a 
peripatetic individual, as claimed by the distinguished Senator 
from Vermont and the distinguished Senator from Kentucky. 
It is quite evident that in starting out to hunt for reasons to 
sustain their anomalous position our friends on the other side 
were not very fastidious, Having started out to hunt for them 


and not finding them as thick as blackberries, they concluded that 
any old reason would do. They were like the Geo cracker 
who was seen industriously digging for a gopher. hen asked 


whether he thought he would get the gopher, he said: Will I get 
it? Iam bound to get it. Iam out of meat.” 

Now, Mr. President, let us see if we can not find what it is that 
our friends on the other side contend for in order that we may see 
whether this exception to their contention which they make in 
favor of the District of Columbia has any validity, whether it will 
stand the test of reason and logic. Their position is that the Con- 
stitution was not intended to have application to any territory 
of the United States other than that embraced within the several 
States. Ifthis beso, itis so because the Constitution wasintended 
to apply to the sovereign jurisdiction of the several States and to all 
of the people within that jurisdiction, and not to any icular area 
of soil; it was so. not because the framers of the Constitution thought 
it desirable to give any particular area of soil the benefit of the 

rovisions of the Constitution, but because they were desirous of 

inding and favoring the inhabitants of certain political munici- 
palities, and the intention was, upon the theory of our friends on 
the other side—of course I do not take any stock in their theo 
at all—the intention was that those only should enjoy the Consti- 
tution who were under the jurisdiction of the political entities 
called States. 

If this position be correct, then if a State takes on new territory 
manifestly that territory and the people within it enjoy the bene- 
fits of the Constitution, and, on the other hand, if it sloughs off 
old territory, that territory a fortiori loses the benefit of the Con- 
stitution. The Constitution was not made for land and soil, but 
it was made to protect the States and the inhabitants of the States 
residing therein, and it was intended to be coextensive with the 
sovereign jurisdiction of the several States and nothing else. It 
is pretty hard to state the untenable proposition of somebody else, 
but I think if our friends had ever analyzed their own proposition 
they could not state it differently. To say then, Mr. President, 
that because the District of Columbia enjoyed the Constitution 
when it was a part of the States of Maryland and Virginia, that 
it must still continue to enjoy it is about as complete a non sequi- 
tur as a lawyer could be guilty of. After all, this question must 
be determined as one of intention. If it was the intention of 
the Constitution that the District of Columbia when ceded to the 
National Government should not enjoy the Constitution, then 
the accidental circumstance that it had enjoyed it while part of 
Virginia and Maryland could not be permitted to overcome the 
constitutional intention. If it was the intention that it should 
enjoy the Constitution, then that answers the entire contention, 
and the effort to put its enjoyment upon some other ground is a 
useless and meaningless and a mischievous work of supererogation. 

Now, I wish to notice the other contention, that concerning the 
application of the treaties to the Territories. The Senator from 

entucky [Mr. Linpsay] explained it thus: 


I was asked the other day how I explained the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in cases arising in Territories uired by the treaty with Mexico, to 
the effect that Congress could not provide for twice punishing a man for the 
same offense, and could not make applicable to that territory a bill of at- 
tainder, and could not d with the trial by j in cases at common 
law 3 moro than and could not take awa: the the 
right to t the witnesses who may testify nst him. and could not 
put a man on trial without previous information of the nature of the accu- 
on. 


from 
zens of the United States by the of a treaty which clothed them 
with American citizensh 


8 unqu: ed terms secured to 
ee rer tas rights of citizens of the United States according 
to the of the tion. 


1900. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


2817 


Mr. President, in this contention our friends on the other side 
have been very quick, also, to jump to conclusions. I do not un- 
derstand that so long as the Territories remained in a Territorial 
condition it was intended or attempted, either under the treaty 
with France or the treaty with Mexico, to secure to the aliens re- 
siding there the rights of citizens of the United States. That was 
attempted in the treaty with Spain whereby we acquired Florida, 
but the language of the other treaties is materially different from 
that employed in the case of Florida. I think a reading of the 

of the French and Mexican treaties willshow thatit was 
not attempted in those treaties to give the aliens residing in Loui- 
siana or in the Territories acquired from Mexico the rights of citi- 
zens of the United States prior to the admission of the States into 
the Union. 

I find those treaties quoted in the hof the Senator from 
Vermont [Mr. Ross]. Here is what the treaty which we made 
with France for the acquisition of Louisiana provided with refer- 
ence to that; and the treaty with Mexicois, in substance, the same: 

The inhabitants of the ceded territory shall be incorporated in the Union 
of the United States, and admitted as soon as possible, according to the * 
ciples of the Federal Constitution, to the enjoyment of all the rights, advan- 
tages, and immunities of citizens of the United States; and in the meantime 

gan Basal Sree enjoyment of their liberty, 


they shall be maintained and 
property, and the religion whi 

Until admitted into the Union as States, whereby they were to 
enjoy all the rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens of the 
United States, they were simply to be protected in the enjoyment 
of their liberty, property, and religion, and, I think, in view of 
this, that our friends have, without any very serious examination, 
moped Mt unwarranted conclusions. They have probably done 
this use of what Chief Justice Marshall said in the famous 
Canter case concerning the obligation of the treaty which we made 
with Spain for the acquisition of Florida. 

But, Mr. President, suppose we assume that the French trea 
was intended to secure to the inhabitants of the territory of Loui- 
siana, and that the Mexican treaty was intended to secure to the 
inhabitants of the territory ceded by Mexico, all of the 88 

and immunities of citizens of the United States in terri- 
tories from the moment of cession, can it be said that the obligation 
Senn taxesisa right, privilege, or immunity under the Con- 
itution of the United States? Yet the Supreme Court of the 
United States, in 16 Howard, in the case of Cross vs. ison, says 
that the obligation to pay tariff taxes devolved upon the people of 
California from the 3 moment of the cession of that territory 
to us by Mexico. Tariff taxes are a burden, a very onerous bur- 
den, but I assume that no person can be found who will claim that 
they are a right, privilege, or immunity within the meaning of 
the Constitution of the United States. So we see that the Su- 
preme Court of the United States has enforced the Constitution 
with reference to the Territory of California in respects other and 
different from that which pertains to the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of citizens of the United States in that Territory. 

In considering this attempt to break the force of the decision of 
the Supreme Court of the United Statesit should not be lost sight 
of that the only effect of the treaty argument is to furnish an ad- 
ditional ground upon which to predicate the correctness of those 
decisions. That argument does not break down the ground oa 
which the decisions actually proceeded, which was that the Con- 
stitution obtained in the Territories by virtue of its own force. 
It should not be lost sight of, either, in considering the treaty ar- 

ument, that some of the cases now assailed declared laws of 
5 made for the Territories invalid because in conflict with 
the Constitution. If the Constitution was in the Territories by 
virtue of the treaties alone, the cases could not have so declared. 
The effect of a conflict between a treaty and an act of Congress is 
well understood. In such case the treaty gives way, and not the 
act of Congress, So that ifthe Constitution was in the Territories 
only by virtue of treaty stipulations, the decisions of the Supreme 
Court in the cases referred to would not have been that the laws of 
Congress in conflict with the Constitution were invalid, but that 
the treaty stipulations extending the Constitution there, to the ex- 
tent that they were in conflict with the laws of Congress, had 
been abrogated and destroyed. The Senator from Kentucky thinks 
that these treaties have been fully executed, and hence that they 
are beyond abrogation by act of Congress. It is true that they 
have been fully executed by the ceding nation, but some of the 
considerations have not been fully executed by us. A stipulation 
to accord the inhabitants of the ceded Territories the benefit of 
the Constitution during Territorial condition would be executory 
at all times, and I can not conceive of any reason why that stipu- 
lation may not, within . of the cases on the subject, 
be abrogated by Congress if it chooses to do so. Nor has the Sen- 
ator from Kentucky shown any such reason, 

But, Mr. President, this whole contention, it seems to me, de- 
feats itself. If the Spanish, French, and Mexican citizens in the 
territory ceded to us entitled to exercise the rights, privi- 
ges, and immunities of citizens of the United States in those 
Territories by reason of the treaty, then it was because citizens of 
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the United States were entitled to exercise the rights, privileges, 


and immunities of citizens of the United States there. The alien 
inhabitants acquired no greater rights in those Territories than the 
native inhabitants of the United States. They acquired there the 
rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens of the United States, 
To insist, then, that these treaty clauses extended the Constitu- 
tion over the foreigners residing in those Territories is to insist 
that the Constitution was there already, because they could only 
take such rights as American citizens y had there under the 
Constitution of the United States. It seems to me that our friends 
in this contention have emerged from the same identical hole that 
they went in at. It would be more accurate, probably, to say they 
have gone into their hole and pulled the hole in after them. 

Mr, President, before pemg on to a consideration of the other 
cases bearing on this subject, I wish to notice one further conten- 
tion made by the Senator from Kentucky a Linpsay]}. He 
seems to make this whole matter of the app ion of the Consti- 
tution to hinge on the question of citizenship. Here is the posi- 
tion that he took on that subject. I quote from his speech on 
page 2876 of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD of March 9: 

The national status of the of the le residin 

i relations with the rest of the worl it the 


fires character to its political relations wi wor! If the 
nited States elect to a people as foreigners, the country they er 


so far ed, 
as subject to the sovereign au ty of 
time the inhabitants of a territory hela 


tates, and being so, we must tax and govern them in accordance with the 
Federal Constitution, which affords equal protection to the civil rights of all 
the citizens of the United States, whether residents of American States or 
American Territories. 

These views, which are elaborated in other parts of the Senator’s 
speech, are notin entire accord with other positions taken by him, 
but they form, if I have judged his utterances correctly, the back- 
bone of his argument. Since, according to this view, it is only 
territory held under our temporary control which may be treated 
as an American say Seema and therefore presumably deprived 
of the light of the Constitution, the view of the Senator in its en- 
tirety might be admitted and not militate against the position of 
those who insist that the Constitution of the country follows the 
flag of the country, because their contention is that the Constitu- 


tion goes where the flag goes ently or where the flag goes 
with the intention that it remain permanently. But if we 
have not uired Puerto Rico and the Philippines with the in- 


tention of holding them permanently, that presents another ques- 
tion. Who is there, however, who can say that we acquired 
those islands for the purposes of temporary control? What 
becomes of the President's question, intended to paralyze oppo- 
sition with a phrase, when he said: 
a AORE SME TNE ns e DT ATORE TROE Who is there that will haul it 

0 

Ifthe Senator is right in his e it should be noted 

that no person on that side ever deals in anything else than impli- 
cation when referring to the President's policy, not even the 
President himself —if the Senator is right, I say, let both sides in 
88 unite in a declaration to the effect that we are holding the 
Philippines temporarily and with a view to permitting the inhabit- 
ants to exercise the God-given right of forming their own govern- 
ment, let the President sign that declaration, and then we will have 
eliminated this question from discussion and will have solved in 
a safe, prudent, just, and honorable manner the most dangerous 

roblem submitted to the American people since the question of 

uman slavery was solved by the arbitrament of the sword, 
Moreover, we will immediately put an end to a harassing warin 
the ree costing us largely in blood and treasure and in- 
flicting misery and suffering and loss of life and property beyond 
computation on the unhappy people of that desolated country. 

But the Senator from Kentucky is singular in his belief, if he 

in fact entertains such belief, that we have acquired the Philip- 


pines for p of temporary control. Those with whom he 
is acting on this question, and to whose p he is lending his 
great name and the powers of his acute and well-trained intel- 


lect, maintain that we have acquired the Philippines to hold them 

ently, and that we may, nevertheless, govern them wholly 
outside the Constitution. I should like to have heard a discussion 
of that distinctive e. by the Senator from Kentucky. 
What would be the influence of citizenship or no citizenship on 
such a territorial possession? I do not doubt that as to aliens 
coming to us with such a possession we can withhold the right of 
citizenship the same as we can withhold it from aliens in other 
portions of the Republic, unless we have disabled ourselves by 
treaty, and we could do it even then if we cared to take the con- 

ences of abrogating the treaty. 

t are the principles of constitutional government which were 
laid Sava eT our aon dependent on x ep Foo gee 
any part of the people of territory covered by our so, how 
many native or naturalized Americans must go to such territory 
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before it is covered with the protecting mantle of the Constitu- 
tion? Wou d not one be as effective for that purpose as a million? 
I respectfully submit that the Constitution does not depend for 
its eifect on the peripatetic tendencies of the American ple. 
While it was made primarily for the American people and their 
posterity, it em races and covers and protects all people without 
regard to nationality whoare residing temporarily or permanently 
under the shadow of the American flag. This proposition has 
been determined so lately and so authoritatively that I need not 
reier to the cases establishing it. The Senator from Kentucky, 
like everybody else who maintains his side of this question, per- 
sistently confuses political rights, which belong to the citizen alone. 
w th those constitutional safeguards for personal right and equal 
governmental burdens, which belong, under our Constitution, to 
everybody within the territorial dominion of the United States. 
What political rights, if any, the inhabitants of Territories shall 
enjoy, and what the form of 8 through which they shall 
‘be enjoyed, whether it shall be simple and arbitrary, like that de- 
vised originally for Louisiana, or complex and liberal, like that 
8 adopted for Hawaii, is absolutely within the discretion of 
meress, 

The decisions on the subject are too many and too positive to 
permit the proposition to be doubted; and it is in this sense that 
the Supreme Court has been speaking in every case where it has 
declared the power of Congress over the Territories to be plenary 
and unlimited. But on the subject of those governmental bur- 
_ dens which the genius of our institutions require to be equal 
everywhere, and the withholding of which led to the establish- 
ment of our Republic, and on the subject of life, liberty, and 
property and the full and perfect enjoyment thereof, Congress, 
in legislating for the Territories, is subject to all the limitations 
of the Constitution. The decisions on this subject are likewise 
too many and too positive to permit the proposition to be doubted, 
save by those who, having eyes. see not, and having ears, hear 
not.” It was these latter rights that Chief Justice Marshall was 
speaking of in Canter's case when he used the following language, 
quoted by the Senator from Kentucky: 

This treaty is the law of the land, and admits the inhabitants of Florida to 
the Paa garay of the privileges, rights, and immunities of citizens of the 
Uni States. Itis unnecessary to inquire whether this is or not their con- 
dition independent of stipulation. 

This would have been conclusively shown if the Senator had 
continued his quotation one paragraph further, because the Chief 
Justice said in that paragraph: 

They do not. however. participate in political power; they do not share in 
the Government until Fiorida becomes 1 State. oa 5 

The constitutional guaranties for life, liberty, and pro and 
for equality of governmental burdens might well be spoken of in 
that day, as they may be equally well spoken of in this day, as 
rights. privileges, and immunities of citizens of the United States, 
because while everyone within the jurisdiction of the flag enjoys 
them e ually with citizens, they were declared primarily for the 
benefit of American citizens. Having declared that the govern- 
ment of the Territory of Florida, so far as its forms and the right 
of the inhabitants to participate therein were concerned, was sub- 
ject to the discretion of Congress, what possible rights could Chief 

ustice Marshall have had in mind when he the language 
quoted besides those of which I have been speaking? And if for- 
mer Spanish subjects took such rights in the Territory of Florida 
by virtue of the treaty giving them the oie Ga of the privi- 
leges, rights, and immunities of citizens of the United States,” 
. how can we escape the conclusion that this was so because and 

only because American citizens were entitled to enjoy such rights 
there, and hence that it was the opinion of the great Chief Justice 
that the Constitution obtained there ex proprio vigore the moment 
the territory was ceded to the United States? Thereservation made 
by the Chief Justice, that it was unnecessary to inquire whether 
the right to enjoy such privileges was not the condition of the 
newly acquired population independent of treaty stipulation, was 
probably suggested by the idea. since definitely decided by the 
court, that as to such rights the Constitution protected everybody 
under the flag, whether citizens or aliens. 

Mr, President, the next case to which I call the attention of the 
Senate—and I feel compelled to go through all of these cases, one 
by one, because, while most of them are familiar to members of 
the Senate, such positive contentions have been indulged in here 
concerning their effect that I feel it important that somebody 
should spread them in their entirety before the Senate and the 
country, at least so far as may be necessary for a complete under- 
standing of the questions decided by them—the next case to which 
Irefer is thatof Webster vs. Reid, reported in 11 Howard. page 459. 

A statute of the Territory of lowa had authorized judgment in 
a certain action on constructive service and without the interven- 
tion of a jury. The court in this case, speaking through Mr. 
Justice 1 held that the action in question was in personam 
and that constructive service was not due process of law; and fur- 
ther, that it was not in consonance with the Constitution of the 


United States to deny any person within the Territory of Iowa the 
protection of a jury trial. The extract from the opinion of the 
court which I shall read is very short. It is as follows: 

By the act under which the suits were instituted no other designation of 
the defendants was required than Owners of the half-breed lands lying in 
Lee County.” These suits were not a proceeding in rem against the land. 
but were in personam against the owners of it. Whether they all resided 
within the Territory or not does not appear, nor is it a matter of any impor- 
tance. No person is required to answer in a suit on whom process has not 
been served, or whose property has not been attached. In this case there 
was no personal notice nor an attachment or other proceeding nst the 
land until after the judgment. The judgments, therefore. are nullities, and 
did not authorize the executions on which the land was sold. 

By the seventh article of the amendments of the Constitution it is declared: 
“Tn suits at common law where the value in controversy shall exceed $2) 
the right of trial by jury shall be preserved. The organic law of the Ter- 
ritory of lowa, by express provision and by reference, extended the laws of 
the United States, including the ordinance of 1787, over the Territory, so far 
as they are applicable. z 
_ The act under which the above 3 was had prohibited the trial by 
jury in matters of fact on which the suits were founded. In this respect the 
act was void. 

I should like somebody to tell me where the dictum is in this 
decision of the Supreme Court of the United States? It is true 
that the ordinance of 1787 provided for a jury trial in the Terri- 
tories of the United States, and that the Supreme Court of the 
United States referred to the fact that the ordinance of 1787 was 
extended to the 8 of Iowa; but they say also that the Con- 
stitution of the United States was applicable to the Territory of 
Iowa, and that it was not competent for the legislature of Iowa to 
provide a mode of trial other than that provided by the Constitu- 
tion of the United States. 

The next case to which I call the attention of the Senate is the 
celebrated case of Dred Scott vs, Sandford, in 19 Howard, at page 
393. The case occupies 250 pages in this book, and of course I 
shall touch very sparingly of its contents. 

This case has been discredited in the public estimation by reason 
of the fact that it was decided just before the outbreak of the 
civil war and is supposed to have had much to do with bringin 
on the war. It has been said that it was overruled by shot an 
shell and saber stroke. Nevertheless, it is a monument of learn- 
ing and as fine an example of lucid reasoning as can be found in 
the English language, and it is not true thatit has been overruled 
in its entirety, either by later decisions or by the arbitrament of 
war, There were two things about which there was disagreement 
among the members of the court, concerning which it has been 
settled by the good sense of the American people and by the ar- 
bitrament of the sword, that the majority of the court was wrong 
and the minority was right. -These were the determinations: 
First, that citizenship of the several States and of the nation, un- 
der the Constitution, was confined to persons of the Caucasian 
race; second, that slaves were property in the same sense thata 
horse was property, and that Con could not forbid the slave- 
holder to take his slave prope: nto the Territories without de- 

riving him of aright guaran by the Constitution of the United 

states, Theminority of the court did not controvert this position of 
the majority on the ground that the Constitution did not apply to 
the Territories, but on the ground that at common law the con- 
dition of slavery was a status fixed and determined by the sover- 
eignty having jurisdiction over a country, and that since Congress 
exercised sovereignty over the Territories, it had the same right to 
declare that the status of slavery should not obtain there that the 
government of a State had to declare the same thing with refer- 
ence to its own territory; in other words, that the question of 
slavery or no slavery was a question of public policy, an exercise 
of police power, which every sovereignty determined for itself and 
which the United States as sovereign of the Territories might de- 
termine for itself. 

I call the attention of the Senate to the fact that on two propo- 
sitions there was no disagreement between the majority and the 
minority of the court, namely: 

First. That there was no power in the nation to acquire terri- 
tory by any method except for the 8 ultimately of erecting 
it into States, and that the right of Congress to govern such ter- 
ritory, whether derived from necessary implication or from the 
grant conferred by the third section of Article IV of the Constitu- 
tion, must be exercised with a view to the initiation of statehood. 

Second. That the power to govern Territories is not plenary, but 
must be exercised subject to the limitations of the Federal Con- 
stitution. The members of the court were unanimous on these 
two last propositions, and their decision with ect to them has 
never been overruled or limited, either in whole or in part. On 
the contrary, we shall see as we go on that both propositions have 
been affirmed again and again by their successors in that great 
court. 

Take the opinion of the majority of the court. I shall dono 
more than read two of the headnotes, the third and fourth sub- 
divisions of headnote No. 3: f 

3. The United States under the present Constitution can not acquire ter- 


ritory to be held as a colony, to be governed at its will and pleasure. But it 
may ecq territory which, at the time. has not a population that fits it to 


become a State. and may govern it asa Territory until it has a population 
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which, in the judgment of Congress, entitles it to be admitted as a State of 
the Union. 


4. During the time it remains a Territory Congress may legislate over it 
within the scope of its constitutional posers in relation to citizens of the 
United States and mgy establish a Territorial government, and the form of 
this local government must be regulated by the discretion of Congress, but 
with powers not exceeding those which Congress itself by the Cons#tution 
is authorized to exercise over citizens of the United States in respect to their 
rights of persons or rights of property. 

This was the language of Chief Justice Taney, who wrote and 
delivered the principal majority opinion in the case; and this 
language, Mr. President, was concurred in by every member of 
that court, whether joining with the majority in the rendition of 
the opinion or rendering separate dissenting opinions. As show- 
ing this, I wish to joa from Mr. Justice McLean’s dissenting 
opinion at page 542, as follows: 

Did Chief Justice Marshall, in saying that Congress governed a Territory 
by exercising the combined powers of the Federal and State governments, 
refer to unlimited discretion? A government which can make white men 
slaves? Surely such a remark in the argument must have been inadvert- 
ently uttered. On the contrary, there is no power in the Constitution by 
which Congress can make either white or black men slaves. In o. 
the government of a Territory Co s to means appropriate to 
the attainment of the constitutional object. Riss 
No powers can be exercised which are prohibited by the Constitution, or which 
are contrary to its spirit. So that, whether the object may be the protection 
of the persons and property of purc rs of the public lands or of commu- 
nities which have been annexed to the Union by conquest or purchase, they 
are initiatory to the establishment of State governments. and no more power 
can. be claimed or exercised than is necessary to the attainment of the end. 
This is the limitation of all the Federal powers. 

But Congress has no power to regulate the internal concerns of a State, as 
of a Territory. Consequently, in providing for the i government of a Terri- 
tory, to some extent the combined powers of the Federal and State govern- 
ments are necessarily exercised. 

And further, at page 548: 

The sovereignty of the Federal Government extends to the entire limits 
of our 5 Should any foreign power in vade our jurisdiction it would 
be repelled. ere is a law of Congress to punish our citizens for crimes com- 
mitted in districts of country where there is no * me 5 
Criminals are brought to cer Territories or States, N in the law, 
for punishment. th has been inflicted in Arkansas and in Missouri, on in- 
dividuals, for murders committed beyond the limit of any organized Terri- 
tory or State; and no one doubts that such a jurisdiction was rightfully 
exercised. 

If there be aright to acquire 9 there necessarily must be an im- 
plied power to govern it. When the military force of the Union shall con- 
quer a country, may not Congress provide for the government of such coun- 
try? is would be an implied power essential the acquisition of new 
territory. This power has exercised, without doubt of its constitution- 
ality, over territory acquired > conquest and purchase. 

And when there is a large district of country within the United States, 
and not within any State government, if it be necessary to establish a tem- 
porary government to carry out a power expressly vested in Congress—as 
the disposition of the public lands—may not such government be instituted 
ot Bn How do we read the Constitution? Is it not a practical in- 

rumen 

In such cases no implication of a power can arise which is inhibited by the 
Constitution, or which may be against the the of its construction. As my 
opinion rests on the third section, these remarks are made as an intimation 
that the power to establish a temporary government may arise: also, ont he 
other two grounds stated in the opinion of the court in the insurance case 
without weakening the third section. 


Now, I wish to quote very briefly what Mr. Justice Curtis said 
upon this proposition in his dissenting opinion, reading from page 
614 of this volume: 

If, then, this cla d tai: to legislate respecting the terri- 
sin? wont are the limite of that vera sh saa 8 

o this I answer that, in common with all the other legislative of Con- 
to do certain 
ings; that, in the exercise of the legislative power, 


s3, it finds limits in the express prohibitions on Congress no 
t facto l bill of attainder; and so f „58680 
ex posi law or of a r; and so in o; 0 pro- 
hibitions contained in the Constitution, 

Besides this, the rules and regulations must beneedful. But undoubtedly 
8 whether a particular rule or regulation be needful must be 
finally determined by Con itself. Whether a law be needful is a legisla- 
tive or political, not a judicial question. Whatever deems needful 
is so under the grant of power. - 

Nor am I aware that it has ever been questioned that laws providing for 
the temporary government of the settlers on the public lands are needful, 
not nog Ave repare them for admission to the Union as States, but even to 
enable the United States to dispose of the lands.“ 

Without government and social order there can be no rty; for with- 
out law, its chy mbar its use, and the power of disposing of it cease to ex- 
— in the sense in which those words are used and understood in all civilized 


this was manifestly conferred to enable the United States 
— ape se 2 ag lic lands to settlers, and to admit them into the Union of 
ates, wi n 


ent of Congress they should be fitted therefor, since 
these wero the Sends shorn for, since it prii 4 that government is 
indispensable to provide for those n and the power is to make all need- 


pa rules and regulations respecting the territory, I can not doubt that this 
a power to govern the inhabitants of the territory by such laws as Congress 
deems needful! until they obtain admission as States. 

Further on, at page 623: 


Before | proceed further to notice some other grounds of supposed objec- 
tion to this power of Con I to say that if it were not for my anx- 
rs oe t what I deem a correct ex tion of the Constitution, if I 
looked only to ee of the argument. the source of the power of Con- 
in the opinion of the majority of the court would answer those 
pu equally well. For they admit that Congress has power to organize 
and govern the Territories until they arriveat a suitable condition for admis- 
sion to the Union; they admit also that the kind of government which shall 
thus exist should be regulated by the condition and wants of each Territory, 
and that it is necessarily committed to the discretion of Congress to enact 
oop ryote Bad — pu as that pestle may . no limit to 
iscre been or onan svagest save those positive prohibitions 

to legislate which are found in the Constitution. 


It may be said that what the court here declared concerning the 


power to acquire territory for purposes other than those of state- 
hood was dictum, but what they said concerning the application 
of the Constitution of the United States to the Territories can not 
be claimed to be dictum because the question at issue was whether 
the Missouri compromise of 1820, whereby slavery had been pro- 
hibited in the Territories beyond a certain line of latitude, was 
constitutional or otherwise. and both the majority and the minor- 
ity of the court were pursuing that direct question in the deci- 
sions which they handed down, and the very first step necessary 
for both the majority and the minority to determine was whether 
the Constitution did or did not apply in the Territories. And 
they all of them unanimously, without a single exception, in this 
case, a case which in this respect has never been overruled or lim- 
ited, held that the limitations of the Constitution of the United 
States upon governmental power did apply to all the Territories 
of the United States. 

The next case to which I call the attention of the Senate is Rey- 
nolds vs. United States (98 U. S. e145). This was an indietment 
for bigamy under the laws of the Territoryof Utah. The opinion 
was by Chief Justice Waite, and it held that three provisions of 
the Constitution of the United States applied to the Territory of 
Utah: First, the guaranty of trial by an impartial jury; second, 
the guaranty of the right of the accused person to be confronted 
by the witnesses against him; third, the inhibition of power in 
Congress to pass laws prohibiting the free exercise of religion. 
The failure of the Territorial laws to secure to the defendant all 
of these rights or of the Territorial court to enforce them was 
assigned as error, and the Supreme Court, passing on the servi 
errors, was necessarily required to determine whether the rights 
did in fact exist in the Territory of Utah; because if it determined 
that they did not in fact exist, that answered and determined fully 
and negatively all of the assignments of error. 

On the first point, as to the confrontation of the accused person 
by witnesses, the Chief Justice said: 

As to the admission of evidence to prove what was sworn to by Amelia 
Jane Schofield on a former trial of the accused for the same offense, but 
under a different indictment: 


The Constitution gives the accused the right to a trial at which he should 
be confronted with witnesses against him; but if a witness is absent by 


his own wrongful procurement, he can not complain if competent evidence 
is admitted to supply the place of that which he has kept away. The Con- 
stitution does not guarantee an person against the legi te conse- 
quences of his own wron acts. 


After deciding that this clause of the Constitution gave the de- 
fendant this right in Utah, they then proceeded to hold that under 
the peculiar circumstances of the case the right had not been 
violated by the act of the court. On the subject of the right of 
Congress to prohibit the free exercise of religion, Chief Justice 
Waite says, in this opinion, at page 162: $ 

Congress can not pass a law for the government of the Territories which 
shall probitak the free exercise of religion. The first amendment to the Con- 
stitution expressly forbids such legislation. Religious freedom is guaranteed 
everywhere throughout the United States. so far as Congressional interfer- 
ence is concerned. The question to be determined is whether the law now 
under consideration comes within this prohibition. 

On the 8 55 of the right of a citizen of the Territory of Utah 
to a jury trial, the Chief Justice says, at page 154, of this opinion: 

By the Constitution of the United States the accused was entitled toa 
trial} by an impartial jury. 

And he goes on to examine the assignment of errors to see 
whether the defendant had been deprived of this constitutional 
right by the action of the Territorial court, and finds that he had 
not been. Our friends who are so bin, ic gr in discovering dictum 
in judicial opinions will have a very hard time of it when they un- 
dertake to show that the expressions to which I have just referred 
were outside the case presented to the court. 

The next case to which I wish to refer is Murphy vs. Ramsay 
(114 U. S., page 44). The act of Congress depriving bigamists 
and polygamists of suffrage in Utah was attacked as unconstitu- 
tional. Under such an attack the very first thing to be determined 
in the ordinary sequence of decision would be whether the Con- 
stitution applied in the Territory. This is what the court did. 
To say thatits decision in that respect was a mere dictum betrays 
a remarkable lack of logical perception. This opinion was deliv- 
ered by Mr. Justice Matthews, and at page discussing this 
constitutional question, he says: 

The — of the United States, as ite ap owners of the national Terri- 
tories, have supreme power over them and their inhabitants. In the exer- 
cise of this sove dominion, they are represented by the Government of 
the United States, to whom all the powers of government over that subject 
have been delegated, subject only tosuch restrictions as are expressed in the 
Constitution, or are necessarily implied in its terms, or in the purposes and 
objects of the power itself; for it may well be admitted in respect to this, as 

ther power of society over its members, that it is not absolute and 


to every oi 
ted. 
And further: 


oc e was and 
forcibly declared by Chief Justice delivering the opinion of the pon in 
National Bank vs, ty of Yankton (101 U. S., LW). See also American 
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Insurance Com vs. Canter (1 Pet.,511); United States vs. Gratiot (14 Pet., 
§26); Cross vs. (16 How., 164); Dred Scott vs. Sandford (19 How., 393). 
Mr. President, the next case to which I refer is that of Callan 
vs. Wilson (127 United States, 550). The direct question in 
this case was whether the conviction of a defendant in one of the 
courts of the District of Columbia without a jury was in contra- 
— of the third article of apt pacer aie pa of ~ at 
tates, guaranteeing a jury trial in all criminal cases. e CO! 
held that it was in contravention of that provision of the Consti- 
tation, holding that the Constitution protected the residents of the 
District of Columbia and of all the Territories of the United 


States. 

Our friends on the other side will have a hard time of it when 
they come to this decision and undertake to demonstrate that it is 
dictum, either on the theory that the Constitution had once been 
raps pods 8 
or upon any W. 
Zi or ha gett itn am founda e 

„over case foun Way upreme 
Court of the United States, and that great court, speaking through 
Mr, Justice Harlan, who still the bench with his presence, 
still sits there a monument of g to give his powers of mind 
and hisyeniusto the service of his country, said of this contention: 
Governmentis that the Constitution does not 
shall be secured to the of the 
that the nal that when a was not com- 


3 


within 
gress may by law have directed,” had, probably, 


a careful examination of this we are of that it can 
not be sustained without violence to letter and spirit of the Constitution. 


The opinion, after considering that phase of the question, then 


And as the guaranty of a trial in the third article, implied a trial 
bn Cd ode Sean to ce ead rules of the common law, the enu- 
ee oan eye po in criminal 


of 
F what those rules were, and is 
beref to the anxiety of the people of the States to have in the su e 


3 was demanded and secured for the benefit of all the 
prt ee nited States, as well those permanently or temporarily 
the District of Columbia as those residing or being in the several can 
original amend- 


g 
l 
í 


wi an; the 

or places as the legislature may direct.“ (Id., 270.) r 

inate . Madison sya want te oe jury of offenses 
rs, 


In U. S. 147150 it Yas taken for granted 
that the six the bibu red to the the 
Territories b; 


t ot 
8 3 and it had 

reviously held in Webster vs. (il How., 460) that the seventh 
amendment secured to them a like in civil actions at common law. We 


can not think that the people of this have, in that less rights 
than those accorded to the people of the Territories of the Uni States. 

Mr. BURROWS. Will the Senator from Washington yield for 
a brief executive session? 

Mr. TURNER, What is the request? 

Mr. BURROWS. I desire that a brief executive session ma 
be held, and if it will not discom the Senator and he woul: 


prefer to go on to-morrow I sh be very glad if he would yield. 
Mr. TURNER. I should like very well, indeed, to be permitted 
to on to-morrow instead of concluding this afternoon, and I 


yield, retaining the floor. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

Mr. BURROWS. Imove that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the con- 
sideration of executive business. After fifteen minutes spent in 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 3 o'clock and 
20 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednes- 
day, March 14, 1900, at 12 o’cleck m. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate March 13, 1900. 
JUSTICE OF THE PEACE. 
John H. O'Donnell, of the District of Columbia, to be a justice 
of the peace in the District of Columbia (assigned to the city of 
Washington), his present term expiring April 16, 1900, 


shall be at such or as the Con- 
al place or places 


PAY INSPECTOR IN THE NAVY. 
Paymaster Josiah R. Stanton, to be a pay inspector in the Na 
from the 20th day of January, 1900, vice Pay Inspector Daniel N. 
Smith, promoted. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate March 12, 1900. 
CONSUL. 

Max J. Baehr, of Nebraska, recently nominated and confirmed 
as consul at Santos, Brazil, to be consul of the United States at 
Magdeburg, Germany. 

DISTRICT JUDGES. 
Melville C. Brown, of Wyoming, to be United States district 
Gtome P. W. D er Michigan, to be U: ted 
. Wanty, nited States district 
judge for the western district of Michigan. 
SURVEYORS OF CUSTOMS. 
Joshua L. Chamberlain, of Maine, to be surveyor of customs 
mene patet — in 2 of — 
illiam Vincen Illinois, surveyor of customs for the 
port of Galena, in the State of Illinois, 
POSTMASTERS, 

‘William H. Leitner, to be 
county of Baker and State of 

Adam C. Reinoehl, to be 
of Lancaster and State of 


at Huntington, in the 


at Lancaster, in the county 
sylvan 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
TUESDAY, March 13, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clockm. Pra Chaplain, 4 
Henry N. Covpen, D. D. W = 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read. 
CORRECTION. 
Mr. TALBERT, Mr. Speaker, I rise to a question of personal 


1 Mr. HII. 

Mr. L. Nr. Speaker, I was obliged to go home on Friday 
morning, and I was paired for Friday, Saturday, and Monday 
with the gentleman from New York, Mr. UNDERHILL. I find 
ae Bee Ss ee was transferred to some one else, and I 1 
was left unpaired and not voting. The gentleman in charge of 
the pairs was notified of the pair, it was consented to by Mr. 
UNDERHILL and myself for Friday, Sa , and Monday. I 
make no criticism of the action of anybody in making the change. 
I simply state the fact. ° A 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman's statement will go into the 
Record. Without objection, the Journal will stand approved. 

There was no objection, 

PERSONAL EXPLANATION, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
TALBERT] will now state his question of vilege. 

Mr. TALBERT. Mr. S. , ordinarily I ignore newspaper 
criticism, but the article which I am about to bring to the atten- 
tion of the House is printed over the signature of the writer, who 
is a well-known member of this House, and therefore I make an 
5 in this case. I send to the Clerk’s desk to be read a copy 
of a letter which appeared in last Sunday’s Post. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


MINGS.] 

Mr. PAYNE (interrupting the reading). Mr. Speaker, is it de- 
sired to have that whole letter read? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is of opinion that this is not privi- 
iagos matter; it does not come within the provisions of the rule, 

. TALBERT. I ask unanimous consent to have the letter 

printed in the RECORD, 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the gentle- 
man from South Carolina that this letter be printed in the RECORD? 

Mr. PAYNE. I object. 

LIGHT AND FOG SIGNAL, BUFFALO, R. Y. 


Mr. SHERMAN. [ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill which I ask the Clerk to read, 
The Clerk read as follows: 
AURERE oe aaa Cone 
votat, efo, hns earo — ——— 
stations, at a cost not to exceed $45,000. a 
eee ee Has this bill been reported by any com- 


1900. 


Mr. SHERMAN. This bill, Mr. Speaker, was p in con- 
formity with the request of the Light-House Board by the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. ALEXANDER]. It was thereaftergub- 
mitted tothe War tment for report thereon; anda was 


returned favorable to the bill, after which it was un 
8 by the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

here being no objection, the House proceeded to the consider- 
ation of the bill; which was ordered to be engrossed and read a 
third time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. SHERMAN, The committee reported an amendment to 
the title of the bill. 

The amendment was read, as follows: 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill to establish light and fog stations to 
mark the main southern entrance of the new breakwater at ‘alo, N. X.“ 

The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the title will be 
amended as proposed by the committee. 

There was no objection. 

On motion of Mr. SHERMAN, a motion to reconsider the vote 
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


HEIRS, ETC., OF PHILIP M'LOSKEY AND JOHN HAGAN. 


Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. I ask the present consideration of 
the bill which I send to the desk. 5 

The bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the heirs and assignees of 
Philip McLoskey and John Hagan was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the title of the heirs of Philip McLoskey and John 
Hagan, late of Mo Ala., d , or of such person or persons as toon 
signment, er, or conveyance from, through, or under the said Philip 
1 John Hagan may have claims thereto, to that certain prop- 
erty in the city of Mobile, Ala., particularly described as follows, to wit: 


ing at the northeast corner of Royal and Conti streets and running 
north 74° e 


east a distance of 112 feet 8 inches to a fence, thence north 18 
west a distance of 113 feet 6 inches to a stake, thence south 74° 30’ west a dis- 
tance of 108 feet 9 inches to the east side of Royal street, thence south 16° 2” 
east a distance of 113 feet 6 inches to the place of beginning be, and the 

is hereby, confirmed, tively, to the heirs of the said Philip M y 
and John Hagan, or to t ees or grantees to whom they may haye 
conveyed the same or any part thereof during their lives, according to the 
rights which the said heirs, nees, or grantees may have 
thereto from, through, or under the said Philip Me ey and John Hagan: 
Provided, is confirmation only extend to the relinquishment of 
any title which the United States may have to said land. 

Mr. PAYNE. Reserving the right to object, I should like to 
hear an lanation of this bill. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, this bill was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, and after careful investiga- 
tion it was discovered that in 1828 an act was passed authorizing 
the purchase of a site for a custom-house in the city of Mobile. 
Three separate lots of land were offered for sale to the Govern- 
ment for that purpose. A conveyance was madeof this lot by 
the owners, McLoskey and Hagan, in 1830. The Government de- 
clined to receive the conveyance on account of a defect in the 
title to the property; but the conveyance made by the owners was 
recorded in the probate office of Mobile County, and remains of 
record still. 

The Government thereafter purchased another of the three lots 
on which the custom-house, as it now stands, was erected. 

The conveyance of this lot, made by the owners in 1830 to the 
Government, being of record, remains asa cloud upon the title in 
the hands of the present owners. The sole object of this bill is to 
remove the cloud upon that title. The report of the committee is 
unanimous in favor of the of the bill. 

Mr. LACEY. As I understand, the Secretary of the Treasury 
caused a search of therecords to be made and ascertained that the 
Government had never pe anything for this property. 

Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama. Yes, and so reported to the com- 


ously 


mittee, 
There baing no 3 the House proceeded to the considera- 
tion of the bill, which was ordered to be en and read a third 


time; and it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
PERSONAL EXPLANATION. 


ae FRON I ask unanimous consent to correct a newspaper 
statement. 3 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks per- 
mission to make a brief personal statement. Is there objection? 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROW. Mr. Speaker, some of the newspapers have stated 
that I said in an interview that the Puerto Rican tariff bill was 
an outrage and a robbery on the people of Puerto Rico. I voted 
for that tariff bill as it passed the House, and the only objection 
I had to it was that it imposed duties at 15 per cent of the present 
rates instead of 25 or more. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, We would like to hear what the gentle- 
man is saying. 

Mr. GROW. Iam “ange A correcting a newspaper statement. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But we want to hear you. 

Mr. GROW. All right. I will speak a little louder. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. We are always delighted to hear the gen- 


tleman. 
Mr. GROW. Thank you. 
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Mr. 
said in an interview that the Puerto 


Speaker in some of the news it was stated that I had 
r T Miosa tariff bill was an out- 
e and robbery on the people of Puerto Rico. I voted for that 


bill and should have voted for it if the duty imposed had been 25 


per cent of the Dingley rates instead of 15; and I think it ought 


to be still higher, as the best and wisest mode to relieve the people 
of thatisland and enable them to restore their prostrate industries, 

Now, by permission of the House, I desire to correct one other 
statement published in some of the newspapers in Pennsylvania, 
which statement was that I had voted to admit Brigham H. Rob- 
erts as a Re ntative from Utah. Before Congress assembled, 
in an interview which was correctly published in the Washington 
papers, I stated that whatever was a good and sufficient reason 
for expelling a member from a seat in the House was a and 
sufficient reason for excluding him from taking a seat, and I voted 
in that way. 

That newspaper rters should make inaccurate statements 
is something that I never should trouble myself about, for in get- 
ting general information afloat everybody is liable to that; but 
when a statement is made which is exactly the opposite of the 
real facts and record in a case I think it proper to correct it. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If any gentlemen desire to make any 
apologies for their votes on the Puerto Rican bill, I hope they 
may be heard. 

Mr. PAYNE. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON] be allowed to explain why he 
changed front on the appropriation bill for Puerto Rico in forty 
minutes. 

: Mr. 1 I am entirely satisfied with my course on 
on. 


THE FINANCIAL BILL. 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker 
The SPEAKER. The gentieman from Indiana [Mr. OVER- 
STREET] calls up the special order, which the Clerk report. 


The Clerk read as follows: 

by unanimous consent, it was ordered that 
on eee next, March 13, immediately after the reading of the Journal, the 
shi roceed to the consideration of the conf 


‘erence report on H. R. 
“A bill to detine and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity of 


forms of money issued or coined by the United States, and for other pur- 
Wand at 4.30 9 m. a vote shall be taken on the adoption of the 
report. (Order made M: 8.) 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will call the attention of the gen- 
tlemen from Indiana to the fact that the statement of the House 
conferees was read and that the reading of the conference report 
on the financial bill was waived. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I merely wish to say at the outset, Mr. 
Speaker, that I assume that the time is to be — divided, one- 
half to be controlled by og ie and the other by the gentle- 
man from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], although that was not a 
part of the order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVER- 
STREET] asks unanimous consent that the time be equally divided 
between himself and the gentleman from Tennessee. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none, and that order is made, 

‘The tleman from Indiana. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, in order to bring pe 
before the House any differences which may exist between the bi 
as it originally passed this House and the bill as reported by the 
conference committee, I desire to present them for the 1 in- 
formation of the House in such form as will be readily understood. 

In explaining the provisions of the original House bill at the 
time the debate thereon was begun, on December 11, 1899, I sub- 
mitted an analysis of the bill in the following language: 

SUMMARY. 

The hill is drawn in eleven sections, Sections * 8, and 4 provide for the 
establishment and maintenance of the gold standard. 

Sections 5 and 6 provide for the coinage of subsidiary coin and worn and 
uncurrent coins, and the repeal of the statute limiting the issue of subsidiary 
coin and fractional currency to $50,000,000. 

Section 7 provides for the issue of United States notes and Treasury notes 
in such denominations, not less than $1, as the Secretary of the Treasury may 
re 85 d also for the issue of silver certificates in denominations only of 


Sections 8 and 9 provide for the issue of national-bank note circulation to 
the par yalue of the bonds deposited for their security. 5 

Section 10 provides for the repeal of the tax upon national-bank note circu- 
lation and the substitution of a tax of one-fifth of 1 per cent upon the fran- 
chises of national banks as measured by their capital, surplus, and undivided 


rofits. 
s Section 11 authorizes the organization of national banks with acapital stock 
of $25,000 in towns having a population of 2,000 inhabitants or less. 

Jam . to inform the House that all of the principles enu- 
merated in the foregoing summary have been fully preserved in 
the bill as agreed upon by the cqnferees, with the single exception 
of section 10, which provides for the repeal of the tax upon na- 
tional bank note circulation and the substitution of a tax of one- 
fifth of 1 per cent upon the franchises of national banks, as meas- 
ured by their capital, surplus, and undivided profits. 

In order to permit direct-comparison between the summary 
made of the original House bill and the provisions contained in 


ss 


* 
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Marcu 13, 


the bill as finally agreed upon by the conference committee, I sub- Mr.SHAFROTH. Well, now, will the gentleman state whether 


mit the following analysis of the bill as so a upon, following 
the language of the summary in the original so far as the same 
is applicable: : 
SUMMARY. 

The bill is drawn in fourteen sections. 

Sections KES and 4 provide for the establishment and maintenance of 
the gold st: 

Section 5 provides for the cancellation of Treasury notes and the issue of 
silver ce cates in their stead against silver dollars as coined. 


Section 6 authorizes the issue of gold certificates and repeals the statute 
relative to the issue of currency certificates. 

Section 7 provides for the issue of United States notes in denominations of 
$10 and upward, as the Secretary of the Treasury may prescribe, and also for 
the issue of silver certificates in denominations of $10 and under. except dis- 


cretion is 95 the Secret: of the Treasury to issue not exceeding in the 
aggregato 0 per cent of the total volume of silver certificates in denomina- 
ons of $20, $50, and $100. 


Sections 8 and 9 provide for the 5 of subsidiary coins and worn and 
maen A ae limits the issue of subsidiary coin and fractional cur- 
rency to 

Section 10 authorizes the organization of national banks with a capital 
stock of $25,000 in towns saving a ulation of 3,000 inhabitants or less. 

Section 11 authorizes the refun DR the outstan bonds of the United 
States payable in 1904, 1907, and 1908 into 2 per cent gold-bearing bonds pay- 
able after thirty Bs oy 

Section 12 provides that any national banking association depositing the 2 
per cent bon 3 for by this act as security for their circulating notes 
shall be entitled to increase their circulating notes to the par value of bonds 
n dence saaa not exceeding, however, the amount of their capital stock actu- 
— 13 provides that every national banking association using the said 
2 per cent bonds as security for their 3 shall pay a tax of 
one-fourth of 1 per cent half year in lieu of the existing tax of one-half 
of I per cent each half year upon the average amount of such of its notes in 
circulation as are based upon said bonds. 

Section 14 provides that this act is not intended “to preclude the accom- 
plishment of international bimetallism whenever conditions shall make it 
expedient and practicable to secure the same by concurrent action of the 
leading nations of the world and at a ratio which shall insure 
permanence of relative value between gold and silver.” 


Mr. Speaker, these twosummaries demonstrate that every prin- 

ciple which was contained in the original House bill has been pre- 
served except the single provision relative to the taxation upon 
national-bank franch: There is a difference, of course, in the 
numbers of the sections, and some immaterial changes have been 
made, which do not go to the root of the measure as it originally 
passed the House. 

On that same occasion I used this language: 

To firmly fix gold as the standard of value in So terms, made 


fully operative by all r safeguards, and dispel all ring doubt from 
the mind of the publie reiative to its monetary standard, is the object of the 
on pi 


I am pleased to say to the members of this side of the Chamber 
at least that that object therein recited has not been lost sight of, 
and is to-day the essential and paramount object of the bill re- 
ported by the conference committee. 

On that occasion I said, ‘‘ The first and most important feature 
of the proposed bill, as contained in the first four sections, is the 
establishment of the gold standard in law.” That statement is 
8 applicable to the bill under consideration at the present 

our. 


It is true, Mr. Speaker, that the conferees, in an effort to amal- 
gamate the best parts in both the measures as passed by their 
respective Houses, have, by change of arrangement in the bill. 
brought into closer relation those provisions which we thought 
should be brought into closer relation, without thought of pride 
of authorship and with an eye e to the purpose of fixing 
a well-arranged, properly safeguarded gold-standard measure, 
which should become the base rock for the business of this coun- 
try and dispel from the public mind all further doubt relative to 
the standard of value. 

I report through this committee these differences thus briefly 
outlined, to show, first, that the conferees on the part of the House, 
confronted by able gentlemen representing the other side of Con- 
gress, have been able thus to save those principles which we origi- 
nally advocated in the House bill. It is true there are certain pro- 
visions in this bill not originally in the House bill, but not one in 
this bill which is ont of harmony or out of accord with the propo- 
sition to establish the gold standard in law. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, Mr. Speaker, I should like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question, 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTLH. I should like to know this, as a matter of 
information: You claiming that you retain the features of the 
Honse billin this conference report, do you think, under the bill 
as it is now reported by the conferees, that the Secretary of the 


Treasury has the power to redeem the silver dollars in gold: 


Mr. OVERSTREET. He has.not the power to redeem silver 
dol'ars in gold under this bill, and he never had it under the 
House bill. > 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Well, I differ with the gentleman on that. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Under the House bill, as I will be able 
to show clearly, he had the discretiónary power to exchange gold 
for silver in order to maintain the parity. 


1 5 ct gives the same power to exchange silver for gold and gold 
or silver? i 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iam pleased to say that the House con- 
ferees were able to make that not a discretionary power, but a 
mandatory duty upon the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain 
3 of these two metals in any way necessary to maintain 

at parity. t 

Mr. Speaker, I am glad that that inquiry was made, for the 
reason that it enables me to demonstrate the necessity of the 
change in the first section of the bill. The original House bill 
gave a mere definition of the standard, while in the new bill we 
coupled with the definition of the standard the mandatory du 
on the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain the parity of 
forms of money with the standard. He is enabled under a subse- 
quent section of the bill to utilize the arse when once they 
have been redeemed for the purpose of maintaining the parity. 

Under the House bill, as under this bill, the greenbacks and 
Treasury notes are redeemed in gold, while the same provision 
that now obtains relative to the reissue of greenbacks is author- 
ized in this bill. But under the stipulations of this bill, when the 
greenbacks have once been redeemed, they can not be again reis- 
sued except in exchange for gold or, as the language of the bill 
recites, ‘for any other lawful purpose the public interest may 
reguire,” except the greenbacks when once redeemed can not be 
used for the payment of current expenses. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, Does the gentleman understand that this 
provision providing for the refunding of the public debt is to 
escape the consequence of making debts, public and private, imme- 
diately convertible into gold in consequence of the House bill? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The second section of the House bill con- 
tained a provision that all public and private debts should be paid 
in conformity with the gold standard. That provision is omitted 
from the present bill, and it is omitted for two reasons. It was 
not an essential feature, as I had stated in opening the debate on 
the House bill. - 

First, because there is a question of law whether or not such a 
provision would not be retroactive, and therefore not sound law; 
the second reason is that, having fixed the gold standard, the Gov- 
ernment having so recognized it, and pio ded for the conversion 
of all outstanding bonds into gold-bearing bonds under that 
standard, there would be no necessity for a specific law relative 
to the payment of private obligations under the standard, for the 
reason that private obligations invariably reflect Government 
obligations, and if the gold standard is fixed so far as the Govern- 
ment is concerned, private obligations hereafter entered into would 
naturally follow the standard of the Government. 

: Mr. SNODGRASS, I want to ask the gentleman another ques- 


ion. 
Mr. OVERSTREET. I object. I would not like to answer at 
this time any question on the refunding of the debt. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. My only object is to be informed about this 
matter, and 1 would like the gentleman’s opinion. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Make your question short. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does the gentleman understand the p 
of this bill is to make all debts and obligations of the Government 
payable in gold? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The specific recital of this billis that the 
standard unit of value shall be the gold dollar, and then we re- 
convert the bonded obligations of the Government into gold 
bonds, which makes the Government obligations payable in gold 
so far as the bonded debt is concerned. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS, Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I decline to yield to any further questions. 
I do not want to bedrawn into the question of the refunding of the 
debt at this time. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. I am pursuing the same inquiry. Will you 
allow me another question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I can not yield now. 

Now. Mr. Speaker, section 2 of the original House bill, in addi- 
tion to the provision for the redemption of the greenbacks aud the 
Treasury notes in gold, made provision for a reserve fund to guar- 
antee such spewed pean and the amount of that gold fund was 
fixed at one-fourth of the outstanding greenbacks and Treasury 
notes. The conferees have thought best to fix a specific sum in- 
stead of an uncertain sum, and have made the reserve fund 8150. 
000,000 in place of fixing a sliding scale governed by the outstand- 
ing greenbacks and Treasury notes. 

The purpose of the reserve fund is solely for the redemption of 
the greenbacks and Treasury notes, and the method of maintain- 
ing the reserve fund under this bill is quite simiiar to the method 
provided in the original House bill. We make it, however, more 
direct and more specific, leaving no doubt whatever of the pur- 
pose of the reserve fund. For it does provide that greenbacks 
once redeemed can not be reissued except in exchange for gold. 
Mr. NEVILLE. Will the gentleman permit a question there? 


1900. 
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Mr. OVERSTREET. I will. A 

Mr. NEVILLE. What contin y do you expect to arise that 
will cause any person holding the gold to take it to the counter 
and ask for greenbacks in exchange or silver in exchange for it? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The gentleman is uninformed as to the 
recent history of the Treasury Department, where a great volume 
of gold was presented for greenbacks in order to obtain money 
for greater convenience. 
Mr. BROSIUS. Over twenty millions last year. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; over twenty millions, 

Mr. NEVILLE. That applies to silver. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It applies to both. Under this provision, 

ury 


-where we make the provision that the Secretary of the Treas 


may in his discretion use said notes in exchange for gold or to 
purchase or redeem any bonds of the United States, we also per- 
mit him to use the greenbacks in order to redeem or liquidate the 
public debt, and also for any other lawful purpose the public in- 
terest may require. This would permit the use of greenbacks for 
the maintenance of parity between gold and other forms of money, 
except this bi l provides a specific exception—except that they 
shall not be used to meet deficiencies in the current revenue. The 
further stipulation is put there, in order that the endless chain 
may be certainly broken, providing the reissue shall be only in 
exchange for gold, and then that they shall under no conditions 
be used for the payment of the current expenses. 

In the period during the Cleveland Administration, when the 
revenues were far below the expenditures, the reserve fund was 
drawn upon by presentation of greenbacks. and in that way the 
current expenses were defrayed. Under this bill that occasion 
can never again arise, because the current expenses would neces- 
sarily be met in some other way. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman allow me an 
interruption? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Do I understand that the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury will have the right under this bill to use 
the reserve fund to exchange for silver dollars when presented? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. He will not. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. He has the right to redeem green- 
backs or Treasury notes? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The sole pu of the reserve fund is 
for the redemption of mbacks and Treasury notes. Under the 
fifth section of the bill the Treasury notes are canceled when 
received into the Treasury, so that in time it will result that the 
Sac on fund will be used solely for the redemption of green- 

acks. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Are the greenbacks canceled? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No; they are reissued, but they can not 


be used for current expenses. 
IAMS. But they can be used for any 


Mr. JAMES R. W 
other purposes? ; 

Mr. OVERSTREET. They can be used to exchange for gold. 
In the event that the parity was questioned a silver dollar could 
not be presented for redemption, as my friend from Colorado says, 
but a silver certificate conid be exchanged for a greenback before 
redemption, and that could be used to draw upon the reserve fund. 

80 that with the limitation provided in the bill, if the question 
of parity between gold and silver should be raised, the silver cer- 
tificates could be presented there in exchange for greenbacks so 
long as the greenback had not been once redeemed, and that green- 
back could be presented for gold, which would make the gold 
reserve an indirect support to the parity. 
ae JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Now, one other question right 

ere. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes; if it is a question in that line. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS, It is. If I did not misunder- 
stand the gentleman, he said that this bill agreed upon now re- 
quired the Secretary of the Treasury—that is, commanded him— 
to exchange gold for silver coin when presented. s 

Mr. OVERSIREET. Oh, the gentleman misunderstood me. I 
said nothing of the kind. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Is it discretionary with him? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. It is not. I said that we make it the 
mandatory duty of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain such 

rity. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. How? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to my friend from IIlinois that 
a wise Secretary of the Treasury, if it became necessary, would 
exchange gold {or silver if that was the only alternative. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS, Then ought you not to give him 
some way to raise the gold to make the exchange? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. He has the power to raise the gold by 
issuing bonds. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. He could not use the reserve fund? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. No; the reserve fund is sacred. 

Mr. GRIGGS. Will the gentleman from Indiana permit me a 
question? 


’ 


Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, if it is upon this point. 

Mr. GRIGGS. It is exactly on this point. I understood the 
eg to say that under this bill you exchange greenbacks 

or go > 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Carny 

Mr. GRIGGS.. He would not have the right to exchange the 
silver certificates for gold, but he would have a right to exchange 
the silver certificates for greenbacks? 
ar > ERSTREET. Not where the greenback has been once 

eemed. i 

Mr. GRIGGS, I understand, therefore, that this makes the 
silver certificate equal to the greenback. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, It ought to be wherever we undertake to 
give a parity to all forms of money. 

Mr. GRIGGS. And the greenback is equal to gold. 

Mr. OVERSTREET, That is right. 

Mr. GRIGGS. But the silver certificate is not equal to gold; 
in other words, things equal to the same thing are not equal to 
each other. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The silver certificate is not redeemable 
in gold. There is no difference in the purchasing power or debt- 
paying power of any of the forms of money where the parity is 
absolutely maintained. : 

Mr. SNODGRASS rose. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I must decline to yield further. In the 
original House bill section 2 contained the provision that none of 
the provisions of the bill should affect the legal-tender quality of 
any of the forms of money now given legal-tender power. The 
committee have thought it best to place that provision in a sepa- 
rate section; hence section 3 embodies specifically that provision— 
that nothing in this act shall affect the legal-tender quality as now 
provided for the different forms of money. 

Section 4 of this bill corresponds to section 3 of the House bill, 
which gates the various trust funds in the Treasury, which 
are held there for the redemption of outstanding certificates, and 
specifies that those trust funds shall be held sacred for that pur- 

and used in no other way. 

Section 5 is a new section. It isin the exact terms of the Senate 
bill, and provides that Treasury notes, when received at the Treas- 
my. shall be canceled. We make the Treasury note equal to a 
gold dollar, and then we cancel it and issue in its stead silver dol- 
lars, or certificates based upon that dollar, as rapidly as the silver 
bullion, which was purchased under the Sherman law that gave 
creation to the Treasury notes. is coined, In that way one form 
of money will eventually be obliterated, and the Treasury notes, 
having first been made equal to gold certificates, will be retired. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does the gentleman know the amount of 
the seigniorage now in the Treasury? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Treasury notes? 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Can the gentleman state the amount of the 
silver seigniorage now in the Treasury in consequence of the pur- 
chase of silver bullion under the act to which he just referred? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. The amount of the Treasury notes now 
e is about 888, 000, 000, I think. I have not the figures 
at hand. 

Section 6 is a new section and is a modification of a section con- 
tained in the Senate bill. It authorizes the issne of gold certifi- 
cates. At present these are issued under a clouded provision of 
law which specifies that they may not be reissued when the gold 
in the reserve fund fails below 8100, 000.000. It is thought best to 
make a specific statute of this provision; and hence authority is 
given providing that these certificates may be issued in denomina- 
tions not less than $20, but shall not be issued when the gold re- 
serve falls below $100,000,000. 

The statute authorizing the issue of the currency certificates is 
repealed. The function now performed by the currency certifi- 
cate in settlement of large balances will be performed by the go d 
certificate in the future, permission being given by this section to 
issue, at the discretion of the Secretary of the Treasury, gold cer- 
tificates in denominations of $10,000, that being the denomination 
of the present currency certificate. 

Section 7 is a modification of both the House and Senate bill 
relative to the denominations of the silver certificates and green- 
backs. Under this provision greenbacks will hereafter be reissued 
only in denominations of $10 and upward, and silver certificates 
in denominations of $10 and under, the transfer between the two 
forms being made as nearly simultaneous as possible, so as not to 
3 the general volume of any form of such certificates out- 
standing. 

In other words, as rapidly as silver certificates of the denomina- 
tion of $10 and upward are canceled and certificates of $10 and 
under reissued, a corresponding volume of greenbacks of denom- 
inations under $10 shall be reissued in denominations of $10 and 
upward. This carries out the principle of the original House bill, 
giving the field of small trade and everyday business to the silver 
coin and certificates. 2 

Sections 8 and 9 correspond to sections 5 and 6 of the original 
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House 5 for the coinage of subsidiary coin out of the 


bullion ased under the law of 1890 and the recoinage of worn 
and uncurrent coins. But instead of repealing the statute limit- 
ing such issue to $50,000,000, as the House bill provided, we herein 
limit that issue to $100,000,000, and make the other provisions in 
these two sections 5 same as the corresponding sections 
numbered 5 and 6 in the House bill. 

Section 10 corresponds exactly to section 11 of the House bill, 
except that national banks of $25,000 capital are authorized in 
towns haying a population of 3,000 or less instead of 2,000 or less, 
as was provided in the House bill. In other words, the House 
fixed the limitation of inhabitants at 2,000, the Senate bill fixed it 
at 4,000, and the compromise is 3,000. 

Sections 11, 12, and 13 make provision for the refunding of the 
bonds of 1904, 1907, and 1908 into 2 per cent gold-bearing bonds 
payable after thirty years, and providing further for the increase 
of k- note circulation to the par value of the bonds held by the 
banks, provided such bonds shall be 2 per cent bonds authorized 
by this act, and it reduces the tax upon such circulation from 1 
per cent annually to one-half of 1 per cent annually. 

Mr. CALDWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CALDWELL. Will the gentleman give us the reason for 
increasing the circulation of the national banks from 90 per cent 
of the amount of their bonds to 100 per cent, as provided in this 


rt? 

er. OVERSTREET. Why, Mr. Speaker, this provision has 
been contained in a number of bills 8 by members of both 

litical parties and advocated by them; has been recommended 
by many Comptrollers of the Currency, Secretaries of the Treas- 
ury, and Presidents of the United States. The bill that passed 
the House contained that same provision, and it is incorporated 
in this ee under the limitations of the provisions of the refunding 

on. 4 s à 

1 r. WILSON of South Carolina. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Indiana yield to the 
gentleman from South Carolina? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield, if it is just for a question. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. As the bill left the House the 
taxation was on the assets, on the franchises. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That, I have stated, has been omitted, 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina, Will the gentleman explain 
to the House why that omission has occurred? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. That has been omitted for the reason that 

it could not proper! or wisely be made a part of the provisions 
governing the refunding plan, and the plan which I was just about 
to 5 will explain that in full, and I will take it up at this 

nt. 

nder this provision all of the outstanding bonds payable in 
1904, 1907, and 1908, drawing respectively 5, 4, and 3 per cent 
interest, are refunded into gold-bearing 2 per cent bonds payable 
after thirty years. It has been the universal policy of this Gov- 
ernment to refund its national debt into lower interest-bearing 
bonds whenever the conditions would = it. 

In 1870 the Government authorized the issue of $1,500,000,000 in 
bonds, $500,000,000 of which drew 5 per cent interest, payable 
$200,000,000 after ten years and 8300, 000.000 after fifteen years, and 
$1,000,000,000, in 4 per cent bonds, payable after thirty years. 

The proposition here to refund the national debt is in complete 
harmony with the policy which this Government has ever followed, 
and is made possible by establishing a standard cf value which 
shall be unequivocal in its terms and about which there can be no 

uestion of doubt. I say thatif it were not for the provision 

emg beyond dispute the gold standard in law it would not, in my 

judgment, be possible at this time to refund the public debt on a 
t basis. 


2 cen 

The amounts respectively of the outstanding 3 per cent, 4 per 
cent, and 5 cent bonds which may be refunded, together with 
the dates of issue and maturity of the same, outstanding February 
1, 1900, are as follows: 
Three percents, mature after Angus: 1, 19088 . $198, 791, 440 
Four percents, mature July 1, 1007 ---- 545,345,350 
Five percents, mature February 1, 100 --- 95,009, T00 


BN EN a TA AE TE a E A A, 839, 146, 490 
Amounts outstanding of bonds not subject to refunding: 
Extended 2 percents, option of the United States $25, 304, 500 
Four percents of 1075, mature February 1, 192 162, 315, 400 
D I E e E E ss A a SP e 187, 679, 900 


Pe eae bonded debt of the Government now being $1,026,- 
The reason why the extended 2 per cent bonds are not refunded 
is that it certainly is not good business policy to trade a thirty- 
year 2 per cent bond for a2 per cent bond payable on demand. 
Mr. NOONAN, And whyare not the 4 percents which mature 
in 1925 to be refunded? 


sinking fund for the purpose of e. that interest, and 
therefore these extended fours of 1925 are not given the privilege 
of being refunded. e 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Before the gentleman passes 
from this section I should like to ask him a question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Just a moment. ° 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. There is a provision in this bill, 
as I understand, in favor of international bimetallism. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will reach that. 


Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. I want to refer to the question 


the gentleman is now discussing. Of course we have no right to 
doubt the sincerity of that statement. 7 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I will say to the gentleman that that 

8 is not pertinent to this point. I will reach that in due 
Ime, 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. It is on this question of refund- 

mg Now, what I want to say is this— 
. OVERSTREET, Say it quick. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. We have until half past 4 o'clock, 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands the gentleman to de- 
cline to yield further. : 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Iyield to the 1 for a question. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. And I will frame the question. 
If these bonds are refunded and made payable in gold, and the 
Republican party should continue in power and should in a few 

ears secure international bimetallism, then these bonds could not 
paid in silver coined under that kind of bimetallism, 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Unquestionably not. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Does the refunding of these bonds, 
according to the provisions of this bill, encourage bimetallism in 
the United States? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. There is absolutely nothing in this bill 
that gives the slightest hope for international bimetallism under 
present conditions, [Ap use on the Republican side.] 

Mr. JAMES R. WI LIAMS. Very well. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. We hold out no encouragement for that, 
and I will say frankly to the gentleman that the provisions of this 
bill make it practically and absolutely impossible for this Govern- 
ment ever to have international bimetallism or the free coinage of 
silver at the ratio of 16 to1. [Applause on the ublican side. 
„„ of Mississippi. Who is that clause intend 

0⁰ 


Mr. NOONAN. I should like to ask the gentleman one question 
on this point. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Now, Mr. Speaker, I can not yield an 
further. I am infringing on the time of others who are entitl 
to be heard, . 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Why was that clause placed in the confer- 


ence report? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. i 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Under that provision, Mr. Speaker, it is 
8 to have the refunding of those 8839, 000, 000 of outstanding 

ds into 2 per cent bonds on the Ist day of April, 1900, at an 
expense to the Government of $84,547.591. The proyision limits 
the exchange of these three classes of bonds to the basis of 24 per 
cent interest. Therefore at 1 these three classes 
of bonds may be quoted it is impossible for the exchange to be 
made upon a basis in excess of 2} per cent to the investor. 

The amount of interest which the Government would pay u 
to the maturity of these three classes of bonds would exc 
$226,000,000. At 2 per cent interest, up to the maturity of the 
bonds, the Government would pay $119,000,000 and upward, 
making a saving to the Government of over $106,000,000. 

Deducting from that $106,000,000 in saving of interest the $84,- 
000,000 necessary for the anticipation of interest, or, if you please, 
for the purchase of the bonds, that would leave a net saving of 
interest upon these three classes of bonds of $22,019,553, so that as 
a question of economy the refunding proposition is wise and sound 
in finance. This saving is clearly set forth in the following table: 

The total expense and saving to the Government if all outstanding bonds 
of 1904, 1907, and 1908 were refunded into the new twos, on 2} per cent basis, 
April 1, 1900: 

Bonds outstanding, February 1, 1900. 


e OE IOE barono ase RRE panera AEA NASAS $545, 345, 350 
Pi Ges Oe AOS A O EE . uiaseeata ated ease 95, 009, 700 
yira ALA DSN 198, 791, 440 
CTT. E e E A a e a e 839, 145, 490 
Premium paid upon basis of 2} per cent. 
WOGIS OF 10071 BE TIL OTOS 5 = o.oo = op on Se ened aeees A ON $63, 677, 250 
Fives of 1904, at 110.0727 — 9.570,04 
Threes of 1908, at 105.6845 — 11,300,299 
N S E E 84, 547, 501 


Fours of 1907 
Fives of 1901 
Threes of 


Total saving : 

Mr. SNODGRASS., Does the gentleman except—— 

Mr. OVERSTREET. But, Mr. Speaker, another 5 con- 
tained in the bill which makes it more nearly possible for speedy 
refunding is this: The national banks which exchange bonds for 
the new 2 per cent bonds are permitted to increase their circula- 
tion to the par value of the bonds. The national banks have before 
Doen caed upon to aid the Government in the placement of its 

nds. ; 

There was held by the national banks, of these three classes of 
bonds, for the security of national bank note circulation, $203,- 
493,270, on the 28th day of February last. There is now held by 
the banks, of these three classes of bonds, for the security of pub- 
lic moneys, $77,275,830. In other words, the banks to-day hold in 
these three classes of bonds $280,7693100. 

These bonds may be exchanged at the Treasury for 2 per cent 
gold-bearing bonds, payable after thirty years upon a basis not 
exceeding 2} per cent in the exchange. The policy of this act 
will be to give the banks which will take the opportunity to 
make such an exchange the power and privilege to increase their 
note circulation to the par value of the bonds deposited, not ex- 
ceeding, however, the total amount of the capital stock paid in. 
In addition to that, a second privilege is given the bank, namely, 
the tax upon outstanding circulating notes will be reduced to one- 
half of the present tax, the same now being 1 per cent annually. 

Mr. WILSON of South Carolina. Why have the conferees re- 
ceded from the provision as it passed the House? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In order to make it easier and, in our 
judgment, feasible and expedient to refund these $339,000,000 of 
bonds into 2 per cent bonds, we must make a field for such bonds. 
We make a field through the national banks, an avenue which is 
not a stranger to this method of finance. National banks will 
hasten to make exchange of those high interest rate bonds, per- 
mitting the Government to be relieved from them at once, effect- 
ing a saving of over $22,000,000 to the Government. 

Now, that proposition would not admit of a tax upon the bank 
franchise, because a tax upon the bank franchise would not be an 
inducement for the refunding of the present outstanding bonds 
bearing 3, 4, and 4 per cent interest. : 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Has the gentleman considered 
whether the receipts of the Government from the tax on the na- 
tional banks under this bill would be in excess of the present 
receipts from that source? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. In the judgment of the committee the 
receipts from the tax upon bank-note circulation would be sub- 
stantially the same under this provision as under the old, because 
while the rate is decreased, the volume of national bank note cir- 
culation will be increased. The banks upon the bonds now held 
by them will be permitted to enlarge their circulation about 
$26,000,000 without depositing any other bonds. 

The provision for the establishment of small banks of $25,000 
capital stock will unquestionably encourage the establishment of 
a very large number of banks of that character, which will in all 
3 issue note circulation to the full 5 5 value of their 

mds. That will increase the bank: note circulation and bring a 
large volume of tax from that source. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him 
a question right there? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I said in my original remarks upon the 
House bill that under the standard 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend for a moment. 
Wien a gentleman desires to ask a question of a gentleman hav- 
ing the floor, he must first address the Chair. If the speaker says 
he declines to yield further, there is no use pressing a question. 
When he does not take that position, the Chair will gladly submit 
a request of any member if the gentleman desires. The gentle- 
man from Indiana says he does not desire to be interrupted, yet 
himself has yielded to the gentleman from Illinois. So that the 
remarks of the Chair apply equally to the gentleman addressing 
the House as to a gentleman desiring to ask a question. 

Mr. OVERST. T. Ihave yielded to so many gentlemen on 


the other side of the aisle, that I felt justified in yielding to one 
on this side. 

As I have said, there is no provision in this bill not in accord 
with the bill as it the House. The refunding principle of 
this bill is made possible by the establishment of the gold stand- 
ard in law. 

I stated in the opening debate upon the House bill that when 
the standard shall be permanently established, and all doubt of 
its stability removed, the parity of all our money will be fully 

ized, and the kind of money in which payment shall be 
made will rarely, if ever, be the subject of dispute. When cer- 
tainty shall take the place of doubt, and the in ity of our credit 
be as fixed as the honor of the nation, the national debt can be 


073 | readily refunded at lower interest rates and future loans nego- 


tiated with ease upon ‘better terms than ever before.” The plan 
of refunding the debt is made feesible and practicable with the 
establishment of the gold standard in law. 

Mr. Speaker, that brings me to the last section of the bill, which 
is a provision that this act is not intended to preclude the accom- | 
plishment of international bimetallism whenever conditions shall 
make it expedient and practicable to secure the same by concur- | 
rent action of the leading commercial nations of the world and at 
a ratio which shall insure permanence of relative value between 
gold and silver.” : 

Mr. Speaker, this provision contains no legislative effect not 
now provided ‘for by the act of 1897, under which the last effort 
for international bimetallism was made. This provision does not 
interfere with the operation of the act oe either for the 
gold standard or the refunding of the public debt. This provision 
will give no encouragement nor hope for the independent action 
of this Government in establishing free silver coinage at a ratio of | 
16 to 1. The only terms under which it will be possible will be 
under the concurrent action of the leading commercial nations of 
the world and at a ratio which shall make permanent the relative 
value of the two metals. 

I say, Mr. Speaker, this provision in effect merely says that the 
act of 1897 has not been repealed; it says not only that this act 
does not foreclose a future effort, but, sir, it goes even further. It 
says in terms that while it does not foreclose nor repeal the pro- 
visions of the act of 1897, the accomplishment of such an inter- 
national agreement can be had only when conditions shall make 
it expedient and practicable, and then only when it can be con- 
curred in by the leading commercial nations of the world. And 
if conditions should change, and the leading commercial nations 
of the world should concur, it can then be made possible only by 
making that ratio in conformity with the relative values of the 
two metals. 

It has been thought advisable to insert this, in order that it 
would put at rest any further controversy as to the methods and 
plans which might be pursued for such an ent. I repeat, 
it gives neither hope nor encouragement to the free coinage of sil- 
ver at the ratio of 16 to 1, because that ratio is out of proportion 
to the relative values of the two metals. It puts the last nail in 
the coffin of that party which seeks an independent action on the 
part of the American Government. Itsays in explicit terms that 
conditions which exist in this country, as well as in others, shall be 
considered to disclose whether it is expedient and practical even 
to make such an effort. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. . I will permit a question from the gentle- | 
man from Colorado, because I told him a while ago that when I 
reached this point I would yield. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I wish to know whether the gentleman re- 
gards the conditions as they are now, or as they are likely soon to 
occur, when international bimetallism can become practicable? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I do not. 

Mr. SHAFROTH, That is all; I am much obliged. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I say that persons who have had experi- 
ence in legislation know that they can not always obtain what 
theydesire. Ihavenopatience with this proposition. but I yielded, 
as is necessary and wise in many cases, in order to reach an ami- 
cable settlement of differences in legislation. It is sometimes best 
that one should surrender his personal preference for the public 


* 


_ While this provision has no legislative effect, and while it does, 
in my judgment, give no encouragement to those who seek that 
very thing, and especially no hope for an independent action on 
the part of this Government, I would rather take the measure 
even with that blemish upon it than to have no gold-standard 
legislation at all. [Applause on the Republican side.] 

Mr. Speaker, it has been our aim to establish firmly the princi- 
ple of the gold standard, made fully operative, and it is the belief 
of the conferees that this measure it. In my judgment, this 
legislation is of greater importance and more far-reaching in its 
benefits than even we ourselves are prepared to appreciate. 

Great successes move with the least disturbance, and while 
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beneficent principles give little occasion for noise, they move for- 
Lait eed p ivesteps; and this, in my judgment, is one of those 

ecès O 
and little dispute among the people. Underlying the principles 
governing the management of the business of the people of this 
nation will rest this Led rock, solid in its terms, unequivocal in 
its crane and certain in its operation. [Applause on the Re- 
publican side. 

Mr. McRA Mr. Speaker, I want to ask unanimous consent 
to change the leave that was given me on the 18th of last Decem- 
ber. I was then given authority to print remarks on House bill 
No. 1, with an appendix showing an analysis of coinage currency 
then. I will now deliver the speech, and I desire to print the ap- 
pendix of it as of this date. 

The SPEAKER 5 tempore (Mr. CAN NON). The gentleman 
asks leave to extend his remarks in the RECORD, Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.) The Chair hears none. ; 

Mr. MCRAE. Mr. Speaker, thisis the old fight of the national- 
bank circulation against legal tender Government paper money 
which began neariy forty years ago. The greenbacks were issued 
under the acts approved February 25, 1862, July 11, 1862, and 
March 3, 1863. As soon as it became evident to the bankers that 
the Government intended to issue its own paper money, they set 
to work to check it and to have such money funded and the bonds 
issued therefor used as a basis for national-bank notes. 

Before $100.000,000 of them had been issued a bill was intro- 
duced in Congress to create national banks, which had the in- 
dorsement of the then Secretary of the Treasury and President. 
That legislation came as the result of the demand made by the 
English and American bankers, as is shown by the following gen- 
eral order No. 1, issued by them in 1862. It said: 

The great debt that capital will see to is made out of this war must be used 
as the means to control the volumeof money. To accomplish this the money 
must be bonded and the bonds must be basis. ' 

We are now waiting to get the Secretary of the Treasury to make the rec- 
ommendation to Congress. It will not do toallow the greenbacks to circu- 
late as . ged any — 285 of time, for we can not control them; but we 
can control bonds, and through them the bank issues. 

Knowing that they could not control the greenbacks for any 
length of time. they at once set to work to get national banks of 
issue. The fight between national-bank currency and greenbacks 
went on until the banks supposed then, as they do now, that they 
were masters of the situation, and in December, 1865, boldly de- 
mandel the retirement of all legal-tender paper money. The 
Republican Congress passed the following resolution, which de- 
clared the Republican policy: 

Resolved, That this House cordially concurs in the views of the Secretary 
of the Treasury in relation to the necessity of a contraction of the currency, 
with a view to as early a resumption of specie payments ás the business in- 
terests of the country will permit; and we hereby pledge cooperative action 
to this end as speedily as possible. 

The ruinous work of contraction immediately began and was 
prosecuted “ as speedily as possible,” with the view of retiring the 
greenbacks, 

The national-bank act was passed February 25, 1863, was 
r June 8, 1864, and the charters were extended July 12, 
1882, 

In 1866 there were $1,863,409,216 of United States notes and bonds, 
of which $1,289,967.442 were interest-bearing obligations. 

The funding act of April 12, 1866, authorized the Secretary of the 
Treasury to callin eee. notes and fund them into 
5-20 6 per cent bonds. and to call in and destroy $4,000,000 of n- 
backseach month. From the date of this act to June 30, 1869, bonds 
tothe amount of $1,095, 162. 000 had been issued, $77,018.837 of green- 
backs destroyed. and the circulation contracted to 8691. 028.37 7. 

The contract recited on the bonds declared them payable in law- 
ful money, which at that time was gold, silver, and paper money. 

An act was passed March 18, 1869, known as the public credit 
strengthening act,” which declared these bonds payable in con. 
This act changed the contract of the public debt- from ‘lawful 
money to coin, as this bill changes it from coin to gold. The act 
of July 14, 1870. refunded this debt into ten, fifteen, and thirty 
year bonds, bearing 5, 4}, and 4 per cent, respectively, payable in 
coin. The act of February 12, 1873. stop the coinage of the 
standard silver dollar, and the act of June 22, 1874, demonetized it. 

The resumption act panad January 14, 1875, and provided that 
specie payments should be resumed January 1, 18/9, and made 
further provision for the retirement of a certain amount of legal- 
tender notes, 

On this record made by Republican Congresses the Democrats 
swept the country in 1874 and elected a large majority in the 
House of Representatives and stopped the further contraction of 
the c irrencx. The great fight of 1876 showed a majority of 250,000 
against the Republican policy. 

The country is familiar with the decision of 8 to 7 by which the 
Democratic Presidential candidate was robbed of the office to 
which he had been fairly elected. 

Then it was that the bankers began to realize and understand 
the temper of an aroused, outraged, free people, and how much 


ation which will occasion little alarm in the country 


they were opposed to national-bank circulation, and so they issued 
General r No. 2, calling upon each of their friends to see their 
members of Congress at once and en him to support their 
interest that they might control legislation. That order was as 
follows: 

Withhold patro) or favors from all applicants who are not willing to 
oppose the greenback Government issue of money. Let the Government is- 
sue the coin and the banks issue the paper money of the country, for then we 
can better protect each other. To repeal the law creating national banks or 
to restore to circulation the Government issue of money will be to provide 
the popio with money, and will therefore seriously affect your individual 
profit as banker and lender. See your member of gress at once and en- 
gage him to support our interest, t we may control legislation, 

After several failures to secure the concurrence of the Senate in 
a bill for the free coinage of silver the Democratic Honse, as a 
compromise, agreed to the act of February 28, 1878. known as the 
Bland-Allison Act, which required the Secretary of the Treasury 
to purchase and coin not less than two nor more than four millions 
of silver dollars each month, and on March 31, 1878, secured the 
pasao of the act to prohibit the further retiring of greenbacks. 

ince that time the amount of that kind of currency has remained 
at $346,681,016. 

The Bland-Allison Act modified the demonetization act of Feb- 
ruary 12, 1873, by restoring the legal-tender quality of the standard 
silver dollar, but this modification has been measurably nullified 
by Treasury discretion, and yet almost every section of this bill 
overflows with it. Beginning with Secretary Foster, every Sec- 
retary of the Treasury since has surrendered the right of the Gov- 
ernment to make redemption of the public obligations in silver 
and allowed the holders thereof the right to demand payment in 


gold. z 

On July 14, 1890, the Sherman Act was passed, providing for 
the purchase of 4,500,000 ounces of silver each month, to be paid 
for in Treasury notes. The purchasing clause of the Sherman 
Act was repealed November 1, 1893. 

Continuing the fight, the panic of 1893 was produced by the 
Eastern banks to further discredit gilver and greenbacks. The 
national banks encouraged the h ing of money, refused loans 
without regard to the security. and in many cases even declined 
to pay the checks of their depositors. The following is a copy of 
General Order No, 3, issued by them in 1893: 

The interests of national bankers require immediate financial legislation 
by Congress, Silver, silver certificates, and Treasury notes must be retired 
and the national-bank notes, upon a gold basis, made the only money. This 
will require the authorization of from $500,000,000 to $1.000,000,0.0 of new bonds 
as a basis of circulation. You will at once retire one-third of your circulation 
and call in one-half of your loans. Be careful to make a money stringency 
felt among your patrons, especially among influential business men. 

Advocate an extra séssion of ugress for the re of the purchase 
clause of the Sherman law, and act with the other banks of your city in 
securing a 8 to Con for its unconditional repeal, per accompany- 
ing form. Use personal uence with C men. and 5 y let 
your wishes be known to your Senators. The future life of national banks 
as fixed and safe investments ba a upon immediate action, as there is un 
increasing sentiment in favor of Government legal-tender and silver coinage. 

These orders were strictly carried out and the purchase clause 
of the Sherman law, the only remaining link that held silver to 
our coinage laws, was repealed. Enough Congressmen and Sen- 
3 the Democracy at that time to make this wrong 
possible. 

The National Bankers’ Association has become the closest and 
most compact organizaiion known anywhere. It is day by day 
becoming more detiant and aggressive. One of the leading mem- 
bers of it. and president of the New York Bankers’ Association, 
said, a few years ago: 

It is time to tear off disguise. International bimetallism is a traitor in the 
camp. It is a false fraud. À 

And yet the pending bill after declaring unequivocally for the 
gold standard says that it is not intended to preclude the accom- 
e of such ** false fraud,“ or, to use the exact language of the 

ill, international bimetallism. I want to say to gentlemen who 
support this bill that the last section is a confession that the first 
section is wrong, and its presence here is a false pretense and an 
attempt to deceive. It is to the credit of the gentleman in charge 
of this bill that he refuses to become a party to such a sham and 
frankly says that the provisions of this bill make it practically and 
absolutely im ible for this Government ever to have interna- 
tional bimetallism or the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 
to 1, and Lregret my inability to deny the truth of his statement. 
Andin closing his remarkable speech this national banker declared: 

It is time for aggressive action. 

The banker has a large influence. He is a confidential adviser of thou- 
sands and thousands of business men. The laboring element comes closely in 
contact with these business men. A new sentiment would blaze from one 
end of the land to the other: a sentiment which once established would mean 
quick legislation in the right direction and a satisfactory settlement of the 
currency question in the United States for alltime. The politician, high or 
low, who to-day turns from the straight course of sound money and the gold 
standard stabs dead once for all his every chance for political success, espe- 
cially if he wants to be President. 

Certainly the action of the House was quick enough. This 
threat made in 1805 to defeat any man who would not support the 
goid standard and national ks was not an idle one. In pursu- 
ance of it Mr. Bryan was defeated in 1896 by methods that should 
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disgrace any party. The man who has tne courage to stand up 
for the rights of his constituents may safely calculate on the secret 
and substantial if not the open opposition of the national banks. 
If the district he represents is safely Democratic, some popular, 
ambitions man who is in some way under the influence of some 
national banker is put up, and by all the methods, both foul and 
fair, known to this organization is aided, and it may be without 
any pledge from the candidate; but at the peepee time he is made 
to understand who furnished the sinews of war to nominate him, 
and having accepted favors, can not refuse their demands without 
being called an ingrate. I speak of the national bankers generally 
and do not intend, of course, to include them all in what I have 
said and will say about them. Many of them are in favor of both 
silver and greenbacks, and are good Chicago platform Democrats; 
but they are the exception to the general rule. 

Those who have supported this bill counted on the new issues 
growing out of the Spanish war to absorb the attention of the 
people, at least until after the bill has been put in operation. 

Here is what the Bankers’ Magazine said in September, 1898: 

The excitement of the war has drawn the minds of politicians to issues 
more full of interest than the financial question. With a period before the 
meeting of the next Con s for reflection, it is not beyond hope that when 


the banking bill comes before Congress it will go through without 
made a political issue. i 2 

In this prediction and hope they have been greatly disappoint: 
Instead of getting it through without being made a political issue, 
they have found it stubbornly resisted at every step. Mr. Bryan 
on the stump and Democrats in and out of Congress have exposed 
the scheme. So the bank association had to resort to vigorous 
work, and accordingly, in November, 1899, the following General 
Order No. 4, was issued preparatory to the final attack: 

The present session of Congress is a critical point with our movement. 
The House will deal with the gold-standard bill almost 8 The 
tremendous importance of the successful outcome of this effort on the par 
of the caucus committee of the Republicans of the House can hardly be told. 
The great opportunity will be offered. 

The Republican party is pled to legislation for the standard and 

the 8 all our moneys. e caucus bill covers it well. 

the business men now take up the subject with their Representatives in 
Con and unceasingly demand the fulfillment of their party's pledge, 
the bill will pass the House. 

If the House acts courageously, the Senate will be greatly influenced 
thereby. The Puy pon Ameen de of the Senate Finance Committee will 
5 9 5 — STA to the Republican Senators and it will be as comprehensive as 
Te ou press the subject unrelentingly from now on, the first t step in 
the richt direction in sound- money legislation will be taken early in the ses - 
sion. Please give us your vigorous support. 

This order, read in the light of what has been done since then, 
is remarkable for the absolute certainty with which it spoke of 
the Republican pledges and as to when the bill would be taken up; 
but, sir. if we are to believe it, this bill is only the first great step 
in what they ure pleased to call the right direction in sound-money 
Lag er The Lord only knows what the next step will be! 

hisis a brief history of the financial legislation of the last forty 
years. All of these laws except three were enacted when the Re- 
p blican a bad control of every department of the Government. 
he Bland-Allison law was a compromise for a free-coinage bill, and 
was forced upon the country ma Republican Senate. The act 
to prevent the retiring of greenbacks originated in a Democratic 
House. The bill for the repeal of the purchase clause of the Sher- 
man law originated in a Democratic Congress, but it met the 
soe of a very large majority of the Republicans in both the 
ouse and Senate, and was passed over the votes and protests of 

a majority of the Democrats in both Houses, 
The track of this and other contemporaneous Republican legisla- 


tion since 1800 is marked by about 250,000 business failures, repre-. 


senting liabilities equal to one-tenth of the assessed value of all the 
property in the United States. When it began the farmers owned 
over one-half of the wealth of all the country. Now they own less 
than 20 per cent. When it began we had but few, if any, million- 
aires and the wealth of the country was fairly distributed amon 
the people. Now 26,000 persons own one-half of the wealth an 
three-tenths of the people own 70 per cent of it. When it com- 
menced there were no trusts, 

Now, there are hundreds of them, with a capitalization of 
$40,000,000,000, chief among which is the Standard Oil trust. 
Since the organization of these concerns there has been more 
fraud in elections and bribery in legislation than ever heard of 
before. They hae been extended to almost all kinds of business. 
The individual business man can not compete with them, and so 
the organizers and promoters of them are fast getting control of 
our markets, The result is that almost every article necessary to 
farmers and laboring men has been greatly increased in price, and 
the evergy and manhood of our people are fast being undermined. 

When it began, the sense of propriety among legislators was so 
high that none of them would think of voting for a proposition in 
which they were interested, either directly or indirectly. Now 
the commercial idea has become so fixed in the policy of the Re- 

ublican party that the officers of and stockholders in national 
ks seek nominations for Congress for the purpose of securing 
the passage of laws for their benefit. Many of them believe this 


to be the best way to serve their business interests.. There canbe 


no stronger illustration of the ruinous tendency of such a policy 
than this bill, which could not be passed without the votes of those 
in this body who are personally interested in national banks. 

When it began we had no national banks. Now there are 3,595 
of them, with outstanding loans on the ist of Jast September 
amounting to $2,496,751,257, and of the $168,000,000 of the funds 
of the Treasury they have on deposit, free of interest, $111,000,000. 
Yet they demand, as a reward for favors to the Republican 
jn 1896, the passage of this gold-standard, bank, bond bill. By all 
this special legislation in the interest of the favored few a condi- 
tion has been produced in this country not unlike that created by 
the Tory legislation in England under the Stuarts, which was 
appropriately described by Sir Joseph Colepepper in a speech he 
made in Parliament. ; 

It is— 

He said— s 
a nest of wasps, a swarm of vermin, which have overcrept the land. Imean 
the monopolies and pollers of the ple. These, like the frogs of Egypt, 
havo gotten possession of our dwellings, and we have scarce a room free from 
them. They sup in our cup; they dip in our dish; they sit by our fire. We 
find them in the dye vat, washbowl,and powderingtub. They have marked 
and sealed us from head tofoot. We may not buy our clothes without their 
brokerage; they are the leeches that have sucked the commonwealth until it 
has become almost hectical. Some of them are ashamed of their 


names, 
They shelter themselves under the name of a corporation. They make by- 
laws which serve them to squeeze us and fill their purses. 


Bd 

y it the gold dollar is made the standard unit of value, and all 
money issued or coined must be maintained at a parity with gold, 
and the Secretary is given unlimited power to issue bonds to 
do this, and yet there is no provision in this bill nor in any 
existing law for the coinage of this standard unit of value. All 
obligations of the Government, including greenbacks and Sher- 
man notes, making an aggregate of $1,500,000,000, every dollar of 
which is now payetie in coin, are made payable in gold. All 
other public and private obliga one amounting to$35,000,000,000, 
the most of which is payable in lawful money, while not ex- 
pressly changed to gold contracts, must be performed in conformity 
to the gold standard. for the reason that, as stated by the gentle- 
man from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET], private obligations inva- 
riably reflect Government obligations, and the gold standard is 
fixed so far as the Government is concerned. That is correct at 
least so far as future contracts are concerned, All of our mo 
except silver will be redeemable in gold under this bill. And that 
is practically so, for if the question of parity is made. against sil- 
ver the holder can get a silver certificate for the coin, which cer- 
tificate is exchangeable for unredeemed greenbacks, and they are 
redeemable in gold. 

Why this change in our public obligations? The political party 
now in power never promised it in their platform, The record of 
the candidate for President in 1896 was against such a change. 
To the debtors it means more labor to pay their debts, and neces- 
sarily harder times. It benefits only the creditor class—those who 
own United States bonds, gold mines, or have fixed incomes; and I 
think I have shown that it was proposed by and isnow pressed for 
their benefit. It can not fail to injuriously affect the Government 
that must pay the bonds that have been issued and that will be 
issued under this law. É 

The gold reserve is now $100,000,000. This bill increases it to 
$150,000,000. Why this large increase in the reserve by the im- 

nading or gold, when the present sum is sufficient if not too 

arge? e bill requires the redemption of greenbacks and Sher- 
man notes in gold and prohibits their reissue except in the discre- 
tion of the Secretary, and then only in exchange for gold, for the 
purchase of bonds, or for any lawful purpose, but prohibits the 
use of them to meet deficiencies which now exist or that may here- 
after exist. These notes of course will not be exchanged for gold, 
because the owner of gold by refusing to make the exchange can 
getagold bond. To make this redemption and maintain this 
reserve, 3 per cent nontaxable long-time gold bonds may beissued 
under this bill when it passes, without Simit as to the amount. 
This will enable the rich who seek investments for their money 
where there is no risk to get such bonds whenever they so desire. 

Of the silver bullion in the Treasury there may be coined a suf- 
ficient amount of subsidiary silver coin to make an aggregate of 
$100,000,000, but an amount of Treasury notes equal to the cost of 
the bullion contained in such coin must be canceled and not re- 
issued. It also provides that as fast as standard silver dollars are 
coined under the Sherman law an equal amount of Treasury notes 
shall be retired. This indicates what is the real purpose of the 
national banks, to reduce silver from the tion of redemption 
money to that of credit money and subsidiary coin. 

It provides for thd storage of gold in the Treasury for private 
account in order to give the national banks complete control over 
all the money of the United States, for by this biil one-fourth of 
the certificates may be in denominations of $50 and the other 
three-fourths in denominations of $10,000 and the latter payable 
to order, which will of course take gold out of use as money, for 
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everybody knows that paper, in large or small denominations, 
paya le to order can not be used for such a purpose, 

nder this provision the banks can easily accumulate and de- 
posit gold not needed for the reserve fund and thus make the only 
money of final payment dear to those who may need it. They 
could then flood the country with their bank credit money when- 
ever they wanted to make times flush and create a panic at any 


time it suited their tod e my withdrawing their notes. Gold 
being the only legal stan of payment and being held on stor- 
age for these private concerns, the only way the people who might 
want it to pay debts and taxes could get it would be to borrow 


it upon such terms as might be dictated by the money trust that | G 


will be created under this bill if passed, for they can easily con- 
trol the gold coin certificates, 

Itauthorizes the refunding of $839,146,490 of the interest-bearing 
debt, now payable in coin, into 2 per cent gold bonds, and agrees 
to pay in cash the sum of $84,000,000, being the-difference in the 

value of the two kinds of bonds. The total bonded debt 
at this time is $1,026,826,390, but the 2 per cent thirty-year bonds 
and the4 percents due in 1925 are not to be refunded under this bill. 
That es it almost certain that the national debt will be con- 
tinued indefinitely and increased year after year. No one in this 
Congress will ever see it paid. 

It permits the issue of notes to the national banks to the par 
value of bonds deposited, which at the present capitalization may 
reach $605,772,970, and at the same time reduces the tax on the 
average circulation of these banks from 1 percent to one-half of 1 
per cent, if the new bonds are used as a basis for circulation, and 
of course they will be. In short, we are to have only gold as 
money of final payment and bank notes as a circulating medium. 
We delegate to private corporations the right to issue the paper 
money for the people and pay them 1} per cent to do what the 
Governmentought todo. Itis hardly possible to correctly charac- 
terize party leaders who boast of our new territorial possessions 
and demand the sion of our trade among silver-using coun- 
tries while their Administration in two years has increased the 
interest-bearing debt Pet $200,000, and the annual taxes 
$150,000,000, and fa they deny the necessity for more money of 
final payment. we have more taxes and debts to pay, more 
territory and people to govern, more commerce and trade to carry 
on, then it follows of course that we need more real money. 

After an experience of fifteen years in this House I donot hesi- 
tate to say that this is the most unjustifiable and outrageous piece 
of financial legislation that I have ever known to be proposed in 
Congress. For unblushing audacity on the part of the national 
banks and the money trust and the cowardly betrayal of the 
people on the part of the majority of this House, who in 1896 
claimed to be the only real bimetallists in the United States, there 
is nothing like it in the history of this Republic. The 1 5 that 
pana it is bound to go down in any fair election by the people. 

he men who originated it deserve, and I think will receive, the 
condemnation of every freeman of intelligence. [Applause. 

If free government shall ever from this continent and the 
oil, sugar, and money trusts and other syndicated interests should 
determine to erect a monument to commemorate the triumph of 
money ever man, then the most appropriate place for its erection 
will on that spot on the Jersey coast where this bill was first 
prepared, that spot of all others in the United States nearest to 
that country from which the present Administration draws its 

Id-standard ideas, but farthest from the body of American 

imetallists, every one of whom will swear by the sacred mem- 
ories of the founders of this once bimetallic Republic and that faith 
which is due the people under the Constitution that in this fight 
against plutocracy they will tread no backward step. [Applause.] 

It seems eminently that this ad interim caucus commit- 
tee should have met in the State of all others where trusts are 
organized and fostered for revenue. If the meeting had been else- 
where, the assemblage might have been dispersed as an unlawful 
one, 

Come what may, let the contest be long or short, the ts 
bright or dark, the Democrats will not lower their flag to gold- 
standard England nor consent that the mail of American officers 
may be opened by English censors, nor ask the consent of England 
toown, construct, and defend any canal the Government may wish 
to build. To prevent any further surrender to English ideas and 
bank-trust domination our party must become a compact organi- 


zation, and all 1 to modern Republieanism must become oe 


united, for we confronted next November by unscrupulous 
organizers. There will be no part of our record they will not mis- 
represent, no fraud they will not perpetrate, no combination they 

I not be willing to make, no crime they will not condone, 
United let us and all parties o 


to present tendencies and 
who love our institutions stan 


guard and meet them at every 


int. Our appeal should not be to force and intimidation, but to 
esound common sense, the interest, the intelligence, and patriot- 
ism of the American people. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


APPENDIX. 
ANALYSIS OF VOTES ON GOINAGE AND CURRENCY LEGISLATION, 
By THOMAS C. MCRAE, of Arkansas. 
NATIONAL-BANK ACT OF FEBRUARY 25, 1863, 
In the Senate, February 12, 1863. 
Journal, third session Thirty-seventh Congress, page 240. 
On the question, Shall the bill (S. 486) pass? it was determined in the 


affirmative. 
YEAS—23. 
Anthony, Foster, Lane, Kans. Ten E. 
Arnold, Harding, Morrill, wie 
Chandler, Harlan, Nesmith, Wilkinson, 
Doole Bora —— Wilson, Mass. 
le oward, e 
Fessenden, Howe, Sumner, R 
2 Democrats, 21 Republicans. 
NAYS—21. 
Carlile, Grimes, McDongall, 
Collamer, Henderson, Powell, W. 
Cowan, Hicks, Rice, Wilson, Mo. 
Davis, Kennedy, Ri 
Dixon, King, Saulsb 
Foot, La > Trum 
12 Democrats, 9 Republicans. 


In the House, Friday, February 20, 1863. 
Journal, third session Thirty-seventh Congress, pages 412, 443.] 
Bill of the Senate 8. 488. 
The question being, Shall the bill pass? it was decided in the affirmative. 


YEAS—78. 
Aldrich, Dunn, Lansing, Segar, 
Alley, Edgerton, 8 Shanks, 
ay, Eliot, joy, Shellabarger, 
Babbitt, Ely, W, rman, 
ham, — EO. Maa Spauldi 
‘essenden, S. C. ean, u 
Blair, Fessenden, T. A.D. McPherson, Borem 
Blake, Fisher, Marston. Trimble, 
Baffin Frank, Maynard, Trow 
Calvert. Goodwin, Moorhead, Van Horn, 
Campbell, 8 > Morri, A.P. Van Wyck, 
Y, y erree, 
Chamberlain, Height. Olin, Wall, 
Clements, Hic Patton, Wallace, 
Colfax, Hooper, Phelps, Washburne, 
Conway, Hutchins, Potter, White, A. 8. 
Covode, Julian, Rice, A. H. indom, 
Cutler, elley, Rice, J. H. Worcester. 
Da Kellogg, F. W. nt. 
K „W Sedgwick, 
3 Democrats, 75 Republicans. 
NAYS—6t. 
VVV 
neons, urley, o; „ 
Baily, - Hall. Nixon, Steele, le 
Baker, Harding, Noble, Stiles, 
Baxter, Harrison, Norton, Stratton, 
Bid Holman, N Thomas, B. F. 
Cobb, Horton. Odell,” Thomas, F. 
Conkling, F. A. Johnson, Pendieton, Vallandigham, 
Conkling, Roscoe Kerrigan, Perry, Wadsworth, 
X, Knapp, E wou 
Cravens, W. omeroy alex, 
Crittenden, Lazear, Porter. White. G. A. 
Dawes, i Price, Wickliffe, 
FF 
y ins, 
Gooch, Menzies, Sheffield, Wright. 
42 Democrats, 22 Republicans. 


SUPPLEMENTAL NATIONALI-BANK ACT OF JUNE 3, 1364, 
In the House, April 18, 186%. 
(Journal, first session Thirty-eighth Congress, pages 544, 515. 


gn On the question of its passage (bill H. R. 395), it was decided in the affirma 
ve. 


YEAS—80. 
Alley, Da Kasson, Price, 
Allison, Dawes, 1. Randall, W. H. 
Ames, X Kellogg, F. W. Rice, 
Anderson, Donnelly, Kellogg, Orlando Rollins, 
Arnold, Loan, nnon, 
ey, mont, Longyear, Sloan, 
Baldwin, J. D Eckley, Marvin, ith, 
ter, Farnsworth, McBride, Stevens, 
Beaman, Fenton, McClurg, Thayer, 
Blaine, Frank, Melndoe, V. 
Blair, J, Gariield, Miller, S. F. Upson, 
Bout well, Gooch, Moorhead, Van Valkenburg, 
Boyd, Grinnell, orrill, Washburne, E. B. 
TOO! 2 Higby, Morris, D. Washburn, W. B. 
wh, Hooker. Myers, Webster, 
Clark, A. W. Hotchkiss, Norton, Will 
Clarke, Freeman Hubbard, A. H. O'Neill, Wilder, 
Cobb, Hubbard, J. H. Orth. Wilson, 
Cole, Jenckes, Patterson, Windom, 
Creswell, Julian, Perham, Woodbridge. 
All Republicans. 
NAYS—6&. 
Allen, J. C. Blair, F. P., jr. Coffroth, Eldridge 
Allen, Wm. J. Bliss, Cravens, Finck, Wm. E. 
Ancona, Brooks, Dawson, Ganson, 
Baily. Chanler, Denison, Grider. 
Baldwin, A.C. Clay, Eden, Griswold, 


65 Democrats, 1 Republican. 
In the Senate, May 10, 1364. 
(Journal, first session Thirty-eighth Congress, page 426.] 
On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 395) pass? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 


YEAS—30. 
Anthony, Foot, „Lane. Kans. Ten Eyck, 
Chandler, Foster, Morgan, 5 
Clark, Hale, Morrill, Van Winkle, 
Collamer, Harlan. Pomeroy, 
Howard, Sey, Willey, 
on, Howe, Sherman, Wilson. 
Doolittle, Johnson, Sprague, 
en, 0, Sumner, 
AR Republicans. 
NAYS-—9. 
Buckalew, Grim Pow Riddl 
Sowan, Henderson: Rlebaräüson. ald 
v 
6 Democrats, 3 Republicans. 


TO TAX GOVERNMENT BONDS. 
In the House, June 28, 1884. 
(Journal, first session Thirty-cighth Congress, page 930.] 
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Fitch, yn Sargent, ‘Washburn, W. B. 
Garfield, McCarthy, Sawyer, Welker, 
Gil Me x shenck, Wheeler, 
Hale, McGrew, eld. Whittemore, 
Hawley, Mercur, Sha ilkinson, 
Hoar, Moore, E. H. Sheldon Willard, 
Hooper, Moore, William Smith, J. A. Williams, 
Hopkins, Morrell, D. J. „ W. C Wilson, 
Hotchkiss, Morrill, S. Smyth, William Winans. 

All Republicans. 

NAYS—40. 

Archer, ox, McNeely, Swann, 
Axtell, 8 Morgan, Sweeney, 
Beck, Griswold, Mungen, Trimble, 
Big: Haight, iblack, Van Auken, 
B Holman, Potter. Nan Trump. 
Burr, Johnson, ing, Voorhees, 
Ore Jones, Reeves, ells, 
Deweese, Marshall, Rice, ilson, 
Dickinson, ri gio Wood, 
Eldridge, M. Schumaker, Woodward. 

39 Democrats, 1 Republican. 


TO SUBSTITUTE GREENBACKS FOR BANK NOTES. 
In the House, January 17, 1870. 
Journal, second session Forty-first Congress, page 151.] 
The question being put, it was decided in the negative. 


The bill of the House H. R. 540. YEAS—56. 

Mr. Holman moved to amend the same b thereto the following, | Adams, Eldridge, Kerr, 8 A 
viz: “Provided, That nothing in this act shall im the right of the States | Archer, Getz, . Knott, Smith, J. S. 
to tax the bonds, notes, and other obligations issued under this act as other | Ax Golladay, Marshall, es, 
personal property shall be taxed.” 0 Beck, Green, Mayham, Strader, 

And the question being put, it was decided in the negative. Bi Griswold, McG Swann. 

7 Bird. ght, McNeely, Trimble, 

YEAS—71. Brooks, James Haldeman, Morgan, Van Auken, 
Grider. Mallory Burr, ambleton,Sam‘l Mungen, Van 

Ancona, Griswold, Marcy,’ Steele, J. B. pugan Taoa, Anian ae oct 
Bl Harding, McDowell, Steele, W. G. Cox, Ha: Reading, Wilson, E. M. 
Brooks, Harrin, i Mek! Stiles, Crebs. Holn Reeves, incheste 
Brown, Harri: Middleton, Strouse, Dickinson, Johnson, R ‘ood f 
Chanler, Herric Miller, S. F. Stuart, Dox Jones, 5 Sshumaker, Woodward. 
Coffr: Holman, iller, W. H. Sweat, 53 De ocrats, 3 Republi 7 
Cox, Hotchkiss, orris, homas, i punucans. 
Cravens, Hutchins, Morrison, Tracy, NAYS-14. 
Dawes, Johnson, Phi Noble. Van Valkenburgh, | Ambler, Conger, Knapp, Sawyer, 
Dawson, Johnson, W. O'Neill, John Wadsworth, Ames, Cowles, Lash, Scofield, 
Denison, Kalbfleisch, Pendleton, Wa Armstrong, Dawes, Lawrence, Sheldon, L. A. 
Eden, Kernan, erry, Whaley, 1. Dew N Sheldon, P. 
Edger Knapp, Pomeroy, Wheeler, ley, Dickey, Lynch, Smith, J. A. 
Eldridge, Law, uyn, White, G, A. anks, ixon, cCarthy, Smith, W. J. 
English, Lazear, ‘ord, White, J. W. Barnum, Donley, McCrary, Smith, W. C. 
Finck. Le Blond, Randall, Winfield. Beaman, Duval, McGrew, Starkweather, 
Ganson, Long, Robinson, Le 10555 pret. 1 s hi 

cans njamin, ‘erriss, oore, eg, 

@ Democrata,S Repabli NAYS—17 Benton, Finkelnburg, Moore, J. H. Stoughton, 
All Demin Kellogg, Orland Bae Garfield, . Tatan 

ey, eming, e o Schenck, ` Ar flo orre e, 
Allison, Dixon,” Littlejohn, field,” Boles, Gilfillan, Myers, Tanner, 
ês, Donnelly, Loan, Shannon, Bowen, ©, Negley, 

Anderson, riggs, Longyear, Sloan, yd, Hamilton, C. M. 0 Townsend, 
Arnold, ey, Marvin, Smith, Brooks, G. M. Hawley, $ Twichell, 
Baldwin, Eliot, McBride, Smithers, uck, Heaton, Packard, er, 
Baxter, Fenton McClurg, Spal 4 Buckley, Heflin, Packer, 9 . 
Bea Garfield, McIndoe, Stevens, utünton, Hill, Paine, ashburn, C. O. 
Blaine, Gooch, Moorhead, Thayer, Burchard, Hoar, Palmer, Washburn, W. B. 
Blair, Hale, orris, Upson, Burdett, H T, eters, Welker, 
Blow, Higby, Myers, Amos Washburne, E. B. e. Jenckes, Phelps. Wheeler, 
Boutwell, Hooper, Myers, Leonard Washburn, W. B. Cessna, Judd, Poland, Wilkinson, 

yd, Hub „A. W. Norton, Webster, Clarke, Sidney Julian, Willard, 
Broomall, Hubbard, J. H. O'Neill, Charles Williams, Cobb, Amasa Kelley, Potter, Williams 
Brown, W. G. Hurlburd, C. F. Orth. Wilder, Cobb, G. L. ellogg, Prosser, Wilson, J. T. 
Cobb, ngersoll, Perham, Coburn, A Roots, 
Cole, i J enokes, E e, er Windom. Sargent, 

well, ulian, ce, A. 5 

Davin Al. W. Kelley, 3 112 Republicans, 2 Democrats. 
Davis, T. T. Kellogg, F. W. BILL DESTRUCTIVE OF NATIONAL BANKING SYSTEM. 

All Republicans. In the House, January 19, 1881. 


In the House, March 29, 1869. 


Journal, third session Forty-sixth Congress, page 211. 
(Journal, first session Forty-first Congress, pages 134, 135.] T ] 


Mr.M bmitted the foll resol viz: afirmative, 
“Resolved, That asa means of reliet to 8 and in some degree YEAS—I6. 
equalize taxation, the Committee on 78 05 an eans be, and said commit- | Acklen, Carlisle, Deuster, Henkle, 
tee is hereby, instructed to report a , first, to exempt salt, tea, coffee, | Atherton, Chalmers, Dibrell, Henry, 
sugar, matches, and tobacco from every species of taxation for eral Atkins, Clardy, Dickey, Herbert, 
eee second, to impose a tax of 2 per cent in gold on all bonds heretot Bachman, Clark, J. B. Dunn, —— 
a ied, or which may hereafter be issued, by the Government of the United | Barber, Clements, Dunnell, = A 
tus Raine which, Mr. Sanruel Hooper moved that the resolution be laid on — Sole Evins, Honse, ; 
And the question being put, it was decided in the affirmative. Blackburn ox- a —.— e 
YEAS—104. Blount, Cox, ` Geddes, Hutchins, 
Allison, paper, Bennett, Buffinton, Cravens, Goode, Johnston, 
onde Banks’ i Cessna,” Davidson,’ —— . 
> Beaman, Boles, Churchill, Cabell, ` Davis, J. J. Barris, J. * Ketcham, 
Arnell, Beatty, Bowen, Clarke, Caldwell, Davis, L. H. Hatch, Kimmel, 
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Maron 13, 


able to Eire b bart bee tine them to deposit bonds having the least value of any 
bonds issu as the Government. 
a » s 


+» + 
“RUTHERFORD B. HAYES. 
“EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 3, 1381." 

EXTENSION OF BANK CHARTERS. 


In the House, May 19, 1882. 


King. Muldrow, Scoville, Turner, T. 
Kitchin, amg Shelley, Updegraff, T. 
Klotz, Simonton, Upson, 
Knott, N icholls, Singleton, J. W. Vance, 
Le Fevre, O'Connor, Singleton, O. R. Waadill, 
Lounsbery, Slemons, Warner, 
Manning, Philips, Smith, A. H. Washburn, 
Phister, Smith, H. B Weliborn, 
Martin, B. F. poro Smith, W. E. Wells, 
Martin, E. L. Rea Sparks, White, 
McKenzie, Feen, J. 8. Springer, Whitaker, 
McLain, Richmond, Steele, Whitthorne, 
McMahon, Talbott, a T. 
McMillin, Rothwell, Taylor, R. L. illis, 
Miles, ussell, D. L. Anampa: Jr., P. B Wilen. 
ills, Samford, Tillm ise. 
Money, Sawyer, 83 R. W. Wood, F. 
Morrison, es. cker, 
125 Democrats, 9 Republicans, 1 Greenbacker. 
NAYS—125. 

en De La Matyr, Killinger, Russell, W. A. 
‘Aldrich, N. W. ering, Lap yan, T. 
Aldricn, W. ick, Lindsey, ayon, J. W. 
Anderson, Dwight, Loring, Sapp. 

ey. Einstein, Lowe. Shallenberger, 
Baker, Eliis, Mason, Sherwin, 
Ballou, Errett McCoid, r. 

‘ord, Ferdon, McCook, Stevenson, 
Beltzhoover Field, McGowan, Stone, 
Bingham, er, McKinley, parton) E.B. 

2, Ford, Miller, 

Bland, Forsythe, Mitchell, Ni W. G. 
Bowman, Fort, onroe, Ngee 
iw Gillett Morter Fear. J. T. 
wer, ette orton, 
Godshalk, March, Urner, 

Brigham, Hall, Neal, Valentine, 
Burrows, Hammond,John Newberry, Van Aerman, 
Butterworth, Harmer. orer: Voorhis, 
Calkins, Harris, B. W. O'Neill, ait; 
Camp. Haskell, Overton, 5 
Cannon, Hawley, checo, Weaver, 
Carpenter, Hayes, Wilber, 
Caswell, Hazelton, Phelps, Williams, C. G. 
Claflin, Heilman, Pound, Willits, 
Colerick, Henderson, Prescott, Wood, W. A. 

T, Hi Price, right, 
Cowgill, Horr, Reed, Yocum, 
Crapo, Hubbell, Rice, Young, T. L. 

1 Richardson, D. P. 
Davis, G. R. Jones. Robertson, 
Davis. H. Keifer, Robinson, 
8 Democrats, 109 Republicans, 8 Greenbackers. 
In the Senate, February 18. 1881. 


Journal, third session Forty-sixth Congress, page 283.] 
On ers question, Shall the bill (H. R. 4592) pass? it was determined in the 


affirmative. 
YEAS—43. 
il Farley, Kernan, Slater, 
yard, Garland, r. Thurman, 
Beck. Groome, McDonald, Vance, 
— 1 McPherson, vos 
Ham ey, oor. 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, Walker, 
Call, Hereford, Pendleton, Wallace, 
Cockrell, Hill. Ga. Plumb, 1 
Coke, Topas, gh, Williams, 
Davis, III. Jobnston, Saulsbury, Withers. 
Saunders, 
88 Democrats, 5 Republicans. 
NAYS—20. 
4 Cameron, Wis. Hoar, Paddock, 
Anthony, Dawes, Kirkwood, Platt, 
dwin, Ferry, Rollins, 
T, in McMillan, Teller, 
Burnside, Hill, Colo. Morrill, Windom. 
All Republicans. 
PRESIDENT HAYES'S VETO OF THE BILL. 
a In the House, March 3, 1881. 
(Journal, third session Forty-sixth Congress, page 585.) 
＋ 5 laid before the Some the eee received from the Presi- 
dink, of United States vetoing H. 


“To the House of Representatives: 

“Having considered the bill entitled ‘An act to facilitate the refunding of 
the national debt. I am constrained to return it to the House of Represent- 
atives. in which it originated, with the following statement of my objections 
toits ey 

* s * 

“f should not deem it my dn ie 8 my ee objection to 
the passage of the present Bees an not contain in its fifth section aah nh 
sions which, in my Judgment, seri impair the value and tend to the de- 
on e ee ional banking system of the count try. 

. 


e Under this a section it is obvious that no additional . will hereafter 
be cept possibly in a few cities or localities where the prevail- 


ing rates of interest in ordinary business are extremely low. No new banks 


can be orga and no increase of the capita! of existing banks can be ob- 

tained except by the 8 and de t of 3 per cent ds. No other 

bonds of the United States can Sa — on tox 9 — urpose. The one thousand 

millions of other bonds ig phen Hmm nited States and bearing a 
her rate of interest than 3 pe 8 therefore a better security for the 
holder, can not, — 2 the 1 ist chad pari be received as security for 

bank circulation. | Th a radical in the banking law. “ert takes 

the banks the ri 


. glob . —. had under the 3 and 
for their oir irenlation any of the bonds fanned the United 
holder of the best security which banks are 


de t as security 
— States, and di 


Journal. first session Forty-seventh Congress, page 987.) 
On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 4167) pass? it was decided in the affirm- 


ative. 
YEAS—125. 
Aldrich, Evins, McKinley, 
Barr, Farwell, S. S. Miles. 
Bayne, lower, Miller, 
Beach, Garrison, Moore, 
Belmont. George, oa 
Bingham, Godshalk, Mute. ler. 
5 7 groan N eal, 
sriggs, uenther, orcross, 
Buck, Hall, O'Neill. 
Burrows, J. C. Hammond, J. Orth, 
Butterworth, 1 Parker, 
Calkins, Harris, B. W. yson, 
Campbell, Harris, H. S. Peelle, 
Candler, kell, Pierce, 
Cannon, Heilman, Pettibone, 
Carpenter, e Phelps, 
Caswell, Hise Pound, 
Chace, Hobita, Prescott, 
Covington, ouk, ey, 
Crapo, nbd v. 
Cullen. Hate Rice, J. B. 
Davis, G. acobs, ice, W. W. 
anwes, Jadwi ich, 
De Motte, Riots” eee 
ot otz, 8 
Deuster, Lew Ritchie, 
Dingle} 8 Robinson, G. P. 
ngley, nson, 
Dwight, MeClar Sg 
W. eClure, 088, 
lise McCord, Russell, 
Ermentrout. M yan, 


NAYS—67. 4 


Aiken, Cook, Jones, G. W. 
Anderson, Cravens, Jones, J. K. 
Atkins. Culberson, Kenna, 
Beltshoover, Cutts, Knott, 
Bland, Davis, L. H. d, 
Blount, unn, Le Fevre, 
Brumm, Finley, Marsh, 
Burrows, J. H. Ford, Matson, 
Cabell, Forney, McKenzie, 
Caldwell, ides, cM 
Cassidy, Gunter, oney, 
Clardy, Hammond, N.J. Morrison, 
Clark, Haseltine, Muldrow, 
Clements, teh, urch, 

bb, dall, 
Colerick, Ho man, gan, 
Converse, House, Rice, T. M. 


57 Democrats, 2 Republicans, 8 Greenbackers. 


(Bill H. R. 4167. Journal, page 865.] 


In Senate. 


pdegraff, T. 


Shackelford, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, J. W. 
Singleton, O. R. 


Springer. 
Stockslager, 
‘Thompson, aon. P. B. 


Turner, H. G. 
Turner, O. 


On the * Shall the bill pass? it was decided in the affirmative. 


Aldri Frye, 
Aisa» Gorman, 
Blair, Groome, 
Call, Hampton, 
Chilcott, Harrison, 
Conger, Hawley, 
Davis, W. Va. Hill, Colo. 
wes, oar, 
Ferry, Jonas, 

26 Republicans, 8 Democrats. 
Brown George, 
Cockrell, Grover, 
Coke, Jones, Ney. 
Farley, ey, 

12 Democrats, 1 Republican. 

CONFEREN! 


YEAS—t. 
Lapham, 
Me Mi illa 
Mahone,” 


Miller, Cal. 
Miller, N. Y. 


CE REPORT ADOPTED. 


In the House, July 10, 1882. 
(Journal, page 1612.) 


The report of the conference committee that the House recede from its 
position and agree to the amendment of the Senate was adopted. 


Aiken, Carpenter, 
Aldrich, W. Caswell, 
Barr, Chase, 
Bayne, Cra 
5 Cut 
prewar ¢ 2, pe 
ggs, : wes, 
Browne, Deering, 
Buck, De Motte, 
Buckner, Dingley, 
8 Dwight, 
TWO wig 
Campbell, Ermentrout, 
er, rre 
Farwell, S. S. 


YEAS—110. 


Williams. 


op 


1900. 
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= eal, ay. Emma 0. 
orcross, eed, paulding, 
Oates. Rice, J. B. Spooner, 
O'Neill, Rice, W. W. Stone, E. F. 
Orth. ich, Strait, 
Pacheco, Ritchie, Talbott, 
Parker, Robinson, G. D. Taylor, E. B. 
Payson, Robinson, J. S. Thompson, W. G. 
Peelle, Ecranton, Townsend, A. 
Peirce, Shallenberger, Tyler, 
Proscott Shalt’ Uodega, EK. 
escott, u athe 
Ranney, Smith, A. H. Urner, 
99 Republicans, 11 Democrats. 
NAYS—79. 
Anderson, Culberson, Jones, G. W. 
Armfield, Davidson, enna, 
Atkin Dibrell, Klotz, 
Beìford, wd, Knott, 
Beltzhoover, Dugro, Ladd, 
Berry, Dunn, Lat x 
Blount, Evins, Lowe, 
rumm, ood, Matson, 
Buchanan, rost, McKenzie, 
Caldwell, J. W. Fulkerson, McMillan, 
Cassidy, eddis, Mills, 
Chapman, Hammond. N. J. Morrison, 
Clardy, y, Moulton, 
bb, Hazeltine, J. S. age, 
Converse, tch, ul, 
k, Hewitt, G. W. Phelps, 
Cox. S. S. Hoge, Phister, 
, e 
‘ovington, ooker, eagan, 
Cravens, House, Rosecrans, 


Scales, 
Simonton, 
Singleton, O. R. 
Speer, 
Springer 

ompson, P.B., jr. 
Tilman, 
Townshend, R. W. 
Tu 


69 Democrats, 2 Republicans, 6 Greenbackers, 2 Readjusters. 


Be itresolved 


STANLEY MATTHEWS'’S RESOLUTION, 
the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring therein), 


That all the bonds of the United States issued or authorized to be issued un- 


der the said acts of Con 
interest, at the option 


hereinbefore recited are payable, principal and 
the Government of the United States in silver dol- 


ol 
the coinage of the United States, containing 412} grains each of stand- 


0 
ard silver: and that to restore to its cotnage such 
in E of said bonds. 3 and interest, is not in viola 
publio 


ver coins as al tender 


of the 


faith nor in derogation of the rights of the public creditor. 
In the Senate, January 25, 1878. 


{Congressional Record, volume 27, page 561.] 
On the passage of the resolution the question was decided in the affirma- 


tive. 


YEAS—43. ‘ 
Davis, III. Jones, 
Davis, W. Va. Jones, Ney. 
Dennis, Kirkwood, 
rsey, McCreery. 
Eustis, McDonald, 
Ferry, Mi 
Gordon, Matthews. 
Grover, Maxey, 
ereford, Merrimon, 
Howe, Morgan, 
Johnston, Oglesby, 
NAYS—22. 
cea MePher 
wes, cPhe 
Eaton, Mitchell,” 
Edmunds, 8 
Kernan, Randolph, 


7 Democrats, 15 Republicans. 
THE SAME RESOLUTION. 

In the House, January 28, 1378. 

(Record, volume 27, page 628.] 

On the question, Shall the resolution pass? it was decided in the affirmative. 


Caldwell, Jno. W. 
Caldwell, W. P. 


Calki 
Candler, 


YEAS—189. 
Cannon, Evins, John H. 
Carlisle, Ewing, 
Caswell, Felton, 
Chaimers, ey, 
relay Ae Forney, 
Clark, Mo. ort. 
Clark, Rush, Foster, 
8 nk 
Cobb, Fuller, 
Collins, Gardner, 
Conger, Garth, 
Cox, Jacob D. ause, 

x, Samuel S. Giddings, 
Cravens, Glover, 
Crittenden, Goode, 
Culberson, Gunter, 
Cummings, Hanna, 
Cutler, is, Henry R. 
Davidson, Ha: m. 
Davis, Joseph J. Hartrid 
Deering, Hartze. 
Dibre. Haskell, 
Dickey, Hatcher, 
Dunnell, Hayes, 
Dur) Hazelton, 
Elam, Henderson, 
Ellis, enkle, 


Errett, Henry, 
Evans, James L. Herbert, 


Piumb, 
Ransom, 
Saulsbury, 
888 
meer, 
Toller, 7 


. Thurman, 


Voorh 
Wallace,” 
Withers. 


Ittner, 
Jones, James T. 
Lerm John 8. 


McMahon, Randolph, Smalls, 
Metcalfe, Rea, Smith, Wm. E. 
Mills, Reagan, Sparks, 
Money, Reilly. Springer, 
Morgan, Rice. Americus V. Steele, 
Morrison, Riddle, Stephens, 
Muldrow, Robbins, Stone, John W. 
Neal, . Roberts, Stone, Jos. C. 
Oliver, Robe: n Strait, 
Pacheco, Robinson, Milton S. Thompson, 
Page, Ryan, ornburgh, 
Patterson, T. M. Sampson, Throckmorton, 
Patterson, G. W. Sapp, Tipton, 
Pheips, Sayler, Townsend. Am 
Phillips, Scales, Townshend, R. W 
Poilard, Sexton, Tacker, 
Pound, Shallenberger, Turner, 

ice, Shelley, urney. 
Pridemore. Slemons. ance, 

112 Democrats, 77 Republicans. 

NAYS—79. 

% es, Ketcham, 
Bagley, Eickhoff, Landers, 
Baker, Wm. H. Eilsworth, Lapham, 
Ballou, Evans, I. Newton Leona 
Banks, Field. Lindsey, 
Beebe, Freeman, KW. 

B shee, Frye, ing, 
Blair, Garfield, McCook, 
Bri ale, orse, 
Bundy, Hardenbergh, Muiler, 
Campbell, er, orcross, 
Chittenden, Harris, Benj. W. O'Neill, 
. Overton, 

Clark, Alvah A. Hendee, die, 

le, Hewitt, Abram S. Potter, 
Covert, Hungerford, Powers, 
Crapo, ames, gb, 
Davis, Horace Jones, Frank inn, 
Denison, orgensen, Yı 
Dwight, Joyce, K 

22 Democrats, 57 Republicans. 


FUNDING NATIONAL DEBT. 
In Senate, March 11, 1870. 


2831 


Van Voorhes, 
Wanae, 


Willis, Albert S. 
Willits, 

Wilson, 

Wren, 

Wright, 

Yeates, 

Young. 


_ Wm. W. 

Robinson, Geo. D. 

Schleicher, 

Sinnickson, 

Smith, A. Herr 
tarin, 


Journal, second session Forty-first Congress, pages 361-364. 
On the question, Shall the bill (S. 380) pass? it was determined in the affirm- 


ative. 
YEAS—22. 
Chandler, Harlan, Pomeroy, 
Cole, ‘ Harris, tt, ti 
Conkling, Howard, Ramsey, 
Edmun Howell, Revels, 
Fenton, Kellogg, ice, 
Ferry, Morri Sawyer, 
Fowler, Morton, Schurz, 
Gilbert, born, Scott, 
All Republicans. 
NAYS—10. 
Bayard, Casserly, McDonald, 
-Boreman, Corbett, Sprague, 
Buckingham, McCreery, Stockton, 
5 Democrats and 5 Republicans. 


In the House, July 13, 1870. 


Journal. second session Forty-first Congress, page 1242.] 


On conference reper’ to bill S. 380. 


On the question, Will the House agree to the report? it was decided in the 
affirmative. 
YEAS—139. 
Allison, Cowles, Knapp, 
Ambler, Cullom, Lafin, Saurer. 
Ames, Darrall, Lash, Schenck, 
Davis, Lawrence, Shanks, 
Arnell, Dawes, Sheldon, L. A. 
-A ner, Loughridge, Sheldon, P. 
Atwood, Dickey, Lynch, Smith, J. A. 
Ayer, xon, aynard, Smith, W. IJ. 
Bailey, Donley, Ys Smith. W. G 
Banks, val, McCrary, Smyth, W. 
Barry, McGrew, Stevens, 
Benj Farnsworth, Mercur. Stokes, 
Bennett, e Moore, E. H, Forgets em 
Benton, Try, Moore, Stric. land, 
Bingham, Finkelnburg, Moore, W. Taffe, 
Blair, T, Morphis, Tanner, 
Boies, Fitch, Morrell, Taylor, 
Boyd, Garfield, Myers, ‘Tillman, 
Brooks, G. M. G Negley, Townsend, 
Buck, Hamilton, C. M. O“ eil chell, 
Ra Ha : Orth, er, 
uffinton, awle; pson, 
Bure Ha Charles Packer, Van Horn, 
Burdett, Heflin, Paine, Van Wyck, 
Butler, Hill, er, ard 
e, Hoar, Peck, Wash 
Cessna, Hooper. Perce, Welker, 
Churchill, 0 Peters, Wheeler. 
. enckes, 0 Whitmore, 
Clarke, Sidney Judd. Poland, Wilkinson, 
Cobb, ulian, orter, Willard, 
5 Kelley. A Williams, 
Cook, Kellogg, Wilson, J. T. 
Conger, Kelsey, Roots, itcher. 
Covode, Ke Sanford, 
All Republicans. 


NAYS—5ö. 
Adams, cki Marshall, Stone, 
Archer, Eldridge, Mayham. Swann, 
Axtell, etz. McCormick, Sweeny, 
Barnum, Griswold, McKenzie, Trimble, 
Beatty, Haight, Morgan, Van Trump, 
Beck, Hambleton, Saml Potter. Voorhees, 
Hamill, Randall, Wellsy 

Bi Hay, J. B. Reeves, Wilson, E. M. 
pn Jas. Ho eras 0 . 

TT, ohnson, mumaker, . ood, 
Calkin, Jones, Sherr Woodward. 
Cleveland, Kerr, ps 
Cox, Knott, Smith, J. S. 
Crebs, Lewis, Stiles, 

51 Democrats, 2 Republicans. 


THE ACT OF MARCH 18, 1880, TO STRENGTHEN THE PUBLIO CREDIT. 
In the House, March 12, 1869. 

(House Journal, first session Forty-first Congress, pages 31 to 36.) j 

JOR ha eee Ghal! Shs e B.T) FAPT 18 sea Reed 2 Nie ADEA 


Cob 
Co — err, . Winchester. 
Crebs, Knott, Shanks, Woodward. 
Deweese, Smith, J. S. 

35 Democrats, 12 Republicans. 


In the Senate, March 15, 1869. 
Journal, first session Forty-first Congress, page 45.] 
On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 7) pass? it was determined in the 
affirmative, 


YEAS. 
Abbott, Edmun Nye, Sumner, 
Anthony, Fenton, gt 8 
Boreman, Ferry, ‘ool, ipton, 
Brownlow, . Fessenden, Pratt, Trambull, 
Cameron, Gilbert, Ramsey, Warner, 
Cattell, Grimes, Robertson, Willey, 
Chan: 1 rris, Sawyer, Willia: 
Conkling, Howard, Schurz, Wilson, 
Corbett, Kellogg, tt, Yates. 


Vickers. 


Casserly, Osborn, Stockton, 
Cole, ce, Thurman, 
7 Republicans, 6 Democrats. 


THE ACT OF JANUARY 14, 1875, TO PROVIDE FOR THE RESUMPTION OF SPECIE 
PAYMENT. 


In the Senate, December 22, 187. 
Journal, second session Forty-third Congress, page 60.] 


On the question, Shall the bill (S. 104) pass? it was determined in the 
affirmative: 


Fen Sargent 
Anthony, Ferry, Mich. M „ Mo. 3 — 
coheed Frelinghuysen, Oglesby, Sherman, 
Chandler. ”  Patterso: Spencer, 
„ „„ DPE 
85 


Wright 


Bogy, 
Cooper, 
Davis, 
Dennis, 


Goldthwaite, 
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NAYS—14. 
Merrim 
Ranso: 5 


ager, m, 
Hamilton, Tex. | Sprague, 


Johnston, 


Stevenson, 


11 Democrats, 1 Republican, and 2 Independents. 


nn the House, January 7, 1875. 
Journal, second session Forty-third Congress, pages 136, 137.] 
m On the question, Shall the bill (S. 1044) pass? it was decided in the afirma- 
ve. 


[Journal, first session Forty- fourth Congress, page 1392.] 
On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 4064) pass? it was decided in the affirma- 


tive. 


be 
Caldwell, J. H. 
Caldwell, W. P. 
pbell, 


BILL TO REPEAL THE RESUMPTION ACT. 


YEAS—1%. 
Alber Garfield, ee, 
Averill, Guncke MeNulta, 
Barber, Hale, Merriam, 
Barrere, Harmer, Monroe, 
a Harrison, Moore, 
Begol Pes rka Noelen, J. S. 
egole, awley, Vegley, J. 
Biery, J. 8. Hays, 4 O'Neil 
ley, Hazelton, C. W. Orr, 
Hazelton, J. W. Orth, 
Burleigh, Hendee, Packard, 
Doene Holga Packer, 
Butler, „ Page, 
Cain, FLAA, Parsons, 
Carpenter, Houghton, Pelham, 
| Carson, Howe, Pew 
Cessna, Hunter, Pike, 
Chittenden, Haynes, Platt, 
Clayton, Kasson, Poland, 
gape i Parman, 
Corwin, Lam ie Ray, 
Cotton, La a Ri 
. Tuan —.— 
ounse, 
ea aay RO a 
i a farii, 
Duell, Ma: Scudder, 
Farwell, McDill, A. 8 Sessions, 
0. . 8. 
Freeman, MDM, J. W. Shanks, 
Frye, MacDougall, Sheats, 
All Republicans. 
NATS 98. 
Adams, Dawes, Knapp, 
Arth Ela oigo Lamison, 
ur, s 
Ashe, Field, Lawson, 
Atkins, Finck, Leach, 
Banning, Giddings, 
Beck, Glover, Marshall, 
Bell, Gooch, McLean, 
Berry, J ohn Gunter, Milliken, 
oun Hagans, 
Bowen, Hamil Mo 
eee Harte B w, Nestaith, 
rom A es: 
Town, S Harris, H. R. Niblack, 
Buffinton, Harris, J. T. Niles, 
Caldwell, Hatcher, Parker, H. W. 
Clark, jr., J. B. Havens, Parker, . 
Clarke, Freeman Hawley, Try, 
Clymer, Hereford, Pierce, 
Comingo, Hernd 
Cook, Hoar, E Read, 
Cox, ‘oar, G. F. Robbins, 
Crittenden, Holman, Sayler, 
Crossland, Hunton, Schell, 
Crutchfield, elley, Scudder, 
71 Democrats, 27 Republicans. 


In the House, August 5, 1876. 


YEAS—106. 


Maron 13, 


Thu 
Tipton.” 


Woodworth, 
Young, J. D. 
Young, P. M. B. 


Hardenber, 
Harri gh, 


27 Demgerats, 50 Republicans. 
This bill was never considered in the Senate. 


ANOTHER BILL TO REPEAL THE RESUMPTION ACT. 
In the House, November 23, 1877. 

(Journal, first session Forty-fifth Congress, pages 264, 205. r 
On the austen Shall the bill (H. R. 805) as amended pass? it was decided in 


the afirma 


CONGRESSIONAL 


088. 
ee 
mpson, 
Schleicher, 


YEAS—133. 
Atkins, Eden, Hunton, 
er, Elam, Humphrey, 
Banning, Errett, Jones, J. T. 
Bayne, Evins, J. H. Jones, J 
Bell, Ewing, Kelley, 
Blackburn, Felton, Ken: 
Bland, Finley, Killinger, 
Boone, Forney, Knapp, 
B 0 Fort. Knott, 
Bron 50 Franklin, Ligon, 
Browne, Fuller, Mackey, 
Buckner, Gardner, 5 
bell, Garth, Manning, 
Caldwell, J, W. Giddings, Marsh, 
Caldwell, W. P. Glover, Martin, 
Calkins, oode, McKenzie, 
Cannon, Gunter, McMahon, 
8 Hamilton, — 1s, 
Jhalmers, na, organ, 
Clarke, J. B. „H. R. Muldrow, 
Clarke, J. B., ir. Harris, J. T. Oliver, 
Clymer, Harrison, hel 
bb, Hartrid Phillips, 
Collins, Hartzel Pridemore, 
k, askell, Rea, 
Cravens, Hatcher, m, 
Crittenden, yes, Reilly, 
Culberson, Honkle, Rice, A. V. 
Davidson ary, Riddle, 
Davis, J. J. Hewitt, G. W. Robbins, 
breil, er rt, berts, 
Dickey, Hooker, Robertson, E. W. 
1 House. Robinson, 
Durham, Hunter, Ryan, 
109 Democrats, 24 Republicans. 
NAYS—12. 
Aldrich, Danford, Keightley, 

n. Davis, H Kimmel. 
Bagley, Deering, Landers, 
Baker, Denison, Lapham, 
Ballou, Dunnell, Lathrop, 

nks, Dwight, mard, 
be, mes, Lindsey, 
Bonodict, Eickhoff, Lockw: 
bee, jr. Ellsworth Loriu 
r, Eyans, N. Luttrell, 
Boyd, Foster, Ma 
Brentano, Freeman, McCook, 
Brewer, Frye, McGowan, 
Briggs. Gartield, McKinley, 
Barchard, Gibson, Metcalfe, 
Burdick, Hale, Mitchell, 

z Hardenbergh, Monroe. 
Camp armer, Morrison, 
8 an Harris, B. W. ores 
Chittenden, er, 
Claflin, Hendes, 0 
Clark, A. A. Henderson, O'Neill, 
Clark, R. Hewitt, A. S. Overton, 
8 le. Hanger heco. 

Songer, u 0 s 
Covert, Ittner, Patterson, 
‘OX, ames, die, 
po, Jones, F. T, 
Cummings, Jorge: Pound, 
tler, oyce, Powers, 
28 Democrats, 92 Republicans. 
This bill was never considered in the Senate. 


Whiting, 
Williams, A. S. 


Wilson, Jam 
oodburn. 


Sapp, 
Sapler, 
Scales. 
Shelley. 


Singleton, 
5 


orton, 


Ye 
eates, 
Young. 


Sampson, 
nber 
Saunieren 
Stenger, 
Stewart, 
Stone. 


ACT OF MAY 21, 1878, TO FORBID THE FURTHER RETIREMENT OF LEGAL- 
TENDER NOTES. 


In the House, April 29, 1878. 
Journal, second session Forty-fifth Congress, page 969.] 
(Bill H. R. 4663.) 


On the question, Shall the rules be suspended and the bill passed? it was de- 
cided in the affirmative. 


XXXII——178 


RECORD—HOUSE. 


Baker, Dean, Keightley, 
Banning, Deering, elley, 
Bayne, Dibrell, Knapp, 
Beebe, Douglas, Knott, 
Bell, Dunnell, Landers, 
Benedict, Durham, Lathrop, 
Bicknell, Eden, Ligon, 
Blackburn, Elam, Lockw: 
Blount, Errett, Luttrell, 
Boone, Ewing, Lynde, 
Bouck, Felton, Mackey, 
Boyd, Finley, aish, 
Bragg, Forney, Manning, 
Bridges, Fort, arsh, 
en, Foster, Martin, 
Browne, Franklin, Mayham, 
Buckner, Fuller, cGowan, 
Bundy, Gardner, McKenzie, 
Bu h. McKinley, 
Burdick, Giddings, McMahon, 
I. Glover, Metcalfe, 
n, Gunter, M 
Caldwell, J. W. Hale. Mitchell, 
dwell. W. P. Hamilton, organ, 
eee Hanna, Morrison, 
Candler, ani Be Muldrow, 
Cannon, Harris, H. Neul, 
Caswell, Harris, J. T. Oliver, 
Chalmers, Kartridge, Overton, 
Clark, A.A. Hartze age, 
Clarke, J. B. Haskell, Patterson, G. W. 
555 . Eanan, T. M 
er, yes, ps, 
Cobb, Hazel 
Cole, Henderson, Pound, 
Conger, Hewitt, ice, 

„ Herbert, ey, 
Cox, ouse, Randolph, 
Crittend Humphi — 

nden, umphrey, gan. 
1 Ittner, Rice, A. V. 
106 Democrats, 71 Republicans. 
NAYS—35. 

Bacon, Davis, Joyce, 
Baker, Eames, Ketcham, 
Blair, Eickhoff, pham, 
Briggs, Frye, Loring, 
Camp, Garfield, Monroe, 
shittenden, Gibson, S Nor 
Clallin. Hendee, Potter, 
Covert, Hiscock, Pugh, 
Crapo, Hungerford, Rice, W. W. 

7 Democrats, 28 Republicans. 


In the Senate, May 28, 1878. 
(Journal, second session Forty-fifth Congress, pages 581, 582.] 
On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 4653) pass? it was determined in the 


affirmative. 
YEAS—41. 
Allison, Dennis, Kirkwood, 
Ferry, McCree: 
Bailey, Gordon, McDo 

k, Grover, McMillan, 
Blaine, Harris, Matthews, 
Cameron, Pa. Hereford, xey, 
Cameron, Wis. Hill, Merrimon, 
Cockrell, Ingalls, Morgan, 

2, Johnston, Oglesby, 
Conover, Jones, Fla. dock, 
Davis. III. Kellogg. om, 

22 Democrats, 19 Republicans. 

NAYS—18. 

Anthony, Christiancy, Kernan. 
Barnum, Conkling, Mitchell, 
Bayard. ton, Morrill, 
Burnsice, Hoar, Randolph, 
Butler. Howe, Rollins, 

8 Democrats, 10 Republicans. 


Shelley, 

. 
emo 

Smalls,” 

Smith, W.E. 

Southar 


Thompson, 
Thornburgh, 
Tipton, 
Townsend, A. 
‘Townshend, R. W. 
Tucker, 


Saunders, 


Saulsbury, 
Wadleigh, 
Whyte. 


TO MAKE GREENBACKS RECEIVABLE FOR IMPORT DUTIES. 
In the House, January 15, 1879. 
(Journal, third session Forty-fifth Congress, pages 191-195.] 

15 — the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 5516) pass? it was decided in the affirm 
ative. 


YEAS—153. 
Burdick, Davis, J. J. 
Butler, Deering, 
Cain, rell, 
Caldwell, J. W. Dunnell, 
Caldwell, a Durham, 
88 Eden, 

T, Ellis, 
Cannon, Evans. J. L. 
Clark, E J.B. 
Clymer, Ewing, 

b, Fel 
Collins, Forney, 

a Franklin, 
Cravens, 

Cul Gibson, 

Cummings, Goode, 

Cutler, Gunter, 
Hamilton, 


Harris, H. R. 
Harris, 
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Marcou 13, 


Ki er 8 omens 2 SILVER LEGISLATION—FREE COINAGE BILL, 
mme 1 Ar. an > 
E naHD, Page. Savior. W. ee In the House, December 18, 1876. 
Knott, Patterson, G. W. Bex ton, White, Harry (Journal, second session Forty-fourth Congress, pages 71, 72. 
Landers, Patterson, T. M. Shallenberger, White, M. On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 4189) pass? it was decided in the af- 
Lapham, Peddie, — — Whitthorne, firmative. 
Luttrell, Si a —— ilams G * 
u — k 8 
Lynde, Price, malls, Williams, J. N. Anderson Dorham, 222 
Masker, Pridemore, Southard, Willis, A. S. ‘Ashe, y Evans, Luttrell § ringer, 
Pugh, Springer, Willits, Atkins, Faulkner, Lynde, ' Stanton. 
noy, Steele, ilson, by, Felton, key Strai i 
Martin, Randolph, Stone, ood, ley, jr.,J.H. Finley, n. Stenger 
Me Strait, Wright, er, J. H. Forney. M ry Stevenson, 
Metcalfe, Ti Yeates, ning, Fort. Meili, tone 
ls, . Townsend,Amos Young. Bland, Foster, Fur Stowell, 
pm wel Popkin, — ee R. W. Blount, Franklin, Milliken, Swann, 
Muldrow, Ross, Turner, Bradford, Gloran —.—. é 
107 Democrats, 46 Republicans. Bradley, E — Monroe, ene 
8-8 r unter, organ, Throckmorton, 
Bacon, 9 AS. O'Neill, arowa —— * pam nton; A. H. e Townsend, 
Ballou, Cox, D Buckner,” — Odell, Puree 
Ban sones; aa Bovine Burchard, H.C. Hardenbergh, Oliver, Yan Vorhes, 
Blair, Dwight, Joyce, St Cabell, DAELE o E Vance. R. É, 
Bliss, Eames, etcham, Stewart, Caldwell, J. H. pie Phillips, Waddell 
Foster, Lathrop, Ward, Caldwell, W Hartri Piper, aldron 
np, Garfield, McCook, Williams, Andrew bell, ¥ age, Poppleton, Walker, 
Chittenden, „ Monroe, wine ome! Cannon, Hatcher. Powell, Wallace, A.S, 
Cole, Henry, Norcross, 8 18 i allace, J. W. 
12 Democrats, 31 Republicans. Caswell, Henderson, Reilly, John Watterson, 
and ee Giaa e, a e 
In the House, April 5, 1880. larke, ` Howitt, G.W. Riddle, White, ` 
Journal. second session Forty-sixth Congress, pages 950, 951.] Clark, jr., J. B. 7 Robbins, John Whiting, 
Mr. Weaver moved that the rules be suspended so as to enable him tosub- | Clymer, Hooker. Robbins, W. M. Thitthorne, 
mit, and the House to to. the following resolutions, viz: Sono umphreys, Roberts, Saera, 
Ray That it is the sense of this House that all currency, whether | tonger, 3 — Rusk, illiams, A. 
metallic or £, necessary for the use and convenience of the people, should | (00% Fonton, Sampson, wine C.G. 
bo in issued a and it its 3 controlled by the Government, and not by or | Cowan, 12 Savage, illiams, ot 
rations of the country; and when so issued should xX, mball, Scales. iiliams, W. B. 
tent a all leg, Pender in in payment of all debts, public and private. 5 pete Singleton Wilson, Benjamin 
“Resolved, That, in th 1o judgment of tt of this House, that portion of the interest- Sunt mar ering — es James 
bearing deb of the United States which shall become redeemable in the year | putler, — ers, 8 on ¥ oodworth, 
52 Lor pr rior thereto, being in amount $782.000,00Q,; should not be refunded | Pfbrell. anders, G. Smith, William entes, 
fio power of tho G Government to call in said obligations and pay them | Dibre Lane, uthard, Young. 
— poems oaa nl t should be paid as rapidly as possible, and according to con- 124 Democrats, 44 Republicans: 
tract. To pe — the 8 to meet these obligations, the mints of the NAYS-53. 
United States shoald be rated to their full ca ty in the coinage of A 1 Sch 
3 silver 3 anc such other coinage as the business interests of N Ge Tael a Match „ — er, 
country Bag . 5 5 
8 bo Salt th er, it ibson, MacDougall, Sinnickson, 
una the q on, the rules be suspended? it was decided in the nega- Ballou, alee Metcalfe: Smith A H 
Balh = We Miller, — 
Armfield, Dibrell, Lowe, Singleton, O. R. Burleigh Howitt, A. A N oe Warten 
At Dickey, Manning, Slemons, Can oar. "Brien, Ww liams, AS. 
A Du M Chittenden, O'Neill, this 
Elam, Davy, Hurd, Packer, Wood, įr., 
Der Jones, Pierce, Wood, Fernando. 
Eames, Kasson, Plaisted, 
Flye, Kehr, Platt, 
Freeman, Levy, Potter, 
17 Democrats, 36 Republicans. 


the affirmative. 


Davis, Scales, 
De La Matyr, Ladd, Singleton, J. W. 
73 Democrats, 1 Republican, 11 Greenbackers. 


NAYS—117, U. 
Aldrich,N.W. Pa vis. Horace Johnston, 5 ee 
Aldrich, W. Deering, Joyce, Robinson, Blount, 
Anderson, Deuster. Keifer, Boone, 
hman, Dunnell, Kimmel, Russell, W. A. Bouck, 
ARRAN, Brentano, 
Barber, wis. = ord. ERT — 
Bayne, 5 Lindse Shallonberger, Brogden, 
Beltzhoover, Ferdon, Lounsbery, peny Browne, 
: 10 ith, A. Buckner, 
Bundy, 
Burdick, 
bell, 
Cain, 
Caldwell, J. W. 
Caldwell, W. P. 
Calkins, 
Candler, 
Cannon, 
Carlisle, 
Caswell, 
Chalmers, 
Clark J Beg 
8 r. 
k. Rush 


There was no action on this bill in the Senate. 
ANOTHER FREE COINAGE BILL. 


In the House, November 5, 1877. 


YEAS—164. 
Cummings, Hooker, 
Cutler, House, 
Danfo: Hubbell, 
Darrall, Hunter, 
Davis, J. J. Hunton, 
Deering, Humphrey, 
Dibrell, Ittner, 
Dickey. Jones, J. T. 
Dunnell, Jones, J. S. 
Eden, Keifer, 
` elghtiey, 
Ellis, eliey, uf 
Ellsworth. Kenna, 
Evins, Knapp, 
Ewing, Knott, 
Felton, Lathrop, 
Finley, Ligon, 
Forney, Luttrell, 
Foster, 5 — 
Fran ackey, 
Fuller, Maish, 
Gardner, Manning, 
Garth, Marsh, 
Giddings, . 
Glover, McKenzie, 
Goode, McKinley, 
Hamilton, McMahon, 
Harris, ills, 
Money, 
Hartrid Monroe, 
organ, 


Journal, first session Forty-fifth Congress, pages 143, 144. | 
On the question being put, Shall the bill (H. R. 1093) pass? it was decided in 


Shelley. 
Singleton, 
Slemons, 
Smith, 


Strait. 
Thornburgh, 
Throckm 
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Waddell, Willets, Williams, Richard Wright, 
elch, Williams, C. G. Willis, Yeates, 
White, Williams,J.N. Wren, Young. 
97 Democrats, 67 Republicans. 
NAYS—34. 
Bacon, Davis, Horace Hewitt, A. S. Reed, 
Ballou, . n: oyce, Rice, W. W. 
Blair, Eames, Leonard, Schleicher, 
Brewer, Field, Lindsey, Stephens, 
Briggs, Frye, McGowan, Swann, 
Chittenden, Gibson, Morse, Ward, 
Claflin, Hardenbergh, Norcross, Wood. 
Cole, ddie, 
Covert, Hendee, Powers, 
10 Democrats, 24 Republicans. 5 
In the Senate, February 15, 1878. 
(Journal, second session Forty-fifth Congress, page 209.] 
On the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 1093) pass? it was determined in the 
affirmative. 
YEAS—48. 
Allison, Davis, II. Johnsto Oglesby, 
Armstrong, Baris, W. Va. Jones. Fia Padd by 4 
Bailey. Dennis, Jones, Nev. Plumb, * 
Beck, Dorsey, ellogg, Saulsbury, 
Booth, Eustis, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Bruce, Ferry, McCreery, Spencer, 
Cameron, Pa, Garland, McDo: er, 
Cameron, Wis. Gordon, McMilan, Thurman, 
Chaffee, Grover, Matthews, Voorhees, 
Cockrell, Hereford, Maxey, all 
ke, owe. Merrimon, Windom, 
Conover, Ingalls, organ, Withers, 
25 Democrats, 23 Republicans. 
NAYS—21. 
Anthony, Conkling, Lamar, Sargent, 
um, wes, McPherson, Wadleigh, 
Bayard, Edmunds, Mitchell, Whyte. 
Blaine, Hamlin, Morrill. ý 
Burnside, Hoar, Randolph, 
Christiancy, Kernan, Rollins, 
7 Democrats, 14 Republicans, 
So it 


was P 
Resolved, That the bill pass, and that the title be amended to read: “An 
get to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar, and to restore its 
legal-tender character.” 


PASSED OVER PRESIDENT'S VETO. 
In the House, February 23, 1878. 
(Journal, second session Forty-fifth Congress, pages 546-549.] 


On the bill H. R. 1093. 
And the question being put, it was decided in the affirmative. 


YEAS—196. 
Aiken, Cutler, Ittner, Ryan, 
Aldrich, Danford, Jones, J.T. Sampson, 
Atkins, Davidson. Jones, J. S. pp, 
Baker, Davis, J.J. Keightley, Sayler, 
Banning, ring, elley, es. 
Bayne, Dibrell, Kenna, Sexton, 

i, Dickey, Knapp; Shallenberger, 
Benedict, Dunnell, Knott, Shelley, 
Bicknell, Durham, Landers, Singleton, 
Blackburn, en, Lathrop, Slemons, 
Bland, Elam, Ligon, Sm: 

Blount, Ellis. Luttrell. Smith, W. E. 
Boone, Errett, Lynde, Spar 
Bouck, Evans, J. L. ackey, Springer, 
Boyd, Evins, J. H. Manning, le, 
Bragg, Ewing, Marsh, a org a 
Brentano, Felton, Ma Stone, J. W. 
Brewer, inley, McGowan, Stone, J. C. 
Bridges, Forney, McKenzie, t. 
Bright. ort. McKinley, eee ee 
Brogden, Foster, McMahon, Thornburgh, 
Browne, Frank) Metcalfe, 1 i 
Buckner, Fuller, Mills, Tipton, 
Bundy, Garth, Mitchell, Townsend, Amos 
Burchard, Giddings, Money, ‘Townsend, M. L 
Burdick, Glover, Monroe, ‘Townshend, R. W. 
Butler, e Mo: R cker, 
Caldwell, J. W. Gunter, Muldrow, ‘Turner, 
Caldwell, W.P. Hamilton, Neal, ey, 
Calkins, Hanna, Oliver, Vance, 
Candler, Harris, H. R. ` Van Vorhes, 
Cannon, Harris, J. T. Patterson, G. W. Waddell, 
Carlisle, Harrison, Patterson, T. M. Walker, 
Caswell, Hartrid Phel ‘alsh, 
Chalmers, Hartse Phillips, Welch, 
Clarke, J.B. Haskell, Pollard, White, Harry 
Clark, J. B. jr Hatcher, Pound, White, M. D. 

lark, yes, ice, Whitthorne, 
Clymer, Hazelton, Pridemore, Taput, 
Cobb, Henderson, ey, Williams, 4 
Cole, Henry, Randolph, Williams, J. N. 
Conger, Hewitt, illiams, 

k, Herbert, an, Willis, A. 8. 

Cox, J.D. Hooker, Rice, A. V. illits, 

x, S. S. ouse, Riddle, Wilson, 
Cravens, Hubbell, bbins, Wren, 
Crittenden, Hunter, berts, Wright, 

ulberson, Hunton, Robertson, E. W. Yea 
Cummings, Humphrey. Robinson. Young. 
122 Democrats, 74 Republicans. 


NAYS—73. 
Bacon, Dwight, Jones, Frank $ 
ley Eames.“ Joyce, Schleicher, 

Baker, W. H. Eickhoff, Ketcham, Sinnickso 
Ballou, Ellsworth, Lapham, Smith, A. H. 
Banks, Field. Lindsey, Starin, 
Beebe, Freeman, Lockwood, Stenger, 
Bisbee, Frye, Loring, Stewart, 
Blair, Garfield, MeCook, Veeder, 

liss, Gibson, Morse, Ward, 
Briggs, fale, Muller, Warner, 
Cain, Hardenbergh, No Watson, 

P, Harmer ONeill. Williams, A. S. 
Campbell, Harris, B. W. Overton, Williams, Andrew 
Chittenden, ‘otter, Williams, James 
Ciaflin, Hendee, Powers, Willis, B. A. 
Covert, - Hewitt, A.S. ugh, ‘ood, 

Crapo, Hiscock, d, 

Davis, Horace Hungerford, Rice, W.W. 

De: n, James, Robinson, G. D. 
21 Democrats, 52 Republicans. 


x In the Senate, February 28, 1878. 
Journal. second session Forty fifth Congress, page 252.] 


The President pro tempore stated the question before the Senate to be, Shall 
the bill pass on reconsideration! and it was determined in the affirmative. 


YEAS—46. 
Allison, Eustis, Jones, Nev. Plumb, 
Bailey, Ferry, ellogg, Saulsbury, 
Beck, Garland, Kirkwood, Saunders, 
Bruce, Gordon, McCreery, 5 
Chaffee, Grover, McDonald, ‘eller, 
Coc! Harris, MeMillan, Thurman, 
Coke, Hereford, Matthews, Voorhees, 
Conover. Hill, Maxey, Wallace, 
Davis, III. Howe. Merrimon, Windom, 
Davis, W. Va. Ingalls, Morgan, | Withers. 
Dennis, Johnston, Paddock, 
Dorsey, Jones, Fla. Patterson, 

25 Democrats, 21 Republicans. 

NAYS—19. 
Barnum, Dawes, A Rollins, 
Bayard, Eaton, McPherson, Senon 
Blaine, Hamlin, Mitchell, Wadleig 
Butler, Hoar, Morrill, Whyte. 
Conkling, Kernan, Randolph, 


9 Democrats, 10 Republicans. 
REFUSED TO SUSPEND COINAGE. 
In the House of Representatives, April 8, 1886. 
House Journal, first session Forty aini: Congress, pages 1192 to 1195, inclu- 


Bill (H. R. 5690) for the free coinage of silver, and for other purposes. 

Wen 2 submitted the following amendment in the nature of a substi- 
„namely: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert in lieu thereof the fol- 
lowing, namely: 

“That unless meantime, through concurrent action of the nations of 
Europe with the United States, silver be remonetized prior to July 1, 1889, 
that then and thereafter s9 much of the act of February 28. 1878, entitled An 
act to authorize the coinage of the standard silver dollar and to restore its 
legal-tender character’ as authorizes and directs the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury to purchase silver bullion and cause the same to be coined, shall be sus- 
pended until further action by Congress. 

Tne question upon the amendment submitted by Mr. Dibble was decided 
in the negative—yeas 84, nays 201, not voting 38. 


YEAS—S. 
Adams, G. E. Dingley, Ketcham, Rockwell, 
Allen, C. H. Dowdney, Leblbach, Sawyer, 
Arnot, Dunham, Lindsey, Scott. 
A Ely, Long, Scranton, 
Baker, Ermentrout, Mahoney, Seymour, 
Bayne, Evans, McAdoo, Shaw, 
Beach, Everhart, McComas, Sowden, 
Belmont, Farquhar, Merriman, Spooner, 
Bingham, Findlay, Millard, Spri gS, 
liss, Gallinger, Milliken, 8 eker, 
Bound Gibson, C. H. Mitchell, Stewart, J. W. 
Boutelle, Green, R. S. Muller, Stone. E. F. 
Bunnell, Grout, O'Neill, Charles Storm, 
Burleigh, Harmer, arker, Strait. 
Campbell, Felix Haynes. yne, Swope, 
Campbell, . Hemphill, Phelps, Viele, 
Cole, ewitt, dar, Wadsworth, 
Collins, He d, Pulitzer, ait, 
Davenport, Hires, Randall, Weber, 
Davis, James, Ranney, West, ' 
Dibble, Johnson, A. Reed, T. B. Whiting. 
33 Democrats, 51 Republicans. 
NAYS—201. 
Anderson, C. M. Brumm Conger, Dunn 
Anderson, J. A. Buchanan, per, en, 
Ballentine, rnes, wiles, Eldredge, 
Barbour, Burrows, Cox, Elisberry, 
Bark: e Butterworth, in, Felton, 
Barnes, num, ` Fisher, 
Barry, Cabell, Croxton, eeger, 
Bennett, Caldwell Culberson, Foran, 
Blanchard. Campbell, Curtin, Ford, 
nd, Candler, Cutcheon, Forney, 
Blount, Cannon, Daniel, e 
Boyle, Carleton, Davidson, A. Fuller, 
rair, tch Davidson, R. H. M. Funston, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Clardy, Dawson, Gay. 
riage, Ey: Clements, Ty, Geddes, 
Brown, W. W. b y. Gilfillan, 
Browne, T. M. Comstock, Dougherty, Glass, 


Marcu 13, 


Glover’ La Follette, O'Neill, J. J. 

Ot. is 88 AETAT; Viele, ak West, Willis, 

Green, W. J. Landes, Outhwaite, Taylor E. B. wae Weber g White” i sac 

2 * * 
Guenther, Lawler, . — Taylor Zach, 70 Democrats, 98 Republicans. 
evr 8 THE -BULL HERMAN) BILL, 

Hall, , ttle, Perkins, 5 Motion to mit wisn ee : 

Ha r 2 Lore,’ Pe rry, Th ed eant oe recommit with instructions to report a bill (H. R. 5381) Zor free 
1 te $ 3 Phan — House of Representatives, Saturday, June 7, 1890. ® 
arris, Lowry, i: Tucker (Journal, first session Fifty-first Congress, pages 714, 715. 

Hatch, L K Reagan. 8 Mr. BLAND. I ff i : 
— ae Mari S ae Tar “Ae 1 powo 3 resolution which I send to the desk. 

erson, P. artin, Richardson, “Resolved, That the bill be i 
Teas DE Maren, 5 le, j e recommitted to the Committee on Coinage, 
Henderson, 1 — . eee Wakefield, Bide tage! hap enemas ca with instructions to report back a bill for the free 

enley, A R er, i pon agreeing tion to recommit 

Hepburn, McKenna, Rowe” woo Ww n * = y e 3 

Herbert, McKinley, Ryan, Weaver, A. J. “YEAS—I6. 
eons McMillin, Sayers, Weaver, J. B. Abbott. Coo) Ind, Lan rtson 

Hit F eee) Seney, 8 Alderson, Cothrat F 3 Roberts 
A Monet Preps or 3 Allen, Mich. Cowles, Lee, Rowlan 

1 5 7 — Morgan, Skinner, ' — White: Ste yee mg one Later: Gee savers 

Hopkins, Morrill, S Wilkin Bankhead, . pe Sheen 

. Sniper: ud — 5 Calberson,Tex. Lewis. Shively, 

(ames M 5 Sp E was — no; Davidson, Mansur, Skinner, 

I oe Mond told Beale ae _Bartine, De Haven, Martin, Ind. Springer, 

Johnson, J F. Neal Stephenson, Wolford, Bess | Bamana Moolen’ 5 

Johnson, Neece, Stewart, Chas, “Woodburn, Blanchard Ellis, . — Stone Ky 

Jones, J. H Oates, St. Worthington. Bland, ° Enlo: ‘ Stone Mo 

King, o 8 88 Stone. W. J., Run f oe, McRae, Stone, Mo. 

E Strudl D eatherston, Montgomery, arsney, 
Laffoon, O'Hara, Symes, Breckinridge K. 18812. . 5 — 

130 Democrats, 71 Republicans. Brickner, ©" Funston, Morrow, „ 
FREE COINAGE BILL. 5558 Goodnight, 5 ; A 
U the question of the engrossment and third reading of the bill, it was Bullock; rimes, "Noal, Vandew os 
de 1404 in the negative. ~ Bynum, tch, Outhwaite, Walker. Mo. 
yeas. Gier Ce „ Bare? Wheeled 

Anderson, J. A. Forney, Lo Sessi Caruth, eard, îtthorne, 

Ballentine, Frederia Markham, Singleton, Catchings, Henderson, N. C. — Wien 

Barnes. Glass, Maybery, Snyder,” Claney, * Solna Williams i 

Barry, Goff, Springer. Clarke, Ala. Holman, erce, Wilso: w 

Bennett, Green, W.J. McRae, Stewart, C. bb, Kelley Reilly. Wilson; Š 

Bland, Hale, Miller, 8 es ¢ Connell, Kilgore, Richardson, oder.” EE 

Brady, E, T PEAN tone, W. J., Mo. 101 Democrats, 14 Republicans, 1 Wheeler. 

Bornes’ = Harri Nees Taubes, Aa maces 

au 3 

Bynum, Hatch. O`Ferrall, Taylor, M. Arnold, Daar, La Folletto, Rock well 

Caldwell, Henderson T.J. O'Neil, J.J.  ‘Thycekmorton, | Atkinson; W. va. Dunnell, Tews, Russell 

Candler, Henley, wen, illman. ker. Du: on Eid. — : 

Carleton, Hermann, Payson 4 nks, HT —.— Sawyer, 

y, ill, y Van 3 8 
Siew ts, Holman, — Weds, 5 Beckwith, Ewart, roet pea 
Comstock, Howard, rs, Warner: . Belknap Fine i Meco Bin 
Cowles, ; Piumb, Weaver, A.J rgen, Flick.” een Smith. W. 
Orisp. Johnston, J. T. Weaver. J. B. Bingham. Flood. co 5 
Croxton, Johnston, F. D. Wellborn, hmat Flowe Mekinley poo — 
Culberson, Jones, J. H. Reid, J. W. Wheeler, Boutelle, auf 1 Stopher 

King, Reese, White, A. C. Bowden, M mit 8 
Kleiner, Richardson, il Brewer, Geissenhainer 2 N. Se 
pan — prewers Sacre x Moore, Stockbridge, 
Dockery, Landes, Ro — Woltora, Brower, v. Gifford, Morrill, Beene 
Rog oodburn, rowne, Va. Greenhalge, orse. 

Eidreiige, Lawler, | Evan, Worthington. Buchanan, N. J. Grosvenor, Mudd. mayer E, B. 

Ford, Louttit. Seney, Dartam Hansbrough, rer ier Ter, a 
98 Democrats, 30 Republicans. Butterworth, r, z O'Donnell, Tracey, 

NAYS—163. Gannon,” Hemphill Sen ase e 

Adams, G.E. Davidson, A. . Herbert, O'Neill, Charles Chen als. Henderson, Il. Payne, fade, 

Allen, C. H. Davidson, R. H. M. Hewitt, Osborne, Cheadle, Henderson, Iowa Payson, Walker, Mass. 

Anderson, U. M. Davis, Hiestand, Outhwaite, rk, Wis. m, Pickler. Wallace, N. Y. 

Arnot, Dibble, Hires, ker, well, Hitt, Pugsley, ickham, 

Atki Dingley, Hitt, Payne, Colem Hopkins, Guinn. asis Wiley. 

Baker, — Holmes, Phelps, Coms Houk, uinn, Williams, Ohio 

Barbour, Dougherty, Hopkins, Pin Songer Kennedy, me Wilson, K 

Bayne, waney. James, Pulitzer A Kerr, Iowa Ray, Wilson, We 

3 ` Dalzell, et Reed, Iowa 
€ s Wright. 

Belmont, s tch Ranney, Dangan; mand y Yardley. 

Blanchard, 1 a Rock 5 od een ri mm 55 instructions back 

g s 1 3 a W it with to report a bill for free 

Blount, Everhart, Lindsley, Rowell. ASSED 

penn 8 ittle, Sawyer, y eke Sate 
ma 8 ng, Scott, Pe parc mema of the passage of the bill as amended, it was decided in 

Breckinridge, Ky. er, Lovering, Seymour, YEAS—135. 

Brown, W. W. Fleeger, an, Shaw, ` Adams, Buchanan, Dunn 

Browne, T. M. Foran, honey, malls, ‘Allen, Mich Barro a o poem TON 

2 Kahar ë — Sowden, Arnold. . evant. 19 $ 

nell, allinger, cAdoo, poon orth, i . 

Burleigh, Ga: McComas, 85 rs," 8 W. V. Saldwel 1 Hopkins 

Burrows, des, M Stahlnecker faker aS . inter Hon 

Butterworth, Gibson, C. H. McKenna, Steele. ý Danke. el, ef Honk a 

Campbell, Gilfillan, McKinley, Stephenson Ba — ca Ear o 

Campbell Z. E. Glover. Stewart, J. W. Bockwi Clar Frank coe 

Campbell; T.J. Green, R Millard, Stone, E. F. Beld 3 . i 

Canna roren; MERN, Storm, Ú Belknap oan: Goce p she 

rou t S 3 k 8 i 

Cole, Guenther, Moffatt, Strahl, — — Co Gite Ta Follette, 

8³ — BDE, 5 Conai, Gifford, Laidlaw, 

Conger, Harmer, Morrison, w Boutelle, Craig, 555 Had. 

T, Haynes, Muller, Taylor, E.B. Bowden. Daizell A eee i PE 

Cox, Hemphill, Murphy, Thomas, O. B. Brewer, De Haven, Hansbroug! — 

$ Henderson, D. B. Norwood, Brosius, D h, 2 
88 fever * O'Donnell, — — ver, Ha ; M 

rm, Turner, va. A m. ‘MeCorntick, 
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Mo Ra Snider, 
Morrow, Reed, awa; Stephenson, — egie i 75 Y. 112 Democrats, 22 Republicans, 1 Wheeler. 
„ ey burn, Stive Williams, 
Mudd, Rife, y Stockbridge, Wilson Ky. N ERR Follette, Banf 
owe t ash. 8 2 
Sonnen. Bove z — rent Allen, Mich. Culberston, Pa. Laidlaw, aera 
O'Neill, Pa. Santo Taylor, E. B. V. ey. Andrew, Sons Le ang Scranton, 
Payne, Sawyer, Taylor, III. f Atkinson, Pa. D fin, ri Eind fen 
134 Republicans, 1 Wheeler. Baker, z 301 io pind. Shon 
NAYS—-119. Banks, Dingley, i Such Vi 
Abbott, Crain, Lester, ga. Bayne, Dolliver, n, mer, 
Alderson, sp, Lester, Va. Rowland, Beckwith, Dunnell, McAdoo, Snider,” 
Allen, Miss Culberson, Tex. Sayers, Belden, unphy, McComas, pinola 
Anderson, Kans. Dargan, Maish. J Seney, Belknap, McCord Spooner. 
Bankhead, Davidson, ansur, Shively. Bergen, Farquhar, McDuffie Stephens 
rnes, Dockery, Martin, Ind. Skinner, Bingham, V Kenna, Stewart, Vt. 
Bartine, Dunphy, McClammy, Springer. Bliss, Flick McKinley, Stivers,’ 
Barwig, Edmunds, McClellan, Stewart, Tex. Booth: ood, A 8 ; 
3 Elliott, McCreary, Stockdale. Boutelle, Flower, Milliken, Struble, ` 
Blanchard, Bil McRae, Stone, Ky. Bowden, Frank, Moffitt, Stump. 

nd Enloe, Montgomery, y, wer, Gear, Moore, N. H. Swene 
Blount, Boner 8 ilimas. Brosius, Geissenhainer, Morey, Taylor, E. B, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Forney, Morgan, Townsend, Colo. Brower, Gest, orse, Taylor, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fowler, Mutchler, Tracey. Browne, Va. Greenhalge, Mudd, Taylor, Tenn, 
Brickner, Geissenhainer, Oates, Tucker, Buckalew, Grout, Mutchler ‘Thomas 
Brookshire, Gibson, Ferran, Turner, Ga. Burrows, Hall, Niedringhaus, Townsend, Pa. 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, O'Neal Ind. sehen Rane Burton, Hansbrough, O'Donnell, Tracey. 
Bullock, dennen O'Neil, Mass. Venable, Butterworth, Harmer, O'Neil, Mass. Turner, N. Y. 
Bynum, Hatch, Outhwaite. Walker, Mo. Caldwell, Haugen, O'Neill, Pa. Vandever, — 
Candler, Ga. Hayes, Owens, Ohio Washington, 98 Henderson, m. Payne, an Schale 
Carter, Haynes, Parrett, Wheeler. Ala. Candler, Mass. Henderson, Iowa Payson Vaux 
Caruth, 8 Whitthorne, Cannon, Hill, Pugsley, Waddill 
Catchings, Henderson, N.C. Penington, Wike, Caswell, Hitt, uackenbush, Wallace, Mass. 

pman, erber erry, Wiley, Cheadle, Hopkins, uinn, Wallace, N. Y, 

Holman, erce, Wilkinson. ea Houk, in Watson. 
Clarke, Ala. Kelley, uinn, Williams, il. Clancy, Kennedy, Reed, Iowa Wiley. 
Č gore, y. Wilson, Mo. Cogswell, Kerr, Iowa Reyburn, cox, 
8 Ind. Lane, Richardson, wi „W. Va. 8 Ketcham, e Wilson, K 
. obertson, 8 nsey, ash. 
e Cowles, Lee, Rockwell, Conger, EARD. Rus Nich, 
12D ts, 7 Republi Covert, cey, Russell, Yardley. 
SILVER-BULLION BILL. 190 Republicens, 22 Democrata. 
g In the Senate, Tuesday, June 17, 1890. In the House, July 12, 1800. 
ournal, first session Fifty-first Congress, page 377.] On the conf committee 
5 question of agreeing to the repo 
On the guestion, Shall the bill (H. R. 6381) pass? it was decided in the was decided in the afirmative. 5 S 
YEAS—42. = 
Rate, area Ada Dalzell, Laidlaw, Rowell. 

b Geo orgo Morgan, 8 Allen, Mich. Darlington, Laws, Russell, 
Blodgett, f or Teller Anderson, Dingley, Lehlbach, Scull, ` 
Butler, Hen ni Payne Turpis Atkinson, Ea. Dolliver, McComas, Simon 

8 ee Vana Atkinson, W.Va. Dorsey, McCord, Smith. II 
ol, cm, Tagas y Ere: yaos Baker, Dunnell, McCormick, Smith, W. Va. 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. Power, Voorhees, Danks, Farquhar, 1 Zunder 
Coke, Kama Pugh, 5 Walthall Bartine, Featherston, McKenna, Spooner, 
8 Manderson, Ransom, Wolcott. Bayne, Finley, Hanes Stephenson, 
Daniel, Mitchell, > Beckwith, Flick, Morey, Stew 
E Reagan, Belk Flood rill, oe a 
ustis, Moody, Sanders, Be nep Frank. do Stivers, 
27 Democrats, 15 Republicans. Bis,” — M “ Seon 
NAYS—25. Bowden, Gear Mada: Taylor E. B. 
a w ‘aylor, 
Al Haw Brewer, Gest, Ni 
aa 8 os Spee Brosius, Gifford, Goll Pr. e Taplor. 121 D. 
‘Allison, E 25 MePh W. sat wor Brower, Grosvenor, Osborne, Thomas, 
lair, aay a herson, Wilson, M. Buchanan, N. J. Haugen, Owen, Ind. Thompson, 
Casey, Gray, Plat zl, ' * Burton Henderson, III. Payne, ‘Townsend, Colo. 
Chandler, - Hals. Sawyer: Caldwell, Henderson, lowa Payson, Townsend, Pa. 
Cullom, Hawley, ‘ Sherman, a 85 5400 B Perkins, Vandever, 
22 Republicans, 3 Democrats. Caswell, Hitt. Pickler Walker, Mass 
VOTE TO CONCUR IN FREE-SILVER AMENDMENT. 8 Hopes, Sade Wallace, N. Y. 
House of Representatives, Wednesday, June 25, 1890. Coleman, Kelley, ines, Wilson, . 
z Journal, first session Fifty-Hrst Congress, page 785.] . —— * Kennedy. Bey, I Re Wash. 

he question of concurring in the Sena men 5 i a 7 

GEN sumer 283 poi a Senate amend: t to the bill H. R. 5381 eee Kinsey, Reyburn, Yardley. 
YEAS—135. Soe La Follette, Rockwell 
: , e ockwe 

Abbott. Clarke, Ala. Grime: 10 
Alderson, Clements, Hare, ij e e 
‘Allen, Miss. Cobb, Hatch, Moore, Tex. NAYS—00. 
Anderson, Kans. Connell.“ Haynes, Morrill, 3 
Anderson, Miss. r, Heard, Morrow, Abbott, Cothran, Lester, Va. inn 

Cothran, Render Norton, Allen, Crain, Lewis, 77 
Barnes. Cowles, enderson, N. C. Oa Anderson, Miss. i Robertson, 
Bartine, Crain, erbert, G Ferrall. Bankhead, Culberson,Tex. Martin, Ind. Roge: 
Blanchard, Crisp, Hermann, O’Neall, Barwig, Davidson, Martin, Tex. Rusk,” 
Bland, Culberson, Tex. Holman, Owen, Ind. Bland, Dibble, McAdoo Sayer 
Blount, Cummings, Kelley. Owens, Ohio Blount, ‘Kery, McClaminy, Shively 
Boatner, Davidson, Kerr, Pa. Parrett. Boatner, Dunphy, McClellan, * Stewart T 
Breckinridge, Ark. De Haven, Kilgore, Paynter, Breckinridge, Ark. Elliott, McCreary, Stockdale = 
Brec Ey. Dockery, Tane: Pel Breckinridge, Ky. Ellis, McMillin, Stone, Ky. 
Brickner, Dorsey, Lanham, Penington, Brickner, Enloe, McRae, ” Sto Mo. 
Brookshire, Edmunds, Laws, Perkins, Brookshire, Forman Mutchler, Tillman = 
Brown. J. B Elliott, Lee, Perry, Brunner, Forney, Norton. Tracey, 
Brunner, Ellis, Lester, Ga. Peters. Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, Oates, ` Venable. 
Buchanan, Va. Enloe, Lester, Va. Pierce, Bullock, Hayes, O'Neall, Ind. Wheeler, Ala. 
Bullock, Featherston, Lewis, Post, Bynum, Heard, O'Neil, Mass. Whitthorne, 

unn, F it À Magner, Reilly. Candler, Ga. —5 hill, Owens, Ohio ike. 

h ansur, äson, on, TSON. : 
Candler, Ga. Forney, Martin, Ind. Robarteces Catchings, Holi „ 3 Williaa 
Carlton, Fowler, McClammy, Rowland, Chipman, Hooker, Peel, * Wilson, W Vi 
Carter, Funston, McClellan, Sayers, Clancy, Kerr, Pa. Penington, Yoder. 
Caruth, Gibson, McCreary, Shively, Clunie, Lanham, Pierce, i 
Catchings, Gifford, McMillin, Skinner. Cooper, Ind. Lawler, Price, 


Chipman, Goodnight, McRae, Smith, II. All Democrats. 
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In the Senate, Tuesday, July 10, 1890. 
(Journal, first session Fifty-first Congress, page 421.] 


[Bill H. R. 5381. 
1 On the question of concurring in the report, it was decided in the afirma- 
vo. 
YEAS—3. 
Aldrich, Edm McMillan, 
Allison, Fasel. Mitchell 
e 
Blair, Moody, 
Casey, Hawley, Pettigrew, 
Cullom, Pierce, 
Davis, latt, 
Dawes, Hoar. Plumb, 
Dixon, galls, Power, 
p Jones, Nev. v. 
All Republicans. 
. NAYS—26. 
Barbour, Colquit Jones, Ark, 
Bate, Basel” 
Blackburn, Faulkner, McPherson, 
Call, Gibson, Pasco, 
. Gorman, Pugh, 
Coke, Reagan, 
All Democrats. 


MOTION TO TABLE FREE-COINAGE BILL. 
In the House, March 24, 8 
Mr. Burrows moved to lay the bill on the tabl 


And the 8 — pat, Shall the bill (H. R 4426) lie on the table? it 


was decided in the negative. 
YEAS—148. 
Amerman, „Pa. Huff, 
Andrew, Crosby, Hull, 
Atkinson, Cummings, Johnson, Ind. 
Bacon, Cartis, Johnson, N. Dak. 
Cutting, Ke 
Belden, Dalze! Kribbs, 
knap, Daniell, Lagan, 
Belzhoover, De F. Lapham, 
Bentley, Dingley, Lind, 
n. n. Little. 
Boutelle, 38 ican 
n ' y 
pores Regi en 
W. ows, ch, 
eal Fitch, Mag er, 
us Flick, McAleer, 
Brunner, Geary, McDo 
N.J. Geissenhainer, McGann, 
Bunting, —.—.— cKaig, 
Burrows, Greenleaf, McKenna, 
Bushnell, Griswold, 3 
ble, Grout, Meyers 
Cadmus, all. 
Caldwell, Hallowell, Milliken, 
le, Hamilton, Mitchell. 
Causey, Harmer, Mutchler, 
pin, Harter, Newbe 
pman, Haugen, O'Donn 
A Hayes, lowa O'Neil, Mass. 
Cobb, Mo. Haynes, Ohio O'Neill, Pa. 
Coburn, enderson, Iowa Outhwaite, 
itt, Page, R. I. 
Cogswell, oar, Page, Md. 
Coolidge, Hooker, N. X. Pattison, Ohio 
Coombs, Hopkins, Payne, 
Covert, Hopkins, III. Perkins, 
Cox, N. Y. nn. Post, 
81 Democrats, 67 Republicans. 
NAYS—119. 
Abbott, Crain, Tex. Lanham, 
erson, wi A Lawson, Ga. 
Alexander, Culberson, Lawson, Va. 
Allen. vis, Layton, 
Arnold, De Armond, r, Ga. 
Babbitt, Dickerson, wis, 
Bailey, Dixon, Livingston, 
Baker, Dockery, B 
Bank Dungan. Mallory, 
Bartine, Eâmun Mansur, 
hard, Mech lia’ 
Blanc ellan, 
Bland, Everett, McCreary, 
Blount, thian, 1 
baa Forney, McMillin, 
Branch, Fowler, McRae, 8 
Breckinridge, Ark. Funston, Meredith, 
Breckinridge, Ky. Fyan, Mills, 
Bretz. Gantz. Montgomery. 
Broderick, Goodnight, oore, 
Brookshire, Gorman, Moses, 
Bryan, Grady. Norton, 
Buchanan, Va. Halvorson, O'Ferrall, 
Bullock, Hare O'Neill, Mo. 
Bunn, Otis, 
sey, Hatch, Owens, 
Butler. eard, Parrett, 
um, Hemphill, Patterson, Tenn. 
Byrus. Henderson, N. C. Patton, 
Caminetti, Hermann, Paynter, 
— Houk Obi Pendleton, 
UK, 0 ‘endieto! 
Cate. Johnson, Ohio Pickler, 
Clark, Wyo. Jolley, erce, 
Clarke, ‘Ala. Kem, Price, 
Cowl: E Bichatdso 
wles, y a c n 
Cox, Tenn. bertson, La. 


130 Democrats, 11 88 8 People's Party. 


Willcox, 
Williams, Mass. 


Wilson, A 
Wilson, Wash. 
Wilson, W. Va. 
Wolverton, 
Wrig 


Stewart, Tex. 
Stone, Ky. 


Watson 


FREE COINAGE OF SILVER. 
In the Senate, July 1, 1892. 
[Record, volume 23, page 5719. Bill S. 5L] 
On the question of the bill as amended, it was decided in the affirmative, 


YEAS—29, 
Allen, Dubo! Mills, Stewa) 
Bata; Faulkner, . Teller, ° 
TRO, organ, * 
Blackburn, Harris, Peffer, Vest. 
Blodgett, Hill, Ransom, Wolcott. 
Butler. Jones, Ney. Sanders, 
e Kenna, Shoup, 
Kyle, Squire, 
19 Democrats, 8 Republicans, 3 Populists. 
NAYS—2. 
Allison, Dixon, Hawley, 8 
Brice, Dolph, McPherson, Warren, 
Carey, Felton, Manderson, Washburn, 
Carlisle, Gallinger, Palmer, White. 
Cullom, Gorman, Perkins, 
vis, Gray, Proctor, 
Dawes, Hale, Sawyer, 
7 Democrats, 18 Republicans. 


In House, July 13, 1892. 


Record, volume 23, page 6133. Bill S. 51.) 


On the question of passing resolution to consider free-coinage bill, it was 
decided in the negative. 


YEAS—136, 
Abbott. Crain, Tex. Kem, ice, 
Alexander, Crawford. Kendall, Robertson, La. 
Arnold, Crisp. pligore, Sayers, 
Babbitt, Culberson, Kyle, Seerley, 
Bailey, Davis, Lane, Shell, 
Baker, De Armond, Shively, 
Bankhead, Dixon, Lawson, Va. mes, py 
Bartine, Dockery, Lawson, Snodgrass, 
Beeman, Donovan, Layton, 3 Tex. 
Blanchard, Dungan. Lester, Va. tone, Ky. a 
Bland, Edmun Lester, Ga. — 
Blount, Ellis, Lewis, Tarsney, 
Bowers, Enloe, Livingston, Terry, 
Bowman, Epes, Long, Tiliman, 
5 Everett, Mallory. Townsend, 
Bre Fithian, Mansur, Tucker, 
Brookshire, Fornoy, Martin, Turner, 
rown, Fyan, . McUreary, Turpin, 
Bryan, Gantz, McKeighan, Warwick, 
Buchanan, Va. Goodnight, cMillin, Washington, 
Bullock, rman, McRae, Watson 
Bunn, Grady, 1 Weadock, 
Butler, Halvorson, celer, Ala. 
Byrns, are, ite, 
Caminetti, Harries, ‘Ferrall, iting, 
Cape Hatch, O'Neill, Mo. Williams, N. C. 
Catchings, Heard, Otis, i 
te. Hemphill, Owens, Wilson, Mo, 
Cheatham, Henderson, N. C. Parrett, Winn, 
Clark, Wyo. Holman, Patton, Wise, 
Clover, Hooker, Miss. Paynter, Youman 
Cobb, Ala. Johnson, Ind. The 8 er, 
Cooper, ire S. O. Pendleton, 
Cowles, Jolley, Pierce, 
Cox, Tenn. Jones, Post, 
121 Democrats, 10 Republicans, 7 Populists. 
NAYS—15i. 
Amerman, Cox, N.Y. Hopkins, Y,- 
Andrew, Crosby, Houk, Ohio. Reyburn, 
Atkinson, Cum: Houk, 0. 
Barwig, Curtis, uff, Robinson, Pa. 
Beltzho Paiz Johson, N.Dak. Russell, 
tzhoover, zell, ohnson, N. u 
Bentley. Daniell, 0 Scott, 
Bergen, De Fores! Kribbs, Scull. 
Bingham, Dickerson, 2 Shonk, 
Brawley. Dingley, Lapham, Smith, 
Breckinridge, — Doma Little, Snow, 
Breckinridge, Ky. 8 Lockwood, perry. 
Brickner, unphy, Lodge, Stephenson, 
Brosius, Dur row. Loud Steve 
Brunner, Eng! Lynch, Steward, Il. 
Buchanan, N. J. Enochs, cAleer, Stone, C. W. 
Bunting, Fellows, McClellan, Stone, A. 
Burrows, Fitch, McDonald, Storer, 
Busey, Flick, cGann, Stou 
Bushnell, Forman, McKinney, Stump, 
Cable, Fowler, Meyer, Taylor, III 
Cadmus, Funston, Miller, Taylor, Tenn. | 
Caldwell. eissenhainer, Mitchell, Taylor, J. D. 
Campbell, Gillespie, Mutchler, Tracey. 
Caruth, Greenleaf, O'Neil. Mass. Van Horn, 
tle, Grout, O'Neill, Pa. Wadsworth, 
Causey, Hall, Outhwaite, Walker, 
Chapin, Hallowell, Page, R. I. Warner, 
Chipman, Hamilton, „Md. Waugh, 
Clancy, Harmer, Patterson,Tenn. Wheeler, Mich. 
Clarke, Ala. Harter, Payne, Wike, 
Cobb, Mo. Hayes, Iowa Perkins, Willcox, 
Coburn, Haynes, Ohio Powers, Williams, Mass. 
Cockran Henderson, Iowa uackenbush, Wilson, W. 
Cogswell, Henderson, nes, Wilson, W. Va. 
Compton, Herbert, Wolverton, 
Coolidge, Hitt, Ray, Wright. 
Coom Hoar, Rayner, 
Covert, Hooker, N. Y. Reed, 


94 Democrats, 60 Republicans. 
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UNCONDITIONAL REPEAL OF PURCHASE CLAUSE OF SHERMAN LAW. 
In the House, November 1, 1893. 


On the question of agreeing to the motion to adopt the conference report, 
which adopts the Senate amendment, and passing bill, it was decided in 
the affirmative. 

YEAS—1%4. 
Adam: Curtis, N. Y. Lapham, Reed, 
Alderson, iels, yton; Reilly, 
Aldrich, Davey, Lefever, Reyburn, 
Apsley, De Forest, Lilly, Richards, Ohio, 
Avery, Dingley, Linton, Richardson, Mich. 
k, Donovan, Lisle, Ritchie, 
Baker, N. H. Draper, Lockwood, Rusk, 
Baldwin, Dunn. Loudenslager, Russell, Conn. 
Barnes, Dun hy, Lynch, Ryan, 
Bartlett, Durborow, Magner, Schermerhorn, 
wig, Edmun Mahon, Scranton, 
Belden, English, hall, Settle, 
Beltzhoover, man, s W. 
ae Everett, Marvin, N. Y. She n 
Bingham, Fellows, McAleer, Sickles, 
Black, Ga. Fielder, McCall, Sipe, 
Black, tch, McCleary,Minn. Somers, 
Blair, Fletcher, McCreary, Ky. Sperry, 
Brawley, Forman, MeDannold, Springer, 
Breckinridge, Ark. Gardner, McDowell, 
Bretz, Geary, McEttrick, Stone, C. W. 
Brickner. Geissenhainer, McGann, Stone, W. A. 
Brook Gillet, N. Y. McKaig. Stone, Ky. 
Brosius, Goldzier, McNagny, T, 
Brown, Gorman, Mercer. 11 
Bunn, Gresham, Meredith, Talbott, Md. 
Bynum, Grout, Meyer, Taylor, Ind. 
Cabaniss, Haines, Milliken, Thomas, 
Cadmus, Hall, Minn. Montgomery, Tracey, 
Caldwell, Hammond, Moon, Tucker, 
Campbell, Harmer, Morse, Turner, 
non, Harter, Mutchler, Turpin, 
th, Haugen, tes. ler. 
Catchings, Henderson, Iowa O'Neil, Mass. Van Voorhis, N. V. 
usey, Hendrix, Outhwaite, anger, 
Chickering, Hines, Paschal, Warner, 
ncy, itt, Patterson, W. m, 
Cobb, Mo. Holman, Payne, Waugh, 
hran. Hooker, N. Y. Paynter, ‘oc 
well, Hopkins, Iil. Pearson, ells, 
Compton, Houk, Ohio Pendleton, W. Va. Wheeler, III. 
8 mbs, oo Tenn. Eou — 

looper, unter, i g 
Gooper, Tut. Johnson, Ind. Post, Wilson, W. Va. 
Cooper, Wis, Johnson, N. Dak. Powers, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Johnson, Ohio ce, Woomer, 
Covert, oy Randall, Wright, Pa. 
Crain, Kiefer, A 
Cummings, Kribbs, Rayner, 

123 Democrats, 71 Republicans. 

NAYS—. 
Aitken, x, Hopkins, Pa, Moses, 
Alexander, Crawford, — 5 $ Pence, 

llen, Culberson, Hutcheson, Richardson, Tenn. 
Arnold, Curtis, Kans. rt, Robbins, 
Bailey, vis, Jones, Robertson, La. 
Baker, Kans. De Armond, Kem, Sayers, 

nkh nson, Kilgore, Shell, 
Bell, Colo. Dinsmore, Kyle, Sibley, 
Bell, Tex. A e, Smith, 
Blanchard, Doolittle, Latimer, Snod 
Bland, Ellis. X Livingston, 8 gS, 
Boatner, 555 Lucas Stockdale, 
Boen, thian, Maddox, Strait, 
Bower, N. O. Funston, Baaise; Sweet, 

nch, Fyan, ory, Talbert, S.C. 

Broderick, Grady, Marsh ‘arsney, 
Bryan, Hainer, McCulloch, te, 

rnes, Hall, Mo. McDearmon. Try, 
Cannon, III. Harris, McKeighan, Wheeler, Ala. 
Capehart, Hartman, McLau illiams, III. 
Clark, Mo. Heard, le Rae. Williams, Miss. 
Cobb, Ala. Henderson, N. C. Meiklejohn, ilson, Wash. 
Cockrell, Hermann, oney, 
Cooper, Tex. born, organ, 


72 Democrats, 17 Republicans, 5 Populists. 
In the Senate. 
(Record, volume 25, page 2958. Bill H. R.1.] 


On the question of a 


it was decided in the affirmative. 


YEAS—43. 
Aldrich, Gallinger, Lod 
rice, Gibson, McMillan, 

Caffery, Gorman, McPherson, 
Camden, ray, Manderson, 
Carey, Hale, ills, 
Cullom, Hawley, Mitchell, Wis. 
Davis, Higgins, Morrill, 
Dixon, Hill, woe saa 
pepe Hoar, Platt, 
Faulkner, Hunton, Proctor, 
Frye, indsay, Quay, 

20 Democrats, 23 Republicans. 

AYS—2. 

Allen, Coke, Kyle, 
Bate, Daniel, artin, 
Berry, Dubois, 
Biackburn, George, Peffer, 
Butler, Harris, Perkins, 
Call, ‘by, Pettigrew, 
Cameron, Jones, Ark. Power, 
Cockrell, Jones, Nev. gh, 

21 Democrats, 9 Republicans, 2 Populists. 


Record. volume 25, pages 3066, 3067. Bill H. R. I.] 


ing to the conference report and passing the bill, 


TO SUBJECT NATIONAL-BANK NOTES AND GREENBACKS TO STATE TAXES. 


. In the House, July 6, 1894. 
(Record, volume 26, page 7182. Bill H. R. 4028. 
On the passage of the bill it was decided in the affirmative. 
YEAS—173. 
Abbott, Cox, Jones, Pickler, 
Aitken, Crawford, em, Post, 
Alderson, Kiefer. Powers, 
Alexander, Daniels, re, ice, 
Allen, Davis, Kribbs, Richards, Ohio 
Arnold, De Armond, Kyle, Ritchie, 
Bailey, son, Lacey, ybbins, 
er, Lane, Robertson, La. 
Baker, N. Dolliver, Lapham, Sayers, 
weiter ovan, Latimer, Shell, 
Bartholdt, per, Layton, Snodgrass, 
Bar S Lester, Sorg, 
Bell, Colo, Durborow, Linton, 4 — A 
Bell, Tex. Ellis, Ky. Lucas, Stone, Ky. 
Berry, Ellis, anos Strait, 
Black, Ga. English, ire, Strong, 
Black, III. Ory, Swanson, 
Boatner, Erdman, Marsh, Sweet, 
Boen, Fithian, ‘arshall, "Talbert, S. C. 
Bower, N. C. Fyan, d Martin, Ind. Talbott, 
tz. Geary, McCreary, Ky. Tarsney, 
Brickner, Goldzier, McCulloch Tate, 
erick, Gorman, McDannold, wney, 
Broo! Grady, McDearmon, Taylor, Ind, 
Bryan, McEttrick, Terry, 
Bynum, Griffin, McGann, ‘Turner, Ga. 
ba Grosvenor, 1 Turner, Va. 
Caminetti, T McMillin, ler, 
Cannon, J, Minn. McNagny, pdegraff, 
Cannon, Hall, Mo. cRae, Van Voorhis, Ohio 
Ca Hare, Meyer, arner. 
Caruth, Hayes, Money, Washington, 
Catchings, Heard, Moon, Waugh, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson, N. OC. Morgan, Weadoc 
Clarke, Ala. Hepburn, en, Wel 
Cobb, Ala. Hermann, ONeill. Mo. Wheeler, Ala. 
Cockrell, Hitt, Outhwaite, Williams, III. 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Page, Williams, Miss. 
Conn, op) Paschal, Wilson, Ohio 
Cooper, Fla. Hudson, Patterson, ise, 
Cooper, Ind, Hunter, Paynter, Wolverton. 
Cooper, Tex. Hutcheson, Pearson, a 
Cooper, N Pendleton, Tex. 
Cousins. Johnson. N. Dak. Pendleton, W. Va. 
147 Democrats, 25 Republicans, 1 Populist. 
NAYS. 
Adams, Pa. Doolittle, Hooker, N. X. igg, 
Bartlett, lish, N. J. Hulick. 
Bingham. Fletcher, Johnson, Ohio Reilly, 
Blair, Gear, Lond, Ryan, 
Bowers, Cal. Grow, Loudenslager, Stone, C. W. 
us, Hainer, hon, Stone, W. A. 
Bundy. Haines. McAleer, Wanger, 
Covert, Harmer, Mcewall, Wrig t, Mass. 
Cum g3, Haugen, Mutchler, 
Dalzell. Henderson, III. Northway, 
De Forest, Pigott, 


8 Democrats, 33 Republicans. 
TO COIN SILVER SEIGNIORAGE, 
In the House, March 1, 1894. 

[Record, volume 24, part 3, page 2524. Bill H. R. 4956.) 
On the question of the passage of the bill, it was decided in the affirmative 


YEAS—168. 
Abbott, Crawford, Kilgore, 
Aitken, Culberson, Kribbs, 
Alderson, tis, Kyle, 
Alexander, Davey, Y. 
Arnold. vis, Lane, 
Bailey, De Armond, Latimer, 
Baker, enson, Layton, 
Bankhead, Dinsmore, Lester, 
Bell, Colo. ery, Lisle, 
Bell, Tex. Donovan, Livingston, 
Berry, Doolittle, UCAS, 
Black, Ga. Durborow, Maddox, 
Black, III Edmunds, ire, 
Bland, Ellis, Ky. ory, 
Boatner, is, arsh, 
Boen, oe, Marshall, 
Bowers, Cal. Martin, In 
1 . 

go, orman, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ky. Funston, McCulloch 5 
Bretz. yan, McDannold, 
Broderick, ry, McDearmon, 
Brookshire, Goodnight, McGann, 
Brown, Gorman, McKeighan, 
Bryan, Grady, ‘eMillin, 
Bunn, Gresham, McNagny, 
Bynum, Hall, Mo. cRae, 
Ca z Hammond, Meredith, 
Caminetti, re, Money, 
Cannon, Cal. Hartman, Montgomery, 
Caruth, Hatch, Morgan, 
Catchings, eard, Moses, 
Clark, Mo. Henderson,N.C. Murray, 
Clarke, Ala. Hepburn, Neill, 
Cobb, A! ermann, Newlands, 
Cockrell Holman, Paschal, 
Coffeen, Hooker, Miss. Patterson, 
Conn, Hudson, Paynter, 
Cooper, Fla. Hunter, rson, 
Cooper, Ind. Hutcheson, Pence, 
per, Tex. Jones, Pendleton, Tex. 


X, Kem, 
144 Democrats, 14 Republicans, 9 P 


Pendleton, W. Va. 
opulists, 1 Silverite. 


Pickler, 
Post, 


n 
Richardson, Tenn. 
Ritchie, 


Sim 5 
8 
Springer, 
Stallings, 
Stockdale, 
Stone, Ky. 
Strait, 


Wilson, Wash. 
Wise. 


Woodard, ` 
The Speaker. 
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Cobb, Mo. Haugen, Payne, ‘Warner, 
Wi Hayes, Perkins, Waugh, 
Heiner, Phillips, Wells, 
be, Henderson, Pigott, Wever, 
Cooper, Wis. Hitt, Quigg, Wheeler, II. 
Cor Hooker, N.Y. Randall, Wilson, Ohio 
us, op! N. ‘oomer, 
Hopkins, ; right, Mass. 
Kurtis Hull, Be —.— Pa. 
Daniels,. Johnson, Ind. Ryan, 
15 Democrats, 114 Republicans. 


In the Senate March 15, 1801. 
(Record, volume 26, page 2081. Bill H. R. 4956.) 
On the question of the passage of the bill it was decided in the affirmative: 


YEAS—4. 
Allen, Dubois, McLaurin, uay, 
Bate, Faulkner, Martin, F es AE 
2 George, Mills, Roach, 
Blanchard, Ha dN . — 1 t. 
ansbro war 
Butler, Harris, Pasco, Teller, 
7 3 Peffer, ie, 
=. ce fee Gel 
wer, y 
Daniel, diay, Pugh. Wolcott. 
31 Democrats, 11 Republicans, 2 Populists. 
NAYS—3L 
Aldri Dolph Lodge, Pla 
reo Tis McMillan, Poon 
Brice, 91 ger, eee aac ai 
Caffe 1 Manderson, tock 
* Go Mitchell, Wis. Via. 
Chandler, ren — Washburn, 
lawley, 
Davis,” Higgine Palmer,’ 
10 Democrats, 21 Republicans. 
vorn TO PASS SEIGNIORAGE BILL OVER VETO OF THE PRESIDENT. 
In the House, April 4, 1894. 


(Record, volume 26, page 3460. Bill H. R. 4956.] 
On th question of the bill notwithstanding the objections of the 
Procident, aided inthe negative (two-thirds not having voted there- 
or). 


YEAS—14. 
Aitken, Cox, Lane, Pickler, 
Alderson, Crawford, Latimer, P 
o Cura E 2 avon Ri c 
n, c 
Arnold, Davis, Lester, Richardson, Tenn. 
Bailey, De Liv: ton, Ritchie, 
Baker, Kans, Dinsmore, Maguire, Robbins, 
Bankhead, Dockery, 8 Russell, Ga. 
Bell. Colo. Doolittle, Marsh, Sayers, 
Black, Ga. Eilis Oreg Martin, I Sibi 
ey, 
Boa Epes, a 1 8 8 
tner, 5 „Ky. nodgrass, 
Funston, MeCull * Springer, 
Bower, N.C. Geary, McDannold, 
wers, Grady, Me Stockdale, 
Branch, G McGann, Stone, Ky. 
Breckinridge, Ark. Hall, Mo. McLaurin, 5 
Bretz, on MeMillin, Sweet, 
Broderick, i McNagny, Talbert, S.C. 
Brookshire, Harris, McRae, ‘ate, 
Brown, Meredith, Taylor, Ind. 
Cabaniss, tch, Money, 5 
Caminetti, Henderson,N.C. Montgomery, Tucker, 
Cannon, Hepburn, oon, Turner, Ga. 
pehart. He Morgan, ‘Turner, Va. 
Catchin Holman, oses, Tyler, 
Clark, Mo. Hooker, Miss. Neill, ashington, 
e, Hudson. 3 Wheeler, Ala. 
5 Hunter, O'Neill, Mo. Whiting, 
Cof Bre ER Patt ~ Wilama 
een, r erson, liams, 
Conn, Jones, Paynter, Wilson, Wash. 
Cooper, Fla, Eures Pence, Wise. 
Cooper, Ind. Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. — A 
Cooper, Tex. Lacey, Pendleton, W. Va. The §; * 


119 Democrats, 18 Republicans, 7 Populists. 


Clancy, 
Cobb, Mo. = er, 88 Serer; OM 
kran, ayes, e, son, o 
Coombs, Henderson, III. Perkins, Wolverton, 
Cornish, Pendxte, pee Wright, Mass. 
0 Pigo! 
Covert, Hines, Quigg, 


59 Democrats, 55 Republicans. 
BILL TO AUTHORIZE GOLD BONDS 
In the House, February 7, 1895. 
[Record, volume 27, page 1926. Bill H. R. 8705.] 
On the question of the passage of the bill, it was decided in the negative. 


YEAS—135. 
Adams, Pa. De Fi Kribbs, yan, 
Aldrich, Dingley, Lapham, Schermerhorn, 
Draper, Lefever, 3 
Baldwin, Dunphy, Loc Sickles, 
Barn Dur 4 Lynch, ipe, 
Bartlett, English, Cal. on, 5 
Barwig, F Marvin, N. Y. Somers, 
Beckner, Everett, McAleer, Sorg, 
Beltzhoover, Fielder, McDannold, 8 55 
rry, 5 McGann, Stevens, 
Bin, Forman, McKaig, Stone, C. W. 
Boutelle, Gardner, Meyer, Stone, W.A. 
si Geary, Mon A Stone, Ky. 
Geissenhainer, u rer, 
Bynum, Gillett, Mass. O'Neil; Mass. Straus, 
mus, Goldzier, O'Neill. Mo. Talbott, Md. 
Caminetti, Gorman, Outhwaite, ey, 
Campbell, Gresham, Page, v. 
h, Griffin, Mich. Paschal, Turner, Ga. 
usey, Griffin, Wis. Patterson, Va. 
Chickering, Grout, Payne, y 
Clancy, 11 Pearson, èj aff, 
Clarke, Ala. Hall, Pendleton, W. Va. Van Voorhis, N. L 
Cobb, Mo. Hammond, Pigott, > Wadsworth, 
Coffin, M. Harmer, Powers, Wanger, 
Coom = Warner, 
Cooper, ugen, 
Cooper, Ind. Hayes, Ray. Wells, 
Cornish, Hendrix, Reed, Wilson, W. Va. 
Covert, Henry, A Wise, 
Crain, cks, Reyburn, Wolverton, 
II. nes, ‘oomer, 
Daniels, Hooker, N. Y. Ritchie. Wright. 
Davey, or, * 
89 Democrats, 46 Republicans. 
NAYS—162. 1 
Adams, Ky. Crawford, Hulick, ‘oon, 
Aitken, _ Kans. Hull, Moore, 
Alderson, Davis, Hunter, Morgan, 
Alexander, De Armond, Hutcheson, M 
Arn Denson, Ikirt, Neill. 
Avery. Dinsmore, Izlar. Newlands, 
Baker, Kans. Dockery, Johnson, N. Dak. Northway, 
Baker, N. H. Dolliver, Kem, Ogden, 
Dono Kyle, Pendleton, Tex. 
Bell, Colo. Doolittle, A Perkins, 
Black, Ga. Ellis, Ky. Lane, Pickler, 
B Ellis, Latimer, Richardson. Mich. 
‘ Epes,’ Layton, Robbins, Roe 
ers. Seen Little,” Russell, G: 
wer, . u a. 
Bowers, G ‘ht, Livin Saye: 
Branch, Sonne 3 Settle, 
Breckinridge, Grosvenor, Loudenslager, ell, 
Bretz, Grow, Lucas, Sibley, 
Broderick, Maddox, nee! peor 
Bromwell, er, Nebr. Snodgrass, 
e, Hall, Mo. Mallory, Springer, 
Brown, Harris, Marsh, Stallings, 
Bryan, Hartman, Marshall, Stephenson, 
Bundy, Hatch, McCleary, Minn. tock 
H z McCreary, Ky. Strait, 
Cannon, Cal. Henderson, II. MoeCulloch, Strong, 
Cannon, Henderson, lowa McDowell, W. 
Childs, Henderson, N. C. MeKeighan, Talbert, S. C. 
Clark, Mo. Hepburn, McLaurin, ‘a 
Cob la. Hermann, McMillin, Tawney. 
Cockrell, Hitt, McNagny, Taylor, Ind. 
Coffeen, Wyo. Holman, McRae, Taylor, Tenn. 
Conn, Hooker, Miss. Meiklejohn, Terry, 
988 Cna PE MASAE Tylor 
op! er A 
Cox, Hudson, Money, Van Voorhis, Ohio 


Wheeler, III. 
White. 


Williams, III. 
Williams, Miss. 
Wilson, Ohio 


95 Democrats, 58 Republicans, 9 Populists. 
JOINT RESOLUTION TO AUTHORIZE GOLD BONDS. 
[Record, volume 27, page 2201. H. Res. 275.] 
On the question, Shall the resolution pass? it was decided in the negative. 


YEAS—i20. 
Adams, Pa. Curtis, N. Y. Kribbs, 
Aldrich, Daniels, Lapham, 
Apsley, Davey, Lefever, 
Bala in, Dr ok L ee 
w ngley, c 
1 raper, Martin, Ind. 
Barwig. Durbo MeOreary, E 
g. urborow c , Ky. 
Beckner, English, u, 
Beltzhoover, Erdman, McKaig. 
Ber Everett, Meyer, 
B: Fielder, Mon A 
eee 88 12 
rosius, eary, utchler, 
Bynum, Geissen paar Mass. 
Cadmus, Gillet, N. Y. O'Neill, Mo. 
Camp Gillett, Mass. Page. 
Caruth, Goldzier, Paschal, 
Catchings, Gorman, Patterson, 
usey, Graham, Payne, 
Chickering, Gresham, Pearson, 
Clancy, Griffin, Mich, Pendleton. W. Va. 
ke, rout, Pigott, 
Cobb, Mo. Hain Powers, 
mbs, . Minn. Price, 
Cooper, Fla. Hammond, nigg, 
Cooper, Ind. ison, y. 
yes, Reed, 
Covert, Hendrix, Reilly, 
Henry, Reyburn, 
85 Democrats, 35 Republicans. 
NAYS—167. 
Adams, Ky. Denson, A 
Aan ee ore. Johnson, N. Dak. 
erson, ery, em, 
Alexander, Dolliver, Kiefer, 
Allen, Donovan, Kyle, 
Arnold, Doolittle, Ya 
Avery, Edmunds, e. 
Bailey. Ellis, Ky. Latimer, 
Baker, Kans. Ellis, wson, 
Baker, N. H. Enloe, Layton, 
Bell, Colo.” Fletch : 
Bell, Colo. etcher, ton, 
an Tex. 5 zits 
lack, an, ngston, 
Blair. Goodnight, 
Bland, Grady, Loudenslager, 
Boatner, G Lucas, 
Boen, Grosvenor, dox, 
Bowers, Cal. Grow, 
Broderick, 1 Mallory, 
Bromwe Hall, Mo. 8 
Brook iy Hare, McCleary, Minn. 
Brown, Harris, ceCulloch, 
Bryan, McDearmon, 
Bundy, Hatch, McKeighan, 
Bunn, Haugen, McLaurin, 
Camine H 5 cMillin, 
Cannon, Cal. Henderson, III. McNagny, 
Cannon, Henderson, Iowa, M. 
Cape Hepburn, Meiklejohn, 
Clark, Mo. Hermann, ercer, 
Cobb, Ala. Hitt, Meredith, 
Coder Hopkins IE” ‘Moora’ 
‘een, Wyo. op! oore, 
Coffin, * = kins, 3 
Cooper, udson, oses, 
Cox, Hulick, Neill 
88 = Northway, 
18, unter, en, 
Davis, Hu 3 Pence. 
De Armond, Iki: Pendleton, Tex. 


96 Democrats, 63 Republicans, 8 Populists. 
AMENDMENT TO AUTHORIZE THE COINAGE OF THE SILVER IN THE TREAS- 
URY TO MEET TEMPORARY DEFICIENCIES OF REVENUE. 


In the House, February 14, 1896. 
[Record, volume 28, page 1735. Bill H. R. 2004] 
On the question of agreeing to the said Senate amendment it was decided 


in the negative. 
YEAS—. 
Abbott, berson, Layton, 
Aitken, Curtis, Kans. Lester, 
Allen, Miss. De Armond, Linney, 
Allen, Utah Dinsmore, Little, 
ley, Dockery, Livin 
Baker, Kans. Doolittle, 
khead, Doy 5 Loud, 

Ellis, Maddox, 
Bartlett, Ga. Gamble, M 
Bell, Colo. rtman, Marsh, 
Bell, Tex. Hermann, McClure, 
Black, Ga. born, McCulloch, 
Bowers, Hutchesun, McKenney, 
Broderick, Hyde, cLach! 
Cc y. Johnson, Cal. McLaurin, 
Cockrell, Jones, McMillin, 
Cooper, Tex. Kem cRae, 

X, Ken Meredith, 

Crisp, Latimer, Mondell, 


Woodard. 


Stone, W. A. 
Stone, Ky. 
torer, 


Williams, 
Wilson, Ohio 
Wilson, Wash. 


Strait, 
Strowd, N. O. 


ne. Wheeler, Woodard, 
Tater iaei ‘ood, Wilson Idah Spak: 
nderw' ison, 0 
5 Walker, Va. Wilson, S. C. 
58 Democrats, 27 Republicans, 5 Populists. 
NAYS—215. 
Acheso. Denn: Johnson, Ind Saucrhering, 
Aldrich,” De Witt, Johnson, N. Dak. ton, 
Andrews, Dingley. oy. Settle, 
Apsley, Dolliver, err, hannon, 
Arnold, R. I. Dovener, Kiefer, Sherman, 
Atw. Draper. Knox, Sim 
Avery, Elliott, S. C. Kulp, Smith, III. 
A Erdman, Ys Smith, Mich. 
Baker, Md. Evans, Lawson, Snover, 
Baker, N. H. F: Lefever, Sorg. 
ey, F.: Leighty, Sout. 
Bartholdi Fenton, isenring, Southwi 
Bartlett, N. Y. Fischer, Lewis, g, 
ch, Fletcher, Tong, Sperry, 
Bennett, Fowler, Londenslager, Stahle, 
Berry, Gardner, Low, Steele, 
Bingham, Gibson, yı Stephenson, 
Bishop, Gillet, N. Y. hon, Stewart, N. J. 
Blue, Gillett, McCall, Mass. Stewart, Wis. 
Boatner, Graff, McCall, Tenn. tone, C. W. 
Bontelle, Griffin, McCleary, Minn. Stone, W. A. 
Brewster. Grosvenor, lan, Strode, Nebr. 
Bromwell, Grout, McCormick, Strong, 
‘osius, Grow, cCreary, Ky. Sulloway, 
Brown, Hadley, Mercer, Sulzer, 
Brumm, H y 1 Taft, 
Bull, Ha! Miles, Tarsney, 
Burrell, Halterman, Miller, W. Va. Tawney, 
Burton, Mo. Hardy, Minor, 3 Tayler, 
urton, Ohio Harmer, Moody, ‘Thomas, 
Calderhead, Harris, Murphy, Tracewell, 
Cannon, z Noonan, y, 
Ca Hart, Northway, Treloar, 
Chickering, Hatch, Odell, Tucker, 
Clark, Iowa Heatwole. Otjen, Turner, 
Clark, Mo. Heiner, Pa. Overstreet, Turner, Va. 
Cobb, Mo. Hemenway, Owens, Upd. A 
Codding, enderson, Parker, Van Voorhis, 
Coffin, Hendrick, Patterson, a 
Colson, Henry, Conn. Payne, A 
pene ng Hepburn, Per! 
Cook, Hicks, Phillips, Wanger, 
Cooke, III. Hill, Pitney, Warner, 
Cooper, Fla. Hitt, Poole, Washin, 
5 ae Wis. Hooker, Price, Watson, 
Corliss, Hopkins, Watson, Ohio 
asins, Howe, Pugh, el: 
Crowther, Howeli, 3 hite, 
p. Hub I. Wilber, 
Curtis, Iowa Hulick, Reeves, illis, 
è Huling, Reyburn, Wilson, Ohio 
Danford, Hark Bask Weicht. 
uriey, 
Daniels, Jenkins, Russell, Ga. 
81 Democrats, 184 Republicans, 


THE STANLEY MATTHEWS RESOLUTION, REINTRODUCED BY SENATOR 
TELLER, DECLARING BONDS PAYABLE IN SILVER. 


In the Senate, January 28, 1898. 


On passage, the vote was: 
YEAS—47, 
All Daniel, Mar Shou 
Racon 12. Aden. Stewart: 
e 
Batler. . peot Milman, 
er, ones, 8 

Cannon, Kenney, 3 Turner, 
Chandler, Elay, Pettigrew. Tapa 
Chil z McEnery 5 Pettus, z: Warren, 
Clark, McLa s p White, 
Clay, Mallory, Rawlins, Wolcott. 
Coc. Mantle, Roach, 

29 Democrats, 13 Republicans, 5 Populists. 

NAYS—2. 

Aldrich, Foraker, ge. Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Gallinger, McBride, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Gear, McMillan, y. 
Burrows, Hale, Mason. well, 
Caffery, Hanna, Morrill, Thurston, 
Cullom, Hansbrough, Nelson, Wellington, 
Davis, Hawley, rose, Wetmore, 
Fairbanks, oar, Perkins, Wilson. 

1 Democrat, 31 Republicans. 


THE MATHEWS-TELLER RESOLUTION. 
In the House, January 31, 1898. 


[Record, volume 31, page 1309.] 
On the question of the passage of the resolution, it was decided in the 
negative. 
YEAS—133. 
Allen, Bland, Catchi Davis, 
Duley, Bodine, Clardy, De Armond, 
Baird, Botkin, Clark, Mo. De Graffe 
Baker, III. Brantley, Cla: De Vries, 
Ball, renner, Ohio Cochran, Mo. Dinsmore, 
Barlow, Brewer, Cooney, ockery, 
Bartlett, Broussard, Cooper, Tex. 
Bell, Brucker, Cowherd, Ermentronut, 
Benner, Pa. Brundidge, Cox, itzgerald, 
Benton, Burke, Cranford, Fitzpatrick, 
Berry, Castle, leming, 


Kelle 
Kin 
Kleberg, Meyer, La. Skinner, mor, 
Knowles, Miers, ind. Slayden, 
Lamb, oon. Smith, Ky. 
Lanham, Newle nds, gs, 
106 Democrats, 4 Republicans, 23 Populists. 
NAYS—181. 
Adams, Davison, Ky. Johnson, Ind. A 
Alexander, Dayton, Johnson, N. Dak. Robbins, 
Babcock, Dingley, Joy, Royse, 
Baker, Ma. iver, Kerr, Russell, 
‘ber, Dorr, Ketcham, Sauerhering, 

Barham, Dovener, Kirkpatrick, Shannon, 

dy. Knox, Shattuc, 
Bartholdt, Elliott, Kulp, Shelden, 

k Lacey, Showalter, 
Belden. Evans, Landis, Simpkins, 
Belford, Faris, Lawrence, Smith, III. 
Be Y Fenton, Littauer, Smith, S. W. 
Bennett, Fischer, Lorimer, Smith, Wm. Alden 

op. Fletcher, Loud, Snover, 
Foote, 22 Southard, 
tell, — cAleer, Southwick, 
Boutelle, Mo. Fowler, N. J. McCall, pading, 
re 5 ner, ht mel Sperry, 
Broderick, Gibso McDonald, 8 e, 
Bromwell, Gillet, N. Y. cIntire, 2, 
Brosius, Gillett, Mahany, Stewart, N. J. 
Brown, raff, Mahon, Stewart, Wis. 
Brownlow, Griffin, Marsh, Stone, C. W. 
Brumm, Grosvenor, Morcer, Stone, 
Bull, Grout, Mesick, Strode, Nebr. 
Burleigh, row. Miller, Sturtevant, 
Burton, er, ills, ulloway, 
Butler, Hamilton, Minor, Tawney. 
Cannon, Harmer, Mitchell, Tayler, Ohio 
Capron, Hawley. oody, gue, 
Clark, Iowa Heatwole, Morris, Upde 3 
Clarke, Hemenway, Northway, Van Voorhis, 
e, N. Y. Henderson, Odell, Walker, Mass. 
a enry, Conn, Olmsted, Walker, Va. 
Connell, Henry, Ind. Otjen, Wanger, 
Connolly, Hepburn, Packer, Pa. ‘ard, 
Cooper, Wis. Hil ý Parker, N. J. Warner, 
conan: Hitt, Pearce, M vann th, 
ce, Mo. eymou 
Crump, Hooker, n, Williams, Pa. 
Crumpacker, Hopkins, Perkins, * 
Curtis. Iowa OWO, Pitney, Young, Pa. 
Dalzell, owell, Powers, e Speaker, 
ull, Prince, 
Davenport. Hurley, h, 
Davidson, Wis. Jenkins, 1 
2 Democrats, 179 Republicans. 


TO INCORPORATE INTERNATIONAL BANK. 
In the Senate, June 17, 1898. 
[Record, volume 31, page 6076. Bill S. 3414.) 


On the question of the passage of the bill, it was decided in the affirmative, 


YEAS—23. 
ns, Hawley, Platt, Conn. 
Baker, Fairbanks, Hoar, Shoup, 
Burrows, Foraker, age, Warren. 
Caffery. ©, McMillan, Wellington, 
Cullom, ger, Morgan, Wilson. 
Davis, Hanna, Morrill, 
Deboe, Hansbrough, Perkins, 
2 Democrats, 24 Rqpublicans. 

NAYS—23. 
Bacon, Heitfeld, Mills, Sullivan, 
Bate, Jones, Ark. Mitchell, Teller, 
Chilton, yle, Pasco, Turner, 
Cockrell, McEnery, Pettigrew, Turpie, 
Daniel, Mallory, Pettus, White. 
Faulkner, Mantle, Rawlins, 


17 Democrats, 4 Republicans, 2 Populists. 
In the House, December 10, 1898. 


Record, volume 32, page 265.] 
On the question of the passage of the bill it was decided in the negative: 


YEAS—103. 
Acheson, Brown. Codding, Dolliver, 
Alexander, Brownlow, Connell, Dorr, 
Barham, Brumm, Cooper, Wis. Eddy, 
Barrows, Bull, Cor Ellis, 
Bartholdt Burleigh, Crump, Faris, 
Belford, Burton, Crum packer, Fletcher, 
Bingham, Butler, Dalzell, er, 
Booze, Capron, Davenport, Gibson, 
Bromwell. Clark, lowa Dick Gillet, N. Y. 
Brosius, Clarke, N. H. Dingley, Gillett, Mass, 


Catching: 
“atchings, 
Clardy. 
Clark, Mo. 
8 
Cochran, Mo. 
Connolly, 
Cooney, 
Cooper, Tex. 
Cowherd, 
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Cox, 
Cranford, 
Curtis, Iowa 


103 Democrats, 28 Republicans, 18 Populists. 


GOLD STANDARD BOND BANK BILL, 


Tawney, 
Taylor, Ala. 


Tod 
Underwood, 
V. ver, 
Vincent, 
Williams, 
ilson, 
Zenor. 


H. ©. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southard, 


In the House, December 18, 1899. 
Peas the question, Shall the bill (H. R. 1) pass? it was aecided in the affirm- 
ative. 
YEAS—1090. 
Acheson, Dick, Lacey, 
Adams, Dolliver, Lan 
Alexander, Dovener, Lane, 
Allen, Me. Driggs, Lawrence, 
Babcock, Driscoll, vy. 
Bailey, Kans. Eddy, y: 
ker, Emerson, Littauer, 
Barham, h, Littlefield, 
Barney, aris, ng. 
Bartholdt, Fitzgerald, N. Y. Lorimer, 
2 — pee on Tondi mslage 
reing, ordney, a r. 
Boutell III. F Lo g 
Boutelle, Me. Fowler, 1 — 
Bowersock, Freer, cAleer, 
Brick, Gamble, Call. 
Bromwell, Gardner, Mich, McCleary, 
Brosius, Gardner, N. J. McPherson, 
Brown. m, Mahon, 
Brownlow, Mann, 
ull, Gillett, Mass. Marsh, 
Burke, S. Dak. raff, Mercer, 
Burkett, Graham, Mesi 
Burleigh, Greene, Mass, Me 3 
urton, Grosvenor, Miller, 
Butler, Grout, or. 
Calderhead, Grow. Mondell, 
“annon, Hamilton, Moody, Mass. 
Capron, Haugen, Moody, g- 
Chickerin Hawley. organ, 
Clarke, N. H. Heatwole, Morris, 

m, Hedge, Mudd, 
Cochrane, N. Y. Hemenway, Needham, 
Connell, Henry, O'Grady, 
Cooper, seni Olmsted, 

Sorliss, Hill, Otjen, 
Cousins, tt, Overstreet, 
Cromer, Hofřecker; Packer, Pa. 

P, Hopkins, Parker, N. J. 
Crumpacker, Howell, Payne, 
Curtis, Hull, Pearce, M 

an Jack. Pearre, 

Dahle, Wis. Jenkins, Phillips, 
Dalzell, Jones, Wash. Powers, 
Davenport, S. A. Kahn, Prince, 
Dayton,” Ketcham Say 

n, è ` y 
Denny, Knox, Reeder, 

11 Democrats, 179 Republicans, 


Bartlett, Fitzgerald,Mass. Maddox, Small, 
Bell, Fitzpatrick, May, Smith, Ky. 
Benton, Fleming, Meekison, ER See 
8 Foster Meyer, La. Spar 
Bradley. Fox, Miers, Ind. Spight, 
A Gaines, oon, Stark. 
B: e, Gaston, Muller, 5 Tex. 
Brenner, Gilbert, Naphen, Stokes, 
wer, Glynn, Neville, Sulzer, 
Brundidge, Gordo: Newlan Sutherland, 
Burke, Tex, Green Noonan, Wwanson, 
Burleson, Griffith, Norton, Ohio Talbert, 
Burnett, Norton, ate, | 
Caldwel Hall, ey, Taylor, Ala. 
Carmack, ay. Pierce, Tenn. ‘erry, 
Chanler, Henry, Miss. Polk, Thomas, N.C 
Clark, Mo. Henry, Tex sores: er, 
Clayton, Ala. Howard, ell, Underwood, 
Cochran, Mo. Jett, Rhea, Ky. Vandiver, 
Cooney, Johnston, Rhea, Va. Wheeler, Ky. 
Cooper, Tex, pra td a. Richardson, Williams, J. 
Cowher Kitchin, Ridgely, Williams, W. E. 
X, Kleberg, Riordan, Williams, Miss. 
Crawford, Kluttz, Rixey, Wilson, Idaho 
Crowley, Lamb, er Wilson, S. C. 
am, Robbins, Young, Va. 
Cusack Latimer, Robinson, Ind. mor, 
Daly, N. J. Lentz. Robinson, Nebr. Ziegler. 
Davenport, S. W. Lester, Rucker, 
Davis, Lewis, Ryan, N. V. 
142 Democrats, 5 Populists, 3 Silverites. 
SAME BILL. 


In the Senate, February 15, 1900. 
ü On the question shall the bill (H. R. 1) pass, it was decided in the afirma- 
ve. 


YEAS—46. 

Aldri Fairbanks, ge, uarles, 
Allison, Foraker, McBride, 
Beve ‘oster, M Scot 
Burrows, 0, McCumber, Sewe! 
Cattery, Gear, Mc Shoup, 

rter, Haie, ë Simon, 
Clark, Wyo. Hanna, Nelson, Spooner, 

om, Hansbro Penrose, urston, 

vis, Hawley, Per Wetmore, 
Deboe, Hoar, Platt, Conn. Wolcott. 
Depew, Kean, att, 

Lindsay, tehard, 
2 Gold Democrats, 44 Republicans. 
NAYS—29. 

Bate, Culberson, McLaurin, Taliaferro, 
Berry, Daniel, : Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Money, Til 
Chandier, Heitfeld, Mo: Turley, 

ilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, Vest. 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 
Clay, Kenney. Stewart, 
Cockrell, McEnery, Sullivan, 


23 Democrats, 1 Republican, 3 Silverites, 2 Populists. 
CONFERENCE REPORT ON SAME BILL. 
In the Senate, March 6, 1900, 


On the question of agreeing to the report and passing the bill (H. R. 1) it 
was decided in the — p z ‘ ) 


Aldrich, Elkins, Hoar, Platt, Conn. 
Allison, Fairbanks, Lindsay, Platt, N. Y. 
Baker, Foraker, d Lodge, Proctor, 

A Foster, McBride, Sarion 
Beveridge, e, McComas, 
Burrows, Gallinger, McCumber, Scott, 
Carter. ear, McM 4 Shoup, 
Ciark, Wyo. Hale, Mason, Simon, 

Jullom, Hanna, Nelson, urston, 
Davis, Hansbrough, Penrose, Wellington, 
Depew, wley, Perkins, Wetmore. 
1 Democrat, 43 Republicans, 
NAYS—26. 

Allen, Clay, Kenney, Sullivan, 
Bacon, Cockrell, McLau Taliaferro, 
Bate, Culberson, Martin, Teller, 
Butler, Harris, Morgan, Tillman, 
Chandler, Heitfeld, Pet W. Turner. 
Chilton, Jones, Ark. Pettus, 
Clark, Mont. Jones, Nev. Rawlins, 


21 Democrats, 1 Republican, 2 Silverites, 2 Populists. 
In the House, March 13, 1900. 


On the en Shall the conference report on the bill H. R.1 be adopted? 
it was decided in the affirmative. 
YEAS—166, 
Acheson, Barney, Brown, Clarke, N. H. 
Adams. Bartholdt, Bull. Clayton, Y, 
Aldrich. Bingham, Burke, S. Dak. Cochrane, N. Y. 
Alexander, 3 Burkett, Connell, 
en, Me. Boutell, III. Burle Corliss, 
x Bowersock, Burton, Cousins, 
Bailey, Kans. Brick, Butler, Crump, 
er, Bromwell, Calder Crum 5 
0 Brosius, Cannon, Curtis, 
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D Joy, Mudd, Ste . 
Eddy. Kebn, eed Stewart, Wis. 
h, Kerr, O'Grady, Sulloway, 

Faris, Ketcham, Otjen, Tawney, 
Fitzgerald, N. Y. Knox, Overstreet, Thayer, 
Fletcher,. Lacey, er, Pa.. @ ‘Thropp, 
Landis, Parker, N. J. Tompkins, 
Fowler, Lane, yno, Tongue, 

T, Lawrence, Pearce, Mo. Underhill, 
Gamble, Levy, Pearre, recland, 
Gardner, Mich. Linney, Phili Wadsworth, 
Gardner, N. J. Littauer, Powers, anger, 

ill, Littlefield, Prince, ‘arner, 
Gillett Mass.. Lorka hey,” Watson. 

ille er, y: atson, 
Graff, Loudenslager, Reeder, Weaver, 
Gr: 5 8 Reeves, Weeks, 
Grout, 22 i Rodenberg, White, 
Grow. cAleer, Ruppert, Wilson, N. X. 
Hamilton, McCleary, Russell, Wise, 
Haugen, McPherson, Scudder, Young. 
Hawley. on, Shattuc, 
Heatwole, Shelden, 

9 Democrats, 157 Republicans, 

NAYS—12. 
Adamson, Davenport, S. W. Lewis, Ryan, N. T. 
Allen, Ky. De Armond, Little, Ryan, Pa. 
Allen, Miss. De Graffenreid, Livingston, Salmon, 
Atwater, Vries, oyd, Shafroth, 
Bailey, Tex. Dinsmore, McClellan, hep 
k Dougherty, McCulloch, Sims, 

Bankhead, ott, McDowell, Slayden. 
Barber, y, cRae, Smith, Ky. 
Bartlett, Fitzgerald, Mass. Maddox, Snodgrass, 

II. Fleming, ay. — 
Bellamy. Foster, Meekison, Stark, 
Benton, Gaston, Meyer, La. 55 Tex. 
Berry. Gilbert, Moon. Stokes, 
Brenner, Glynn, Maller, 8 
Brewer, Green, Pa. Naphen, Sutherland, 
Brundidge, riggs, Neville, Wanson, 
Burleson, Ys oonan, Talbert, 
Burnet Henry, Miss. Norton, S. C. Taylor, Ala. 
Caldwe Henry, Tex. tey, s 

ap oward, Pierce, Tenn. Thomas, N. O. 
Catchings, Jett. Polk. rner, 
ler, Johnston, arles. Underwood, 
Clark, Mo. Kitchin, ell. Vandiver. 
Clayton, Ala. Kleberg, Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, Ky. 
„Mo. Kluttz. hea, Va. Williams, J. R. 
Cooney, b, Richardson, Williams, Miss, 
Cowherd, mam, Rixey, Wilson. Idaho 
Cox, Latimer, Robb, Wilson, S. C. 
Crawford. Lentz, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor, 
Daly, N. J. Lester, Rucker, Ziegler. 


114 Democrats, 4 Populists, 2 Silverites. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman 


from oer (Mr. Lewis]. 
Mr. LE Mr. S. er, in this bill the committees of the 


two Houses have re 
difficulties. We have here two bills in one. 
tually d to the Senate bill, and the Senate has virtually agreed 
to the House bill. The bill now presented to us has six distinct 
features. I shall give the House credit for three of them and the 
Senate credit for three. The Senate, always ambitious and anx- 
ious to be original, was determined to do as much on this currency 
bill as the House. Consequently this bill may be divided into six 
sections, giving each body credit for three. In the first section 
the House declares for a single gold standard. The second gives 
authority to the Secretary of the Treasury to issue bonds at any 
and all times, that he may protect gold balances in the Treasury. 
The third is the division of issue and redemption, a separate divi- 
sion in the Treasury De ent. 

Now, for the Senate features of the bill. The Senate, anxious 
to do something that would be, possibly I may term it extreme, 
has presented these special features: First, the funding of the pub- 
lic debt; second, the delegating of all power of issuing money to 
the national banks, and third, the comedy of declaring always a 
big nate to accept international bimetallism. 
` Mr. Speaker, when we go to one of our theaters to see a tragedy, 
we see, first, the star actor sadly enter; then we see the villai 


ed a most happy solution of our financial 


The House has vir- 


villain 
come in; then follow other characters calculated to add to the 
gloom; but finally, when we begin to find ourselves between sad- 
ness and madness, to even up the play and relieve the tension upon 
the feelings of the audience the comedian comes out to put them 
into a more cheerful mood. 

Now this bill reminds me very much of such a proceeding, be- 
cause after this serious, this far-reaching measure, this, I might 
almost say, tragedy of which the American people have been the 
victims, the Senate at last brings out the comedian in the clause 
declaring for international bimetallism. This is indeed acomedg; 
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itisafarce. It would have been better, it seems to me, instead 
of putting this provision into the body of the bill, that they should 
haverolled the bill up and then placed a labelon the outside, saying, 
This clause for the declaration of international bimetallism is our 
yote-catcher. Or, rather, it might have been better for them tohave 
waited for the national convention at Philadelphia and there have 
embodied this provision in their platform as one of the burning 
and living issues. 

Mr. Speaker, I was very much amused this morning in listen- 
ing to the gentleman from indiana, He ignored the bimetallic 
clause; he said, in substance, that it means nothing. Then a 
great body like the United States Senate has put into this bill 
something that is absolutely meaningless. = 

Now, I wish to refer to a remark of the tleman from Iowa 

Mr. DOLLIVER], a remark which impressed me very much at the 
e, because I thought that the gentleman was speaking with too 
much enthusiasm. As the House is aware, this gentleman is one 
whom our 2 friends are in the habit of putting forward 
to close their debates, especially when we have a serious question 
before us. 

I was very much impressed with the statement I am about to 
read; it has been dwelling in my mind ever since, because I know 
the gentleman to be always enthusiastic for his party, whatever it 
may do. Now, this strong declaration which the gentleman made 
in favor of a a gold standard was made at the time most en- 
thusiastically. I want to quote what the gentleman said, and then 
I want to surmise, if I can, what he would now say if he would 
speak on this bill. 

Mr. Sms. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. Sts. With your present light and information before you, are you 
now in favor of opening the the mints to the free coinage of silver 
by international ment? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, sir; Lam not. I have joined in the last experiment 
with silver, on an international basis or otherwise. fe lause on the Re- 


A I have been humbugged as long as culate to be, if I 
ow 


Mr. DOLLIVER has been!“ humbugged“ long enough; but the 
Senate now proposes to humbug its members and to go out 
and continue to humbug” the American le. 5 

Mr. BROSIUS. Will the gentleman allow me to correct a 
statement which I know he makes inadvertently? 

Mr. LEWIS. Certainly. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] in 
the speech to which my friend refers did not use the word “hum- 
bugged.” If the gentleman will refer to the RECORD he will find 
that the language of the gentleman from Iowa was that he had 
had his last whirl with silver. é 

Mr. LEWIS. I the gentleman’s pardon. I know he wants 
to be fair and right; but what I have read was copied from the 
CONGRESSIONAL RD, 

Mr. BROSIUS. I state my recollection of the language used 
by the 1 from Iowa, for I heard it. 

Mr. WIS. If I had the time I would look the matter up; but 
resent I must insist that I am correct, because what 1 have 

has been copied word for word from the RECORD, and if the 
gentleman will look it up he will find it there. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, I am not able to say from recollection 
what was in the RECORD, Myrecollection is of the words as th 
fell from the of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER]. 
I sat within 3 feet of him, and I recollect what he said. 

Mr. LEWIS. I have taken the words exactly from the RECORD. 

Mr. BROSIUS. The matter can be looked up, and my friend 
can correct it if heis wrong. If not, it will stand. 

Mr. LEWIS. We must come to the conclusion, then, that this 
section is evidently meaningless. 

Now, I do not propose to discuss the House measure to any 
great extent, as I have already spoken upon it, as have many 
other members of this House; but I do say now, as I said in De- 
cember, that this new department in the , known as the 
issue and redemption department, is useless. It reminds me of 
a weak vessel on a calm sea, which can sail beautifully when 
everything is smooth, but let the storms come and the weakened 
vessel will sink, Itis the same way with this new division. It 
is meaningless and amounts to nothing in time of financial storms 
and panics. In that sense it means nothing, but it means a great 
deal in another. > P 

It requires under this bill $150,000,000 of gold to be at all times 
in the Treasury, when heretofore we have only required $100,- 
000,000 in gold, which we have found to be ample to meet all 
business and to protect us at all times. Having this 
new d tment designed to protect the Treasury Department in 
its gold balances, because the bill says that all money is redeemed 
in gold, therefore when any takes the national-bank notes 
and the Treasury notes an A e them to the Treasury De- 
parker ag for exchange in gold, the Treasury Department must 

ish the gold for those notes,and the only way to get that gold 
is by this section, which its the of the Treasury to 


at 


permits Secretary 
sell United States bonds at any and all times to purchase gol 


By this bill you are given no more authority than the authority 
to do what Secretary Carlisle did when, in 1893 and 1894, in that 
great panic, he sold $262,000,000 worth of bonds, for which the 
country condemned him, he being condemned not only by the 
Democratic party but by our Republican friends joining in that 
condemnation of Secretary Carlisle’s action. There is a slight 
difference, and that is this, that Secretary Carlisle sold those 
bonds to private bankers in New York, while under this bill you pro- 
pose to sell them only to the national bankers of the United States. 

I will not touch upon all the features of the bill. I expect to 
confine myself virtually to the six principal provisions. But Ido 
say this in general terms, that the bill gives the Secretary of the 
Treasury too much power. It gives him power to impound this 
money, to hold up the United States notes and other money. But 
I will pass from that and speak of the main fentnres of the bill. 

Now, why did the Senate er in this bill this section declaring 
for the funding of the United States interest-bearing debt? There 
are about $850,000,000 of United States bonds that do not mature 
until 1904, 1905, and, I believe, 1907 or 1908. Here is a debt that 
is not due until from five to eight years hence, and yet the Senate 

laces in a currency bill a provision to pay this debt a long time 
fore its maturity. It reminds me of the old adage which, I be- 
lieve, human experience has demonstrated to be true, that there 
are two bad paymasters, one who never pays his debts at all and 
one who pays them too soon. 5 1 on the Democratic side.] 
bide occupy the position of the bad paymaster who pays his debts 
00 soon, 

There are many reasons why this was inserted in the Senate 
bill. One is to give the national banks indefinite power—in other 
words, to extend their power for at least thirty years, 

Another is to place a debt upon the people that can not be repaid 
under thirty years. In one sense it seems to me a good omen, be- 
cause I have become enthusiastic recently in behalf of the Demo- 
cratic party. Things are growing brighter and brighter each day 
for that party, and this tells me that the wise Senators over at the 
other end of the Capitol smell danger ahead, and so they have 
said, “ We will fix these national banks and this bonded in- 
debtedness upon the ig ge so that it can not be changed for the 
next thirty years.” lt is unreasonable to go four or five years 
ahead and pay off a debt before its maturity. Why not follow in 
the footsteps of the past? 

In 1881, when Congress, after considerable discussion, failed to 
pass an act refunding the public debt then due, Secretary Windom 
met the situation by issuing all the surplus funds he had to retire 
bonds, and then offered to continue the residue bearing 6 vd cent 
interest, at 3} per cent, payable at the pleasure of the Govern- 
ment. Thus the Secretary was able to continue at 3} per cent 
about $178,000,000, leaving only $24,000,000 to be paid off out of 
surplus revenues. The Secretary then . — the same method 
to the 5 percents with equal success. ere is no apparent rea- 
son why this precedent should not furnish a practical rule of ac- 
tion for the existing situation. 

That is a suggestion taken from a banker's magazine, a paper 
which is in favor of the national banks and yet which must con- 
not the action of this body in passing this funding bill at this 

ime. 

1 congratulate the Republican party to-day upon the opportu- 
nity which is to them, and I am astonished that they do 
not take advantage of it. have, by this bill, legislated sixty 
million to seventy million dollars profit to the owners of these 
bonds. They should herald to the country the wealth that has 
been brought to the United States by this act of legislation. 

Isay you have given $60,000,000 to $70,000,000 profit on these 
bonds. I find to ay that these 2 per cent bonds, which are not 
now issued, have advanced offers for them at 6 per cent premium. 
Where does this great profit of from sixty to seventy million dol- 
lars go? The Government will not get any return in taxation or 
anything of that kind. The Treasury will receive no return from 
it, because it goes to the owners of the United States interest- 
bearing bonds. Who owns these interest-bearing bonds? A very 
small percentage of the American people. Indeed, the corpora- 
tions own most of these bonds, and by far the larger part of them 
are owned by the national banks, It is to them that the great 
profit aoe 

Evidently this section of the Senate bill declaring for the refund- 
ing of the debt was ‘‘daddied” by very conspicuous ies. I 
have heard so much in this Honse about who is the father of this 
bill and who is the father of that bill, that when I see a bill 
coming in here I become suspicious at once. I say to myself, 
Who has drawn that bill, in whose interest is it drawn?” and lam 
suspicious at all times. While I make no charge, it seems to me 
almost certain that the national banks had a great deal to doin 
the drawing up of this bill before us. My reason for saying that 
is because of this new issue of bonds, amounting to at least $850,- 
000,000, which can not be paid off in thirty years. 

The bonds bear a low rate of interest it is true, and I say that 
they are made for the national banks for this reason. Individuals 
do not want 2 per cent bonds when they are at a 6 per cent 


1900. 
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remium. These bonds to-day would cost 81.06. and no private in- 
Mvidual would want to put his money into 2 per cent bonds when 
he would have to wait three years before he could draw any in- 
terest from them at all. Therefore he would be slow to pay this 
6 per cent premium on them. But the national banks are glad to 

et them. That is only a side issue, a mere incident with them, 
Sean there are so many revenues coming from them that they 
do aos place much importance upon the interest paid upon these 
bonds, 

Under this new law they are relieved of taxes largely. Hereto- 
fore they have paid one-half of 1 per cent semiannually. Now 
they pay one-quarter of 1 1 cent semiannually on the money 
issued upon the strength of the bonds on the circulation. There- 
fore the national banks will draw er cent interest in this in- 
direct way, provided they issue circulation up to the amount of 
the holding of their bonds. That is the first profit which the 
national banker gets, which is merely incidental. The second 
profit he gets in this way: The Government permits him to issue 
the full face value of the bonds in the bank’s own currency, 

The bank is able to loan out this currency at market rates of in- 
terest. That is the second profit; but here is the greatest profit 
of all. On account of owning these bonds they can come here to 
the Treasury and secure from the Treasury Government deposits 
equal to the amount of the bonds deposited, which they can use 
in their own business. That is the third profit that the national 
banks get. Consequently they will be able to take these bonds, 
and I dare say would be glad to take them without any interest 
at all, for the p of securing circulation and for the purpose 
of securing United States deposits. 

I will state to my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Bnosros] that 
I read a transcript from the RECORD a few moments ago, but let 
me read from the RECORD, kindly handed me by a friend, I know 
we want to be together. 

Mr. BROSIUS. That is right. 

Mr. LEWIS (reading) 

Mr. Sms. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. Sms. With your peoos lights and information before you, are you 
now in favor of opening the doors of thè mints to the free coinage of silver by 
international agreement? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. No, sir; Iam not. I have joined in the last experiment 
with silver, on an international basis or otherwise. [Api lause on the Repub- 
lican side.] I have been humbugged as long as I calc to be, if I know it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, it turns out on investigation that 
my friend was right and I wasinerror. I desire to apologize to 
him for the interruption. F 

Mr. LEWIS. You need not apologize, because I know my 
friend only desired to be right about the matter. 

Mr. BROSIUS. I should not have interrupted you if I had 
not thought I was right. 

2 — 7 EAKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 
expired. 

5 — RICHARDSON. I yield the gentleman five minutes addi- 
tional time. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois), The 
gentleman is recognized for fiye minutes, 

Mr. LEWIS. It seems surprising to me, and is a fact we ought 
to realize, that one-half of the money, one-half of the balance of 
money of the United States, is now deposited in the national 
banks of this country. We have on hand about $300,000,000. 
Half of that is deposited now in the national banks, which are 
using it free, without any interest; and yet I was surprised to 
read the New York bank statement, which comes out on Friday, 
which showed that the banks of that city had only $5,000,000 over 
and above the legal requirements, and still they were using all 
this money of the Government. I was surprised to read how 
closely they have this money loaned up. Here is the statement 
from the Secretary of the Treasury, as it appeared in the Wash- 
ington Post: 

NEW FINANCIAL BILL—SECRETARY GAGE OUTLINES HIS PLAN FOR CARRY- 
ING IT INTO EFFECT. 
WASHINGTON, March 9, 1900. 


Gage outlined his plan for carrying 
sy ted, will pada the House 
soon thereafter. The Sec- 


Atthe Cabinet meeting to-day Secretary 
into effect the new financial „Which, it is ex 
next Tuesday and be approved by the Presiden 


retary explained that in all bability from 35 to 45 per centof the outstand- 
ing bonds, which may be ded under the new law, will be presented for 
exchange within a comparativel: 


short time. This would involve cash pay- 
$0,000 = Pee the holders of the old bonds, amounting to fon 
The Secretary's purpose, as stated to the Cabinet, is to create as little 
financial as possible in the settlement of premium accounts. 
5 th 9 5 Pe dope for its pe tion me 
„the de 05 or both. e or u 
upon conditions W. Dan not now be foretold. The new bonds wit te 
dated April 1, and the amount of premium to be paid on the old bonds will be 
calculated from that date, the rate in amounts being the same. These plans 
meet with general approval. 


He says that it will require $30,000,000 or $35,000,000 to pay un- 
accrued interest on the funded bonds due five to eight years hence. 
Where shall we take it from? Out of the deposits which are made 


with the national banks or out of the Treasury. The Secreta: 

says that he does not want to interfere with the financial condi- 

tion of the country, and consequently he will divide it up and take 

parkot it out of the Treasury and part of it out of the national 
uks. 

It is a fact that he to-day would not dare to take this money 
out of the national banks. We can not afford to-day to have a 
panic, and if you were to draw $50,000,000 from the banks in order 
to pay that interest you would have a panic in the country; and 
while Mr. Gage hesitates to take the money out of the banks to 
pay this interest, I am surprised to read such lines as these under 
those circumstances. Listen. I quote the Financial News, from 
the great financial center, New York City: 


AMERICAN MONEY FOR BRITISH WAR BONDS—SUBSORIPTIONS IN THIS CITY 
UP TO THE CLOSE OF BUSINESS YESTERDAY AGGREGATED $50,000,000—FINAN- 
CTERS IN SYMPATHY—NEW YORK CAPITALISTS WILL SEIZE THE OPPOR- 
TUNITY TO MANIFEST THEIR FRIENDLINESS TO ENGLAND—THIS CITY THE 
FINANCIAL CENTER—IT IS UNDERSTOOD THAT OFFERS HAVE BEEN RE- 
CEIVED FROM THE UNITED STATES TO TAKE UP THE WHOLE ISSUE, 
WHICH IT IS EXPECTED WILL BE COVERED TEN TO TWENTY TIMES. 


Great Britain's big war loan will be many times over subscribed. It is ex- 

— now hard one- of the total amount of the loan will be subscribed 

country. 

It is not expected, however, that anything like that amount of allotments 
will bo received in this country. It is said to be the intention of the Bank of 
England to distribute the bonds as far at possible among the English people, 
both at home and in the colonies. The loan will be more than taken in Lom- 


t. 
Subscriptions up to the close of business yesterday had ted 
e this city; that amount had been accounted for by J. E Morgan 
. A fair quantity of subscriptions were from patriotic Englishmen 
outside of the city; many of them came by mail from Boston, Baltimore, 
and other Eastern cities. 


Philadelphia, 
z It is expected that many of the local financial institutions will subscribe 
‘or 


of 
beyond the Mutual Life Insurance Company's bid, but e that a fairl: 
large bonds will e probably shall subscribe 
ourselves, but there is no immediate hurry. The effect of subscriptions 
undoubted — oe tendency 8 higher — money re nay 5 5 to 
a serious e payments, in my judgment, are more re- 
flected in the foreign exchange market.” y 


And again another loan by the beneficiaries of the Treasury de- 
posits, I quote from the American Banker of recent date: 


An interesting incident of tho week was the announcement of the negotia- 
tion of a Russian Government loan in New York City. The facts are ta 
to advance the Rus- 


of banks and insurance com have agreed 
5 000,000 on a railway mortgage bearing 4 per cent interest. 
J. Pie t Morgan & Co., the Nati Cit: the New York Security and 
Trust pany, and the New York Life ce Company are said to be 
the principals concerned in this transaction. 

Here, then, we see, Mr. Speaker, that the Secretary of the Treas- 
ury is afraid and fearful about drawing money from the national 
banks, and they are subscribing to British war bonds and making 
Russian railroad loans. Is it not a strange condition of affairs 
that we may not draw the money from the national banks to pay 
the interest, the unaccrued interest, on these bonds, and yet these 
same men are sending our money into foreign countries and loan- 
ing it to them? 

Imake the statement here boldly that the last panic, or nearly 
a panic—yes, indeed a panic, because of the large amount of 
money that had to be paid out—was brought about by the national 
banks of this country, and I charge the Administration with being 
are ae placing this money with these banks that they might 

oan it out. 

They intended to bring on a boom, and they were placing this 
money among the trusts and combines, many of which had no 
substantial backing to them, and if the s had gone up on 
which the banks had loaned their money and the money they had 
gotten from the Treasury they would have made a great deal of 
money; but when the banks saw that all the money they had and 
the Department had furnished was in danger, they got 
the Treasury to come to the rescue, because they said, If you do 
not we will have a tremendous ic,” and the Secretary of the 
Treasury did go to their rescue by buying $22,000,000 unmatured 
bonds and by anticipating the interest payable on the 1st day of 
January on all United States bonds, which amounted to many 
millions of dollars. 

Ido not criticise Secretary Gage forit. I think it was right; 
I think it Was his duty to save the country from a panic, but I 
desire to criticise the condition that this country has got in that 
we have got to go to the rescue of the banks to save the country. 
[Loud rae on the Democratic side]. . 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I will use 
the time allotted me by the House to dwell upon the national 
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banking feature of the present bill, particularly the so-called re- 


funding section. When the bill the House no mention of 
any such provision was included, and these sections, which give 
millions of the money of the people of the United States to those 
fortunate enough to hold Government bonds, as well as increase 
the power of the national banks, were added in the Senate. Re- 
ing this feature of the bill I wish to quote the opinion of the 
nancial writer of the New YorkSun, Matthew Marshall. Neither 
Mr. Marshall nor the New York Sun are accused of Democratic 
tendencies nowadays. Speaking of this feature of the currency 
bill he said, on February 16: 

None of the ee. bogs mentioned apply, however, to the sche: 
now under consideration by the United States Senate, of offering a bonus o 
$85,000,000 to the present holders of $850,000,000 of the national debt for the 
privilege of extending that debt thirty years at 2 per cent per annum. The 
scheme is for the benefit neither of the present creditors of the Government 
nor of the people. On the contrary, it is avowedly intended to aid the na- 
tional banks in perpetuating their 5 of the function of supplying, 
for their own profit, the paper money of the country. 

If adopted, it will give them 2 per cent per annum, less a tax of one-half 
per cent for issuing circulating no’ which the Government is both directly 
and indirectly to guarantee, when it might just as easily issue the notes 
itself, and thus avoid Lap Re the banks for the service of 1} per cent per 
annum on 850,000, 000, or $12,750,000 a year. It is the advocacy of such meas- 
ures that helps to make the banks un ular with the community. Their 

timate business of lending money is not calculated to create friends for 
them, since the debtor always s his creditor as more or less his enemy, 
VVV 
— — onions’ to Ad catisans qithout distinction. e . 

What reason in the world exists for this favoritism to the bond- 
holders and national banks, and why should the Government at- 
tempt to refund millions of dollars for its bonds at this time by 
anticipating interest? I saw in one of the New York papers the 
other day that the new 3 percents were already quoted at 107. 
The people of this country have an opportunity to witness another 
practical illustration of the hold the national banks have on the 
present Administration. 

Consider for a moment, Mr. Speaker, the development of the 
past few months, showing the intimacy of the national banks of 
the country with the Treasury Department, and then wonder if 

ou will at the cry of in tion rising in all parts of the country. 

r. Stillman, president of the National City Bank, under date of 
April 8, writes Secretary Gage: 

As you have doubtless noticed in the press, the money market there has 
been quite unsettied the past week. We have loaned very liberally, but at 
such rates as would tend to force a liquidation in highly speculative securi- 
ties. I trust this has been accomplished and the declines which have taken 
place will have a wholesome effec 

At the time this letter was written the bank, acting as a national 
depository, had more than ten millions of United States money in 
its vaults, by the use of which, although paying no interest to the 
Government, it forced a liquidation which ruined hundreds of 
men and business houses, and brought ruin and destruction to 
many a home. By the use of the same tactics, only a short while 
ago in the city of Boston, this bank, through its agencies in that 
city, forced a decline in copper and other securities which has 
3 business in a great many branches. This National City 

k is known as the Standard Oil bank, and to show why the 
Attorney-General of the United States, sworn to perform the du- 
ties of his office, refuses to enforce the provision of the anti-trust 
law against this corporation, I quote the letter which passed be- 
tween Mr. Hepburn, its vice-president, and Secretary Gage: 

THE NATIONAL Crry BANK OF New YORK, 
New York, June 5, 1897. 


My DEAR Mr. GAGE: The National City Bank of this city, of which I re- 
at became vice-president through the consolidation of the business of the 
Third National witn it, is une of the banks designated as a United States de- 

tory. and I write to request that in any changes which may be made under 

e Administration we may not be distur in this respect. 

We should like to remain a United States de 


tory as at present. Of 
course the bank is very strong, and if 


ou will take the pains to look at our 


list of directors you see t we also have very great political claims in 
view of what was done during the canvass last year. 
Yours, very truly, 


A. B. HEPBURN. 
Hon. LYMAN J. GAGE, 7 
United States Treasury, Washington, D. C. 
Who can expect any action against the Standard Oil on the part 
of this Administration in the face of evidence like this? Is there 
a man in the House, Republican or Democrat, that can view this 
condition of affairs with contentment? Three months-ago the 
Standard Oil declared a quarterly dividend of $12,000.000, or forty- 
eight million a year, on a capitalization of one hundred million. 
This tribute from the people did not satisfy tbem, and about the 
first of the present year every poor family in the land was taxed 
an additional sum of 3 cents per gallon—kerosene oil going from 
9 to 12 cents a gallon—with the result that a short time afterwards 
a quarterly dividend of $20,000,000 was declared, and’ the stock, 
whose is $100, suld for over $550. : 
How long can any government exist on conditions like these? 
You will never be able to destroy this power until you take away 
the control of the money of the people from the Why give 


this enormous power to increase or decrease in circula- 
tion. the power to make money cheap or make it dear? 
What greater responsibility rests upon those legislating for the 


a than to see that the money of the nation, the very lifeblood of 

usiness and trade, is surrounded with prover safeguards? People 
oug to control money channels, not banks. Recent disclosures 
in ton indicate the positive danger of this method of doing 
business. Three national banks have either failed or s nded, 
carrying many reputable business houses to the wall in that city 
during the past six months. The president of one of these banks 
has recently been indicted on 25 counts, involving stealing of more 
than $1,000,000. 

These thefts, consisting of false entries and misapplication of 
funds, continued for months, during which time the bank affairs 
had been examined by the bank examiner and nothing found 
wrong, and if it were not for the fact that it was E r ex- 
amination of another bank that the matter developed nobody can 
tell how far the stealings would have gone and how much more 
money would have been misappropriated. 

I think it per at this time, when the great benefits of our 
national ban ing system are being extolled, to speak the truth 
concerning conditions as we find them. What protection has the 
average depositor under the present system of supervision? Is it 
not a well-established fact that the deposits of the national banks 
are used by its officers to raise or depress the stock market? 

Does not every member of this House know that the directors 
use a great deal of favoritism in granting loans? I venture the 
assertion if the true history of the national banks, the loans they 
have made, and the character of the securities upon which loans 
have been 8 were known to the people of this country 
the national kiny system would soon disappear, condemned 
by all classes of people. : 

Mr. Speaker, I think the national banks have too much power 
already, and the sooner the American 1 appreciate this fact 
by electing to power a party which will transfer to the Govern- 
ment the function of issuing the money of the people the better 
for this country. [Applause.] 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer for convenient refer- 
ence by the members of the House a few tables, collated and 
prepared from the report of the Director of the Mint for 1899, and 
other sources. ~ 

Table No, 1 shows the monetary systems and approximate stocks 
of money in the principal countries of the world on January 1, 1899. 

Table No. 2 shows the approximate stocksof money and the per 
capita in the thirteen oe commercial countries in 1878, and 
a similar showing of the same countries on January 1, 1899. 

Table No. 3 shows the changes in the monetary stock of these 
same thirteen countries, 

7 — Tables Nos. 1, 2, and 3, see pages 4, 5, 6, and 7. 

find nothing by which I can make a comparison with reference 
to all the countries included in Table No. 1, but the footings of 
Nos. 2 and 3 show that in the thirteen countries named therein 
there has been since 1873 and to January 1, 1899, a net increase of 
monetary stock of 82,596, 700,000. 

Second. This increase has been much greater than the increase 
of population, the per capita stock on January 1, 1899, being $16.32, 
against 814.54 in 1873. 

Third. These countries had in 1873— 


000 

000 

Total Speed ---- 2, 267, 500, 000 

Duende T EuR AAA AaS 2, 822, 500, 000 
Counting gold and silver both as ultimate- 
redemption” money. both together in 1873 wére 
49.04 per cent of the whole monetary stock, but 
on January 1, 1899, these same countries had, of 

S a dl pul ne Sh 5 iret SR Oe ee 4,182, 100,000 

(C Aꝓỹͤc AAA 1, 774, 900, 000 

Uneoyvered Paper . a pa aadsarh 1, 229, 700, 000 

rr eee eat 3, 004, 600, 000 


and gold alone constituted over 58 per cent of the whole stock. 

In view of these facts, no one can deny that these countries were 
better able to maintain the gold standard on January 1, 1899, than 
they were a double standard prior to 1873, 

Surprising as these changes have been among the commercial 
nations of the world, the 5 financial situation of the 
United States is still more striking. 

Here we can bring the comparison down to one year later, Jan- 


uary 1, 1900. 
In 1873 we had 
S ( ·˙ c ( AAT $135, 000, 000 
r . S noe canes „150, 
CCC; ˙ VA N 141, 150, 000 
Uncovered paper 37 ey ae E 749, 445, 000 
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So that silver and gold together were 15.8 per cent of the whole Silver EIN 3 Re — e $644, 165, 342 
stock. On January 1, 1900, we had Uncovered paper 225-26 ct. ec. soca ncaa sts 339, 617, 000 
CE Cal fs Gerace ae eye — A TTT IAS $1, 016, 009, 857 —d 

— Total S S 983, 782, 342 


From report of the Director of the Mint, 1899.] 
TABLE No. 1.—Monetary systems and approximate stocks of money in the aggregate and per capita in the principal countries of the world on January 1, 1399. 


Stock of silver. 


Per capita. 


ld 
Countries. Monetary and full gok 


system. 


| 


United States 


8 


2 
pás 


75, 209, 800, 000, 50 88. 8828.42 
United Kingdom.] Gol 40, 200, @ 462, 300, 000) ........--.-. 4111.90, i 2. N 2. 17.05 
France 38, 500, S100, „100. 420, 100, - 05} 10. 4.18} 36.15 
52,300, b672, 800, b88, 700, 00010119, 208. 200, 80 3. A8 3. 19.84 
Bouni ray 6.600, b30,000, b40, 000,000] b 45, 000, £ 6. 12. 23.86 
taly....-.. 81,700, a98, 000, a43, 900, 9) 1. 5. 9. 90 
Switzerland 3. 100, d 21, 000, 10, 700, 3. 5 16.80 
DE ae 2, 400, b500, 1,500, $ 12 12.85 
Spain 18,300, g53, 400, 037,80), 2.06} 10.24 15.22 
Portu 5,100, a5, 200, 99.600, 1 14. 17.64 
Roumania 5. 400, Gg 13, 100, 497. 100, 1 31 3. 7.48 
Ser via 2,400, 1,000, f, 1,800, 1. 2.60 
45,900, 4 el. 400, 47, 300, 3.21 2. 10.27 
„5.000, a 30, 200, 56, 400, 11. 9. 26.76 
orway .-.-. 2,100, a8, 600, a2, 300, 5 2. 7.62 
Sweden 5,000, a 13,000, að, 500, E 5. 9.80 
Denmark = à 2,300, 16, 900, a5, 400, 2. 2. 12.26 
C do 150, 000, 000\a 740, 400, $1,900,000) . 5.60) „„ 6.32 
Turkey Gold and silver 1 to 157 5¹ 24,100, 000) b 50, 000, 40,000, 000) . 2.07 1.60 3.73 
Australasia ld É 5, 100, 0% 132, 100, 31.68 
Egy PASE 9, 800, 080) 5 30,000, 000) .............} d 6, 400, 00 6. 400, 0% . 3.0 HB. 3.71 
9 13,000,006) b 8, 600, 9.12 
Central Ameri- 3, 400, ai,000, 8.97 
can States. 
South American 38,000, 33.18 
States. 
Japan 45, 000, 1.75 
India Silver I to 8 . 206,900, UON. ..:3------- 2.07 
— eal 1.96 
Straits Settle- d. 4, 500, 000% 53.82 
ments. f 
Canada gold 12.13 
ba .... Gold and silver 1 to 15 1.94 
Haiti „ 1 to 157 8.40 
Bulgaria 2.36 
Siam $ 42.88 
Hawaii -. 1 to 14.95 50.00 
Cape Col N 1 to 14.28 18.33 
South African 1 to 14.28 27. 64 
Republic. 
Winans r tees saaeeeao-0 58]... 5.42 
Se ne OEREIN VE REE FAR, MSY ST 8.57 


a Information furnished through United States Representatives. e on ih Venezuela, Chile, and Peru. 

b Estimate. Bureau of the Mint. Includes Aden, Perim, Ceylon, Hongkong, Labuan, and Straits Set- 
c Money and prices, State Department, United States. tlements. 

dC. Cramer Frey. g Bulletin de Statistique, Paris, January, 1599. 


[Prepared from report of the Director of the Mint, 1899.] 
TABLE NO. 2.—Approzimate stocks of money in the aggregate and per capita ia thirteen principal countries of the world, 1873. 


Per capita. 


Countries. Population. 
Gold. Silver. Paper. Total. 

United States 41,700,000 $6,150,000 $749, 445,000 $3.24 80.15 $17.97 $21.3 
Great Britain 31, 800, COO 95, 000, 000 59, 800, 000 5.03 2.90 1.88 9.90 
Fraues 38, 100, 000 500, 000, 000, 385, 300, 000 12.47 13.85 10.67 36.99 
Germany 41.000, 000 306, 235, 000 90, 800, 000 3.91 7.47 2.21 13.59 
Russia 82, 20. 000 18, 609, 000 618, 400, 000 1.81 2 7.52 9.58 
Italy 28, 800, 000 23,000, C09 87, 800, 000 75 -86 3.27 4.88 
Belgium 5, 200, 000 15.0 0. 000 35, 100, 000 4.81 2.88 6.75 14.44 
Netherlands 3,900, 000 37, 300, 000 15, 300, 000 3.08 9.56 8.92 16.56 
Austria-Hungary . 35, 900, 000 40, 000, 000 265, 800, 000 -98 1.11 7.40 9.49 - 
Australasia 2,600. 00 8,000,000 |... 2.2 >, Eee 19. 23 E 20.38 
Denmark 1,800, 000 7,500. 080 2.28 4.16 10.05 
Sweden 4,409, 000 200, 000 41 98 2.75 
Norway 1. 800, 000 600, 000 4.323 89 6.39 

REPS OES epee Le ee 815, 200, 000 14.54 


THE SAME COUNTRIES SHOW ON JANUARY 1, 189. 


75, 300,000 $45, 300, 000 $639, 000, 000 $829,700, 000 $12. 56 $8.48 $4.33 $25.42 
40,200, 000 , 000 111, 900, 000 111, 600, 000 11.50 2.78 2.77 17.05 
38, 500, 000 810, COO, 000 420, 100, 600 161, 100, 000 21.05 10.92 4.18 36.15 
52, 300, 000 672, 800, 000 208, 200, 000 156, 700, 000 12.86 3.08 3.0⁰ 19.84 
136,000,000 740, 400, 000 81. 900,000 . e e- 5.69 833 6.32 
31, 700, 000 98, 000, 000 43,900, 000 174, 900, 000 3.09 1.38 5.52 9.99 
6, 600,000 30, 000, COO 45,000, 000 82, 500, 000 4.54 6.8 12.50 23.86 
5, 000, 000 30, 200, 000 56,400,000 47, 200, 000 6.04 11.28 9. 44 26.76 
45, 900, 000 221, 400, 000 147, 308, 000 103, 000, 000 4.82 3.21 2.24 10.27 
5, 100, 000 132, 100, 000 7,000, 090 22, 509, 000 25. 90 1.37 4.41 31. 68 
2, 300, 000 16, 900, 000 5,400, 000 5, 900, 000 7.35 2.35 2.56 12.26 
5, 000, 000 13, 000, 000 6, 500, 000 29, 500, 000 2.60 1.0 6.99 9.80 
2, 100, 000 8, 600, 000 2. 300, 000 5, 100, 000 4.10 1.09 2.43 7.62 
440, 000, 000 4,182, 100, 000 1. 774, 900, 000 1, 229, 700, 000 9.50 4.00 2.79 16.32 


ral 
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[Prepared from Report of Director of the Mint for 1899.] 


TABLE No.3.—Approzimate stock of gold, silver, and uncovered ie in the thirteen principal countries of the world in 1873 and January 1, 1899, and changes 
> between those dates, expressed in millions. 


Gold. | 
Countries. 


75,300,000 | $135 $945.8 $810.8 2 
40, 200, 000 160 462.3 802.3 8 
88,500, 000 450 810.6 860.6 500 
52, 300, 000 160.2 672.8 512.6 306.2 
130, 000, 000 149.1 740.4 591.3 18.6 
81, 700, 000 20 98 78 23 
6, 600, 000 25 80 5 15 
5, 000, 000 12 80.2 18.2 87.8 
45, 000, 900 35 221.4 186.4 40 
5, 100, 000 50 182.1 82.1 3 
2.800, 000 4.1 16.9 12.8 7.5 
5,000, 000 1.8 13 11.2 4.3 
2, 100, 000 7.6 8.6 1 1.6 
440,000,000 | 1,209.8 | 4,182.1 3 7.7 


Net mon 
Increase of 
Increuse of 


And instead of our monetary stock having less than 16 per cent 
of it gold, asin 1873, if now has nearly 51 per cent of it in gold, 
as the only money of ultimate redemption” under the single 
gold standard. s 

But, notwithstanding these facts, the advocate of the free coinage 
of silver repudiates them all, and denying the effect of the enor- 
mous increase of gold, either in the aggregate or in excess of the 
increase of population, now puts forward the claim that it is not 
sufficient to conveniently provide for the greatly expanded com- 
merce of this and other nations. 

It is unfair to the free-coinage advocate to make a comparison 
of specie and the volume of trade in 1873 and 1899, for in 1873 we 
were not on a specie basis. Itisequally unf air to the gold- standard 
advocate to compare conditions in 1860 with the present, for we 
now have a thousand millions of paper admissible as lawful money 
reserve against bank deposits, but believers in the gold standard 
can accept even these enormous odds and still maintain their con- 
tention. 

The loans and discounts of all commercial banks in this coun- 
try in 1860 were $706,333,272.22, and the specie held (both gold 
and silver) was $82,638,510.09, or 11.6 per cent. 

The loans and discounts of all national banks on December 2, 
1899, were $2,479,819,494, and the gold held was $274,687,240, or 
11.07 per cent, being substantially the same percentage as in 1860. 

But, conclusive as these figures are that gold alone is a better 
basis now for our financial system than gold and silver together 
have been at any time since 1860, at least, there is one other fact 
which settles the question beyond dispute. Since 1873 it has been 
the standard of value. Since resumption in 1879 it has been the 
redeemer for all other kinds of money; for while direct exchanges 
of gold for silver certificates and silver dollars have rarely been 

e at the subtreasuries, both have been regularly received for 
all public dues, and the Government itself has paid its bonds and 
the interest thereon in gold or its equivalent, and yet with the 
single gold standard s pracke maintained since 1879, interest 
rates have steadily fallen, and the advantages of the system have 
been daily manifested to every debtor in the land. 

No one can deny that the borrower of to-day is paying from a 
third to a half less interest than the same loan cost in 1873, or, 
what is the same thing, that he can now have the use of 50 to 100 
per cent more money at the cost of the lesser sum twenty-seven 
years ago. 

While this has proven an inestimable advantage to every farmer 
whose acres are stony, Foot and to every mechanic ling to 
pay for a home, the Government itself has greatly ben by 

e reduction of interest rates upon its bonds from 5 and 6 per 
cent to 2, 3, 4, and 5 per cent. 

I quote the price of Government bonds in the New York mar- 
ket on November 29, 1899, and the rate of interest which they re- 
turned to the investor on that day: 


Bonds. Net price. | Return. 
suas 2.0 
112. 7284 2.176 
182.5057 |. 2.296 
109.5217 1810 


This is the splendid record of twenty-seven years of the free 


Silver. Uncovered paper. 


Increase (+) 


or de- 1873. 


$639 +$032.8 | $749.4 — $419.7 $21.38 42 
111.9 + 16.9 59.8 + 51.8 9.90 217.0 
420.1 — 79.9] 385.3 — 242 35. 99 35.15 
208.2 — 88 90.8 + 6.9 18.59 109.84 
81.9 + 8.3 618.4 — 6184 9.50 6.22 
43.9 + 20.9 87.8 + $87.1 4.88 9.99 
45 + 80 35.1 + 47.4 144 23.85 
56.4 + 19.1 15.3 ++ 819 16.568 26. 76 
147.3 + 107.3 285.8 — 1628 9.49 10.27 
7 1 + 25 20.38 81.63 
5.4 8 6.5 3 10.05 12.28 
6.5 + 22 6 + 2.5. 2.75 9.80 
2.3 + 77 2.3 + 28 6.39 7.62 
1,774.9 | ＋ 717.2 2,322.5 1.002. 8 i 


coinage of gold, with silver coined on Government account only. 
In my judgment, now is the time not only to declare that this 
„but to correct the mistakes of the 


shall continue to be our poli 
pe to stop forever the endless chain” of greenbacks, and to so 

egislate that our excessive volume of legal-tender silver shall cease 
to be a menace to the gold reserve. 

Assuming that the statements made heretofore are based on 
facts, no one, not even the bimetallist—no one but the believer in 
a pure fiat paper currency—can justify any other course, for the 
“endless chain” of greenback redemption would be just as dan- 
gerous with both metals as with one, and the experience of other 
nations shows that on silver alone it works far more rapidly. 

There is neither reason nor sense in this Government saying to 
all mankind, as it practically has been doing, that it will hold 
itself ready to furnish gold or silver to whoever may want it and 
to any amount, without any power to control the demand by inter- 
est rate or brokerage charge, as a bank would do and as the banks 
of all Europe always have done, and then to issue its bonds to buy 
back the specie with which to repeat the process. Gradual retire- 
ment of greenbacks by final redemption as the suppiy of gold in- 
creases, or impounding them and so practically changing them 
into a gold certificate, are the only sure and safe remedies. 

As the best possible evidence that this is feasible I submit the 
3 table, showing the world's production of gold for the 
past one hundred years: 


Annual average. Total for period. 


Period. 
Value. 

571,948 | $11,823,000 „823.0 

571, 563 11,815,000 5. 715, 627 18, 152, 000 
B87, 957 7,606,000 8, 679, 563 , 083, 

457, 044 9, 448, 000 4,570,444 94, 479. 000 
652, 291 13, 484, 000 6.822, 913 134, 841, 000 
1. 700, 502 36, 393, 000 17, 605, 018 363, 028, 000 
6,410,324 | 132,513,000 82,051, G21 662, 566, 000 
6, 486,262 | 134,083,000 32,431,312 670, 415, 000 
5,949,582 | 122, 989, 000 29.747. 913 614, 944, 000 
6,270,086 | 122,614,000 31, 350, 490 648, 071,000 
5,501,014 | 115,577,000 27, 955, 068 577, 883, 000 
5,543,110 | 114,586,000 27, 715, 550 572, 931, 000 
4,794,755 99, 116, 000 23,973. 773 495, 582, 090 
5,135,679 | 106, 163,900 5,135,679 106, 163, 900 
5,116,861 | 105,774,900 5, 116, 861 105, 774, 900 
5,330,775 | 110,196,900 5,330, 775 110, 198, 900 
5,973,790 | 123,489,200 5, 973, 720 123, 489, 200 
5,749,306 | 118,848, 700 5, 749, 306 118, 848, 700 
6,320,194 | 130, 650,000 6, B20, 194 130, 650, 000 
7,004,266 | 146, 651,500 7,094, -66 146, 651, 500 
7,618,811 | 157,494,800 7,618,811 157, 494, 800 
8,783,342 | 181,567,800 8, 783, 342 181, 567,800 
9, 694,640 | 200,406,000 9, 694, 640 200, 406, 000 
9,783,914 | 202,251,600 9, 783, 914 202, 251, 600 
11,552,582 | 238,812,000 | 11,552,522 | 238,812,000 
13, 904,363 | 287,428, 600 13, 904, 363 287, 428, 600 
ee See ee 815,000,000 |.............. , 000, 000 
A RSE sm! RAR Sey Se ae 7, 466, 413, 900 


* Estimated by the Director of the Mint. 


I call attention to the fact that the year 1800 showed a product 
of $11,823,000, and 1899 $315,000,000, and that with slight variations 
the increase has been steady. With the improved processes now 
in use in every branch of gold production there is no reasonable 
doubt but that in 1900 and succeeding years a proportionate in- 
crease will occur, is 


1900. 


In the face of this last column of figures showing nearly seven 
and one-half billion dollars’ worth of an imperishable money metal 
added in a singe century to the world’s ever-increasing supply, the 
arguments of the advocates of the necessity of a double standard 
become utterly ineffective. 

The fact is that the world has reached a point where each na- 
tion may choose for itself, as individuals always have done, the 
standard of value most convenient for itself and best adapted to 
its own commercial conditions and the character of its civilization. 

Under these circumstances, for the United States to select the 
inferior, with the best not only attainable but literally forcing 
itself upon us, would be financial suicide. 

The pending bill aims to enact into law that which the course 
of events has demonstrated as an existing fact -name y, that gold 
is the fonndation upon which our commercial structure is built. 

It starts out with the clear, clean-cut declaration that the dollar 
. of 25.8 grains of gold, 0.9 fine, shall be the standard unit 
of value. 

It brushes aside the disputed question of the present standard 
by striking out the words "as now” from the House bill and 
„continue to be“ from the Senate bill, and boldly declares that 
in future, no matter what it may have been in the past, the stand- 
ard ‘‘shall be” gold. and that all forms of money issued or coined 
by the United States shall be maintained at a parity with gold. 

This means that every dollar of gold. silver, paper, nickel, or 
bronze shall be the equivalent of every other, and, if need be, shall 
be interchangable with each other, for it is made the specific duty 
of the Secretary of the Treasury to maintain such parity, and to 
this end the bond power of the United States is at his disposal 
as the public interests may require.” > 

The promissory notes of the Government, which now by statute 
aro payable in coin, are hereafter to be redeemed in coin of 
standard gold. 

To make this sure and certain, instead of one hundred millions 
being nominally held to secure redemption a hundred and fifty 
million dollars in goid is actually set apart, and the entire finan- 
cial resources of the nation are made available to keep this fund 
intact, either by exchange of notes for ge or by direct purchase 
of gold or by the issue of bonds for gold. 

Profiting by the experience of the past, neither the fund itself 
nor any of the instruments for its maintenance can be diverted to 
meet deficiencies in current revenues, but it is to be held in trust 
for this specific purpose and for this only, and the Treasury ac- 
counts of issue and redemption are hereafter to be separated from 
the current fiscal transactions to plainly show that it is so kept. 

That this separate showing of the current receipts and expendi- 
tures of the 5 should be thus made, I think will be 
admitted by everyone, no matter what his financial views may be, 
to be a wise and prudent course. 

While the working of the endless chain is not entirely stopped, 
and in my judgment can not be as long as the demand notes of 
the Government remain in circulation, it is made discretionary 
with the Secretary of the Treasury to block its operations b 
holding fifty millions of them, when once redeemed in gold, until 
the gold shall be returned or the notes exchanged for gold. 

The issue of gold certificates is authorized and the present law 
for currency certificates repealed. 

So much for the gold provisions. 

The siver dollar retainsits presentlegal-tender quality. andthe 
bullion in the Treasury is to be coined as rapidly as ible, 
about twenty-five millions of it into subsidiary coin and the re- 
mainder into silver dollars. 

The Treasury notes are to be concurrently retired and silver cer- 
tificates issued in lieu thereof. 

With the retirement of the Trea notes and the reissue of 
greenbacks in denominations of $10 and upward, it is hoped and 
believed by some that our present excessive volume of silver can be 
kept in circulation either as coin or certificates in denominations 
of 510 or less, thus making it the change money of the people. 

n my opinion, the disturbing element in this problem is the per- 
mission given to the national banks to continue one-third of their 
note issues as five-dollar bills. 

If the volume of bank notes is largely increased, as many be- 
lieve it will be, the five-dollar bank bill will surely drive the five- 
dollar silver certificate back into the Treasury to the detriment of 
the Government. 

Iam of the opinion that bank notes, under present conditions, 
should be commercial instruments only, and not used by the peo- 
ple as change money. 

2 ae F has the right to the exclusive use of this en- 
tire field. 

So much for the silver legislation in the bill. 

What are the banking provisions? 

The Government has now outstanding, and all due within the 
next eight years, eight hundred and forty millions of 3, 4, and 5 
per cent bonds payable in coin. 
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The last Senate and House differed as to the meaning of the 
word“ coin.“ 

This bill removes that doubt and authorizes the refunding of 
these bonds into thirty-year 2 per cent bonds, payable in gold, the 
Government taking up the outstanding bonds on a basis of 2} per 
cent interest, paying the difference incash and issuing in exchange 
a new bond at 2 per cent interest. 

That this can be done in whole or in part is clearly apparent, 
and if it is successful, it will put the credit of the United States 


higher than that of any other nation on earth, and be a lasting 


honor to the name of Lyman J. Gage, the author of the plan. 

As in the original issues of Government bonds in 1864, the 
national banking system is again made the instrumentality by 
which the refunding scheme is to be worked out. 

Note issues are authorized to par of the bonds held and to the 
full amount of capital paid in, instead of 90 per cent of each, as 
now. 

The tax on circulation, which is now 1 per cent, is reduced to 
one-half of 1 per cent on notes secured by the new bonds, and the 
organization of banks of $25,000 capital permitted in towns of less 
than 3,000 population. 

The saving to the Government on the refunding of these bonds 
will be more than $22,000,000, and there is no question but that 
the banking facilities of the country will be largely increased and 
the rates for discount ultimately materially decreased thereby. 
There are other minor provisions of the bill, only tending to ren- 
der these principal ones effective. i 

The following statement of method of computing saving is fur- 
nished by the Government actuary: 

Upon February 1, 1000, present worth to yield an income of 2} per cent per 
annum, for the— 


Fours of 1907. 
Fives of 1004 
Threes of 1908 


The difference between their present worth, computed as provided in the 
8881 and their par value for the entire amount of these bonds outstanding is 


Unt is to say, if these bonds were 
of the bill, they would require $86,495,821 more than their face value; if they 
run to matu: interest being paid in the meantime, the total payment 
would be $1,070,026,034 ($231,479.54 interest and $339,146.490 principal). 

By the refunding plan the Government would pay $22,095,509 less in prin- 
cinal and interest SP pha than will be necessary if these bonds run to 


maturity as they stan 
JOS. S. McCOY, Government Actuary. 

This, then, is the plan: 

Gold as the basis; silver certificates, kept at par with gold, for 
change money. 

Bank notes as commercial instruments, 

With prosperity abounding throughout the land, with exports 
far outreaching our purchases from abroad, with a gold produc- 
tion exceeding that of any period in our history, not only in this 
country but in the world, with &very prospect of an early peace 
and a large reduction of our expenses, when could there be a bet- 
ter time to put this law in operation? [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side. ] 

Il submit from the report of the Comptroller of the Currency 
tables giving full information concerning the loanable funds of 
the various States and how distributed: 

Population of the States and Territories on i s f 
. hiie profils and indtotduat ArT EB gods bs foe 


on or about June 30, the average of these items per capita, and the per 
capita averages in each class of banks and in all banks. 


All banks. 


4 off February 1, 1900, under the terms 


Average per capita. 


States, etc. 
8 
New Hampshire 
Vermont 
Massachusetts 
Rhode Island 
Connecticut 75, 270,400,742 
Total New 
England 
States 5, 465, 0001, 721, 231, 314.90 104. 40 2.57 33, 84/174. 15 
New York.....---. 7,175, 000.2, 684, 243, 526, 371, 32118. 95| 44.76) 78.67 128.65 $0.29 
New Jersey 1.890, 000 202, 735,505) 107.26, 50. 50 6. 10 20.28) 30. 29 
Pennsylvania.. 6. 115, 00% 887,857,875) 145.20 77. 40 13.83 34.83) 17. 1.60 
Delaware 188. 000 21, 765,375 115.77 48.21) 11.88 27.77) 27.91. 
Maryland 1,275, 000 146, 226, 944) 114. 69) 55. 7% 6. 90 5. 95 
District of Colum- 
bil... 800,000, 41, 195, 757 137.32) 83.31 8 
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` Population of the States and Territories on June 1, 1399, eto-—Continued. 


Aggregate resources, expressed in millions of doll national banks on June 
30, 1899, 3 # 


All banks. Average per capita. por 
— j i Na- and Sav- 
la- 2 A 9 8 2 States, ote. tional ome trust vate | Total. 
States, ete. T ave) a 2 agile banks, com: | banks. 
1800. (Capital, etc. Der Sal's FEl 45 Dan: 
cap a 3 |o 2 h 
Kentucky pp 67.3 . 112.1 
— . Tennesse „„ 8 52.6 
831.6514. 89 
152 = 387.1 8.1 568.5 
2 20 1 
9. 30% 6.08 263.2 6.3 45.3 
21.500 6.54 86.5 6.7 125.2 
21.18) 14. 82 349.8 11.5 560.0 
9.83} 7.88 Michigan 79.0 4.0 197.9 
12.53} 2. Wisconsin. 82.9 10.4 145.1 
34. 56) 19. 96 71.4 3.0 132.7 
| 25. 47| 24. 02 79.0 11.7 189.4 
8| 6.73| 2.95 150.8 8.1 275.4 
40.41} 17. 69 — —ꝓ—— —} — — — 
3.10 15.82 pitssa 
— — ee 1,17L6 661.9 K 62.6 | 2,031.0 
22.20) 12. 58| 8.8 1 8 7.4 6.9 14.3 
76. 36) 45.08) 19.2 1.38 58.3 2.1 88.4 
41. 85| 27.27| 7.8 2.51 40.0 33.0 73.0 
88.43) 47.67) 38. 38 2.38 16.4 6.6 |. 23.0 
74.80 26,90) 46. 1.69 4.3 6 — 6.2 
3 61.87 82.57 23. 4.77 58.4 r — 06.6 
61. 07) 31.67 18. 2.07 4.6 . S SA 6.1 
0| 75. 68) 26.09) 18. 5.21 1.8 S 5.7 
H GL 21| 27.57) 31.42 2.22 8.387 —＋* 3.5 
23. 837, 000/1, 670, 419,043) 70.08 2.57 202.6 305.2 
24.8 32.4 
18.9 22.8 
57.3 857.2 
4.3 5.0 
agaid 8.0 17.2 
.5 1.9 
1 4.6 
. x 1 
Total Pacifle States 116.8 157.6 |......... 441.2 


Washington ais, 0 990, 65 2 B ue F The last Democratic platform declared that - 
é 00 b 4 42 


183177 ˙ 28 Congress alone has power to coin and issue money. We therefore demand 
that the power to issue notes tocirculate as money be taken from the national 
on that all paper money shall be issued directly by the Treasury De- 
par’ 

By astrange inconsistency practically the solid Democratic vote 
in the Senate has at this session been cast for the free coinage of 
silver on private account, as well as for the repeal of the restric- 


—— — 


Tate . 3. 118. 000 tions on State-bank issues. í 
I now call the attention of thè Democratic members of the 
8 0 House to these two tables, Nos. 16 and 17, and ask them to note 


the fact that in all parts of the country where banking legislation 
is needed most the representatives of those sections will vote 
e it, and where needed least it will be most strongly sup- 
ported. 

Massachusetts, with a banking power of $384 per capita; Rhode 
Island, with $363, and Connecticut, with $409, do not need more 
banks; but South Carolina, with $9, and Alabama, with $9, and 
Arkansas, with $6, do need them. 

Since this bill has been pending in this House applications for 
274 new national banks have been filed in the Comptroller's Office 
with an aggregate capitalization of $10,885,000. Of that number 
161 are for banks of 823.000 capital, and all of these are now 
awaiting our action, Only six of them are from New England, 
13 from the Eastern States, 21 from the Southern States, 67 from 
the Middle States. 47 from the Western States. and 7 from the Pa- 
cific States. During the same period 15 banks have gone into 
liquidation, with a capitalization of 83.674.930. 

submit a showing, oe of applications now pending for 


9 expressed in millions of of national banks on 
une 80. 1899, ‘and State, I prenose lls gp iy 33 trust compa- 
nies at date of latest returns to bureau, 


——— ewes ee 


New Vork. 1,816.7 the information of members who contemplate voting against this 
New ar vet are measure. 
Pennsy!vania . 7. 5 
Delaware 0. Number of national-bank applications for $25,000 and $50,000 or more capital 
Maryland IPE REVS 23 á filed from December 1, 1399, to March 13, 1909. 25 
District of Columbia .... 27.3 
Num- | $50,000 or over. 
Total Eastern rof 

States 51.6 | -0 $25,000) Num- | Capital, 
Vi K n eee 64.5 
Vente SSK e 40.8 
North Carolin 13.4 s Maino - 4 „„44„44é%e„ööéi?ʃ „4 1. 
South Carolina ae = : 
Tete — aei Wo Sorted mer 12 3 
Alabama iS] 8 19.3 
Mississippi 5.0 n AAA A ĩ . a. eh Ofc ssans 
Louisiana 80.5 50.2 
Texas 8 90.6 
Arkansas. 4.8 10.5 


1900. 


Number of n 


‘onal-bank applications for and $60,000 or more capital 
Srom Decem a 1, 1899, e T. 1900 ee m 


Num $50.000 or over. 


Virginia 
West Virginia 
North Carolin: 


| al ee 


4| 200,000 
4| 200,000 
2 100,000 
6} 359,000 
1835 
CCC ͤ V 5 250,000 


* Capital, $3,975,000. 


I also ask leave to print as a part of my remarks a brief syno 
of the Report on the adoption of the gold standard in J: ae 


A on the Adoption of the Gold Standard in Japan, by Count Matsu- 
kata yoshi, His Imperial Japanese Majesty's ter of state for finance, 
is the title of a volume issued by the 1 Government which has just 
reached the Treasury Bureau of Statistics. It discusses in great detail the 
history of the currency in Japan, and closes with a chapter entitled Effect 
of coinage reform upon the economic condition of our Grape it 6G In this 
chapter the writer, Count Matsukata, discussing the effect of new law, 
which went into operation October |, 1897, says: 

“ Since the adoption of the gold standard our currency has been freed from 
constant fluctuation in its exchange rate to which it was subject before. 
Owing to this latter fact, moreover, the relations between the claims of the 
creditor and the liabilities of the debtor become less subject to sudden and 
unexpected changes: business transactions were made safe: an improvement 
in credit took place in the community at birao: cla became more constant; 
in a word, the way was now opened for the y and orderly growth of 
our commerce and industry. 

p ving outof account in this section the questions concerning the effect 
of the coinage reform on the foreign trade the country, it can be very 
clearly seen that since October, 1897, the prices of commodities have kept 
comparatively even: that while there have been some changes, yet. when 
compared with the sndden and t changes which used to occur formerly, 
we must say that the fluctuations were remarkably Besides, these 
small changes in ToS ners of commodities can be amply explained refer- 
ring to the partial ure of rice crops, to the sudden a ofindustry, 
and then to its as sudden depression, to a stringency in the money market, as 
well as to some other causes. 

These changes in the price of commodities were due, therefore, to the nat- 
ural working of the economic law of supply and demand in the commodities 
themselves. If we notice the fact, moreover, that the amount of checks and 

lis cleared at the clearing houses in Tokio and Osaka has remarkably in- 
creased during these recent Eo pena eee the fact that during 
this very ume there prevailed much business stagnation everywhere, we 
can not but conclude that business transactions on credit have come to pre- 


vail more widely and freely than before. 
The beneficial result of the coinage reform is seen in another direction. 


Since now, that the capitalists of the gold-standard countries have become 
assured that they will no longer be in constant danger of suffering unex- 
pected losses from investments made in this country on account of fuctur- 

ons in the price of silver. they seem to show a growing tendency to make 
such investments at low rates of interest. This tendency, if en b 
will doubtless bring about a closer connection between this country and the 
central money markets of the world—a state of things which I believe we 


be able to see realized, more and more fully, as years go on. 
Sao far as our trade with gold-standard countiios is concerned, our adop- 
‘tion of the gold standard, w. us use the same standard of value as 
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m our foreign trade much of that 
speculative element which was caused by constant changes in the valne of 
our cartonar: so that the wapya at last opened for the steady and natural 
development of the foreign trade of the country. concerning our 
commerce with silver-s countries, contrary to the gloomy prospects 
indulged in by some critics, our trade with those countries not ceased to 
ke a steady growth, and this in the face of certain events occurring in the 
nterior of China, our greatest customer among the silver countries, even 
such as natural calamities and disturbances, which have greatly Ratton) 
the commercial activity of that country, $ 
Since our cot reform enabled us to avoid all the evil effects of fluc- 
tuations in the price of silver, we stand now no longer. as formerly was the 
case, under the necessity of making plans for financial matters with the cur- 
value, and sometimes suffering unex 
times when those fluctuations are unusually violent. All 
and losses have now become things of the past. 
Most particularly in the last few years when national expenditures for things 
bought abroad, such as war ships, etc., have greatly in in amount, we 
have doubtless been able to avoid, on account of our coinage rotora. STORE 
losses on the ae of the National ury. des, since our adoption of 
Far ld stan one 3 bonds have been sold in — small 3 p 
n the Euro market, so their names appear regularly in price 
London stock exchange. This fact at once converted our bonds 
into an international commodity, and will no doubt lead toa closar relation- 


ship between our home and the 

‘he hig mission on n 
„which, after an elaborate discussion of the effect 
oses by saying, We believe that the beneficial effect 
rade has Already been great, and we 2a 
sides. our adoption o! 
the stan has made it easier for our country to enter into 
nomic community of the world at large, so that henceforth it will become 
racticable for us to invite capital from other countries where it is plentiful 
be Javeed iu saap country. This —— Saat be sapien 23 ae 8 
conferred upon the coun’ our coinage reform. e conclude, therefore, 
that the effect of the 5 — 55 reform upon our foreign trade has been benefi- 
cial, without a trace of evil.” 


Also two calculations made by the actuary of the Treasury, 
showing actual profit on tinal tens circulation under different 
conditions of the bond market, : 

Profit on national-bank circulation, with er aa at exchange price, undey the 


terma of the bil 
If u rehased, threes of aa 


eco- 


April 1,1900, the outstanding bonds were 

at 105.6851; fours of 1907, at 111.6765; fives of 1904, at 110.0751 (prices u a 
per cent. 
on 


ee tor 2 per cent bonds of new issue, the profi 


as follows: 


Receipts: 
Interest on circulation, less 5 per cent redemption 

fund, 4 per cent $, 

Interest on bonds 


1,287. 50 
1.287 


Profit on national-bank circulation with bonds at an assumed high price. 


If, upon April 1, 1900. the bonds were purchased and exchan for bag 
cent bonds of new threes of IMB. at 111.6851; fours of 1907, at 117.6705; 
fives of 1904, at 116.0751, the profit on circulation will be as follows: 

Capital invested =- $106, 000. 00 
Par value of bonds pur 100, 000. 00 
tion 100, 000. 00 
ts: 
Interest on circulation, less 5 per cent redemption 
d, 4 per cent $3, 800. 00 
Interest on bonds deposited. 2, 000.00 
1 PPTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTTVTTTTTT eee 5, 800. 00 
Deductions: 
F 500.00 
Sea x 62.80 
C7 A ATT 104. 33 
Wanne T————Tʃ 3 666.83 
%% conc cscs cpak A E seudauiccconvhe’ auscegasccvees 5. 133. 17 

terest on capital invested, 4 per cent 4. 240. 00 
Profit on circulation: 

Amount — 898. 17 
Percent. .. 0.593 


I submit these tables and statements, not in defense of the bill, 
for it needs no defense. but as a means of easy reference to the 
existing conditions under which it is put in operation. 

Mr. Sage ad this bill will soon be enacted into law. Concern- 
ing 1 r. W. J. Bryan said a few days ago, in the city of Bridge- 
port, Conn.: 


We want the law that opened the mints to the co! 


of gold and silver 
at the present ratio of 16 tol without waiting for the 
other nation on earth, 


or consent of any 
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And later in the same speech added: 


You tell me we must drop the silver question. I do not know what the 
opinion of others may be, but God forbid that I should ever cease to demand 
and argue for the restoration of bimetallism. 

Over against that statement I put this bill and with it this com- 
ment, made by an officer of one of the largest labor organizations 
in the country, at the close of the debate when this measure was 
first considered. Said he: 

When the bogs have earned a dollar they want a good one, and they know 
what thatis. You stick to the gold standard. 

Mr. Speaker, Iam content to abide by the decision of the Ameri- 
can people as to the continuance of this law, [Applause on the 
Republican 5 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I hope the gentleman from Tennessee 
will now occupy some of his time. ja 

Mr. RIC DSON. I understand there is only one speaker 
remaining on the other side? 

Mr. OVERSTREET. Only one that I know of now. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then, Mr. S er, I yield twenty min- 
utes to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Mappox]. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Connecticut, 
in his closing remarks, read an extract from Mr. Bryan’s speech 
in regard to the free coinage of silver, and one would think from 
hearing his speech to-day and the speeches from that side of the 
House the silver question was settled finally and forever. 

Mr. FOWLER. And so it is, 

Mr. MADDOX. Now, he proposes to put one statement over 
against the statement of Mr. Bryan in his argument as to the 
death of silver, and I want to read a section of this bill which he 
has not referred to and put that against his statement. It is as 
follows: 

Sec. 14. That the provisions of this act are not intended to preclude the 
accom; ent of international bimetallism whenever conditions shall 
make it S apg and practicable to secure the same by concurrent action 
of the 1 g commercial nations of the world and at a ratio which shall 
insure permanence of relative value between gold and silver. 

Now, it seems, Mr. S er, that notwithstanding all this talk 
about the gold stand that the Republican party are not will- 
ing to abandon this question of bimetallism. But I do desire to 
say that the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. OVERSTREET] in his 
remarks has been candid enough to make an admission of a fact 
which I intended to bring out in the few minutes that I had to 
discuss this bill—that it practically had no effect or any place in 
this bill; that is, the section I have just read. In other words, 
the bill itself, when it is put into operation, will absolutely, it not 
effectually, prevent the very thing proposed in that section. When 
the holders of the outstanding indebtedness of the Government 
have refunded their debt into gold-bearing bonds it will fasten 
that system effectually upon the people. 

Now, this billreminds me of the nigger’s fish trap. You haveit 
set to catch them cong ans coming: one end of it you have set to 
catch the earnings of the taxpayers of this country and the other 
end to catch the suckers next fall at the election. [Laughter on 
the Democratic side.] That is just the object of it: it means that 
no more, no less. But, Mr. Speaker, is not it true that in the acts 
regulating the currency, this question has not been dealt with in 
any act in a candid manner? They carry deceit and fraud in 
every act since the war. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Every one: and yet when this bill first had its origin in this 
House you gentlemen on the other side came boldly to the front 
and simply demanded what you wanted. It was then unencum- 
bered by anyong of this sort, and when it was sent over to the 
other branch possibly you began to hear something from the coun- 


try. It became necessary again for political purposes for you to 
incorporate another promise which you never intend to keep 


another deception. This blowing both hot and cold at the same 
time is on a p with all your acts in this Congress. To be con- 
sistent you had to put this section at the tail end of the bill in 
order to catch suckers next fall. [Laughter.] 

Now, when the purchasing clause of the Sherman Act was 
repealed, what was the pledge made? Then the country was 
pledged to return to bimetallism. How was silver demonetized? 
By fraud and deceit. Now, you propose to pass what you say is 
a gold-standard bill, and yet at the same time you put in a section 
that yon may use when the time comes nest fall, on the stump, 
to catch some suckers that you hope to make believe you are going 
to bring about international bimetallism. You certainly can not 
make anybody on earth believe you are honest in this matter, but 
you have gulled the people so often you are encouraged to believe 
that you can do it all the time. 3 

Now, so much for that. Mr. Speaker, the national banking 
system in this country is based on the bonds of the people sup- 
porn and sustained by an unjust and unequal taxation. Without 

nds no national banks could exist. There is nothing more im- 
portant in the consideration of this act than in the consideration 
of the bonds that form the basis of the banks. 

Now, my distinguished friend from Connecticut [Mr. HILL] has 
told us what a beautiful system this gold standard is, and what 
beneficial results it has produced, but there is one feature, my 
friend, you have not referred to, and which I propose to show, and 
also submit tables tabulated by the Treasury Department for the 
consideration of the American people. bearing upon the cost of 
maintaining these bonds. Why, gentlemen, this bond question, 
when it is understood, has proven up to this date a national curse, 
a means by which the holders thereof may grind the taxpayers at 
their sweet will. The more the perl pay the more the debt 
grows; and you gentlemen. by this bill, propose to perpetuate this 
system. Without bonds these banks could not exist. If this bill 
becomes a law, you propose to fasten this curse on the taxpayers for 
the benefit of a few people who are interested in national banks. 
As a proof of the statements and conclusions that I havecome to, 
I call attention to the diserent Treasury reports which go to sup- 
port these statements: and I pro to let the country know ex- 
actly what the bond question and the national debt has done for 
the American people, and what you propose to perpetuate on this 
country. 

Now, let us see what has been done, 

It is impossible to arrive at ‘all the details of the cost to the Gov- 
ernment of creating and carrying its public debt. There are so 
mauy items connected with it which of necessity must be charged 
to ordinary expenses that any estimate based upon Treasury tig- 
ures as to the cost of the public debt must be less than the actual 
cost. 

The Treasury books show that for the last forty years, which 
includes all expenditures for the civil war, and for the Spanish 
and Phi ippine wars, the receipts of the Government. outside of 
the receipts from bonds and other evidences of indebtedness, have 
been $13,015,448,573.01,. 

The expenditures of the Government for the same period, out- 
side of the expenditures directly on account of the national debt, 
have been $11,222,157,481.13, If we had borrowed no money we 
would have paid all expenses of government that have been in- 
curred, and would have had aclear net ba ance in the Treasury 
of $1,793.291,091.88. Or, in other words. during the past forty 
years we have collected an average of $45,080,000 annually more 
than was necessary to run the Government. 

These figures, which are taken from the Treasury books, show 
conclusively that there never was a dollar needed: that the ordi- 
nary receipts could have paid all of the expenditures and left an 
enormous surplus in the United States Treasury. 
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-| 27, 787,330.35 | 640. 426,910.29 | 1,131,080, 920.56 | 462,816, 679.92 
-| 29,203, 629.50 | 625, 111,423.20 1. 0. 749,518.82 376, 434,453. 82 
-| 13,755,491.12 | 238, 678,081.06 | 609.621,828.27 | 357, 168, 256. 09 
15, 295,643.76 | 285, 474,496.00 | 696, 729,973.63 | 395, 959, 833. 87 
8.892. 89.95 28. 768. 523.47 | 652,082, 408. 36 874, 431, 104. 94 
9, 412, 637.65 | 805, 047,054.00 | 679. 153,921.56 | 364, 604, 229. 91 
11, 560,530.89 | 214, 881,017.00 | 348.000. 221.67 822, 177,673.78 
-| 6,087,665.22 | 430,272,535. 40 744, 251,201.52 | 209,941, 000.84 
8,979, 279.69 | 387,971,558.00 | 675, 971,607.10 | 284,020, 771. 41 
4, 029,280.58 | 397, 455, 808. 00 1 691, 651,673.28 | 290,000, 584.70 


x seed street d Premiums. Public debt. * are ndi- 
, 616, 055. 78 30 $85, 387,313.08 

, 879, 896. 81 8. 565, 667, 563. 74 

694, 004, 575.56 . 2 800,815. 911.25 
811, 283, 679. 14 -69 1,295, 541, 114. 86 
1,217, 704, 199. 28 . 30 1, 906, 433, 331. 37 
885, 954, 731. 43 91 1. 139,344, 081. 95 
5, 152, 771, 550. 43 502, 689, 519. 27 8, 037, 749, 176. 88 
4, 461, 566. 244 , 888. 48 . 54, 484, 555. 00 

5, 157, 258, 116.67 7.811. 008.56 502,692, 407.75 | 2,374,677, 203. 8, 042, 233, 731. 41 
202, 947,733.87 | 10,813,349.88 | 143, 781. 591. 91 735, 536, 980. 1, 093, 079, 655. 27 
229. 915. 088. 11 7,001, 151.04 | 140, 424,045.71 602, 519, 685. 1, 069, 889, 970. 74 
190, 496,354.95 | 1,674, 680.05 | 130,694, 242. 80 261,912, 718. 584, 777, 900. 11 
164, 421,507.15 | 15,996,555.60 | 129.235, 498, 00 393, 254, 282. A, 907, 842. 88 
157,583, 827.58 | 9,016,794. 74 | 125,576,565. 93 399, 508, 670. 691, 680, 858. 90 
153, 201, 856.19 | 6,958,266 76 | 117,357,839. 72 405. 007, 307. 682, 525, 270. 21 
180, 488, 636.90 | 5,105,919.99 | 104,750, 688. 44 233, 699, 352. 524, 044, 597.91 
194, 118,985.00 | 1, 305, 078. 55 107,119,815.21 422, 065, 060. 724. 698, 933. 99 
F 108, 093, 544. 57 407, 377, 492. 682, 000, 885, 32 
164, 857, 813. 36 100, 243, 271. 23 449, 315, 272. 714, 446, 357.39 
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Receipts from 


Premiums. |loansand Treas-| Gross receipts. Interest. Public debt. Gr. osser ponai: 
ury notes, 
9 $830, 278, 167.58 | $281,000, 642.00 | $144, 200, 963. 28 „124,511.58 8323. 935. 424. 0 $585, 200, 888. 91 
201. 662, 845,079.70 | 257,440, 776.40 134,463, 452. 15 |. 102,500. 874.65 | “853, 676,944.90 | 590.641, 271.70 
-CO | 1,066, 634,827.46 | 272,822,136.83 | 161, 619, 934. 53 105, 327,949.00 | 699, 445,809.16 | 966, 393, 692. 69 
; i 545, 340,713.98 | 333, 526, 500.98 | 169, 090, 062. 25 05, 757,575.11 | 432, 590,280.41 | 700, 233, 938.19 
8 3, 750,534.00 474.502. 826.57 300, 782, 22.57 177, 142, 897. 63 82.508, 741. 18 165, 152, 5.05 425, 885, 222. 64 
120.945, 724.00 524, 470,974.28 408,525, 250.28 | 186, 904, 232. 78 71,077, 206.79 | 271, 648,200.55 | 529, 627, 730.12 
555, 042,564.00 054.20, 145.5 398,287,581.95 | 206, 248, 006. 29 59, 160,131.25] 590,083, £29.96 | 855, 401,967.50 
208, 877,886.00 555,507, 755. 82 348. 510. 800. 2 189,547, 865. 85 54,578, 378. 48 200, 520, 60.50 504, 646, 931. 83 
245, 196,303.00 568, 887,000. 388 323, 620,708.38 | 208, 840, 678. 64 51, 386,256.47 | 211,760,353.43 | 471,987, 288. 54 
1105, 314,850.00 | 452. 754,577.06 | 86,40 727.06] 191, 902, 992. 53 50, 580,145.97 | 205,216, 709.38 | 447, 699, 847. 86 
154. 440,900.00 | 525, 844, 177.86 871, 403,277.66 | 220, 190, 602. 72 47, 741,577.25 | 271,01, 321.15 | 539,883, 501,12 
285,016, 650.00 | 664,282, 724.76 | 379,206, 074.76 | 214, 938, 951. 20 44,715, 007.47 | 240. 700, 258.05 517,005, 059,18 
245, 111,850.00 | 632. 161,408.84 | 387,050, 058.84 - 240,995, 131.31 41,001, 484.29 | 518.622. 412.35 618,211,990: 60 
245, 208,650.00 | 648, 374,632.63 | 403, 080, 982.63 | 281, 637, 202. 55 36, 009, 284.05 | 312.200.307. 50 630, 247,078.16 
873, 208,857.75 | 765, 821,305.06 | 392, 612,447.31 |- 317,825,549. 37 87,547, 135.87 | 35.2, 470.87 731, 126,876.23 
831, 463,512.00 | 736, 401,296.24 | 381.97, 784.24 321,645, 214. 35 23,378, 116.23 | 338,995,958.98 | 684, 019, 289. 56 
— eas 847,051,585.00 | 782, 871,214.73 | 385,819, 628.78 | 856, 213, 562.31 27, 264,392.18 | 389,530, 04.50 | 773, 007, 998. 99 
417,651,223.50 | 724, 006,538.46 | 207,722,019.25 | 339, 683, 874.19 27,841,405.64 | 331,383,272.95 | G98, 908, 552. 78 
305,787, 205.50 720.516, 625.23 | 813,390,075.11 | 825, 217,268.08 30, 978, 030.21 | 354,276,858.93 | 710,472, 157. 22 
482, 710,363.50 | §20,852,810.29 223, 976,200.38 316, 794,417.15 35,385,028,93 | 396, 190,023.35 | 748,360,469. 43 
3 3890. 60, 220. 00 787,651. 925.16 317,721, 705.15 327, 983, 049.09 N. 701, 110. 48 33. 180. 577.50 718,255, 087. 07 
333, 227,920.00 | 738, 549,255.20 | 4405, 1. . 20 405, 783, 526. 57 87,585,056.23 | 384,219,542. 00 827,588, 124. 80 
EEL OEE 522, 490, 720.00 1. (8, 451, 340. 18 515,960, 620. 18 565, 175, 254. 83 30, 896,925.02 341, 140, 908. 98 946,222,148. 83 
11,870.80 29, 407, 425, 705. 69 18,015, 448, 578.01 1, 222, 157, 481. 13 119, 863, 386. 71 2, 691, 605, 778.01 |13, 679, 147, 388. 15 28, 565, 799, 204. 91 
The above Treasury tables show that there has been received 5 
during the past forty years from bonds and other evidences of DOMAI 
indebtedness, aside from the cost of issuing the same, the sum of 
$17,343,641,793.78. We have expended upon these bonds more $8, 691, 000. 00 
than we have received from the bonds—the sum of $951,664,661, 10. 8 
We bave practically paid none of the indebtedness, although we #2618, 450. 00 
have paid out 81,000,000, 000 more than we have received. 23, 678, 000. 00 
It would cost us to-day as much money to redeem our indebted- eget 
ness as it would have cost us in 1866, when our indebtedness was 13, 444) 050.00 
at its highest point. We owe as much as we did then, when the 447,500.00 
cost of redeeming the bonds is considered, and yet we have already m e — - 
paid 50 per cent more than the entire original debt. 73, 652, 900.00 
The following tables, taken from the books of the Treasury De- 74, 371, 850.00 
partment, give a history of the bond transactions of the United 2 ed 
States Government: 40 ra an 0 
Amount at which] Amount is- | Amount out- r 
Loan. sold. sued. standing. 45 og oe 
Treasury notes of 1861...... Par to 1.27 per 304, 450. 00 450.00 43, 725, 150.00 
= cent A Ana aa mee e 39, 056, 150,00 
Oregon war debt Par 1, 099, 850. 00 2,500. 00 39, 840, 400. 00 
Loan of July and August, 189, 321, 350. 00 29,550, 00 44, 001, 750. 00 
1861. 24,310, 800.00 
Old demand notes + 60, 030, 000. 00 53, 847.50 601, 175.00 
Seven-thirties of 1801. 189, 999, 750. 00 9, 400.00 115 900, 0 
Five-twenties of 1862....... 514,771, 600, 00 215,850.00 205 909 00 
Legal tender notes . Far . .. . . 364, 681,016.00 “35, 200, 00 
Tem 5 2,850.00 s 27,050.00 —— aN 
Ce AL 3, 000. 00 È LE eS 
n ccc N ESE E LE s 815. 130. 478.00 43. 998. 454. 43 
6, 881, 408. 66 — 
7, 100,00 5 9 — 1 table shows the amount of bonds sold for green- 
One-year notes of 1863 31,585.00 backs and afterwards redeemed in gold. with the price in gold at 
ATORE notes of 1863 ‘ 27. 200.00" the zans H Bees sale ar the bonda together 5 59 the amount the 
Compound interest notes d. : 167,830.00 | bonds yie in gold at the periods when were i è 
Ten-forties of 1864 96, 11 5 20, 050. 00 yw g E hopar ita e issued 
Five-twenties of 1864 -...... 15, 900. 00 Brian Amount 
Seven-thirties of 1804 and | Average, premi- |*829,992,500.00| 123,450.00 aan. eee eee eee 
1865. um of 2. 2 
Five-twenties of 1865 Average ns 203, 327, 250.00 21, 850.00 Temporary Ge 725. 5 Cents, wis sates 
SAE; 908; 90.00 75,050.00 Five twenties of beer Sasi 514, 771,609.00 | 81 416, 064; 996.00 
onal curren act o 
ene aw N S e E E 
ven- 8 oi an ` >. b * g . + * . F 
49,500,000: 00 11,250.00 | Consols of 1805. 85.155.000.00 | 72.4 | 61,682,220. 00 
Three per cent certificates.| Par *85, 155, 000.00 5, 000. 00 S ade Boao RT TR ee eee 
Five per cent oan of bent Biz, 904. 150.00 113809 00 Total —————— 2, 117. 744, 876.67 |... ---- 1, 612, 908, 202. 80 
our and one- T cen! 85, 000, 000. 00 „850. 00 3 = r 
loan of 1891 (refunding); Secretary Gage says in his report for 1899 that the cost of issu- 
Four and one-half percent | Par toi; per gent 65, 000, 000. 00 112,850.00 | ing bonds averages 1 per cent. He says: 


loan of 1891 (resumption).| premium. U ; 
nder the provisions of the act one-tenth of 1 per cent of the amount of 
Four per cent loan of 1007 | Parto } per cent | 710,887,100.00 | 650, 652, 300.00 the bonds authorized was allowed “to pay the expense of -preparing, adver- 


(refunding). premium. klein 3 
g. and shipping the same,” The records show an average cost to the 

„ e d Government o Į per cent as the expense of negotiating and distributing se- 
Certificates of deposit. curities in the past. The experiment proves that the allowance of one-tenth 
Gold certificates. à for expenses in connection with the late issue was inadequate. Instead of 
Refunding certificates .__ Z 1-90 012" 750,00 37.830. one-tenth, or two-twentieths, of 1 per cent, the total cost rose to nearly 
Funded loan of 1831, con : y eighteen hundredths of 1 per cent, distributed as follows: 

tinued at 2 per cent. à eee of, late ein clerks, messengers, eto arer — 

ngraying ani UNE «oo pee sunarenooaaectira= . 

Loan of 190 anaana 5 — 9 bonda. 3 5 3 


f Stationery and printing blank forms 
ji | 162, 315, 400.00 writing e eee and rent of 
198, 678, 720.00 | 198, 678. 720. 00 ectric fans, electric lighting, wiring, etc., in ne 


8 280. n E EE ER ANE E A 
y notes of 1800 155, 931, 002. 00 93, 518, 280. 00 Tables fe hairs bought ana rented í 
FF „500, 500, 280. 32 2, 127, 606,836.16 | Miscellaneous. . - 


» Including reissues. Total 5 n „ W, 
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The express charges for the bonds, it is estimated, will amount 
to $65,000, bills a ting some oe eee. baving been audited and 
but which do not appear in the above 


1f this is correct, and there is no reason to doubt it, there has 
been e up to the ordinary expenses of the Government 
$85,935,002, which should have been charged to the expenses of 
the public debt. This must be added to the 851.000, O00 named 
above. This shows by the face of the Treasury books that the 
excess of payments and the face of the indebtedness now out- 
standing is $3,025.594,099.02 more than we ever received from our 
bonded debt or other evidences of indebtedness. 

The books of the Treasury Department show that $2,117,744,876 
of bonds were sold for greenbacks which were worth at that time 
$1,612,908.202, and were subsequently redeemed in gold. This 
reduces the amount actually received for the bonds by the sum 
of $504,836,673. This must be added to the cost of the loans, 
which makes the net loss up to date over and above the amount 
received from the bonds and other evidences of indebtedness 
amount to 83.330, 430, 772.02. I have gored from the following 
table, which is official, the cost of eeming the present out- 
standing indebtedness of the Government: 

[Quotation Supplement, Commercial and Financial Chronicle, January 6, 1900.] 
United States Government securities. 


Highest. 
1 Dec. 2 
1104, Dee. 21 
1103, Dec. 21 
110}, Dec.28 


To close its outstanding bond account would cost the Govern- 
ment a premium of $195,000,000, according to the state of the mar- 
ket. The quotations show that the credit of the Government is 
constantly being speculated with. Bonds are high one day and 
low nextday. The value of the bonds depends N the credit of 
the Government, and the brokers are willing, whenever they can 
make a dollar by doing so, to cast discredit upon their Government - 
and“ bear the bonds in the market. 

The average interest-bearing debt of the United States since 1800 
has been 81. 383.036.620. The expenses of premiums, interest. and 
issuing the bonds have been 83, 402, 190. 80, an average annually of 
887.235.662. Hence, although the Government had borrowed 
money at as low a rate as 2 per cent, and the 2 per cent bonds now 
command a premium in the market, showing that its bonds will 
float at that rate of interest. yet the average cost of carrying the 
indebtedness of the Government has been for the past thirty-nine 
years 6.3 per cent. 

The interest-bearing debt of the United States in 1892 had been 
reduced to $583,029,330. The noninterest-bearing debt at that 
time was $1,000,648,939. During the past eight years the interest- 
bearing debt has been increased to$1,045,048,750. The noninterest- 
bearing debt has been decreased to $389,914,610. Weare less in 
debt than we were eight years ago by $150,.000,000, and yet our 
annual interest charge has been increased from $22,000,000 to 
$40,000,000. Our noninterest-bearing debt has been decreased 
8 Our interest-bearing debt has been increased $461,- 

These figures, taken from the ‘Treasury reports, show conclu- 
sively that the revenuesof the United States have at all times been 
more than sufficient to meet the expenditures of the United States 
and have, in fact, more than met the expenditures of the United 
States, and yet the interest-bearing debt of the nation has been 
constantly increased. The Treasury figures show that the policy 
of the Government is, and, for some time past. has been to collect 
as much from taxation as possible from the people for the exclusive 
benefit of the bondholders. Appended hereto are the tables illus- 
3 jars analysis of the operations of the Treasury as to bonded 
indebte 


Analysis of the principal of the public debt of the United States from July 1, 1856, to July 1, 1899. 


1 RRR RATA FARES Recta ites NRPS SRLS PSR RIES 
1 RESTORE TIER (SS Bes Seam ase [eer einen bei Kis, eel PES 
1859.. 

727 IL SERIOA O EEEN ENET 
pe aad AEREN pe Se ee PE RR E ECE 

1862. 996, 116.57 

TE IC Ee DERE SRA I Rae eS 629, 385. BN |2... 
8 547, 696. 07 
Siete cee 3 496, 930. 74 

1805— 618, 127. 98 

1885— 341.879, 62 

E T A ETATE S E 737,025. 68 

1808. 000.00 801,361 23 

1809 r EN REAN 

1870. WR A ESTES donee 

1871 000.00 |- 678, 000.00 

1872.. 00.00 |- 678, 000.00 

1873.. 000.00 |- 678,000.00 |... 
1874.. 090.00 |. 078,000. 00 

185.. 000.00 |- 678,000.00 
1870 ro we eo 
1877.. QUT NT SSR RARER ON EEE $140, 
1878. N 58, 85. 000. / 240. 
1879.. 14, 000, 000. 00 741,522.00.00 | 250. 
1880. 14,000,000, 00 739, 847,800.00 | 250, 
1881. 14.000, 000. 00 739, 947,800.00 | 250, 
1882... 14, 000, 000. 00 730, 349, 350, 00 250, 
8 B18, 204, 350. 00 737, 942, 200.00 | 250, 
1884. 238, 612, 150.00 737.951, 700.00 | 250, 
1885. 208, 190, 500. 00 737, 069, 450. 00 250, 
1880.. 158,046, 600. 00 787,9%7,500.00 | 250; 
1887 33, 716, 500.00 787, 975,850.00 | 250, 
18 14,000, 600,00 |. 714,315, 450.00 | 222, 
1889. 14, 000, 000. 00 678.214. 990.00 | 130. 
1890. 14, 000, 000. 09 G12; 297,380.00 | 100. 
FFF... 559,659, 90.00 | 00. 
. — — 559, 064,830.00 „ 25, 
1803. 559, 672, 600.00] . 
1894 550. 677,390.00 | * 25, 
1805. 200, 837,560.00 | * 25, 
1698.. 721, 999,300.00 | . 
1697.. 722, 000,630.00 | * 25, 
T REPEATER PEETA A BRR 722, 02,970.00 . 
1800 722, 00, 530.00 | 5. 


Total interest- 


7.8 percents. bearing debt. 


* Continued at 2 per cent. 


8 , 632,000.00 | 828, 100. 761. 1 .. . , 762,761.77 
PASE 3.40 00. 0% | 24,971, 958. 93 28, 460, 958. 93 
— 23.538,000.00 | 21, 162,838. 11 14,700, 838. 11 
87, 127. 800.00 21, J82, 988. 11 58, 200, T38. 11 

4.476. 000 21, 164,538. 11 64, 640, 888. 11 
33,022,200.00 | _ 57,858, 678.95 |. 90,90, 573.95 

80; 483,000.00 | 154,313,225. 01 BB, SOF, 826. 98 

IEY 30, 483,000.00 | 431, 444, 813.83 707,531,634, 47 
200, 213,480.00 | 842, 882, 652. 09 1, 359, 930, T63. 50 
245, 709, 420, 63 | 1, 213,495, 109. 90 2’ 21,811,918. 29 

269, 175,727.65 | 1, 281, 738, 439. 0 2! 381, 590, 294. 50 
201, 982, 685.01 | 1, 195,546, 041. U2 2' 332, 831, 207, 60 
198, 533, 435. 01 | 1, 543, 452, 080. 02 2, 248, 067, B87, 66 

221, 586,185.01 | 1,878, 503, 984. 50 2, 202, O88! 727. 09 
221, 588, 300.00 | 1,874, 347, 222. 39 2, 162, 060, 522. 39 

221, 598, 300. 00 | 1,765, 317, 422. 39 2, 046, 455, 722.39 
274, 236, 450,00 | 1,613, 897, 300. 00 1, 834,698, 750. 00 

414,567, 300.00 | 1,874, 883, 800.00 1,814,794, 100.00 

414, 567, 300.00 | 1, 281, 238, 650. 00 1. 710,483,950, 00 
510, 628, 050.00 | 1, 213, 624, 700. 00 1,738, 980, 750. 00 

Z| 607, 132; 750.00 | 1, 100, 865, 550. 00 1,722, 676, 300. 00 

— 711,685,800.00 |" pS4, 990,650.00 |. 1,710, 685, 450.00 
600,000°60 | 708268; 650.00 | 85t, 621, 850.00 1,711, 888, 500. 00 
010,000.00 | 708,258, 650.00 | 738, 614, 000. 00 1,794,735, 650. 00 
000,000.00 | 508, 440. 350.00 | 23, 681, 850, 00 1, 797, 643, 700. 00 
000,000.00 | 48+, 804. 900.00 | 235, 780, 400. 09 1, 723, 903, 100. 00 
000,000.00 | 439,841, 350.00 | 196, 378, 600. 00 1, 639, 567, 750. 00 
i EITA 1.43. 810, 400,00 
000, 000. 00 1,338, 229, 150.00 
000,000.00 |. 1, 225, 563, 850. 00 
000,000.00 |. 1. 196, 150, 950.00 
000.009. 00 1,146. 014, 100. 00 
000,000.00 1.481. 682, 850, 00 
FCC B50, 522, 500, 00 
639, 000.00 |. 829, 853, 990. 00 
015, 750.00 725, 313, 110. 00 
869, 200. 00 610,529, 120. 00 
364, 500. 00 |. 585, (2) 330. 00 
INEN EERE G, EP EETRI EAR 585, 087, 100. 00 
364, 500. 00 635, 041, 890. 00 
354, 500. 00 716, 202, 060.00 
364,500. 00 847, 363, 890.00 
364, 500, 00 847, 355, 130, 00 
364,500.00 |  100,000,000.00 }7 2227.7 B47, 367, 470. 00 
864,500.00 100,000. T E S ENR I 1,046, 048, 750.00 


2855 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


1900. 


272777! ĩðxVD“t |d yis 8822 gg 882882222888822 
4% e e : EEE 
IJJJJJJTVTTTCh½VßTTTTTTTTTTTTT ae gages |S ES 5 2828 e 
5 8 e 8 e888 K at 88 88 8 63 i | SSsSeceesesecesecees i 

ES fed bo al? Bae aman eee anaes 

ME a O E 
3 25 2 2 883 11138 8 8 
$4 TEELE CEEE ELLES LEELLE EG HELLE (2 £28 1, |: A 7 daaa | 
i] de} | Seeeuucgatesacietcusdvevisceeedtastnaca |p gig ij | iga gji) SERSSRSESSSRASERAAAA | i 
e e EEEL EEL EERE TE R EE 1: G8 ble | sa 888 5 
etetefeieistẽ⁊jꝛj ui ee — 8 25 thy 1 i 8 8 = EEE Š 
i VVT HP 114 : 3 e 
I (J ¥2¢ 6 | | gE g E 

=| 962 | GERUEUEcaetscosseusedaneasadgadtyssgdees |Ë Asie lii ii | be = 9 3388882888828 755 
3 3 * 424 2 3388822288888 883 T] : esae ii ii i as : — ——— ———.——. | Y 
2 EEEE 888 Fe E Er 25 88888 8228 8 8 2 . 
TTT api a EE : 
j % 
Zee, eee 
eee eee eee, ee A F 
š H: ee eee |4 gss |li ii j goes By E 3833 5 55 
3025 SEE eee 888 E iii ip i & š au St o avavccarnannen | S25 
8 gi 833282 988888 98883585 bess 1 THE ä i 
AE EEHSSRSSSRSSARRRARRARARARARARRRRRARARARAR ž 72 5 113 i: mS ePetererreceerpreree Pi 
=| $9) | e eee B? ii 2 a 28 ee | BAe 
S| eae | gendessesuacsussdusasudausseseccedaanesde 8 S3298 a |i) 122 385° gs) 8822222323222 | © 3° 
E egg gage geg Seefest 8 gees 8 aos 18 5 RE 5 See eee eee ee Ra 
E i A 8 , a EEE 
> i ones wy tit E & THRAMARONNAM ene e 8 
è g b „„ 422222824 
ee Rra ai : 
= : E, 8 id: gs E 2 8 = S 
AR Cah T 
8 | Bee 5 i 88 J $ i 3 
33 1 1 ME 

Jij: eee dese gj | 3 
i : tae 32 75 i š 22 BIE] 2 4 
; aM S285 ok u A 8 H ig 8 
! A esai BR à| i 23 3 
i l aael Bede 8 > 11 2 
82888575 ait 133 f HOE 
e di dea ij | PERI] 2 
g print 1 ga 5 8 142 8 3 
* £ Hee SGN a RA N 


2856 CONGRESSIONAL 


RECORD—HOUSE. Marcon 13, 


Table showlug the average value in gold of $100 in currency in the New York market, by months, etce—Continued. 


Period. | 1882. | 1803. 
..... | 98.5 | 68 57.9 | 67.3 | 78.6 
r F E Ae he 98.8 | 67.2} 56.7 | 73.7 | 75.9 
June.. 83.9 | 69.2 | 47.5 | 71.4] 67.2 
. 88.6 | 76.6 | 38.7 | 70.4) 66 
August 87.3 | 79.5 | 39.4 | 69.7| 67.2 
Septa'uber 8.4 74.5| 449] 69.5] 68.7 
Octobe: 77.8 | 67.7 48.3) 68.7 67.4 
November 76.3 67.6) 42.8 68 69.5 
Deb 75.6 60.2 44 68.4) 73.2 
First 97.5) 6.2) 62.9) 50.4 73.3 
Secon 96.3 | 67.4) 53.6 | 70.7 73.6 
Third quarter year 86.1 | 76.8 | 40.8] 69.8) 67.2 
Fourth K Ed year 76.6 | 67.2) 4.9 68.4) 70 
First h 86.9 | 66.3) 57.9) 58.9 73.5 
Second half year 81 71.6 | 42.8 | 69.1 | 68.6 
Calendar year... 88.3 | 68.9 49.2] 63.6 | 71 
Fiscal year ended June 800 72.9 64 49.5 | 71.2 


Another thing that I want to impress upon your minds is that 


these gentlemen in manipulating this public debt have managed 
to decrease the noninterest-bearing debt more than half a billion 
dollars and at the same time increase the interest-bearing debt to 
about the same amount. All the time, at every turn, at every 
point, they are taxing the ple of this country in order to sup- 
portthis banking system which they have inaugurated. 

Now, there is just one sovereign remedy, and that is the equali- 
zation of taxation in this country. If such asystem existed to- 
day, you could not pe this bill to save your lives. When the 
day comes that the National Government shall levy and collect its 
taxes like the States, like the counties, like the municipalities— 
when nationa) taxation shall be based upon a rule that every man 
should pay taxes on what he is worth—then you will see that in- 
stead of such measures as this and others of like character which 
are forcing themselves upon Congress—instead of these bondhold- 
ers, these lobbyists, thronging the corridors of this Capitol, sub- 
tener Sodan fe and by every other possible means trying to 
extort taxes from the people of this country to satisfy their greed— 
yon will find they be the first men here to oppose this class of 
egislation and to stop it. [Applause.] 

it not so in the States? Is it not so in the counties? Is it not 
so in the municipalities? Upon what basis this equalization will 
be brought about I do not know, but I am confident this is the 
coming issue. There is noquestion aboutit. The time has come 
when the people of this country will not longer submit to the un- 
just taxation that is now put upon them. Your railroads that are 
worth their billions, your trusts that are organized with their 
billions, and various other combinations, they drink no whisky, 
smoke no cigars, wear no clothes—in fact, consume nothing, 
scarcely, upon which they pay tax—while the man who delves 
in the coal mines or plows in the field pays as much tax, or nearly 
as much, as Mr, Carnegie, whose income is reported to be $28,000,- 
000 a year. He can only eat, drink, and wear clothes, as other peo- 
ple, and yet under the national system of taxation he only pays on 
what he consumes. 

A Memrrr. Forty million. 

Mr. MADDOX. Forty million, yousay, and yet this vast wealth, 
equal to that of a whole State, has been extorted from the people 
under and by virtue of the Republican protective tariff system, 
which was framed for the sole purpose of allowing one section of 
the country to rob the other. This sort of taxation is the basis of 
all legislation such as we have before us. Just as long as that class 
of meu can come to Congress and have legislation passed for their 
interest, banking laws and other measures operating to tax the 
peoples of the country for their benefit without bearing any of the 

urdens themselves, just so long shall we have this sort of legisla- 
tion, not only in this bill but in countless other measures to come, 
[Applause. ] 


[Mr. NOONAN addressed the House. See Appendix.] 
[Mr. SHAFROTH addressed the House. See Appendix.] 


Mr. RICHARDSON, I yield five minutes to the gentleman 
from Arkansas [Mr. LITTLE]. 

Mr. LITTLE. Mr. S er, I realize that the passage of this 
bill is a foregone conclusion. The present Administration has 
capitulated to the money trusts of England and the United States. 
The bravest heart on the Republican side of this Chamber dare 
not raise a protest against the infamies of this bill. They are 
dumb before their masters and are deaf to the protests of the un- 
bought millions of our outraged people. [Applause.] This bill, 
Mr. Speaker, is the consummation of the conspiracy formed in 
England and America that has existed for more than thirty years 
against the money of the country and in favor of the Bank of 
England and the national banks of the United States. Bystealth, 
deceit, fraud, and corruption this conspiracy has forced its slimy 
course along the pathway of legislation, until now we are to wit- 
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1868. | 1869. |1870. | 1871. | 1872. 1878. 

7 72.1) 5. 2 88.4] 90.4) 90 84.9 | 88.2 N. 1 88.5) 98 99.4 

71.6] 71.8 | 87.2) 89.7] 88 85 89.9 | 85.3 | 88.8 | 83.5 99.3 
T| TL4| TRA] 88.6) 89 87.8 | 85.8 | 90 85.4 | 88.9 94.9 99.2 
7 10.1 23.5 85.6 89 87.5 | 86.4) 91 87.2 | 89.4| 948| 99.5 

68.7 | 74.5 | 84.8) 89 87.4 | 85.7 | 91.2) 88.1] 80.9] 95.2 99.5 
7| 69.6) 73.1 | 87.1| 87.3| 88.1| 88.7 | 91.2) 864) 90.9) 96.8) 90.6 
7| 72.9) 76.8 | 8.7 83.3) 88.3) 91.8) 91 85.9 | 91.2 | 97.3) 99.5 
6| 74.4 | 79.2) 8.8 | 80.9) 886) 92.1) 90.2 87.2 | 91.7] 97.3| 90.8 
2| 7% 82.3 | 90.3 91.5 89.1 91.9] 89.6| 87.8 | 92.6] 97.3| 99.9 
T| 71.5) 74.7] 8t.9| 3 91 87.6 | 89.3 87.6] W. 1 91.8 98.3 
2| 1.7 732) 88 89.7 | 88.6 | 85.3) 89 88.3 | 88.7 | 94.2 99.3 
8| 69.5) 73.7] 85.8 88.4) 87.6} 87.3) 911) 87.2) M01) 956 99.5 
8| 73.7 | 79.4] 80.6) 90 88.7 | 91.8 | 90.2 86.9] 91.8 97.3 99.7 
4 71.6) 3.9 86.4| 89.8] 89.8 | 86.4| 89.2| 86.9| 88.4 94.4 98.8 
3 71.5 | 76.5| 8.7 89.2] 88.2) 89.4| 90.7) 87.1| 9%9.9| 98.4 99.6 
4| 71.6] 75.2 | 87 89.5 | 89 87.9 | 89.9] 87 89.8 | 95.4 99.2 
9) 71.5) 72.7 | 81.1 88.7 89.4] 87.3) 89.3 | 88.8) 87.8 | 92.7 97.6 


ness in the light of day its triumph over a nation of free people, 


Lappian t 

e day that President McKinley signs this bill, which he will 
do, for he has no power to resist, will witness the transfer of the 
sovereign power of the Government to control the circulating 
medium of the country to the national banks, 

It is the surrender of the functions of the Government intended 
to be exercised for the benefit of all the people to private corpora- 
tions-for their own benefit, and which they can exercise to the 
great injury of the people and the Government. [Applause.] 

It will mark the blackest page in our legislative history, and 

will be a living monument to the penance the Repub ican party, 
in its complete surrender to the trust influences of the country. 
(Applause. ] 
_ Their money placed you in power in 1896. You mortgaged the 
integrity of your party to secure their boodle, and this bill repre- 
sents their judgment of foreclosure against you, and humanity 
must pay the enormous penalty. There is no immediate necessity 
for the passing of this bill, even from goor own standpoint. And 
by its immediate passage you only seek to put up the bars against 
the Democratic party, which will take charge of the governmental 
affairs on the 4th day of next March. And you only hope to tie 
their hands and forestall legislation in favor of the people. 

I warn you that you have reached the limit of your excesses, 
Already the evidences of your overthrow are multiplying thick 
and fast, Disintegration has set up in your party. Your own 
people are cella against you, and the notes of their discon- 
tent can be heard all over the land. [Applause.] The forces that 
are determined to overthrow the trusts and the national banks 
and restore the Government to the people are already preparin 
for the conflict. Their camp fires are burning upon every hi 
and in every valley. The patriotic citizen, industrious husband- 
man and strong-armed and brave-hearted mechanic and labor- 
ing man have determined to overthrow those who have bartered 
away their rights and privileges. [Applause.] They have se- 
lected their leader in advance of the convention, which will be 
ratified in Kansas City on the 4th day of July, and with that 
leader, the incorruptible, invincible, and fearless tribune of the 
peopl. William Jennings Bryan, they will drive you and the co- 

orts of corruption from place and power forever. [Loud ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Rich- 
ARDSON] has two minutes remaining. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I will reserve that time. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. I yield the balance of my time to the gen- 
tleman from 5 . Brostus]. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Speaker, I confess that the closing speech 
on the other side of the Chamber was quite a spirited rally. 

Mr. TERRY. There will be a more spirited rally later on. 
{Laughter on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BROSIUS. I have not the least idea what my friend from 
Arkansas [Mr. TERRY] has just said; but I know it was somethin 
that did not relate to the debate. My friend, as I have observe 
on many occasions, has a volcanic mind, and it is liable to be in a 
state of eruption at almost any time. 

Before entering upon some brief general reflections in the way 
of a closing exhortation. 1 want to say a word in reply to my 
friend from Arkansas [Mr. LirtLe] who has just preceded me, 
and that will be all the politics that I shall introduce into my 
desultory remarks, 

1 want to say to my friend from Arkansas that the ascendancy 
of the Republican party to-day is due, I have no doubt, largely to 
two assurances in the last Republican national platform. One 
was that we would revise the tariff on protection lines and col- 
lect revenue enough to defray the expenses of the Government 
withont resorting to the issue of bonds in time of peace. The 
other was that we would establish the gold standard. The people 
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took us at our word. They believed these assurances would be 
fulfilled. Our promises derived credit from former ones re- 
deemed, and William McKinley became President of the United 
States. With as much promptitude as the nature of the case 
would admit we carried out our assurances—in the first place, by 
the enactment of the Dingley tariff law. The second been 
fully redeemed by the practice of the Government, and is now 
about to be permanently secured for the future by placing upon 
the statute books this gold-standard bill. [Applause. | 

This triumph of American credit, honor, and honesty has been 
achieved despite the strenuous opposition of a great majority of 
our Democratic friends. [Applause on the Democratic side.] On 
the strength of this measure, if for no other reason, I give you 
notice, my friends, in reply to my honorable friend from Arkansas 
[Mr. Terry], that at the national election of 1900 we will make 
merry music at yourfuneral and dance upon your political grave. 
[Applause and laughter on the Republican side.] Of course the 
last observation is metaphorical, [Derisive laughter on the 
Democratic side.] 

Mr. NOONAN, Yes: entirely so. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker 

Mr. ROBB. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. I 

should like to knowif all his observations are not largely imagina- 
tive? 
Mr. BROSIUS. I desire to make some general observations in 
the way of concluding this debate, and in addition to that I should 
like to submit some careful and deliberate reflections—the result 
of some study and research—upon the broad question of the atti- 
tude of the United States toward the free coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1 and their responsibility for the depreciation of the 
white metal. It does not seem suitable to go into a discussion of 
a subject so profound, tedious, and dry at this hour of the day, and 
I should be glad to spare our friends on the other side of the 
Chamber that infliction if they will have the goodness to indulge 
me in the request to extend my remarks in the RECORD in that 
direction. : 

Mr. Speaker, I should like now to ask unanimous consent to 
extend my remarks in the RECORD for the purpose of submitting 
sonie serious economic and historical suggestions upon the ques- 
tion to which I have referred. : 

TheSPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his remarks in the RECORD, 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HILL. I should like to make a similar request. 

TheSPEAKER. The same request is made by the gentleman 
from Connecticut. Without objection that request will be 
granted, j 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Mr. Speaker, I think that Congress and the 
country are to be congratulated upon the approaching realization 
of hopes that have been fondly cherished by a great majority of 
the people of the United States for many years, We are about 
giving the vitality of law to those declarations of financial policy 
which from time to time in Republican national platforms have 
stimulated the expectation and 0 the hope of the people 
thut our monetary standard would definitively established in 
accordance with that of the great commercial nations with which 
a vast preponderante of our international dealings are carried on. 

This bill as agreed upon in conference establishes the gold 
standard and removes forever from the field of controversy the 
vexatious question of the character of the basis of our financial 
system. Iam sure that this consummation will remove doubts 
and allay anxieties which have been incident to the uncertainties 
which have clonded our financial system, and will give us in the 
future a clear sky and a pure and invigorating atmosphere that 
viin inspire confidence and stimulate businessin all sections of our 

nion. 

This must be so, Mr. Speaker, for. if our expectations in relation 
to this measure are not disappointed, it wil arantee equality 
of valuein the hands of the people of every dollar, of all kinds of 
money andcurrency, and keepin unhampered circulation sufficient 
quantities to transact the business of the country. At the same 
time, it will demonstrate the financial orthodoxy of the Repub- 
lican party by holding fast to the five points of monetary Calvin- 
ism, stability, uniformity. safety, convertibility, and elasticity, In 
short, this measure absolutely settes the money and currency 
question and establishes our financial system on a sound and im- 
R basis, conformabſe with sound economie pee pce in 

armony with the wishes of the people, and promotive of the com- 
mon interests of all. 
THE NATIONAL DEDT. 

Mr. Speaker, there are two features of this bill which we may 
Say are new, because they were not in the bill when it was con- 
sidered by the House. Upon these features some observations 
have been submitted on the other side of this Chamber which in- 
vite some concluding reflections from this side, There has been 
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some apprehension expressed that the refunding of our debt would 
lead to the perpetuation of that debt. Iwant to say tomy anxious 
friends that in my opinion that apprehension is wholly groundless. 
It is contrary to our history and our habit. We are the greatest 
debt payg nation on the earth. We have contracted debt more 
rapidly and discharged it with greater alacrity than any other 
nation under the sun. 

In the compass of five years, under the compulsion of a patri- 
otic necessity, we contracted a debt of almost. three thousand 
millions of dollars. You will remember that our annual interest 
charge was $150,000,000. In the space of thirty years we paid of 
that enormous pile over two thousand mi lions of the principal, 
two thousand fixe hundred millions of interest, and one hundred 
and eighteen millions of premium, making a total of four thou- 
sand five hundred millions of dollars that we paid in the space of 
thirty years, or at the rate of $150,000,000 a year. 

Mr. TERRY. Will the gentleman permit me right there? 

Mr. BROSIUS. If it is on this subject. 

Mr. TERRY. You have stated some historical facts, but is 
there not danger that in these days when we are copying after the 
English so closely in our present system, we may come to the be- 
lief that a national debt is a national blessing? 

Mr. BROSIUS. Well, that is a reflection very natural to a man 
who is aflicted with the malady of Anglophobia, but it never 
troubles the mind of an independent patriotic American, 

Nr. ADAMSON. Or of an Anglomaniac. 

Mr. TERRY. It is my Americanism that makes me protest. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Now, I do not care to be interrupted by any 
further observations. “ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Arkansas is out of or- 
der. The gentleman from Pennsylvania declines to yield. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Yon will agree with me on all hands that this 
was debt paying on the most stupendous scale ever known in 
human history, and it extorted the wonder and admiration of the 
civilized world. * 

After we had gone but a little way in this phenominal experi- 
ence in debt paying. twelve years after the war, Gladstone said, in 
some reflections upon the financial sequel to our great conflict, 
that England after sixty-three years from the Napoleonic wars 
had reduced the huge total of her fabulous debt by only five hun- 
dred millions, while the United States in twelve years had paid 

790,000,009, doing each twelve months what it required eight 
years for England to do; and he added, American self-denial and 
forethought are at least eight-fold ours.” That, Mr. Speaker, was 
the homage Gladstone paid to a country that he described as the 
most unmitigated democracy known to the annals of the world. 

As Americans our breasts swell with pride at the splendid pre- 
eminence we have achieved in this among the other manifold tri- 
umphs which have shed upon our history a glory whose luster 
can only be dimmed by the misfortune, which God forbid, of the 
necessity or the habit of increasing instead of dim nishing our 
national debt, becoming inveterate or of settling down into Eng- 
lish indifference to the payment of our national obligations and 
shifting the burden upon posterity, with the idea which prevails 
in England that a great debt is an eminently respectable institu- 
tion and one of the blessings of a perfect constitution. 

No, Mr. Speaker, there is no danger of perpetuating unnecessa- 
rily our national debt. It is contrary to all our traditions, prin- 
ciples, and habits. You need not be troubled, my friends, about 
that. But if we succeed in refunding our debt in a 2 per cent 
bond, we will do something exceeding in glory anything we have 
ever done or that the world has ever done in a financial way in all 
the ages. It will establish our credit as that of no other country 
was ever established. It will be a masterpiece of statesmanship, 
rivaling in importance and splendor the stupendous achievements 
which on other lines have given the United States a just and de- 
served preeminence among thefront-rank nations of the world. 


THE BIMETALLIC DECLARATION. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, I must say a word about a provision in this 
bill which has agitated our friends on the other side. Itis called 
the bimetallic provision. In saying what I am about to say, 
I speak for myself alone, because I can not undertake to express 
the thought or conviction of others upon a matter of this kind. 
This provisto expresses with absolute truth the attitude of the 
Republican party of this country toward so-called bimetallism. 
Whether it was worth while to put into a statute a declaration of 
intention or belief is a question upon which honest men may hold 
different opinions. It is not a legislative proposition. But, un- 
happily, Mr. Speaker, the American Congress have an inveterate 
habit of incorporating in legislation declarations of belief and 
purpose, and the habit is hard to break. In this instanceit is . 
wholly harmless, can deceive no one, because it is absolutely true, 
In my opinion. it might well have been omitted, because there is 
no existing reason for making any declaration on the subject. In 
1896 the publican platform was specific in its declaration. 
There was a reason for doing so at that time, but events have 
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superseded the necessity of inviting public attention to the ques- 
tion at this time. 

The President of the United States made an honest and sincere 
effort to carry out the purposes of the Republican party in 1806. 
It was not attended with success; and, moreover. it demonsirated 
the absolute unacceptability of the proposition to the leading com- 


mercial nations of Europe, and rendered im ticable and unde- 
sirable any further proposal. on our part, for the time at least, 
looking to international unity of action on the silver question, 


GOVERNMENT AND CURRENCY, 


I desire now to direct attention to the fact that this measure 
works the necessary reform in our monetary affairs in accordance 
with the principles of sound monetary science. It recognizes the 
incontestible truth that paper currency, to be kept at a parity with 
standard money, must be convertible into it directly or indirectly. 
Daniel Webster declared that something must be discovered that 
has hitherto escaped the observation of mankind before you can 
give to paper intended for circulation the value of a metallic cur- 
zenc any longer than it is convertible into it at the will of the 
holder. 

Another sound doctrine underlying the measure is that the cir- 
culating medium of a commercial country should be for most 
obvious reasons that which is the circulating medium of other 
commercial countries, or be capable of being converted into that 
medinm withont loss. With the lead n 
on the gold standard it is necessary for the United States to main- 
tain that standard also in order to escape great inconveniences 
and losses to which we would be subject if the par of exchange 
3 ours and the countries with which we deal should be 

en. 

This measure also recognizes the salutary and constitutional 

inciple that it is the duty of the Federal Government to con- 

the circulating medium of the 3 and provide for the 
maintenance of its parity with the standard money. It has been 
frequently asserted that the need of a uniform and stable system 
of national currency, safeguarded by the Government, so it 
would be current all over the country, was the chief object of the 
first Bank of the United States, and one of the considerations that 
led to the Federal Convention of 1787 to draft a Constitution. 
Washington foresaw. some writers say, that the confidence re- 
posed in the United States under the Constitution would impart 
towhatever Sight | wasauthorized by Congress greater authority 
and value than could attach to anything emanating fromany State. 

Webster said that the fathers who made the Constitution fore- 
saw that paper currency bearing the mark of the Union, the 
American eagle, would command universal confidence through- 
out the country. There were more reasons, said he, for the pros- 
paT of the national bank than the utilities it was so well calcu- 

ted to perform. There was something that touched men's sen- 
timents as weil as their understandings. There was a cause which 
carried the credit of the new-born bank as on the wings of the 
wind to every quarter of the country. There was a charm which 
created trust and faith and reliance, not only in the great marts of 
commerce, but in every corner into which money could penetrate. 
That cause was its national character. It had the broad seal of 
the Union to its charter. It was the institution of the nation. 

If paper is to circulate as subsidiary to coin or as performing in 
any de the functions of coin, its regulation naturally belongs 
to the hands which hold the power over the coinage. 

The power and the duty of the Federal Government to regulate 
the currency is now very generally conceded. The power over it 
is derived from the power to regulate commerce. Webster insisted 
that the actual circulating medium of the country was an instru- 
ment and means of commerce and the General Government is 
bound to take care of it and see that it is safe. He declared that: 

It is the constitutional duty of the Government to see that a proper cur. 
rency, suitable tothe circumstances of the time and to the wants cf trade and 
business be maintained and the currency is not to be preserved 


reserved. 
by ths Government of the United States, I know not how itis to be guarded 
against constantly occurring disorders and derangements. 


The fathers never questioned it. Martin Van Buren was the 
first President who turned his back upon this doctrine, He said 
in his first message to Congress: 

If, therefore, I refrain from suggesti Congress specific plan f 
regulatin, 8 it is from a poe — that Suan ie not within the 
constitutional province of the General Government. 

No statesman of repute had ever taken that position before. 

Madison, after the war of 1812, said: 


It is essential that the benefits of a uniform national currency should be 
restored to the community. 


5 the second United States Bank was incorporated Madison 
it is essential that the nation shall 


For the interest of the country at 
parvo a currency of agus) v ue and credit wherever it may circulate. 
e Constitution has intrusted n?! power to TALAI wack e 


commercial nations 


DANGER OF INFLATION. 


Some have expressed apprehension of an inflation of the cur- 
rency. It must be admiited there are evils connected with a 
redundant currency. They are dangerous evils, Lecause not seen 
until mischief is done. Some evils are seen as soon as they are 
dangerous, for they come in no questionable shape. They an- 
nounce their own approach, as some one has observed, and the 
general security is preserved by the general alarm. This can not 
be said of the evils of an inflated currency, for they come in a 
most insinuating and seductive manner in the disguise of facili- 
ties and accommodations, holding out false hopes which lure the 
8 into unproductive ventures to their ruin. They lull 
to sleep industry, frugality, and economy, and foster extrava- 
gance, speculation, and overtrading, which are invariably fol- 
lowed by reactions and revulsions, for which no better name has 
yet been found than“ erises.“ Banks can not be depended upon 
to limit their is-ues to the real necessities of the community. for 
they are not guided by 8 sows of public utility so much as ty 
their own interests, and will put out all they can profitably and 
safely and leave the borrower to judge for himself the ventures in 
which he will put his money. The discretion of banks in decid- 
ing the amount of their discounts is not always a reliable security 
against overtrading. Facility in obtaining bank credit fosters 
the spirit of speculation. 

Then again, an inflated bank currency is liable to drive gold out 
of circulation. It has done so in our his Webster once 
pointed out how during the war with England the banks every- 
where south of New England suspended specie paymentsand tilled 
the country with their own degraded paper. ‘lhe State banks 
drove coin out of circulation by the issue of their own paper and 
then degraded their issues by refusing to redeem them. The 
Government of the United States had no participation in this,” 
said the Secretary of the Treasury, and yet the effect of it was 
to overthrow the standard and place the country on a paper basis,” 
This has happened often enough in our history to demonstrate the 
insecurity of allowing banks-unrestricted freedom of issue, 


CHECKS ON EXCESSIVE ISSUES. 


There has been much conjecture on the results of the operation 
of this measure. Those who know least about if have said the 
most. So do men darken counsel with words without knowledge. 
A man so well informed as Frederick D. Tappen, president of the 
Gallatin National Bank and, 1 think, president of the Clearing 
House Association of New York, declined to ress an opinion 
upon the subject, because no man knows what the result will be. 
Some have prophesied an enormous increase of bank circulation, 
even to the extent of $500.000,000. The more conservative believe 
there will be a gradual increase in circulation as the require- 
ments of trade increase, but dissent entirely from the view that 
there will be a sudden and great increase in bank issues. 

There are three natural checks upon excessive issues of bank 
currency. First, in the operation of redemption, any considera- 
ble inflation of bank notes would cause them to be sent in for 
redemption to the Treasury in large amounts, and the issning 
banks wonld have to put up the lawful money for the purpose 
which would deplete their reserves. These notes are not legal 
tender and can not be held as reserves, and unless banks can keep 
them in circulation they are entirely useless, In the second place, 
the demand for bonds to exchange for the 2 percents wouid ad- 
vance the price beyond the limit which would make it profitable 
to use them for banking purposes, in which case banks would 
quite likely sell bonds to make the profit rather than take out 
circulation, 

In the third place. the limit upon the retirement of currency of 
$3.030,000 a month will make banks very cautious about taking 
out more circulation than they will be able to keep out profitably, 
for once out it might have to remain out for some time before it 
could be retired. These several checks will operate automatically 
to restrain excessive issues of bank currency under the pending 
measure. It may be assumed that the 10 per cent authorized to 
be issued on bonds deposited will be put out. That will amount 
to some 824.000, 000. in round numbers, which is scarcely more 
than 1 per cent of the volume of our circulation, and will produce 
no marked effect. 

That a number of small banks will be organized there is no 
doubt. The number of applications to the Comptroller already on 
file indicate what we have to expect in that direction, There is 
no reason to believe, however, that new banks will exceed the ex- 
isting need for additional facilities in the South and West, where 

t inconvenience has been suffered for lack of banks. 

If the RAR deposits shoald be withdrawn, it is not unlikely 
there will be a corresponding increase of bank issues to take the 
place of the withdrawn funds. This operation, however, will take 
cred not suddenly, but slowly, without disturbing financial con- 

itions. As the exchange of bonds proceeds the premiums will be 
pa from the public funds in the banks, so that the latter will still 
ve the use of the money to that extent. No one believes that 
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more than half the outstanding exchangeable bonds will be re- 
funded at an early day. This will call for only about $13,000,000 
in premiums, which would reduce the public deposits to about 
$68,000,000, It is more than likely that this amount will remain 
in the banks for some time, and when withdrawn it will be so 
gradually as not to cause any disturbance. If there is a real 
pressure for currency, the bonds released, amounting to the sum 
of the premiums paid, may be used as a basis of circulation. 

It is suggested by the Secretary of the Treasury that the ex- 
change of bonds will begin not earlier than the Ist of April, and 
at that date it is estimated that on the basis of exchange provided 
in the law the value of the old fours will be $111.6785; of the fives, 
$110.0751; and of the threes, $105.6851. These values will fall 
from day to day, making. according to an estimate I have seen, 
the values on April 15 for the fours, $111.6194; for the fives, 
$109.9761; and for the threes. $105, 6607. 

In making the exchanges the difference in amount will be paid 
by check mailed to those sending in the old bonds. 

If the premium on the new twos should go to a figure that 
would offer an inducement for persons to purchase the old bonds 
to exchange for the new for the purpose of selling them at a high 
premium for the profit, the Secretary would no doubt modify the 
Government rate of exchange so as to discourage this t cin 
bonds for gain. He is not bound by this bill to make the exchange 
of the old bonds for the new at as high a return to the investor as 
21 per cent, but is only limited to a valuation not greater than 
that. Hewould be at liberty, it is maintained. to change the rate 
of exchange at any time on the ground of the high rates at which 
the new bonds are being quoted on the market. The operation of 
refunding, it must be remembered, is an option, not an obliga- 
tion, on the part of the Secretary of the Treasury. 


ENDLESS CHAIN. 


There is also an utterly groundless criticism that this measure 
keeps the endless chain in operation. Nothing could be farther 
from the truth. It is not possible, in case of the depletion of the 

ld reserve to such an extent as to make a loan necessary, for a 

ollar of the greenbacks which passed from the reserve to the 
meral fund of the Treasury to go back into circulation without 
ing covered by gold or its equivalent in bonds, which are always 
worth their face in gold. 
AN APPEAL TO PATRIOTISM. 


I would like to make an appeal to the patriotism of my brethren 
on the other side of the ais.e for some votes to support this splen- 
did measure. Oh, it is not “casting Is before swine.” Not 
at all. No ap was ever made in vain to the patriotism of any 
class of American citizens. Are you not also patriots before you 
are partisans? Though your brains may soften before the logic of 
the situation, yonr hearts will certainly not harden to the senti- 
ment of patriotism. You still love your country, and honor and 
reverence its increasing glory. I ses the faces of some of my most 
loved friends on thut side of the aisle lighting up, and I see anod 
of assent to that proposition, denoting that they are not behind 
the rest of us in appreciation of the sentiment of patriotism. But 

atriotism must ine in the soul before it can move the heart to 
ove or nerve the arm to strike in defense of the country. 

Dr. Lyman Abbott says when Jenny Lind was in this country 
he heard her in the oratorio of the Messiah. As he sat in his seat 
there came in and sat by him an old weather-beaten sea captain. 
eet she sang Come unto Me all ye that labor and are heavy 

den“ 

It seemed to me 

He said 
Icould hear the voice of the Master singing down through the years. The 


hall was hushed and silent when she took her seat. Then I heard a noise 
and turned around, and the poor old sea captain was sound asleep and snoring. 


Said the doctor: 


Why did he not hear what I heard? Because there was no music in his 
soul to respond to the music of the organ and of the singer. 

So perhaps we must have patriotism in the soul before we can 
respond to the call of our country. When but the other day those 
por waves of the music of patriotism were sweeping over the 

and, thrilling the souls of men, swelling from the harp of a thou- 
sand strings in the great heart of the 5 there were 
a few sound asleep and snoring, because they no patriotism in 
their son's to respond to the strains that touched and stirred the 
loyal! hearts of all true Americans. 
r. FOSTER. What is your definition of patriotism? 

Mr, BROSIUS. Why, my friend, I will tell you what patriot- 
ism is. It is not a mere ephemeral passion that lives a minute 
and expires. Patriotism is an enduring emotion, an eternal ray 
that kindles the soul of the patriot into the glory of service and 
sacrifice for country. 

Mr. FOSTER. And your party has lost it. 

Mr. BROSIUS. Now, my friend will pardon me. It is a hap- 
piness to know that the Americans who are dead to love of country 
are fewin number and feeble in influence, and that the great 
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body of citizens of all parties can, in the last hour, be kindled into 
action by sparks from the glowing altar of patriotism. 
A LONG STEP IN ADVANCE. 

This ap to patriotism would perhaps be unsuitable but for 
the fact t this measure appeals to the patriotism of Congress, 
I believe it is a long step in our upward march toward the 
splendid preeminence we are achieving among the great world 
powers. Our financial independence or the Oid World is practi- 
cally achieved. Great and surprising things have come to pass in 
the last twelve months. American credits in Europe are chang- 
ing the face of the great questions of finance the world over. A 
portion of the recent British war loan sought American takers and 
found them eager to invest. This came swittly upon the heels of 
the financing of a Russian loan of $25,000,000, likely to be in- 
creased by as much more; and we will supply all this money, as 
we supplied the $20,000,000 to pay our debt to Spain, without 
shipping one dollar of gold. Trade balances are so heavily in our 
favor that we could pay for all the European bonds we desired to 
buy by the machinery of foreign exchange representing our credits 
on the other side of the sea. 

I tell you, my friends, these are momentous transactions, and 
they have a stupendous significance. They denote the marvelous 
development of American enterprise and the amazing growth of 
the capabilities of the United States to command the markets and 
control the finances of the world. So you see, my friends, that 
financial empire is coming our way. e are advancing rapidl. 
toward the position of a creditor nation. In the financial worl 
power and domination follow in the track of commerce and manu- 
factures, and the scepter of power is passing from the Old to the 
New World. Ere long. Mr. Speaker, New York will have sup- 
planted London as the clearing house of the world. 

hail the alluring prospect, and I entertain the fervent h 
that the representatives of the American people will rise to 
level of this new occasion that teaches new duties. This measure 
isa part of the great forward movement leading upward to the 
gateway of our great opportunity. It is one terrace in the heights 
of destiny we are climbing. The gates of the East and the South 
are open, and the immeasurable possibilities of world commerce 
invite us. A merchant marine commensurate with our resources, 
our power, and empire will svon be among our achievements. A 
naval armament worthy a nation capable of deeds of such un- 
rivaled splendor on the sea as shed undying luster on our naval 
heroes in our recent war will soon be among our possessions, This 
Republic is rising into prominence asa coequal with the great 
world powers, and will be a conspicuous factor in the world prob- 
lems which loom in the near future. 

Now, Mr. Speaker, who is not inspired with the thought that 
a great and noble destiny solicits our country? We must either 
EO EOC to meet it and achieve the primacy among nations or 

our backs npon it and fall to that second rank to which our 
isolation and lack of spirit must assign us. And when we do that, 
Mr. Speaker, the patriot who turns his eyes toward the figure 
that surmounts this Capitol will see America standing with 
averted face weeping Columbia’s shame. Let us then enact this 
measure into law in the true spirit of American progress, that 
spirit which will make us equal to our great opportunities and 
worthy our manifestdestiny. [Prolonged applause on the Repub- 
licanside, ] + 

TEE UNITED STATES AND SILVER. 

Mr. Speaker, I desire now, with some care and deliberation, to 
consider the attitude of the United States toward the question of 
the free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1, and their responsi- 
bility for the depreciation of silver and the consequences ensuing 
therefrom. The question of coinage in its true character is an 
economic rather than a political question, but it is a branch of the 
money question which the patriotic efforts of statesmen have not 
been able to keep ont of politics. 

In one or another of its forms it has engrossed the attention of 
the American people for many years. In 1896 our quadrennial 
inquisition on dur political affairs took up the specific question of 
the free and unlimited coinage of silver at the rat o of 16 to 1, and 
aiter elaborate, thorough, and painstaking discussion, reaching 
perhaps more nearly than ever before in our history every fireside 
in the land, determined the matter adversely to the free-silver 
pro da and declared for the existing standard until by intər- 
national cooperation the free coinage of silver could be attained 
without peril to our national interests and honor. From that de- 
cision an appeal is pending. In 1900 a retrial will occur, and the 
court of last resort in our political system, the people themselves 
in their sovereign capacity, will review their former decision, 
affirming or reversing it as in their patriotic judgment the honor 
and interest of the country demand. 

No mightier issue ever appealed to human judgment. No con- 
trov: in the arena of American politics since the war has 
aff vaster interests or had more far-reaching consequences 
to all the people. Never has popular solicitude been greater; 
never have the claims of sound judgment and patriotic action 
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pressed with greater urgency; never were political and economic 
= more menacing, and never the promise of beneficial re- 
sults from right action moreinviting than in this impending battle 
royal. In such a situation it gives us hope and courage to realize 
that in such formidable exigencies true Americans, the unselfish 
and heroic, instinctively feei that their country is greater than 
their party; that they ought to be patriots before they are parti- 
sans, and will therefore yield to the solicitations of duty and rise 
sublimely to the highest outlook of patriotism. 

The reargumemt is alreadyon. Distinguished advocates of the 
free coinage of silver have already in this Chamber and elsewhere 
invoked the considerate judgment of the American people in be- 
half of their cause by as good reasons and as sound arguments as 
their intellectual limitations and the inherent difficulties of their 
task will admit. If their contention betrays a lack of wisdom it 
is fully compensated by excess of zeal and amplitude of assurance. 

Of the integrity of their purpose no question is permissible. 
The ardor of their exertions demonstrates the sincerity of their 
convictions. Whatever we may think of their conclusions, we 
must make to their advocacy the concession which Peter made to 
Paul when he observed that according to the understanding 
givenhim our brother Paul hath spoken unto you.” 

My purpose is to submit to the House and the country some re- 
flections with a view to correcting some of the error into which 
the uninformed as well as the misiniormed may have fallen and 
to some of the fallacies in the logic of those who have un- 
de en the arduous task of demonstrating the wisdom of the 
free coinage of silver at the ratio of 16 to 1 by the United States 
alone. In this discussion it is to be noted that the figures used cover 
a period of twenty years prior to 1873 and a similar period there- 
alter. 

The fundamental postulates of the free- silver advocates may be 
thus stated: 

First. That the alleged demonetization of silver by legislation 
in the leading commercial nations deprived that metal of its mone- 
tary function, cut in two the volume of the worid’s money of ulti- 
mate redemption, throwing a double burden on gold, causing its 
appreciation, the depreciation of silver, and the fall of prices gen- 


. That the United States by the act of 1873 had an agency 
in and a corresponding responsibility for the results which ensued 
upon the general movement of the world against silver, and that 
the only way to atone for her wrongful act and right the alleged 
wrong to the American people is to repeal the act of 1878 and re- 
store the freedom of the mints to silver at the ratio of 16 to 1. 

Third. That the reestablishment of free coinage at the ratio of 
16 to 1 by the United States alone would restore the commercial 
parity of the two metals at that ratio, 

It is susceptible of demonstration that every one of the 
assumptions embodied in these propositions is entirely destitute of 
warrant and without the support of a single well-authenticated 
fact or of a single conclusion on grounds of general reasoning in 
which there is any conspicuous concurrence of scientific opinion. 

To bring into distinct view the propositions which I desire to 
argue. and the establishment of which will effect the complete 
overthrow of the assumptions to which I have alluded, I assert: 

First. That the alleged demonetization of silver did not de- 
prive it of its monetary function and did not cause its deprecia- 
tion and the genera! fall in prices except to a very limited extent 
in connection with other causes. 

Second. That the United States had no agency in and no re- 
sponsibility for the results, whatever they were, of the general 
movement of the commercial world against the free coinage of 
silver, but,on the contrary, those results transpired in spite of the 
most strenuous and heroic exertions on the part of this country to 
uphoid the price of silver. 

Third. The United States having no responsibility for the con- 
ditions alleged to exist on account of the demonetization of silver 
and, could not prevent them by the most herculean exertions she 
could oppose to them in their inception, she is under no duty at 
the 1 of her own interests to open her mints to the free coinage 
of silver at 16 to 1, and if she did soit could not avail to restore 
the commercial parity of the two metals, but would only result in 
placing this country upon a silver basis. 

Now, can the first of my propositions be maintained. namely, 
that the demonetization of silver and the restriction and limita- 
e e upon its coinage were not the cause of its depre- 
ciation 

To have had that effect the alleged cause must have operated in 
one or other orin both of two ways, either by diminishing the 
demand, the supply remaining the same, or by increasing the sup- 
py. the demand remaining the same, or by concurrently dimin- 

shing demand and increasing supply. Our first inquiry will be 
to ascertain to what extent the treatment of silver by the world's 
legislation since 1870 has operated in either of the ways named. 
Before starting upon this quest, however, it may be pertinent to 


observe the distinction between the demonetization of silver 
coins—that is, the destruction öf their mone character—and 
the restrictions imposed upon the coinage of the bullion. 

The demonetization of coined silver by Germany and the Scandi- 
navian countries destroyed the monetary character of all the full 
legal-tender coin so treated. It converted coin into commodity, 
and to whatever extent this occurred it manifestly increased the 
supply and lessened the demand for silver. Restriction on the 
coinage of silver to whatever extent it was carried likewise les- 
sened the demand for that metal, but to the extent it left un- 
touched the existing coins it did not increase the supply. As far 
as it goes, this observation is a concession to the contention of our 
adversaries. But it must be kept in mind that the gist of the 
matter is not a mere theoretic tendency. but a sensible effect suf- 
ficient to have a title to be reckoned with in the general treat- 
oe In economics, as in law, trifles are omitted from consiđ- 
eration. 

What, then, has been the extent of actual demonetization since 
1870? The countries which demonetized their silver coins from 
1871 to 1879 are Germany, Norway, Sweden, Denmark, and Rou- 
mania. The amount sold by each country was as follows: 


— $149, 423, 965 
--- 9,331,500 
4,675,000 
163, 430, 465 


This is the sum total of silver coin that was actually demonetized 
in the period referred to, an amount much less than the produc- 
tion of any single year since 1890, an amount scarcely exceeding 5 
per cent of the world’s product during the twenty-four years from 
1873 to 1897, which is estimated at $4,116,000,000; or, putting it in 
another form. if we divide the total production in the twenty-four 
years into annual quotas and distribute the amount of demonetized 
coin over the entire period, it would result in an addition to what 
was extracted from the mines to be charged to demonetization of 
un amount each year equal to 5 per cent of the annual product of 
the world. It remains, however. to be said that these sales of sil- 
ver were made prior to 1879. and whatever effect they had was 
exhausted by that time. There is a fact, moreover, in this con- 
nection which must not be overlooked. Simultaneously with the 
sale of silver by Germany and the Scandinavian states, the Latin 
Union coined from 1873 to 1878, in 5-franc pieces alone, $142,000,000 
of silver, almost enough to offset the amount demonetized. 

Now, taking into view the peed et sean of silver money sup- 
posed to bein use in the world and the trifling effect upon the 
monetary relations of this stupendous total the loss of so small a 
sum as I have shown to have been demonetized could by any 
possibility have exerted, I submit with great confidence that the 
proposition that the actual demonetization of the world’s silver 
money, giving it its utmost effect. free from the modifying influ- 
ence of the countervailing circumstances of enormous additions 
to the coinage of the world and the high ratio of increase in the 
world's silver production, has had any considerable agency in the 
decline of silver overtaxes the credulity of the average mind, 


RESTRICTION UPON COINAGE. 


It is a well-known fact that the great bulk of silver money in 
use throughout the world in 1871, either as standard or token 
money, continued to be so used after that date and is so used at 
this time. For example, Germany has 400,000,000 marks in silver 
thalers. France and other States of the Latin Union have about 
3,000,000,000 francs in 5-frane pieces. Holland has kept all her 
legal-tender silver, and likewise Austria-Hungary. In the light of 
this fact let us consider the extent of the effect of coinage restric- 
tion upon the volume of the world's silver money during the period 
from 1873 to 1893. Students of the subject are of course familiar 
with the enormous increase in the silver coinage of the world in 
the latter period as compared with the corresponding period prior 
to 1873. In the four great commercial countries—Great Britain, 
Germany, France, and the United States—there was double the 
amount of silver coined in the later than in the earlier period. 
The following statement exhibits the interesting and instructive 
fact relating to the countries named: 


Statement of the silver coinage in the countries named from 1851 to 1870. 


Great Wien 584-4 800Nasunres eneses Sainte Ssvnes $31, 243, 217 
PPENCA Foss over sacca EE 168, 307, 057 
Germany (from 1857 to 1872) 167, 805, 000 
United States 63, 254, 676 


365, 610, 850 
Statement of the silver coinage in the countries named from 1870 to 1890. 


Germany... Z 107; 632/000 
United a ET PE cee ee ee 485, 889, 912 
Der ieee A E E 746, 406, 852 
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Giving the comparison a wide range, we obtain the following 
results: 


Statement of the total one annual silver coinage in the principal countries in 


he world in the periods named. 


Period. Total coinage. 
// ĩ ——T—T—T—TTTT SA $864, 332, 224 $43, 216, 611 
ccc E A 1,377, 140, 390 68, 857, 080 


Thus is the astounding and profoundly significant fact by these 


figures made clear that in the twenty years subsequent to 1873 
the world’s coinage of silver was weil-nigh double that of the cor- 
responding period prior to that date. In the face of this over- 
whelming demonstration it is difficult to comprehend how auy 
mind to any extent tutored can be deluded by the oft iterated and 
reiterated contention that the monetary function of silver was 
destroyed or that there was, in the period named, any considerable 
diminution in the demand for silver for monetary uses that could 
have caused so rapid and continuous a decline in price; yet some 
men claiming to be honest and honest men claiming to be sane 
declare that hostile legislation has halved the money of the world 
and brought upon us all the consequences of the economic dis- 
turbances of the last quarter of a century. 

I now pass to a third consideration and propose to show the stu- 
pendous antecedent improbability that the contention I am dis- 
puting can be true because of the enormous increase in the pro- 
duction of the money metals, especially of silver, and the high 
ratio of increase in the total monetary volume of the world in the 
twenty years after the act of 1873 as compared with the twenty 
years prior to that date. 

In the United States the monetary volume increased at an un- 
exampled rate from 1873 to 1893. At the former date our total 
circu ation of all kinds was $775,445,610, while in 1893 it was 
82.323, 402,392. an increase of 200 per cent, giving a per capita cir- 
culation at the two dates, respectively, of $18 and $24. 

STOCK OF GOLD AND SILVER. 


The stock of gold and silver money in the thirteen leading com- 
mercial nations, namely, United States, Great Britain, France, 
Germany, Russia, Italy, Belgium, Netherlands, Austria-Hun- 
gary, Australasia, Denmark, Sweden, and Norway, in 1873 was 
$2,267,485,000, while in 1897 it was $5,529,500,000, an increase of 
nearly 150 per cent in twenty-four years, (Last Report on Pre- 
cious Meta's. ) 

The metallic.money of Germany, says Dr. Lexis, doubled from 
1878 to 1894, while the population increased only one-fourth. In 
France the metallic circulation increased $357,000.000 in the 
périod named, while her population scarceiy increased at all. In 
the United States the difference is much greater. In 18730ur total 
coin and bullion gold and silver was $141,149,395, while in 1893 it 
was 51, 213.559.169. an increase of almost 900 per cent in twenty 
years, These figures are all verifiable by reference to the last 
report of the Director of the Mint. 

WORLD'S PRODUCTION OF GOLD. 

Let us now vary the view and look at the enormous production 
of the precious metals throughout the world in recent years. U 
to 1830 the world had produced doubie as much silver as gold. 
The world was saturated with silver and was thirsty for gold to 
meet the needs of advancing civilization. In 1850 a refreshing 
shower came from the mines of California and Australia. This 
was rapidly absorbed, with not more than 15 per cent depreciation 
in the metal according to the best opinion. m 1853 to 1872 the 
world produced $2,383,900,000, From 1873 to 1894 the product 
reached $2,494,800,000. In the latter years of this period the in- 


crease was extremely rapid. For example, it was in— 


S 240,000, 000 

In 1873 the annual gold product of the world was $96.200,000, 
while in 185 it reached 8200. 000. 000, more than doubling in twenty 
years. The world's product in 1895 exceeded the combined product 
of gold and silver in 1873, 


WORLD'S PRODUCTION OF SILVER. 


Then look at the world's silver development. The world’s prod. 
uct from 1853 to 1872 was 8943. 100.000. or 40 per cent of the gold 
product for the same period. From 1873 to 1892 the silver product 
was $2,347,000,000, or about 100 per cent of the gold product for 
the same period and an increase of 150 per cent in the latter twenty 
years as compared with the previous twenty. In 1873 the silver 
3 of the world was $81,800,000, while in 1895 it was $220,- 

000, nearly three times as much. 
The figures given by the New York Journal of Commerce show 


that in 1870 the value of the world's production of silver was 43 
per cent of that of gold; that during the tive years ending with 
1814 that ratio of production had risen to 68 per cent: that during 
the next five years it rose to 81 per cent; that for the five years 
1880-1881 it was 104 per cent; that during the period 1885-1889 
it averaged 119 per cent; and that during the next five years, 
1890-1894, it s at 132 per cent. 

In the last report on the precious metals in the United States 
it is stated that the product on of silver from 1871, the date of the 
first legislative measure passed in Germany looking to the demone- 
tization of silver, to January 1, 1897, was 83.503. 294. 192, coinage 
value, while the total production from 1492 to 1871—that is, from 
the discovery of America to the inception of anti-silyer legislation 
was 87.107, 773,408. That is to say, to put it in the most graphic 
form. the silver mines of the world during the last twenty-six 
years produced within a trifie of one-half the product during three 
hundred and seventy-eight years prior to 1871. 

To state it in still another form, the annual product of the 
mines of the world in the last twenty-six years has been seven 
t.mes as great as the average annual product in the centuries pre- 
ceding that date. And. furthermore. the product in all the coun- 
tries of the world in 1896 was 260 per cent more than in 1873, and 
the silver coinage of the world from 1873 to 1896, both inclusive, 
was the enormous sum of $3,031,428,974, only 8800, 000.000 less than 
the gold coinage for the same period. (Report on Gold and Silver 
Production for 1896.) y 

Presenting itin a different form, the average annual production 
of silver in the world from 1841 to 1850 was 532,440,000 at its coin- 
age valne. From 1866 to 1870 it was 845 772.000. From 1871 to 
1575 it was 881.864.000. From 1876 to 1880 it was $101.851,000. 
Thus the product had more than trebled since the period between 
1840 and 1850, although the commercial value had fallen enor- 
mously. Since 1893 the annual production is more than six times 
that of the 1840-1850 period, although silver had lost from 40 to 
60 per cent of its commercial value. 


SILVER IN THE UNITED STATES. 


Take the product of our own country and the situation is ac- 
centuated still more strongly. From 1792 to 1844 our total silver 
roduct was $250,000. From 1844 to 1860 it was $50,000 annually. 
om 1860 to 1872 it was $12,000,000 annually, and from 1872 to 
1894, 850.000.000 annually. In 1892 the silver product of the United 
States exceeded that of the world in 1873. 
GOLD COINAGE. 


Now, look for a moment at the growth of gold coinage in the 
world. This glimpse throws additional light upon the inquiry. 
From 1873 to 1892 the world coined 84.304.000. 000 of gold. The 
ratio of increase in later years has been marked. In 1891 the 
world’s coinage of gold was $119,534,122; in 1892 the world’s coin- 
age of gold was $172.473.124; in 1893 the world’s coinage of gold 
Was $232,485,608; in 1894 the world’s coinage of gold was $237,921.- 
022. In the United States also gold coinage kept in touch with 
the total of the world. From 1792 to 1853 we coined $259,936,567; 
from 1853 to 1872 we coined $558,302,800; from 1872 to 1894 we 
coined $937,460,633—a total for the entire period from 1792 to 1894 
of $1,755,700,000. 

SILVER COINAGE. 

The world’s coinage of silver tells the same story. The follow- 
ing figures show the rate of increase in the periods named: In 1878 
the world’s coinage of silver was $131,500,000; in 1878 the world's 
coinage of silver was $161,191,000; in 1887 the world’s coinage of 
silver was $163,411,397; in 1892 the world’s coinage of silver was 
$155,500,000. s 

From 1873 to 1893 the silver coinage in Europe and America, 
excluding Mexican dollars exported to Asia, was. in round num- 
bers. $1,000,000,000 more than was sold by Germany and the Scan- 
dinavian States. In other words, says Dr. Lexis, in these coun- 
tries the new silver coined into money from 1873 to 1893 was not 
less than an annual average of $17,600.000, an amount greatly in 
excess of any previous annual coinage out of new silver. Making 
the statement more inclusive, there were coined in Europe, the 
United States, and India from 1851 to 1860 an annual average of 
$38,794,000. During the decade from 1861 to 1870 the annual 
average reached $80,000,000, and in the years 1887 to 1891 the 
average was $113.000,000. 

In no period of the world’s history was so much silver coined as 
in the recent years I have named. The aggregate coinage during 
the sixteen years from 1876 to 1891, the period in which the great- 
est depreciation of silver occurred, amounted to 81.360.000, 000, 
while the production during the same period, according to Soet- 
beer, was $2,109,394,000. The coinage was thus 74 per cent of the 
production. So far, therefore, from silver having lost its occupa- 
tion after the alleged demonetization, it was employed more largely 
than ever before. 

I have compiled these figures to show such a progressive increase 
in the products of the mines and mints of the world in Geta 
ing periods before and after the alleged demonetization as to dispel 
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entirely the idea that there has been since 1873 such a lessening 


of the volume of the world’s money as to 3 affect prices, 
as well as to accentuate the stupendous improbability that in the 
face of the steadily increasing product and mintage of gold coin- 
cidently with a relatively diminishing demand for it, incident to 
the advancement of civilization and the multiplication of credit 
facilities to supersede the use of coin, there could have been any 
considerable appreciation in the value of the metal. 

With these facts in view and rightly understood, that any well- 
informed person can believe that the volume of the wor!d’s money 
has been so curtailed as to have produced the results which have 
so signally marked the last quarter of a century presents an intel- 
lectual paradox inexplicable, it seems to me, except upon the hy- 
pothesis that the human mind is like the pupil of the eye—the 
more light you throw on it the more it contracts. 

Then, to sum up the ar; ent as far as l have gone, there is no 
evidence sufficient to establish the contention that the demonetiza- 
tion or disuse of silver was the effective cause of its decline in 

ce. That the anti-silver legislation and diminished use of silver 
or monetary purposes may have accelerated the downward move- 
ment of that metal no one disputes, though it would be quite im- 
ible to determine the extent of that uence; but that they 
any agency in giving original direction to the movement is 
incapable of demonstration and is contradicted by all the facts of 
the case as well as by the consideration, which is never to be over- 
looked, that there are obvious ordinary and natural reasons for all 
the phenomena connected with the movement of silver, without 
2 to extraordinary and strained theories to account for 
them. I am convinced that the strongest reason and the weighti- 
est authorities sustain the contention that the cause we are seek- 
ing is on the side of commodities rather than on the side of money, 
though there is such a contrariety of opinion among well-informed 
students of our economic history as to dispel all hope of reaching 
a conclusion on which all can rest with satisfaction. 

Perhaps no better equipped mind has ever grappled with the 
vexatious subject than that of Dr. W. Lexis, of the University of 
Göttingen, who was a member of the Berlin Silver Commission of 
1894. masiery of the facts, the sonndness of his reasoning, 
and the manay of his conclusions appeal to me with irresistible 
force, and I will conclude this part of my argument with a brief 
statement of his conclusions extracted from Sppe read by him 
before the Pesth Agricultural Congress in 1896, and reproduced 
— rtie lastreport on the Production of Gold and Silver in the United 

es: 


(1) The depreciation of silver.—Its cause les, on the one hand. in the enor- 
mous increase of the production of that metal. and on the other in the na- 


tries most advanced in civil: 
of circulation 


than gol 
silver before November 1, 1593, aie the Sherman Act was repealed in 
United States, for in the twenty years preceding 
sil or as a cov for notes than ever before in a period of 


of gold.—The supply and the production of gold has 
the last ten years, while the demand for.and employment of 
holesale trade has been more and more decreased by 
cs inca The great central banks have a stock large 
‘ore believed possib! 


thereby. fact 
tion that can be given of the bimetallic contention that there is a connection 
between the quantity of gold and the height of ces. The change of the 
ratio of the value between the two metals can therefore have been caused 
solely by the fall in the value of silver, and not at all by the rise in the in- 
trinsic value of gold. 
(3) The price vf wheat,—As there has been no scarcity of and no rise in the 
‘value of gold, neither the scarcity nor the be fe eres yr of that metal can 
account for the decline of prices. The fall of prices of the various kinds of 
commodities has not been uniform, and hence must have been produced by 
very different causes; but the gold standard is not one of those causes. 
the United States were so unwise as to introduce the free coinage of 
silver. . all other nations, it would go rca, such htful 
and deterrent experiences that all other States would probably entirely lose 
the inclination to engage in similar international experiments. 


To this 1 will add the conclusions of the Hon. R. E. Preston, 
Director of the Mint, in his last Report on the Production of Gold 
and Silver. He says in substance: 

A sufficient cause of the decline of silver since 1873 is the enormous in- 


Now I invite the attention of the committee to another propo- 
sition. I want to disillusion the minds of as many good people as 
I can reach who have become inoculated with the idea that the 
United States had a conspicuous agency in bringing about the 
downfall of silver and ought at once to engage in the task of its 
restoration. In the interest of historic truth, I want to find out 
what dimensions the demonetization of silver had in reality in our 


own country prior to 1893. The mind of the average American 
citizen is not suffering either from the feebleness of childhood or 
the decrepitude of age; it is neither in the cradle nor on crutches; 
and there is no reason why we should make shadows on the wall 
with our hands and then take fright at the horrid pictures. I want 
to vindicate my country against the aspersion cast upon her by 
her own citizens, that she is responsible by reason of her legisla- 
tion for the demonetization of silver, the fall in prices, and the 
general monetary dislocation of a few years ago. With a knowl- 
edge of the facts none but the untutored mind can fail to see that 
she is free from delinquency on this score and has fairly earned 
the credit the world has given her for her heroic efforts to uphold 
silver against the force of economic gravity augmented slightly 
by the action of European countries. 

The most harmless and inconsequential of all the acts in the 
checkered history of silver in the last third of a century was our 
famous act of 1873, miscalled A demonetization act.” It had no 
more effect upon the s lver sitnation in its world aspects than 
would have had an act to forbid the coinage of aluminum, for there 
were no silver dollars to speak of in circulation and scarcely any 
had been coined for a quarter of a century, for the very sufficient 
reason that silver was worth more in bulion than in coined dol- 
lars and could not be coined without a loss. 

This being the case. we are without responsibility for any of the 
consequences which have befallen silver; and as we were unable, 
with the herculean exertions we made, to as much as retard the 
fall of silver, much less arrestit, even in the beginning of its down- 
ward movement, it requires a hardy and daring adventurer to 
volunteer the services of this country alone to lift silver from its 

t low estate to the height from which it fell. With aknowl- 
edge of the facts you can not fail to believe with me that our coun- 
1 is free from delinquency on this score and has fairly earned 
all the credit the world gives her for her heroic efforts to sustain 
silver as a money metal. 

What actually occurred in 1873 was to drop the silver dollar 
from our coinage. It is difficult to see how a circulation could 
be impaired by excluding from it a coin that had not been in use 
for many years. Prof. on Newcomb wrote in 1879: 


It is probably safe to assert that one-half of the citizens of our country born 
since 1840 have never seen a silver dollar. But if it had been a current coin 
in 1873,.as the gold dollar was in 1891, to d it from the coinage was in no 
real sense a demonetization of silver more t was the dropping of the gold 
dollar in 1891 a demonetization of gold, looking at these two similar acts of 
legislation dropping two coins from our system, one because it was too small 
and the other because it was too large. Apart from all else, it does notappear 
to one of medium faculty that one was in any real sense more effective than 
the other in causing the demonetization of the respective metals. 


But for the act of 1853, which effected demonetization toa much 
larger extent than that of 1873, there would have been a very small 
fraction of our silver money in any way disturbed. From 1853 to 


1873 we purchased and coined $62,723,695 of demonetized silver; 
that is, silver money not of ultimate redemption. 

The following is a statement of the several denominations of 
silver coined in that period: 
Silver dollars coined from 1792 to 18888 — — , 505, 886 
Half dollars coined from 1792 to 1853. ..... 22.20 cnec ence scenes eesees-- 321 


Quarter dollars coined from 1792 to 1853. kán 
Dimes coined from 1792 to 1884 2 
Half dimes coined from 1792 to 188 t 1.824 

All of this silver, except the dollars, was demonetized in 1853; 
that is, 8 6.012.597 was demonetized, leaving only $2.505,886 retain- 
ing the full legal-tender quaiity, which the silver possessed 
prior to 1853, 

In the period from 1853 to 1873 we coined under free coinage 
5,524,350 silver dollars, and during the same period we coined 
$511,810,808 of gold. To say that the two metals entered the 
mints during those twenty years arm in arm suggests the picture 
of an infant arm in arm with a California giant. 

But this is not the full strength of the argument; that requires 
a view of the total coinage of denominations under a dollar from 
1792 to 1893, and here it is: 


Total silver coinage under the dollar from 1792 to 1893. 


28,405,071 


207, 897, 231 


This entire sum was demonetized by the act of 1853 and made 
token money, while the total amount of dol ars coined from 1792 
to 1873, which it is claimed was demonetized by the act of 1873, was 
a little over 88.000.000. s 

After the alleged act of demonetizing we began the policy of 
monetizing silver, and cont nued doing so from 1878 to 1593 at a 
more rapid rate than was ever known before in the history of the 
world. We purchased for monetary uses about 500,000,000 ounces 
(496,984,889) of fine silver at a cost of over $500,000.090 ($508,033,- 
975). and coined about 420,000,000 silver legal-tender dollars— 
more than fifty times as many silver dollars coined in fifteen years 
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after demonetization as in the eighty prior years. Is it not, there- 
for, as clear as demonstration itself that no other nation ever 
made such heroic exertions to uphold any ferm of money as the 
United States made for twenty years to maintain the honor and 


valne of silver? Not only our own but the lips of other coun- 
tries have generously praised our long-continued and persevering 
struggle to hold up the arms of the white metal. Mr. Montefiore 
Levi, the distinguished Belgian financier, who presided over the 
Brussels Monetary Conference. alluded in the kindest terms to the 
efforts we had made to avert the fall of silver. Bertram Currie, 
. pne, of the delegates to the Brussels conference from Great Britain, 
said: 

We have witnessed the heroic labors of the United States to sustain silver. 

Sir Rivers Wilson, another delegate from Great Britain, said: 

It is doubtful whether the United States can possibly continue indefinitely 
the gigantic efforts which it has made without effect for so many years to 
maintain and to raise the price of silver. 

Dr. E. B. Andrews, one of our own a we int 
timation that the United States was to blame for monetary 
situation, aptly said: 

To make such ag is like . for murder a man who has bravely 
tried to save his fellow t upon committing suicide. But we can not carry 


this fraternal effort much further. We sb 
task of sustaining the price of silver. 


Mr. Boissevain, a delegate from the Netherlands, said: 

It seems to me unjust and 1 to historical facts to lay the burden of 
responsibility for the present situation upon the United States. 

Senator JONES, another of our delegates, said to the conference: 

The fact is, the price of silver has been maintained by the aid of the United 
States. It has the same value to-day it had when it had unrestricted access 
y ied mints. its g power, its control over commodities, has not 

These are testimonies which effectually repel the imputation 
that the United States has been delinquent in not making proper 
exertions to uphold the price of silver, and they are all borne out 
by the figures I have already produced ee the enormous 
increase in the use of silver in the United States since the passage 
of the act of 1873. 

Does it not appear, then, to right-minded men that so far as the 
United States is concerned in responsibility for the demonetization 
of silver and the monetary disturbances of the past years on ac- 
count of the fall in silver, it is a monstrous kilabaroo? ; 

A friend of mine tells a story more suitable as an illustration in 
this connection than anything I can recall from history, fiction, 
or fable. A wag carried about a queer looking box to scare peo- 
ple with. He pretended there was a terrible animal in it that 
would eat people alive. He had it in New York on one occasion. 
The beholders asked him what it was. A kilabaroo,” he re- 
plied. Where did it come from?” “It came from Africa.” 
What is its color?” „Green as jealousy.“ What does it live 
on?” ‘It lives on snakes.” ‘‘ Where do you get the snakes.” ‘I 
get them from my brother-in-law here in New Vork.“ Where 

oes he get them?” Well. he gets them out of his imagination 
when he has delirium tremens.” Oh, then they are imaginary 
snakes?” Oh. yes; it is an imaginary kilabaroo. There is noth- 
ma in the box, but it scares a great many people.” 
he SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the con- 
ference report. 

Mr. OVERSTREET. On that question, Mr. Speaker, I demand 
the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The SPEAKER. Those in favor of the adoption of the report 
will, when their names are called, vote aye,” and those oppos 
will vote no.“ The House will please be in order so that the re- 
sponses may he heard by the Clerk. All gentlemen will take their 
seats and cease conversation. The Clerk will call the roll. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 166, nays 120, 
answered present” 10, not voting 54; as follows: 


ly to an in- 


not forever pursue alone the 


YEAS—166. 
VCC 
er, y, enry, 

Aldrich Calderhead, Esch, Hepburn, 
‘Alexander, Cannon, Faris, È 
Allen, Me. Clarke. N. H. Fitzgerald, N.Y. Hoffecker, 
Babcock, Clayton. N. Y. Fletcher. owell, 
Bailey, Kans. Cochrane, N. Y. ‘oss. Hull. 
Baker, Connell, Fowler, Jack, 
Barham, Corliss, reer, Jenkins 
Barney, sins, Gamble, Jones, W. 
Bartholdt, Crump. Gardner. Mich. Joy, 
Bingham, Crumpacker, Gardner. N. J. Kahn, 
Bishop, Gill, Kerr, 
Boutell, Il. Dahle, Wis. Gillet, N. Y. Ke 
Bowersoc Dalzell. Gillett, Mass. Knox, 

ick, Davenport, S. A. Graff, A 
Bromwell, Davidson, Graham, Lan 
Brosius, Dayton, Grout, Lane. 
Brown, Denny, Grow. Lawrence, 

II. ick, Hamilton, Levy, 
Burke, S. Dak. Dolliver, Hau Linney, 
Burkett, Dovener, Hawley, Littauer, 
Burleigh, ggs, Heatwole, Littlefield, 


A M n. Ruppe Thayer, 
er, Mudd, Russell, ropp, 
Lond r, Needham. Scudder, Tomp! 
Loverin O'Grady, Shattu 'mgue. 
Lybran Otjen, Shelden, Underhill, 
cAleer, Overstreet, Sherman, reeland. 
McCleary, Packer, Pa. Showalter, Wadsworth, 
McPherson, Parker, N. J Smith, H. C. anger, 
Mahon, Payne, Smith. S. W. Warner, 
Mann, Pearce, Mo. Smith, Wm. Alden Waters, 
Marsh, earre, Spalding, Watson, 
cpa Puillips, Sperry. wearer 
esic ‘owers, prague, eekx, 
Metcalf, Prince. Stevens, Minn. te, 
Miller, Pugh, Stewart, N. J. Wilson, N. T. 
inor, Ray. Stewart, N. Y. ize, 
Mondell, Reeder, Stewart, Wis. Young. 
Moody. Mass. Reeves, Sulloway, 
Moody, Oreg. Rodenberg, Tawuey, 
NAYS—120, 
Adamson, Davenport, S. W. Lewis, Ryan, N.Y. 
Allen, Ky. De Armond, Little, Ryan, Pa. 
Allen, Miss. ` DeGraffenreid, Livingston, Salmon, 
Atwater, De Vries, Liloy: Shafroth 
Bailey, Tex. Dinsmore, McUlellan, Sheppard, 
Ball, Dougherty, McCulloch, pms 
Bankhead, E. liott. McDowell, Slayden. 
Barber, Finley, McRae, Smith, Ky. 
Bartlett, Fitzgerald, Mass, Maddox, Snodgrass, 
Bell, Fleming, May, Sparkman, 
Bellamy. Foster. Meekison, Stark, 
Benton, Gaston, Meyer, La. Stephens, Tex. 
rry, Gilbert, - Moon, Stokes, 
Brenner, Glynn, Muller, Sulzer, 
Brewer. Green, Pa. Naphen, Sutherland, 
Brundidge, Griggs, Neville, Swanson, 
Burleson, Hay, oonan, Talbert, 
purna Henry, Miss. N S. C Taylor, Ala. 
Caldwel Henrv. Tex. Otey, TTY, 
Campbell, Howard, Pierce, Tenn. Thomas, N. C. 
Catchings, Jett, olk, Turner, 
Chanler, Johnston, rl Underwood, 
Clark, Mo. Kitchin, nsde! Vandiver, 
Cla: Ala Kieberg, Rhea, Ky. Wheeler, Ky. 
Mo. Kluttz, Rhea, Va. Williams, J. R. 
mey, mb, Richardson, Williams, Miss, 
Cowherd, Lanham, Rixey, Wilson, Idaho 
X, Latimer, bb, Wilson, S. C. 
Crawford Lentz, Robinson, Nebr. Zenor, 
Daly, N. J. . er, Ziegler. 
ANSWERED “PRESENT ”—10. 
Boreing, Olmsted, Small, Wright. 
Griffith, R Steele. 
Hemenway, Sibley, Van Voorhis, 
NOT VOTING—5t 
Bontelle, Me. Cusack, Hall, Robinson, Ind. 
Bradley, Cushman, itt, Shackleford, 
Brantley, Davey, Hopkins, Smith, III. 
Bonna e a Spent 
merson. it. 
Brownlow, Fitzpatrick, McCall, Stallings, 
Burke, Fordn 7 McLain, Tate, 
Capron Fox, rs, Ind. Tayler, Ohio 
Carmack Thomas, lowa 
Cooper, Tex. Gayle, Newlands, Wachter, 
Cooper, Gi Norton, Ohio Weymouth. 
Cromer, Gordon, Ridgely, W. W. E. 
Crowley, Greene. Mass. Riordan, 
Cumm Grosvenor. Robertson, La. 


So the report of the committee of conference was adopted. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I wish to inquire whether the gentleman from 
Illinois, Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAus, voted on this question? 

The SPEAKER. He has not voted. ` 

Mr. OLMSTED. Then I desire to withdraw my vote, which 
was cast in the affirmative, and to be recorded as present,” as I 
am paired with him. 

Mr.BARTLETT. Idesire to say that my colleague, Mr. BRANT- 
LEY, is confined to his room by sickness. If he were present, he 
would vote “no.” 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I wish to inquire whether my colleague 
from Indiana. Mr. MIERS. voted? 

The SPEAKER. He did not. 

Mr. HEMENWAY. Ihave a pair with him, and therefore de- 
sire to withdraw my vote. If he were present, I should vote in 
the affirmative. 

Mr. McCALL. Iam paired with the gentleman from Tennes- 
see, Mr. Gaines. If he were present, I should vote “aye.” 

Mr. VAN VOORHIS. My colleague, Mr. Grosvenor. is con- 
fined to his room by sickness. If he were present, he would vote 
“aye.” I wish to say also that I have a general pair with my col- 
league, Mr. GORDON, who expected to be here to-day; and I ask 
that my vote be withdrawn. I voted in the affirmative. 

Mr. GRIFFITH. Mr. Speaker, I am opposed to this bill, and on 
the roll cal! voted * no; “ but {am now reminded that Iam paired 
with my colleague, Mr. CROMER. I desire, therefore, to withdraw 
my vote and be recorded present.” 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi. My colleague, Mr. MCLAIN, is de- 
tained at his residence by reason of the very serious illness of his 
wife. Were he present, he would vote no.“ Another of my col- 
leagues, Mr. Spicur, is absent on account of sickness. Were he 
present, he would vote no.“ 
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Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Kansas, Mr. 
RIDGELY, is confined to his bed by sickness. He has 
me to announce that fact and to say that if present he wo 
“no.” 

Mr. TERRY. Mr. Speaker, am I recorded? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is recorded in the negative. 
ar TERRY. Youwillrememberthissomeotherday. [Laugh- 

r. 

The following pairs were announced: 

For this session of Congress: 

Mr. Wricut with Mr. HALL. 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. GROSVENOR with Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana, 

Mr. GREENE of Massachusetts with Mr. DAVEY. 

Mr. ForpNrey with Mr. SMALL. 

Mr. WEYMOUTH with Mr. BROUSSARD, 

Mr. VAN Vooruis with Mr. GORDON. 

Mr. BOREING with Mr. FITZPATRICK. 

Mr. CROMER with Mr. GRIFFITH. 

Mr. MCCALL with Mr. GAINES, 

Mr. Giso with Mr. TATE. 

Mr. TAYLER of Ohio with Mr. Fox. 

Mr. BROwNLOW with Mr. CARMACK. * 

Mr. SOUTHARD with Mr. Norton of Ohio. 

Mr. Hemenway with Mr. Miers of Indiana, 

Mr. STEELE with Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana, 

Until March 14: 

Mr. OLMSTED with Mr. WILLIAM E. WILLIAMS, 

Untii Tuesday next: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. Roberts with Mr. BURKE of Texas, 


For this day: . 

Mr. Morris with Mr. Cooper of Texas 

Mr. CUSHMAN with Mr. MCLAIN, 

Mr. EMERSON with Mr. RIORDAN. 

Mr, WACHTER with Mr. BRANTLEY. 

Mr. THomas of Iowa with Mr. SHACKLEFORD, 

Mr. Hopkins with Mr. CROWLEY, 

Mr. Capron with Mr. BREAZEALE. 

Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine with Mr. NEWLANDS. 

Mr. Suita of Illinois with Mr. GAYLE. 

Mr. Hirr with Mr. Cusack. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. My colleagues, Mr. GAINES and Mr. 
CARMACK, are both detained from the House on important busi- 
ness. If present, they would have voted “no.” 

Mr. STEELE. I was not aware until this minute that the gen- 
tleman from Louisiana, Mr. ROBERTSON, was not cared for in the 
matter of his pair. I agreed to take care of him during his ab- 
sence, and therefore wish to withdraw my vote, and to be an- 
nounced as paired with the gentleman from Louisiana, Mr. 
ROBERTSON, 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this will be done. 

Mr. STEELE. And Ichange my vote from “aye” to“ present.” 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The announcement of the result was received with applause on 
the Republican side. 

On motion of Mr. OVERSTREET, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Manx, for ten days, on account of important business. 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 

Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill of 
lowing title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. K. 1. An act to determine and fix the standard of value, to 


maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, to refund the public debt, and for other purposes. 


COMMITTEE RESIGNATIONS AND APPOINTMENTS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 
cation: 


d vote 


rted 
e fol- 


HOUSE or REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, March 8, 1900. 


TERSA I hereby tender my resignation as a member of the Judiciary Com- 
Respectfully, 


Hon. DAVID B. HENDERSON, 
Speaker of House of Representatives. 
The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of agreeing to this 
request will say ‘‘aye;” those opposed, no.“ 
e resignation was accepted. 


O. W. UNDERWOOD. 


The SPEAKER also laid before the House the following com- 


uested | munication: 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, 
Washington, D. C., March 13, 1900. 
3 I hereby resign from the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


tfully, 
acs HENRY D. CLAYTON. 

The question being taken on accepting the resignation, it was 
accepted. 

he SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

To the Committee on Insular Affairs, Mr. WILLIS BREWER of 
Alabama. 

To the Committee on the Judiciary, Mr. HENRY D. CLAYTON of 
Alabama. 

To the Committee on Militia, Mr. R. K. POLK of Pennsylvania. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE, 


The SPEAKER. In the absence of objection, the reference of 
the bill S. 207, which has been before the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, will be changed to the Committee on Pensions, 

There was no objection. 

EULOGIES ON THE LATE SENATOR-ELECT HAYWARD. 

Mr. BURKETT. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
next Saturday, after 1 o'clock, be set apart for eulogies upon the 
late Senator-elect HAYWARD, of Nebraska. 

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Nebraska asks unani- 
mous consent of the House that next Saturday, after the hour of 
1 o’clock, be set apart for eulogies on the life, death, and charac- 
ter of the late Senator-elect HAYWARD, Is there objection? 

There was no objection, 

PRINTING OF REPORT ON CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to ask for the present consideration of Senate 
concurrent resolution No. 25. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Minnesota, chairman of 
the Committee on Printing, offers the following privileged report 
for immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That thero 
be printed 12,500 extra cay woes of the re of the Director of the Geological 
Survey submitted to the retary of the Interior, relating to the Cape Nome 
district, in with maps accompanying the same, 2,500 copies for the use 
of the Senate, 5,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
5,090 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey. 


Mr. CANNON. Mr. Speaker, Lask the gentleman from Minne- 
sota to yield to allow me to offer a substitute for that resolution. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Minnesota yield for 
the purpose of allowing the gentleman from Illinois to offer an 
amendment? 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I do. 

The SPEAKER, . The gentleman from Illinois offers the fol- 


lowing amendment, 
What is the amendment offered by the 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
gentleman? - 

Mr. CANNON. It is in the shape of a substitute, 

The SPEAKER. It is about to be reported. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Is it an amendment to this proposition? 

Mr. CANNON. Yes. : 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, while I am not opposing 
this proposition, I want to make the point of order that it is not 
a privileged matter. 

r. STEELE. Unanimous consent is asked. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I do not object to granting unanimous 
consent, but I do object to its being considered privileged. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I suggest that I asked unanimous consent. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I simply want to prevent the making of 
a precedent that this is privileged. 

he SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee is correct. 
The gentleman from Minnesota asks unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the concurrent Senate resolution. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois offers an amend- 
ment, which will now be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend the resolution so that it will read as follows: 

* Resolved by the Senate (the House of R. tatives concurring), That 
there be printed 25,00 extra ig re the report of the Director of the Geolog- 
ical Survey submitted to the tary of the Interior relating to the Cape 
Nome district. in a, with maps accompanying he same, 5.090 copies for 
the use of the Senate, 10,000 ies for the use of the House of Representatives, 
and 10,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey.“ 

Mr. CANNON. It simply doubles the number. 

Mr. HEATWOLE. I will accept that amendment. 

The amendment was to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was Jaid on the table. 
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REPRINT OF A BILL. 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Speaker, I ask unan- 
imous consent for a reprint of the bill H. R. 8782, a bill amending 
the acts creating the ollice and defining the duties of the superin- 
tendent of the harbor of New York. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks for 
a reprint of the bill H. R. 8782. Is there a report with it? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I believe not. 

Mr. STEELE. What is the biil? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The bill gives certain 
powers to the superintendent of New York Harbor, and inasmuch 
as it involves interests in other parts of the country, and as it 
affects the method of towing in New York Harbor, all parts of the 
Atlantic coast are interested. I have had a great many requests 
from Boston for copies of the bill. The Boston merchants tow 
barges and vessels around from Boston to New York. and there is 
a question about the length of the tows and as to whether the 
regulations regarding the same shall be intrusted to the superin- 
tendent of New York Harbor. Speaking for myself and the in- 
terests of Boston, I will oppose this bill. A hearing is to be had 
before the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries on 
this matter Thursday morning. Iam a member of that commit- 
tee. and we wish to have copies of the bill before us, Thisisa 
most important matter, and additional copies of the bill should be 
printed at once. 

Mr. STEELE. I am very glad to favor anything that will give 
Boston any information which she seems to desire. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair did not understand the remark of 
the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. STEELE. I think this is a wise provision, and I do not | ti 


* 
he SPEAKER. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 


Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
een t consideration of the resolution which I send to the Clerk’s 
es 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a resolution which the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That during the remainder of this Congress, after the approval 
of the Journal, the first Friday of each month shall be set apart for the con- 
sideration of private bills from the Committee on War Claims, and the third 


Friday shall be set apart for consideration of private bills from the Com- 
mittee on Claims. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the resolution? 
i Mr. GRAFF. I desire to say in explanation of the resolu- 
ion 


Mr. PAYNE. Does that resolution change the rule so that 
appropriation bills can not be considered on those days? 
e SPEAKER. This would not cut off the right of way that 
appropriation bills have under the rule. 
r. LACEY. I should like to call attention to one defect in 
that resolution which perhaps can be remedied. 
Mr. PAYNE. Iseo the language of the resolution sets these 


bay ag rye 
. MAHON. Well, weare entitled to those two days anyway. 

Mr. PAYNE. I do not propose to have aniron-clad rule which 
will prevent the consideration of appropriation bills. I notice 
that the language of the resolution is that those days be set 
apart.” It is the same language that is used in the making of 
special orders. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is clear, however, that that would 
not interfere with the right of way so far as appropriation bills 
are concerned, ; 

Mr. LACEY. The second and fourth Fridays are now set apart 
for pension bills, The other two Fridays are to be set apart for 
these two committees. I should like to ask what becomes of the 
other private bills? The Fridays will be all gone, and there are 
3 many other private bills that come from other commit- 


Mr. SHERMAN. There is another Friday in the month, once 
in a While. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. LACEY. If there is to be provision for the consideration 
of other private bills, I shall not object. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to see an amendment of the kind 
which I suggest. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. LACEY. Provided that this shall not interfere with the 
bringing up of other private bills on any Friday. 

Mr. MAHON Bring them up on any Friday. 
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Mr. LACEY. Provided that this order shall not prevent the 


bringing up of other private bills upon the Private Calendar on 
the first and third Fridays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa offers the follow- 
ing amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

ir. LACEY. I will state that there are some bills from the 

Committee on Public Lands, and some private bills from other 
committees—the Military and Naval Committees, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Provided; That this order shall not prevent the consideration of other bills 
on the Private Calendar on said days when reached. 


Mr. GRAFF. Ihave no objection to that. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair would suggest to the gentleman 
from Iowa that there might be private pension bills that it would 
interfere with on that day. 

Mr. LACEY. Not tointerfere with private pension bills or bills 
to remove the charge of desertion. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, I would like to make an 
inquiry. I could not hear all that was said. I would like to 
inquire what becomes of the fifth Friday of the month. We have 
disposed of the first and third, and the second and fourth. Now, 
in a month that has five Fridays, what are we going to do with 
that Friday? 

Mr. PAYNE. We would leave that as it is now—divided be- 
tween two or three committees. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I think we are drawing this resolution 
rather hastily, and I suggest, after what has been said, that it lie 
over until to-morrow morning, and gentlemen can draw the reso- 
lution as they think necessary. I merely make this as a sugges- 


on. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks that this 
resolution lie over until morning. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

1 ICHARDSON. They ought to keep that Friday for 
claims. 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was F to; and accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 12 

minutes p. m.) the House adjourned. i 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

eo were taken from the Speaker's table and referred as 
‘ollows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Secretary of War submitting an 
estimate of 1 son for improving military reservation at 
Fort St. Philip, La.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of War, transmitting papas 
relating to the account of the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific 
Railway Company for transporting supplies to Indian prisoners— 
to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
me Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1212) to authorize the 
Secretary of War to cause to be investigated and to provide for 
the payment of all claims presented on behalf of churches, schools, 
libraries, hospitals, and establishments conducted for the benefit 
of churches, or for charitable purposes, arising from the occupa- 
tion and use of the buildings, grounds, and other property of vari- 
ous kinds occupied, used, taken away, injured, consumed, or de- 
stroyed by the United States or its Army during the civil war, or 
for its benefit in any way, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 597); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House.on the state 
of the Union. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD, from the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the biH of the Senate 
(S. 2270) declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable stream, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
A 8 7 50 which said bill and report were referred to the House 

en 5 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the joint resolution of the House (H. J. Res. 163) to 
provide for the erection of barracks and quarters for artillery in 
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connection with the project adopted for seacoast defense, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 605); 
which said joint reso.ution and report were referred to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. BROWNLOW, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3363) to establish 
a national military park at the battlefield of Stones River, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 606); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union. : 

Mr. HAWLEY, from the Committee on Interstate and Fore 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
7669) authorizing and Smad Mees Secretary of the Treasury to 
move the life-saving station at Sabine Pass, Tex., from its present 
location, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 610); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. McPHERSON, from the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads, to which was referred the resolution of the House 
(H. Res. 35) giving power to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- to send for persons and papers and examine wit- 
nesses in relation to Federal appointees John C. Graham and 
Orson Smith, postmasters, respectively, at Provo City, Utah, and 
Logan, Utah, submitted a report (No, 611); which said report 
was referred to the House Calendar, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr, MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9420) for the relief of 
the estate of Maj. Gen. Henry W. Lawton, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 589); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1934) for the relief of the Globe Works, of 
Boston, Mass., reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a sepori (No. 590); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SOUTHARD. from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 302) to pay the General Marine 
Insurance Company of Dresden the sum of $1,434.12 for cer- 
tain coupons detached from United State bonds, which said cou- 

ms were lost on the Cunard steamship Oregon, sunk at sea 
March 14, 1886, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

an ed by a report (No. 391); which said bill and report were re- 
rred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. OTEY, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 568) for the relief of W. T. 
Fitzpatrick, Bedford City, Va., reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 592); which said bill and 

t were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. ROBB, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 4453) for the relief of Miss Eliza 
A. White, re the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 593); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3274) for the relief of Julius E. Mugge, 
of San Antonio, Tex, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
peaa bya repart (No. e said bill and report were re- 

‘erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, OTE. from the Committee on Claims, to which was referred 
the bill of the House (H. R. 6204) for the relief of Olivia M. Clif- 
ford, reported the same without amendment. accompanied by a 
report (No. 595); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred House bill 8887, reported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 
9506) to amend the act entitled An act to provide for the settle- 
ment of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army for 
losses of private property destroyed in the military service of the 
United States,” approved March 3, 1835, accompanied by a report 
>. es which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr, BAILEY of Kansas, from the Committee on Claims, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 76) for the relief of the 
University of Kansas, 8 the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 600); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr, SPALDING, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 426) for the relief of Ezra 
S. Havens, 17 ode the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 601); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HENRY of Mississippi, from the Committee on War Claims, 
to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 20.0, reported 
in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 177) for the relief of Mrs. 
C. N. Graves, accompanied by a report (No. 602); which said reso- 
lution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee. to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 422) for the relief of George A. Orr, reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 603); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MONDELL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 195) for the relief of 
Louis Miller, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No, 607); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1938) to place Henry Bied- 
erbick, Julius R. Frederick, Francis Long, and Maurice Connell 
on the retired list of enlisted men of the Army, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 608); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Mili Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6344) to remove the 
charges of desertion from the records of the War De nt 
against Frederick Mehring, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 609); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MARSH, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 427) for the relief of A. F. 
Fleet, superintendent of the Missouri Military Academy, Mexico, 
Mo., reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 612); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered to 
the Clerk, and laid on the table, as foliows: 

Mr. BRENNER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8611) for the relief of Joseph 
S. Gillon, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
py o 596); which said bill and report were ordered to lie on the 

e, 
Mr. SPALDING, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6067) to pay certain em- 
ployees of the United States Government, during the civil war, 
wages nfs sg, aban ase from them, re the same adversely, 
accompanied by a report (No. 604); which said bill and report 
were ordered to lie on the table. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 7570) for the relief of John Holbrooks, of Con- 
nellsville, bid County, Ky.—Committee on Invalid Pensions 
discharged, and refe: to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

A bill (H. R. 9086) granting a pension to Margaret Bapst— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII. bills, resolutions, and memorials 

ere following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. GIBSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A bill 
(H. R. 9506) to amend the act entitled An act to provide for the 
settlement of the claims of officers and enlisted men of the Army 
for loss of private property destroyed in the military service of 
uie United States,” approved March 3, 1885—to the Private Cal- 
endar, 

ae Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 9507) to amend section 4711 
of the Revised Statutes by adding a proviso—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A bill (H. R. 9508) to increase the 

ade and pay of officers of the Navy on the retired list prior to 

arch 3, 1 to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Also, à bill Ti R. 9509) to control corporations and associa- 
tions organized or conducting business for the purpose of con- 
trolling or monopolizing manufacturing and trade and increasing 
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the cost to the consumer of articles of general use—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. MARSH: A bill (H. R. 9510) to amend section 1 of the 
act of Congress approved February 12, 1887, entitled “An act to 
amend section 1661 of the Revised Statutes, making an annual 
appropriation to provide arms and equipments for the militia”—to 
the Committee on Militia. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9511) to amend the act ap- 

oved March 2, 1867, and sections 4756 and 4757 of the Revised 

tatutes of the United States, so as to confer the benefits thereof 
upon clerks to pay officers of the Navy—to the Committee on 
aval Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 9547) providing for the retirement 
of wagon masters—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 9548) to amend sections 8 and 
15 of chapter 90 of the laws of the Forty-fourth Congress, first 
session, approved May 3, 1876, entitled ‘‘An act revising and 
amending the various acts establishing and relating to the Reform 
School in the District of Columbia”—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also. a bill (H. R. 9549) ST act approved July 9, 1888, 
entitled An act toincorporate the Reform School for Girls of the 
3 of Columbia“ to the Committee on the District of Co- 

umbia. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: A bill (H. R. 9558) for the establishment 
of a national park and cemetery at Fort Ridgely, in the State of 
Minnesota—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DRIGGS: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 27) rela- 
tive to the printing of the debates on tle adoption of the Federal 
Constitution. by J. Elliott—to the Committee on Printing. 

By Mr. SULZER: A resolution (H. Res. 178) directing the Sec- 
retary of State to send to the House of Representatives letters on 
file in the Department of State from citizens of the United States 
resident in the South African Republic—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 


— 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
15 following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

ollows: 

By Mr. ATWATER (by request): A bill (H. R. 9512) for the 
relief of W. Dalias Haywood, of Raleigh, N. C.—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. } 

By Mr, ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 9513) to correct the military 
record of Mi ler Dunaway—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9514) granting a pension to Charles Forrest 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9515) granting an increase of pension to John 
O’Rourke—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BELLAMY: A bill (H. R. 9516) for the relief of Eli 
pe of Richmond County, N. C.—to the Committee on War 

aims. 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9517) pranting a ee to 
John W. O Kelley, of Company C, Sixteenth Kentucky Volunteer 
Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCE: A bill (H. R. 9518) granting an increase 
5 pension to Allen A. Cameron to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9519) for the relief of Levi Maxted, of Law- 
rence, Kans.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. CARMACK: A bill (H. R. 9520) for the relief of Julia 
Rebecca Holt, of Florence, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHANLER: A bill (H. R. 9521) granting an increase of 
pension to Mrs. Martha del’ Banco Cunningham—to the Commit- 
tee of Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9522) granting a pension to Michael McAn- 
drew—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DALY of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 9523) to increase 
7 pension of Lizzie B. Green to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FREER: A bill (H. R. 9524) for the relief of John For- 
bush. late of Company B, Ninth West Virginia Infantry—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

ge Mr. GILBERT: A bill (H. R. 9525) for the relief of John 
H. McBrayer—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 9526) grant- 
ing a pension to Mrs, N. Marietta Chapman—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GROC T: A bill (H. R. 9527) grantin 


a pension to 
Samuel F. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid 


ensions. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: A bill (H. R. 9528) granting an increase 
of pension to David Beyer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
y Mr. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 9529) for the relief of J. B. Chan- 
Ver and D. B. Cox, of Virginia—to the Committee on War Claims. 
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By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 9530) granting a pension to 
Christian R. Pisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: A bill (H. R. 9531) granting an increase of 
pension to Hiram S. Kingsley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 9532) to increase the pension 
of John Williams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 9538) for the relief of Rowan 
White, of Garrett County, Md.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 9534) for the relief of Miss Attie 
Lewis—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. RHEA of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9535) granting a pen- 
sion to John A. London—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9586) to pension Sarah Carter, now Sarah 
Hastings—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9537) for the relief of T. R. Mason—to the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 9538) granting an increase 
s pension to Bethany Simmons—to the Committee on Invalid 

‘ensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9539) granting an increase of pension to Ella 
V. Coston—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 9540) granting 
= increase of pension to Emery Stone—to the Committee on 

ensions. 

By Mr. SWANSON: A bill (H. R. 9541) for the relief of Wil- 
liam A. Brown and Frederick R. Brown and John R. Brown, sur- 
viving partner of himself and Frederick R. Brown—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9542) to amend an 
act granting to the Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect 
and construct canal and power station at Muscle Shoals, Ala- 
bama—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. UNDERHILL: A bill (H. H. 9543) for the relief of 
George Frey—to the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. WHITE: A bill (H. R. 2 or the relief of Jesse 
Flythe, of Northampton County, N. C.—to the Committee on 
War Claims, 

By Mr. ZIEGLER: A bill (H. R. 9545) for the relief of Daniel 
Thrush, of Shippensburg, Pa.—to the Committee on War Claims, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9546) authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Interior to place the children of Zenas Macomber, a 
Revolutionary soldier, on the ion list and to grant them a 
pension—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BELL: A bill (H. R. 9550) granting a pension to Ellen 
C. Haines, widow of Charles Haines, late lientenant, Company F, 
Third Colorado Cavalry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 9551) for the re- 
lief of James C. Drake—to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. MANN (by request): A bill (H. R. 9552) to authorize 
the ident to appoint and retire John B. Jeffery with the rank 
and grade of major—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. TOMPKINS: A bill (H. R. 9553) for the relief of Isaac 
D. Knickerbocker—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 9554) for the relief of Charles 
Candy—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a biil (H. R. 9555) granting an increase of pension to 
Nicholas Briggeman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 9556) granting a 
pension to Mrs. Mary A. Smith, widow of the late Mahlon P. 
Smith, late of Company I, Third Wisconsin Infantry, and Com- 
pany C, Third United States Artillery—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LLOYD: A bill (H. R. 9557) granting a pension to 
Beary Hanes, of Millard, Mo.—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

ms, 


PETITIONS, ETO. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of N. Lanning, of Independence, 
Iowa, against the passage of House bill No, 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. $ 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Erie County Pharmaceu- 
tica! Association. Pennsylvania, for the repeal of the btamp tax 
on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

Also, resolution of William F. Temple Post, No.'120, of Wash- 
ington. Pa.. Grand Army of the Republic. in support of House bill 
No. 7094, entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers“ Home at 
or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.“ to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of Engene Row, of Lenora, Ga., 
in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to 


* 
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second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BAKER: Petition of David Powell and other citizens of 
Baltimore. Md., against the passage of House bill No. 6071—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, resolutions of Burns Post. No. 13, of Northeast; L. A. C. 
Gerry Post, No. 72, of Port Deposit, and Wingate Post. No. 9, 
Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Maryland, in favor 
of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 
tary Affairs. 

By Mr. BELL: Petitions of the Presbyterian, Christian, Baptist, 
and Methodist Episcopal churches of Grand Junction, Colo., and 
citizens of Lupton, Colo., urging the enactment of a clause in the 
Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manufacture and sale of 
intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gambling and the opium 
trade—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Also, petitions of R. H. Andrews, of Gunnison; J. W. Wallace, 
of Hermosa; W. A. Richards, of Landsman, and A, F. Boyle. of 
Durango, Colo., in relation to the free distribution of blackleg 
vaccine by the Department of Agriculture—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, petitions of J. D. Best & Sons, of Denver, and W. R. 
Knowles. of Roswell, Colo., to amend the present law in relation 
to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois: Petition of the Political Equality 
League of Chicago, III., in favor of woman suffrage in the consti- 
tutions of Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines—to 
the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of C. M. Ott and others, of 
Olathe, and D. A. Mackey and others of Welda. Kans, in favor of 
Senate bill No. 1439, to regulate commerce—to the Commtittee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Jewell Post, No. 3, of Pleasanton, and Oster- 
haus Post, No. 485, of Prescott, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Kansas, in favor of House bill No. 7094, to estab- 
lish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petition of F. W. Miller and others, of 
Clayton, and Mrs, H. Wiefenbach, of Dayton, Ohio, favoring the 

assage of House bill No. 6071. relating to second-class mail mat- 
8 the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Petition of Lilie B. Stauffer and others, of 
Lancaster, Pa., against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter to the Committee on the Post- 

ce and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Christian Endeavor Society of St. Paul's 
Reformed Church, of Manheim, Pa.. in relation to the government 
of our insular possessions—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. BURKETT: Petition of Grand Army of the Republic 
Post No. 165, of Table Rock, Nebr., for the establishment of a 
Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of pensioners in the Iowa Soldiers’ 
Home, for the enactment of a law to direct States to pay over 
money appropriated by the United States Government for Soldiers’ 
Homes to worthy inmates of said Homes who have families to 
support—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of George E. Bailey and 11 citi- 
zens of Lehigh, Iowa, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medi- 
cines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, 

Also, petition of Robert H. Nichol, of Forest City, Iowa, against 
the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of Renner Brothers and others, of Grand Junc- 
tion, and J. P. Sexton and others, of Manning, Iowa, urging the 

assage of the pure-food and dairy bill—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

y Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of Mrs. Win- 
throp Cowdin. chairman of a committee, and others, urging the 
passage of House bill No. 6879, relating to the employment of 
graduate women nurses in the hospital service of the United States 
Army—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of a meeting of citizens of Boston, Mass., for 
the construction of gunboats and cruisers in the Charlestown 
Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of C. A. Smith Lumber Company 
and others, of Minneapolis, Minn., for a modification of the river 
and harbor act of 1899—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. GASTON: Petition of James A. Henderson and others, 
of Greenfield, Pa., to amend the present law in relation to the sale 
of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Corry Post, No. 70; Lieutenant W. J. Gleason 
Post, No. 96, and Proudfit Post, No. 416, Grand Army of the Re- 
public, Department of Pennsylvania, in support of House bill No. 
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7094, entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or 
near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.”—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Resolutions of General Thomas A. Rowley 
Post, No. 495, Grand Army of the Republic, of Natrona, Pa., in 
favor of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

Also, resolutions of the National Association of Retail Grocers, 
Cleveland, Ohio, recommending the passage of House bill No. 
4618, for the creation of a department of agriculture and food 
bureau, and the adoption of section 6 of House bill No. 2561—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

_By Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of W. G. Dawson and other 
citizens of Laurelville, Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on 
medicines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GROUT: Resolutions of the Vermont Maple Sugar 
Makers’ Association, Victor I. Spear, president, praying for the 
passage of a pure-fcod law for the protection of producers and 
consumers of pure maple sugar and sirup—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, testimony in the matter of granting a pension to Samuel 
F. Aldrich—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. k 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the Connecticut 
Magazine Company, against the passage of House bill No. 6071, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JACK: Resolution of Maj. A. J. Bolar Post, No. 533, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Homer City. Pa., favoring the 
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers at 
or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of L. R. Traver and others, of 
Shunpike, N. Y.,in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 

re Mr. KNOX: Petition of Burbank Post, No. 83, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of Woburn, Mass., in favor of House bill No. 
7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson 
City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. LAMB: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of J. B. Chandler—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LATIMER: Petition of W. R. Ilet and others, of Green- 
wood, S. C., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Mr. LONG: Resolutions of Stevenson Post, No. 255, of Sedg- 
wick, Kans., Grand Army of the Republic, in support of House 
bill No. 7094, entitled A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home at or near Johnson yrs Washington County, Tenn.“ to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. H. Nott. of Syracuse, Kans., relating to the 
stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics - to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Protests of H. M. Langland, F. E. Par- 
sons, and other citizens of Marshall, Minn., against the parcels- 
post bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Andrew J. Eckstein and other retail druggists 
of New Ulm, Minn., for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, 
etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany House bill for the relief 
of R. Pisle—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. MERCER: Resolutions of the Commercial Club of Hast- 
ings, Nebr., and Local Union No. 57, International Brotherhood 
of Bookbinders, Omaha, Nebr., favoring the retaining of the public 
lands for the benefit of the whole people and for homestead set- 
tlers, and in favor of reclaiming the arid lands by irrigation 
inaugurated by the General Government—to the Committee on 
the Public Lands. 

Also, petition of W. H. Clemmons, of Fremont, Nebr., against 
the passage of Honse bill No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petitions of Thomas Doan Post. No. 3143. 
Gen. Francis Marion Post, No. 202; Virgil Post, No. 277, and 
Barnhill Post, No. 274, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Kansas, in support of House bill No. 7094, entitied “A b l to 
establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Wash- 
ington County, Tenn.”—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Resolutions of E. P. Wal- 
lace Post. No. 122, Grand Army of the 8 of Amesbury, 
Mass., in favor of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a 
Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVILLE: Resolutions of the Douglas Grove Farm- 
ers’ Club, Custer County, Nebr., and petition of citizens of Pax- 
ton, Nebr., favoring Government distribution of vaccine, etc.— 
to the Committee on Agriculture, 
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By Mr. NORTON of Ohio: Resolutions of the Druggists’ Asso- 
ciation of Dayton, Ohio, favoring amendment of the war-revenue 
bill—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of the publishers of the Toledo Commercial and 
the Evening News, of Toledo, Ohio, urging the passage of House 
bill No. 5765, known as the Russell bill, relating to the revenue 
tax on alcohol in manufactures, ete. - to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

Also, resolution of Coopers’ Union No. 11, of Sandusky, Ohio; 
C. Zimmerman, Michel Brothers, Louis Ritter, and August 
Brumm, of Sandusky, Ohio, protesting against the passage of a 
bill for the abolishment of one-sixteenth and one-eighth packages 
of beer—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Cigar Makers’ Union, No. 79, of Sandusky, 
Ohio, praying for the passage of a bill to protect free labor from 
prison competition—to the Committee on Labor. 

Resolutions of Company B, Company E, and of the Sixth Regi- 
ment Ohio National Guard, favoring the passage of House bill No. 
7936, increasing the appropriations for arming and equipping the 
tere of the States and Territories—to the Committee on 

1 

Also, petitions of L. G. Reed, of New Washington; J. Ever- 
ingham, of Avery; J. G. Speller and J. E. Wickert, of Fremont, 
and F. X. Hoffman, of Millersville, Ohio, favoring the passage of 
the Grout oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

Also, protests of C. O. Probst. secretary Ohio State board of 
health; T. W. Bookmyer, of Sandusky; A. C. Gorsuch, of Wood- 
ville; George R. Curtis and the American Publishing Company, 
of Columbus, Ohio; Mrs, C. B. Fox and other citizens of Fostoria; 
M. Heiser and 10 others, of Crestline, Ohio, in opposition to the 

of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of W. E Parker and 4 other clerks in the 1 8 5 
office at Marion, Ohio, in favor of the passage of House bill No. 
4351, for the reclassification of salaries of clerks in post-offices—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Resolution of the board 
of health of the city of Charleston, S. C., favoring the passage of 
Senate bill No. 1440 and House bill No. 6618, for the creation of a 
national health department—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. i 

By Mr. OTEY: Petition of C. D. Kenney and others, of Roanoke, 
Va., against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
3 mail matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

8. 

Chee PAYNE: Petition of Charles Knapp and other citizens, 
of t Homer, N. V., favoring the bill relating to dairy and food 
products and their transportation—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 

Also, protests of Mrs. John Huey and others, of Barnes and vicin- 
ity; George Finn and others, of Cortland, and A, E. Wilson and 
others, of Canandaigua, against the passage of House bill No. 6071, 


relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 


Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Papers to accompany House bill, from citi- 
zens of Oakland and vicinity, in favor of the Rowan White claim 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. POLK: Petition of Howard Lyons and others, of Pine 
Summit, Pa.,in favor of the bill to tax oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. POWERS: Petition of Elmer Peck and other citizens of 
Clarendon Springs, Vt., favoring the bill relating to dairy and 
food products—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Castleton Post, No. 108, Grand Army of 
the Republic, of Castleton, Vt., in favor of House bill No. 7094, 
to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of D. O. Evans and other 
citizens of Ithaca: Mrs, W. S. Davis and others, of Binghamton, 
Davenport. and Owego, N. V., against the passage of House bill 
No. 6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. RUPPERT: Resolutions of the New York Produce 
Exchange, in opposition to the Puerto Rico tariff bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of M. E. Babcock and others, of 
Chestnut Hill, Conn., against the passage of House bill No. 6071, 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 

' Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. 8. Noyes and others, of Stonington, Conn., 
to amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. x 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 
Cincinnati, Ohio, relative to House bill No. 7007, providing for a 
re AE of the consular service -to the Committee on For- 
81 airs. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Memorial of James Harvey Post, No. 
514, Grand Army of the Republic, of Butler County, Pa., favoring 
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the passage of a bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home in or 
near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Protest of C. W. Rose and 
others, or Fowlerville, Mich., in opposition to the passage of House 
bill No. 6071, relating to second-cluss mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Ottice and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPRAGUE: Petition of Thomas G. Stevenson Post, 
No. 26, of Roxbury, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, favor- 
ing the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled 
soldiers at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Protests of M. E. Murray and 
E. L. De Lestry, of St. Paul, Minn., against the passage of House 
bill No, 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

Also, petition of the Crocus Hill Mothers’ Club, of St. Paul, 
Minn., and many women of Minneapolis, Minn., in favor of the 
national park for northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
protesting against the passage of the so-called Cullom bill, to 
make certain changes in the interstate-commerce law—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, resolution of the Chamber of Commerce of St. Paul, Minn., 
agains a tariff on Puerto Rico—to the Committee on Ways and 

eans. 

Also, petitions of city councils of Stillwater, Minn.; C. Gotgain 
and others, of St. Paul; Theo. Hamm Brewing Company and 
others, and lumber dealers in Minneapolis, Minn., for a modifi- 
cation of the river and harbor act of 1899—to the Committee on 
Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, protests of citizens of St. Croix Falls and Taylors Falls, 
Minn., against the modification of the river and harbor act—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, 

Also, petition of Emory Stone, United States Soldiers’ Home, 
Washington, D. C., for an increase of pension—to the Committeo 
on Pensions, 

Also, petition of W. B. Dean, of St. Paul, Minn., praying for a 
modification of the law making it a punishable offense to float or 
run logs on streams navigable by steamboats—to the Committee 
on Riversand Harbors. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolution of the Commercial Club 
of Hastings, Nebr., in opposition to the leasing of grazing lands 
8 Lay ninety-ninth meridian—to the Committee on the Pub- 

ic Lands. 

Also, protests of J. N. Purvis, of McCook, Nebr.; S. R. Smith, 
of Indianola; G. A. Hobson, of Fairfield, and J. H. Rickel, of 
Juniata, Nebr., against the passage of House bill No. 6071—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Petition of M. C. Gid- 
dens and others, of Faisons, N. C., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roacs. 

By Mr. TONGUE: Petition of J. H. Grieder and others, of the 
State of Oregon, against the leasing of public lands—to the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. WEAVER: Petition of Orin L. Pettigrew and others 
clerks of Springfield, Ohio, post-office, asking for the passage of 
House bill No. 4351, for the classification of clerksin first and 
second class post-offices—to the Committee on the Post- Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of James Ward and other citizens of Pickaway 
County, Ohio, favoring the passage of the Grout oleomargarine 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEEKS (by request): Petition of the First Congrega- 
tional Church, Methodist Episcopal Church, Epworth League, and 
Woman's Christian Temperance Union, of Memphis, Mich., urg- 
ing aclause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding the manu- 
facture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition of gam- 
bling and the opium trade—to the Committee on the Territories, 

Also, petition of David M. Howard and others, of Marlette, 
Mich., in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WEYMOUTH: Petition of Charles C. Colby and 16 citi- 
zens of Hubbardston, Mass., in favor of the Grout bill taxing 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. WHITE: Petition of M. E. Perkins and others, of Roa- 
noke Rapids, N. C., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 
6071. relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of C. C. Roach and 57 citizens of North Carolina, 
in relation to the amount due depositors from the failure of the 
8 Savings Bank and Trust Company- tothe Committee 
on aims, 

By Mr. WILSON of New York: Resolutions of the New York 
Produce Exchange, against the Puerto Rico tariff till—to the 
Committee on Insular Affairs. : 
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SENATE. 
WEDNESDAY, March 14, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 8 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. Stewart, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. e Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. 

PRINTING AND BINDING FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
in the appropriation for prtating and Undian Wer Dvpsrenent 
in the appropriation for un ing, War ent, 
for the fecal year 1900, amoun to $10,000; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was refe: to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 

OFFICE OF AUDITOR FOR WAR DEPARTMENT. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the Secretary of the Treasury. transmitting a 
letter from the Auditor for the War Department relative to the 
reduction he has been compelled to make in the clerical force of 
his office under the appropriation made by the act of February 24, 
1899, for the p of restoring and the worn-out and 
defaced eee 7 Tonci in a Bj tr to the fact that the 
appropriation is e ; which, e accompan paper, 
was referred to the Cominittee on Appropriations, fo pon Bad i 
be printed. 

CHARLES O. SPENCER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- |, 


munication from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting the 8 filed by the court in the cause of Charles O. 
Spencer vs, The United States; which, with the pasion Sd 
papers N referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to 
nted. 
sf MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A m from the House of ee. ames gt by Mr. W. J. 
BROWNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain 
the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the United 
States, to refund the public debt, and for other p 

The message also announced that the House with 
amendments the concurrent resolution of the Senate to print 
12,500 copies of the report of the Director of the Geological Survey, 
relating to the Cape Nome district, in Alaska; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate. 

The further announced that the House had passed the 
following ; in which it requested the concurrence of the 


to: 

A bill (H. R. 65) to authorize the holding of a regular term of 
the district court of the United States for the western district of 
Virginia in the city of Charlottesville, Va.; 

A bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the heirs and assignees of 
Philip McLoskey and John Hagan; 

A bill (H. R. seat tpn establish light and cy es al stations to 
an k 3 southern entrance of the new ter at Buf- 

o, N. T.; 

A bill (H. R. 9284) to attach the county of Foard, in the State 
of Texas, to the Fort Worth division of the western district of 
Texus, and providing that all process issued against defendants 
1 in said county shall be returned to Fort Worth; and 

A (H. oS eee. eee Aa lacer- 
mining laws to lands reserved from sale in sections 1 and 10 of an 
act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled An act extending 
the homestead laws and providing for right of way for railroads 
in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes.” 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 1) to define and fix the standard of 
value, to maintain the parity of all forms of money issued or 
coined by the United States. to refund the pa debt, and for 

er purposes; and it was thereupon signed by the President pro 


oth 
tempore, 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. SEWELL presented a petition of the congregation of the 
Pres an Church of Daretown, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in 
canteens and in all Government buildings; which was referred 
to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, 

Mr. SCOTT —_ a memorial of the Kanawha Valley Dem- 
ocrat, of Charleston, W. Va., remonstrating against the passage 


of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 


which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. HOAR. Ipresent the memorial of William Klein, president, 
and Thomas O'Dea, secretary, on behalf of the Bricklayers and 


Masons’ International Union of America, ting 60,000 
members, remonstrating against the insertion of the word male“ 
in the suffrage clause of any form of government recommended 
to Hawaii, Cuba, Puerto Rico, or any other newly acquired pos- 
sessions. $ 

I do not know to which of the various committees the memorial 
should be referred. Let it go to the committee of the largest ac- 
quisition. [ leave that to the discretion of the Chair. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The memorial will be referred 
to the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a memorial of the Saunders County 
Journal, of Ashland, Nebr., 1 the p of 
the so-called Loud bill. relating to second-c mail matter; which 
was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 1563, Knights 
of Labor, of New York City, remonstrating against the imposition 
of a tariff or the products of Puerto Rico; which was referred to 
the Committee-on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a tion of Local Union No. 1563, Knights 
of Labor, of New York City. pra for the construction of the 
Nicaraguan Canal; which was referred to the Committee on Inter- 
oceanic Canals. 

He also presented a memorial of Local Union No. 1563, Knights 
of Labor, of New York City, remonstrating i i 
of gold certificates, only, whenever silver ificates, greenbacks, 
ce ISe notes are presented for redemption, etc.; which was 
referred to the Committee on nee, 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Drug Exchange of 
Philadelphia, A cig Se that an 8 be made to continue 
the work of the Philadelphia Commercial Museum; Which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 210, Interna- 
tional Association of inists, of Wilkesbarre, Pa., fraying 
that all the peerage: panno lands be held for the benefit of the 
Poo people, etc.; which was referred to the Committee on Pub- 

c Lands. 

He also presented a petition of the Christian Endeavor Society 
of St. Paul's Church of Manheim, Pa., praying that all the acts of 
Congress now in force in our Territories relating to bigamy, di- 
vorce, prize fights, transmission of obscene and gambling matter 
by mail and interstate commerce be extended to the new 
sions of the United States until such time as special legislation 
shall be enacted for their government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

He also presented a petition of Pomona Gr: No. 23, Patrons 
of Husbandry, of Pennsylvania, and a petition of Pomona Grange, 
No, 6, Patrons of Husbandry, of Huntingdon County, Pa., pray- 
ing for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate-com- 


merce law; which were referred to the Committee on Interstate 


Commerce, 

He also presented memorials of the Evening Courier, of Titus- 
ville; the Svenska Veckobladet, of McKeesport; the Faith and 
Works, of Philadelphia; the News, of Carrolltown; the Public 
Opinion, of Chambersburg; the Times, of Howley; the Colum- 
bian, of Bloomsbu g; the Tobacco World Publishing Company; 
the Miner, of MzKean County; the Christian Instructor, of Phi a- 
delphia; the Gazette, of Driftwood; the Bulletin, of Dillsburg, 
and the Poultry Item, of Fricks, all in the State of Pe lvania, 
remonstrating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, re at- 
ing to second-class mail matter; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He also presented a memorial of the Firemen's Association of 
Pennsylvania, remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
to establish a division in the Treasury Department for the regu- 
lation of insurance among the several States, and for other 
poe which was referred to the Committee on Interstate 


mmerce. 

Mr. PLATT of New York presented the memorial of Ruth H. 
Clayson, of Wayland, N. V., and a memorial of the Vicks Illus- 
trated Monthly Magazine, of Rochester, N. Y., remonstrating 

inst the passage of the so-called Lond bill, relating to second- 
3 matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post- Roads. 

He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 4, Typograph- 
ical Union, of Albany, N. Y.. praying that the Public Printer be 
authorized to print the label of the Allied Printing Trades on 
all publications of the Government; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 

Mr. PROCTOR presented the petition of Dr. M. P. Stanley and 
49 other citizens of Vermont, and the petition of Charles H. Dar- 
ling and 44 other citizens of Vermont, praying for the establish- 
ment of an Army veterinary corps; which were referred to the 
Committee on Mill itary Affairs. 
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Mr. COCKRELL presented a memorial of the Advance, of 
Sheridan, Mo., and a memorial of the St. Louis and Canadian 
Photographer, of St, Louis, Mo., remonstrating against the pas- 
sage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
Which were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 

oads, 

He also (for Mr. VEST) presented memorials of the St. Lonis 
and Canadian Photographer, of St. Lonis; the Advance, of Sheri- 
dan; the Democrat-Leader, of Fayette; the Statesman, of Arrow 
Rock; the Missourian, of Richmond; the Post, of Graham; the 
Bohemian 1 Society, of St. Louis; the Jerico Spring Optic; 
the Marble Hill Press; the Review, of Clarksburg; the Star, of 
Bonne Terre; the Mercantile Adjuster, of St. Louis; the Repub- 
lican, of Lamar; the Enterprise. of Liberal; the Herald, of Lathrop; 
the Commercial Lawyer Publishing Company, of St. Louis; the 
National Land List, of Green Ridge; the Democrat, of Dearborn; 
the Democrat. of Lamar; the Democrat, of Monroe City; the Chief, 
of Cowgill; the Citizen, of Macon, and the Reflector, of Holt, all 
in the State of Missouri, remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented the petition of Bertha G. Wade, 

resident, and Alice Wheeler Peirce, secretary, on behalf of the 
oman Suffrage Association of Indiana, praying for the adoption 
of a sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the dis- 
franchisement of United States citizens on account of sex; which 
was referred to the Select Committee on Woman Suifrage. 

He also presented titions of sundry railway mail clerks of Co- 
lumbus, Vincennes, Frankfort, Kokomo, Anderson, and Logans- 

rt, all in the State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to provide for the classification of clerks in first and 
second class post-offices; which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 

He aiso presented memoria!s of the Union, of Indianapolis; the 
American,of Rushville; the News, of Hebron; the Indiana Dental 
Journal; the Monthly, of Upland, and the Weekly Economist, of 
Evansville, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating against the 
passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail 
matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post-Officesand 
Post-Roads. ‘ 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of the Red River Millers’ 
Club, representing the merchant mills of North Dakota and north- 
western Minnesota, praying for the pap Hion of certain amend- 
ments to the interstate-commerce law; which was referred to the 
Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. GEAR prosontod a petition of s manufacturers of 

arl buttons in the State of iowa, praying for the enactment of 
egislation to protect the fresh-water mussels in the rivers of the 
United States; which was ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. KENNEY presented a petition of Fruitland Grange, No, 
16, Patrons of Husbandry, of den, Del., praying for the adop- 
tion of certain amendments to the interstate-commerce law; which 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. SULLIVAN presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Jackson, Miss., praying for the enactment of legislation 
to provide for the classification of clerks in first and second class 
post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presented memorials of Fiedecia Speak, of Vicksburg; 
the Delta Light-House, of Greenville, the Greene County Herald. 
of Leakesville, the Colored Visitor, of Crystal Springs, and of 
N. J. Harris, of Jackson, all in the State of Mississippi, remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter: which were referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Mines and Mining, to 
whom was referred the bill (5, 1997) to provide for the repayment 
of unexpended moneys deposited to cover costs of surveys and of 

latting and office work in connection with 1 claims, reported 

t with an amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 3818) extending the mining laws to saline lands, reported 
it with an amendment. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 2866) permitting citizens of the United States, bona fide 
residents of the States of California, Oregon, and Washington, to 
fell and remove, for building, agricultural, mining. and other 
domestic purposes, timber growing or being upon the mineral 
lands of the United States in the States aforesaid, reported it with 
amendments. 

Mr. ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were re- 
ferred the following bills, reported them severally without amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (8, 5 for the relief of the heirs of Lawrence D. Bailey; 

A bill (S. 83) for the relief of Elias E. Barnes; and 


A bill (S. 2974) for thé relief of Oliver H. Perry, administrator 
of the estate of Mary Scott, deceased. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted rts thereon: 

A bill (S. 1080) for the relief of the legal representatives of 
George M. Clapp, of the Washington Iron Works; and 

A bill (S. 2046) for the relief of William H. Wanamaker, 

Mr. GALLINGER (for Mr. SHOUP), from the Committee on 
Pensions, to whom was referred the bill (S. 258) granting a pen- 
sion to Coryden Bevans, reported it with amendments, and sub- 
mitted a report thereon. z 

Mr. TAL ERRO, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 223) for the relief of Charles Speare, sub- 
mitted an adverse report thereon, which was agreed to; and the 
bill was postponed indefinitely. 

He also, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was referred 
the bill (H. R. 4854) granting a pension to James L. Whidden, re- 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. DEPEW, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 2471) for the relief of Olivia M. Clifford; and 

A bill (S. 3535) for the relief of the Brooklyn Ferry Company, 
of New York, 

Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 1620) for the relief of Hannah E. Boardman, ad- 
ministratrix of William Boardman, deceased, surviving ner 
of the firm of Boardman, Holbrook & Co., of the Neptune Works, 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

r. SEWELL. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 2934) providing for the transfer to 
the Adjutant-General’s Department or the Inspector-General’s 
Department of the Regular Army of officers of the line serving in 
the Volunteer Army, submitted an adverse report thereon, which 
was agreed to; and the bill was postponed indefinitely. 

Mr. PLATT of Connecticut, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary, to whom was referred the bill (S. 3106) relating to the ac- 
counts of United States marshals and the clerks of the district 
courts for the Territory of Utah, reported it with an amendment, 

Mr. KYLE. I am directed by the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 1944) granting an increase of 
pension to EliC. Walton, to report it without amendment, 

8 n pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 
alendar. 

Mr. KYLE. I move that the bill (S. 930) 
of pension to Eli C. Walton. being Order of 
Calendar, be postponed indefinitely and that the House bill a 
mentee by me be given the place of the Senate bill on the Cal- 
endar. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 823) granting homesteaders on 
abandoned military reservations the right to enter one-quarter 
section of public land on said reservations as pasture or grazing 
land, reported it with amendments. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 3470) granting an increase of pension 
to George W. Weeden, reported it without amendment, and sub- 
mitted a 57 77 thereon. 

Mr.GALLINGER. From the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
was referred the bill (S, 2500) for the repeal of section 4716 of the 
Revised Statutes, 1 report it with an amendment, and submit a 
report thereon. 

call the attention of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
TILLMAN] to the report just made on the bill that he presented to 
Congress for the repeal of section 4716 of the Kevised Statutes, 
with an amendment. The Senator will find it in print on the desk, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 


anting an increase 
usiness 591 on the 


ESTATE OF JOHN AVERY, DECEASED. 


Mr. STEWART, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2733) for the relief of the legal representative 
of John Avery, deceased. reported the following resolution; which 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2733) entitled A bill for the relief of the lega] 
representative of John Avery, deceased," now pending in the Senate, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be, and the same is hereby, referred to the 
Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An act to 
88 for the bringing of suits against the Government of the United 

tates,” approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the 
same in acco ce with the provisions of such act, aud report tothe Senate 
in accordance therewith. 


ESTATE OF LINDSAY RIDGWAY, DECEASED. 


Mr, ALLEN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 2691) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Lindsay Ridgway, deceased, submitted a report 


2872 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Marcu 14, 


thereon, accompanied by the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 2601) for the relief of the heirs and legal repre- 
sentatives of Lindsay Ridgway, deceased, now oe in the Senate, together 
with all the accompanying papers, be. and the same is hereby, referred to 
the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provisions of an act entitled “An 
act to provide for the br: aging of suits nst the Governmentof the United 
States," approved March 3, 1887. And the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 
in accordance therewith. 

GEORGE S. AYRE, 


Mr. MARTIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 788) for the relief of George S. Ayre, reported 
the following resolution; which was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to: . 

Resolved, That the bill (S. 788) for the relief of George S. Ayre. now pend- 
ing in the Senate, together with all the accompanying papers, be. and the 
same is hereby, referred to the Court of Claims, in pursuance of the provi- 
sions of an act entitled “An act to provide for the bringing of suits against 
the Government of the United States,“ approved March 3, 1887. And the 
said court shall proceed with the same in accordance with the provisions of 
such act, and report to the Senate in accordance therewith. 


JOHN A. SIGUR AND OTHERS, 


Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills: 

A bill (S. 592) for the relief of John A. Sigur; 

A bill (S. 1517) for the relief of the estate of John Shelton, de- 


ceased; 

A bill (S. 1522) for the relief of Thomas Kergon; 

A bill (S. 1528) for the relief of the estate of Margaret E. Wood- 
ward, deceased; and 

A bill (S. 2401) for the relief of Anna M. Anderson and Charles 
Y. G. Anderson, executors of George W. Anderson, deceased, 
reported the following resolution; which was considered by unani- 
mous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the following bills $; 592. 1517, 1522, 1528, and 2401) for the 
relief of John A dg te oe of John Shelton, Thomas Kergon., the es- 


tate o 5 ard, and Anna M. Anderson and Charles Y. G. 
Anderson, executors of George W. Anderson, now pending in the Senate, to- 
y 


ing of suits against the Government of the United 

. And the said court shall proceed with the 
same in accordance with the provisions of such act, and report to the Senate 
in accordance therewith. ; 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BAKER introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs: 

A bill (S. 3369) for the relief of Amaziah Chamberlain, alias 
John Brown; : 

A bill (S. 3570) for the relief of Elijah G. Steely; 
A bill (S. 3571) for the relief of Edward Minter: and 

A bill (S. 3572) for the relief of Henry C. Rhoades, 

Mr. B R introduced the following bills; which were sever- 
ally read twice ay nor titles, and, with the accompanying papers, 
referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 3573) granting an increase of pension to Hugh Irwin; 

A bill (S. 3574) granting a pension to Julia Van Wicklen; 

A bill (S. 3575) granting a pension to Mary Ann Brenner; and 

A bill (S. 3576) granting an increase of pension to Harry Planter. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 3577) authorizing the erec- 
tion of a monument in the national cemetery at Arlington, Va., 
to commemorate the services of the army nurses of the civil war; 
which was read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

r. WOLCOTT introduced a bill (S. 3578) granting an increase 
of sion to George W. Neely: which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 3579) granting an increase 
of pension to Dr. Edward Palmer; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Pensions. 2 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3580) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Theron Johnson; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3381) for the relief of the heirs of 
Jacob R. Davis; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DEBOE introduced a bill (S. 8582) for the relief of G. H. 
Sowder; which was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- 
panying papers, referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PLATT of New York introduced a bill (S. 3583) for the 
relief of James Bigler: which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3584) for the relief of James J. Cox; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims, 5 

Mr. TURLEY introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
eels. iron twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on C 8: 


A bill (S. 3585) for the relief of the estate of Mrs. M. A. Walker, 


eceased; 

A bill (S. 3586) for the relief of the estate of William Pepper, 
deceased (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3587) for the relief of the estate of O. P. Newby, de- 
ceased (with accompanying pa TS); 

A bill (S. 3588) for the relief of the estate of David S. Greer 
(with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3589) for the relief of the Methodist Episcopal Church 
at Saulsbury, Tenn. (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3590) for the relief of the First Baptist Church, of 
Memphis, Tenn. (with accompanying papers); 

A bill (S. 3591) for the relief of the Cumberland Presbyterian 
Church, of Tullahoma, Tenn. (with accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 3592) for the relief of the estate of Susan H. Knight, 
deceased (with accompanying papers). 

Mr. MORGAN introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
ae read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

aims: 

A bill (S. 3593) for the relief of H. W. Jones; 

A bill (S. 8594) for the relief of William J. Wilcoxson; 

A bill (S. 3595) for the relief of the estate of Rev. Edward 
MeMeans, deceased; 

A bill (S. 3596) for the relief of Josiah Jackson; and 

A bill (S. 3597) for the relief of Josiah J. Jones. 

Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 3598) to amend an act grant- 
ing to the Muscle Shoals Power Company right to erect and con- 
structcanal and power stations at Muscle Shoals, Alabama; which 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. KEAN introduced a bill (S. 8599) for the relief of the legal 
administrators of Daniel McLeod, deceased, of the South Brook- 
lyn Works; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 3600) for the relief of 
the estate of Maj. Gen. Henry W. Lawton; which was read twice 
by its title, and. with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 3601) for the relief of the 
trustees of Enon Baptist Church, Chesterfield County, Va.; which 
bere read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on 

aims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3602) for the relief of A. O. Tucker; 
woon was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 8603) granting an increase 
of . to Wilham F. Tait; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3604) to amend an act to promote 
the safety of employees, and so forth, by requiring common car- 
riers engaged in interstate commerce to equip their cars with au- 
tomatic couplers and continuons brakes, and so forth, approved 
March 2, 1893; which was read twice by its title, and relerred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 3605) to correct the militar 
record of Albert S. Austin; which was read twice byits title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committed on 
Military Affairs. 
` Mr. GEAR introduced a bill (S. 8606) removing charge of de- 
sertion from John H. Jaques, member Compauy K, Seventh 
Regiment Iowa Infantry Volunteers; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. k 

He alco introduced a bill (S. 3607) granting a pension to Sarah 
C. Connell; which was read twice by its title, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3808) granting a pension to Maria 
Jones; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. Teh: 

He also (by request) introduced a bill (S. 3609) amending sec- 
tion 6, chapter 119, United States Statutes at Large, relating to 
the Indian Territory; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, 

He also (by request) intreduced a bill (S. 3610) for the relief of 
certain Indians in the Indian Territory who desire to sell their 
lands and improvements and emigrate elsewhere; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Indian Af- 
fairs. 

Mr. HOAR introduced a bill (S. 3611) for the relief of the estate 
of Stephen Barton; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3612) for the relief of Samuel R. 
Barton; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS, 


Mr. TELLER submitted an amendment proposing to substitute 
the name of Mrs, Sarah R, Dresser for the name of George 
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Dresser in the act ratifying the agreement by the confederated 
bands of Ute Indians in Colorado, and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to pay her $200 per annum during her life, intended 
to be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which 
was ordered to lie on the table and be printed. 

He also submitted an amendment providing for the continua- 
tion of the pension of $500 per annum awarded to Mrs. Arivella 
D. Meeker for the period of her natural life to be paid out of the 
annuities of the confederated bands of Ute Indians, intended to 
be proposed by him to the Indian appropriation bill; which was 
ordered to lie on the table and be printed. . 

Mr. ELKINS submitted an amendment proposing to appropri- 
ate $10,000 for the printing in book form of so much of the Report 
of the Committee on Awards of the World’s Columbian Commis- 
sion as is contained in the special reports upon special subjects or 
groups, intended to be proposed by him to the urgent deficiency 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Printing, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORT ON OPERATIONS OF THE ARMY, 


Mr. SEWELL. I submit a concurrent resolution, which I ask 
be referred to the Committee on Printing, with the accompany- 
ing memorandum, 

e concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 


be printed 7,000 copies of the Annual Report of the Major-Gene: mmand- 
ing the Army for „with accompanying documents, of which 2,000 copies 
shall be for the use of the Senate, 4,000 copies for the use of the House of Rep- 


resentatives, and 1.000 copies for the use of the War Department and Head- 
quarters of the Army. 

Memorandum to accompany concurrent resolution for authoriz- 
ing the printing of 7.000 copies of the Annual Report of the Major- 
General Commanding the Army for 1899: 

Under the law only 1,000 copies of this report can be panies without the 
Aaroni of Congress. The regular distribution list at Headquarters of the 
Army will use seo, pe leaving only a balance of 317 for general distribution— 
not enough to supply each Senator and Member of the House of Representa- 
tives with one copy. As there seems to be an unusual demand for the report 
this year, covering, as it does, the operations in the 3 Islands, Cu 
Puerto Rico, and Alaska, it can easily be seen that the number of copies ask 
for in this resolution are not more t will be used. 

Mr. SEWELL. I will state to the Committee on Printing that 
this report is one of the most valuable that we have had for years. 
It is on the line of the work that is now being published in rela- 
tion to the war of the rebellion. It gives everything in connec- 
tion witn the military in Cuba, Puerto Rico, and the Philippines. 
The present number allowed by law is only 1.000 copies, 650 of 
which go to the War Department, leaving only the balance for 
distribution among members of Congress—not enough to give one 
to each member. 4 

I know of no work that has been or will be published this year 
of equal interest to all the families and friends of soldiers in the 
country. It goes into the details of the different troops, compa- 
nies, and regiments, their work, their gallantry, and everything 
connected withthe Army. Icommend the resolution to the favor- 
able consideration of the Committee on Printing, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The concurrent resolution will 
be referred, with the accompanying paper, to the Committee on 
Printing. j 

BULLETINS OF BUREAU OF AMERICAN ETHNOLOGY, 


Mr. PENROSE. Isubmit a concurrent resolution proposing to 
pint 8,000 copies of bulletinsof the Bureau of American Ethnology. 
tis a resolution which has been recommended by the Department, 
and I commend it to the favorable consideration of the Committee 
on Printing. a 

The concurrent resolution was read, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Printing, as follows: 

Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
be ponsa at the Government Printing Office 8.000 jes of any matter fur- 
nished by the Director of the Bureau of American Ethnology relating to re- 
searches and discoveries connected with thestudy of the American aborigines, 
the same to be issued as bulletins uniform with the annual reports; 1,500 of 
which shall be for the use of the Senate, 3,000 for the use of the House of 
Representatives, and 3,500 for distribution by the Bureau. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


The following bills were severally read twice by their titles, and 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary: if 

A bill (H. R. 65) to authorize the holding of a regular term of 
the district court of the United States for the western district of 
Virginia in the city of Charlottesville, Va.; and 

A bill (H. R. 9284) to attach the county of Foard, in the State 
of Texas, to the Fort Worth division of the northern district of 
Texas, and providing that all process issued against defendants 
residing in said county shall be returned to Fort Worth. 

‘the bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the heirs and assignees of 
Philip McLoskey and John Hagan was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Claims. 

The bill (H. R. 4008) toestablish light and fog-signal stations to 
mark the main southern entrance of the new b water at Buffalo, 


N. Y., was read twice by its title; and referred to the Committee 
on Commerce. 4 

The bill (H. R. 9310) extending in the district of Alaska the 
placer-mining laws to lands reserved from sale in sections 1 and 10 
of an act of Congress approved May 14, 1898, entitled “An act ex- 
tending the homestead laws and providing for right of way for 
railroads in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” was 
Sra a by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 

8. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA. 


The PRESIDENTprotempore. The morning business is closed, 
and the Calendar under Rule VIII is in order. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President 

Mr. PENROSE rose. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wash- 
ington yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

r. TURNER. Certainly. 

Mr. PENROSE. I understand that when the Senate adjourned 
yesterday afternoon the Senator from Washington had the floor, 
and that he is entitled to go on this morning in continuation of 
his remarks. I ask his consent, however, to permit me to call u 
the Pennsylvania matter, so that it may be before the Senate, and, 
if time permits, may be reached to-day; if not reached to-day, that 
it may be reached to-morrow. Ido not desire to interfere with 
the Senator’s remarks, but I simply ask this permission, so that 
the matter may be before the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. How is that to be done? 

Mr. PENROSE. With the consent of the Senator who has the 


floor. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. By unanimous consent. 

Mr. LODGE. But what does the Senator mean by calling up 
the Quay case? We have the unfinished business: and if the Sena- 
tor from Washington concludes before the morning hour expires, 
of course the Senator has the privilege of calling it up then or 
at any time. 

Mr. PENROSE. I ask this privilege with the consent of the 
Senator from Washington. 

Mr. TURNER. I do not object to the case being called up for 
that 3 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. No objection being made, it is 
so ordered. The Senator from Washington calls up the Puerto 
Rican bill for the purpose of concluding his remarks thereon. 


GOVERNMENT OF PUERTO RICO, 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide revenues 
for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other purposes. 

Mr. TURNER. While I am very desirous of concluding my 
remarks as early as possible, the Senator from Colorado, who is 
to go away to-day and does not expect to return before a vote on 
this bill, has appealed to me to give way to him for some remarks 
on his part upon the bill. If it may be understood that I may 
have the floor after he concludes, I am willing to yield for that 


purpose. 

The PRESIDENT protempore. The Chair thinks no objection 
will be made to the Senator from Washington resuming the floor 
under the circumstances, The Senator from Colorado will pro- 


Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, inasmuch as I shall be absent 
from the Senate for some days executing an order of the Senate, 
I desire, by the courtesy of the Senator from Washington, to sub- 
mit very briefly some views upon the Puerto Rican bill. 

I had anticipated taking up and discussing the legal phases of 
the bill. The constitutional questions presented here have been 
very thoroughly elaborated and discussed, but they seem to me to 
be of sufficient importance to be further considered. But inas- 
much as I shall intrude upon the time of the Senator from Wash- 
ington, I have concluded not to address myself to the constitu- 
tional questions, except in a general way to say that I have no 
doubt as to the power of the General Government over these new 
possessions. I can find an abundance of authority for legislation 
which I myself do not believe we derive from any constitutional 
provision, I am simply now announcing my opinion without 
intending to discuss it. Ido not believe that the Constitution of 
the United States is in force in any of these new possessions. 

Mr. MASON, Would it interrupt the Senator if I should ask 
him a question there? 

The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. TELLER. I will yield to the Senator, but I will not agree 
to answer the Senator until 1 know what it is. 

Mr. MASON. I do not want to interrupt you; I will wait. 

Mr. TELLER. I am speaking in the time of the Senator from 
Washington. I do not propose to be drawn into any colloquy 


abont this question, There will be plenty of opportunity for the 
Senator before the question is disposed of to interrogate me, if he 
cal phases of it. Iam not going to attempt to 


chooses, on the le 
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make a declaration and then back it up by authorities to-day. I 
am only seeking he to put my views before the Senate simply 
to put myself right with reference to the vote Iam going to cast 
on this bill, 

Mr. MASON. Iwas only going to ask—— 

Mr. TELLER. I will hear the Senator's question. 

Mr. MASON. I wanted the Senator to state his position. I 
have great respect for his judgment asalawyer. My question is 
whether Congress has power to enact laws governing the newly 
acquired territory that conflict with any of the provisions of the 
Constitution? 

Mr. TELLER. Oh, Mr. President, that isa proposition different 
from what I was ennnciating, and I must therefore answer the 
Senator at another time. 

The question is simply one of power. We say that the Govern- 
ment of the United States has limited jurisdiction, limited so far 
as the States are concerned, limited so far as legislation touching 
domestic affairs is concerned, supreme when we come to other 
legislation touching, for instance, our relations with foreign pow- 
ers, supreme as to our control over these territories. When Isay 
that the Government of the United States is supreme I do not go 
to the extent of saying that there is no restriction put upon the 
88 of the United States in its legislation for these ter- 

tories, 

Mr. SPOONER. We do not have to do that. 

Mr. TELLER. We do not have to do that. We are supreme 
so far as is necessary to legislate concerning these territories, and 
we are bound in our legislation, whether it is for Territories or 
for States, by certain great fundamental principles that underlie 
free government. 

I have heard it asked on the floor of the Senate since the dehate 

been going on, Does the Senator mean to say that you could 
hang a man without trial?“ Mr. President, you do not refrain from 
hanging men withont trial because there is a constitutional inhi- 
bition. You refrain from hanging men without trial because 
there is no authority ever given to any nation in the world to do 
that. I believe the great fundamental principles of the Constitu- 
tion that secure life, liberty, the pursuit of happiness, independ- 
ence of thought, the right to entertain the religious ideas that the 
citizen chooses, are not given to us by the Constitution of the 
United States. They existed long anterior to the Constitution. 
They are the fundamental, basic principles of a free government. 
They are the common law of a free government; and it is not any 
answer to the declaration that we have power to legislate con- 
cerning these territories to suggest that if we have that power we 
may do these horrible and wicked things that are sometimes done 
by antocratic powers. J 

We are restrained, Mr. President, not by the Constitution from 
doing many things that a monarchical government will do. 
There is a common law of nations. We call it international law. 
The rule to be applied to a monarchical government is one thing 
under that law, and the rule to be applied to a Government like 
ours is another thing under that law. We speak about kingly 

rerogatives and we speak about the prerogatives of sovereignty. 
They are very different when exercised by a Government like ours 
from what they are when exercised by a Government like Russia. 

So, Mr. dent. I am going to leave that question. I am not 
going to take the time to uss it, except to say that there has 
been a great deal of what I call misunderstanding of the decisions 

of the courts on this question. We have to-day the decision of 
the court where they, touching Utah, for instance, and the court 
lays down a rule and says the Territorial legislature of Utah is 
verned by the Constitution. The Constitution is put in foree 
ere. It was practically put in force so far as these great prin- 
ciples are concerned all over this country. From time to time in 
the Northwest Territory we required that the officials should 
take an oath to maintain the Constitution of the United States: 
that is, to observe all those great principles that are applicable to 
a 1 not a State. That was a wise way of putting it. 
President, I will not be tempted into a general discussion 
of the constitutional phase, exoept to say that, in my judgment, 
after a careful examination of the authorities—the decisions of 
the Supreme Conrt—there can be found but one single case that 
will support the doctrine that the Constitution goes of its own 
vigor 9 75 force into the Territories, and that is the Dred Scott 


case. 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] calls my attention 
to a provision of ths statutes that I should have read if I had gone 
into any extensive discussion of it, which is in point, and I will 
read the provision. Section 1891 of the Statutes of the United 
States provides that— 

The Constitution and all laws of the United States which are not locally 


8 shall have the same force and effect within all the organize 
Territories and in every Territory hereafter organized as elsewhere within 


rr 
the United States. 

In the Territory in which I lived the organic act of the Terri- 
tory contained the provision that the Constitution was in force. 
i „and, as I said, where they did not 


The same was in force in 


put it specifically in force it . the officials holding posi- 
tions to take an oath to obey the Constitution of the United 
States. It must have been understood, I suppose, that they were 
not 2 violate those great fundamental principles of which 1 have 
spoken. 

Mr. President, before we get through with this question of the 
power of the United States and what ought to be its policy there 
will be ample time, 1 know, for me to discuss it, and I will go 
directly to the bill, so that I may shorten my remarks within a 
proper time, in view of the fact that the Senator from Washing- 
ton has yielded the floor to me for a few moments. 

In dealing with these new possessions, my theory is that we may 
make them a part of the United States if we see fit. Now, if we 
conclude that we do not want to make them a part of the United 
States, I believe we have the same power to hold them, in a differ- 
ent relation, that Great Britain has. I have listened to all the dis- 
cussion that has gone on here, and I can conceive of no reason 
why the sovereignty of the United States is limited to territory 
that they must make a part of the United States. They will bea 
part of the United States in one sense undoubtedly if we exercise 
a protectorate over them. They will be a dependency: and they 
will have a different relation to us from what the other Territories 
organized as incipient States have. If we choose, we can provide 
that the territory of Puerto Rico—I am speaking now of the geo- 
graphical territory—shall be under the control and sovereignty of 
the United States. that the people of that island may make all the 
laws that we say they may make. We may give them absolute 
self-control, or, in my opinion, we may reserve the right to say to 
them, There are certain things you can not be allowed to do; 
and if you do certain things, we will intervene and nullify your 
action. 

Mr. President, from my standpoint, then, there is no difficulty 
in dealing wit these possessions, and it becomes simply a ques- 
tion of policy. In this I am speaking for myself only. I do not 
represent any political organization, and Iam not bound by any 
caucus or by any influences of that character. So far as lam con- 
cerned, I do not want to make Puerto Rico nor do I want to make 
the Philippines an inte part of the United States; I do not 
want to make their people citizens of the United States, with all 
the iabot that citizenship of the United States ought to carry 
with it. 

The relation that I would establish for those people is absolutely 
consistent with every tradition of our Government and onr people 
from the time we organized the Government of the United Sta 
up to the prent hour. If Lhad time, I could show historicall 
that the fathers of this Republic contemplated that we shoul 
some day have colonies. It may be that it is not good policy to 
have colonies. That is another question. It may be—although I 
do not believe it—that it would be wise for us to get rid of Puerto 
Rico and return it to Spain, or to give it to the people of theisland 
themselyes. It may be that it would be wise for us to turn over 
the Philippine Islands to the anarchy and confusion which I be- 
lieve would follow the withdrawal of the American troops from 
those islands at the present time, But I do not believe it. 

I will admit that there will be some difficulties in dealing with 
those people. J foresaw that in the beginning, and I see it more 
clearly now than I did a year ago, as I believe everybody else 
does. But, as I said a long time since in this body, the American 
people will deal with this question in a spirit of fairness and in a 
spirit of courage. They are not going to be frightened by a con- 
templation of the fact that there are difficulties in front of them, 
If anybody can show a better way out of the difficulty than for us 
to hold those ions, I am prepared to consider it. Iam now 
considering, first, what is the duty that we owe, not to the Fili- 
pinos, not to the Puerto Ricans, but to the yee eof the United 
States? That is the A igang Rea question. I believe we can deal 
with those people without doing any injustice to them or any in- 
justice to ourselves. But we must havea policy; we must lay 
down a rule and follow it. What I complain of in the party in 
power is that it has nota policy, as it seems to me, on this question. 

I do not know whether we are to have a colonial system or 
whether we are to make those people part and parcel of the United 
States. One or the other we must do. I as ie the latter as infi- 
nitely more dangerous than the former, 1 would a great deal 
ratheremake Puerto Rico a colony than to make her a State; I 
would a great deal rather make the Philippme Islands a colony, a 
province, a dependency, or whatever you may choose to call it, 
than to make those islands into a State or to make their inhab- 
itants citizens of the United States, with all the rights and privi- 
leges which follow, and which must ultimately mean, if they 
become citizens of the United States. that they shall stand before 
the law on an equality with all other citizens of the United States. 
If you make Puerto Rico a Territory, an incipient State, its people 
will have a right some day to e t to become a State of the 
Union; butif you hold them in tutelageand pupilage for an indefi- 
nite period as citizens of the United States, they will have a right 
to complain. 
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Mr. President, Puerto Rico is nota t of the United States 
to-day, neither are the Philippine Islands. In all the acquisitions 
of territorial property heretofore, we have had, before we ac- 

ed it, some relations established by treaty, or otherwise, with 

e people that we took under our control. When we took in 
Louisiana, we stipulated with France that we would make the 
people of that Territory citizens of the United States, entitled to 
all the rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens; when we 
took in Florida, we did the same with Spain; when we took in a 
portion of Mexico, we did the same with Mexico; and when we 
took in Alaska, we did the same with Russia. When we acquired 
our new ssions, the commission that went over to Paris very 
3 said that their political status should be as Congress should 

etermine. 4 
gia an early day, when Louisiana was taken in as a part of the 

nited States, it was questioned in the Houso of Representatives, 
and even here, whether by the treaty-making power alone that 
could be done. In my judgment, it could, because otherwise there 
would be a restriction upon the treaty-m power, which | 
think would be inconsistent with sovereignty. But here we have 
no question. The people in these possessions are not citizens 
to-day. The Filipinos are not citizens nor are the Puerto Ricans. 
The bill now pending before the Senate makes citizens of the in- 
habitants of Puerto Rico of the United States ex industria, That 
feature alone, if there were no other in it, would compel me to 
vote against the bill. 1 do not want those people made citizens 
of the United States. I want to extend to them all the priv- 
jleges which are consistent with their relations to this Govern- 
ment, save that of citizenship. I would extend to those territories 
all the privileges, all the blessings which the Constitution of the 
United States is, by some, supposed to have conferred, but which 
Isay are not conferred, but inherited, inhering in a free 8 
ment. I would not establish a relationship which would enable 
them to participate with usin the election of a President and to 
have their representatives on this floor or in the other House. 

I am told by some Senators here that this bill does make citizens 
of the people hg Howe 855 . ee 8 55 . Rico a 

t and parcel of the Unit tates. tis eb 

a statute to make Puerto Rico a part of the United States. it is 
so made by this bill, In the first place, the people there are made 
citizens, their ports are made ports of the United States, and the 
writs of their courts run in the name of the people of the United 
States; we extend the internal-revenue laws over them, the postal 
laws, and almost all other laws over them, except simply the laws 
as to the collection of duty on imports. We provide that their 
products coming into our ports shall pay duty. 

Mr. President, if those people are to be a and parcel of the 
United States, as ay ill be if this bill be enacted into law 
as it now stands, and as they will be if a considerable part of it 
should be stricken out, as I hear vague rumors that it may be, 
they will have such a relation, in my judgment, to the people of 
the United States that some of the sagen ee of this act be 
absolutely indefensible and can not be maintained in any case. 

Mr. President, I am not going to waste time in speaking about 
the provision which puts a duty npon goods going into Puerto 
Rico. I think that was preity well exploded here the other day, 
and J understand that it is liable to be abandoned. But the other 
question presents itself whether we have a right tu put a duty on 
27555 coming from Puerto Rico into the United States. In my 

udgment that whole question must be solved by what is their 
relation to the people of the United States. If they are a part of 
the United States. if their people are citizens of the United States, 
you have no right to put a duty u their goods. If they are 
not citizens of the United States, then it is a question of policy 
and not a question- of justice; but what right have the Puerto 
Ricans to insist now that they shall have free trade with us if 
they are not part and parcel of the United States? 

. President, we are told that there is a great sugar interest 


and a great tobacco interest, or something of that kind, demand-, 


ing that this duty shall be put on those people, I know nothing 
about that. and 1 do not care to consider it. It is not a question 
to he considered in determining this matter as to what influences 
are back of it. The question is, What is justice? If they are citi- 
zens, as they will be under this bill, Pie have not any right toim- 

duties upon them, and it would be an act of gross injustice 
and one which can not be legally maintained. If they are not 
citizens, you have as much right to put a duty upon them as you 
3 to put it on English subjects who send their goods here from 

ndon, 

A great number of people now in Puerto Rico who are clamor- 
ing for free trade with us are not citizens of that country at all, 
and the ree sugar interests there are held by people whoare not 
connected by any ties of citizenship with that country. English 
capitalists and other foreign capitalists are the owners of the 
sugar plantations. If we shou!d accept the newspaper accounts 
we might suppose that every man in Puerto Rico, poverty-stricken 
as many of them are, was engaged in shipping sugar and tobacco 


into the United States. There is not 2 per cent of the 
Puerto Rico who have any interest in shipping sugar 


people of 
ere, and 
there is not 2 per cent of them who have any interest in shipping 
tobacco here. That is done by a few capitalists, and it is those 
who are interested in this subject. If you, let them bring their 
sugar here at 15 per cent of the regular tariff which the Cubans, 
for instance, must pay, the sugar and tobacco planters of Puerto 
Rico will make a great profit; and, with a two years’ accumula- 
tion of sugar in the hands of those rich peop e, they will be the 
ones who will be still more enriched and not the poverty-stricken 
ple of that island. As suggested to me by the Senator from 
Visconsin [Mr. SPOONER], the sugar people pay labor such wages 
as Americans would starve upon. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator howit is in Hawaii, where 
there is a great deal more sugar raised by a still cheaper labor 
than in Puerto Rico? 

Mr. TELLER. I am not to be drawn by the Senator from 
Georgia into a discussion on Hawaii now. That is an entirely 
different proposition. 8 

Mr. BACON, The Senator will pardon me. I probably mis- 
understood him. I understood the Senator to be talking about 
Puerto Rico. Was I correct? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. Then I do not think, while the Senator was 
speaking of Puerto Rico and the threatened competition of sugar 
made by labor at low prices in Puerto Rico, that it was an inap- 
plicable question as to what relation a similar condition bore 
when it existed in Hawaii, where labor is still cheaper. 

Mr. TELLER. The Senator ought to know that there is no 
analogy between the two. The Hawaiian Islands, by a solemn 
act of Congress and of the President of the United States, became 
an . part of the United States, rightfully or wrongfully. 
We deliberately brought them in, and nobody raised any ques- 
tion about their relation to us. I think perhaps the Senator did 
not vote for it, but because we did one thing that was wrong, that 
has no relation to the question which I am trying to discuss, As 
is suggested to me, we have already organized the people of 
Hawaii into a Territory and given them privileges such as we 
aere gave to any Territory neretofore in the history of our legis- 

ìon, 

Mr. President, I am not discussing either the question about 
whether we ought to have a duty of 10 per cent or 15 per cent or 
any other percent. Iam simply discussing what is our authority 
in this matter. 1 do not think that free trade with Puerto Rico 
would seriously endanger the financial or economic conditions of 


the people of the United States. Butit is said that it is an act of 
gross injustice; it is a great outrage which is pro to be put 
upon the people of Puerto Rico, and that they have a right to 


demand free trade with us. If the people of Puerto Rico have 
that right, so have all the world. so have all mankind. * 

It is said that we are about to establish a relation with them. 
When we establish that relation that will determine their rights; 
but it is not yet established; and I am insisting that such a rela- 
tion shall not be established as shall preclude us, if we see fit, from 
putting a duty on their imports. 

Mr. ident, I 8 an amendment to the N bill 
which I knew would not pass. I shall probably not be here even 
to present it to the Senate, and so I suppose it will receive no at- 
tention from any hand; but it indicates how 1 would deal with 
these new possessions. I do not mean to say that I would deal 
wiih the Philippine Islands just as I would deal with Puerto Rico. 
I have no patience with any Senator who says. If you do this for 
Puerto Rico, you must do it for the Philippine Islands.” I trust 
that Congress has enough independence to deal with each section 
of the world that we may be dealing with as our interests and 
their interests together shall require. No precedent can be in- 
voked because we have given free trade to Puerto Rico or because 
we have denied it that we shall do the same thing as to the Philip- 
pine Islands. or that if we have established a government of one 
character there, we must establish the same kind of government 
in the other place. . 

The great qu-stion to be considered all the time is, How can we 
treat these islands consistently with the traditions of the American 
people? How can we do justice to them and justice to ourselves 
at thesame time? If we give to them practically self-government, 
they have no right to ask us for participation in the affairs of the 
General Government; and anything that we may do for them, bad 
as this bill is—and 1 think it violates some of our traditions as it 
is—but, bad as it is, is it not better than anything that those peo- 
ple ever heretofore had or anything that they had any hope of 

ving two years ugo? 

If we keep steadily in view the idea that if these people are 
capable of self-government. they shall have it—and I have no doubt 
of their ability to manage their own internal and domestic affairs 
practically without our supervision, although some Senators say 
that is not the fact—if we yield that to them, we have not vio- 
lated any principle of free government and of a free people; and 
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all of this repeated newspaper clamor that we are about to do 
something extremely bad if we deny to those people full citizen- 
any it seems to me, is without any foundation whatever. 

r. President, I had intended, as I said before, to go into very 
many phases of this case, and to touch upon even our relations 
with our Asiatic possessions; but 1 shall not do so now. I shall 
content myseif with saying practically now what I have said— 
that this bill seems to me to be incongruous and unsatisfactory 
from any standpoint; I do not care whether it be from that of 
Spain! Puerto Rico a part of the United States or making it a 
colony. 

In any phase of the question this is not a useful bill. I have no 
hope that it will be materially improved; and I think it would 
have to be reformed from its enacting line to its close so as to 
secure my vote. If I had expected to be here and to vote upon it, 
perhaps I should not have felt compelled to say this morning, 
under the circumstances, what I have said. I now yield to the 
Senator from Washington ve TURNER]. 

Mr. MASON: Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. MASON, Iwas going. to ask the Senator who has the privi- 
lege of the floor to yield me five minutes to make a suggestion. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washing- 
ton [Mr. TuRNER], who yielded the floor to the Senator from 
Colorado — — TELLER}, does not seem to be in his seat at present. 

Mr. JO. of Arkansas, The Senator from Washington is in 
the cloakroom. 

Mr. TURNER entered the Chamber. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I felt constrained to make a few 
remarks on this bill, and I felt constrained to make them in great 
haste and rather . because I thought that I ought 
not to keep the Senator from Washington from the floor. Now 
I will yield to the Senator from Washington, and he can yield to 
the Senator from Illinois if he sees fit to do so. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Washington 
[Mr. TuRSER] is entitled to the floor. 

Mr. MASON, I desire about five minutes, with the consent of 
the Senator from Washington, to make a su tion in connection 
with a question which I asked the Senator from Colorado, if that 
be agreeable. 

Mr. TURNER. If the Senator does not wish more than five 
minutes, I shall not object. 

Mr. MASON. Ican wait, but I only desire to occupy a short 
time. I shall not take five minutes. 

Mr. TURNER (to Mr. Mason). Go on. 

Mr. MASON. Before the Senator from Washington makes his 
speech upon his proposition, I wanted to call the attention of the 
Senator who introduced the bill, which looks substantially to the 
permanent acquisition of the Philippine Islands, to a part of the 
opinion of Chief Justice Marshall which, so far as I remember, 
has not been called to the attention of the Senate. The opinion 
has been quoted, but I want to call the attention of the Senator 
from Colorado [Mr. TELLER], who just sat down, to the question 
whether or not the right to levy impost duties can be made differ- 
ent in different parts of the United States. 

Mr. TELLER. I thought I had explained that. 

Mr. MASON. You have answered it from your standpoint; 
‘ou have said that those possessions are not a part of the United 
tates, but that we have aright to govern them. Now, I want 

to call your attention $ 

Mr. TELLER. I want to say to the Senator, if I did not make 
myself clearly understood, that what I intended to say was that 
if those possessions are a part of the United States, we have no 
right to tax their products coming into the United States. 

Mr. MASON. What I want to add is that if they are not a 

art of the United States, we make them a part of the United 

tates when we attempt to govern them; and the provision of the 
Constitution which provides that imposts shall uniform ap- 
plies in every place that we govern, regardless of whether it is a 
territory, organized or unorganized, 

Mr. TELLER. Iam thoroughly familiar with the opinion the 
Senatorisciting. I have reud it and rereadit, and, I believe, every 
other opinion that touches upon this subject, and I do not agree 
with the Senator that by simply attempting to govern the people 
of a territory we make them a part of the United States. 

Mr. MASON. Very well. Then, I want to read the Senator 
just one line. Gentlemen contend that we can govern territory, 
and, following the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall, they say in 
the case where he passes upon the right as to uniformity of taxa- 


_tion, that it applies only to the District of Columbia, and when 


we have called attention to the term United States, the Chief 
Justice says this: ® 
Does this term— 
The United States— 


designate the whole or any 
Certainl 


ticular portion of the American empire? 
y this question can 


it of but one answer. Itis the name given 


to our great Republic, which is composed of States and Territories, The 
District of Columbia or the SOET west of the Missouri, is not less within 
the United States than Maryland or Pennsylvania, and it is not less necessary, 
on the principles of our Constitution, that uniformity in the imposition of 
imposts, duties, and excises, should be observed in the one than in the other. - 


When we call attention to that situation they say, Yes; but 
that refers to the District of Columbia; that refers to the Territo- 
ries which are organized, and to which we have extended the Con- 
stitution.” That is the answer you give us. Now, I call your 
attention to this statement, that whether the territory is organized 
or unorganized, the moment we take possession of any place, the 
limitations of the Constitution apply by the very language of 
Chief Justice Marshall. This is the language: 


The eighth section of the first article gives to Congress the power to lay 
and collect taxes, duties, imposts and excises,” for the purposes thereinafter 
mentioned. - This grant is general, without limitation as to place. It conse- 
quently extends to all places over which the Government extends. 


Is Puerto Rico a place? Are we to govern it? If so, then the 
Government of the United States extends there, and, according to 
this very opinion of Chief Justice Marshall, the moment we take 
p on of it and claim to govern it, that moment this particular 

anguage in the Constitution, which says that imposts shall be 
uniform, extends to every place where the Government extends, 

I hope the distinguished Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] 
who has introduced a bill on this subject will have his attention 
directed to that ha oe ba and answer it. If Chief Justice Mar- 
shall is right, when we take any place, any territory, organized or 
unorganized, wherever the Government extends, then this rule of 
uniformity of taxation must extend to it. 

Mr. TURNER. Mr. President, I shall proceed as rapidly as 
possible with the task which I have prescribed for myself, regret- 
ting to be compelled to occupy so much of the attention of the 
Senate in a discussion which some may consider of little utility. 
But I do not so consider it. In my judgment no one can perform 
a more valuable service to-day than to spread before the country 
in connected and intelligent form the adjudications of the Supreme 
Court of the United States concerning the principles involved in 
this measure, in order that it may be seen how utterly destitute 
of legal or judicial support are those who are insisting on its pas- 
sage. Before I get through I shall have shown, I think, that the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States are all one 
way; that there is no conflict of authority in those decisions which 
can reasonably lead to the belief in any mind that this bill in its tax- 
ing features will not be declared unconstitutional by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. and that such cases as have been 
quoted or cited by our friends on the other side as estab ishing at 
least a conflict of authority have been wholly misapprehended and 
their effect and purport misrepresented. I shal! not insist, of 
course, that any Senator has intentionally misrepresented. 

I shall not insist, of course, that any Senator intentionally 
misrepresented the effect of cases referred to by him, but I regret 
to be compelled to say that some of the authorities employed by 
our friends on the other side have been so utterly and absolutely 
and inconceivably misconstrued that th's concession to their moral 
integrity, which I cheerfully make, must be made and can only be 
made at the expense of their intellectual processes. 

The next case to which I wish to call attention in the ordinary 
sequence of the cases is that of the Mormon Church against The 
United States, reported at page 144 of 136 U. S. This case pre- 
sents these facts: The Congress of the United States, conceiving 
that the Mormon Church was a menace to the morals of the coun- 
try, passed an act disincorporating that church in the Territory 
of Utah, providing for the winding up of its affairs and the 
sequestration of its property. Proceedings wereinstituted by the 
United States under and by virtue of that act of Congress for the 
purpose of carrying out its provisions, and those proceedings, of 
course, were assailed by those representing the church as contrary 
to the Constitution of the United States. The case finally found 
its way to the Supreme Court of the United States, and that court 
carefully examined the several constitutional provisions urged as 
showing the invalidity of the legislation of Congress, and a ma- 
jority of the court decided that the legislation was not in conflict 
with the Constitution of the United States. Nobody decided that 
the Constitution of the United States was not in force in the Ter- 
ritory of Utah by virtue of its own terms. 

Mr, Justice Bradley, delivering the opinion of the majority in 
that case, while holding that the constitutional provisions were 
in force in the Territory, indicated his own persona! opinion that 
it was rather by virtue of the spirit of the Constitution and of 
our institutions than by virtue of the positive provisions of the 
Constitution. I call attention to the fact that this is the only in- 
timation in all the long line of decisions by the Supreme Court of 
the United States to that effect. On the other hand. Chief Justice 
Fuller, who delivered a dissenting opinion on béhalf of himself 
and two of the other justices, stated that in his and their judg- 
ment the Constitution with all its provisions was operative 
the Territory of Utah; and he then proceeded to show that the 
act of Congress which was then assailed was in violation of the 
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Constitution in the respects claimed by the attorneys in that case. 
Mr. Justice Bradley's language was this: 

Doubtless Congress. in legislating for the Territories, would be subject to 
those fundamental limitations in favor of personal ages which are formu- 
lated in the Constitution and its amendments: but these limitations would 
exist rather by inference and the general spirit of the Constitution, from 
which Congress derives all its powers, than by any express and direct appli- 
cation of its provisions. 

But the justice, in the course of his opinion, went on to exam- 
ine the provisions of the act of Congress then in question before 
the court to determine whether they were or were not in conflict 
with the positive provisions of the Constitution of the United 
States. Chief Justice Fuller spoke for himself and Justices Field 
and Lamar in dissenting from the conclusion that this act was not 
in conflict with the Constitution, and he said on that subject: 

In my opinion Congress is restrained not merely by the limitations ex- 
pressed in the Constitution, but also by the absence of any grant of power, 
express or implied. in that instrument. And no such power as that involved 
in the act of Congress under consideration is conferred Ry the Constitution, 
nor is any clause pointed out as its legitimate source. rd it of vital 
consequence that absolute power should never be conceded as belonging 
under our system of government to any one of its departments. The legis- 
iento power of Congress is delegated and not inherent, and is therefore 

i 


l agree that the power to make needful rules and regulations for the Ter- 
ritories necessarily . the power to suppress crime; and it is im- 
material even though that crime assumes the form of a religious belief or 
e . Congress has the power to extirpate polygamy in aay of the Terri- 
tories by the enactment of a criminal code directed to that end; but it is not 
authorized under the cover of that power to seize and confiscate the prop- 
erty of persons, individuals, or corporations, without office found, because 
they may have been guilty of criminal practices. 


This eminent man who expressed this opinion and who, for 
aught thut appears in the opinion, spoke for all the judges of the 
court concerning the application of the limitations of the Consti- 
tution to the Territories is yet at the head of the Supreme Bench 
of the country, giving his unrivaled powers of mind to the busi- 
ness and the affairs of his country as they are presented in that 
great court, 

I refer now, Mr. President, to the case of Shively vs. Bowlby 
(152 U. S., Rage 1), not so much for the pu of any expression 
which may be found in that opinion that the Constitution of the 
United States applies of its own force to the Territories, as because 
of its reaffirmation of the fact declared by Chief Justice Taney in 
the Dred Scott case and afterwards again declared by Mr. Justice 
Matthews in the case of Murphy vs. Ramsay, and now reaffirmed 
in this case, that the . of territories and the holding of 
territories by the United States, whether by discovery or cession 
from other powers, was for the Pare of fitting those territories 
ultimately for statehood in the Union of States. 

If that position be correct, then I imagine nobody will claim that 
it was the intention of the Constitution that these Territories thus 
held for such purpose could be governed by the arbitrary will of 
Congress, The question in the case of Shively vs. Bowlby was 
whether the grant by the Government of lands bounded by the 
Columbia River, made while Oregon was a Territory, conveyed 
title below the line of high water. This raised the question of the 
power of Congress over the Territories and incidentally the policy 
which governed Congress in disposing of lands in navigable waters 
between high and low water mark. 

It was held that it was the policy of Congress not to grant away 
such lands, because it was essential to the rights of the new State 
that title to and control of such lands should accrue and vest in 
it, and as the groundwork and base on which that policy was 
founded, it was held and decided that all territories acquired by 
the’nation were held by it with the object of being admitted into 
the Union as a State or States of the Union. I read first from 
page 49 of this volume, as follows: 

As observed by Mr. Justice Curtis, This soil is held by the State, not 
only subject to, but in some sense in trust for, the enjoyment of certain pub- 
lic rights. (Smith vs. Maryland, 18 How., 71. 7 “The title to the shore and 
lands under this tide water,” said Mr. Justice Bradley, “is ed as inci- 


rd 
dental to the sovereignty of the State—a portion ot the royalties belongin 
thereto, and held in trust for the Pah purposes of navigation and fishery." 
(Hardin vs. Jordan, 140 U. S., 871, 581.) 

And the Territories acquired by pan iara whether by deed of cession 
from the original States or by treaty with a foreign country, are held with 
the object, as soon as their population and condition justify it, of ap Are 
mit into the Union as States upon an equal footing with the original States 
in all respects; and the title and dominion of the tide waters and the lands 
under them are held by the United States for the benefit of the whole people, 
and, as this court has often said, in cases above cited, “in trust for the future 
States. (Pollard vs. an, 3 How. 212. 221, 222; Weber vs. Harbor Commis- 
sonera, 18 Wall, 57, 65; Knight vs. United States Land Association, 142 U. S., 


* 


And further, at page 58 of this volume, as follows: 


The United States, while they hold the country asa Territory, having all 
the powers both of national andef municipal N may grant, for 
1 a Seon purposes, titles or rights in the soil below high-water mark of 

e waters. But they have never done so by general laws, and unless in 
some case of international duty or public exigency have acted upon the pol- 
icy, as most in accordance with the interest of the people and with the object 
for which the Territories were acquired, of leaving the administration and 

jon of the sovereign rights in navigable waters and in the soil under 
them to the control of the States, respectively, when o i and 
into the Union, 
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Iam referring to these cases in the order of their determination 
by the Supreme Court of the United States. 

The next case is that of Springville vs. Thomas (166 U. S., page 
707). It was decided in this case that an act of Congress authoriz- 
ing the Territory of Utah to provide for a verdict by a less number 
than all the members of a petit jury would be in conflict with the 
seventh amendment to the Constitution, and therefore that the 
act in question could not confer such power nor be treated as at- 
tempting to confer it. This decision is by Chief Justice Fuller. 

In these three cases judgments were entered on verdicts returned by less 
than the whole number of jurors by which they were tried. It has been de- 
cided by this court that the Territorial act of March 10, 1892. permitting this 
to be done (Laws Utah, 1892, page 46) was invalid because in contravention of 
the seventh amendment to the Constitution and the act of Congress of April 
a 8 hrs Statutes, 27, chapter 80 (American Publishing Company vs. Fisher, 
ante, . 

Exceptions to the course pursued were sufficiently preserved and the 
judgments must be reversed if this court has jurisdiction. 

e amounts in controversy in each instance were not sufficient to give 
jurisdiction, and the inquiry is whether the validity of any statute of or au- 
thority exercised under the United States was drawn in question before 
the courts below. (Act March 3, 1885, 23 Stat., 443, chapter 3° pare 2.) 

The supreme courtof the Territory held, in Hess vs. ite (9 Utah, 61)—and 
the decision was followed in these cases—that the act of Con, of Septem- 
ber 9, 1850 (9 Statutes, 453, chapter 51, parar eph 6), the organic act of the Ter- 
ritory, vested in the Territorial legislature such unlimited legislative power 
as enabled it to provide that unanimity of action on the part of jurors in civil 
cases was not necessary toa valid verdict. Butdefendantscontended that the 
act of Congres as thus interpreted was in violation of the seventh amend- 
ment, and’the validity of the act was in that way drawn in quescion. 

In the view which the supreme court took of the act it was obliged to sub- 
ject it to the test of the Constitution, and accordingly in deciding that the 
seventh amendment did not require unanimity of action the court held in 
effect that the act of Congress was constitutional, although it empowered the 
Territorial legislature to provide for verdicts by less than the whole num- 
ber of jurors. The question involved was not matter of construction of the 
Territorial act, but the court discussed its validity, and this depended on 
a J of the act of Congress giving it the scope which the court attrib- 
u 5 
In this there was error. In our opinion the seventh amendment secured 
unanimity in finding a verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in com- 
mon-law cases, and the act of Congress could not impart the power to change 
the constitutional rule and could not be treated as attempting to do so. 


In the former case of the American Publishing Company vs. 
Fisher, published in the same volume, Justice Brewer predicated 
the invalidity of the statnte on its variance from the organic act 
of the Territory, saying that there might be some dixpute whether 
the Constitution applied ex proprio vigore. This is the only 
reservation in any of the cases on this branch of the subject, and 
it may or may not indicate a doubt in the mind of the justice 
writing the opinion, but it decides nothing contrary to the man 
decisive holdings on the same point which preceded it or whic 
would call for remark or dissent from the other judges participat- 
ing in the decision of the case. 

The next case in order of time is Thompson vs. Utah (170 U. S., 
page 343), an opinion by Mr. Justice Harlan. It was essential in 
this case to determine whether, at the time the crime was com- 
mitted in the Territory of Utah, the defendant was entitled toa 
trial by a jury of twelve ms. The court held that he was so 
entitled by the Constitution of the United States: and since the 
constitution of Utah, when that State was admitted into the 
Union, provided for a trial by a less number of jurors than twelve, 
the State constitution as to the defendant was ex post facto, It 
is hard to conceive of a ruling which has less of the character of 
dicium in it. - 

I read from page 346 of this opinion—and this is the last case of 
the series of cases to which I wish to call the attention of the Sen- 
ate as poou ung the proposition for which I cont-nd—that any 
territory acquired by us in any manner for the purpose of being 
permanensiy governed by the United States is entitled at once, 

om the moment that it comes into our possession, to all of the 
guaranties of the Constitution of the United States in favor of 

rivate right and in favor of the equality of governmental bur- 
ms: - 

That the provisions of the Constitution ot the United States— 

Say the court— 
relating to the right of trial by jury in suits at common law apply to the 
Territories of the Gnitea States is no longer an open question. (Webster vs. 
Reid, 11 How., 437, 460; American Publishing Com vs. Fisher, 166 U. S., 
464, 468; Springville vs. Thomas, 166 U. S., 707.) In tue lest unused case it was 
claimed that the Territorial legislature of Utah was empowered by the or- 
ganic act of the Territory of 3 9, 1850 (0 Stat.. 453. chapter 51, sec- 
tion 6), to provide that unanimity of action on the part of jurors in civil 
cases was not necessary to a valid verdict. This court said: 

In our opinion the seventh amendment secured unanimity in finding a 
verdict as an essential feature of trial by jury in common-law cases, and t 
act of Congress could not impart the power to change the constitutional rule, 
and could not be treated as attempting to do so." ~4 

It is equally beyond question that the provisions of the national Constitu- 
tion relating to trials by jury for crimes and to criminal prosecutions apply 
to the Territories of the United States. A 

The judgment of this court in Reynolds vs. United States (98 U. S., 145, 154), 


which was a criminal 3 in the Territory of Utah, assumed that the 
sixth amendment applied to criminal prosecutions in that Territory. $ 


The opinion is long and very instructive, but I shall not under- 
take to read all of it because of the want of time, The court say 
further, at page 350: 

We are of opinion tnat the State did not acquire upon its admission into 
the Union the power to provide. in respect of felonies committed within its 
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limits eee that they should be tried other iss than 

ajury such as is provided by he G — of the United States. Wa 

T . was committed it was his constitutional right to demand 
t 


that his li should not be taken from him except by the joint action of 


the court and the unanimous verdict of a jury of twelve persons. To hold 
that a State could deprive him of his liberty by the concurrent acfion of a 
court and eight jurors would recognize the power uf the State not only todo 
what the Uni States in Lic of ä crime could not at any 
time have done by hee. t to take from the accused a substantial 
right belonging to when the offense was committed. 

Mr, President, this line of decisions is so positive, applies the 
Constitution to the Territories in so many aspects of its applica- 
tion to them, that it is incomprehensible to me how anybody read- 
ing these cases understandingly can take the position that any 
territory acquired by us permanently may be governed other than 
in the manner pointed out by the Constitution and subject to all 
of its limitations. I have listened to or read all the debates in this 
Chamber and elsewhere. and I have read the reportsmade upon this 
bill, and I have heard no Senator, and I have read the speech of no 
Senator, 1 ease by the Supreme Court of the United 
States in which it has been he d that the Constitution of the United 
States did not extend ex proprio vigore to the Territories. I have 
not heard of one. I should like any Senator to rise now and state 
one, if he has one in mind, which says that identical thing or any- 
thing which by any | aes of ratiocination can beconstrued as say- 
ing it. Ido not believe that there is any such case, and certainly 
when we come to look at the ar, ents of those whehave at- 
tempted to sustain that tion by a citation of authorities we 
do not find any cases of that character. 

The junior ator from Vermont Mr. Ross] made a very able 
speech here two or three weeks ago upon this subject. He spent 
most of his time in attempting to of the line of cases which 
I have read with the contention that the Constitution was applied 
to the District of Columbia by reason of the District before that 
having been part of the States of Maryland and Virginia, and with 
the further contention that it was applied to the Territories con- 
cerning which this line of decisions had been made by virtue of 
the treaties under which we acquired those Territories, 

I have already examined these contentions as fully as I care to 
do. Then, after making his contention, the Senator went on to 
array the cases which, in his judgment, sustained the proposi- 
tion that all Territories were without the light of the Constitution 
unless it was conferred upon them by treaty like those made with 
Spain, France, and Mexico. -He referred first to the case of In re 
Ross, in 140 U. S., at page 453, and said: 

It was held that the American vessel 


In this case a homicide had been committed on an American 
vessel in one of the ports of Japan— 

It was held that the American vessel, though on the high seas, common to 
all nati was American 3 and under the treaty the consular court 
had fur! to try him, and conviction was la . Lean see no es- 
cape from the conclusion that this decision establishes that Congress has 
. power, by the Constitution, in legislating for outside 


The Senator puts this case in the forefront of the cases found by 
him as holding that the Territories were outside of the provisions 
of the Constitution. It seems to me that a very plain story will 
put this contention down. The crime for which Ross was con- 
victed was committed in one of the ports of Japan, as I havesaid. 
The court simply held that that port was within the territorial 
oe of Japan, that the Constitution of the United States 

d not apply to another country, and since Japan by treaty had 
conceded his right to be tried by the consular courts of the United 
States, his rights were to be measured by the treaty and not by 
the Constitution. Here is what the court say on that subject, 
reading first from page 471: 

The provisions conferring jurisdiction in capital cases upon the consuls in 
Japan. when offense is commi in tha 


ven in proper cases, where they are pe damp 
ble. We do not adopt the limitation sta by counsel to the jurisdiction of 
the co r tribu that it extends only to olfenses committed on land. 


peak fii 
pan—meaning within the territorial jurisdiction of £ thae coun- 


coun of 
try—which includes its ports and navigable waters as well as its 


Again, at page 463: 

Tho 2 power vested in our Government extends to all pro’ 
9 of negotiation with foreign governments. It can, equally with Hee 
of the former or present governments of Europe, make treaties providing 
for the exercise of judicial authority in other countries by its officers ap- 
pointed to reside therein. 

We do not understand that any question is made by counsel as to its power 
in this respect. His objection is to the legislation by which such treaties are 
carried out, contending that so far as crimes of a felonious character are 
concerned, the same protection and ranty against an undue accusation 
or an unfair trial, the — to citizens of the United 
States at home, should be enjoyed by them abroad. 

In none of the laws which have been passed by Congress to give effect to 
treaties of the kind has there been any attempt to uire indictment by a 

d jury before one can be called upon to answer for a public offense of 
t mals, Dr yng pina COREE lag peed med fur Bara nat wg 


the offense. Yet the laws on that subject have been without objec- 


tion to tnetr constitutionality. Indeed, objection on that ground was never 
raised in AE guare, 80 far as we are informed, until a recent period. 

It is now, however, aroan pressed by counsel for the petitioner, but we 
do not think it tenable. By the Constitution a government is ordained and 
established “for the United States of America,” and not for countries outside 
of their limits. The guaranties it affords against accusation of capital or in- 
famous crimes, except by indictment or presentment by a grand ads and 
for an im bya fury when thus accused, apply only to ei 
others within the United 


abroad. (Cook rs. United States, 138 U, S.. 157, 181.) 

The Constitution can have no operation in another country. When, there- 
fore, the representatives or officers of our Government are permitted to exer- 
cise authority of any kind in another country, it must be on such conditions 
= bape 3 may agree, the laws of neither one being obligatory upon 

So it would seem that this case certainly can not have the influ- 
fate 2038. for it by the distinguished Senator from Vermont 

r. Ross]. 

The next case referred to by the Senator as sustaining the con- 
tention of the other side is the celebrated case of Insurance Com- 
pany vs. Canter, reported in 1 Peters, 511. The question in that 
case was whether a court organized by the Territorial legislat ure 
of Florida could exercise 5 jurisdiction in that Territory. 
The contention was that it could not do so, because that was a 
part of the jurisdiction conferred by the Constitution on the courts 
of the United States, and since the jurisdiction was exclusive in 
such courts it could not be exercised by any court in Florida other 
than that organized under the legislation of Congress. The Su- 
preme Court in its decision overruled this contention because, and 
only because, the courts organized in Florida were not constitu- 
tional courts, and since Congress had not undertaken to give them 
exclusive jurisdiction the legislature of Florida might lawfully 
assert and vest concurrent jurisdiction in admiralty causes in courts 
of its own creation. The Supreme Court in its opinion says that 
these courts arenot constitutional courts because the terms of the 
judges as provided for them were of limited tenure, which could 
not be the case if they were constitutional courts. The court was 
invited by Mr. Webster to hold that the Constitution did not apply 
to a Territory, but it strenuously avoided any such holding. Dy 
that point they either meant to reserve that question or to hold 
that the Constitution, so far as it fixed the rights, privileges, and 
immunities of citizens of the United States, didapply there. The 
court says: i 

On the 2d of February, 1819, Spain ceded Florida tothe United States. The 
sixth article of the treaty of cession contains the following porao: 

“ The inhabitants of the territories which His Catholic Majesty cedes to 
the United States by this treaty shall be incorporated in the Union of the 
United States as soon as may be consistent with the principles of the Federal 
Constitution and admitted to the enjoyment of the privileges, rights, and 
immunities of the citizens of the United States.” 

This treaty is the law of the land. and admits the inhabitants of Florida to 
the aoon of the privileges, rights, and immunities of the citizens of the 
Unit tates. It is unnecessary to inquire whether this is not their condi- 
tion. independent of stipulation. They do not, however. icipate in politi- 
cal power; they do not share in the Government till Florida shall become 
a State. In the meantime Florida continues to be a Territory of the United 
32... ces cee ve 
visory — E property belonging to the United States i 

Now, where the Chief Justice says here that it is unnecessary 
to inquire whether that condition does not obtain so far as the 
newly acquired inhabitants are concerned, without reference to 
treaty stipulations, it may be said that he meant to reserve the 
1 presented by Mr. Webster in his argument. He certainly 

id so mean if the rights, privileges, and immunities referred to 
by him were such as are secured to citizens by the Constitution of 
the United States. 

But another view of this case, which I presented on yesterday, 
would be that the great Chief Justice intended to hold by thislan- 

nage that the Constitution did in fact apply in the Territory of 

lorida. It is very hard to resist that conciusion, because the on! 
rights, privileges, and immunities which a citizen of the Uni 
States en‘oys, that I know of, are those which he gets from the 
Constitution. Judicial opinions referring to them speak of them as 
rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens under the Constitu- 
tion. then, the native inhabitants of that Territory took those 
rights, privileges, and immunities the moment they were ceded to 
us by virtue of the clause in the treaty, which gave them all the 
rights, privileges, and immunities of citizens of the United States, 
it must have been because citizens of the United States residin 
there aiready had those rights, privileges, and immunities; an 
hence, that the native inhabitants took them the saine as the citi- 
ens of the United States there residing already had them. 

The concluding aph in this opinion of Chief Justice Mar- 
shall has been much commented on, but it does not mean anything 
contrary to what I have said. The paragraph is as follows: 

In legislating for them A 

That is, the Territories— 

Congress exercises the combined powers of the General and of the State gov- 
ernment. 

It was shown by Mr. Justice McLean in his dissenting opinion 
in the Dred Scott case and by Chief Justice Taney in the majority 
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opinion in that case that this language of Chief Justice Marshall 
referred wholly and entirely to political power and to nothing 
else, the power of regulating the kind and character of govern- 
ment that should be there. and the extentto which the inhabitants 
of the Territory should enjoy the political privilege of participat- 
ing in that government; that that, and that alone, was all that 
the Chief Justice meant when he said that in legislating for Ter- 
ritories Congress exercised the combined powers of the National 
Government and of the State governments. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, will it disturb the Senator if 
Task him a question? 

Mr. TURNER. No. sir, 

Mr. SPOONER. It is not for the purpose of discussion at all. 
The Senator is quite familiar with that case, of course. It is my 
recollection that the Chief Justice said in that opinion that an 
admiralty case was not a case arising under the Constitution of 
the United States, and that the admiralty jurisdiction mentioned 
in the second section referred only to the States. 

Mr. TURNER. I wish the Senator would state his question 
again, so that I may understand him. 

Mr. SPOONER. I only ask if I am wrong in my recollection 
that in that opinion the Chief Justice deciared that an admiralty 
ee was not a case arising under the Constitution of the United 

tates? 

Mr. TURNER. He did so hold. 

Mr. SPOONER. And that the provision in relation to admi- 
ralty jurisdiction in the second section, I think, of Article I FE 
referred to the admiralty jurisdiction in the States, and preclud 
the vesting of admiralty jurisdiction in the States in other than a 
Federal court? 

. ER. I do not understand that he held anything of 
t $ 

Mr. SPOONER. Does he not say so there? 

Mr. TURNER. I do not understand it so. He held that ad- 
miralty jurisdiction was not meant to be included in that clause 
of the Const.tution vesting jurisdiction in the courts of the United 
States in cases arising under the Constitution and laws of the 
United States, but that it was extended under that particular 
clause of the Constitution expressly vesting admiralty jurisdiction 
in the courts of the United States. 

He held then not that such jurisdiction could only be exercised 
in the States, but that it might be exercised by Territorial courts, 
and that it might be exercised even by courts created by the Ter- 
ritorial legislatures themselves. He held that admiralty causes 
were not izable as causes arising under the Constitution and 
laws of the United States within the meaning of the statute vesting 
jurisdiction in the district court of Kentucky, which statute had 

en extended to the courts of Florida and which it was claimed 
would prevent the exercise of admiralty jurisdiction by any courts 
in Florida other than those vested by act of Congress with the 
jurisdiction of the district court of Kentucky. 

He got around the whole contention by saying that the Terri- 
torial courts were not courts of the United States. and therefore 
did not necessarily take exclusive admiralty jurisdiction under the 
Constitution, nor did they take it under the statute conferring juris- 
diction on the Kentucky court, and therefore that jurisdiction 
conferred by the United States on the Territorial courts might be 
supplemented by the Territorial legislature vesting in courts of 
its own creation concurrent admiraity jurisdiction. It has been 
some time since I have had occasion to pines the Canter case, but 
I think I have correctly stated the holding of the court on the 
point inquired about by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. Ross] re/erred to the 2 
of Daniel Webster in this case as an authority of weight with 
Congress in considering this legislation. This beangs soe to an 
observation which I wish to make concerning Mr. We s argu- 
ment and also concerning an expression of Mr. Benton in his 
work, Thirty Years in the Senate, to the effect that the proper 
constitutional construction on this question was that claimed by 
our friends on the other side. The argument of Daniel Webster 
in the Canter case afterwards resulted in a suggestion to thesame 
effect in a debate in the Senate of the United states, and those 
are the only declarations which can be found by our public men 
from the time of the institution of the Government down to the 
present time which sustains the position taken on the other side, 
that the Territories are orphans within the meaning of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. I wish to say, with reference to 
Mr. Benton’s dec!aration in his memoirs, that Mr. Benton was not 
a great constitutional lawyer. While the . of Clay 
and Calhoun and Webster, he was not in their class at all. While 
I fully admit that the statement made by him in his work is as 
claimed by our friends on the other side, 1 do not consider it a 
very strong authority. Daniel Webster was a great constitutional 
lawyer, aud any contention which he made is worthy of consider- 
ation at any time. I have as much respect for Daniel Webster, 
I presume, as any man in this Chamber, but I do not consider him 
anne nor do I suppose any other Senator considers him in- 


In considering the a ent which he made it should be re- 
membered that it was made in a lawsuit and that it is considered 
within the ethics of the profession and proper for an advocate to 
press upon the court arguments which may seem plausible to him 
and which he 5 will have weight with the court, whether 
they accord with own private opinions as to the correctness of 
that proposition or not, because an attorney in presenting an ar- 
gument to the court is the advocate and not the judge, and it is 
not for him to decide whether a plausible proposition is or is not 
the law. If he were to fail to press such a proposition, he might 
lose the cause when otherwise he would have gained it and when 
he ought to have gained it in equity and good conscience, because 
the court might have considered the proposition a valid and just 
one and decided the cause in his fayor, notwithstanding his own 
opinion to the contrary. 

Having taken the position in the argument in this Canter case, 
nothing was more natural than that Mr. Webster, when involved 
in a debate in the Senate a great many years afterwards, should 
make the same point again. But it does not appear from the 
records of the Senate that that was more than a casual suggestion 
of his, or that he had given the question any consideration be- 
tween the time he made the point in the Supreme Court of the 
United States and the time of this expression of opinion in the 
Senate, nor was the position argued at any length, nor were any 
authorities cited by him in the debate in the Senate to support.and 
maintain it. If Daniel Webster were here to-day, whatever might 
have been his opinion at that time, he would be found too 
lawyer and too profound a patriot, in view of the fixed and settled 
line of decisions by the Supreme Court of the United States on this 
point, to expect to overturn them by the ipse dixit of any individ- 
ual, no matter how eminent he may have been in his profession. 
So much for the Canter case. 

The Senator from Vermont next refers to the cases by the Su- 
preme Court of the United States on the subject of the citizenship 
of children born of alien porot in this country and with refer- 
ence to the citizenship of Indians born in this country, and he 
thinks that those cases sustain the power of Congress to legislate 
for Territories unrestricted by the limitations of the Constitution, 

Since the Supreme Court (in In re Wang Ark Kim, 169 U. S., 
649) decided that a Chinaman born in the State of California was 
a citizen of the United States under and by virtue of the fourteenth 
amendment to the Constitution of the United States, and decided 
in United States vs. Kagama (118 U. S., 875), and in other cases, 
that Indians born on Indian reservations were not citizens, the 
Senator thinks the decisions must proceed on the theory that the 
fourteenth amendment has operation in the States, out no oper- 
ation outside of them, and he finds in these decisions support for 
his contention. 

Here is what he says on that subject: 
this case 


reservation was had no ju 
was outside of the operatian of that amendment. 

Mr. President, the wonders of intellectual aberration. the eccen- 
tricities of ratiocination, become more striking the further we go 
in this remarkable argument. The Supreme Court of the United 
States say over and over again in the Chinese case, if they say 
anything at all, that the fourteenth amendment makes persons 
born anywhere in territory subject to the jurisdiction of the United 
States citizens. They say that that amendment is simply declara- 
tory of the common law of England which we brought with us 
from the mother country, under which persons born not only in 
the Kingdom of England, but anywhere within her colonies or 
dependencies, become citizens. The case is too long to read, and 
one would be compelled to read too much of it to exhibit the true 
grounds on which it proceeded, but I venture the assertion that 
no lawyer after reading it will give it a meaning different from 
that which I have given it. As to the Indian decisions, the 
grounds on which they have proceeded are too well known to 
ma e it u that I should read from them to this body. No 
provision of the Constitution applies to them. They are members 
of independent tribes, having no political connection with the 
Government, having such a status of independence that they 
make treaties with it, and therefore, as the Supreme Court de- 
cided, not within the class of persons who are citizens from birth, 
because not subject to the jurisdiction of the nation. 

The Senator makes only one other contention which he supports 
with authorities, and | shall now refer to that. He refers to the 
decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, holding that 
the Constitution does not give the Federal courts jurisdiction in 
suits instituted by citizens of Territories; and he says with refer- 
ence to those decisions: 


These cases establish, if ser establish snyting, that the term “State” in 
the Constitution means one of the States of the Union and no other munici- 


on, and therefore 


pality. By parity of 2 United States, when used in that instrument, 
should mean the States united and nothing more, unless clearly asserted, as 
in the thirteenth amendment. 
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Because the Supreme Court of the United States were unable to 
construe the term “ citizen of a State” as including the citizen of a 
Territory, the Senator from Vermont thinks that the reverse of 
that proposition must be upheld, and that by parity of reasonin, 
the use of the term “ United States” should mean the States unite 
and nothing else. This is the last contention upon which the Sen- 
ator hinges the proposition that the Constitution of the United 
States was made for the States alone and does not include the 
people who have the misfortune to live in the Territories. It 
seems to me that it is hard to imagine a more complete non 
sequitur. I have now noticed all the cases the Senator from 
Vermont, with his thirty years upon the bench, has been able to 
find sustaining, in his opinion, the proposition that the Constitu- 
tion of the United States does not apply to the Territories. 

The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Fonakkn] has not referred in his 
ype to any of these cases. He frankly says that he thinks 
this argument has passed the law-book stage, and confesses that 
there is not any line of decisions which could shake the opinion 
he has formed on the subject. But he must have been at the 
law-book s some time before he made up his mind on this 
subject, and | presume it was while he was examining the author- 

it ies for the p of making his report upon this bill. I have 
that report here. In it the Senator examines some of these author- 
ities. He examines and cites and quotes from other authorities 
which he says sustain his position. I want to examine that report 
for a few moments to see whether he comes any nearer the mark, 
is any more successful in producing decisions by the Supreme 
Court of the United States to sustain his contention, than the 
Senator from Vermont. To the proposition that the power to 
acquire, hold, and govern territory is unlimited, the Senator from 
Ohio, in his 5 to the Senate, cites Story on the Constitution. 
and he does what the advocates of this bill and of the theory of 
overnmental power which it implies do throughout; he takes an 
Isolated expression from the book, general in terms, and employs 
7 for the purpose of sustaining his contention. He says, quoting 
tory: 


The Constitution confers on the Government of the Union the power of 
making war and of making treaties; and it seems, co! uently, to 
the power of lee casey Fabel either by conquest or treaty. (Story on 
Constitution, section ap 


s * * E * * * 
As the General Government possesses the right to acquire territory either 


by conquest or treaty. it would seem to follow as an inevitable consequence 
that it possesses the power to governit. (Story on Constitution, section 1324.) 


Nobody, of course, can take issue with either one of these general 
observations made by Mr. Story in his great work on the Consti- 
tution, but the inference which the Senator seeks to draw from 
the language employed in these quotations is that they sustain 
the proposition that the power to acquire, hold, and govern terri- 
tory is unqualified. Now, 1 propose to show that Mr. Story never 
intended to hold outanysuchimplication by the use of thelanguage 

noted. JudgeS in a note to one of the sections of his work on 

e Constitution, had occasion to refer to the case of Ex parte Boll- 
man and Swartout (4 Cranch, 75 to 136), and to refer to some obser- 
vations made upon the decision in that case by Mr. Jefferson after 
he had left the Presidential office, Bollman and Swartout had 
been brought here for trial for offenses which it was alleged had 
been committed in the Territory of Louisiana; and the Supreme 
Court of the United States turned them loose on habeas corpus 
because they were entitled, as the court said, to a trial in the 
courts of Louisiana and could not be taken elsewhere for trial. 

The court did not state explicitly whether that was because of 
a constitutional provision or a statutory provision. This case of 
Ex parte Bollman and Swartout has been referred to frequently as 
a decision by the Supreme Court of the United States; that it was 
the constitutional right of the petitioners to be tried in the district 
where the crime was said to have been committed; but, without 
reference to that, Mr. Story, in discussing that case and the con- 
tention of Mr. Jefferson, takes the position in his work that there 
had been a breach of the Constitution in the conduct of the Fed- 
eral powers toward the petitioners in another respect; and it is to 
that I want to call the attention of the Senate as showing that E 
general expressions in his work had no meaning such as that whic 
the Senator from Ohio has drawn from it. In a note to section 
1902 of the second volume of Judge Story’s work on the Constitu- 
tion, he uses this language: 

Mr. Jefferson has entered into an elaborate defense of the right and duty 
of public officers to disregard in certain cases the injunctions of the law, 


a letter addressed to Mr. Colvin in 1510. On that occasion he justifieda very 
gross violation of this very article by General Wilkinson— 


The article he was here speaking of was that article designed to 
secure the rights of personal security, personal liberty, and pri- 
vate property, one of the amendments to the Constitution, 

On that occasion he justified a very gross violation of this very article by 


General Wilkinson (if, indeed, he did not authorize it) in the seizure of two 
American citizens by military force on account of supposed treasonable con- 


-CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Maron 14, 


spiracies nst the United States, and tran ing them, without any war- 
rant or order of any civil authority, from New Orleans to Washington for 
trial. They were both discharged from custody at Washington by the Su- 
preme Court upon a full hearing of the case. 

Mr. Jefferson reasons out the whole case, and assumes, without the slight- 
est hesitation, the positive guilt of the parties. His language is: Under 
inson) justifiable (1) in seizin 


these circumstances was he (General Wi no- 
torious conspirators? On this there can be but two 5 0 — 9 
(2) In send- 


oe and their accomplices; the other that of all honest men. 
ug them to the seat of government when the written law gave them a right 
to trial by jury. The danger of their rescue, of their continuing their machi- 
nations, the tardiness and weakness of the law, apathy of the judges, active 
patronage of the whole tribe of lawyers, unknown disposition of the juries, 
an hourly expectation of the enemy, salvation of the city and of the Union 
itself, which would have been convulsed to its center had that conspirac: 
succeeded—all these constituted a law af necessity and self-preseryation an 
rendered the salus populi supreme over the written law.“ 


This is Mr. Jefferson talking, Then Judge Story says: 


Thus the Constitution is to be wholly disregarded because Mr. Jefferson 
has no confidence in judges or juries or laws. He first assumes the guilt of 
the parties, and then denounces every person connected with the courts of 
justice as unworthy of trust. Without any warrantor lawful authority, citi- 
zens are dragged from their homes under military force and exposed to the 
perils of a long voyage, against the plain est eye of this very article; and 
yet three years after they are discharged by the Supreme Court Mr. Jeffer- 
son uses this strong language. 

Toreturn now to the report preparer by the Senator from Ohio, 
the Senator says in that report: 

In other words, the Constitution and laws of the United States do not, ex 
pen rio vigore, extend to Horn acq d by the United States, but onl 

y Congressional action. And so long as Congress may see fit to withhol 
the operation of the Constitution from a territory it is not bound in legislat- 
ing for that territory except by its positive prohibitions. It is not bound, 
for instance, to require trial by jury in cases. (Twitchell vs. Com- 
monwealth, 7 Wallace, 326.) 

One would naturally suppose from the language which preceded 
this citation that the case was one holding that Congress was not 
bound to extend the right of trial by jury to citizens of Territories; 
yet, when we come to examine the case, we find that it proceeds 
on the well-known principle that the provisions of the Constitu- 
tion in respect to jury trials were not intended as limitations on 
the States, but as limitations on the Federal Government. The 
case of Twitchell vs. Commonwealth was an attempt to apply to 
the State these Federal constitutional provisions. The Supteme 
Court, of course, he!d that this could not be done, and I do not 
need to read any more than the head note: 


The fifth and sixth amendments to the Constitution of the United States 
(relating to criminal prosecutions) were not designed as limits upon the State 
governments in reference to their own citizens, but exclusively as restric- 
tions upon Federal power; Baron vs. The City of Baltimore (7 Peters, 243), 
Fox vs. Ohio (5 Howard, 454), and other cases to the same point with them 
being herein concurred in. 


5 5 0 miys the citation of the Twitchell case, this report pro- 
Coeds: 


* 


Nor (it is not bound to require trial by jary) in civil suits at common law 
phere ae value in controversy shall ex $20. (Walker vs. Sawnet, 92 

This last case likewise came up from a State court, where it was 
claimed that one of the litigants had been deprived of the right of 
trial by jury, and the Supreme Court disposed of the complaint by 
saying, as it had said in twenty cases before, that the Federal 
constitutional provision was not a limitation on the power of the 
States, but was a limitation on the power of the Federal Govern- 
ment, Neither one of these cases have the remotest connection 
with the power of the Federal Government over the Territories, 
and itis remarkable that they should be cited ina great State 
paner in that connection. 

o next case referred to by the Senator in his report as hold- 
ing that the power to govern the Territories is unqualified, is that 
of the Mormon Church case, reported in 136 U.S. I have hereto- 
fore had occasion to examine that case as establishing our side of 
this proposition, and need only say concerning it that the Senator 
has selected an isolated expression out of that case which hap- 
pened to have suited the rd poe of this report, and has passed 
over the distinct and explicit determination of the court, that the 
limitations of the Constitution did apply to the Territories and 
governed laws made with reference to them. 

It will be remembered that Judge Bradley held in that case that 
the Constitution did so apply, although probably, as he said, by 
virtue of its spirit rather than its positive provisions, and that 
Chief Justice Fuller, in his dissenting opinion, held that it applied 
both in letter and spirit. 

The next case referred to by the Senator in his report is that of 
Seré vs. Pitot (6 Cranch, 336), and the Senator quotes from the 
language of Chief Justice Marshall in that case as follows: 
eee we 
find Congress possessing and exercising the absolute and unqualified power 
of governing and legislating for the Territory of Orleans. 

I note in reading this case that the court did not employ the 
language which the Senator has here used. It employed very 
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different language from that. No doubt in quoting thelanguage 
an innocent mistake has been made, but the court did not say 
“absolute and unqualified power.” The Senator, in his report, 
makes the court say that We find Congress g and exer- 
cising the absolute and un ified power of governing and legis- 
lating for the Territory of Orleans,” whereas the court said it 
exercised absolute and undisputed power,” not ‘‘unaualified 
power.” The two terms are quite different. 
3 . Ifthe Senator will allow me, I have not the 
text of the case before me, but I do not think he imagines that I 
would make any change in the text knowingly. I will say it was 
copied out for me from some remarks I had made. 
r. TURNER. Of course I have no idea the Senator intended 
to misquote. - 
Mr. FORAKER. What is it the court said? 
Mr. TURNER. It is the case of Seré vs. Pitot, in 6 Cranch. 
Mr. FORAKER. That is to say, the court used the words ab- 
solute and undisputed” instead of absolute and unqualified.” 
Mr. TURNER. Yes, sir; absolute and undisputed” instead 
of „absolute and unqualified.” Of course I did not mean to in- 
timate that the Senator had knowingly changed the language of 
the court in this quotation. 
Mr. FORAKER. I wish the Senator would give me the page. 
Mr. TURNER. The Senator will find the language at page 337 
of the decision. Iwill read it to the Senator. It is in Curtis's edi- 
tion of the Decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 


page 337. 


Accordingly we find Congress possessing and exercising the absolute and 
un 


disputed power of governing Aa legislating for the Territory of Orleans. 

Of course there is a very material difference between ‘‘undis- 
puted power” and unqualified power.” This is a case in which 
the court, not having the precise point before it of the extent to 
which the Constitution went to the Territories, was unguarded in 
the language it used. It was deciding an entirely different point, 
one which did not require its attention to this particular contro- 
versy, and it might very well use the expression that in legislating 
for the Territory of Orleans Congress exercised absolute and un- 
disputed power.” The employment of such unguarded expres- 
sions, not necessary to the decision of the case before the court, 
has never been reprobated more strongly than by the great judge 
who wrote this opinion. 

The Senator next cites the case of Murphy vs. Ramsay (114 U.S., 
page 44), which I have already had occasion to examine, and in 
which Associate Justice Matthews, s ing for all the members 
of the court, held that the Constitution and all of its limitations 
in favor of the rights of citizens did apply to the Territory of Utah. 

I should like to know what is to be gained by selecting isolated 
expressions out of cases which hold directly to the contrary of 
what they are cited for, and quoting those isolated expressions, 
when an examination of the cases themselves show the entire mis- 
application of such expressions? 

e Senator also a an expression from the case of Shivel 
vs. Bowlby, in 152 U. S. I have noticed this case myself, and, 
instead of sustaining the point to which the expression is quoted, 
the case itself, as 1 have shown, holds directly to the contrary. 

The next case the Senator refers to is that of Benner vs. Porter 
(9 Howard, page 242). The quotation from that case is as follows: 

They (Territories) are not organized under the Constitution, nor subject 
to its complex distribution of the powers of government as the organic law, 
but are the creations exclusively of the legislative department, and subject 
to its supervision and control. 

Mr. President, this case of Benner vs. Porter is one which sim- 
ply follows the decisions of Chief Justice Marshall in the Canter 
case in 1 Peters. After the admission of Florida into the Union, 
but before a district court of the United States had been organ- 
ized, an action in admiralty was commenced in the Territorial 
court, which remained in existence and continued to exercise judi- 
cial power after the admission of the State into the Union. The 
question in this case was whether the Territorial court had not 
ceased to exist as a repository of Federal jurisdiction after the 
admission of the State into the Union, and it was held that it had 
so ceased to exist. 

It was only necessary to affirm the decision in Insurance Com- 
pany vs. Canter to determine that question, and that is what the 
court did, with some amplification. But it is apparent that it had 
no purpose of laying down any doctrine in excess of that in Insur- 
ance Company vs. Canter. The ratio decidendi was that the Ter- 
ritorial courts were destroyed and e immediately on the 
organization of the State government, because no court could ex- 
ercise jurisdiction in a State except one organized under the Con- 
stitution and exercising the jurisdiction conferred by that instru- 
ment, and that a Territorial court did not and could not possess 
either characteristic. The court expressly reserved the question 
which we are now ee: 

If the Senator had 7 the quotation which he made from 
this case, the reservation upon this point would have been disclosed 
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in Fe quotation. This opinion was by Mr. Justice Nelson. He 
said: 


They— 

Meaning the Territorial courts— 
are not organized under the Constitution, nor bart aed toits complex distribu- 
tion of the powers of government, as the organic law; but are the creation: 
exclusively. of the l tive department, and wey bee to its supervision and 
control. ether or not there are provisions in that instrument which ex- 
tend toand act upon these Territorial governments, it is not now material 
to examine. 

This language follows the identical language quoted by the Sena- 
tor from Ohio in his report upon the Puerto Rican bill. Why was 
it necessary to stop here with a quotation intended to bolster up 
the power which the Senator is claiming, when the very next para- 
graph in the opinion shows that the Supreme Court did not intend 
to make any such holding? . 

Mr. FORAKER. That is simply the Senator's opinion. I gave 
my opinion of the decision, and the Senator is at liberty to give his. 

r. TURNER. Theparagraph following the quotation the Sen- 
ator made says that— 


Whether or not there are provisions in that instrument 
That is, in the Constitution— 


Whether or not there are provisions in that instrument which extend to 
and act upon these Territorial governments it is not now material to examine. 
Showing that the conrt did not intend to express the opinion 
which the Senator quotes its language as showing, and this reser- 
yaron must certainly haye come under the observation of the 
mator. 
Mr. FORAKER. Where is the Senator reading from, if I may 
inquire? 

Mr. TURNER. I am reading the case of Benner vs. Porter, in 
9 Howard. 

Mr. FORAKER, I have not that case before me. 

Mr. TURNER. It is at page 242. I have the book here if the 
Senator wants to see it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I remember the case very well. I thought 
it was another case. I do not wish to interrupt the Senator now. 

Mr. TURNER. Iam merely referring to these cases for the pur- 

of showing the kind of cases and the only kind of cases it has 

been possible for our friends on the other side to find when they 

go to running down the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
nited States to bolster up their extraordinary position. 

The next case which the Senator refers to in his report is the 
case of the Bank vs. Yankton, in 101 U. S., at page 132, and this 
is what the Senator quotes from that case: 

All territory within the jarisdiction of the United States not included in 
any State must necessarily be governed by or under the authority of Con- 

The Territories are but political subdivisions of the outlying domin- 

on of the United States. Their relation to the General Government is much 

the same as that which counties bear to the respective States, and Congress 
may legislate for them as a State does for its municipal organizations. 

The opinion in this case was by Chief Justice Waite. The Sen- 
ator quotes from it for the purpose of showing that the Supreme 
Court in that case did not believe that the Constitution applied to 
Territories, yet when we come to examine that case we find the 
ed gach statement by Chief Justice Waite that the Constitution 
did apply to the Territories. This is shown by the second head 
note, which is as follows: 


2. Subject to the limitations 8 or by implication . d by the 
Constitution, Con has full and complete authority over a Territory, and 
may directly legislate 1 for the government thereof. It may declare a valid 
enactment of the Territorial le ture void or a void enactment valid, al- 
though it reserved in the organic act no such power. 

_And, going to the body of the decision, here is what Chief Jus- 
tice Waite says upon that subject: 


Their relation— 
That is the Territories— 


Their relation to the General Government is much the same as that which 
counties bear to the respective States, and Congress may legislate for them 
as a State does for its municipal organizations. The organic law of a Terri- 
tory takes the place of a constitution as the fundamental law of the local gov- 
ernment. It is obligatory on and binds the Territorial authorities; but— 

Now, mark this language— 


but Congress is supreme, and for the purposes of this department of its gov- 
ernmental authority has all the powers of the people of t the United States, 
55 such as have been expressly or by implication reserved in the prohibitions 
of the Constitution. 


The next case which the Senator refers to is The United States 
vs. Gratiot, in 14 Peters, at page 537. The question here was one 
of the power of the President of the United States, under an act 
of Congress, to lease lead mines on the public domain; whether 
such leasing was a disposal within the meaning of section 3, 
Article IV of the Constitution. The language quoted was em- 
ployed in upholding this power as proper and legitimate under 
that article of the Constitution. Nothing was further from the 
mind of the court than the question whether the provisions of the 


Constitution securing the rights of citizens and securing equality 
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of taxation extended to the Territories. The court had no such 
uestion in mind and intended to pass upon no such question in 
that case. It seems to me to be an idle work to select a stray ex- 
ression from an opinion of this kind, which obviously was a 
ousand miles from any idea which the court really had in mind, 
and to attempt to use it for the purpose of bolstering up such an 
o of power as it is intended to exert by the passage of this 


The Senator from Ohio also cites in this report some cases from 
86 Federal Reporter, by district judges of the United States, 
which I shall not stop to examine in this connection. I do not 
consider them of sufficiently high authority to be used in a dis- 
cussion of this proposition in the Senate of the United States. 
The Senator concludes his examination of the cases by a quota- 
tion from American Insurance Company vs. Canter, which Ihave 
had occasion to refer to a number of times, and that is all; abso- 
lutely all the cases he has been able to find. 

No Senators have endeayored to array the authorities upon the 
other side on this question except the Senator from Vermont [Mr. 
Ross] andthe ee fron Ohio [Mr. FoRAKER]I, and Iassume that 
their learning and their industry have been such as to enable them 
to a up and present to the Senate all of the cases which can 
be found upon their side of this discussion. We have seen, when 
we come to look into the cases, that they do not maintain and 
sustain the positions to which they were cited at all. 5 

I want to say again before I close this branch of the discussion 
that I should like for some Senator to rise now in his place in the 
Senate and refer to some decision by the Supreme Court of the 
United States which holds that it is necessary to apply the Con- 
stitution to the Territories by legislation, or which holds that the 
Constitution does not extend ex proprio vigore to the Territories. 
Certainly none of the cases cited by the Senator from Ohio or by 
the Senator from Vermont sustains any such contention. 

Mr. President, I think that I have established, beyond the power 
of successful refutation, that Congress may not, in legislating for 
our territorial possessions, legislate as it pleases; but, on the con- 
trary, that it is bound by all of the limitations of the Constitution 
concerning the status of citizenship, the me sage of governmental 
burdens, and the right of every person under the flag of the coun- 
try to enjoy life, liberty, property, and the pursuit of happiness. 
Tf so, then this bill is manifestly unconstitutional. But, without 
reference to the Constitution, it is un-Democratic, un-Republican, 
and un-American. It is an arbitrary, an iniquitous, and a tyran- 
nical exercise of power against a part of the people of the American 
Republic. The people of Puerto Rico are to be made to feel its 
first effects; but its lasting effects, if the bill be passed, will be felt 
by the people of the entire United States so long as the framework 
oF our 8 shall continue to exist. 

Mr. President, experience has demonstrated that nations, like 
individuals, have their infancy, their growth to maturity, a period 
during which they remain at the zenith of strength and power, 
and then decay and death. But, unlike poor mortality, decay and 
death are not the inexorable heritage of nations, A nation, if it 
live well, may live forever. But since no nation has ever had the 
virtue to curb its own inclinations, those of the past have all suc- 
cumbed to the apparently universal lot, and some of the present, 
all-powerful in their day, are visibly hastening in the same direc- 
tion. Thecrumblingruins of cities fallen into decay, thefragments 
of more than one splendid literature locked up in dead languages, 
the evidences of a civil and political polity which once ruled the 
world now extinct forever or living only in scattered seed, all 
Warn us against the exhibition of a vain and boastful pride, and 
admonish us to find such lessons as we may in the history of those 
who have lived and ruled before us and whose works of d and 
brain are now but as crumbling dust or an echoing memory. 

I say, then, to those who are charged with the trust of govern- 
ment, beware lest you betray the hopes of the future in the exi- 
gende of the present. It may be that the mutations of time and 

e weakness of all human prevision will set our efforts at naught 
and leave nothing of our free institutions toremote posterity save a 
splendid and fadeless memo But it is not ours to hasten that 
hour. The Constitution was formed tosecure, among other things, 
the blessings of liberty to ourselves and our posterity. Posterity is 
the coheir with every generation which enjoys the blessings of 
that great instrument, and every generation is the trustee for all 
the generations which may follow it. It is the duty of American 
statesmanship, then, to look as much, if not more, to the future 
than to the present. Present evils may be borne, present errors 
corrected; but if we wound our organic structure, we injure those 
not in being and possibly weaken them beyond the power of re- 
sistance when they shall come on the stage of action. 

We want no weaklings in the trust devolved by hty God 
on the American people. A thousand years hence our ublic 
will be stable and strong if our people preserve the strength and 
the fiber and the grain of their ancestors and their high and lofty 
ideals. If not, if they permit themselves and their institutions to 
become effeminated by the ever-increasing refinements of life, the 


ever: ing conditions of society, it will remain for some poet of 
that day to speak of their decadence as a great poet of the past 
lamented the decay of the spirit of liberty in Europe: s 


Can ts but by tyrants conquered be, 
Freedom find no champion and no child 
Such as Columbia saw arise when she 
Sprung forth a Pallas, armed and undefiled? 
Or must such minds be nourished in the wild, 
Deep in the unpruned forest, midst the roar 
Of cataracts, where nu: Nature smiled 


On infant Washington? earth no more 
Such seeds within her breast, or Europe no such shore? 
Applause in the galleries. 
Ur. FORA KER. I move hat the Senate adjourn. 


The ‘motion was agreed to; and (at 2 o’clock and 53 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Thursday, March 
15, 1900, at 12 o’clock m. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
WEDNESDAY, March 14, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
MoLAIN, indefinitely, on account of the death of his wife. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, an- 
nounced that the Senate had passed bills and joint resolutions of 
the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House of 
Representatives was requested: 

S. 2679. An act declaring certain trestles of the Washington 
8 Taira Company to be lawful 3 ae 5 

Š An act approving a revision and adjustment of certain 
sales of Otoe and Aisso ia lands in the States of Nebraska and 


S. R. 66. Joint resolution authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay certain claims of the State of Indiana; 

S. 3138. An act to provide for necessary repairs to the steamer 
Thetis for service as a revenue cutter; 

S. 3125. An act granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer; 

S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Long- 


mire; 
S. 712. An act granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon; 
S. 169. An act granting a pension to George E. Tuttle; 
Seis An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
ilber; 
S. 173. An act granting a pension to John H. Morrison; 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob P. 
etcher; 
ae 1553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
arnes; 
S. 1441. An act granting a pension to James G. Hartzell; 
S. 1460. An act granting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings; 
S. 1549. An act increasing the pension of Isaiah Mitchell; 
S. 1551. An act granting a pension to John G. B. Masters; 
8 An act granting an increase of pension to Helen L. 
ent; 
S. 61. An act granting a pension to George Bunce; 


S. 1029. An act granting a pension to B. Lambe; 
S. 2983. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. Lynn; 
S. 1833. An act granting a pension to B. Christopher; 


S. 1831. An act granting a pension to Harry H. Lewis; 
S. 1803. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
Titsworth; 
S. 1030. An act granting a pension to Catharine Harris; 
S. 847. An act granting a pension to James B. n; 
8. 2777. An act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Trapp; 
S. 657. An act granting a pension to Matthew Redmond; 
$ Seite An act granting an increase of pension to Martha Mad- 
OCKS; 
S. 2020. An act granting a pension to Sarah E. Fortier; 
S. 950. An act granting a pension to Sarah Ann Fletcher; 
S. 2061. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael Lo- 


d; 
S. 2962. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


lades; 
Fait — An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
en; 
S. 259. An act granting a pension to Lizzie Breen; 
S. 2451. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover; 
S. 3127. An act granting an increase of pension to Maj. A. 
Northrop; 
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S. 2881. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Parker; 
S. 3004. An act granting an increase of persion to James B. 
Stevens; 
S. 474. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Pat- 
terson; 
8. 2280. An act granting a pension to Horatio N. Cornell; 
S. 1608. An act granting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan; 
S. 2463. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen Leddy; 
S. 2543. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Parmalee; 
z S. 751. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
ones; 
S. 2189. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernst Pitsch- 


ner, 

S 2941. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- 
e, jr.; À 
S8. 2552. An act granting an increase of pension to Mrs. Eliza- 

beth Overby Williams; g 
S. 3033, An act granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer; 
S. 1954. An act granting a pension to Edward L. Ruby; 
S. 1242. An act to increase the pension of Adele W. Elmer; 
S. 756. An act granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley; 
1 2332. An act granting an increase of pension to 1 H. 
ent; 


H. R. 1885. An act granting a pension to Harvey Grant; 
H. R. 5188. An act granting a pension to David C. Dane; 
1 — 5186. An act granting an increase of pension to Zadok C. 
erkins; 
1 R. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie H. 
gin; 
Toe a 5440. An act granting an increase of pension to Smith 
eweal; 
H. R. 2599. An act granting a pension to Philip Yoe; 
. R. 2169. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


w 
tek 
E. 

A 


R. 438. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 

R. 2526. An act granting a pension to Margarethe Bomke; 
R. 1979. An act granting a pension to 7 Bailey; 
R. 2666. An act granting a pension to John M. Laughlin; 
R. 2391. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; 
R. 232. An act granting a pension to John Vars; 

R. 8260, An act granting a pension to Susan M. Button; 


HHH 


H. R. 4090, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 

wn. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- 
rence of the House was requested: 

H. R. 5299, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


McCune; 
H. R. 2749. An act granting a pension to Susan Garrison; 
8 eres 5156. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances 
. y; i 
H. R. 6575. An act granting a pension to Matilda G. Higbee; 
H. R. 2477, An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Pennington; : 
pa R. 524. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. 
avis; 
H. R. 854, An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
McCormick; 
H. R. 4416. An act to increase the pension of Henry Geesen; 
Ta R. 3072. An act to increase the pension of William W. Whar- 
n; 
H. R. 3071. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 


n; 

H. R. 309. An act granting a pension to James M. Kercheval; 
H. R. 5509. An act granting a pension to Malinda Jones; and 
Bae 3067. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvina 

es, 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following titles 
were taken from the Speaker's table and referred to their appro- 
priate committees as indicated below: . 

S. 2679. An act declaring certain trestles of the Washington 


County Railroad 8 to be lawful structures to the Com- 


mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. 8207. An act approving a revision and adjustment of certain 
sales of Otoe and Missouria lands in the States of Nebraska and 
Kansas—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

S. R. 66. Joint resolution authorizing and directing the Secre- 
tary of the Treasury to pay certain claimsof the State of Indiana 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

S. 3138. An act to provide for necessary repairs to the steamer 
Thetis for service as à revenue cutter—to the Committee on Ap- 
propriations. 

S. 2938. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph Long- 
mire—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 712. An act granting a pension to Nellie L. Groshon—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 169. An act granting a pension to George E. Tuttle—to the 
Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

S, 163. An act granting an increase of pension to Dwight D. 
Wilber—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 178. An act granting a pension to John H. Morrison—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2977. An act granting an increase of on to Jacob P, 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1553. An act granting an increase of pension to Samantha 
Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1441. An act granting a pension to James G. Hartzell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1460. An act ting a pension to Charles A. Hutchings—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1549. An act increasing the pension of Isaiah Mitchell—to the 
Committee on Invalid ons. 


S. 1551. An act ting a pension to John G. B. Masters to 
the Committee on Invalid ions. 
S. 61. An act granting a pension to George Bunce—to the Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1029. An act granting a pension to Harry B. Lambe to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 2983. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac H. 
Lynn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

5. 1833. An act ting a pension to Mary B. Christopher—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1831. An act granting a pension to Harry H. Lewis to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 1030. An act granting a pension to Catharine Harris—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 847. An act granting a pension to James B. Logan—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2777. An act packs a pension to Benjamin F. Trapp to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 657. An act granting a pension to Matthew Redmond—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 649. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha Mad- 
docks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8. 2961. An act ting an increase of pension to Michael Loch- 
ard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2962. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Blades—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2993. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward Mad- 
den—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2451. An act granting a pension to Jennie P. Stover—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


S. 3127. An act granting an increase of ion to Maj. A. 
Northrop—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 2881. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Parker—to the 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3004. An act granting an increase of pension to James B. Ste- 
vens—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 474. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac Patter- 
son—to the ittee on Pensions. 

S. 1608, An act ting a pension to Eleanor R. Sullivan—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2463. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen Leddy— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2543. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward A, 
FParmalee—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 751. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathew T. 
Jones—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2159. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernst Pitsch- 
ner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2941. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert Gam- 
ble, jr.—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 3033. An act granting a pension to Emily A. Larimer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1954. An act granting a pension to Edward L. Ruby—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 756. An act granting a pension to Lydia F. Wiley—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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S. 2332. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret H. 
Kent—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
S. 244. An act granting a 3 to Mary Jane McLaughlin— 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1909. An act granting a pension to Cecilia A. Price—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 8183, An act granting a pension to George W. Newell—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3294. An act granting a pension to Louesa Moulton—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3329. An act granting a pension to Kate B. Warren—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 2863. An act restoring to the pension roll the name of Francis 
H. Staples—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3125. An act granting a pension to Emily A, Larimer—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CONSIDERATION OF PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. GRAFF. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that the 
resolution which I offered last evening and the amendment offered 
to it may be withdrawn, and the resolution which I send to the 
Clerk’s desk may be considered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois, calling up the 
unfinished business of last night, asks unanimous consent to sub- 
stitute for the proposition then pending the proposition which will 
now be reported by the Clerk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Resolved, That on all Fridays for the remainder of this Con; except the 
second and fourth of each month, it shall be the order, the House having pro- 
ceeded to the consideration of private business according to the provisions of 
section 6of Rule XXIV and section 1 of Rule XXVI, totake up, in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House, bills on the Private Calendar under the following 
conditions: On the next Friday which the House may devote to private 


busin and on every alternate Friday thereafter w may be devoted to 

private business, bills reported from the Committee on Claims shall have 

priority over those from the Committee on War Claims; and on the 

remaining alternate days devoted to private bills, those reported from 

Led Le er on War shall have priority over those from the Com- 
ee on 


TheSPEAKER, Is there objection to the substitution? [After 
a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
e question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. GRAFF, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the resolution was agreed to was laid on the table. 


ACCUMULATION OF BOOKS, DOCUMENTS, BILLS, AND REPORTS. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
report. ; 
e Clerk read as follows: 


The Committee on Rules, to whom was referred House resolution No. 168, 
have considered the same and would respectfully report the following in lieu 


thereof: 
Resolved, That there be appointed a select committee of three members, 
whose duty it shall be to examine the accumulated documents, bills, and re- 
rts in the House and the Clerk’s document rooms and the rooms in which 
They are stored, and report, by resolution or otherwise, as soon as possible, 
what ition shall ks, 


and reports, and what measures taken for the better preservation 
and care of those remaining after such disposition. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolution. 
The question was taken, and the resolution was agreed to. 


THOMAS PAUL. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 2000) for 
the relief of Thomas Paul. ` 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, 
directed to sell the following-described tract of land, to wit: Lot 6, section 
31: lot 7, section 34; the northeast quarter. of the southeast quarter of section 
34; lot 6. section 35; lot 7, section 35; all in township 8 north, of range 36 east 
of the Willamette meridian, aggregating 132.15 acres, to Thomas Paul for the 
sum of $1.25 per acre. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to gee, Cores and read a third time; and 
being engrossed, was read the third time, and passed. 

~ On motion of Mr. JONES of Washington, a motion to recon- 
sider the last vote was laid on the table. 


TITLE TO REAL ESTATE IN SANTA FE, N. MEX. 


Mr. PEREA. Mr. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 5049) to settle the title to 
real estate in the city of Santa Fe, N. Mex. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the United States of America hereby releases and 
q tclaims unto the city of Santa Fe, N. Mex., and its successors, all righ 
aim, or interest which the United States may have in or to any and all o 
the lands em within the present survey of the Santa Fe grant as the 
same appears on file fn the General Land Office in Washington and in the 
office of the surveyor-general for the district of New Mexico, and approved 
by H. M. Atkinson, surveyor-general, and the Commissioner of the General 
Land Office, being a tract containing 1 Spanish yk See having for 
the center thereof the soldiers’ monument in the center of the plaza of said 
e cardinal 


city, and extending one Spanish league therefrom to each of th 


pou of the compass, and patent from the United States shall issue there- 
pd Ro said 9 and aitelaim to moa of Sauta ve being 4 . smt 
corporation for all parks, stree vacant unoccu ands, or 
other Ale laces now existing within said limite, and to the said city in 
trust for the benefit of all persons 8 title to their individual hold 
ot real estate within such its by actual possession or under color of title 
for the period of ten years p to the passage of this act: Pr 
there is expressly reserved from this t and quitclaim all lands and build- 
ings now occupied or claimed by the United States for its Federal building, 
national cemetery, the Fort Marcy Reservation, and Indian schools; and also 


reserving therefrom any private land grants that may have been, or may 
hereafter be confirmed by the Court of Brivate Land Claims thi 
ity of the United States. 7 3555 


Sec. 2. That it is hereby made the duty of the mayor and clerk of said city, 
and of their successors in office, to execute gs r deeds of quitclaim to the 
persons entitled thereto under this act for their respective holdings of real 
estate upon such ts applying therefor and presenting proper deeds 
for the . of such officers, without any expense to the said applicants, 
and such deeds when executed shall be taken in all courts and places as a re- 
Unquishment of any claim or title to the lands therein described on the part 
of the United States. 

Sec. 3. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and after its 


passage. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I think there ought to be some ex- 
planation of this bill. 

Mr. PEREA. This bill was unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on the Public Lands, 
a 3 If the report is not too long, I would like to have 
it read. 

Mr. PEREA. The report is quite short. 

Mr. PAYNE. Let the report be read. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read the 

The Clerk read the report (by Mr. LACEY), as follows: 


The Committee on the Public Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 
5049) to settle the title to real estate in the ty of Santa Fe, N. Mex., having 
fully considered said bill, report the same without amendment and rec- 
ommend that said bill be passed. 

In accordance with the provisions of the law of 8 creating the 
Court of Private Land Claims, a ‘ved March 3, 1891, the confirmation of 
the grant of 4 square leagues to the oy of Santa Fe was sought before the 
said Court of Private Land Claims, The case was subsequently ap 
from that court to the Supreme Court of the United States, and by the 
court decided t the claims of the city and the ent was rejected. That 
decision of the Supreme Court is to be found in 165 United States Supreme 
Court Reports, pago 675. We quote from the decision of the Supreme Court, 

ows: 


ceded or shown that prior to 1680 there existed a Spanish town. 
known as La Villa de Santa Fe, which was the seat of goveramont of the 
Spanish province of New Mexico, and that there was also prior to that date 
the official mechanism 5 keadan by the Spanish law to direct the affairs of a 
Spanish villa or town. © origin of the town or villa is obscure. but the 
record indicates that as early as 1543 the settlement was made by deserters 
from the Spanish military force under Coronado, who refused to accompan 
their commander on his return to Mexico, and settled at Santa Fe, In I 
the Spaniards were driven out by an Indian insurrection and Santa Fe was 
Geatroxed, and the Spaniards re ted to Paso del Norte, where they re- 
mained until 1692, when Diego = Vargas reconquered the country. In 1693 
e. 


De Vargas reestablished Santa 


e vince. 
andi daries de ed by act of tho Territo ture of New Mex- 
ico. (Laws of New Mexico, 1851-52, Kearney's Code, 112.) The municipal 
charter ted in 1851 was shortly and the probate 
judge of the county became, by operation of law, the of the rec- 


New Mexico, 1851-52, Kearney’s Code, 272. 
this time until the year 1591, when Santa 
the laws of New Mexico.” 


to the usual 4 1 es ted for town under the Spanish and 
Mexican laws, yet — * its opinion it intimates that the grant havin bee 
r one for action. IT 
vest, by act o! in 
stee for the benefit of the private owners of 


is theref 
as contem this decision of the Supreme Co 
extended to the owners of real estate within the said 4 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RI RDSON. Mr. Speaker, I rise to ask what committee 
has Bg tine: the bill? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The Committee on Public Lands approved 
it 12 a unanimous report. 

r. RICHARDSON. As I listened to the reading of the report 
there seems to be no reason why the bill should pass. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The reason is this: The ple of that city 
have improved the land, built houses upon it, under the sup 
sition that they owned it. They have been in occupation of it for 
over a hundred years, and when it comes to the question of the 
original grant it seems that it was defective. Although they occu- 

ied it, and have 5 on it for years and years, it was 

eld in the Court of Private Land Claims that the title did not pass. 
Now, the Government does not want to take that land from any- 
body. It is not right that the Government should take it from 
these people, and consequently this bill was prepared in the in- 
terests of the people who live there. It seems to me it is eminently 
just and right. 
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Mr. CANNON. 
tions there? 

Mr. SHAFROTH. In the os of Santa Fe? Ido not know; I 
have never been in Santa Fe. ill the gentleman from New Mex- 
ico [Mr. PEREA] answer the gentleman from Illinois? 

. PEREA. I did not hear the question. 

Mr, CANNON. When we make this grant I want to see if we 
are granting any property that the Government has ion of 
or that it ought to have ession of. In other words, are we 
granting something here that we ought not to grant? 

Mr. SHAFROT No; I think not. I have never been in 
Santa Fe, and I can not state what the reservations are. 

Mr. PEREA, Will the gentleman from Illinois repeat his 

uestion? 
z Mr. CANNON. This bill grants 4 leagues of land to the city of 
Santa Fe? 

Mr. PEREA. Yes. 

Mr. CANNON. Has the Government possession of any prop- 
erty in granted territory? J 

Mr. PEREA. Yes; but the bill explicitly reserves that to the 
Government. The Government has there a F. building, a 
national cemetery, the Fort Marcy Reservation, and Indian schools, 
Those are all reserved in the bill. 

Mr. CANNON. Does it reserve all that the United States is in 
possession of? 

Mr. PEREA. The bill itself reserves it all. 

Mr. PAYNE. As I gathered from the reading of the bill, that 
was ne intention, although it did not seem to be very clearly ex- 
pressed, 

-Mr, PEREA. We would like to have the Fort Marcy Reserva- 
tion, but we do not sag ged it under the bill. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. I will read the provision in the bill. It is 
as follows: 

Provided, That there is expressly reserved from this ant and quitclaim 
all lands and buildings now occupied or 1 the United States for its 
Federal building, national cemetery, the Fort Marcy Reservation, and In- 
dian schools; and also reserving therefrom any private land nts that ma: 
have been, or may hereafter be, con! ed by the Court of Private Lan 
Claims or other authority of the United States. 

Mr. CANNON. Will the gentleman from Colorado read that 
provision again? 

Mr. SHAFROTH nig read the provision. 

Mr. DALZELL. This is a bill simply to acquire title? 

Mr. SHAFROTH, That is all. 

Mr. SNODGRASS, It seems to me that there should be added 
to that reservation, or other lands that the Government has not 
heretofore assumed to part with.” : 

Mr. PEREA, That covers it, because it reserves all the land be- 
longing to the United States. The United States is well protected 
by this bill, and it is the unanimous report of this committee. 
Everybody's rights are protected, Provision is made for the pro- 
tection of other grants that may hereafter be confirmed or may 
have been confirmed. The reason for inserting this clause is that 
there are some small ts which may conflict with this. We 
a not want to come here asking Congress to adjudicate those 


tles. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. May not this include also some other lands 
which the Government has not heretofore assumed to with? 

Mr. PEREA, No; it does not include any such. I know all 
about these grants. Although I do not live in Santa Fe, I visit 
there once or twice a month when at home, 

Mr. DENNY. With reference to the ten-year limitation, I ob- 
serve in the bill the following language: 

actual ssion or under color of title for 
— 4 te te posse: 8 color the period of ten years 

What is the reason for this limitation of ten years? 

Mr. PEREA., That is for the purpose of complying with the 
present laws of New Mexico. The limitation in question follows 
those laws as they exist to-day. In many cases where titles are lost 
people come up and make claims, just as when parties and wit- 
nesses are dead, unfounded claims are often presen The object 
of this limitation is to meet claims which might be improperly 
presented after a lapse of time. The provision conforms, as I have 
said, exactly to the laws of New Mesto. 

Mr. DENNY. I observe the language is under color of title.” 
Why should there not have been a provision inserted in regard 
to ‘‘adverse possession,” so as not to affect the titles of infants or 
others that may have accrued within that time? 

Mr. PEREA, I would not see any objection to including the 
words “adverse possession;” but, I repeat, the provision of the 
bill corresponds exactly with the laws of New Mexico. 

Mr. SHAFROTH. The provision in the statute of New Mexico 
is somewhat similar to the provision of the statute of my own 
State and many others of the Western States, where the law is 
that you may acquire title either under adverse possession or 
under color of title and by payment of taxes for a certain period 
of time. In my State that period is five years; in Illinois, seven 


How extensive are the Government reserva- 


years; in New Mexico, I believe, ten years. Now, as I understand 
the p of this bill is solely to give to persons who would 
have title under the laws of New Mexico the sanction of this Gov- 
ernment, so that they may have under the United States law the 
same rights that they have under the laws of the Territory. 

Mr. PEREA. According to my understanding (although I 
am not a lawyer), the limitation never runs against minors or 
persons under guardianship; it does not operate until they become 
of age. Such is the case in New Mexico, according to the deci- 
sions of the courts. 

Let me add that this bill has been pending for alongtime. I 
have sent copies of it to all persons who I supposed might be in- 
terested; and, so far as I know, there is not a single objection to 
the bill from anybody in Santa Fe. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time; and 
it was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

INDEX OF PRIVATE CLAIMS. 


Mr. JOY. Idesire to call up a privileged report from the Com- 
mittee on Accounts, 

The following resolution (introduced by Mr. LACEY January 8, 
1900) was read: 

Resolved, That the Clerk of the House is hereby directed to continue the 
preparation of a summary and alphabetical list of the private claims 
presented to the House of Representatives from the Fifty-second Congress to 
the Fifty-sixth Congress, inclusive, and to employ three persons to perform 
said work, at the rate of $ per diem each, to paid out of the contingent 
fund of the House until ent is otherwise provided for by law. And the 
Committee on Appropriations is hereby directed to provide for the annual 
salaries of such persons in . ea, executive, and judicial 3 
bill for the fiscal year ending June 90, 1901, at the same compensation formerly 
paid for preparing said work. 

Mr. CANNON. Where does this report come from? 

Mr. JOY. It is the unanimous report of the Committee on 
Accounts. The resolution simply follows the custom which has 
prevailed once in every five Congresses, of indexing private claims 
so that not only clerks of the House, but members of committees, 
may trace back these claims, many of which come in session after 
session, and may see their condition, how and when they were re- 
ported, and all the papers connected with them. These claims 

ave been indexed every five Congresses, and it is now asked that 
these indexes be continued so that the claims and the papers con- 
nected therewith may be readily found at any time by members 
of committees or by clerks of the House. 

Mr. CANNON. Iam curious to know if my friend is informed 
Eons AT DOAS at any time eyer saw or consulted this valuable 
work. 

Mr. JOY. Iam told by the chairman of the Committee on War 
Claims, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Manon], who has 
looked into the matter very carefully—I think, A asaya at the 
eg as of the Speaker—that it is a very valuable thing and ought 
to be done. It is a custom that has prevailed since the First Con- 
gress, These claims have all been indexed up to within the last 
ten years—and the custom has been every ten years to index them— 
and the same is provided for in this resolution that was 
provided in the Forty-seventh Congress. They have been indexed 
up to and including the Fifty-first Congress. 

Mr. STEELE. I desire to ask one question. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Indiana? 

Mr. JOY. Ido. 

Mr. STEELE. I want to know whether it is possible for three 
men to do this work. 

Mr. JOY. The time of their employment is not fixed. Of 
course the Committee on Accounts can only employ them for a 
certain time out of the contingent fund. 

Mr. STEELE. If three men are to be ty che at this stu- 
pendous task, why are they not allowed ten or fifteen dollars a day 
apiece? Would not that amount be just as proper as the one 
which is reported? 

Mr. JOY. Six dollars a day is the same compensation which 
they were allowed the last time. 

Mr. STEELE. That makes $18 per day for the preparation of 
a document that is probably not consulted by half a dozen mem- 
bers of the House, and those who do consult it might get the 
same information through their clerks, who are employed at $6 a 


day. 

Ar. JOY. It would be practically impossible, when a claim 
comes into this House, to run it back to the origin of that claim, 
in several days’ work. 

Mr. STEELE. If this isa matter of privilege, I can not object; 
otherwise I shall object. 

The SPEAKER. It is a privileged report. 

Mr. JOY. It is unanimously reported from the Committee on 
Accounts. 

Mr. CANNON. Iwill ask the 8 to modify his resolu- 
tion so that it will come exclusively within the jurisdiction of the 
Committee on Accounts. That is the committee which has con- 
trol of the contingent fund. I must confess that I have a good 
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deal of doubt as to the value of this work, except to the parties 
who get the money for doing it, and Isubmit that that part of the 
resolution which goes beyond the contingent fund is not a matter 


of dhe. A 5 
r. JOY. Well, I will state with reference to that 
Mr. CANNON. And inasmuch asa ion of the resolution is 
not privileged, therefore that vitiates the whole of it, it seems to 


me, as a matter oE pirunan. 

Mr. JOY. It be practically im ible to put these men to 
work and have them accomplish anything in the little time dur- 
ing which they can be paid out of the contingent fund, I submit 
that I should much We to withdraw the resolution, rather than 
to make that amendment, as it will defeat the whole purpose of 
the resolution, and will practically prevent this work being done, 
a work which, in the opinion of gentlemen who co ted it, 
is a proper,-valuable, and n work, It is one that has 
always been done, and even in the Forty-seyenth Congress the 


same rs ae ovided for. 7 

FoK Le Ae w long did they continue then and how much 
did it cos 

Mr. JOY. They continued, as I am informed, a little more 
than a year and a half, or about a year and a half, 

Mr. LOUD. This would involve an expenditure of $8,570 a 
year, and I do not think you will ever get rid of it. 

Mr. CANNON. Suppose the gentleman withdraws his resolu- 
tion, as it is clearly not privileged, until we have an opportunity 


to look into the matter. 
Mr. LOUD. TheS er has held that it is paragon 
Mr. CANNON. I did not so understand the Chair. 


The SPEAKER. No point of order has been made, and the 
matter has been under debate. It is too late to make the point of 
order, but the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Joy] indicated his 

i to withdraw the resolution. 

x int of order was made. Iin- 
tended to do so. I called attention to it. 

The SPEAKER. Not until after debate had proceeded. 

Aea 2 1 I supposed that my statement was equivalent 

a point of order. 

Mr. JOY. I Will state, Mr. Speaker, that while the committee 
ha ve no e interest in this except to facilitate the work of 
the Clerk of this House and the work of the committees before 
whom these matters come, yet inasmuch as the record has been 
kept, and inasmuch as it is said by those in c of these bills, 
members of the Committee on Claims and on War Claims and 
other committees 3 before them, to be necessary, we 
think the resolution ought to prevail. 


and examined into, and then I consulted with 9 about 
it, and I presume that he examined into it. We thi 3 


The question is on ing to the resolution. 
Mr. GANN ON. I think I made what was equivalent to a point 
of order against the resolution. 
The SP. . The Chair thinks it is too late to make the 
point of order. The matter has been debated. 
Mr. STEELE. It is not too late to vote the resolution down. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks the matter is within the 
ower of the House. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
on. 
The question being taken, the Speaker announced that the noes 
seemed to have it. 
Mr. JOY. Lask for a division, Mr. Speaker. 
The House divided, and there were ayes 47, noes 63. 
Accordingly the resolution was rejected. 


CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD COMPANY, 


Mr. CURTIS. I desire to present a conference report on the 
bill (S. 2351) nanose the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma 
and Gulf Railroad pany. 


The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Kansas submits the fol- 
lowing conference report, which the Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


The committee of conference on the votes of the two Houses 


and as ows: 
That the Senate recede from its ont to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same wi ts as follows: 


Insert the word “franchises” before the word “ railroad,” at the beginning 


of line 13, 3, and insert the words “either ‘erred or common, or 
both,” after the word “stock,” at the end of ea sd tenn: 
That the House agree to the said amendments. 
J. 8. SHERMAN, 


CHAS. CU 
JOHN 8. LITTLE, 
Managers on the part of the House. 


. H. P 
JAMES K. JONES, 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
The statement of the House conferees was read, as follows: 


Statement of the managers of the conference on the part of the House on 
Senate act No. 234, enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and 


Gulf R Company. 
The Senate recedes from its t to the amendment of the House, 


disagreemen 
a t 
mas = —— 2 —— —.— two amendments, which are simply to make the 
The conference report was agreed to. 
On motion of Mr. CURTIS, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
was laid on the table. 


PRINTING OF PROCEEDINGS ON ACCEPTING THE WEBSTER STATUE, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Com- 
mittee on Printing to ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of Senate concurrent resolution No. 22. 

The SP. t. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. HEAT- 
WOLE] asks unanimous consent, by instruction of the Committee 
on Printing, for the consideration of the following concurrent 
resolution, which the Clerk will read: 

The Clerk read as follows: 


18. 
for the use of Mr. S m Hutchins, 4,000 
for the use of the House of eulogien of wht — 100 


1900, 1 rted 6 its, of which 1,000 shall be 
as re I W. 
for ae 
scribed by law for pense 00 of which, oth 
for the use of Mr. Hu B delivered to the Sena 
tives of the States of New pshire and usetts, 2,000 for 
resentatives. 


Massach' 
the Senate, and 4,000 for the use of the House of Rep: 


The following amendment, recommended by the Committee on 
Printing, was read: 

Amend the resolution so as to read: 

“That there be printed for immediate use as a public popes ag a the 
form prescribed by law for 8 12,500 in cloth binding, 
of the proceedings in connection the t of the Webster statue on 
January 18, 1900, as re committee of arrangements, of which 500 
shall be for the use Mr. Sti tg. tng Sod delivered to the Senators 
and ted 8 —.— States of New 


use of 


There was no objection. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was agreed to. 

The resolution as amended was agreed to, 

On motion of Mr. HEATWOLE, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

EXPLANATION, 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to make a word of ex- 
planation on behalf of my colleague, Mr. Davis, who was absent 
and has been absent for several da When the bill H. R. No. 1 


ys. 
came up yesterday, I su he was the roll 
hich had e eae 25825 


pair had been transferred to another 

or his consent, leaving him unpaired. 

terday, he would have voted “nay.” 
SELECT COMMITTEE. 


The SPEAKER. The Chair submits the following committee, 
as directed by the resolution adopted this morning: Mr. Ron- 
ERTS of Massachusetts; Mr. HeaTwoLe of Minnesota, and Mr. 
Driacs of New York. 

EXPLANATION. 

Mr. STEELE. Mr. Speaker, I desire to state that on Monday 
last, when the Wise election case was considered, I was called at 
my hotel to know if the gentleman from Iowa, Mr. THOMAS, 
should come up here and vote. He was very ill in bed, and was 
very much di because he could not respond. I told him 
that I had a pair; that I would get it transferred and vote, and 
transfer the pair to him. I came to the pair clerk and suggested 
that that be done. He informed me that he was already paired; 
whereupon I voted. It seems, afterwards, b 
au i by me, the pair was revoked that 
for the gentleman from Iowa, and left him sick in bed and with- 
outa pair. I want to make that explanation as due to a gentle- 
man who is still sick and unable to be present. Who reyoked the 
pair I do not know. 
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DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the consideration of the District appropriation bill. 

Mr. MUDD. I desire to reserve all points of order on the bill. 

The SPEAKER. That has been done already by the gentleman 
from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON]. 

The question was taken, and the motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. SHERMAN in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the appro- 
priation bill which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 9133) making appropriations to provide for the of 
the 5 of the District of umbia for the fiscal year — duns 
80, 1901, and for other purposes. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
Is there objection? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Chairman, I do not see the gentle- 
man from Mississippi here. I would suggest that we come to 
some understanding about the length of debate. A number of 
gentlemen—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to dispensing with the 
first reading of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Iwant to reserve that until we can agree 
about the time, if we can. A number of tlemen want to be 
heard on this side, and have communicated that fact tome. Ido 
not know whether they have spoken to the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi [Mr. ALLEN] also. 

r. GROUT. On matters contained in the bill, let me ask the 
gentleman from Tennessee? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, This is a general appropriation bill. No; 
I do not understand that they all want to speak on the bill. This 
is a general appropriation bill, and, under the rules of the House, 
they desire to avail themselves of the opportunity to make speeches, 

r. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I hope that there will be no de- 
mand for general rambling political debate on this bill, it being a 
bill in which there is no politics, It is simply a matter of providing 
for the expenses of the government of the District of Columbia. 
N. or bey hoped that there would be no call for general debate 
on this bill. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. In reply to the gentleman from Vermont, 
permit me to say that under the rules there is no way by which 
gentlemen can avail themselves of the opportunity for debate ex- 
cept when the House is in Committee of the Whole on the state of 

the Union on appropriation bills, and therefore they insist that 
that opportunity be afforded them and that they may be permitted 
to avail themselves of it. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will allow 
me to suggest, I will say that this bill on the Calendar takes the 
place of the Army appropriation bill, which is already on the Cal- 
endar. We have taken this bill up on a direct motion, and when 
that bill comes up there will be opportunity for general debate and 
political speeches may be made. I appeal to gentlemen, for con- 
siderations which I do not care to state on the floor, that they do 
not ask for time for a general discussion and to make political 

eeches on this bill. There will be ope opportunity when those 
other bills are reached, every one of which goes to the very ques- 
tions gentlemen want to discuss. It would be wholly irrelevant 
on this bill, and I can not see how any gentleman on the other side 
can feel at home making a political speech on this bill, which 
simply appropriates money for the expenses of the District govern- 
ment. Can you not contain yourselves until the other bills come up? 

Mr. RICHARDSON, They cannot doit, Iam told. [Laughter.] 

Mr. GROUT. Well, how little time can you get along with? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. At least six gentlemen have spoken to 
me. I do not know how many have spoken to the gentleman from 
Mississippi. I do not see how we could get along without a day 
and a half of general debate. k 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Make it two and a half. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the gentleman from Tennessee if he 
‘will consent to the reading of the bill by paragraphs, to be com- 
menced to-morrow immediately after the reading of the Journal? 
Then those gentlemen who do not get in can revise their speeches 
a little more against the consideration of the other bills. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ifthe gentleman will make it 2 o'clock 
to-morrow we will N 

Mr. GROUT. Call it after the reading of the Journal. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. No; thatis equivalent to making general 
debate end to-day. I want to meet the gentleman halfway. If 
the gentleman will fix it at 1 o'clock there will be no difficulty in 
concluding the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. GROUT. Iam not certain about that, Mr, Chairman, be- 


cause almost every member thinks he knows a good deal about 
the affairs of the District. This is a bill on which there is gen- 
erally a good deal of discussion, and for certain reasons I want to 
be sure to conclude the consideration of the bill to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I think you can do that by yielding this 


much for general debate. I thi 
sion under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I donot want to appear unreason- 
able about this matter, but it does seem to me that these political 
debates are altogether more suitable on other bills. hy can 
you not agree to take up this bill immediately after the reading of 
the Journal, by paragraphs, which seems to me is really a liberal 
proposition, and thus use the whole of to-day in general debate? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. If the gentleman does not want to use 
an hour himself, if he will say that the debate shall continue until 
1 o'clock, he could have it. All we want is to get one hour longer. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman from Ten- 
nessee mean that all the time is to be taken on that side? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Oh, no; the time to be divided equally. 

Mr. GROUT. Let me say to the gentleman from Tennessee 
that if he will consent that this bill may be taken up to-morrow 
immediately after the reading of the Journal, I think we will be 
able to lend him some time to-day from this side. I do not speak 
authoritatively, for I have not conferred with members on this 
side, but I believe we will be able to lend him sometime, Ihave 
not had a request for a single hour. 

Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, if I can be 
ee acme as a member of the committee in general debate for 
one hour to-day, I will yield it to the gentleman from Tennessee, 

“RICHARDSON. With that understanding, Mr. Chairman, 
5 „ make that agreement, I have no further 
0 on 


there will not be much discus- 


Mr. GROUT. I will say further, Mr. Chairman, that if we are 


not able to lend the time to the gentleman to-day to let off the 
steam on that side, so it will be entirely safe [laughter], I will 
agree to an hour to-morrow for general debate. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks consent 
to dispense with the first reading of the bill. Is there objection? 

After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The gentleman from 

ermont asks unanimous consent that general debate be closed 
to-day, and that the bill be taken up under the five-minute rule 
immediately after the reading of the Journal to-morrow. 

Mr. RICHARDSON, I agree to that, if we get an hour for 
general debate from the other side to-day. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, I will take but a moment in sub- 
mitting the features of this bill. It carries $6,742,519.81. It is the 
largest bill, Mr. Chairman, that ever came from the Committee 
on Appropriations to the House making appropriations for the 
District. The bill reported last year was then the largest bill, but 
this is some over $400,000 larger. I state this so that the people of 
the District, who have no vote nor voice in this business, may un- 
derstand that provision is being made, in a prudent manner we 
hope, for the increase of the city, for the additional demand for 
the use of money that springs up through increased population. 

This bill is, of course, considerably less than the estimates. 
The estimates, exclusive of the water department, were 87,744, 
250.48, Itis also somewhat less than what is called current law; 
less than the bill for the present year. It is, to be exact, $99,- 
016.40 less; but when this bill has gone through another place, 
which we are not at liberty to name, it is always made more and 
never less. So if there is a disposition on the part of the members 
of the House to be more liberal still than is provided for in this 
bill, they will undoubtedly have that opportunity later by con- 
currin gin what is certain enough to be done elsewhere. 

I wish to call attention, Mr. Chairman, to one thing which has 
been gradually accomplished in the different District bills within 
the last ten years. I refer to electric lighting in the city. The 
electric lighting in 1890 cost $219 each for arc lights from sunset 
tosunrise. The price was fixed for arc lights by the last bill, or 
the bill now nk nea at $72 per annum, from fifteen minutes 
after sunset to forty-five minutes before sunrise, a somewhat dif- 
ferent schedule, but after all not so very different, but a little 
shorter in time. 

This reduction has been made from 8219 to $72 gradually, and, 
as we believe, on evidence now which is abundant, that the elec- 
tric-light companies, or the electric light company, as they are now 
consolidated, is making a fair profit on this service. I want to 
state that fact at this time before the House, for that question 
may come up for consideration before we are through with this 
bill. It was a burning question in the last House, when it was re- 
duced from 891.25, through the action of this committee, to $72. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Has the gentleman some proof filed 
in the committee that refers to the prices of $72? 

Mr. GROUT. Whether or not it is remunerative to the com- 


does the gentleman mean? 
M. SAMUEL W.SMITH, Yes; whether or not it is a fair 
price. 
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Mr. GROUT. 


Not recently filed. On the con 
statement filed by the electric-light company complaining that it 


, we havea 


is not remunerative, that they are losing money. But we have 
at the same time a statement on which we based our action made 
in 1897, which satisfied the committee that there must be some 
mistake in the arithmetic of the company somewhere, or a certain 
well-informed gentleman was very much mistaken in the ground 
he took then before this committee when he presented himself 
here asking to have a riyal company admitted to the privilege of 
lighting, and to which the committee extended that right. 

That was Mr. Crosby, president of the Potomac Electric Light- 
ing Company, who wanted some chance at the public lighting. I 
will cond wit he then said. As a basis of what I am about to 
read, he said that he could furnish electric lights for $100 a lamp 
and make a good profit on the service. We were then paying $146 
for arc lights, and he said that if he were allowed the privilege of 
b for the lighting, he would do it for $100 a lamp, and 
could make money on it—not a large profit, but a living profit— 
and he gave these as among his reasons: 


“Mr. Crossy. In the last two or three years the conditions for producing 
electricity have bean very much better. The machinery even which was 
made in the last two or three years as compared 
more economical, en, „the location which is chosen by one company 
or another la affects the economy of grinding out this current—that is, 
if a plant should be located where coal must be hauled instead of taken from 
the railroad car or flatboats, that expense is r in the one case than in 
the other. If one station can not get water for condensing purposes, that 
causes failure to make economy. 

Then, again, in regard to the engines, etc., where formerly it took 6 pounds 
of coal to the horsepower per hour we are guaranteed b Gramps Company 
1.35 to the horsepower per hour. Then the other market in regard toelectric 
machinery is as low almost in the same rtion as the change in the cost 
of coal, and whereas in the United Sta J orars station there will bə 
about forty dynamos for supplying about 4,300-horsepower capacity, there 
would be in a modern institution four or five dynamos with a corresponding 
number of engines for a similar output, and the 5 5 this ma- 
chinery are less than upon a co: nding output largoly in the old-fashioned 
ennes The machinery made in those days was the best they were enabled 
to make. 

Ihave had a large experience in the manufacturing side of this business, 
and whereas the machinery is improving, and what we may have in the fu- 
ture in the way of radical changes we do not know, but at any rate, at the 
present time we have machinery we feel is the best for some time possibly 
and will be good machinery for the next ten or fifteen years, and when we 
take into consideration all these, the price of material itself entering into 
this, which advantage the United States Company gets as well as any bod 
else, so that the price that was 5 — two years s another thing in 
to lighting prices to-day, and it es possible that we should be able to 
make something at $100a year. 


The committee, acting upon this statement, opened the door to 
competition after a rug: fight, not only in the House, but at 
the other end of the Capitol and in conference, and we then fixed 
as a basis of compromise for that year eet light. 

Now, these companies have consolidated, Mr. Crosby’s company 

ny, and every word that was true then 
is company is true to-day, and perhaps 


with several years ago is 


buying out the other com 
as said by Mr. Crosby of 
more so. 

We are satisfied that the lighting can be done at the figure we 
have fixed; and so, notwithstanding the president of this company 
filed a protest and a strong argument—the parties interested did 
not present the matter orally, but ap on paper protesting 
that it could not be done without loss—the committee left the 
price as fixed in the last Congress, $72 per arc light. 


Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Is 10 cents per kilowatt per hour a 
fair price for electric lighting? 
Mr. GROUT. From the information before the committee they 


think it is a fair price. They think there is a better margin on 
that compensation than there is on the arc light at $72 per annum. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Can not electricity be produced for 
2 cents per kilowatt per hour? 

Mr. GROUT. Iam unable to state about that. Ourinvestiga- 
tions were not specific upon that branch of the case in this bill; 
and as the matter is not h in my mind, I will not undertake to 
recall what has been stated heretofore before the committee. 
Very likely there is evidence on which to base the gentleman’s 
question, and it might call for an affirmative response; but I do 
not feel able to furnish it. I simply say I do not know with ref- 
erence to that point. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe, with these remarks, I am ready 
to submit the bill. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I wish to ask the gentleman whether there 
is in this bill any provision for continuing the improvement of 
what is known as the Eastern Branch—the reclamation of that 
waste and overflowed land? 

Mr. GROUT. Not specifically. If the gentleman refers to the 
improvement of the branch in the original acceptation of the 


Mr. HEPBURN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. GROUT. That would be an appropriate provision for the 
river and harbor bill. 
Probably the gentleman refers to some sewers provided for in 
the last bill. 
Mr. HEPBURN. No; I refer to the general improvement or 


reclamation of the waste and overflowed lands on the margin of 
that stream, I think it is not a matter for the River and bor 


ttee. 

Mr. GROUT. Itis pending before that committee; it was not 
presented to our committee. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I should like to know whether 
this increased N contemplates any improvement in 
the water supply of this city. 

Mr. GROUT. To what particular improvement does the gen- 
tleman refer? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, My reference was especially to the 
fact that our friends who live in Washington or who have the 
pleasure of sojourning here and who enjoy using water as a bev- 
erage and also for bathing, and who find the water now furnished 
in this District fit only for irrigation and fertilization, would like 
to see some improvement in the character of the water supplied. 
The question in my mind was whether an increased appropria- 
tion was necessary for this purpose. If it could be done, I should 
favor some method of purifying this water at the source of supply. 
I think it conld be done and would favor any appropriation neces- 
Sar. accomplish this purpose. 

. GROUT. I will say for the information of the gentleman 
that there is no appropriation in this bill looking directly to that, 
but I will state further for his information that there was an ap- 
propriation made, I think in the last bill or the last but one, pro- 
viding for an investigation by the Engineer Department as to 
methods for filtering the water, which would probably furnish 
the cure for the trouble that the gentleman hasin mind. That 
investigation, I think, is comple I have not seen the report. 
It has not come to my ome It was not submitted in any 
form for consideration in this bill. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Or in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. GROUT. When that report is made public and comes to 
the knowledge of the Department, and is brought to the attention 
of our committee, as it doubtiess will be in due time—for this 
water supply is in charge of our committee—I have no doubt that 
it will have full and fair consideration. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Just one other question. I for one 
am in favor of whatever appropriations are necessary to make our 
capital city the model city of the world, as in many respects it now 
is the most beautiful and attractive city; but the water supply is 
one great defect. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, if the gentleman will allow me right here, 
I ought to have stated that there is an appropriation here for the 
completion of the Howard University reservoir, which will ac- 
complish incidentally to a certain extent this very object, by a 
more con sedimentation of the water than has heretofore 
been possible in the reservoir above; but of course that will extend 
only to such users of the water as take their supply from the 
Howard University reservoir. To gern yr will remember that’ 
in the last two bills we appropriated about $1,000,000, I think, in 
the aggregate, or a little more than that, for the completion of 
the tunnel and the other necessary expenditures to bring the water 
into the Howard University reservoir. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I hope that the result of the inves- 
5 of this committee will be that we shall have pure, clean 
water. 

Now, the other point that I was going to mention was this: One 
feature that is most noticeablein this city is the dust and dirt 
blown from the streets. We have here as good pavements as they 
have in Paris or Berlin, and they are kept as clean as sneering 
will make them, but we do lack the sand and the sprinkling 
which the streets of those well-kept cities have. f 

I have inquired why it was thatthe streets of Washington were 
not sprinkled, and -have been told that it was because the appro- 
priations were not sufficient for that purpose. The question that 
1 would ask is whether that is a fact, whether increased appro- 
priations are needed for the additional care of the streets of the 


city? - 

Mr. GROUT. - I will state that there is no appropriation for 

Sage by itself. There never has been one carried by the bill. 

he bill does carry an appropriation for 3 sweeping; 
and for the p of sweeping, whatever sprinkling is necessary 
5 thought advisable has been performed by the persons sweeping 

e streets. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The bill appropriates for sprinkling and 
sweeping, and it is the duty of the department to see that the 
sprinkling is done. That is a matter of administration. 

Mr. GROUT. I think if there is any trouble, it must be on the 
administrative side of the affair. I have not learned that the 
money for sprinkling purposes has been too little. Nosuch com- 

laint has come to the knowledge of the committee. If there had 
heen Jam sure I should have remembered it, and it would have 
been Tey likely to have received attention. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Ithink itis very noticeable toevery 
one here that on windy days we suffer from the dust that is blown 
from these streets, If we could secure the proper sprinkling of 
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the streets of Washington, we would have the approval of all those 
who believe that cleanliness is next to godliness and the blessings 
of all housekeepers in the city. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, Mr. Chairman; but hereis the reason for 
it: The streets are so wide here, and there are so few*people in 
the streets comparatively that it gives the wind a great chance to 
play, a hundredfold more than in the narrow streets of some other 
cities which have high buildings on each side, the streets them- 
selves being filled with vehicles and the sidewalks packed with 
pedestrians, So while we aim to have everything as nearly right 
as we can, I am afraid we shall not succeed in keeping all the dust 
out of everyone's eyes in the District. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does any gentleman desire to occupy the 
floor? If not, the Clerk will read. 

Mr. ALLEN of 8 Mr. Chairman, I wish to state that 
in the make-up of this bill there has been no partisanship. It is 
purely a nonpartisan bill, and while if appears to carry a large 
appropriation, yet we have had to deny a great many requests 
which would have made it much larger. I think it isa very good 
bill. Ihave nothing to add to what the chairman or the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill has had to say, and I now yield such 
time as he may desire, not to exceed an hour, to the gentleman 
from Georgia | Mr. ADAMSON]. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to reply 
to the gentleman from Vermont, nor would I avail myself of this 
opportunity to say what I am about to say were any other occa- 
sion afforded except the debate on general appropriation bills in 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

The committee of which I have the honor to be a member and 
of which the Chairman of the Committee of the Whole r SHER- 
MAN] is a distinguished and shining light, has for several years had 
under consideration the question of the construction of an isthmian 
canal to connect the waters of the two oceans, 

It would be at once tedious and unprofitable to discuss cid Sy Sr 
the details of the Nicaragua Canal project, such as altitude, dis- 
tance, cost of construction, and the work and time necessary for 
the completion of an enterprise of such magnitude. It will be 
sufficient for the present purpose to attempt a general glance at 
the subject with some reference to its physical, historical, and 
political phases. I shall not contribute to the guesswork already 
sO largely indulged by those who speculate about commercial 
results, 

The research of four hundred years, involving surveys and esti- 
mates by experts and their review by numberless commissions 
and financial boards, covering all Isthmian coast lines, depressions 
in mountain ranges, and water supplies, has resulted in the con- 
clusion that the mean summit level is 110 feet above the ocean; 
the estimated cost between $25,000,000 and $155,000,000, according 
to the capacity of the canal; that there will be stupendous com- 
mercial benefits, but differing in degree about in the same pro- 
portion as the variance in the estimates of cost. The Nicara- 
gua route is favored to the exclusion of all others as the most 
feasible and practicable, and the cost—whether $150,000,000 or 
$3800,000,000—is conceded to be not out of proportion to the re- 
sultant benefit if the canal is constructed on the principles of the 
Hepburn bill. It isnot denied that the advantages of such a canal 
to our Government, rounding out as it will and fortifying our 
coast lines and facilitating our mili and nayal opaan, will 
more than compensate in strength and glory for all the expendi- 
ture, while it is confidently believed from the estimates that the 
additional use of the canal by commerce will go far to reimburse 
us for its construction. : 

The discovery of America’s extent from north to south was fol- 
lowed by long and confident search for a passage severing the 
continent and connecting the oceans, America itself not being 
regarded as of intrinsic value, but only interesting as an incident 
of the coveted route to the East, for which maritime nations had 
long sought. They had no thought of new land, but only wished 
expeditions communication with eastern countries, where they 
might secure gold and slaves to feed their commerce. Little gold 
had been found in America, and the aboriginal inhabitants made 
very unsatisfactory slaves. The character of the population, how- 
ever, as well as the world's views about gold, has since then under- 
gone some change, It has been found easier and more profitable 
to convert the masses into slaves through the chains of unequal 
finance and tax laws than to own and provide for them through 
the forms of physical slavery, this latter handicapping to some 
extent the moral phate who wants to harpon the foibles of 
others without taking into account or disclosing his own dis- 
8 method of securing riches. 

hen it was at last determined that there was no break in the 
land, but instead, one continuous continent reaching from the re- 
mote north to Cape Horn, the interest of nations began, as early 
as the sixteenth century, to canvass the possibility and practica- 
bility of severing the Central American isthmus with a ship canal. 
At different times eight different routes have been exploited. 
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ppan first manifested 5 interet in the ente rio; but was soon 
joined—or, more properly speaking, oppost the competition 
of various other maritime nations, England, 7 0 aaa the 
Netherlands, being among the most notable. 

Of course most of that occurred before the birth of this Republic 
and before anyone entertained a dream of independence in Central 
and South America. It would be as unentertaining asunnecessary 
to recount here the various stages in the rivalry between those 
different governments, which, gradually realizing the value of the 
discoveries in the New World, strained every nerve toacquire ter- 
ritory and increase their commerce. The distinction 7 
canals built by governments and by private enterprise could have 
no place in the discussions of and between autocratic governments 
which Kis, Rage no difference among their holding—whether of 
lands, canals, commerce, or their own subject citizens. 

As this contest for supremacy in Central America and for the 
control of the desired transit to the East waxed fiercer, there 
arose, for obvious reasons, a general tendency to provide for the 
neutralization of the proposed canal and the distribution of its 
benefits to all the nations concerned. Fear of ultimate exclusion 
through the possible supremacy of another reconciled each power 
to the idea of foregoing sole dominion and of consenting to com- 
mon use. The general plan was for private capital to construct a 
canal under governmental guaranties of neutrality and common 
use, all the participating governments being thousands of miles 
removed from the locality involved, and there not being at that 
time a single independent government in all the Western World. 
Though successive examinations had crystallized attention around 
the Nicaragua route, causing that to be accepted by the world as 
the most feasible and practicable, yet difficulties of diplomacy, 
continuous and almost interminable wars, and the cowardice of 
capital combined to prevent progress in the work of locating and 
constructing the canal, 

When, following the establishment of this Government, the 
countries south of us rapidly achieved their independence and in- 
creased their population and wealth, the whole scheme became 
invested with an entirely new aspect. Old conditions had been 
swept away; and instead of the original hope of a new pathway 
to enable European nations to rob, destroy, or appropriate the de- 
voted Orient, the canal assumed the far more practical and im- 
portant aspect of an instrumentality to develop the boundless 
resources of Central and South America, to terminate their broils 
and revolutions, to compose their differences, to disseminate en- 
lightenment and fraternity by the interchange of commerce, to 
spread throughout the whole region the benign reign of peace and 
prosperity under the perpetuation of free institutions, and at the 
same time, by affording quick and profitable communication be- 
tween the eastern and western shores of our own great country, 
to bring ss stad in brotherhood, trade, and business activity the 
1 millions of our restless population. More than all the 

dle dreams of empire, more than all foolish and criminal aggros- 
sion about expensive and troublesome islands, more than all our 
proposed participation in the dismemberment and robbery of east- 
ern kingdoms—yea, a thousand times more than all of these, even 
if realized to the most extravagant tint of the 1 dream, 
the scheme promised to augment the domestic and foreign trade, 
ty, peace, unity, and happiness of this the greatest 
d the strongest government the world ever saw. 
he responsibilities, duties, and benefits connected with the 
proposed canal were Nae and rightly transferred to the Goy- 
ernments of the New World; but, dazed by the sudden progress of 
liberty, the monarchs clung to their traditional notions of empire, 
hesitating to accord final recognition of the fact that their scepters 
had forever departed from the New World. It may be that in their 
quarrels were found safety and protection for the young western 
ee The most insidious and persistent, however, of all the 
Old World powers in her effort to perpetuate her influence and 
interest has been England, who, izing in us her only pos- 
sible rival and dangerous competitor, has never failed to embarrass 
us at every opportunity, and whose most conspicuous successes in 
this connection have, it is sad to reflect, been due to the weakness 
and incompetency of our statesmen. 

Whether England really an her boasted power to direct 
our course through financial compulsion, or whether she and we 
are alike the puppets and playthings of the same money trust 
dominating the world, a campaign of eighty-four years of unre- 
mitting and unscrupulous activity has resulted in our adoption of 
the single gold standard with the English banking olikarchy at- 
tachment to facilitate the manipulation of the world’s trade. 
And now, after eighty years of varying manifestation of con- 
tempt for the Monroe doctrine—the shield and bulwark of Ameri- 
can institutions and the only hope of an Isthmian canal—during 
which her chief source of aid has been in the blundering of our 
own people, she believes she has at last succeeded in making us 
the instrument of our own undoing by our practical contradic- 
tion and abandonment of that doctrine, which we have indicated 


the pr 
republic an 
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by entering upon a policy of conquest and colonization in the 
East and by our invitation to the nations of Europe to take charge 
of our affairs by participation in the Isthmian canal. 

No blame can attach to Nicaragua or any other Central Ameri- 
can State for our truckling to Great Britain and thus confusing 


the question and postponing the construction of the canal. Ever 
since 1825 those countries haye exhibited a liberal disposition 
whenever encouraged by any show of sincerity on our part. When 
Great Britain had seized a foothold on the Mosquito coast, and 
was seeking, through coercion of Honduras, to secure the pro- 
posa western end of a canal, and was using all the power of her 

plomacy and the terror of her arms to break our influence with 
the Central American countries, those plucky little States adhered 
squarely to us, conceded all we asked, incurred the fury of Great 
Britain, and were perfidiously betrayed by us through our base 
repudiation of the work accomplished b Squier in Nicaragua 
and Honduras when a weak and trug Administration noko: 
tiated the Clayton-Bulwer treaty. That treaty 5 e 
immediate construction of a commercial canal to which both Eng- 
lish and American capital would contribute, and which obligated 
both England and America to refrain from colonizing or fortify- 
ing in the vicinity. 

other words, our Government bought a humiliating peace, 
which has been worse than war for fifty years. When we were 
busy with the Mexican war, England, thinking to utilize an op- 
portunity afforded by our distress, approp some land in the 
vicinity of the canal and planted her guns upon it. Our Adminis- 
aon was 3 vay yee issue with — ae 8 a 
same time was tem y the prospect of English capi- 
tal to help build the canal; Sgn bs notifying her to move 
off, trusting to the resources of our own hemisphere to construct the 
canal and work out our own destiny, the Administration nego- 
tiated the most abject and embarrassing treaty that had ever 
crippled our progress or compromised our honor, 

ut we have no right to complain of England. Sheextinguishes 
weak governments and appropriates their survivors and territory 
thro her settled policy of aggrandizement, scorning to stop 
and blush for any of her conduct. Her Government is constitut 
and equipped for ion and She asks a stron 

wer for what she wants, and if the other party is foolish enoug 
2 it, she takes it. If she overreaches or intimidates her 

uals, she can not be blamed. 

ie am alike exempt from Anglophobia and immune against An- 
glomania. We resemble her in a great many respects, Both 
administrations proceed on the Plymouth Rock doctrine, “Look 
out for the behavior of other people and allow no discussion of 
your own conduct, however reprehensible.” Weare both loud in 
our professions in favor of international arbitration and the preser- 
vation of the world’s peace; at the same time refusing to arbitrate 
with those we think we can whip, while we seize upon the most 
transparent pretexts to e bloody and atrocious wars against 
liberty solely for political and commercial advantage. If nomirac- 
ulous accident or blunder prevent unavoidable success we can 
both outblow old Boreas, sometimes making the welkin ring with 
ponos of devotion to patriotism and the flag to divert popu- 

attention from incompetence, wrong, and jobbery. e are 
much alike in our disinterested friendship and aid to the Almighty, 
in whose name and for the spread of whose gospel and kingdom all 
J are essedly committed. The English pretend to be- 
lieve that in all theiratrocitiestheyare the vicegerents of Jehovah. 
No less vehemently and devoutly do some of our patriots Seer 
their belief that Hannaism is a divine agency to extend the reign 
of trusts, corruption, and carpetbag government over the be- 

hted islands of the sea. 

Poniu and her devotees among us would allow it, we ought 
to treat her as we do all other nations, which should be with fair- 
ness, candor, and friendship. There exists no reason why we 
should indulge in official partiality to her. The plea of kinshi 
furnishes no such reason. She paysnoregard to that herself, an 
no more do we. She wrongs Anglo-Saxonsas heartily as Africans 
whenever it serves her greed and ambition; and in like manner 
some people in this hea preta of love for Anglo-Saxons 3,000 
miles away, while hating, dering, and robbing the noblest and 
paresi Anglo-Saxons who ever honored the race right here at their 

oors and intheirowncountry. Under the pecuress of enlighten- 
ment, which can alone destroy sectionalism and promote frater- 
nity, this class is diminishing in numbers as rapidly as in respecta- 
bility. Its utter extinction, while blessing the entire country, will 
redound to the benefit of no locality more than to its own. 

The fiercest wars in England and America have been fratricidal. 
If blood is thicker than water, for gold and power is stronger 
than blood. We ought to decide ourselves and then inform Eng- 
land once and forever that while we love her we expect this con- 
tinent to manage its own affairs. 

Though often suggested, General Grant was among the first to 
commend to the American people a distinctively American canal, 


to be built, owned, and controlled by us. While the blunt old 
soldier was not statesman enough always to make clear distinc- 
tions between public funds and private capital to pay tor construc- 
tion, nor to draw the line between neutral commercial use and 
military-governmental use, yet there is no doubt that, with all 
the patriotism of Blaine or Frelinghuysen, he resented the offi- 
cious suggestion that European assurances of neutrality were nec- 
essary, and rested proudly in the belief that American guaranties 
alone should and would sufficiently protect all the uses and pur- 
poses of an Isthmian canal. 

As werealized our strength and necessities, our sentiment united 
and crystallized into a stronger and more patriotic view of the 
subject for the last half of the present center’. 8 the 
hope of our people for a ship canal piercing the Isthmus through 
Lake Nicaragua, a fresh-water lake sufficient to tush locks and 
canal, on the expansive bosom of which our ships without number 
could ride at our will, meanwhile preserving and cleaning their 
own bottoms without trouble and expense of docking, ready at a 
moment's notice to pass out of the canal and crush an enemy in 
either ocean. Atthe same time we might derive revenue from 
incidental accommodation of commerce and navies of other na- 
tions; for, owning and operating our canal, we could take profit 
from such fair tolls as we thought proper to exact from the ship- 
ping of all the world, 

I have participated in that dream, or rather in the wish for its 
realization, because I believe our Government would find the canal 
useful for military and naval eet and its patronage by 
merchantmen and war ships would doubtless render large income, 
and for the further reason that I am fully persuaded that private 
and corporate capital is too selfish and narrow-minded ever to 
venture so col an enterprise. It is, therefore, obvious that if 
over constructed it must be done by the treasury of some power- 
ful government. As it is not now 8 that any European 
country can, will, or should build it, it must be eee b 
our Government or remain a dream. Distinctionsought not, how- 
ever, to be lost sight of nor terms confused. 

A commercial canal, neutral and open to the world alike for 
pay, is one thing; a canal built by the Government, like a battle 
ship or fort, for its own use, in the control of which nobody else 
participates, is quite another one. We love our commerce and 
would like to see its smoke and sails on every sea, n to our 
people riches from all lands. I regret that commerce is not hon- 
est and brave enough to put 1 own money and promote its 
own interests without 1 g tothe paternalistic favoritism of 
the Government for its support and profits. If commercial in- 
terests would furnish the money and construct the canal with- 
out relying on governmental aid, it would be proper to maintain its 
neutrality under the guaranties of our own and the Central and 
South American Governments, and make fits from the tolls 
of all mankind ‘‘that go down to the sea in ships.” 

I believe with Mr. Blaine, however, that no nty even in 
that case would be oe aom any but the erican govern- 
ments, nor could any other be tolerated. As such an institution 
the Suez Canal was professedly intended; but dominated, forti- 
fied, and 1 by England it is practically a governmental 
canal, and will so prove whenever it shall me necessary to 
England, provided she maintain sufficient naval strength to en- 
force her desires. A neutral commercial canal, such as just de- 
scribed, constructed throngh Central America would remain so 
only until its appropriation should in time of war a neces- 
sary to some power able to seize and hold it. But it is useless for 
our Government to 5 the possibilities of such a canal. 
If such were built, she could pay tolls and use it like other patrons, 
If she builds a Government canal, she may use it and determine 
who else may use it, prescribing terms. è 
_ Our Government being designed for the sole purpose of govern- 
ing the pops. and not intended as the general agent and pro- 
moter of commerce, has no constitutional power to construct a 
commercial canal; neither has it constitutional warrant to form 
an alliance or partnership with any European power to construct 
any sort of a canal, as has been proposed. To do either would be 
a misappropriation of public funds, unworthy of honorable rep- 
resentatives and officials, The only canal our Government desires, 
can get, or could afford to construct is one exclusively owned, 
controlled, fortified, and defended by us. Unless we held tiong 
fortified possession, we would stand in danger of dislodgment an 
exclusion whenever a superior sea power would covet the canal. 
A canal designed for a war instrumentality to supplement our 
land and sea forces we could constitutionally pen e, but a com- 
mercial canal for the common use of the world’s ships, including 
men-of-war, possibly operated by our enemies against us, is not 
aan, repugnant to our Constitution but contrary to common sense 
and business principles. 

Having finished and fortified the canal for the pri 
the aruy and Navy, we could with 
ment and the people accommodate 


imary use of 
rofit both to the Govern- 
e commerce of the world 
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and all battle ships except our enemies. With that exception 
alone we could maintain penser neutrality and universal patron- 
age. While promoting those ends, we would secure our own 
safety by 3 the sole guarantor as well as creator of those 


conditions, Neutral and common use is desirable, but not through 
humiliating entanglements with * pawera: Without 
equal and fair terms to all men the canal would not only become 
a mockery to our hopes, but also another instrument of robbery in 
the hands of the classes to appropriate the earnings of the masses, 

It has already been suggested that through the canal we should 
encourage our shipping by discrimination against the foreign 
carrying trade. If we were sure this would be resorted to alone, 
in lieu of all other schemes, it might be preferable to some other 
propositions, on the idea of some wrongs being less 1 than 
others. But can we believe it will be substituted? ould the 
advocates of greed not merely add it to the other schemes of class 

grandizement? Would not the scandalous ship-subsidy bill be 
= enacted? Would not the power and profit of its beneficiaries 
be further increased by such discriminating favors in the use of 
the canal as would result in a close monopoly? I confess thatthe 
ardent support of the canal in some quarters inspires misgivings. 

I fear, from the known character of certain professional up- 
holders of the flag and custodians of our entirestock of patriotism, 
that they scent spoliation in the enterprise, and their pretense of 
patriotic fervor for the Government’s honor and integrity in con- 
trolling the canal may disguise their expectation that it will be 
managed to enrich them and their friends, to the detriment of 
common trade and the common people. When I reflect on the 
uses to which class legislation has subjected the Federal Govern- 
ment, I blush for my country, while trembling with ric apr 
at any suggestion to increase or multiply instrumentalities to be 
prostitu With our resources, territory, multiform advantages, 
character of 5 and instructed citizenship, we ought to 
stand a model of general thrift, universal porat, aggregate 
wealth and happiness, as well as national ngth and character 
among the powers, 

One thing that has prevented this has been the cowardly and 
selfish policy of restriction, repression, and robbery, falsely called 

rotection. What success we have achieved has been, despite this 
cubus and others, through our boundless capacity. indomitable 
energy, and matchless advantages, ruthlessly crippled in behalf 
of greed. When you compel your neighbor to trade wah yon it 
is necessarily through preventing his noame with anybody else 
and cutting off other ple from trading with him, Of course 
other people will not buy where they can not reciprocally sell. 
Under your system all ek can sell other people is your surplus 
after supplying your neighbors who are fo to buy from yon, 
and remain paor because you can not or will not pay fair prices 
for all that they have to sell. Then in trying to your sur- 
plus to other countries you are compelled to sell in competition 
with all other countries; consequently you sell at a price so low as 
to convict you of having robbed your neighbors. 

Of course the general effect is a great reduction in the mass of 
commerce and the destruction of profit tothe masses. The ial 
effectis to reduce the bulk of trade, but augment the relative 
profits of the beneficiaries. While the few favored grow rich, the 
many producers wax poorer. True, the favorites nd hand- 
somely in contributions to the campaign fund, which is useful to 
the Republican party in muddling voters and fuddling election 
managers on strictly business principles to secure extension of 

wer for the further benefit of their favorites the aforesaid rob- 

rs and contributors. Similar modus operandi and like results 
distinguish the Federal financial system, just appropriated from 
- the English practice by the t bimetallic Republican party. 

Conspiring and cooperating under governmental partiality, 
which its control of the currency 9 to move prod- 
ucts and effect exchanges and utterly excludes direct trade with 
other countries to convert commodities into cash and merchan- 
dise, the favored classes, by affording the only possible market, 
control both the volume and price of produce. In consequence 
the entire product is surrendered without reservation for even an 
inadequate supply of other commodities, or to pay for those 
already used, leaving the producer absolutely destitute. Then to 
find for them a market for the surplus, both of acquired products 
and manufactured goods, the favorites demand that the Govern- 
ment send commissions and agents, and even armies and navies, 
to secure by negotiation or force of arms avenues of trade which, 
but for our own suicidal policy of exclusion, would have volun- 
tarily stood open to tempt the enterprise of our whole people. 

The recent conduct and declarations of Republican statesmen 
at last clearly indicate that, however 27 5 the pretext under 
which avowed, the ery of ew expen by this Administration means 
no more than to dominate other people against whom to discrimi- 
nate, and govern more territory to curse with syndicates, patron- 
age, and inequality. If the favorites would consent to fair and 
equal conditions at home, so as to enable producers to realize just 
returns for products, the people would be ableto reserve for them- 


selves some part thereof, either in kind or in merchandise taken 


in exchange. 
The classes would find that fair conditions would not impover- 
ish them. Liberal conditions which disseminated general pros- 
ity would promote their own gain, and their popularity would 
crease as their exactions diminished. When crops are confis- 
cated by the operations of unjust conditions, the producers save 
nothing for themselves and, of course, can not buy. When cot- 
ton sells at 5 cents the planters surrender it all and their families 
go wanting for the common articles of cotton goods. When the 
planter realizes 8 or 10 cents he buys everything else he wants, 
pays his debts, lays up a little monot and his family buy more 
cotton goods than would be bought by a hundred Chinamen or 
a thousand Filipinos. When wheat sells at 50 cents a bushel 
Hin aie part with it all and forego the commonest comforts 
of life. 

Subsidized prevaricators survey the scene and unblushingly cry 
out “overproduction.” Honesty among ourselves would enable 
Americans to use ten times as much of their raw materials and 
finished products as they now use and produce a . 
stimulation in price and activity. If fair conditions were restored, 
so the price of cotton could remain high enough for producers to 
have necessary cotton goods, as well as other articles they need, 
and if the price of wheat and pork could continually range as high 
as Hanna fixed them when, by 83 short cropa and long 
famines throughout the world, he restored the confidence of the 
West in the Republican party, more liberal, lasting, and profit- 
able markets could be found in the South and West than can ever 
be furnished by competitive intrusion on China or opened by sub- 
jugating and colonizing all the islands in all the oceans. 

the canal is to be made the instrument of further inequality, 
its construction will be a great misfortune. The proposition to 
subsidize our shipping by is or any other scheme is fraught with 
danger. To take from the pockets and trade of the people by op- 
eration of law money and transfer it to the poe of a few shi 
owners will not conserve the general welfare. It will unsettle 
general prosperity and destroy good morals. In order to secure 
revenues to the Government we want the largest possible use of 
oe canal consistent with the demands of military and naval opera- 

ons. 

In order to enjoy the largat and most profitable commerce, 
benefit the people of the whole country, fill our waters with ships 
of trade, and make all our coast towns busy marts of commerce, 
we want the shippers and tradesmen of all the world to measure 
arms and skill with us in the competition for traffic and wealth, 
Preferential rates for our ships would exclude all others from that 
part of the trade, not only restricting it to that extent but sub- 
jecting our people to the power of subsidized favorites. Freight 
rates and trade conditions would become so intolerable under 
monopoly that our impoverished and maddened people would 
curse the canal and curse the Government which maintained the 


justice. 
litical economists know that a protective policy is not favor- 
able to general production and distribution of wealth, but, on the 
contrary, concentrates wealth and spreads poverty among the peo- 
pe: So knowing Republican statesmen support it for that reason, 

hey not only favor class aggrandizement, but insist on sectional 
discrimination. Their policy cuts the cotton growers off from 
the markets of the world, and then grinding them year by year 
through the restrictive mills of fo and magnani trade in ut- 
terly insufficient markets, they had about fixed the ruling price of 
cotton at staryation figures, and, as they fondly believed, fixed the 
status of the grower at hopeless poverty and | separa impotency. 
But, lo, a miracle! Through long suffering in silent self-denial, 
living hard, buying nothing, eating and wearing as little as nec- 
essary, by slow degrees getting out of debt, and slowly building 
their own cotton mills in the cotton fields, where God and nature 
intended them to be, people of the cotton belt were able to surprise 
the marplots. 

A short crop was known to exist, but persistently, venally, and 
maliciously was misrepresented. The Southern mills proceeded 
to fill their own warehouses, not hesitating to raise the price, in 
spite of New York and Liverpool, to a figure which netted a slight 
profit to the grower. In fact, the people were beginning to give 
promise of reaching that stage of independence where they could 
not be hurt by an appreciating single gold standard, because they 
did not owe the dollars, nor robbed through protected goods 
which they did not buy, when lo, another miracle, or, more prop- 
erly, a miraculous piece of heterophemy! The apostles of class 
and greed, baffled in their schemes and maddened at any degree of 
thrift, hastened to cry aloud. rived Do 10 Hanna; the South, too, 
has been made pr rous through Hannaism!” She ought to be 
rich, Sheisa yland bynature. Her pure and noble popu- 
lation is capable of all development and excellence. She ought 
to flow with the milk of enterprise and the honey of prosperity. 
Her people would be the richest and happiest on earth if treated 
with decency and fairness, but under governmental discrimination 
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they are expected to produce for others, and when, in spite of 
inequality and discrimination, through industry and economy, 
we escape debt and poverty and get $5 ahead at a time, it is so 
unexpected to governmental favorites that they call it pros ty. 
They have known for years that under fair economic conditions 
we would w rich as Golconda; therefore their restrictive 
policy as to finance and trade. 

They are now seeking to go further by seriously 5 
the monstrous proposition to override the decrees of Heaven, nul- 
lify the advantages which nature has given us by invading the 
internal affairs of States, to regulate hours of labor, rates of wages, 
and style and cost of living, in the hope of depriving us of mani- 
fest natural advantages and preventing ascendency as inevitable 
as the continued shining of the stars. Will the canal be used to 
enrich a class of shippers to the injury of all the toiling producers 
from the Atlantic to the Pacific? If so, perish the project now! 
The false and hypocritical rant about protecting American indus- 
tries encourages the brazen effrontery which unblushingly de- 
mands a bonus on everything done or produced because it is do- 
mestic, 

It is natural to love our ar ei if they will just love us, and 
good neighbors will trade with a neighbor naturally and without 
compulsion if the neighbor is only honest and fair in his dealings; 
and when I learn that American manufacturers and ship builders 
and owners are offering to pay more for our wheat and cotton and 
corn and cattle and other commodities, because produced in 
America, than Europe pays, then I will stop and listen more pa- 
tiently to their claims for a bonus. People of the United States 
wish to trade with the world, and are skillful enough to produce 
anything as well and sell itas cheaply as anybody else on earthcan 
afford to do. We should invite the trade of the world to our 
shores and encourage our ships to go throughout all their coasts 
without doubting our ability to sustain our interests. 

The commonest understanding can realize, however, that when 
we exclude other people they are justified in excluding us. Then 
the Administration, pretending to recoup lost advantage, arranges 
reciprocity treaties, so called, designed for the sole benefit of its 
favored classes without any expectation of relief to the sufferin 
masses. We frequently hear the familiar and dogmatic falseh 
used as a specific to answer this kind of argument that this sort 
of talk arouses prejudice of class against class. The masses cer- 
tainly have a right to complain when they are imposed upon by 
class legislation. If the favored few donot enjoy their self-selected 
par of standing arrayed against the profit, well-being, and 

appiness of the masses, just let them consent to change the con- 
ditions and suspend their robbery. Justice and fair treatment 
will succeed the present unjust conditions, and in general pros- 
perity, smiling over all, there will be peace and happiness and the 
= fullness of brotherly love. 

he leading advocates of subsidizing American ships know 
that it will not build up American shipp g. People whose ships 
are discriminated against by us will boycott our trade and our 
ships. The canal will be deprived of its revenue, and the people 
of the South and West, disappointed in their expectations, will 
be impoverished by the exactions of subsidized monopoly, The 
number of ships and the expense of their ation will be re- 
duced, but the profits of the owners will be increased by divert- 
ing money from the pockets of the people to the enrichment of 
the shipowners. If we prefer our ships, other people will prefer 
their own ships to the extent of trading with and patronizing no 
others, Besides, other ships would not and could not use the 
canal in competition with our ships passing free, which would be 
left without a rival and unbridled in their exactions. For all 
these reasons, well understood by them, the prophets of cupidity 
desire discrimination in favor of our ships. 

If the canal is ever built and the policy here foreshadowed is 
adopted, there will come a time when the wildest enthusiast will 
turn back and indorse these remarks, however much he may now 
dissent. It is desirable that a canal be built, fortified by this 
Government; but in the name of commerce, in the name of suf- 
fering humanity, in the interest of civilization, in the interest of 
our own poe people, unmatched on earth, who should and would 

rosper if permitted by legislative and administrative conditions, 

et this Government, in so far as it opens the canal to commerce, 

aad it fair and common, on equal terms to all who trade or 
vel, 

It is probable that general anxiety to have this Government 
assume the burden is so great that other nations would offer no 
objections to our exclusive 3 pane an! in the matter, but for the 
fact that our own folly and vacillation encourage them to inter- 
fere, inspiring the opinian that we will submit to terms and con- 
struct at all hazards. But decent self-respect and our own busi- 
ness interests demand that we call a halt to such a policy. The 
only way to proceed with honor and safety is to make a final stand 
here and now, announce that we are going to build for ourselves 
a canal, in our own way, to be controlled, fortified, and defended as 
we wish, open to our own and the world’s commerce, on our terms, 


invitation, and guaranty, without regarding or consulting an 
powers except the Central and South American States, who will 
participate in the benefits of the enterprise on such fair, liberal 
and honorable terms as shall be agreed upon between them an 
us; but having it fully understood that neither the “concert of 
Europe” nor the discord of Europe, nor any European power nor 
powers, shall dictate terms nor policy about it. 

But for the fatal mistake or the Clayton-Bulwer treaty the en- 
terprise might have long since been finished. Our haste to re- 
moye or placate competition and intimidation but wove around 
us a web of confusion and delay. I have already referred to our 
diplomats of that day whose fears of British ag ion south of 
us may have suggested that a weak people might obviate by con- 
tract apprehended dangers which might not be otherwise averted. 
I have also taken into consideration the eagerness of a young and 
growing republic whose people boasted a merchant marine second 
only to that of the English poopie: So anxious were they to reach 
and develop the markets of the East as well as their own West- 
ern borders that they accepted the alluring offer of a rich and 
powerful empire to participate in the immediate construction of 
a waterway, so herculean in conception and costly in execution 
as to ex their own financial ability. 

Contracts, public and private, should be observed with scrupu- 
lous fidelity, whether wise or foolish, but does anyone construe 
the Clayton-Bulwer treaty to provide that no canal should ever 
be constructed? Nay, yey I te construction was con- 
templated, and with English help, the concurrent benefit or im- 
munity contracted for therein being the prevention of coloniza- 
tion and fortification by England in Central America. England 
treated the terms of the contract as transposed and reversed. 
She forthwith planted colonies, occupied territory, and multiplied 
her fortifications. Then she not ouly omitted to help construct 
the canal, but having secured her desired route to the east by ac- 
quiring control of the Suez Canal without asking our advice or 
1 naturally abated her interest in the isthmian canal, 

er need therefor having been removed. 

Neither she nor her le have offered to assume any part of 
the burden, nor should we desire nor permit it if offered. She does 
not wish us to build it unless we recognize her as a controlling 
factor at least to the extent of renouncing its peculiar advantage 
to us. To the end that she may either prevent the canal or turn 
it to political profit she seeks to resurrect and parade the grew- 
some remains of the obsolute Clayton-Bulwer treaty, long since 
dead from nonuser, dead from misuser, dead from England's own 
willful violation, and defunct from an entire change of all the cir- 
cumstances which induced its negotiation. For forty years both 
England and America have either ignored or violated it in nego- 
tiating with Central American countries, especially Nicaragua 
and Colombia. The condition of that treaty was exhaustively 
considered by the Senate Committee on Foreign Affairs during 
the Fifty-first Congress, and I quote from their report as follows: 


“We think it can be justly affirmed that the convention of 1850 has become 
obsolete, for the convention was based u the idea of an immediate prose- 
cution of the enterprise of creating this great international highway, and 
that neither government would be found, so far as itregarded the ee cular 
question, Be from other considerations, to consider its stipulations as 

onger * 

he committes further argued that the construction of the Suez Canal, 

with Great Britain as its 3 and controlling pro; 
be taken into consideration, as rendering inapplicable 
. of the treaty of 1850 and justly entitling the United States to 
give itsseparate aid and enco! ent to the constructionof a Great 
Stress was laid also upon the fact that Great Britain violated one of the ex- 
ress provisions of the treaty when the Honduras settlement was converted 
to a colony of the British wn. Upon this point the committee said, with 


great emphasis: 

“If these proceedings of Her Majesty’s Government in respect of one of 
the most important subjects of the convention and in absolute o ition to 
it do not discharge the United States from all and every of their declarations 

possible to conceive what 


and engagements stated in that convention, it is im 


could. 

“In view of all these considerations the committee is of opinion that the 
United States is at present under no 8 measured either by the terms 
of the convention, the principles of public law, or good TOTAR O refrain 
from promo in any way t it may deem best for its just interests, the 
. ae this canal without regard to anything contained in the con- 
vention o * ‘ 

There was nothing, therefore, in 1891, either in the treaty or in law or in 
morals, to interfere with the construction of the interoceanic canal by the 
United States without regard to any other nation on earth. 


If that report was true then, it is true yet. That treaty was a 
sad mistake. But England being the only party concerned with 
us, it might have been worse if extended to other signatory RNE 
ers who could have embarrassed the situation by intermeddling 
with us. Either England’s violation of its terms or a total change 
of conditions moving to contract would have justified us in giving 
notice of its forfeiture or N Se to be regarded only as ter- 
minated and ourselves as absolved from all its obligations. We 
should have done that long ago. Weshould dosonow. Ameri- 
can courage and candor are all we need. They answered the 
purpose when we invited Napoleon to quit Mexico, They only 
will serve to clear the political and diplomatic situation and 
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satisfy Europe that there is a subsisting Monroe doctrine that 
shall be respected, 

It would be suicidal for us to revive or recognize the Clayton- 
Bulwer cadaver as a living entity or rivet anew upon ourselves 
worse manacles, as some people advise, by the conditions of a new 
compact, more monstrous and humiliating, to exasperate and 
complicate the situation, not only by inviting England to take 
her place as a dictator in the affairs of the Western Hemisphere, 
but also consenting that other nations participate in managing 
our canal, inevitably resulting in their managing and undoing us. 
Committing ourselves to such a self-destructive bargain would 
again prevent the building of the canal, for we could not devote 
our credit and treasure to such a shameful enterprise. 

A more complete obstacle could not be devised by the resource- 
ful but apparently vanquished opponents of the project. Before 
committing our Treasury to the enterprise we must know beyond 

radventure that the institution will be ours exclusively and 

ortified impregnably. We must know that European participa- 
tion is forever prohibited in the law which authorizes construc- 
tion. It has been argued that we can protect the canal even if it 
be unfortified, and that in spite of compacts international law 
would authorize us to follow and protect our property anywhere; 
that a mighty navy in both oceans will guard the entrances against 
all interference. Honest people contract as they expect to per- 
form, and our chief inducement to build the canal is economy in 
naval operations, 

We wish to utilize Lake Nicaragua, the most notable and com- 
manding strategic point on earth, in order to dispense with half 
the cost of our zay Battle sbips oocupying the lake, ready on 
occasion to descend to either ocean, would be equivalent to twice 
their number divided equally between the two oceans. For in- 
stance, they could quickly meet and destroy an equal number on 
the Atlantic, then passing through our canal under our fortifica- 
tions, they could destroy another equal number in the Pacific. 
But after incurring the expense of the canal we do not propose in 
addition to invest alike sum in maintaining a mighty navy in each 
ocean to protect the canal. That would make the canal an ele- 
ment of weakness as well as expense, rather than the desired 
instrument of strength and profit. 

But in this day of unselfish “devotion to humanity,” ‘‘ benevo- 
lent assimilation,” and lending to the Lord our arts, skill, money, 
and Army to evangelize or depopulate the weak portions of hu- 
manity, we would be soothed and sustained by the comforting 
reflection that we were generously devoting to the world's govern- 
ments a free canal in which we claimed no peculiar interest or 
right except that of paying the bills, Cana proud and sensible 
people brook such an arrangement? Above all, can Representa- 
tives consent to such a scheme and justly escape censure for in- 
competency or perfidy? We are not criticising particular stipula- 
tions, but deprecating the proposition to consult European nations 
at all. They should not participate in stipulations, nor do weneed 
their assurances to provide neutral and universal use. 

We should act without their advice or consent. If through our 
instrumentality the canal ever unites the two oceans, let it 
strengthen our arms in war and stimulate and enrich our com- 
merce in peace. Let it be a mighty and enduring monument to 
American genius, independence, patriotism, and valor. Let it not 
endure to mock posterity as the grave of American liberty and 
greatness. Our institutions could not long survive the shame and 
subserviency of our constructing and operating under hrm 
espionage and control, for the benefit of other governments in 
peace and in war. Far better to postpone the enterprise forever 
than to rend in twain the continent to erect an everlasting mon- 
ument to our shame and degradation. [Loud applause on the 
Democratic side. 

Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, Ishouldlike to be recognized. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
from Missouri in his own right. 

* Mr. COWHERD. Mr. Chairman, I do not know that any apol- 
ogy is needed for addressing this House under general debate and 
talking from the text instead of uponit. I am inclined to think 
that more apology is due to the House from one who attempts to 
discuss any phase of the Philippine situation, after it has been 
talked over so long and so frequently both here and elsewhere. 
But there is one part of that . emt to which I desire to call 
the attention of this House, It has been very uently stated by 
Democrats, here and elsewhere, who have concluded to follow the 
President in his policy of imperialism—and, thank heaven, their 
numbers are few—that they were simply following Democratic 
recedents! Not unfrequently our ublican friends have 
unted us with the statement that the Philippine policy of perma- 
nent annexation was the policy that was inaugurated by Thomas 
Jefferson, 

I desire, Mr. Chairman, to consider for a few minutes the ques- 
tion of expansion under Democratic Presidents and compare the 
motives that influenced their action with those influencing the 
acts of the party now in power. Because itmust beremembered, 


and is everywhere conceded, that it is the intent which fixes the 
character of an act, and makes it either criminal or praiseworthy. 


Now, what are the motives influencing the party in power to- 
day with reference toannexation? Isubmit that in their last analy- 
sis they are two, and two only. The one is au appeal tothe military 
spirit and the other the question of commercial advantage. Itis 
to the military spirit that the President appeals when he adopts 
the ery 8 of the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GROSVENOR] and 
asks, ‘*Who will pull down the flag?” 

It is to the military spirit gentlemen on that side of the Cham- 
ber appeal when they talk about taking our place among the na- 
tions of the earth; doing our duty in policing the world.” What 
I want to call their attention to is that in appealing to this spirit 
they are by that very appeal admitting the fact that it is a policy 
which if it does not keep us continually at war compels us to be 
continuously preparing for it. It is to the commercial spirit that 

ou appeal when you tell us of the richness of the soil of the Phil- 
ppines, of their beds of coal, of the sands of the river teeming 
with gold, and all the wonderful future of oriental trade: but 
when you contend thatin this appeal you are following the Jeffer- 
son policy, let me remind you, Mr. Chairman, you are proposing 
to increase your commerce by battle ships instead of merchant- 
men; you are proposing to open markets, not on the quality of 
your goods, but on the quality of your guns; and these, I submit, 
are the two motives, and the only two worthy of consideration, 
that are influencing the action of the present Administration. 

I admit that I leave out of consideration the minister of the gos- 
pel who talks about the opportunity for evangelization. I leave 
out of consideration that organized hypocrisy ” that prates about 
civilization. It is useless to argue with religious fanatics who be- 
lieve the doctrines of Jesus Christ can be carried on the points of 
bayonets, or to talk with the political hypocrite who wishes to 
civilize by extermination. The fact is that two motives only in- 
fluence you; really, only one, and that is commercial greed, and 
the other is an appeal to the military spirit made to cover your 
real purpose. I admit that a just commercial advantage is a 
proper object for administrative action. I admit that an appeal 
to the military spirit, if not proper, is always a powerful appeal 
to people of angonan origin. But what I wish to call your 
attention to is that, appealing to this spirit as actuating your 
motives, you have no right whatever to talk about Democratic 
precedents and pretend you are following Jefferson himself, 

Now, what was the policy that influenced Jefferson in the Loui- 
siana purchase? If, in arguing this question, I am compelled to 
travel over the points made by the gentleman from IIlinois [Mr. 
BOUTELL] in his very interesting discussion the other day, I want 
to offer to the House, as my excuse, that any word of Jefferson is 
of sufficient weight to warrant frequent repetition, and that the 
gentleman from Illinois, in using part of the language I shall quote, 
was intending to prove the annexation of Louisiana was involun- 
tary so far as Jefferson was concerned. That, in large part, was 
true. The fact is that Jefferson, realizing a divided control of the 
Mississippi, which was then the highway of our commerce, would, 
after years of continual bickering, end in getting us into war with 
European powers, determined to obtain, if possible, full rights of 
navigation of the river and a place of deposit at its mouth. 

The first was the thing that he started to obtain; and I propose 
to prove that the motive that influenced Jefferson was to make 
our course that of a pene nation. I propose to show that he 
was endeavoring to lay the foundation for perpetual peace, as 
you are preparing to-day, in maintaining possessions in the 
Orient, to lay foundations for perpetual war. I propose to show 
the motive influencing Jefferson was to remove occasion for bick- 
erings with European neighbors that would embroil us in Euro- 
pean difficulties, while you, taking, as you are, possessions in the 
Orient, and those possessions next door to European and Asiatic 

wers, compel us hereafter to take a hand in every war on either 

emisphere; and yet you are contending that, notwithstanding 
that, you are following Jeffersonian precedents. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I find as early as 1801, in writing to Mon- 
roe, Mr. Jefferson says: x 


There is considerable reason to apprehend that 8 codes Louisiana and 
Florida to France. It is a very un policy in both and very ominous to us, 


Ominous because it threatened the peace of the nation, as is 
conclusively proven by his letter of April 18, 1802, written to Liv- 
ingston, who was then our envoy to France. In that letter Jeffer- 
son says: 

The cession of Louisiana and the Floridas by Spain to France works most 
sorely on the United States. * * * There is on the globe one sna spot 
the possessor of which is our natural and habitualenemy. It is New Orleans, 
through which the produce of three-eighths of our territory must pass to 
market, and from its fertility it will ere long yield more than half of our 
whole produce and contain more than half of our inhabitants. France, plac- 
ing herself in that door, assumes to us the attitude of defiance. 


There, then, is the Jeffersonian principle, the motive that ac- 
tuated him in og i to obtain rights beyond the Mississippi 
and the purchase of jana, 
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Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from Missouri yield to 
the gentleman from Illinois? 

Mr. COWHERD. Yes, 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Would it interfere with the current 
of the gentleman’s remarks to state further along in that letter 

by which Mr. Jefferson 8 to secure the right of 
it if he did not get it by peaceful treaty? 

. COWHERD. I pro to show that not only Jefferson, 
but the Congress of the United States, considered it so absolutely 
necessary to the welfare of the nation at that time that they should 
have the right to the free navigation of the Mississippi, considered 
itso absolutely necessary to the peace of the United States that they 
should remove the continual cause of bickerings fromit, that they 
proposed and intended to have it by conquest if they could not 
get it by 8 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. And not only by conquest, but con- 
quest brought about through an alliance with Great Britain. 

Mr. COWHERD. I propose to show that, too, and I propose 
to show that Mr. Jefferson said that when you entered into Euro- 

alliances and broils you would render the people so much the 

ess happy and prosperous, and yet that is the very porey you are 
openly advocating to-day, and saying that you are following Jef- 
fersonian principles. 

In his letter, in 1803, to Monroe, in which he says he intends to 
appoint him envoy extraordinary to France, Mr. Jefferson says: 

Ihave but a moment to inform you that the fever into which the Western 
mind is thrown by the affair at New Orl stimulated by the mercantile 
and generally the Federal interest, threatens to overbear our peace. 

I read that to show, as I read the other quotations to show, that 
it was the problem of maintaining that Jefferson was 
attempting : solve, Ap if 4 — siom 2 rat 3 that way, that he 

poer to have peace if we ght for i 
Pr. BOUTELL of Illinois. That is it. 

Mr. COWHERD. You are proposing to A oti the country intoa 
position where we must fight. is the proposition that I 
want to draw attention distinctly to. And yet you pretend you 
are following Jeffersonian policies by annexing land in the Orient. 
You must t that when you a oe — spirit and 
say you must take your part in policing the world, when you say 
teas are must take our place among the nations of the earth, 
among the great powers; that you propose to have a hand here- 
after in every European and Asiatic war; and you pretend to say 
that is Jeffersonian policy. 

Now, Jefferson says in his letter to Monroe a day or two after, 
on January 13, 1803: 

0 to oursel a of 

Spinal poace hind Prinatehio with att metkomn then: ae wer cn Dor be Oi 

it behooves us immediately to be preparing for that war without, how- 
ea E S AEE Woshell petantangiea ft Inaropeam potition, and, gun 
ing more, be much less happy and prosperous. 

And yet gentlemen, both on that side of the Chamber and on 
this, contend that the position we have taken in the Orient, which 
they admit will entangle us in European and Asiatic politics, are 
Jeffersonian policies, when Jefferson stated that he would take 
that paeron only in case he was driven to it, and if it was pur- 
sued it would render us so much the less happy and p: us. 
Later, in his letter to Livingston, Jefferson says again, and I read 
this to show that it was his motive to make peace perpetual as far 
as possible in the United States: 

eres ane toe mage Os ee in ca oeni ere oo distant 
„ if war is hereafter to result. = 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. What was the reason that Jeffer- 
son feared war in case Florida and the mouths of the Mississippi 
River went to France? 

Mr. COWHERD. I will read ou ~ 

Mr. BOUTELL of Ilinois. as it not because the navigation 
of the Mississippi, the Pearl, and the Apalachicola would likely 
be denied tp Brance tes, and that made it necessary for us to 
peer otect our commerce? 

. COWHERD. That was only true in part; but Jefferson 
says in a quotation I am about to read that the divided possession 

these waters render bickering with foreign powers 5 
likely to occur, but the very thing, and what the gentleman fail 
to state the other day when he said the Florida resolutions were 
a Democratic eee of i lism, the hope of removing op- 

am tid trouble is one of the things that influenced us in 
ep of both of these territories, 

Now, to show conclusively that that was Mr. Jefferson’s idea, I 
read from his letter to John Dickinson, written from Monticello 
August 9, 1803, after the successful negotiation of the purchase of 


Dear Sin: Your friendly favor of the Ist instant is received with that wel- 
come which always accompanies the approbation of the wise and i. The 
acquisition of New Orleans would of itself have been a at as it 
would have insured to our Western brethren the means of exporting their 
produce; but that of Louisiana is inappreciable, because, giving us the sole 


dominion of the Mississi 
which we know of a certainty would have put us at war with France imme- 
diately; and it secures to us the course of a peaceable nation. 


i, it excludes those bickerings with foreign powers 


There, then, is the Jeffersonian idea of expansion. First, tha pur- 
chase of contiguous territory, the possession of which is necessary 
to the full enjoyment of the territory we already own; the re- 
moval of a cause of constant bickerings with foreign nations, 
which in the end must necessarily result in the disturbance of our 

ace; and last, the entire removal from proximity with us of a 

uropean power that in the end, he feared, would embroil us in 
European wars. Now, compare that with the policy you follow. 
You propose to take territory 7,000 milesaway, which our citizens 
can not inhabit and which is no earthly use to us. You propose 
to take that territory, as you state, for the very purpose m part of 
taking a hand in European policies and Asiatic diplomacy; and 
you propose to take it with full admission of the fact that instead 
of securing to us the course of a peaceful nation it will compel us 
hereafter to take part in all the wars of both the hemispheres. 

Yet you set up a Jeffersonian precedent for such a policy. Ex- 
cept for the fact that there is in both an expansion of our territory, 
there is absolutely no similarity between them. Why, sir, the 
assassin who lurks behind a corner of the fence to shoot down his 
victim for the purpose of robbery might just as well cite as a 
precedent the soldier who stands to defend his hearth and kills to 
protect his country. Both are killing—one for a noble motive, the 
other for a criminal purpose, Possessing the criminal purpose, 
you cite the man who is actuated by the noble one as a precedent 

or your conduct. Joguanso li 
. BOUTELL o ois. ill it interrupt the ee 

Mr. COWHERD. I am glad to yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I should like to ask the gentleman 
the same question which I have asked several on his side who 
have discussed the practical solution of the Philippine problem, 
Whether he would favor the immediate withdrawal of our army 
and navy from the Philippines and leave the people there at once 
to their own devices? 

Mr. COWHERD. I will say to the gentleman I believe that 
had we done for the Filipino what we did for the Cuban; had we 
announced to him at the conclusion of the war with Spain, or 
upon the surrender of Manila, that we pr to give him a free 
and independent government, controlled by himself, we never 
would have had to send another soldier there, nor would any 
question of withdrawal havearisen. [Applause.] Now, his p 
having brought on the difficulty by the methods they pursu 
the gentlemen want to know what we would do to get them ou 
of it. When Manila fell there was in Luzon a government, repub- 
lican in form, and, if our own officers are to be believed, perform- 
ing satisfactorily to the people all the functions of government. 
In the first place I would have recognized that government. Now 
I would make amends by notifying them fully, freely, and widely 
that we popes to give them free and independent government 
at the ve st moment possible. That is the policy I would ad- 
vocate. I do not know what my party’s policy may be; they have 
not declared it. 

Now, we do not need to take the word of Jefferson alone as to 
what was Democratic policy in regard to annexation. Ihold here 
the Annals of the Seventh Con: „and I refer to a re ren- 
dered by a special committee of the House. It will be found on 
page 371 of this volume. That committee was composed 
of distinguished men—Mr. Nicholson, Mr. Eustis, Mr. Bayard, 
Mr. Dickson. Mr. Lowndes, Mr. Thompson, and Mr. Gregg. I 
shall read only some short extracts from this report to show that 
the idea of Congress as well as Mr. Jefferson was, as I stated 
a while ago, that it was a matter of imperious necessity that we 
should have the tight of the navigation of the Mississippi; that, if - 
necessary, we would have to fight for it, because it meant warin 
the end, and that it was better to acquire it by peaceable means 
than to go to war for it. Gentlemen here are upholding the wag- 
ing of a war which is for but one purpose, and that is the extend- 
ing of our commerce; not to give our commerce access to mar- 
kets, but to compel markets for it by control of dependent people, 
This report reads: 

The free and unmolested navigation of the river Mississippi is a point to 


which the attention of the Government has been directed ever since 
the peace of 1783, by which our independence as anation was finally acknowl- 


s * $ * s * $ 

From the foregoing view of facts it must be seen that the possession of 
New Orleans and the ridas will not only be required for the conyenience 
of the United States, but will be demanded by their most imperious necessi- 


The great question, then, which presents itself is, Shall we at this time lay 
the foundation for future peace— 


Not for war, but for peace— 
by offering a fair and equivalent consideration, or shall we hereafter incur 
tho hazards and the horrors of war? ‘The Government of the United States 


organized from any in the world. Its * is the happiness of 
man; its policy and its interest, to pursue right by right means. 


That sounds a little singular in this year of our Lord 1900, when 


1900. CONGRESSIONAL 


we are sending our armies out to conquer a people fighting for 
their liberty. 

War is the great scourge of the human race and should never be resorted 
to but in cases of the most imperious necessity. A wise government will 


avoid it when its views can be attained by pe: ul measures. 
In all nations the people bear the burdenof war. In the United States the 


people rule. 

Concluding, this report says: 

In another point of view perhaps it would be preferable to make the pur- 
rope E een eo ae 
by Paren: the eee a 8 indeed, almost incalculable.. 

Now, that, Mr. Chairman, as I take it, is a fair exposition of the 
purpose actuating that great Democratic Administration in our 

rst acquisition of chy e And, as I have said, I challenge any 
gentleman on that side of the Chamber toshow where, in any way, 
a parallel can be drawn between that conduct and the motives 
that actuate you in holding onto the Philippine Islands. 

The next great acquisition was the 1 of Florida, and the 
distinguished gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BouTELL], as I said a 
few moments ago, read the secret resolutions passed by Congress 
and signed by the President and gave them, as he said, as some- 
thing which indicated imperialistic tendencies in the Democratic 


ty. 

art do not think the gentleman was entirely fair in his presenta- 
tion of that subject. ad he been, he should have said that when 
our commissioners were sent there under these resolutions to take 
temporary possession of that country, which we proposed to hold 
subject to,future negotiations, they were sent there with instruc- 
tions that they should not use force, except there arose the strong 
suspicion that some other government was preparing to take pos- 
session of the territory. hat government was that? 

This, you will remember, was in 1811, just prior to the war of 
1812 with Great Britain, and itis a fact that at that time Great 
Britain was negotiating for the Florida forts. It is a fact that at 
that time she was preparing to establish a line of military posts 
along our entire Southern border, from which she could success- 
fully and easily wage war upon our citizens, and these resolutions 
were passed to protect us from Great Britain. They contemplated 
a military necessity. 

Why, it is a fact that Great Britain did take possession of those 
Florida posts; that from the shelter of those Florida forts she 
organized the Indian bands to commit their depredations upon 
American civilization; that at the mouth of one of the Florida 
rivers she built a fort and garrisoned it with British arms, pro: 
viding a place for the refugee slaves of the South and for the hos- 
tile Indians, and from that place, for years, war was waged upon 
our Southern country. 

It is a fact that the weak hand of Spain was no longer able to 
govern the Floridas, no longer able to control the freebooters who 
ad made their rendezyous along her southern borders, no longer 
able to drive away the pirates who had taken possession of the 
islands, no longer able to control the Indians, as she was by treaty 
bound to do, from issuing out to make their forays upon us or to 
punish them when they returned, 

These were the facts that led to the paraga of the resolutions 
that the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] read the other 
day; and this House will remember that Florida was not acquired 
under those resolutions, but that afterwards, when the Seminoles, 
issuing from the Florida Everglades, waged war upon the United 
States, we followed them there, and General Jackson took posses- 
sion of Florida in order to successfully prosecute that war, and 
afterwards we purchased it. Purchased it—why? For the very 
same reason we purchased Louisiana; to eliminate forever the 
bickerings that were arising about the navigation of the rivers 
rising in the United States and debouching through Spanish ter- 
ritory into the Gulf; purchased it toremove a European neighbor 
whose troubles were sure, sooner or later, to embroil us in Euro- 
pean war; purchased it because it was necessary for the peace and 
the defense of the United States. Again, no parallel can be drawn 
between that conduct and the conduct of the present Administra- 
tion in holding forever the Philippine Islands and holding them in 
subjection. For I want you to remember, gentlemen of the House, 
that not onlyin the treaty with France was inserted the provimon 
that every inhabitant of that Territory should be entitled to all 
the privileges and immunities of an American citizen, and that 
the country itself should, in the fullness of time, be admitted to 
its rights as a State in the American Union, but in every other 
cession under a Democratic President. 

Now if, as the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL] said, 
Talleyrand and Napoleon put that clause in the treaty with Jef- 
ferson, there wasno Talleyrand and no Napoleon to put that clause 
in the treaty with Spain. Not only in the treaty for the purchase 
of Louisiana, but in the treaty for the purchase of Florida and in 
every other negotiation that was ever made under a Democratic 
Administration, it was provided that every inhabitant of the Ter- 
ritory should become a citizen of the United States; that the Con- 
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stitution as well as the 


should follow us into that Territory 
and govern those people. It was provided in the Florida 8 
it was provided in the cession from Mexico, it was provided in the 
Gadsden purchase. 

Compare that with the policy of this Administration, that not 


only holds 10,000,000 le in territory belonging, as they say, to 
the United States, not only holds them without any present pledga 
of citizenship or guaranty of liberty, but holds them without 
daring to make a promise for the future. And yet you claim a 
Democratic precedent. 

The annexation of Texas, of course, was the union of two sov- 
ereignties. Texas had won her independence and maintained it, 
as I remember, for about agus years, It was far more probabla 
that Texas would conquer Mexico than that Mexico would ever 
reconquer Texas, as we know from the trend of subsequent events. 

Of course, out of that arose the war with Mexico, and out of 
the war with Mexico arose the cession of territory in 1848. I shall 
not go to any very great extent into the causes governing that 
cession of territory. Of course, the slavery question was largely 
a part of it, also the question of the disputed boundary between 
Texas and Mexico, Texas claiming that her limitsextended to the 
mouth of the Rio Grande. Again, we demanded an 758 
which Mexico could only pay in land. Also, the condition of C 
ifornia very largely influenced it; because, you will remember 
again, gentlemen, history tells us that the British were negotiat- 
as Sib possession of the California ports. 

ifornia had won her independence three times since 1832, and 
permitted Mexico again to %stablish her authority over them. 
She was practically in the throes of another revolution, and the 
Bear flag was floating above her soil when Fremont first landed 
there. The Americans in that territory at the conclusion of that 
war numbered between twelve and fifteen thousand, an equal if 
not a greater number than the Mexican inhabitants. Great Brit- 
ain had been making arrangements for another revolution. An 
appeal was to be made to her for protection from Mexico, and 
arrangements were bein e to take possession of the territory. 
It was a race between Commodore Sloat and the British officer 
which should first raise their flag. Undoubtedly we took it also 
because we wanted the Pacific coast. We wanted the California 
rts. We wanted to extend our territory from ocean to ocean, 

e wanted to extend it from natural boundary to natural bound- 
ary—give it as far as possible natural frontiers. It was contigu- 
ous territory. It was not peopled by an alien race. It involved 
not a single one of the principles involved in the annexation and 
permanent retention of the Philippine Islands, 

And permit me to say here that if you build the Nicaraguan 
Canal, about which the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON 
was just speaking, it is possible that some day you must exten 
your southern boundaries to take it in. You might then claim 
some Democratic precedent, because you would have contiguous 
territory where white men can live and where we can extend the 
doctrines of the Constitution. 

But I submit, genuenean, that in no annexation heretofore of 
any land under Democratic Presidents has there arisen a single 
one of the dangerous principles that now confront us, nor have 
5 actuated by the motives controlling that side of this 

amber. 

And yet, notwithstanding these numerous good reasons for the 
cession of the territory from Mexico, I call you to remember the 
fact that immediately after that cession there was an election and 
the party that had waged the most successful war in all our his- 
tory, that had acquired this immense and valuable tract of land, 
that party went down to defeat, largely because the American 
people were impressed with the idea that that war was not a just 
one. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what are the facts confronting the Admin- 
istration to-day? Puerto Rico comes to us with open arms. The 

rts and markets which she had heretofore entered are shut off 

y that fact. She appeals to us for aid, and you 8 with a 
tax. Why? Not because you do not sympathize with the Puerto 
Rican; not because you do not Geiss Gree is cause as just. You 
respond with a tax because you to establish a precedent for 
use in the Phili pine Islands. Itis openly admitted that if the 

roducts of the Philippines are to be admitted free into the United 

tates; if their labor is to compete on equal terms with ours; if 
their millions of Chinese inhabitants are to be given free access to 
our country, you can not sustain yourselves before the American 
people. So, before finally committing yourselves to this proposi- 
tion, you propose to experiment with Puerto Rico to test the will 
of the people and the justice of the courts. You wish to know 
before proceeding further, whether, for the sake of commercial 
gain, the people are willing to surrender the spirit of liberty and 
the courts for political advantage; are ready to construe the Con- 
stitution out of existence. 

Why, Mr. Chairman, there was a time once when Englishmen 
coming to America contended that the English constitution, the 
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Bill of Rights, Mayna Charta, and everything it guaranteed fol- 
lowed them to any colony. But we contend to-day that the Amer- 
ican Constitution is good only for those citizens who can reach 
the Capitol without wetting their feet; that it is a dry-land doc- 


ument and loses its force the moment it reaches the sea. There 
was a time when the Constitution was the tee a that guided 
our conduct, the touchstone by which we tested legislation; but 
to-day, under your construction of the Puerto Rican bill, the 
Constitution no longer guides us nor guards them; it no longer 
hinders the hand of the sovereign nor shelters the head of the sub- 
ect; and that is the proposition which yon are desiring to enact 
to law in order that you may have a precedent for the control 
of the css et Islands. The President says empire is impos- 
sible; yet what must be the feeling of a subject compelled to live 
under laws in whose enactment he has no voice, when he sees the 
dominant race preaching one system of law for him and practicing 
another for themselves. 

Look, too, what a ridiculous attitude it puts distinguished gen- 
tlemen in when they attempt to support it. 47 5 ə other da 
I heard the distinguished gentleman from Iowa [Mr. DoLLIvER], 
The Henry of Navarre” of protection, whose plume has lead 
every charge on free trade in this Chamber for a dozen years, 
3 boast that we propose to make the Egg 5 ports open 

oors” to the commerce of the world. Mr. Chairman, if free 
trade is good for the Philippine Islands, why is protection such a 


blessing for the United States; if protection ood for our infant 
industries, why is it not also good fog an agricultural people where 
manufactures are yet to be established? protection is good for 


us and good for them, then I ask you how you answer to your 
conscience when you are legislating for a people unrepresented in 
this Chamber for your benefit and to their damage. If this be 
not empire, it lacks naught but the name. Ah, Mr. Chairman, 
there was a time when we said that taxation without representa- 
tion was tyranny, and we made good our legal construction with 
flintlocks and saber; but to-day you are announcing to Puerto 
Rico that taxation without representation is liberty, and you pro- 
pose to prove it by battle ships and Gatling guns, 

Mr. Chairman, the other day there was a still more remarkable 
p osition advanced at the other end of this Capitol; and I notice 

y the 3 paper that it was discussed, and favorably dis- 
cussed, last night in a caucus of Republican Senators, What was 
that proposition? To open the ports of Puerto Rico free to the 
products of the United States and tax the products of Puerto Rico 
seeking entrance to the ports of the United States. I do not be- 
lieve that proposition could at present pass any further than the 
stage of honorable mention. I do not believe the American idea 
of fair play will permit you to enact that kind of legislation into 
law at this time. But so sure as we propose to legislate for a sub- 
ject race, so sure as we propose to pass laws for unrepresented 
people, just so sure will exactions of that kind some day find their 
way into our statute books. The time will come yet when such 
laws will be enacted; the time will come when the desire for gain 
will dull our sense of justice; the time will come when the itching 
palm will still our troubled conscience; and when that time comes, 
we will do as a dominant race has ever done that has legislated 
for a subject, an inferior one, we will be prepared to take all the 
benefits of the legislation and give them all the burdens of it. 

Mr. Chairman, if we would know what is the opinion of the 
fathers upon this parme war solely for commerce, as you have 
been doing in the Philippine Islands, a war that we may control 
oriental trade according to your own admissions, let me read to 
you the response that Benjamin Franklin made to Lord Howe 
when he came as a peace commissioner to our shores, just as we 
sent our peace commissioners to announce to the Philippine people 
that all we wanted was their trade and we would give them in 
due time such a government as in our opinion they ought to have. 
This was what Lord Howe said, that all that England wanted 
was control of the trade and commerce of the United States, and 
Franklin responded: 

To me it seems that neither the obtaining nor retaining of any trade, how 
valuable soever, is an object for which men may justly on each others 
blood; that the true and sure means of extending and securing commerce is 
the goodness and cheapness of commodities, and that the profit of no trade 
can ever be * to the expense of compelling it and holding it by fleets or 
armies. And I am persuaded that cool, dispassionate posterity condemn 
to infamy those who advise it, and that even success will not save from some 
degree of dishonor those who voluntarily engage in it. 

There is the opinion of the most far-sighted, long-headed states- 
man of the Revolution, the man who embodied in his own person- 
ality both the wit and wisdom of theage. There is his opinion 
in regard to a war levied for the purpose of 5 the com- 
merce of a subject people. I commend it to the careful consider- 
ation of the Republican party. 

Mr. Chairman, there was a time when we boasted, not of the 
money, but the laws we made; not that yonder flag carried trade 
in its wake, but that it carried liberty. To-day its proud boastis 
that the trade follows the flag. 

The other day when General French rode into Kimberly to the 


relief of that beleagured city, the newspapers tell us the citizens 
held a reception for the English officers, and Cecil Rhodes, the 
very incarnation of the land-lusting, the land-grabbing spirit of 
the age, the man who might also have said, as was said the other 
day in the other end of the Capitol, These are all the islands left 
to grab;” Cecil Rhodes said in response to a toast, that the 
people of Kimberly had done their part in preserving for the world 
the greatest commercial asset of the age, the English flag.” 

Mr. Chairman, I hope the day will never come when any man 
can rise in any land and point to yonder banner as a commercial 
asset. [Applause.] I trust, sir, that something still will survive 
of the spirit of those days when that banner floated above Wash- 
ington and his barefooted patriots at Valley Forge; I trust some- 
thing still will live of the spirit that animated the men that 
upheld that banner when they stood with stubborn old Andrew 
Jackson at NewOrleans. I trust something of that love of liberty 
still permeates this nation as it permeated the followers of yonder 
flag when they marched with Grant on his stubborn advance to 
Richmond. 

And, Mr. Chairman, if the day ever comes when that banner is 
nothing but a commercial asset, then, sir, every stripe of white 
upon its folds should be dyed in the blood of the men we kill to 
conquer, and from yonder ground of blue you should take every 
star that represents an independent State. [Prolonged applause 
on the Democratic side. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I yield back to the gentleman any time 
that I have remaining. 

Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I yield so much of one hour as 
he may desire to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. HOWARD]. 

Mr. HOWARD. r. Chairman, we are now, perhaps, well be- 
yond the sentimental stage of our victory over Spain, and thought- 
ful People are no longer willing to solve the problems that confront 
us as the legacy of that war by the patriotic exclamation, ‘‘ Who 
will haul down the flag?” nor will they accept as an accurate 
3 of our responsibilities the mystical solution that it 
is „destiny.“ 

Whether the inhabitants of Puerto Rico and the Philippine Is- 
lands are citizens of the United States, or whether the Constitu- 
tion guarantees to them a republican form of government, or 
whether the tariff and excise tax laws apply equally to all the 
territory of the United States, or whether these islands may be 
held etually as colonies, without the right of statehood, and 
many other problems not yet suggested by this new and strange 
relation, alien to the spirit of 1776 and repugnant to the Declara- 
tion of Independence and unprovided for in the Constitution, are 
questions too vital, too momentous, to be solved with phrases. 

The decision to go to war with Spain was suddenly made, not- 
withstanding the long-continued existence of the causes Which. 
we proclaimed as justifying hostilities, and the public mind was 
as little prepared for the ready comprehension of the consequences 
of victory as was our Government for the conflict; and it was, 
therefore, but natural that the hysteria of our exultation should 
be prolonged by mysticism on the part of those who conceived 
that the golden opportunity was present to convert a war boran 
for humanity into one of conquest for commercial gen: 0 
change of purpose was as radical as it was sudden, and involved 
our plighted faith to the world and with each other. 

No matter that Europe was not deceived, we ourselves believed 
that our motives were honorable, and that we fought to restore 
peace and establish liberty where despotism was reveling in a 
carnival of death. In July, when the blood of our heroes was yet 
wet on San Juan Hill, we spurned the suggestion of indemnity as 
a taint upon our honor, and in December at Paris we were stifling 
the pe of our prostrate foe with a bribe of 19 — that Europe 
might not hear her cries while we stripped her of the Philippines. 
It is no wonder, then, that the su ing chapter in our history 
was written in the Delphic phrases, o will haul down the 
flag?” It is our destiny,“ Bod has given them to us.“ 

It is not my purpose to enter at time into a discussion of 
any of the problems which the permanent retention of Puerto 
Rico and the Philippines involve, except that of commercial ex- 
panion, There are now man le in the United States who 

lieve they see in the annexation of Cuba and the permanent re- 
tention of Puerto Rico and the Philippines vast opportunities for 
the expansion of our commerce, and who for the sake of this su 
posed advantage will justify and defend a policy which results in 
the permanent retention of these islands. 

aiving all considerations of right and wrong involved in the 
policy ot retention, and passing the question of the constitutional 
power to maintain a colonial system and of the resultant effect on 
our republican form of government of a colonial system, I shall 
discuss the question of commercial expansion involved inthis new 
condition from a purely commercial standpoint of profit and loss. 
Whether it is desirable that grave questions of constitutional gov- 
ernment should ever be considered from the standpoint of com- 
mercial gain, the fact is that every male citizen in the United 
States, not legally disqualified, is by virtue of his power to vote a 
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lawmaker, and whether he will preserve existing institutions or 
overturn them is a matter of his own will, and those who would 
overturn settled policies must be met at the threshold of such a 
controversy on their own ground, though they choose it in the 
lower levels of selfishness and greed. 

If this Government is to remain a Republic, the people will be 

msible for it; if itis to be converted intoan empire, the people 

ill be responsible for that; and this being so, it is the part of 
wisdom to talk about the things some of the people are thinking 
about. It is safe to say that if the commerce with the Philippine 
Islands was the limit of the ibilities for commercial expansion 
in the East, the question of their anent retention would have 
been settled long ago against such a policy. The average annual 
aggregate of the imports and exports of the islands for a period of 
ten years, ending with the year 1898, is $33,000,000. Ife dol- 
lar of this commerce was with the United States and every dollar 
of it was profit, it would not pay the expenses of a civil andorderly 
government in the islands, 

It will be remembered that the argument which finally won a 
majority for the annexation of the Sandwich Islands was that it 
would aid in the extension of our commerce in the East. The 
undisguised truth is that our commercial ambition aims at com- 
mercial conquest in Asia, and the Philippines are regarded as of 
secondary importance in themselves, but gs a necessary foothold 
from which to cast our commercial lines into the supposed stag- 
nant pools of China. The problem, when considered from existing 
commercial and political conditions, is easy of solution. 

Three views may be taken of the commercial aspect of Cuba, 
Puerto Rico, and the Philippines: First, our imports from them; 
second, our exports to them, and, third, the loss to us from main- 
taining government for them and the loss to our own industries 
and labor from their unrestricted competition. We import an- 
nually about $250,000,000 of tropical products, pes sugar, cof- 


produce which we consume, but it must be borne in mind that if 
we get all our tropical sappie from these islands, dropping the 
other 7 aes markets in which we now purchase more than half 
of the total, to the extent that commerce is reciprocal, we shall 
lose a large part of our sales to the countries from which we no 
longer buy. Butif westimulate an increased production of sugar 
and tobacco in these islands, we are thereby competing with the 
production of beet and cane sugar and tobacco in the States and 
with little advantage to the natives, because on the sugar and 
coffee estates of these islands the labor is not all done by the na- 
tives, but by the Portuguese, Italian, Chinese, and Japanese labor- 
ers imported to these islands as laborers. 

In all these 1 tropical islands in the Atlantic and the Pacific 
the native labor is unreliable and incapable of meeting the re- 
quirements of successful industry, agricultural and mechanical, 
and importations to supply their defects only increase their pov- 
erty by supplanting them with the laboring classes of other coun- 
tries. It has been for years the settled policy of the United States 
to restrict and in some instances prohibit the importation into our 
ove States of this class of labor in order to protect our common 
abor. 

If this is wise for us, just to our laboring element, a contrary 
policy is unwise and unjust to the people of these islands, and in 
ts last analysis the competition is that of the coolie contract 
labor with the free labor of the States in the prođuction of sugar 
and tobacco. Itisno reply to say that the island tobacco, being 
better than ours, does not really compete with it. Their best to- 
bacco is better than ours and hence does not compete, but they 
now raise and will raise still more of a grade of tobacco which is 
not better than ours that will compete with us. 

Nor will it do to say that the cane and beet sugar industry of 
the States yields so small a per cent of the total consumed that 
our industries will not be affected; the price for our sugar is fixed 


fee, tropical fruits, nuts, rubber, fibers, spices, and cabinet woods, pre price of theirs; besides the beet-sugar industry in the United 
and it is su that these islands are capable of supplying most | States promises in the future to supply our home market. Ger- 
of them. of these islands produce cane sugar, tobacco, cabi- many and France not only supply their home market, but export 


net woods, coffee, and tropical fruits. The Philippines produce 
hemp. The total commerce of these islands for the years in which 
their commerce reached its highest point is as follows: 


Commerce of Cuba, Puerto Rico, Hawaiian Islands, and Philippine Islands, and 
4 share of United States therein. ppi 155 


largely of beet sugar. The fact is that beet sugar supplies two- 
thirds of the sugar consumed in the world, and the adaptability 
of sections of the West and the South to its production promises 
some relief from the unprofitable production of cotton and wheat. 

Cotton was formerly grown in the Philippines and may be grown 
there again, and while you add this industry to those existing in 
the islands you increase the production of a staple the price of 
which, when a normal crop is made in the United States, is below 
the cost of production, bringing distress and want to many of the 
people now dependent upon that branch of agriculture. Thecon- 
suming power of these islands is estimated at about one hundred 
sellers: but generally stated, they will consume as much as they 
can pay for. 

Now, it is well known that sugar and coffee are being sold at 
prices so low as to leave no margin of profit to the producers, 
1893 Brazilian coffee brought 14 cents per pound, and in 1899, 7 
cents. In 1878 sugar sold for 5 cents per pound, and in 1897 for 
2cents. The sugar of these islands is cane and not beet sugar, 
and except where cane sugar is produced under exceptionally 
favorable conditions of high cultivation, cheap and reliable labor, 
and expensive machinery, it is not profitable. Hemp from Manila 
is produced in competition with sisal hemp from Yucatan, in the 
south of Mexico, the Bahamas, and other tropical places within 
9 | 500 miles of our coast. 

41 Indian pe is a strong competitor with hemp. It is, therefore, 

plain that sugar and coffee, the largest na products of these 
islands, will not yield such returns as make their production 
8 profitable, and the result will be that the inhabitants of 
these islands, depending on these staples for their support, will 
derive but a meager subsistence from them and can not become 
large consumers of imported goods. Puerto Rico bnys as much 
as she sells. If every dollar she exported was profit, it would not 
meet the demands of the island for governmental expenses deemed 
necessary to a proper administration of her affairs. 

An important item for which our taxes must pay will be the 
inc Army and Navy fortifications, coaling stations, civil 
establishment, submarine cables, the loss of full or partial duties 
on the importations from the islands into the United States, 
amounting to many million dollars. This duty lost in one way 
must be made up in another, and as the loss falls on our Treasury 
it must be replenished from our pockets. We have not been long 
enough in the business to have an itemized record of expenses, 
but in time that will be forthcoming, when no man need be in 
3 as to the mistake we will make from the financial stand- 

in 

It is the history of all the colonial possessions of the world that 
only about 40 per cent of their imports and exports are with the 
mother countries. English colonies in the Atlantic are in more 
or less distress because of the low prices their products bring. 
Dutch colonies in the Pacific are in distress from the same causes. 
Spanish colonies in the Atlantic and Pacific were in distress and 


From Almanach de Gotha. + From United States reports. 


And their total purchases were $96,224,225, of which amount we 
sold them $26,833,173. For the same years they sold products 
amounting to $187,514,807, and of this amount we took $100,681,- 
097, showing a balance of trade against us of $73,847,924. The 
exports of these islands, especially from Cuba and the Philippines, 
may be largely increased and their imports also increased, and the 
8 of imports from the United States should from the new 
conditions be nag Bed increased. 

It is also true that they can produce much more of the tropical 
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revolt, and British India is more flourishing in Bombay and Cal- 
cutta than in the rural districts of India. 

The fact is that agriculture throughout the world is depressed 
and unremunerative. The producer of raw products of any kind 
everywhere is deriving from his labor only a scanty living. And 
with this depression in these islands—depression from inevitably 
low prices and the depression added by the ravages of war—their 
rehabilitation under any form of government is a task not only 
involving usin difficulty but expense. As a business proposition 
it is cheaper to buy from these and other countries what we need 
of their sugar, coffee, and tobacco at such price as the market 
fixes and leave their government and condition to themselves. 
They will buy all the cotton goods and provisions and iron and 
steel and machinery from us that they are able to pay for, because 
we can sell and transport them cheaper than any other country. 

That a few individuals or corporations may secure franchises 
and monopolize a few lines of industry will in no wise compensate 
the masses of taxpayers for their outlay in maintaining govern- 
ment in and for these islands, The probabilities are t we 
should be able to buy hemp from Mexico cheaper than from an 
American colony, where the product was monopolized by a trust. 
Certainly the freight rates from Mexico would be less than therate 
from Manila. 

Before entering into the discussion of the extent and character 
of the Asiatic commerce of the United States and the possibilities 
of its extension, it might be well to state the aggregate of the do- 
mestic exports of the United States for the last three years, during 
which they have reached the highest point in the history of our 
country, in order to see more clearly what the relative value of 
the Asiatic market is. In 1897 our domestic exports reached 
$1,032,007,603, and in 1898 they exceeded the preceding year by 
$178,284,310, and in 1899 they reached the enormous aggregate of 
$1,252,903,987. 

Of the export business of 1899, agriculture constituted 62.42 per 
cent of the whole; manufactures, 30.39 per cent; products of the 
mine, 2.66 per cent; products of the forest, 3.80 per cent; fisheries, 
0.45 per cent; and eee 0.28 percent. A closer analysis 
of export trade will be highly instructive and to my purpose. 
We sold to Europe, $959,234,520; te North America, $168,854,567; 
to South America, $87,421,700; to Africa, $18,602,394; to Oceania, 
$37,542,036; and to Asia, including China, $53,843,554. 

Inasmuch as the inquiry is directed to the maintenance and ex- 
tension of our commerce in the East, I shall drop at this point all 
other data except that relating to Asia and Oceania, as compris- 
ing the field of Pacific or eastern commerce, for no one will pre- 
tend that it is either desirable or necessary to retain the Philip- 

ines in order to maintain or extend our commerce with British 

orth America, Mexico, Central and South America, Europe, or 
Africa, and as the inquiry narrows geographically it should be 
enlarged commercially and politically, ot, what is the same thing, 
it should become more minute and specific in detail as to eastern 
commerce and eastern political conditions. There can be but one 
apology for inflicting the House with this mass of detail, and that 
is to be found in the supreme importance of the question involved. 

Shall we change from a Republic to an empire for the trade of 
the Orient? Shall we quadruple our standing Army? Shall we 
build a navy adequate to the task of defending a trans-Pacific de- 
pendency? Shall we add to the annual burden of governmental 
e se $200,000,000 for the sake of extending our trade in the 
East? eee these are some of the consequences in- 
volved in the step | a pec to be taken by the permanent reten- 
tion of the Philippine ds, and to whomsoever it should seem 
that it is more agreeable to take the risk than to examine the 
facts, to such an one I confess my argument can not be made en- 

ing. 

As commerce in the comprehensive sense is composed of imports 
as well as exports, I shall adduce the imports into and the exports 
from Asia and Oceania in their more minute geographical and 
political divisions and for the years of 1897, 1898, and 1899, because 
these years mark the highest point of our export trade, and hence 
arara a fairer and broader 

ons. 


is from which to make deduc- 
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Aggregating the imports from Asia for these three years, they 
show a total of $325,071,170; and aggregating the total imports 
from Oceania, they show a total of $141,463,311, and from both 
Asia and Oceania a total of $466,534,481, which we paid to these 
countries for their commodities. For the same period it appears 
that we sold to Asia $141,463,311, and to Oceania $83,865,976, and 
15 8225, 329, 287, making a balance of trade against us of 8241, 
205.194. n 

This volume of commerce is the result of existing conditions, 
conditions of peace, conditions uninfluenced by the Spanish war 
or the Philippine war or any change in the policy of our own 
Government, and may, therefore, be fairly taken as an index of 
our normal commercial possibilities. And it is this condition 
which it is sought to improve, to expand, and, if need be, by the 
permanent retention of the Philippines under some form of do- 
minion by us, by some called a colonial or imperial system, by 
others.a territorial system. 

My argument has nothing to do with the name by which the 
fact and form of retention shall beknown. Iam dealing with the 
motive that underlies the fact, the motive of commercial gain, 
commercial 5 in the accomplishment of which retention 
is conceived to be a necessary step. it necessary? It is common 
to hear our objective spoken of here and to see it alluded to in all 
forms of print as “the East,” the Orient,” the Pacific,” indi- 
cating a vague and uncertain notion of the specific thing aimed at. 
A considerable portion of Asia and Australasia can not be affected 
one way or the other, whether we hold or release the Philippines, 
and for proof of this assertion these facts are relevant. 

England controls British India, Aden and Perim, Ceylon, 
Hongkong, Labuan, and the Straits Settlements in Asia; Fiji, New 
Guinea, New South Wales, New Zealand, Queensland, Australia, 
Tasmania in Australasia. France controls in Asia 197 square 
miles of India, Annam, Cambodia, Cochin China, and Tonking; 
and Germany controls in the Pacific Kaiser Wilhelmland, Bis- 
marck Archipelago, Solomon Islands, and the Marshall Islands. 
The Netherlands controls Java, Sumatra ede of Borneo, and 
other islands of Oceania. Portugal controls in Asia, Goa in India, 
Diu. Indian Archipelago, and Macao in China. 

No man will contend that anything we might do with the Phil- 
oe will alter the political or commercial status of any of 
these dependencies I have named of England, of France, of Ger- 
many, of the Netherlands, or Portugal. We will continue to buy 
jute buts and sell kerosene oil in India on the terms England lays 
down, and we must consult the Dutch tariffs for Java before we 
land our sewing machines or load their coffee. The political map 
of these countries is as fixed as their geogruphical position, and to 
change it we must whip somebody, and on this line it would be 
well to remember that we can whip no European power without 
the consent of Europe. 

In the case of Spain we had their tacit consent, but it applied 
only to that occasion and nation. We should not adopt it care- 
lessly as a European e to any future predatory 
excursion we might desire to = 

Inasmuch as our trade with these Euro colonies must de- 
pend in the future, asin the past, on laws which will not be affected 

y our setting up shopin the Philippines, they are necessarily with- 
re 50 from the further calculation of our trade relations with 
ina. 

There are conditions surrounding China which may seem to 
justify our expectation of benefit from them, and that the Philip- 
pines, held permanently under our control, will materially enhance 
our opportunity to convert them to our advantage. This phase 
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of the question demands, therefore, candid investigation and it 
will vitalize the statistics by enumerating the chief articles of im- 
port and export between the two countries. 


Imports into the United States from China for the years 1897, 1893, and 1899. 
E neee y E $19, 537, 266 
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52,476,314 


And as many as 100 other articles of merchandise imported in 
small amounts and valued at $6,873,252, making the total impor- 
tation of $59,349,566. Compared with the total imports into the 
United States from all countries for the same period, the China 
importations constitute barely 3 per cent of the whole. 

shall give the principal lines and amounts of exports from the 


United States to China for the same three-year period: 
FF / ̃ ˙̃———r. S T N $22, 457, 301 
Illuminating and lubricating oils... 8, 053, 597 
Tron and steel and manufactures of. 2,172,050 
bacco and manufactures of........ 880, 930 
r . E N 512, 146 
oođen ware, sash, doors, and blinds 476, 023 
Total breadstuffs _......... B21, 545 
visions, including meat and dairy produc 215, 283 
Malt and malt liquor... eee e eee 153.140 
Chemi drugs, and medicines... 152, 885 
Carriages, cars, vehicles 113,592 
Tastes 5 ppara tus for scientific purposes 11.142 

nstruments and apparatus for scientific purposes 5 

Clocks und watches.......... 66, 445 
Books, maps, engravings .. 61, 804 
Paper and manufactures of 58, 246 
Other manufactures of cotton 51, 669 
Leather and manufactures of 41, 761 
Naval stores , 369 
e e and other explosives.. — 878 
Agricultural implementa. bee e „810 
e e E EN O AN S A , 994, 205 


The remaining articles of export, covering numerous small ship- 
ments, te $352,085, making the total exports $36,346,380, 
which is a small fraction over 1 per cent of the total export trade 
of the United States for the same period. In brief, China seils to 
ts less than 3 per cent of our foreign purchases and buys about 1 
per cent of our foreign sales. 

The expansion of our trade with China may be accomplished, 
first, by partially or wholly driving our rivals out of the Chinese 
market by the law of cheaper prices; second, by China increasing 
her demands for all imports, we supplying our proportionate share 
of this increased demand; third, following the example of Euro- 
pean nations, acquire a sphere of commercial influence in China 
and monopole the trade it affords. 

The probability is that such expansion as we may experience 
will result in part from each of the first two methods indicated, 
and it becomes profitable to study the special lines in which we 


have either equal or e advantages compared with our rivals. 
What, therefore, are the chief articles of importation into China? 
What countries now supply them? In what proportion and what 
advantages do these countries enjoy in 3 with each 
other in the production and transportation of these articles? The 
total value of imported merchandise into China, distinguishing 
principal countries whence imported, in 1898, is: 


Haikwan taels. 

Cibo: Bingo. ß E E 34. 962, 
Hongkong 97,214,000 
7 19, 136, 000 
Straits Settlements............ 2, 620, 000 
Australi 000 
%) ¾ ˙ —1vũ . ²˙⏑irÜe E ptarks 
British North America 1,965, 000 
Total British Empire 156, 118, 000 
United States 17, 163, 000 
Continent of Europe 10, 853, 000 
Russian Manchuria... 299, 000 
1 27,376,000 
F 8, 348, 000 
8 Islands 14, 000 
Cochin China, Tonquin, etc 923, 000 
G 206,000 
Java and Sumatr: 1, 445, 000 


kwan taels.. 209,579,000 


2 „„ Dollars 146,077,000 


Haikwan taels. 

e v E ESE E A FS 10, 716, 000 

Hongkong — 62,084,000 

o nomonnae , 824, 000 

Straits Settlements . 2,162,000 

Australia and New Zealand.. 914, 000 

South Africa and Mauritius.. 286, 000 

British North America 368, 000 

77, 844, 000 

11, 987, 000 

25, 929, 000 

5, 005, 000 

9, 796,000 

2,997,000 

16, 093, 000 

Macao 5, 382, 000 

Coch. 1 Magan 781 000 
Soc on eto 

. 3 0 

r thn Sadan ncaa teteeenence 347, 000 

Turkey in Asia, Persia, Egypt, Algeria, Aden, et 2,092, 000 


ikwan taels.. 159,087,000 
dollars 110, 849, 000 


It is of interest to further specialize these tables by treating in 
detail the trade in cotton, iron, steel, machinery, and oil. 


Imports into China during the year 1898. 
{Figures of the Chinese customs authorities. ] 


Articles, 
Cotton, raw and manufactures -..........-.....---.-..- 4 
Iron and steel, and manufactures of -_. 25 
All other metals, and manufactures of. 42 
Machinery and millwork................ 81 
e Los a ON 8, 816, 877 5.7 


In computing Chinese values 1 haikwan tael was taken, equals 74 cents. 


Exports to China of cotton, iron, metals, machinery, and oil from the principal countries. 


Cotton, raw and 
manufactures. 
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Machinery and mill 
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* Data of the Chinese customs authorities. 
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This analysis reveals the relation of each of the rivals to the 
trade of China, and, taking for a moment the view that political 
and commercial conditions remain in China what they now are, 
we ap to enjoy natural advantages over all of our rivals that 
sho d enable us to drive them out of China with our cotton, raw 
and manufactured, our iron and steel manufactures, breadstuffs, 
and provisions. In American oil the race is closer, for the field of 
production of our rivals, Russia and Sumatra, is geographically 
nearer the market than our own. 

But the mastery in commerce naturally lies with that country 
having the clear advantage in cotton, iron and steel, breadstuffs, 
and provisions; and if we do not conquer, it is our own fault—the 
want of commercial enterprise and business sagacity. For true 
it is, as man now uses nature, we have in iron, coal, wheat, and 
cotton the weapons with which to conquer. These seem to be 
axioms: If England, France, Germany, Belgium, and Japan buy 
our raw cotton and manufacture and sell it to China at a profit, 
te ie be able to manufacture and sell cotton to China more 
cheaply. 

The ocean freight rate is cheaper from New York to Hongkong 
and Shanghai than from Liverpool for cotton goods and machinery. 
A committee appointed to inquire into the condition of British 
trade in Hongkong reported on June 6, 1896, stating, among other 
things: 

In this connection the committee wishes to make cial reference to the 
advantages conferred on American cotton piece in the China market 
by the rate of freight charged by the conference steamers from New York to 
He ong and Shanghai, which Syren oe 25 to 30 shillings ($6 
to $7.30) per ton, as compared with 57 gs 6 pence (nearly $14) from Lon- 
don and Liverpool outward. 

The same remarks apply to the shipment of machinery fromthe 
United States to China, the freight for which is about 40 per cent 
lower than that from British ports. 

I take it for granted that we make or can buy machinery for 
manufacturing cotton equal to that of anyof our rivals. We save 
the freight on raw material, which they must pay; and if they 
have any advantage over us that we can not overcome, it must be 
in the labor cost in the manufacture. If our labor cost is too 
great to permit us to compete with our European and Asiatic 
rivals, and we will not consent to reduce wages to a level with 
theirs, then we have no right to complain that we do not control 
the Chinese market by underselling our rivals. 3 

If our real difficulty is the cost of American labor and the high 
level of it is a barrier to our successful command of the Chinese 
markets, will some one explain how this trouble is to be overcome 
by owning the Philippines? One solution suggests itself. The 
Filipinos are near akin to the Asiatics; they are near neighbors, 
and I assume they live as cheaply and work as cheaply and are as 
skillful as the Chinese or other Asiatics, and we can transfer our 
manufacturing plants to these islands and employ the skill and 
cheaper labor of these people in the manufacture of our raw cot- 
ton, iron, and steel, and thus compete with Europe and Japan in 
the Chinese markets. 

And in order to do this capital must be safe, and to insure this 
the Government must be stable, and to this end the United States 
must set up and maintain the government, not for the good, pri- 
marily, of the native Filipino, but for the protection of capital 
there to be employed, Is this a rational explanation? Does this 

the real truth about what is intended? If so, to hold these 
islands for such purposes will be a blow at American labor, will 
depreciate American industry, and will tax the American people 
the added cost of maintaining a government over a ple who 
thereby become the cheap competitors and destroyers of our labor, 
and at the nse of the class who are injured. 

What says New England, already alarmed by the longer hours 
of labor and the cheaper wages Bosco in Southern mills? What 
says the South, just awakening, after a sleep of a century, to the 
importance, the necessity, of manufacturing in the fields the cot- 
ton she produces? What say these sections to the wisdom of 
establishing and maintaining a government in the Philippines 
intended to rob them of the industry by which the one section 
has in part grown rich and the other now hopes to grow rich? 
The agricultural classes of the United States have for thirty 

ears borne the grievous burden of a protective tariff that infant 
industries should be built up and the American laborer paid 
wages which would not only compensate but dignify him; and 
now, forsooth, the agriculturist and the laborer are to an ae cost 
of their betrayal to the pauper wages of Malay rivals. The capi- 
tal invested in manufacturing saves itself, for it removes to the 
new field and leaves the high home labor idle, Will capital hesi- 
tate to do this? 

Already New means capital is being transferred from New 
England to the building of new mills in the South, where condi- 
tions are supposed more favorable to earning dividends. 
What will prevent the transfer of capital to the Philippines for 
like reasons? If the mill is being moved to the cotton field to save 
cost of transportation, why should not the mill be moved to the 
labor field to save cost of labor? Whether this will be done de- 


pends solely on two questions: Will the capital be as secure in 
the Philippines as in the United States? Is the labor cost in the 
Philippines sufficiently less to increase the profits? ‘‘Security” 
and profit“ are the only two words in the vocabulary of capital. 
But I am told that, compared with the total industrial population, 
only a small per cent will be affected, etc.; that they will be read- 
ily absorbed in other occupations, more gainful perhaps, and com- 
pared with the great loss to capital in cotton mills, unless this 
change is made, the sacrifice of labor is trifling. 

For the sake of the argument, admit this to be true as to New 
England. How is it true of the South? The South does not own 
all of the capital now employed in her mills, She has just begun 
manufacturing. She is not yet rich, and money is dear. These 
Southern mills are a greater boon to labor than they are to cap- 
ital, because they afford an opportunity to relieve the congestion 
of white labor on the farm. Farming has become profitless, 

Crops sell below the cost of production because of excessive pro- 
duction and the single gold standard. To withdraw from the 
Southern farmer this opportunity for diversified labor is to strike 
a more serious blow to the farmer than to the class who are in- 
vesting their capital in milling enterprises. The Mboring white 
man in the South is being driven to the wall because labor and 
cotton are too cheap. 

‘Thenegro at his elbow, like the dark-skin race allover the earth, 
will work cari ag because he can live cheaper than his white 
neighbor, and the industrial development which has nowso hope- 
fully begun in the South offers some escape for the laboring white 
man from the competition of the laboring black man. It will 
place the white man in the factory and workshop and leave the 
negro in the field. It will give an opportunity for the ter 
natural intelligence of the white man to lay its hand on the ma- 
pea and the less intelligence of the black man to keep his on the 
plow. 

The American labor engaged in agriculture has never derived 
any benefit from the tariff laws of either political party, except it 
was engaged in the production of sugar or rice, and all that has 
ever been said and done to secure Dy tarin legislation an improve- 
ment of the condition of American labor does not apply to Ameri- 
can farm labor, and in the nature of things can not apply to it. 
The benefits to labor from any form of tariff, if there be such 
benefit, applies to the labor engaged in mechanical and not agri- 
cultural pursuits. 

In a different connection I shall show that the competition of 
Asiatic ae labor does not stop at the mill, but will extend to 
the field, and if Asia fixes the cost for manufacturing a pound of 
cotton she will also fix the cost of producing a pound of cotton, 
and if the white farmer of the South is to be shut out from the 
mills by Asiatic competition the black farmer of the South will 
be driven from the fields by Asiatic competition, and that the con- 
flict thus produced is irreconcilable between the interests of capi- 
tal to earn large dividends and the interests of the laborer to earn 
remunerative w. The wages of labor 2 oa in agriculture 
in the Southern States is less than in any other industry in the 
country, and the wages of similar labor in India, China, and Egypt 
is five to ten times less than that. 

To whatever extent this conflict is mitigated by mutual conces- 
sion in a common country governed by the same laws, no mitiga- 
tion becomes possible where the conditions tend to the immediate 
divorce of capital and labor, The conditions existing in the Ha- 
waiian Islands, where the capital engaged in the production of 
sugar and coffee ignores the native and imports by thousands 
contract Asiatic labor, and similar conditions which will obtain 
in Puerto Rico, in the Philippines, and in Cuba, all prove too 
conclusively that capital will not share its benefits with labor 
voluntarily whenever it can with impunity defy its demands. We 
have but to reflect that even in the United States at times labor 
protects itself with a strike and capital protects itself with the 
SANDE gun. 

The discussion of another phase of this question more appro- 
priately admits greater elaboration of this view. Japan furnishes 
some important lessons on the value of our Asiatic commerce and 
foreshadows the effect of Asiatic industrial competition andclearly 

ints out the effect of transferring American capital to the 
Philippines to obtain there cheaper labor as a factor in our com- 
mercial expansion. 

In 1890 we exported raw cotton to Japan of the value of $85,211 
and in 1898, $7,435,526, and in 1899, $5,775,784. In 1897 we ex- 
poren $141,264 of cotton cloth to Ja; and in 1899 only $33,828. 

N hy this decrease in cotton cloth? It is found in the fact that at 
the end of 1898 Japan had in operation 1,108,404 spindles, an in- 
crease of 200 per centin six years, and the rate of oat | wages to 
males in her mills ranged from 7 cents to 35 cents, and the daily 
wages for females in the mills was from 6 cents to 17 cents, an 
while our sales of raw cotton fell off in 1899 about thirteen and a 
parr million dollars, the sales of raw cotton by British India to 

apan more than trebled since 1895, 

he raw cotton imported into Japan during the year 1897 


1900. 
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amounted to 306,485,892 pounds, valued at $21,810,107, of which 


we suld her $3,636,611; British India, $12,865,189, and China, 
817,988. It has been our habit to imagine that China and 
ndia grew not much besides heathens whom we should Chris- 
tianize, but the statistics show they raise and export some cotton 
also. The four principal islands of the group known as Japan 
comprise an area about equal to that of the State of California, 
with a population of 43,228,863, or an average of 292.7 per square 
mile. 

They produce and export rice, silk, and tea, and in minerals the 
have an abundance of coal, iron, and copper. Our trade wit 
Japan shows a gratifying increase. In 1881 it was 6 per cent of 
her total importations, while in 1898 it is 15 cent of the total 
importations, and in 1899 it reached a total of $17,158,970. Of this, 
raw cotton was the largest item and the next largest tobacco; 
illuminating oil, breadstuffs, and distilled spirits; iron and steel 
and their manufactures amounting to $3,000,000, the great pre- 
ponderance of our exports being raw material. : $ 

It is worthy of observation that raw material sells itself, and is 
dependent almost wholly on first cost and transportation charges, 
and a trade composed largely of it offers little to the manufac- 
turing interests of the exporting country. It will be remembered 
that a few years ago, when the industrial development of Japan 
was first attracting the attention of the world, we became espe- 

ially alarmed in the United States lest her cheap labor and adop- 
tion of modern methods and machinery would not flood our own 
markets with products of her manufactures, 3 

The late Mr. Dingley made a report to Congress on the subject 
of Japanese competition, from which I quote the following remedy: 

In the meantime our defense against the competition of the lower 
labor of Japan and other oriental countries, which have introduced or 
introduce machinery and factory methods of production, whatever may 
have caused this low wage, a competition which will in part be offset as Bad 
inevitable rise of wages in Ja must be the same defense as that w i 
from 1861 to 1893, proved so effective the competition of the products 
of the lower wage labor of Euro: . protective duties, or, if need be, the 
same as is employed to ward off the competition of imported products of 
convict labor, viz, prohibition of their importation. 

In other words, whenever any people manufacture cheaper than 
we do, their products shall be prohibited fromimportation. This 
policy on our part calls forth the law of retaliation by the country 
whose products we exclude, and since Mr. Dingley pennen this re- 
port, in June, 1897, Japan has gone to the gold standard and a high 
protective tariff, in imitation of our example, with the certain re- 
sult that she will take nothing from us which she can herself pro- 
duce, and, while she keeps us out of her market, she is free with 
her cheaper labor to invade successfully those markets which we 
both strive to supply. 

But if the Philippines are to be governed by us as acolony, with 
laws different from those applicable to the United States, if the 
doors of the United States are to remain shut, but those of her col- 
ony open, the cheap labor of the Philippines, together with a low 
tariff or open-door policy, will be a decided discrimination in fa- 
vor of that American capital which prefers to employ itself there 
and is rendered secure by the taxes of the people of the United 
States, who are permitted no such opportunities or advantages. 
cae system of colonial government pieces a premium on expatri- 
ation. 

But what Mr. Dinglo said of Japan applies with equal force to 
China itself, whose industrial development I shall consider in its 
relation to our commerce and agriculture. 

The view we have had of commercial China for 1899 is the very 
exact one of a balance sheet of trade, but in reckoning the future 
of that Empire we should take into account political conditions 
and their probable consequences, 8 situation, and the 
incidents of climate and soil, growth and production, ethnological 
conditions, as they import the traits, tendencies, and capabilities 
of a race, and more particularly the industrial potentiality of the 
Kingdom. The area of China within the wall, whichextends some 
1,600 miles from the Gulf of Pechili to the Desert of Turkestan, 
is 60 per cent of that of the United States and her population is 
five times as pront 

She traces her history through forty centuries and boasts a civ- 
ilization older than the Egyptian dynasties. Nearly four centuries 
ago Confucius, her greatest philosopher, taught: 

Wealth gotten by improper ways will take its departure by the same. 

And acentury later Mencius, his successor, said: 

I like life and I also like righteousness, but if I can not keep the two to- 
gether I will let life go and choose righteousness. 

And another wise man of China of this generation reminded an 
American audience in 1899 that— 


Civilization did not mean the possession of superior force and ample sup- 
— of 88. 5 1 a ar an aid jaoin 1 
e 
rights of his neighbor. es z ° 
A people who have taught and practiced such precepts through 
forty centuries are not to be desp: as uncivilized. 
Lying between the twentieth and fiftieth parallels of nerth lati- 
tude, extending some higher north and farthersouth than the United 


States, she has in her northern provinces the climate of our North- 
ern States, and in her southern provinces the milder and semi- 
tropical climate of our South Atlantic and Gulf States. Her east- 
ern shores are tempered with the warmer currents of the Pacific, 
and hernorthern and western borders are rimmed in by the lofty 
Himalayas and the Altai Mountains. Vast rivers, navigable for 
great distances, winding through alluvial plains, flow on to the sea. 

China presents all the variety of climate and fertility of soil to 
be found in the United States. Cotton, rice, sugar, tobacco, tea, 
and silk are produced and 5 Coal, iron, gold, silver, cop- 
per, and mineral oil are found in quantities sufficient for her own 
consumption and for export, when developed. It is safe to say 
that in any resource of mineral wealth and vegetable productions 
China is as rich as the United States. The present and prospec- 
tive condition of the market for cotton and cotton goods in China 
is well stated in the report of the British commission which 
traveled through central and southern China during 1896 and 
1897, and made to the British Parliament in 1888, Mr. F. S. A. 
Bourne being the head of the commission: 

In rd to 1 in Chi t t advantage. 
truth i that «men of guod physical and AATCC A qualities: soparcied 
merely as an economical factor, is turned out cheaper by the Chinese than 
zi any other race. In the humbler moral qualities of paoure, mental and 
physical, and perseverance in labor he is unrivaled. It seems probable that 
under the leadership of skilled European managers and foremen of character 
and temper, firm, just, and reasonable, the Chinese cooly and his wife will 
make excellent textile factory hands. These millions of patient, reasonable 
workers are only wanting leaders to make them producers ona gigantic 
scale, and leaders they most certainly find. 

All Western employers and overseers of Chinese agree that they excel in 
lightness and deftness, and they are well suited in physique and intelli- 
gence for work in cotton mills. ey show extraordinary powers of endur- 


ance. in the Hankow mill work through the whole night without 
leaving the mill, with only a little rice congee by way of food. regard to 
land the lower Yangtze Valley is as perfecta site for manufacturing indus- 


tries as can anywhere be found, with coal and iron in easy reach,a temperate 
climate, and good means of communication by water. Broadly speaking, 
China derives her supply of cotton from the Yangtze Plain—i. e. 100 miles on 
either side of that river from Ichang to the sea. 

Th Kiang is the most ee river of China, and for the past 
year has been open to trade for a distance of 2,000 miles, and penetrates the 
most densely populated and wealthiest sections of the Empire, and in size 
walerwaye are ͤ ˙ AAA ot steanetip companion tre reams 
pe cand Net ly as far up as Ichang. r so 

The Germans and the French have investigated the conditions 
of commerce and manufacture in China, obtaining and reporting 
information similar to that obtained by the British commission, 
These commissions report that China is rich in copper, iron, lead, 
silver-bearing lead ores, tin, zinc, native silver, and oils, and has 
immense deposits of coal. The commission sees a Fic agricul- 
tural future in store for Tonkin, Cambodia, and Cochin China; 
that the exceedingly rich soil is capable of producing incalculable 
quantities of cotton, rice, silk, and coffee. The commission rec- 
ommends pcr perenne meny of mills 2 factories in = co- 
operation wi inese e opening and management of mines 
and the development of certain lines of agriculture. d 

Lest these opinions be thought partial to European interests, I 
quote from the report of United States Consul-General Jernigan 
to the State Department. Writing from Shanghai, he says: 

The energy and skill of the American laborer fear no rival in his home 
markets, but a new civilization is lighting up . competition in Chi- 
nese markets for our man will be one of the consequences. I have 


ufactures 
not failed to consider that civilization will increase the wants of the Chin 


eso, 

but their progress may enable them to supply their wants. It is, theref 
competition in Chinesa. markets that is first to bo feared. = sig 
hai within a few 


success which has attended the cotton mills of Sh 


ufactures 
China are Manchuria and the three northern provinces of Tientsin, New- 
88 and Chefoo, which consume 90 per cent of our cotton exports to 


In the south, where cotton is grown more extensively and more attention 
is given to its manufacture, the ese are less willing to purchase the for- 
eign manufacture. There is now a valuable demand in the markets of China 
for the products of British and American looms; but when the desired qual- 
ity of cotton goods at present imported from Great Britain and the United 
States can be manufactured in China from the products of her soil, it is un- 
reasonable to e: the importation from foreign countries to continue in 
such large quantities, and when the products can be produced in necessary 
quantity on the soil of China and at a far * price, as well as manufac- 
tured in China at a far Cog a prios; it is no ra question that cotton 
grown and manufactured will supply the demand of Chinese for 
cotton goods. The soil of China is fertile, and Chinese are industrious and 
frugal, peaceably disposed, and na‘ business men. 


From the facts it seems inevitable that European countries, 
which import their raw cotton and manufacture and ship to China, 
will be the first to avail themselves of the natural skill and indus- 
try and cheaper wages of the Chinese by investing their cheap 
capital in cotton mills in China, and undertake in that way to 
insure to capital the profits of manufacture, That English, 
French, German, Japanese, and even American capital will invest 


in mills located in China is not a matter of prophecy, but an ac- 
e fact. 
A large per cent of the mills in Japan were erected and owned 


by foreign capital, and in the respective spheres of commercial 
privilege granted by China to Russia, England, Germany, France, 
and Japan a steady flow of capital will pour, with what result to 
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the labor at home, consequently deprived of employment, remains 
to be seen. It will be noted that our chief exports to China in the 
order of their importance are cotton, oil, iron and steel manu- 
factures, and tobacco. The opinions quoted show clearly that 
China will in the course of time supply her demands for cotton 
from her own production. 

Now let us examine the future of oil. American oil in China 
must compete with Russian oil, Sumatran oil, and later with oil of 
Chinese and Siberian production. This large item of export will 
increase or diminish according to the supply of the original fields 
of production and the cost of transportation, this being one of the 
products of nature so little aff by art that the condition of 
supply and transportation will control its distribution. The fol- 
lowing table shows the total amount of oil imported into China 
for each of the years named and gives the history of American oil 
in China: 

Kerosene oil shipped into China from 1888 to 1898. 


tran oil supply is nearer to China than the American, and while 
the quality be. American oil is superior to that of its rivals, the 
transportation rates give the advantage to them. New oil sup- 
en Gave been discovered in Siberia, which will find an outlet 
to China by Russia's great Siberian Railroad, and discoveries 
have been made in China of extensive oil fields, from which it 
would seem that the future of American oil in China,in Asia, and 
Australasia is by no means bright, 
Consul Bedloe, of Canton, says,in Consular Reports for 1898: 
leu: ells have been found near Chun , whi 
AoT ies — in this line alone. These oil we 3 tobo 


nage- 
yield colossal quantities of oil. Of 
the product on a sound commercial 


Tron and steel is being produced in larger quantities and more 
cheaply in the United States than any country in the world. In 
1899 we produced thirteen and a half million tons of pig iron; 
England followed with nine and one-third million; Germany next, 
wich eight and one-tenth million, and France next, with two and 
three-quarters million tons. And that country which leads in the 
production of iron and steel, economically, will control the export 
trade in these lines. 

Whatever the wealth of China may be in coal and iron ore, the 
fact is fixed that the means of transportation are lacking to make 
her supply available, and however rich her resources in other min- 
erals, her 5 facilities must be practically complete 
and adequate before the economical handling of her own resources 
of this kind is practicable. 

More than this, the industries which are dependent on iron and 
steel require highly skilled and expensive labor, intricate processes 
of manufacture and expensive machinery, and, as a result, China’s 
demand for steel rails, locomotives, steam and electrical milling 
and mining machinery will have to be drawn from those countries 
where the supply is greatest and products cheapest until her own 
resources are in a condition of economical development. The 
immediate demand of China for iron and steel products will be 
enormous, 

Let us look at the figures. Four hundred million people of 
China are now served by 350 miles of railroad, or less than 1 mile 
for each million people, whereas the United States, only 40 per 
cent greater in area than China proper and with 75,000,000 people, 
had in operation in 1897 184,603 miles, or 1 mile for each 406 of 
her population, representing $11,233,592,588. Contracts are either 
now let or concessions ted by the Chinese Government for the 
construction of 10,000 miles of railroad, and taking it that these 
roads may be constructed and ony d as cheaply on the average 
as American railways, and you wi ve an outlay of 8625, 060, 000 
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for material, skilled and ordinary labor, of which total sum the 
United States should get a fair share. 

In 1887 we built in the United States 12,878 miles of railway, 
and for the five years following an average of 4,500 per annum. 
In 1882 we built 11,569, and in 1881. 9,847 miles. There is no rea- 
son, then, why this prospective mileage may not be constructed 
within five years in China, for the population is already at hand, 
through every portion of the Empire, to construct and operate 
and use the lines, and no climatic conditions prevail to hinder 
A 8 construction. 

he construction of these 10,000 miles will only hasten the con- 
struetion of more, and as the first lines built will penetrate China’s 
known stores of coal, iron, etc., such local development as follows 
railway construction will proceed by leaps and bounds. - Imagina- 
tion will ontrun my suggestions, for thought is, on such a theme, 
big rari of the hindrance of giving it expression. 

ut in a few yeer the riot and rush of development will begin 
to localize itself, to feed on its own resources. 

Study the effect and it will probably be revealed that China is 
becoming independent of our iron and steel, our cotton and oil, 
our four and tobacco, The demand for these products is being 
supplied in the home market. We shall always have commerce 
with China. : 

It is impossible to conceive of a time when an empire of 400,- 
000,000 people will or can supply all of their wants from or by 
their own industry or ingenuity, but very certain it is that our 
exports will not be very largely of those things which China her- 
self produces in abundance, and equally certain is it that what- 
ever shall comprise our export list, cotton, raw and manufactured, 
oil, refined, and the coarser and staple products of iron and steel 
will not figure largely in it once Chink has fairly developed her 
own resources in these items. 

But it may be suggested that the conservatism of the Chinaman 
will not hasten him to such activity as soon to threaten us. If 
the matter rested with the Chinaman I would agree with this 
view; but, unfortunately for us, the Englishman, the German, 
the Frenchman, the American has each carried and is carrying 
his money, his brains, his experience, his energy, his inventions, 
his machinery, his skill, his science into the very heart of China, 
and only asks the Chinese to permit him to set up shop and to 
pams him to have the profits of his labor, while he borrows the 

ands and feet and eyes of a few of the inhabitants to assist him. 
Listen to these names. Are any of them familiar in the history of 
American enterprise? 

The Railway Age recently gave the names of the Americans 
most prominently connected with an apes railway enter- 

rise in China as Hugh J. Grant, Samuel Thomas, Thurlow Wecd 
8 of New York; George J. Bippers, of Indiana, and the 
Carnegie Steel Company, of Pennsylvania. The sum to be ad- 
vanced by this company is said to be $20,000,000 for the Canton- 
Hankow road, and $25,000,000 for the Hankow-Pekin road, and 
yet these only cover about 1,000 of the 10,000 miles under conces- 
sion. It was known that at the time of the death of the late Sena- 
tor Calvin Brice he was the head of a company said to control 
$100,000,000 of capital for operation in China, to make no mention 
of Russia, English, German, and French capitalists now operat- 
ing in China. 

ho doubts that the Standard Oil 2 will get its hands 
on all the oil wells sunk in Asia? What is improbable about it? 
Cecil Rhodes is building a line of railway from Cape Town to 
Cairo, from north to south of the continent of Africa, a distance 
of 5,000 miles, through a country filled with savages, and some 
Frenchmen are projecting a line from the east coast of Africa to 
the west to intersect it. In Africa the country must first be civi- 
lized, then cultivated, then populated, to furnish business for the 
roads. The Chinese have been civilized four thousand years, their 
country is diligently and extensively, if not intelligently, culti- 
vated; they find a ready-made population of 400,000,000. 

To convert the Chinaman to Te may be the work of 
another century, but the mission of capital being to realize profit, 
it will deal with the Chinaman’s country and his physical rather 
than his spiritual nature. Nomoney be spent there in enter- 
prises that are not based on his physical wants, The sudden 
transformation of China has a history which it would be well for 
us to understand, because then we shall comprehend the nature 
and extent of it. 

This history will show that our relation to the Philippines has 
had nothing to do with conditions in China, and whether the com- 
mercial or political future of China can be affected by any rela- 
tion we may hereafter sustain to the Philippines is of vital im- 
portance in determining wisely for ourselves what that relation 
should be. China built around herself on the land side a literal 
wall, through which no entrance could be made for any purpose 
without her consent; on the ocean side her ports remained closed 
to the ships or people or commerce of all the nations of the earth 
for centuries, and this condition of isolation and policy of exclu- 
sion was first disrupted by Great Britain, as the result of her war 


1900. 
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with China, known as the opium war, which was terminated in 
1842 by a treaty of peace in which it was agreed that British sub- 
15 ould be permitted to reside at the ports of Canton, Shang- 
ai, Amoy, Foochoo, and Ningpo, all located on the eastern coast, 
and that they might trade with whatever persons 5 

In 1844 Caleb Cushing was sent by President Tyler to negotiate 
with the Chinese a treaty of amity and commerce, Which was soon 
accomplished, thereb: gring to American citizens the same rights 
as to trade enjoyed — the British at the five treaty ports just 
mentioned. A few months later a similar treaty was made with 
France, and the ports thus opened to commerce e known as 
treaty ports, Which name has been applied to other ports, many of 
them far inland, opened from time to time by other treaties, until 
the whole number now reaches 30. Great as was this awakening 
of China, the real impulse of its present development was received 
from the treaty of Shimonoseki, made between China and Japan 
in 1895, in conclusion of the war of that year between the two 
nations and followed by a treaty of commerce in 1896. 

The important features of tkese treaties were that they opened 
the waters of the principal rivers and canals to citizens of other 
nations, giving foreigners the right to purchase goods or produce 
in the interior of China, to rent warehouses without the payment 
of special taxes or exactions, and to engage freely in all kinds of 
manufacturing industries in the treaty ports; to import all 
kinds of machinery, paying only the stipulated import duties 
thereon and upon products manufactured by them in China, pay- 
ing ony such inland transit dues asare leviable on imported mer- 
chandise, : 

The privileges and benefits of this Chino-Japanese treaty inured 
to the benefit of the subjects of all other nations having treaty 
relations with China, under the most-favored-nation clause of 
their treaties. The prompt result of this was the movement from 
all ports of the business world in the direction of China and the 
establishment of business and manufacturing industries, not only 
in the old treaty ports, but the new ones which were opened by 
the Japanese treaty and by subsequent action of the Chinese Gov- 
ernwient. This was followed by other evidences of a disposition 
to adopt modern methods. 

The railroad from Pekin to Tientsin was quickly completed by 
the Chinese Government and agreements made looking to the con- 
struction by foreign capital of other lines, thousands of miles in 
length; telegraphs were extended, electric roads, electric lights, 
and telephones introduced in the principal cities, mining and 
manufacturing concessions freely granted, and steamers under 
foreign control were given permission to penetrate to the interior 
limits of navigation on all the rivers of provinces containing 
treaty ports. 

As the result of this, factories and business houses have been and 
are being constructed, railroads are being built and projected, 
steam navigation lines are being multiplied and mines opened in 
the sections where iron and coal deposits are said to be the greatest 
in the known world. The Portuguese have controlled the island 
of Macao, near Canton, since 1537, and the British secured Hong- 
kong by the treaty of 1842. In the treaty with Japan it was stip- 
ulated that Japan should have the island of Formosa, off the cen- 
125 rome of China, and certain territory of the peninsula of 

jiaotong. 2 

To this Russia, France, and Germany objected, and Japan was 
choked off Liaotung and accepted a money indemnity from China 
instead. In November, 1897, Germany seized the port of Kiao- 
Chou, on the northeastern coast of China, under pretext of obtain- 
ing satisfaction for the murder of German missionaries by China- 
men a short while before. This port she held with a of her 
navy until China, yielding to the coercion, leased her by a treaty 

is port and adjacent territory for ninety-nine years, with the 
right to occupy, fortify, and quarter troops and establish a naval 
and coaling station. 

A month later Russia obtained permission for its naval squad- 
ron to winter at Port Arthur, and in March, 1898, China agreed 
to lease to Russia for twenty-five years Port Arthur and Talien- 
Wan and 800 square miles of adjacent territory for the exclusive 
use of Russian and Chinese men-of-war. Russia was also granted 
the right to build a branch of her Siberian road through the de- 
pendency of Manchuria to Port Arthur and Talien-Wan and to 
quarter soldiers in the territory it traversed for its protection. 
This gave Russia the control of the entrance to the Gulf of Pe- 
chili, the gateway to Pekin, the capital of China. 

England, who has become accustomed to watching Russia at 
Khyber Pass, on the 2d of April following, secured a lease from 
China of the port of Wei-Hai- Wei, which is on the opposite (south) 
side of the Gulf of Pechili, England to remain in possession, in- 
cluding a strip of adjacent coast 10 miles in extent, so long as 
Russia occupied the Liaotung Peninsula, with the right to fortify, 
quarter troops, and do whatever Russia might be authorized to do. 

In June England also secured a lease for ninety-nine years of 
200 square miles of the mainland opposite her island of Hongkong. 
Stimulated by these concessions, ce, in April, 1898, secured a 


lease for ninety-nine years of the harbor of Kwang-Chau-Wan, in 
the Leichau Peninsula, on the southeastern coast, near the French 
pomon of Tonkin, with the right to use the leased port as a 
nch naval station and to connect the French territory of Ton- 
kin with the Chinese province of Yunnan. 
The lease carries exclusive mining privileges in the territory 


through which the proposed railroad is to be constructed, and by 
this agreement with France, England claimed the right to extend 
her Burmese railroad into the province of Yunnan, through an 
ent made with China in 1896, by which all privileges 
nted to France or Great Britian in the province of Yunnan and 
zechuan should be given to both countries. In March, 1899, Italy 
demanded ilar concessions to be made to herin the port of San 
Mun, and in April Japan demanded similar concession on the 
coast opposite Formosa, 

The countries obtaining these concessions have announced that 
a portion of each of these prs shall be freely open to the com- 
merce of all nations. The Russian bear lies on the Liatung Pen- 
insula, on the north coast of the Empire, and the British lion lies 
facing him at Weihaiwei. The German eagle is perched on Kiao 
Chou, the dragon of Japan at Formosa, the lion having a retreat 
at Hongkong and the tricolor flies at Kwang Chau Wan. The 
opium war opened five ports to a limited commerce and let in one 
foreign power, Great Britain, at Hongkong. 

The Japanese war let in five European powers and opened treaty 
ports, making the aggregate thirty, and made commerce free to 
the commercial powers of the world. Japan conquered an em- 
pire and got an island, and England, Russia, France, and Ger- 
many hold the Empire in trust for ninety-nine years. Whose shall 
the Empire bein the one hundredth year? Shall the American 
eagle, now resting in his flight on Luzon, fly on to Cathay? This, 
then, is in brief the opening of the door in China. Shall it remain 
open? That is one branch of the Eastern question, as known to 
European diplomacy. 

If treaty obligations are observed, the door will remain open 
and all the nations may go in or out at will. If treaty obligations 
are broken, the door will shut. Then who can, who will, open it? 
It is to aid in answering this last question that we are attempting 
the benevolent assimilation of the Filipinos. Who does not see 
it is blind? Who will not see it is foo It will be seen from 
the character of the treaties between China and the European 
powers that the sovereignty of China over the leased territory is 

no instance p with nor has the Empire surrendered in this 
ier entire political control, the exclusive rights granted being 
confined to naval and military occupation by the lessees and to 
railroad and mining privileges. : 

China professes that in noconcession has she impaired the essen- 
tial commercial rights of any nation with whom she has treaty 
relations containing the most-favored nation clause, and that the 
lessees take their privileges in each instance subject to these rights 
of all other treaty powers. So that so far as China's interpretation 
goes, it is her intention that each treaty nation have equal com- 
mercial privileges within her borders with every other nation with 
which she has a treaty of amity and commerce. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BENTON. I yield such further time as the gentleman 
desires to conclude his speech. 

Mr. HOWARD. It further seems that England, Russia, Ger- 
many, France, and Japan are disposed to treat their or treaty 
privileges as exclusive only in those ts in which they were 
expressly intended so to be, and that in all commercial matters 
nations not parties to them may enjoy commercial privileges on 

ual terms with themselves. is is the open-door policy for 
which England has contended in the East. It is the maintenance 
of the full treaty rights of the United States with China which the 
press reports indicate our State Department has lately been 
endeavoring to secure by having the several powers who have ac- 
quired lease privileges in China to acknowledge and confirm them. 

If treaties were never abrogated, if nations, as parties to them, 
regarded them always as sacred and binding, if changed condi- 
tions never arose to prompt their violation, the existing conditions 
in China would bode no ill to American interests, and we might 
go forward in our commercial career with confidence in the per- 
manence and security of our rights. 

But that Russia should garrison her troops and harbor her fleet 
for a quarter of a century in Manchuria and the Liatung Penin- 
sula, construct and . her transcontinental railway with a 
Pacific terminus at Port Arthur, and not thereby so emphasize 
Russian power and prowess in that portion of China’s provinces 
and dependencies as to establish a dominent influence in trade as 
well as in politics, is to tax the credulity of men. 

Immediately south of Russia comes Great Britain, and south of 
her, Germany. Who can doubt what the effect of acentury of mili- 
tary supremacy asserted by the Slay, the Saxon, and the Teuton 
over the Mongolian will bring forth? Their commercial interests, 
sheltered by military power, will charge China in solid phalanx, 
as infantry rush to attack under the cover of batteries. Great 
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8 ana France hem in the south, while doughty Japan guards 
e center, A 

The interior is gridironed with railroads built by the capital of 
the nations, and millions of their np eres is burrowing the earth 


for mineral wealth, It must result that as China permits Europe 
to develop her resources under the protection of Euro armies 
quart on her soil she will lose her power of resistance, and 
inch by inch of what she gives up is a bed by the stronger 
power within her borders; and by this process political control 
will naturally fall to the lot of those who have the power to en- 
force their will. 

England went into India and Africa and Egypt with a peddler’s 

k on her back, and to-day her Queen sits on the throne of the 
Mogul Em ire as Empress of India and gathers the taxes in the 
ey of the Nile, as did the Pharaohs, while in Africa sheis blot- 
mg the only republic from her path with libations of British 

And France and Italy have crossed the Mediterranean into 
Africa, into Asia, and the islands of the sea, and the German 
Empire extends beyond the seas. 

What is the commercial policy of England and France and Ger- 
. many and Italy and Russia, both at home and in their colonies? 
England is free trade; the British Empire has a revenue tariff in 
Australia, India, and Africa, a protectiveand discriminative tariff 
in Canada; France, a protective tariff at home and a discriminat- 
ing and protective tariff in the colonies; Germany, a protective 
tariff at home and a discriminative tariff in her colonies; Russia, 
a protective tariff, discriminating by reciprocity. Europe holds 
and governs colonies for commercial advantage to the parent 
country. Philanthropy, civilization, are incidents of their control; 
profit is the object. - 

If these o tions accurately read current history, then re- 
turn to the situation in China and ask why are Russia and Eng- 
land and Germany and France in China under century leases, 

rotected with their armies and navies? To propound the question 
a to answer it. The sphere of influence of each in China will be- 
come absolute first within the terri protected by their military 
power; next to this their influence will become paramount in the 
adjacent territory in the direction of the least resistance. 
ussia will spread over Manchuria and north and east of the 
great wall and down toward India. Siberia and the Siberian 
1 this. France and England will grind against 
each other like Alpine glaciers in southwestern China, England 
moving with greater pp ad as she reaches the freer zone of the 
Yangtze Valley. Hongkong stands like Gibraltar for strategy. 
55 will cross the Grand Canal and press toward central 
China she meets the resistance of England’s approach from 
the south; and with regular gradation you may derive from the 
sphere of physical power the sphere of political power, then the 
sphate of commercial power, which to become absolute must be 
exclusive, 

But for the present, for to-day, all is peace. Behold how beauti- 
ful and how pleasant itis for brethren to dwell together in unity.” 
How long the door of China remain o to the commerce of 
the United States? This depends imm tely on this question, 
How long will the powers now in China be content with their 
present situation? Howlong will the conditions under which they 
entered remain un ? Will they be as harmonious after 

in as they were while going in? Are they naturally his- 
toric: 1 friendly, or are there ri es amongst them? 

Has Russia designs on England’s Indian empire, and is England 
for this reason watchful, even suspicious, of her? Has France 
forgiven Germany for Alsace-Lorraine and England for St. Helena? 
If so, why do they each maintain their m cent armies? Are 
France and England traditional enemies? Germany England's 
rival in commerce, her rival for 9 on the seas? History 
shows that these nations within China's gates are not friends. 
And to this chronic jealousy add the daily recurring irritation of 
commercial rivalry, and a future of peace is not a hopeful prospect. 

As long as the door remains open American commerce 
enter freely and win all the rewards which quality and price 
will justify, and without cost to us as a government and without 
the aid of the Philippines, If, unhappily, the European powers 
concerned should close the door by any device whatever, then we 
shall be shutout; and how will we remedy the matter? Our rela- 
oR 1 me Philip 5 Packers in no way, 3 to es 

oor open we force it open if we permanently 
retained theseislands? For if the islands are not worth retaining 
for themselves and are not necessary to maintain free commerce 
with China or Asia, it follows that we should not burden our- 
selves with their permanent government. 

If the powers in China act in concert in excluding all commerce 
except their own, the question is fairly presented whether we are 
sufficiently powerful to overcome their resistance by owning the 
Philippines. I take it that in our generation no American gov- 
ernment would ina’ ate a war in a large sense 3 
England, Germany, Biala, and France, The question not 


admit of argument. In that contingency we would discover 
honor and prosperity in peace, 

Let me now assume that the greater probability is from the re- 
lation between these powers that they nayg amongst them- 
selves; and if we were in possession of the Philippines, we should 
have an opportunity to be drawn into the quarrel on more favor- 
able terms than those just su and with the fortunes of war 
more evenly balanced we could better afford its risks, and in this 
more hopeful view we keep the Philippine Islands; we will fortify 
and garrison the best harbors, build dry docks, oun coaling sta- 
tions, build repair shops, and keep a fleet of war ships about our 
Asiatic station. 

American money is invested in China; American citizens have 
large interests there. The critical moment arrives, the diplo- 
matic triggers are set, wescan the situation, make choice of sides, 
with whom or in what particular combination the emergency will 
determine. If we win, we shall have a port, a sphere of influence, 
of our own. The prize is a rich one; we are eager for it; we pile 
coal in Luzon as high as the volcano of Taal; the triggers are 
sprung; war is on; Luzon isthe base of American operations, and 
whatever the combination we are in, whoever our allies may be, 
sooner or later our base is an object of attack; to resist success- 
fully it must prove stronger than the assault. 

Should our base be d we are at least crippled. It may 
lead to defeat; if so, we withdraw gracefully, pay the indemnity, 
and console ourselves as best we may, and curse the hour we took 
the Philippines. If we win, a port of China is the reward. We 
select a port and whatever more may be on. We fortify 
and garrison the port and garrison the territory taken; the Asiatic 
fleet must be enlarged; our new dependency governed. Wearea 
world pore now. We must aid in maintaining peace, if peace 
be profitable, or in waging more war, if war promises the greater 
advantage. We have attained to national manhood. We have at 
last overtaken our destiny. 

The Philippines were only the Poppin -stone in the march, 
Our ships must outnumber our factories, if we would be respect- 
able in the company we keep, and our soldiers outnumber our 
voters, if we would not have trouble with our republican institu- 
tions. The taxes are burdensome, the civil list extravagant, the 
pension list the most liberal in the world. We renew a career of 


peace on a war footing. The Government is stronger than ever, 
use to govern others without their consent uires sonic- 
thing more of concentrated power than is required in a homo- 


geneous republic, 

Our Army is larger than ever; the White Squadron is to be seen 
in every sea, our flag in every zone. What have we accomplished 
for our commerce? We have added Puerto Rico, Cuba, Phili 
pine Islands, a province or more in China, and if it was Russia 
that succumbed in the , we will take some of her Siberian 
territory; or if it was England, we shall add islands in Austral- 
asia; or if it was France, we shall take some of her possessions, 
preferably in Africa, and should Germany be the unfortunate one, 
we will despoil her in the Pacific. This, then, is our gain for 
commerce, for our surplus wheat, cotton, oil, iron and steel, and 
their manufa 

But the wheat fields of China and Siberia are nearer than our 
great Western plains, and they are tilled by Asiatic labor, with 
whose low our wheat growers would starve. The cotton 


os and cheaper rtation k 
m you have cut the Nicaragua Canal, Indian cotton is still 
cheaper in your new ons in China than American, 

The coal and iron of China, developed by European and Ameri- 
can money and skill, is supplying the demand for iron and steel in 
our new domain, and Russian, ian, Sumatran, and Chinese oil 


isstill in the hands of the old, or anew, Standard Oil Company, who 
find it cheaper to plug up American wells and supply China from 
Chinese and other nearby wells. And now for the first time the 


will | American farmer, the American miner, and the American factory 


hand learns that trade does not follow the flag, but that capital 
does, and leaves dear labor at home to pay the tax as best it can to 
fly the flag in a foreign land. 

Where is the imperialist now? He has gone where he can prac- 
tice im „Where labor is cheap, raw material abundant, 
and men must work, but shall not vote. The great valley of the 
Mississippi is listless and the plains of the great West seem bare. 
But they will reduce the acreage in wheat and seed to the sugar 
beet. For what? To com with the contract coolie labor of 
tropical Hawaii, Puerto Rico, Cuba, and the Philippines. The 
South may reduce her pore of cotton and sow to to For 
what? To compete with Cu and Philippine tobacco. 

Congress, like Parliament, will authorize a commission to in- 
vestigate and report upon the condition of agriculture in the 
States and the cause of distress awong the agricultural classes, as 
Great Britain has done, as Germany has done, as France has done. 
The commission will report that prevailing prices will not psy the 
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cost of production, and they recommend a bounty from the Fed- 

eral Treasury. This for a time may hush the cry of hunger and 

will call for heavier taxes. Bounties paid from taxes raised on 

5 is sucking blood from the fingers to replenish the 
eart. 

What, then, does the balance sheet show? The total import and 
export trade of China for a year does not exceed 58250, 000, 000. 
Now, if the United States absorbed every dollar of this commerce, 
driving every rivalfrom her market and every dollar of this trade 
was profit, how does the account stand? 

For the year 1901 recommended appropriations for our Army 
are $128,000,000, and for our Navy $75,000,000, a total of $203,000,- 
000, taking no account of pensions incident to the Spanish and 
Philippine war. Add to this sum the past cost of the war, 8250, 
000,000, and allow for the commerce of the Philippines and Puerto 
Rico $30,000,000, which counts every dollar of their trade as profit, 
and the sheet is balanced against us by $175,000,000. 

But the Army is to be permanently increased, and the Navy is 
to be built to proportions commensurate with the r ibilities 
of our new obligations. If you double the existing Navy, which 
will make us then only a fourth-rate naval power, you double, at 
least, the present appropriation and double the present Army, and 
you at least double the present appropriation to $400,000,000. 

In other words, an army and na uate for the require- 
ments, with the attendant increase of pensions, civil government, 
and unforeseen mses, will add to the cost of running this 
Government $500,000,000, or twice what it cost us in 1897, before 
the War ea Epa, or twice as much as the te of all the 
commerce of China, the Philippines, Puerto Rico, and Hawaii, if 
every dollar of their commerce was with us to the exclusion ot 
every other commercial power in the world, gnd if every dollar 
of nae commerce went into the pockets of American citizens as 
profit. 

Contrast the old way with the new, and how stupendous is the 
folly of it all. During a century of peace, leading the national 
life planned for us by our fathers, our export trade has reached 
$1,252,903,987, at a maximum expense for government of $500,- 
000,000, $150,000,000 of which is paid in ions and pu 
no service for the Government, and now it is proposed to abandon 
the ways of peace and conquer trade with force, and we increase 
the expense of Government from 8500, 000, 000 to 81, 000, 000, 000 for 
the sake of the opportunity to conquer the commerce of China, 
Puerto Rico, and the Philippines. [Applause.] 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. ALLEN of Maine hay- 
ing taken the clair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
President of the United States was communicated to the House 
of Representatives, by Mr. PRUDEN, one of his secretaries, who 
also informed the House that the President had approved and 
signed bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On March 10, 1900: : 

H. R. 6493. An act for the relief of John Anderson, a Pottawat- 
omie Indian, and his ađult children; and 

H. 2 7787. aR 5 5 to pango ae pame oi the Potomac Insur- 
ance Company, 0 rgetown, and for other purposes. 

On March 12, 1900: 

H. J. Res. 119. A joint resolution to amend an act entitled An 
act to extend Rhode Island avenue,” approved February 10, 1899. 

On March 14, 1900: 

H. R. 1. An act to define and fix the standard of value, to main- 
tain the parity of all forms of money issued or coined by the 
United States, to refund the public debt, and for other purposes, 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL, 


The committee resumed its sitting. 

Mr, ALDRICH. Mr. Chairman, in the early of this cen- 
tury an Indian outbreak pir pios in central Alabama. The in- 
habitants of that sparsely settled community were unable to sup- 

ress the savages, and in their distress they sent to Tennessee for 

eip, Gen. Andrew Jackson responded with a volunteer company, 
and after traveling 800 miles through the trackless forest, endur- 
ing hardships of all kinds, arrived at the scene of disturbance, met 
the savages, and fought the battle of Tallad The Andrew 
Jackson Chapter of the Daughters of the Revolution have 
a memorial to Congress, asking that some monument of some kind 
be erected to commemorate the battle and death of some twenty of 
the brave Tennesseans who came to the relief of these settlers. 
And in connection with the memorial, a historical account of the 
battle has been prepared, although it has never been published, 
gathered from authentic histories, and I ask permission at this 
time to extend this memorial and this historical sketch as a part 
of my remarks in the RECORD. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent that he may extend his remarks in the RECORD as 
indicated. Is there objection? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered, 


The memorial is as follows: 
MEMORIAL TO CONGRESS. 


To the Senate and House o; fg promo ap ek Ba 
United of America in Congress assembled: 

The executive committee of the Andrew Jackson pare tog of the Daughters 
of the American Revolution, of ega, Ala. 255 255 at a regular meet- 
ing n s 20th day of 3 of the 5 — eas 

were charged e duty of preparin. resen 
Congrems of the United States a memorial — — g the action of said cha 
ae with such statistics and information as the committee might 
eem e 


sented to the Congress of the Uni i 
- Doubtless a review of the terrible tragedy enacted upon the site of the 
present town of Talladega, Ala., November 9, 1813, one of the most sanguinary 
ts of the long and bloody drama known as the war, will re- 

© your minds events which have become historical. Aroused by the 
Indian orator, Tecumseh, the M or Creeks entered the power- 

ul savage league instigated by the British. ‘tain, 
Weatherford, as their leader. 


upon the Anglo. began th 
nest on Au; es orrible massacre of Fort Mims. The distressing 
tidings of this wanton eee of the courageous settlers of this territory 


and 
who were within t e joining them. 
The gallant Tennesseans, with General Jackson in command, were the 
first to enter 9 Territory, after experiencing many difficulties in col- 
an 


lecting su ing the broad mountain 8 near the Tennessee 
River. Accompanied by the valiant Generals Coffee, Hall, Carroll, Dyer, and 
early in November he reached a point on the Coosa River about 30 

es from the called or Bordertown. At this t 


esca: ort 
hogskin, and came to 


thorities !!!! 8 
some au say. W. people also, were e; 
OE OE butchered next day if they were not rescued py Jack: 
son’s men. 


Indians, about 1.100 in number, were con 
lows along the stream and encam about the 


carnage The} upon and Roberts’s 
position. diaboli the painted say: first caused come of 
the militia togive way. but the breach was soon filled by the intrepid leaders. 
No quarter was asked,and none was given. Aftera brief but brave resist- 
ance the Creeks retreated. The retreat became a rout, and in their flight 
about 300 warriors were cut down and as many were slain upon the battle 
md. They refused to surrender and would listen to no terms of 5 

t endeavored to escape into the recesses of the forest. Jackson wW 
their intractable nature, and realized that escape meant reinforced danger to 
tion and that war to extermination alone would save them. 

Fifteen brave men lost their lives in the battle of ‘Tallad: and 85 were 
wounded, 3 of whom died on the march to Fort Strother and were brought 
back to Talladega for burial. Among these was the gallant Lieutenant Barton. 
The dead were all laid in one grave, with a limestone masonry built around 
them sw n wooden roof above. These have ually fallen away, 
and the desolate Greve snes rea eas ag Son ESE e Y of an iron 
furnace, is in r buried beneath slag dé accumulat- 
ing nearit. Of 82 ed soldiers who left the battlefield of Talladega 
about 26 or 30 died and were buried near the sight of what was Fort Williams, 


Coosa River. 
on guch was the battle of dpa os gon Several fierce encounters followed and 
the famous Creek war was en the battle of Horseshoe Bend. Jack- 
bout exterminated thi 


safety 
States, and yet, left to the mercy of the elements, their 
losing its identity, and the graves of such courageous men— 

“ h slain in t the 
Have jeft their pr ho A their people free.” 
The Andrew Jackson Chapter has started a fund which they are in: 

as fast as the circumstances will allow to their continued and constan 
efforts. fact that these 
e flames at the hands of the 


ts the 
ths, who this of 
+ of such wanton neglect, w 


ves of heroes nor en the brave: 
valor, to 8 their Nees 
is a shame on this 


th unanimity ed the 
ed the resolution adopted by them in their regular 
20, 1899, and which it now becomes the duty of your memo- 
urge upon the National Legislature, that the: e & suitable ap- 
propriation of an amount sufficient to purchase a lot or lots in the Talladega 
cemetery and remove the bones of these soldiers b near Talladega and 
Fort W: thereto, and to erect a fit monument in the city of Talla- 
d to these worthy dead. and thus rescue their graves from the desecration 
and oblivion which will soon be their fate unless a donation by your honor- 
able body preserve them. 
The aid asked for and the benefits sment to be received through this lib- 
eral action of the Government will be supplemented by the effort of the ladies 
and by private su ions, and the funds donated made to do as much 


ns, 
honor as ble to the ashes of Andrew Jackson's men, who represented 
many States in this Union, and will add luster to the crown of “Justice” in 


America. In this noble achievement, which is not alone to influence and 
instruct the citizens of the present to love of their country, nor for the near 


future, but which must reach a distant and eventful cubed gaint for which it is 
compliance 


with our reasonable 


business of statesmen to prepare. 
b were the 


nest will be 


ARET McDONELL CRUIKSHANKE-STONE, 
SERLE GUILD HALL JOHNSON. 
Mrs. SOPHIA LANSON THORNTON, Chapter Regent, 


Committee, 
Miss VIVIAN MAY, Secretary. 


THE BATTLE OF TALLADEGA. 
In the eastern t of Alabama is a 3 Arrati encircled A pic- 
ntains, at 


turesque moun the fertile soil, carpeted owers and 
meadows, traversed with pure, sparkling ——— * this highly favored 
vont: is ee Tallad 


region having been the battle ground of a severe con- 
flict between Gen. Andrew J: Jackson and his brave but un ed hea pe 
see Trenen a and the Indians during the Creek Indian war, occurring No- 
vember 
TTT 
g among ons which the *. 
with his cavaliers of the noblest blood of S and con 

gal. in 1540. Both he and his gallant troops were so charmed with this far- 

amed region, the beauty and fertility of which were well known to all of the 
natives, even upon the 3 — they lingered for some days, reluctant 
to leave the pleasant climate * in fine meadows, luscious wild 
fruits and grapes,” bringing to ‘these wanderers the memory af their own 


sunny Spain. 

nny Epei of the battle of Talladega would be incomplete if the events that 
led tote were own, and to do soit is necessary to unroll the panorama 
three centuries and retrospect in a cursory way leading events 
from t end ee ee his S hts made their 


rent of way. Muskogees or Creeks, a numerous and powerful tribe of 
Indians living in Ohio, heard of the atrocities and desolation committed in 
the territory the § er a long lapse of 


by invaders, aft 
time, about — — history is silent. e „and uniting with the resident 


uskogees came originally from Mexico, be- 
ing driven out by Cortez 1 hie band of adventurers. Neate twocenturies 
afterwards the descendants of this a merciless warfare against 


the white settlers, called the Creek war. 
8 The e r ee the State of Alabama, was then a trackless forest. The 


There were 

trading posts located here and there, many miles a y 

intelligent and wealthy people of mixed blood, white and Indian. Wherever 
there was an Indian town were seen adventurers and fearless N at- 


tracted by the hope or — of in some form or yaki who risked life, 
a are a ep privation and dangers to ob’ = 3 they 

om courageous rung many of the 0 0 
The Commonwealth of Alabama. pere 4 ae 


As time advanced more settlers 9 in, and consequently troubles and 
difficulties arose with the Indians that tended to fully arouse the sav: 
nature, and on their part led sd to frequent depredations and murders. e 
settlers made vigorous re them, and soon was Ss dua peer an al- 
most constant —— = SRS are] ‘which the Indians were aided and abetted. 
By poa a England w lish allies, until the i 1811, when the United 

tes and England — — — the verge of war. British seen sought 
to N the cooperation of the wh 8 Indian nations. pe 
. most erful ise in numbers and prowess, were particular 

to unite with the Britis! 


the heart of oer grounds. 
fro 


This thoroug! called the Federal Road, ran m on the 
River, to the Chattahoochee, rgia, and was — y filled 
with a stream g to the western part of the Territory. 


These be 
hem: sang by the Gore on one side and the the west. Some 
— M the expulsion of t the latter 1 


ts, who had continued none them 
as first discoverers. With bo 
and Indians the Bri ad 


himse: „ to stay eee a> gaan maa einige He came of the 
Shawnees, one of the most energe dian tribes. 
Tecumseh uncommon and e: powersof mind. He was 

a shrew diplomat, a great commander, a persuasive orator, a statesman, a 
man of indomitable 8 endurance, and courage. His influence over 
his people was unbounded, and by his eloquence succeeded in aro’ the 

of the Greeks to such a degree of ve ce that where- 
e ap evastation and havoc q y follo 
Although, to 983 measures of the Federal Government, the 

bama soil, stil innate treacher 

emissaries tha! 
among the Indians, who continued in various "o to aid and abet them in 
their efforts to exterminate the Americans, in which all, eye the English, 
were united in a common cause. Ey foreboded a horrible war, but 
there were a number of poets and their w. ers, woo si various reasons, 
did not join the hostile faction. aber were called frien: 5 Indians. 

The belligerent spirit increased at a fearful rate and the whole . 
was soon involved in quarrels, fights, murders, and robberies. 
this state of the chiefs friendly to the Americans frequently 3 
55 to the Federal — every vay they could endeavored 12 
Some of these 3 


agent and 
— 


people, their families, and in man instances the friendly Indians, again 
whom there was as much hostility as toward the — ie 2 


ed as trai 
In the meantime the alarm and consternation became general throughout 
the Territory; the militia were ordered out and ini — in members; but 
notsufficient tocontend . of sa who were liberali, 
rovided arms and ammunition by their friends and ont the Spanish an 


nglish. Several conflicts ensued 


range 
N 8 
mai massacre 

h of August, 1813. The managed to ence blood, no 3 aroused, 


occurred on the: 

8 88 and py 1 was 1 en it = 
ound expedien a or help or the entire 5 mid 

Alabama would — n exterminated 


In October the 5 of an beams, he G. in Nashville, with letters from the 
G. L. Gaines, to General Jackson 
A e intelligence of the massacre at Fort 


inf: 5 began a 
‘antry and A 
Alabama. Cuttin 


and opens pdt 
fin Madison County. “from 
there he sent out foraging ag to obtain p: 


a manner, destitute of fool The contractors had entire) 
with their engagements, and the men 
weary and hungry, with y enough food to 
. of that period Mr. Benton states in his Thirty 
Years in the Senate that the werntabnt twice to appoint ee a 
brigadier-general in the United States Regular Army, and him by 
five preference to two others in the West and he was omitted in all of Tio 
of military nominations. He was, however, se — 9 major - 


gene not 7. ae favor of politicians, but chance of ene vo! 

which elected him a major-general of 5 Sonne 

an act goss! 1 dent to accept neers, raised a corps of es 
corps, an 


vernment. 
After a rest of a few days the men and horses were sufficiently recruited 


to again resume ous Arriving at Ten Islands, on the Coosa 

River, St. Sa — 9 they constructed a second fort for su supplies, which 

Soon phn vets by strong picketing and blockhouses, which was called 
05 


£ 1 a 
brother of the famous and eloquent warrior. —̃ aU— him tradition 


says the egies took the a of“ a . atte 
wards call not far from 
the fort, — d tene 1 riers mons so TE ete tae not a solitary one 


could escape, without detection and di T of — to convey to Jackson 
the intelligence of their critical condi diti 28, tried 

friendly Indians to join with them the whites, but failing to shake 
their fidelity, had resolved to attack the fort and massacre them. 

o Gays before the intended attack Selocto, by means of an Indian 
eee to elude the watchfulness of the enemy and fled with 
the fleetness of a deer to the camp of Jackson, who 
to protect this people. Abi gra 
aro his sleeping maas 


army was safely oyer. 
za a rapid — the aT 9 —.— the: bg dey — 
sunse a n space ound, now known as the 
some two A prea dahal a Half from Wort Lashley. There they bivouacked elt Bt the 
night of November 8. Soon the camp fires blazed brightly, and sentinels 
were placed around the encampment to keep watch for any usky form seen 
or heard lur. without in the dark forest. An attack then would have 
been disastrous to these half- fed, weary men. Scouts were sent out to rec 
onnoiter the situation and number of the hostile party. They reported that 
the . numbered more than a 5 and were well pro- 
arms and were encamped near the fort. 
2 the next morning. the Sth, at the early ho hour ee 3 o'clock, General 
Jackson gave the command. F. march!” and by 40 3 before the 
gray dawn began to break in the east, e entire — fr 


town spring, and with ey 5 z orders fr from 
8 eg the coming confli is force of 12 ‘antry and 200 
12 circuit and surround the enemy. 


ordered his men to Sake a wide circui 

The in intry wero divided into three brigades. The first, under command 

of General Roberts, was ordered to take position on the hill west of 1 
enemy, where the colored co now stands; the second, commanded 

Colonel 2 on what is now Shenortheast corner of North and S 8 

The third, aaa enh mounte 


therear. 
ral Roberts’: 8 


discharge from the avenge troops 
eamingand yelling the warwh 

the Indians anit every direction, a number going toward General Ro 

erts's division, a few companies of which gave way at the first fire from the 

Indians. Jackson, — pg Sti black pony, ed in person the 
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troops placed in this part of the battle grornd, and ordered Colonel Bradle; 
to AA up the chasm with his repent Shich had not advanced in a line wi 
er's reserves 


the others; but that officer fai ae to obey the order, Colonel 


ted and met the approaching enemy firm and unyiel The 47 


cuit, a gap was made through which many of the Indians 
tains. Still, numbers were killed and wounded and the ground seemed cov- 
ered with dead savages. Pushamataha and Taleof: were so fortunate 
as to escape. The greatest carnage seems to have been done in the southern 
t of the battlefield, extending west in the direction of the fort. For so 
long as twenty years afterwards in that region was found an nse num- 
ber of bones, even some entire skeletons lying, not a single bone missing. 
Terribly defeated, the surviving warriors esca through a gap in a line 
of Jackson's army in the southwest, fleeing in that direction about 4 miles, 
where they crossed Tallad: Creek, at a strong Indian settlement. They 
continued their m southeasterly, through the slate hills south of that 
stream, along an old traces of which are still to be seen, and passed 
through Blue Mountain at a pass now known as Porters Gap; thence os 
continued their retreat to a populous Indian settlement on the clear an 
sparkling waters of the Tallapoosa. 

At the battle of Talladega the Indian loss could not be accurately ascer- 
tained. However, 300 bodies were counted on the main battlefield. Seven- 
teen Americans were killed and85 wounded. Colonel Pillow, of the infantry; 
Colonel Lauderdale, of the cavalry; or Boyd, of the mounted riflemen, 
and Lieutenant Barton were wounded, the last mortally. General Jackson 
remained only long enough to bury the dead, and before leaving he nailed 
the flagstaff of the Stars and Stripes to a 5 tree that overshadowed the 
one common ve of the fallen in battle. Three of the wounded men died 
and their es were sent back, making in all 20, and buried with the others. 
This large grave, where rests the dust of the killed in the battle of Talladega, 
is about 1; miles west of the city of Tallad on the old Hogan place, the 
first owner of the und, an ex-soldier of the battle. This grave was once 
marked by a covering or rude rock work, but is now almost crumbled to 
ruin. The wounded were conveyed to Fort Strother on litters of rawhides 
from the horses slain in battle. 

Fort Lasjly contained 160friendly warriors, with their wives and children, 
besides others of mixed blood, who would no doubt have been massacred the 
Ack day they were rescued by Jackson and his soldiers. The commander 
in chief, after performing the last sad rites to the dead, marched rapidly with 
his little army back to Fort Strother. It is said that the day the battle was 
fought they had no food and subsisted for several days on acornsand hickory 
nuts. arriving there he was . to find none for his hungry 
and wounded men. Selocto, the trusty Indian guide, continued with the army, 
sharing privations and hardships, an intelligent and N pilot during 
the subsequent marches and the conflicts with the hostile Indians, a brave 
W lender in battle. 

anual 


‘reeks, 

and in this second expedition followed up the hostile Indians to their retreat. 
On this march he encamped at Jemison’s Mills for a day and night. and con- 
d the next night near their 3 the day 

muckfaw, and dispersed them in less important 
cont y he e them at the Horseshoe, on the Tallapoosa, where 
he crushed and forever yed the power of the brave and powerful 
penscogeet, under the head of the noble, courageous, and renowned chief- 
tain, Weatherford, or Red Eagle; and thus Talladega was the beginning, as 
the Horseshoe was the ending, of a victorious Indian war. 
Nearly a century has passed away, and in no way have these heroic and 
sturdy riflemen been honored by their country. Their names live in family 
history and tradition, but to them Alabama owes a debt of gratitude. The 
warfare they voluntarily gave their services and lives for, without thought 
of fame or expectation of reward, was by far the most terrible and merciless 
in the annals of Indian warfare in the South. The red man fully the 
encroachments of the white race, and fought most gesperately for his hunt- 
ing grounds, which were as dear to his heart as the firesideto antagonist. 
He seemed to feel by some unerring i ct the hand of doom, and it intensi- 
fied his vengeance and aroused fully savage and cruel nature to destroy 
with all of might and strength every white man that he considered as in- 
vader of the soil, which he deemed his own by right of ownership and in- 


heritance. : 
“A people which take no pride in the noble achievements of ancestors will 
never eve anything worthy to be remembered by remote descendants.” 


Mr. BENTON. Mr. Chairman, I now yield twenty minutes to 
8 from Missouri [Mr. RUCKER]. 

r. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, a majority of the Committee 
on the Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 
has submitted a joint resolution, which, if ratified, will authorize 
each State to provide its own system for the election of United 
States Senators. 

The minority of that committee has a substitute which 
provides for a uniform system of election of Senators in all the 

ates. 

Article V of the Constitution of the United States provides, 
among other things: 


8 the march, encam 
after fought the battle of 


The Congress, whenever two-thirds of both Houses shall deem it rasta tf 
shall propose amendments to this Constitution, or, on the application of the 
legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, shall call a convention for 
proposing amendments, which. in either case, shall be valid to all intents and 
purposes. as part of this Constitution, when ratified by the 1 atures of 

hree-fourths of the several States, or by conventions in three-fourths 
8 as the one or the other mode of ratifleation may be proposed by the 

gress. 


Thus, it will be seen, the framers of the Federal Constitution not 
only anticipated that conditions requiring a change might arise, 
but they went further and provided the way by which amend- 
ments could be made. The suggestion of necessary amendments 
to the Constitution does no discredit or dishonor to the memory 
of the distinguished statesmen whose handiwork it is and whose 


unrivaled genius, matchless patriotism, and profound wisdom 


gave to us the most splendid Magna Charta of human liberty the 
mind of man can devise. 

Indeed, the contrary is true. To make these changes, when 
proper and necessary, not only does not reflect upon their great- 
ness but is a high testimonial to the keen foresight and prophetic 
wisdom of those great men who were enabled to ‘‘ pierce the veil 
of dim futurity,” and looking even beyond the sweep of a century, 
observe the changed condition of affairs which would justify, yes, 
op germs demand that changes be made, 

desire to emphasize the fact that two methods are provided for 
securing constitutional amendments. ‘‘ Congress, whenever two- 
thirds of both Houses shall deem it necessary, shall pro amend- 
ments.” This is one way in which it may be done. This way is 
exclusive and independent of affirmative action by the people. 
This method clothes the representatives of the people with full 
power and im upon them the duty of action. I marvel that 
the loyal, patriotic sages of Revolutionary fame and glory, whose 
noble d will live forever in the minds and hearts of the Amer- 
ican people, did not deem this provision enough. 

But they did not stop here. They turned on the search light of 
reason and experience, and under its penetrating rays studied 
the nature and environments of man, and had the outlines of 
future conditions revealed to them. To more carefully guard and 
protect the welfare and interests of the le, through all the 
years to come, they wrote in the Constitution another way by 
which amendments may be secured. Congress, on the applica- 
tion of the legislatures of two-thirds of the several States, shall 
call a convention for proposing amendments” to the Constitution. 

Mr. Chairman, your committee is unanimously of opinion that 
the Constitution ought to be so amended as to authorize the elec- 
tion of United States Senators by a direct vote of the pops The 
majority report a resolution which creates asort of “local option” 
in each State to continue to elect Senators by the legislature, as 
now, or to ponde by State constitutional provision or legislative 
enactment for election by popular vote, 

I am opposed to this plan, While this resolution bears the out- 
ward appearance of being responsive to the expressed wish of the 

ple and of enlarging their powers, it really does not do so. It 

oes not respond to the demand that comes here from all parts of 

the country. The logical consequence of such an amendment as 
that proposed in the majority report would be to make ‘‘ confusion 
worse confounded.” If one legislature may provide for popular 
election, the next 8 could repeal the law, thus bringin 
about a chaotic condition of unrest and uncertainty that should 
not exist in matters of such supreme importance. No political 
prognosticator could tell how the next United States Senator of a 
given State would be chosen—whether by the legislature or by 
pee vote. 

he subject now under discussion was first debated in the Con- 
vention which framed our Federal Constitution in 1787. In the 
course of that debate Mr. Madison, of Virginia, said he ‘‘ thought 
the great fabric to be raised would be more stable and durable if 
it should rest on the solid foundation of the Fe, So themselves than 
if it should stand merely on the pillars of the legislatures” of the 
several States. Mr. Wilson, of Pennsylvania, said: 


I am in favor of raising the Federal pyramid to a considerable altitude, 
and for that reason I wish to give it as broad a base as possible. No govern- 


ment can long subsist without the confidence of the people. 


Whatever considerations may have led the founders of the Con- 
stitution, in their wisdom, to provide for the election of Senators 
by the legislatures, those considerations no longer appeal to us. 

Every gentleman on this floor must be imp with the 
thought, and should be stimulated to action by an abiding con- 
viction that, in obedience to popular will, we ought now to re- 
move the temporary and insecure ‘‘ pillars of the legislatures,” 
which recent events fresh in our minds have proven can no 
longer be relied upon to offer safe and certain resistance to the 
dan of temptation which gather about them, and place this 

ighty 1 upon the permanent, enduring, and solid fonn- 
dation of the people themselves.” 

The long term of office given Senators, which is not disturbed 
by the amendment proposed, is sufficient 8 against sud - 
den = eerste cuango, in erased me 3 1 7 and a isi 
cient guarantee an egu against the supposed passion o 
this branch of Congress, and the apprehended exercise of undue 
influence by the Chief Executive of the nation. 

We should heed the voice of warning and admonition that comes 
thundering down from the memorable discussion of 1787, and by 
our votes proclaim our belief in the eternal truth of the great 

rinciple—‘‘no government can long subsist without the confi- 
ence of the people.” - 

The first resolution looking in the direction of this reform was 
introđuced in the Senate by Mr. Mitchell, of Oregon, in the Fiftieth 
Congress. The resolution went to the appropriate committee, but 
was heard of no more. Mr, Mitchell renewed the resolution in 
the Fifty-first Congress, and on April 22, 1890, he delivered in the 
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Senate tke first speech ever made in either House of Congress in 
support of the proposed amendment. It was again referred to the 


committee and there remained. 

In the Fifty-second Con three similar amendments were 
proposed in the Senate and seventeen in the House, and on Jan- 
uary 16, 1893, one of these, proposing a uniform method of elec- 
tion, passed the House by more than a two-thirds vote, but no 
action was taken upon it in the Senate. 

In the Fifty-third Congress three similar amendments were 
again presented in the Senate, and twelve in the House, and on 
July 21, 1894, one of these proposed amendments providing for a 
uni? orm election law passed the House by a vote of 141 yeas to 
50 nays; but still the Senate took no action. 

In the Fifty-fifth Congress a number of similar amendments 
were presented in the Senate and in the House, and again one of 
them, proposing a uniform mode of electing Senators, passed the 
2 y a vote of 185 yeas to 11 nays, The Senate still failed to 
ac 

The growth of public sentiment in the recent past in favor of 
electing Senators by popular vote is phenomenal, 1 find in the 
report of the gentleman from Michigan, chairman of the Commit- 
tee on Election of President, Vice-President, and Representatives 
in Congress, filed in the Fifty-fifth Congress, on January 12, 1898, 
these words: 

In more recent times the policy of popular election of Senators by the 

reapuroral, Up to thie date AGTE Dates bave, throngl thett iagilet 
8 he r 
Instru 2 in Tavar of such amendments, * 
In his report filed in this Congress on January 22, 1900, two 
5 later, we find that twenty-seven States have, through their 
egislatures, instructed in favor of such amendment.” And yet 
the gentleman in his re overlooked or ignored the great States 
of Georgia, Missouri, Texas, Tennessee and Virginia, which have 
adopted similar resolutions, making thirty-two sovereign States 
that are now appealing to this Congress for relief. 

Mr. Chairman, public sentiment has crystallized around this im- 
portantquestion. Like the rivulet that springs from the mountain 
cleft and goes leaping and bounding in its meanderings down the 

slope, gaining volume and power with its every bound, 
until finally a mighty torrent reaches the valley below and irre- 
sistibly pursues its onward course to the great father of waters,” 
so this tide of public sentiment and popular demand will continue 
to flow, submerging every locality, ignoring party lines, heedin 
no obstruction, yielding to no opposition, until it bears in trĩiump 
upon its crest the palm of victory. 

I think the difference of views held by your committee may be 
attributed to views of expediency. Some gentlemen seem to be 
possessed of some fear or apprehension that while the Senate might 
concur in a kind of “1 option” resolution, it would o 
a measure providing a uniform plan of election. Ido not 
in this alarm or entertain such opinion. The thought, it seems to 
me, reflects u the distinguished tlemen who a Sa the 
Senate of the United States. Would any Senator there hold the 
ren ip gy toe he occupies in opposition to the will of the ma- 
jority of the dominant party in his State? Would he hesitate to 
submit his fate to the people of his State, whose intelligence and 
judgment and wisdom are relied upon in the election of county 
officers, State officers, the judiciary, and their Representatives in 
Congress? If the people can not be trusted, why clothe them with 


this great power? 

If they can be trusted, and I insist with all the emphasis I pos- 
sess that they can, why close our ears to their reasonable demand 
that the fetters be torn from them and they be allowed to vote 
directly for the man who is to represent them and their State in 
the United States Senate? To longer deny this right is an insult 
to the intelligence and patriotism of the poopie of our country 
which I will neither indorse nor palliate, I have the utmost con- 
fidence in the wisdom of the masses. 

I believe that every officeholder, even a United States Senator, 
ought to feel and know that his election is due to the people; that 
he owes his allegiance to them and not to combinations among 
politicians or to the influence of wealth, sometimes resorted to 
and used, that public will may be trampled upon, the people ig- 
nored, and legislatures and conventions deadlocked until hig 
positions can be “knocked off to the highest bidder for cash. 

Gentlemen who fear the fate of this resolution in the Senate 
overlook the constitutional provision that Congress, on the appli- 
cation of two-thirds of the several States, shall call a convention 
for proposing amendments.” Senators are sworn to support this 

Vision of the Constitution; there is no escape. Nor can they 

de behind the technical legal proposition that the resolutions 

adopted by the States are not in form ae for a constitu- 

sonn 5 They express the will of the people, and we 
must obey. 2 

The le of Arkansas, California, Colorado, Florida, Georgia, 
Idaho, 1 Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Kentucky, Louisiana, 


Micnigan, Minnesota, Mississippi, Missouri, Montana, Nebraska, 
Nevada, New Hampshire, North Carolina, North Dakota, Ohio, 
Oregon, Pennsylvania, Texas, Tennessee, Utah, Virginia, Wash- 
ington, Wisconsin, and Wyoming, through their legislatures, 
have made application. This appeal can not longer be ignored or 
disregarded, To-day the voice of the.people of all these States 
more than two-thirds of the States of the Union, is clamoring at 
the doors of this Capitol and is being echoed through its corridors, 

‘Who will close his ear to it? Have Senators been so engrossed 
with Senatorial investigations that they have failed to hear from 
their people? Who in that Chamber is so daring and so reckless 
as to place himself in the pathway of this great avalanche of pub- 
lic demand that broke from its moorings in 1890, and, moving 
slowly and imperceptibly for a time, but getting faster and faster, 
has gained force and power and momentum with each succeeding 
year, until, like the avalanche of the mountain peak, it laughs at 
obstacles, defies resistance, and threatens the complete annihila- 
tion and ruin of whoever obstructs its course. He who attempts 
its resistance will be overwhelmed with its power. 

I dare not speak with the tongue of prophecy, but I venture the 
suggestion that if any gentleman unde: es to arrest this mighty 
movement, it would be better for him that a millstone were 
hanged about his neck and that he were cast into the sea.” 

I trust the House will adopt the minority substitute and send it 
to the Senate. 

Even United States Senators will sooner or later recognize the 
fact that the sovereign will of the people is supreme; it must and 
will be 3 [Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Before Mr. RUCKER had concluded his remarks the hammer fell, 


when 

Mr. CORLISS said: I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
man have leave to finish his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Benton] 
controls the time. 

Mr. BENTON. I yield to the gentleman five minutes more. 

Mr. RUCKER then resumed and concluded his remarks. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield twenty minutes to the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. BOUTELL]. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Mr. Chairman, all those of us who 
had the pleasure of listening to the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. 
CowHERD], who a short e ago ad the House, were 
deeply impressed by the research, the learning, and the eloquence 
of his arguments. In fact, all his arguments were so ski I 
constructed and so strongly buttressed that the conclusions whic 
he drew seemed to be almost inevitable. 

But as those conclusions were very largely drawn from the 
opinions expressed by Jefferson and the other great statesmen who 
took part in the events that led to our early acquisitions of terri- 
5 as the gentleman drew from those opinions conclusions 
so different from my own, I feel constrained to say a few words 
in explanation of my position in reference to the application of 
the lessons of those early acquisitions to the problems which we 
have to face to-day. 

The gentleman from Missouri, as well as the gentenan from 
Tennessee who opened the debate on the Puerto Rican measure, 
has referred to all our territorial acquisitions as taking place, as 
it were, naturally, imperceptibly—almost like the silent unfold- 


ing of the corolla of a beautiful flower. Now, I have endeavored 
to show on two occasions that the method of the uisition of 
territory pursued under numerous Democratic A istrations 


differs very materially from this natural and imperceptible method 
of acquiring ve kaa 

In the first place, I endeavored to show that in the acquisition 
of the greater part of the Territory of Louisiana and in the ac- 
quisition of the territory which we held at the close of the Mexi- 
can war, we acquired territory in a method that might be called 
involuntary, inasmuch as the territory was taken by us, in the 
first instance, not because we wanted it, but in order to get other 
territory that we did want, and in the second instance as an in- 
cident of war, and that there was an analogy between these ac- 
quisitions and the retention of the islands which we acquired as 
an incident of the war with Spain. 

At the time that Jefferson wrote the letters, to which the gentle- 
man from Missouri has referred, to Monroe and Livingston, they 
had already been given their instructions in reference to the pur- 
chase of Louisiana; and subsequently to those letters he wrote his 
famous letter to Dupont de Nemours, in which he described the 
territory which he desired to pronen, referring to it as a sand 
barren 600 miles long and 30 to 50 miles wide; and at that time 
Congress had appropriated only $2,000,000 for making that pur- 
chase in case they could not purchase what they preferred—a re- 
newal of the right of deposit, 

Mr. COWHERD. Was it not Jefferson’s idea to purchase, if 
possible, New Orleans? And was not the proposition to purchase 
tnat parten island to be pressed only in case he could not get what 

e wan 
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Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes; that is what I intended to 
state—that the purchase of this extent of territory, 600 miles long 
and 50 wide, was an alternative in case he could not purchase simply 
the right of deposit by acquiring New Orleans. 

So when his emissaries to France found that they could not 
acquire New Orleans, could not acquire simply the tract 600 miles 
by 50, but must take all of the province of Louisiana, and pay 
$15,000,000 for it, I submit, simply from the evidence of contem- 
porary correspondence and documents, that the portion of Loui- 
siana north of the thirty-first parallel was territory acquired, as we 
may say, involuntarily. 

Now, this idea was carried out in the laws organizing the prov- 
ince into two Territories when a 2 fe 8 8 vernment was formed 
for all the territory north of the thirty-first parallel; and it was 
made a crime for citizens of the United States to settle in the Ter- 
ritory of Louisiana or the territory north of that parallel. 

So I say, New Mexico, Arizona, Utah, and that part of Cali- 
fornia which fell into our hands at thecloseof the war with Mexico 
was also territory that we acquired involuntarily or as an inci- 
dent of war, We did not go to war for the purpose of acquiring 
that territory; and I referred tothis acquisition especially to show 
that the same state of things existed in the territory so ee 
at the close of the Mexican war that now exists in the Philip- 

ines; that the same charges of ya pea were made against 
President Polk in his government of that territory that have been 
made against President McKinley in his dealing with the Fili- 
pinos, and that President Polk answered those charges fully and 
most satisfactorily, in the most broad and statesmánlike way, by 
saying that while we were in possession of territory which we had 
conquered, and even while we were in possession of territory the 
title of which was in dispute, it was his duty to maintain law and 
order through the military authorities as Commander in Chief of 
the military and naval forces of the United States. There is to 
my mind an exact parallel in the position in which President 
McKinley is now placed in the Philippine Islands, and he ought 
to have the undivided n of the American people. Those 
islands became ours by right of conquest. 

I have often heard that statement contradicted in this House. 
Ir t that the Philippines were ours by conquest, through our 
holding of Manila, through our destruction of the only govern- 
ment that existed at that time in the island, and there was exactly 
a parallel case in the conquestof California. And I like to allude 
to it as one of the most brilliant chapters in our naval history. 
Commodore Stockton was on the Pacific Ocean at the time that 
war was declared with Mexico, 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. Will it interrupt my colleague if 
I ask him a question there? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Certainly not. 

Mr. JAMES R. WILLIAMS. At what time did the Philippine 
pee become ours by conquest? Will my colleague give the 

te = 

Mr, BOUTELL of Illinois, About the ist of May, 1898. [Ap- 
plause on the Republican side.] And I was just going to say that 
they became ours by conquest, just as we 8 two other 
tracts of territory in our history of territorial acquisition by the 
same kind of conquest. Under the law of nations, in order tohold 
territory by right of conquest, it is not necessary to harry the whole 
land and puy all the inhabitants into captivity. Let me call to 
your minds two instances of conguest in our national history, 

When war with Mexico was declared Commodore Stockton was 
in the Pacific Ocean. As soon as he heard that war had been de- 
clared he, with his marines and naval forces, took Monterey and 
Los Angelos, and the other naval officers in command there seized 
the forts at San Francisco and Sacramento. So when peace was 
declared, to the everlasting credit of the American Navy, the hold- 
ing of these fortified places alone in that great tract was held to 
be the conquest of the entire territory. 

Mr. VANDIVER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. inly. 

Mr. VANDIVER. When the gentleman speaks of the parallel 
between the purchase of the Louisiana territory and the conquest 
of the other a in the great Southwest on the one d 
and the acquisition of the Philippine Islands by conquest on the 
other, does he mean to imply that that parallel extends to the 
point of securing to the Philippine Islands the same rights and 
privileges that were secured in the other case by the treaty which 
provided, as in the case of the Louisiana purchase, that the pro- 
visions of the Constitution of the United States guaranteeing the 
rights of citizenship and all privileges of American citizenship to 
the inhabitants of that territory should be een nese 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Not at all. I had no such thought 
in mind. I was simply trying to show that, according to the prin- 
ciples of international law and the laws of war, we held the Phil- 
ippine Islands by conquest by holding the important forts there, 
ee as we conquered the whole vast extent of California, New 

exico, Arizona, and Utah by holding a few fortified points on 
the Pacific Ocean, 


And there is another illustration of the same kind, where, ac- 
cording to international law and the laws of war, we held a vast 
tract of territory by holding only three forts. That was the 
great expansion that took place when we formed our first treaty 
with Great Britain. 

It was through the prowess, the intrepidity, and the foresight 
of Col. George Rogers Clark, of Virginia, who marched through 
the wilderness and held the forts at Kaskaskia, Vincennes, and 
Detroit, alone we were able to assert at the conclusion of the war 
that we held by conquest the Northwest Territory. Col. George 
Rogers Clark, in occupying and holding those three forts, may be 
said to have given to this Union the five great States that were 
carved out of the Northwest Territory. [Applause on the Repub- 
lican side.] And according to the same rules of international law 
and the same principles of the laws of war, we held the Philippine 
Islands. But this, Mr. Chairman, is simply a digression, 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Will the gentleman now allow me to ask 
him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Certainly. z 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Iunderstand from the gentleman’s remarks 
that when we occupy a territory belonging to an alien country to 
such an extent that they submit to our laws, that is our territory 
by conquest. Is that true? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. That is a conquest; yes. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Does it require any assistance of Congress 
after such occupation to make that our territory absolutely, or 
does the mere fact of occupation vest us with title? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. The mere fact of occupation vests 
in us the absolute control of the property, to do with it as we see 
fit, in accordance with the principles and spirit of our laws and 
institutions. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. Then a single withdrawal of our forces 
Nes turn the property back to that foreign country, would it 
not? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. No, I think not. After we have 
once destroyed the sovereignty of another country, and have ab- 
solute control of the conquered territory, if we withdraw from it 
Toon conditions, it leaves the country to the people who in- 

1 e 

Mr. SNODGRASS. It remains our property. Now, does the 
mrii condition obtain when we have annexed a territory by 

eaty? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I do not understand the gentle- 
man’s question. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. If, indeed, the Philippine Islands have been 
annexed by treaty, and the United States should withdraw its 
forces, would that relegate the title back to the Filipinos or to 


Spain? 
Relegateit back to the inhabitants 


Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois, 
of the country. 

Mr. SNODGRASS. And it would not remain territory of the 
United States? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. No, 

Mr. SNODGRASS, That is your position? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. That is my position; yes. Now, 
the other point in the history of our uisition of territory to 
which the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. CowHERD] alluded, and 
drew a conclusion entirely different from that drawn, it seems 
to me, by the historians of our Republic, and a conclusion en- 
tirely different from that which I drew simply from the historical 
records of the time, was the acquisition of Florida. 

Now, I submit, Mr. Chairman, that in the acquisition of Florida 
there is nothing that we can look back to with pride. Away back 
inthe inning of our national history our statesmen looked upon 
the acquisition of Florida as necessary to our commercial needs. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will the gentleman allow me to ask 
him one question, if it will not interrupt him? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I am always very glad to be helped 
out by my friend from Missouri. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true, as a matter of historic 
fact, that up until the time that we added the Sandwich Islands, 
all of the territory that we annexed, by purchase, treaty, or con- 
quest, was annexed largely for the purpose of getting a natural 
frontier; and is there any parallel case whatever between those 
acquisitions and the necessity for them and the the necessity for 
oe the Philippine Islands? Now, that is a practical ques- 

on. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Yes; itis a very practical question, 
and I will give just as practical ananswer,ifIcan. The acquisi- 
tions of territory, so far as they were voluntary on our part—and 
the acquisition of Florida was a most voluntary acquisition; there 
was a great exercise of will power and force there—I say that the 
territory which we acquired voluntarily was not only for the 
p of giving ourselves a natural frontier, but for the p 
of TIER the United States free navigation of the rivera which 
flowed ugh this foreign territory which we acquired. 
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But 1 submit in this connection that the Mississippi was as good 
a natural frontier as the St. Lawrence, and the Sabine was as good 
a natural frontier as the Rio Grande. 

Now, I repeat that the acquisition of Florida is something that 


we can never look back to with pride, and something the like of 
4 I trust will never happen again in the history of our Re- 
public. 

Florida had belonged immemorially to Spain? Florida belonged 
to Spain when our treaty of peace was made with Great Britain. 
As soon as we had organized as a nation, our statesmen saw the 
necessity of our getting either the free navigation of the rivers 
that emptied into the Gulf or of acquiring the territory through 
which they flowed. aoe the treaty with Spain, in 1795, we 
were assured the right of free navigation of the Mississippi, the 
Apalachicola, the Pearl, and the other rivers running through the 
Territory of Louisiana and the Territory of Florida. That treaty 
was in force at ths time that Jefferson wrote to his friends that 
he looked forward to the time when Florida could be annexed to 
the United States, but he thought that the time for that would 
come when Spain was at war, 

In 1811 and 1812 Congress passed secret resolutions authorizing 
the President to send an armed force into this Spanish territory. 
Spain was a friendly power. There was no dispute as to her 
ownership, her sovereignty, and her occupation of that territory; 
but just because we needed it and, as the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. CowHERD] states, as an excuse, because Spain was weak we 
sent our forces into that territory for the purpose, as expressed in 
those secret resolutions, of holding the territory subject to future 
negotiation. 

f that was not imperialism I do not know what imperialism 
is. And connected with that occupation of Florida by our forces 
in 1811 and 1812 we must also consider the foray made into 
Florida in 1818 by General Jackson, when he hung, shot, and 
otherwise executed the leaders of the Indian mutiny, of every 
nationality—Indians, Spanish, French, and English. 

We must take into consideration in that connection also the 
attitude of Jackson after the cession of Florida, his incarceration 
of the Spanish commander in chief and those arbitrary measures 
which secured for him among the Spanish the sobriquet of Don 
Andrew. I say, Mr. Chairman, that Spain was harassed and 
hammered and bullied and browbeaten into ceding Florida to the 
United States. If that is notimperialism I donot know what the 
word means. 

And still further, in connection with that cession of Florida, 
which as I say might be called a military conquest, there was that 
other disposition of territory which no man on the other side of 
the House seems disposed to discuss. You maintain that where 
we acquire territory it becomes at once incorporated into the 
Union; that the inhabitants become citizens of the United States; 
that their civil status is fixed by the Constitution; and if that is 
so, that was the condition of the Territory of Texas after the pur- 
chase of the Louisiana province in which it was included. 

That was the status of the inhabitants of Texas; but notwith- 
standing that, under the treaty of 1819, we sold to the Spanish 
monarchy the Territory of Texas, and the inhabitants thereof 
. despite their protest, from out of citizenship of the United 

tates into a condition of subjection to Spain. t is the only 
instance in the history of our Republic where a Territory incor- 
rated into the Union has been sold and disposed of by treaty. 
at was done by a Democratic President and a Democratic 


mgress. 

Now, I have asked several gentlemen on that side of the House, 
in discussing the question of our treatment of the Philippine 
Islands, what piao of action they would advise. It is very easy 
to tear down the construction and to impede the work of another; 
it is altogether a different and more difficult matter to bring for- 
ward a constructive principle of action. So far I have received 
no answer from any gentleman on that side of the House to the 
question whether he would immediately withdraw our troops and 
our naval forces from the Philippine Islands. 

The Hon. George S. Boutwell, president of the Anti-Imperial- 
istic League, says that we ought at once to withdraw our troops 
and leave the islands to their own devices. I say, Mr. Chairman, 
in the light of our past history, in the light of the past events, 
and so far as we can look into the future, such a course would be 
an act of cowardice on our part, and an act of the injus- 
tice to the people of those islands which have come under our 
control and to whom we owe a certain responsibility. 

In the same way, in reference to this matter of raising revenue 
for the benefit of the Puerto Ricans, gentlemen on the other side 
have nothing to say except to attack our plan. It is not denied 
that the Puerto Ricans need immediate revenue, but, so far as I 
know, no suggestion has been made upon that side of the House 
to meet this emergency. We have heard a great deal lately about 
this ges law that has passed the House being a hardship to these 

peop. 


In what way can it be a hardship to these people? Their goods 

that come into this country will havea a ey Pa the entire 
extent of their products, inasmuch as they have 85 per cent less 
duty to pay than the products of other countries. So far as our 
goods going into Puerto Rico are concerned, a 15 per cent tariff is 
so nominal that it can not in any way affect the people of Puerto 
Rico. Take the one item of flour. The tax under this bill would 
be 15 cents a barrel. At 196 pounds to the barrel, the rate would 
be about three-quarters of a mill per pound or about half a mill 
on a loaf of bread. 
_ All through the list of articles that would go from this country 
into Puerto Rico a similar ratio would prevail. The tax is so 
small, so inappreciable, that it never could be felt by the people 
of Puerto Rico, but would fall on the importer and middleman, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Will the gentleman al- 
low me to ask him a question? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. In the report of the Sec- 
retary of War, issued a few days ago, in summing up the armies 
of the United States, I noticed that there were two battalions of 
cavalry, I think it was, made up of Puerto Rican soldiers. How 
do you reconcile the fact that a part of the Army of the United 
States should be made up of these Puerto Rican soldiers, who are 
to defend the flag of the country, and yet you do not give them 
the same rights and privileges as given to those of our own 


country? 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. I know nothing about it. I have 
not seen the report. It would be perfectly proper to enlist Puerto 
Ricans in the service to do the general police duty, which is all that 
our soldiers are required to do on that island. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. You make them fight 
for the country and tax them arrene y Teom what you tax our 
own people. That may be pretty good Republican doctrine. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. ey are not fighting for this coun- 
try or for their own country, and they are very eae, I dare say, 
of the employment. We have often employed Indians in the same 


way. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. But the Indians are not 
extra taxed. 

Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois. If all the taxes paid by the Puerto 
Ricans were taxes paid under this bill, they would be more lightly 
taxed than any civilized people in the world, But why do you 
not suggest some fairer, easier way of raising the small revenue 
that these people need while we are arranging for their perma- 


nent government? 

We hear no positive ideas or plans from that side of the Cham- 
ber. We must have a constructive policy, We have a duty given 
to us. It will not do mapy to stand still. It is our duty to help 
the Administration in this emergency, and we ourselves can not 
escape the burden placed upon us. 

Have the Puerto Ricans sor lan to offer? As they are the 
parties most ly interested, I submit that it would be wise 
to have their views. From newspa lately received from 
Puerto Rico it would appear that the Puerto Ricans consider this 
bill a good measure for their interests, 

Now, the gentleman from Missouri included all the members 
on this side of the House in his sweeping denunciation of those 
who believed in the acquisition of tetritory simply for military 
glory or on account of commercial advantages to be derived there- 

m. 


For one, Mr. Chairman, I want to stand outside of that denun- 
ciation. Any argument in favor of the acquisition of territory, 
whether it is Puerto Rico, the Philippines, or any other land, based 
upon advancing our military glory or increasing the splendor of 
our arms on land or sea, is repugnant to every fiber of my being. 
I want to see our beloved country a nation of peace and the strong- 
est and most potent factor 5 8 its example and its influence 
in securing the peace of the worl [Loud applause. } 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the argument for the retention of any 
piece of property which we hold as the result of this war based on 
su posed commercial advantages is almost as repugnant to me as 
that based on military glory, Mr. Chairman, we are now facing 
problems the solution of which will affect our descendants to the 
remotest generation. 

We are one pee that are more important than we our- 
selves realize. ey should be wrought out in the calm and quiet 
of statesmanship and not in the noise and confusion of politics, 
It would be glory enough for one lifetime to have participated in 
the successful settlement of these problems. Their solution de- 
mands the combined wisdom of both political parties, We should 
discuss them in a national and not in a partisan spirit. 

I for one would like to see the inevitable results of this war 
dealt with in the same nonpartisan spirit with which we entered 
inio the war. If the retention of any of this terri is to redound 
to the glory of those who effected its retention and provided the 
government for it, let that glory and let that honor come to all 
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the country; let it be an American achievement and not a party 
achievement. But let military glory and the greed for gold have 
no place in our settlement of these questions. - 

hen the walls of Jericho fell before the trumpets of the Is- 
raelites, the word of the Almighty went forth that all the gold 
and silver should be consecrated to the Lord, and if any of the 
treasure was found in possession of one of the children of Israel 
he and all who belonged to him should be accursed. The accursed 
thing was found in the tents of Achan, and when the children of 
Israel went up against the people of Ai they were smitten hip and 
thigh, and defeated by the anger of the Lord. 

r. Chairman, it is my hope and prayer that we, as a nation, in 
dealing with these problems that now face us after our victory, 
will not be found with the accursed thing in our tents, If our 
course is directed by selfish motives, we shall not have the favor 
and the blessing of the God of Nations. But if we face these 
8 with the single purpose of maintaining our national 

onor unstained by any desire for military glory or selfish greed, 
doing the best we can for these people without injury to our own, 
then we shall have the blessings of the God of Nations, the ap- 
prove! or all civilized people, and the proud acclaims of our 

osterity. 
z 5 For right is right; since God is God, 

The right the day must win; 
To doub 


would be disloyalty, 
To falter would be sin. 


Let us go forward in this spirit, approach these questions with- 
out party differences, and we can not fail. [Prolonged applause. } 
re Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, Imove that the committee do now 

se. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on thestate of the Union, reported that that committee 
had had under consideration House bill 9139, making appropria- 
tions for the support of the government of the District of Colum- 
bia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1901,“ and had come to no 
resolution thereon. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. BAKER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported 
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills of the fol- 
lowing titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

S H 4652. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
erkins; 

H. R. 232, An act granting a pension to John Vars; 

5 RES 5186. An act granting an increase of pension to Zadoc C. 
erkins; 

. H. = 5440. An act granting an increase of pension to Smith 
eweal; 

H. R. 825. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie H. 


Riggin; 
hos R. 2169. An act granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
utes; 
H. R. 2391. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; 
5 H. R. 4090. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
rown; 
H. R. 3260, An act granting a pension to Susan M. Button; 
H. R. 2666. An act granting a pension to John M. Laughlin; 
H. R. 1979, An act granting a pension to Sophronia Bailey; 
H. R. 438. An act granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 
H. R. 2599. An act granting pension to Philip Yoe; 
H. R. 5710. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
e; 
H. R. 5188. An act granting a pension to David C. Dane; 
H. R. 1885. An act granting a pension to Harvey Grant; and 
H. R. 2526. An act granting a pension to Margaretha Bourke. 
The SPEAKER announced his signature to an enrolled joint 
resolution of the following title: ~ 
S. R. 7. Joint resolution to print 31,000 copies of the eulogies 
on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice- ident of the United States. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted as follows: 
5 To Mr. Pearce of Missouri, for ten days, on account of important 
usiness. 
To Mr. Knox, for one week, on account of important business. 
_ Mr. GROUT, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 
The motion was d to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 50 
minutes p. m.) the House adjourned until 12 o’clock to-morrow. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC, 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, a letter from the Acting Secretary 
of War, transmitting a copy of a communication from the Chief 
of Engineers concerning certain disallowances in the accounts of 


Maj. Thomas L. Casey, was taken from the Speaker's table, re- 
a to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed, 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
pna Clerk, and referređ to the several Calendars therein named, as 

ollows: 

Mr. PAYNE, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 359) to extend the privilege 
of immediate transportation of dutiable goods to the port of As- 
toria, Oreg., reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 657); which said bill and report were referred to 
the House Calendar. 1 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8366) to amend section 
953 of the Revised Statutes, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a reponi (No. 658); which said bill and 
report were referred to the House Calendar. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, de- 
livered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. DRIGGS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3268) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James W. Kessler, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 613); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 4828) to place on the pension roll the 
name of Susie E. Johnson, reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 614); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8079) granting a pension to Bertha M. 
Jordan, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 615); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6304) 
to increase the pension of James J. Lyon, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied Dya report (No. 616); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1677) granting an increase of pension to 
Missouri B. Ross, reported the same with amendment, accompan- 
ied by a report (No. 617); which said bill and report were re- 
fe to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8669) granting an increase of pension to 
Eliza A. Lake, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 618); which said bill and report were referred 
to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8083) granting an increase of pension to 
James Winnie, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 619); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3563) to grant 
a pension to T. Gilbert Floyd, reported the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 620); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

e also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8800) ting an increase of pension to 
Libbie Fries, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 621); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5211) granting a pension to Lizzie M. 
Dixon, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 622); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3635) granting an increase of pension to 
Timothy B. Eastman, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panoa by a repars (No. 623); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4657) granting a 
pension to Mrs, Laura 8. Pontious, of Dayton, Pa., reported the 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 624); which | in 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 7767) to pension Alice D. Roatch, reported 
the same with ‘amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 625); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8339) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles H. Gates, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. 626); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the bill 
of the House (H.R. 6019) granting a pension to Mrs. Therese W. 
Hard, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a re- 
sor (No. 627); which said bill and report were referred to the 

vate Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 6375) granting an increase of pension to 
Chester Willis, . eg the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 628); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3225) granting a 
pension to Elizabeth Bent Cooper, of Yorktown, Va., reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 629); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9070) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel H. Kent, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

bya 9 5 5 (No. 1 said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4267) grant- 
ing an incrsase of pension to Ezra A. Bennett, of Basin, in the 
State of Nebraska, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 631); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 5110) to increase the pension of Edward 
T. Kennedy, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 632); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 3454) granting a pension to Joseph E. 
Baldwin, of Topeka, Kans., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 633); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. NORTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4675) to 
recognize the rank and rerate the pension of Robert H. Jones, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
bah . which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

endar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1737) granting a pension 
to Cora I. Cromwell, reported the same with amendment, accom- 

ed by a es (No. 635); which said bill and report were re- 
erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

bill of the House (H. R. 1801) granting a pension to Elijah Biddle, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
Sa which ssid bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3655) granting a pension 
to Mrs. Margaret Burns, as widow of Peter Burns, late of Com- 
pany F, Twenty-third Regiment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, in 
the war of the rebellion, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 637); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 1943) granting an increase of pension to 
Simon Price, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by areport (No. 638); which said bill and report were referred to 

e Private Calendar. 

_Mr. SAMUEL W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1251) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Celia A. Jeffers, rted the same 

thout amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 639); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2375) granting a pension to A. Russell, 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 


= a Hs which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
endar. 


Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 820) grant- 
an increase of pension to Allen Buckner, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 641); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2209) granting an increase of pension to 
Frederick Higgins, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 642); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 645) granting an increase of pension to 
David Hunter, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. 643); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1265) granting a pension to Elender Her- 
ring, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 644); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1194) granting an increase 
of pension to John B. Ritzman, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 645); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ir. GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 994) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Casper Miller, jr., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 646); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 819) granting an increase of 
pension to Benjamin F. Bourne, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 647); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 239) granting an 
increase of pension to Rhoda A. Foster, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 648); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1419) granting an increase of pension to 
Annie B. Goodrich, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 649); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2167) granting an increase of pension to 
Franklin C. Plantz, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 650); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 62) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 
ert Black, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 651); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 241) granting a pension to Patrick Layhee, 
e the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
8 95 o which said bill and report were referred to the Private 

alendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1331) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen C. Abbott, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 653); which said bill and report were re- 

erred to thə Private Calendar. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of New York, from the Committee on 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7830) 
for the relief of Leonard Wilson, rted the same with amend- 
ment, accompanied by a see (No. 656); which said bill and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 3490) grant- 
ing a pension to H. Farr; and the same was referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. d 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
one following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
ollows: 


By Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: A bill (H. R. 9559) to pro- 
vide for the construction of a bridge by the Duluth, Pierre and 


1900. 


Black Hills Railroad Company across the Missouri River at Pierre, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. HENRY C. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9560) to amend an 
act regulating proof of death in certain pension cases, approved 
March 13, 1896—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9561) for the erec- 
tion of a public building at Bardstown, Nelson County, Ky.—to 
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9562) for the erection of a public building at 
Lebanon, Marion County, Ky.—tothe Committee on Public Build- 
ings and Grounds, ; 2 

y Mr. WEEKS: A bill (H. R. 9563) to authorize the expendi- 
ture of certain unexpended appropriations for the improvement 
of the Clinton River, Michigan, above the Market Street 8 
the city of Mount Clemens, Mich. —to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 9564) to encourage the organiza- 
tion of industrial schools for the benefit of freedmen in the South 
to the Committee on Education. 

By Mr. BOUTELL of Illinois (by request): A bill (H. R. 9565) 
for the retirement of Government employees in the classified civil 
service—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. BINGHAM: A bill (H. R. 9566) authorizing the estab- 
lishment of a light and fog signal on the new breakwater, harbor 
of refuge, Delaware Bay—to the Committee on Interstate and 

Foreign Commerce. i 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 9567) establishing the Franklin Mili- 
tary National Park—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9568) to erect a public building at Columbia, 
By ON Tenn.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 

ounds, 

By Mr. HAWLEY: A bill (H. R. 9595) to authorize the pur- 
chase of a steam launch for use in the customs collection district 
5 Galveston, Tex.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 

mmerce. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 

ay following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 9569) to granta 
pennon to G. B. Lynch, of Patesville, Ky.—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 9570) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Henry F, Rice—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BALL: A bill (H. R. 9571) for the relief of William W. 
8 the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BROM WELL: A bill (H. R. 9572) to provide for the 
* of Granville Pollock to the Committee on Military Af- 

By Mr. BURTON: A bill (H. R. re) panies a pension to 
Joseph Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COX: A bill (H. R. 9574) to increase pension of Catha- 
rine Brown, widow of Frank Brown—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 9575) granting a pension to 
Eunice I. Godfrey, of Madison, Kans.—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9576) granting a pension to Martin Fass- 
nacht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9577) granting pension to Nehemiah Gunn— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9578) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Y. Stewart—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9579) ing pension to George M. Hall— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9580) granting a pension to Susannah M. 
Weymouth—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENNY: A bill (H. R. 9581) granting a pension to 
Mary L. Martin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Michigan: A bill (H. R. 9582) to correct 
the military record of William H. Smith—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HITT: A bill (H. R. 9583) authorizing Commander 
James W. Miller, United States Navy, Surg. Oliver D. Norton, 
United States Navy, and Mr. Edwin V. Morgan to accept testimo- 
nials presented to them by the Emperor of Germany—to the Com- 
mittee on She Affairs, 

By Mr. KERR: A bill (H. R. 9584) granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Samuel F. Bell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

2 Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 9585) to increase the pension of 
William wp ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LORI A bill (H. R. 9586) to correct the military 
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record of Patrick Foley, late of Company A, Eleventh Connecti- 


cut Infantry—to the Committee on a 

Also, a bi es R. 9587) ting a pension to Mrs. Catherine 
Roe, widow of Exra Roe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. PHILLIPS: A bill (H. R. 9588) for the relief of the 
heirs of John es—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. HENRY OC. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 9589) granting a pen- 
sion to Christiana Steiger, widow of John Steiger, late of Com- 
pany, B, First Michigan Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 

valid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9590) granting an increase of pension to 
Louis M. Webster, late lieutenant, Company A, * Michigan 
Volunteer erent Bo the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9591) granting a pension to Mercy L. Cottrell, 
helpless daughter of George T. Cottrell, late of Company K, 

-eighth Ohio Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: A bill (H. R. 9592) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Robert H. Quiggle—to the Committee on 
em 0 bill (H. R. 9593) ting in £ ion to 

s0, & ( an increase of pension 
George W. Howard—to the 5 on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WISE: A bill (H. R. 9594) granting an increase of pen- 

sion to Mrs. J. McD. Armistead—to the Committee on Pensions, 


— — 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following oe and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petitions of A. W. Rea and 31 citizens of 
Colesburg, C. W. Richards and 28 citizens of Chapin, Robert H. 
McNally and 39 citizens of Hudson, Patrick Carter and 9 citizens 
of Cascade, Iowa, favoring the e of House bill No. 3717, to 
amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on iculture., 

Also, communication of Col. Clifford D. Ham, of the Dubuque 
Herald, relating to House bill No. 5765, upon the subject of the 
— on alcohol used in the arts to the Committee on Ways and 

eans, J 

Also, petition of H. C. Clock & Sons, of Geneva, Iowa, against 
Le parcel-post bill to the Committee on the Post- Office and Post- 


Also, memorial of Robert Olmstead Post, No. 243, Grand Army 
of the Republic, of New Hartford, Iowa, favoring the passage of 
a bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home in or near Johnson 
City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military irs. 

Also, protest of Bronson & Carr, of Manchester, Iowa, against 
the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petitions of J. S. Junk and others, of Union- 

town, Pa., and R. B. Cochran, of Canonsburg, Pa., in favor of the 
passage of House bill No. 3717, to amend the present law in rela- 
tion to the sale of oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 
ture. 
Also, resolutions of Colonel S. W. Black Post, No. 59, Cumber- 
land Post, No. 265, and Jesse Taylor Post, No, 450, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of e for the establish- 
ment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Jo n City, Tenn,—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. ADAMS: Petition of Collins & Co., Philadelphia, Pa., 
against the e of House bill No. 6017, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petitions of Charles P. Pitchford, of Co- 
lumbus, Ga.; E. E. Huguley, of Westpoint, Ga.; George W. Mor- 
gan, Hogansville, Ga.; R. W. Massey, P. M. Waltom, and others, 
and G. A. Smith and others, of Macon; J. J. Thomasson, G. W. 
Morgan, and Eugene Row, against the passage of House bill No, 
6071—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of the Christian Endeavor So- 
ciety of Emanuel 2 Church, of Buffalo, N. V., for the prohi- 
bition of the sale of liquors in Soldiers’ Homes, etc.—to the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs, 

Also, Pee of the Christian Endeavor Society of Emanuel 
Baptist Church, of Buffalo, N. V., for a constitutional amendment 
disq g polygamists for election as Senators or Representa- 
tives in Congress—to the Committee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. ALLEN of Kentucky: Papers to accompany House bill 
3 a pension to G. B. Lynch to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELLE of Maine: Petitions of Minnie E. BAUT 
and others, of Gilman, and H. C. Woodman and others, of Sou 
Grange, Me., against the e of the Loud bill—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Protests of F. W. Miller and others, of 
Clayton, and Mrs. H, Wiefenbach, of Dayton, Ohio, against the 
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passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BULL: Resolutions of .Typographical Union of Provi- 
dence, R. I., in favor of the of House bill No. 6872, to 
print the label of the Allied Printing Trades on all publications of 
the Government; also favoring bill 6882, relating to hours of daily 
service, and bill 5440, to protect free labor from prison labor—to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Also, pee of Capt. Lemuel A. Dodge and others, of Block 
Island, R. I., for the improvement of Block Island Harbor—to the 
Committee on Rivers and Harbors. : 

Also, resolution of Kickemnit Grange, No. 24, of Warren, R. I., 
favoring the passage of Senate bill No. 1439, to amend the act to 
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, petition of A. A. Jackson, of Providence, R.1., against the 

of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the Pos ce and 
ost- 

By Mr. CANNON: Petition of Mrs. Will Berns, of Chebanse, 
ie oes the passage of House bill No. 6071, known as the Loud 
bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolutions of Lewis Post, No. 294, of Dodge 
City; J. R. Fulton Post, No. 257, of Garden City, and L. E. King 
Post, No. 105, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Kan- 
sas, in favor of the resolution to investigate the management of 
the Pension Bureau—to the Committee on Rules. 

Also, resolutions of Black Eagle Post, No. 445, of Horton, and 
Corning Post, No, 259, of Corning, Grand Army of the Republic, 

artment of Kansas, favoring the establishment of a nch 
Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers at or near Johnson City, 
Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Also, petition of Charles P. Adams and others, of Topeka, Kans., 
against the e of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Petition of the Mount Washington Baptist 
Church and sundry other churches in the city of Pittsburg, Pa., 
argin the enactment of a clause in the Hawaiian constitution 
for dain the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and 
a prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee 


on the Territories. 

By Mr. DENNY: Petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Maryland, for the prohibition of the sale of liquor 
in Army canteens, etc.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. DOLLIVER: Petition of H. H. Cummings and other 
citizens of Burnside, Iowa; F. C. Christensen and 10 citizens of 
Britt, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Grout bill amending the 
oleomargarine law of 1896—to the Committee on Agriculture, 
Also, petition of the Equal ropes. Association of Iowa, asking 
that perfect equality of rights, civil and political, be secured to 
the women of Hawaii, etc.—to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 

By e e 8 semen of . U er of ~~ 
sayuna, N. V., i e passage of House bi o. 1—to the 
Comat ittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Home my or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Mili- 


tary A 

By Mr. JACKE: Petition of F, C. Wray and others, of Scottdale, 
Pa., in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. sega AO 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of Ben E. Delamater, of Norwalk, Ohio, 
aga nst the e of House bill No. 6071—to the Committee on 

e Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. KETCHAM: Petition of Mrs. Lydia Van Wart and 
others, of Glasco and vicinity, New York, in opposition to the 
passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: Petitions of North Carolina Pharmaceutical 
Association and Durham Retail Druggists’ Association for the 
repeal of the stamp tax on medicines—to the Committee on Ways 
and Means, 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Green & Bentley Drug Company 
and others, of Oskaloosa, Iowa, in eres to the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, papers to accompany House bill granting an increase of 
pension to William Winpigler, of Colfax, lowa—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Petition of F. A. Rockwell and others, of 
Gloversville, N. Y., in 9 pina to the of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-c mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LLOYD: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 
pension to Henry Hanes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
By Mr. LONG: Petition of W. S. Amos and 5 others, of Dod 
City, Kans., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi- 

eines, perfumery, eto. to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of A. E. Duvall, of Inman, and L. G. Miller, of 
Hennessey, Okla., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of Lewis Post, No, 294, of Dodge City; Eagle 
Post, No. 224, of Chase; La Crosse Post, No. 222, of La Crosse; 
James Faar Post, No. 162, of Brownell; S. A. Gilbert Post, No. 
854, of Mount Hope; Larned Post. No. 8, of Larned, and Perry- 
ville Post, No. 242, of Arlington, Department of Kansas, Grand 
Army of the Republic, in favor of House bill No. 7094, for the es- 
tablishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, 
Tenn,—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LORIMER: Petition of August Jackson and others, of 
Chicago, III., for the repeal of the stamp tax on proprietary medi- 
cines, perfumery, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, paper to accompany House bill granting a pension to Eliza 
Roe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: Petition of the Presbyterian 
Church of Daretown, N. J., asking for the of the bill to 
forbid the sale of intoxicating beverages in all Government build- 
ings and in canteens—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 


By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Michigan State Millers’ As- | Traffi 


sociation of Lansing, Mich., ayes cee amendments to the 
interstate-commerce act—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. GREEN of Pennsylvania: Petition of George H. Pflumm 
and others, of Reading, Pa., William F. Schlechter, C. Frank 
Haines, and Leader Publishing Company, of Allentown, Pa., 
against ho por e of House bill No. 607i—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of J. Kuhns and others, of Wescosville, Pa., to 
amend the present law in relation to the sale of oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, memorials of Keim Post, No. 76, of Reading, and McLean 
Post, No. 16, of Reading, Pa., Grand Army of the Republic, favor- 
ing the egg a bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home in or 
near Jo m City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. G of Massachusetts: Petitions of Thomas M. 
Gardner Post, No. 207, of Nantucket, Mass., and C. M. Wheaton 
Post, No. 182, of Somerset, Grand Army of the Republic, Depart- 
ment of Massachusetts, in favor of House bill No. 7094, to estab- 
lish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition of Mrs. Mary L. Denpree and 15 
citizens of Columbus, Ind., against the passage of the Loud bill 
relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the 
Post-O: and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of Mrs. Annette M. 
Royce, of Stafford Springs, Conn., in opposition to the passage of 
House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Resolutions of Evan S. Watson Post, 
No. 5, Grand Army of the Republic, of Newcastle, Del., in favor 
of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ 


0. 

By Mr. LYBRAND: Petition of Dr. J. R. Skidmore and 50 citi- 
zens of Logan County, Ohio, favoring the Grout bill relating to 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. McCLEARY: Resolutions of the Mankato (Minn. ) Board 
of Trade, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to 
regulate commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

Also, resolution of Mrs, Ladusky J. Taylor, of Le Sueur, Minn., 
and other officers of the State Woman's Relief Corps, favoring a 
national sanitarium for sick and disabled soldiers at Hot Springs, 
S. Dak.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. NAPHEN: Resolutions of Wendell Phillips and Crispus 
Attucks clubs, of Boston, Mass., ta provide money for the support 
of the Baker family—to the ttee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of the Boston Associated Board of Trade, in 
favor of the establishment of the department of commerce and in- 
dustries—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, 

By Mr. POLK: Petition of J. R. Jones Post, No. 436, of Forks- 
ville, Pa., Grand Army of the ry hog favoring the establish- 
ment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers at or near 
Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. POWERS: Memorial of Arpa P. Noyes Post, No. 116, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Chittenden, Vt., favoring tne 
e of a bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home in or near 

ohnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of James Kemp and other citizens of Enosburg, 
Vt., urging the passage of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, remonstrances of J. M. Armstrong and others, of Dorset; 
F. S. Morgan, of Milton; Frank Thompson, Lenora Kent, Jennie 
F. Smith and others, of Bennington, against the passage of the 
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Loud bill, No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Indiana: Resolutions of Meade Post, 
No. 44, of Butler, Ind., Grand Army of the Republic, in support 
of House bill No. 7094, entitled A bill to establish a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, 
Tenn.”—to the Committee on Mili 3 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Nebraska: Petition of Post No. 34, De- 
partment of Nebraska, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the 

Ə of Senate bill No. 1716 and House bill No. 4742, to amend 
section 1225 of the Revised Statutes, to provide for the detail of 
active and retired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in mili- 

instruction in public schools—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

Also, rs to accompany House bill No. 5402, granting an in- 

[lena 3 to Robert Moran to the Committee on Invalid 
ensions. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Petition of A. G. Lester and other citizens 
of Genter Groton and New London, Conn., against the eof 
House bill No. 6071, known as the Loud bill—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHATTUC: Resolution of Pork Packers and Provision 

ers’ Association of Cincinnati, Ohio, in favor of Senate bill 
No. 1439, relating to an act to regulate commerce—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of F. H. Christman and others, of 
Iion, N. V., and Laura B. Trowbridge and others, of Clinton, 
N. Y., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 

ce and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky (by request): Petitions of Murray 
Post, No. 19; Preston Morton Post, No. 4,and Post No. 35, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kentucky, in support of 
House bill No. 7094, entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Sol- 
diers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, 


Tenn.”—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
of 


gf Ged STARK: Resolution of General Ricketts Post, No. 253, 
‘borville, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ne- 
braska, in favor of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a 
Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Mili Affairs. 

Also, petition of S. C. Bishop and 50 other citizens of Garrison, 
Nebr., urging a clause in the Hawaiian constitution forbidding 
the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a prohibition 
of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee on the Terri- 

ries. 

Also, resolutions of the International Brotherhood of Bookbind- 
ers’ Local Union No. 57, of Omaha, Nebr., against the alienation 
of 1 lands by the United States to any but actual settlers, 
and also in favor of Government building of reservoirs—to the 
Committee on the Public Lands, 

Also, petition of J. R. La Chapelle, of Ashland, Nebr., in o 
position to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

By Mr. STEVENS of Minnesota: Petition of Charles Christo- 
dore and othersin the State of Minnesota, in favor of the proposed 
national park in northern Minnesota—to the Committee on the 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. STEWART of Wisconsin: Resolutions of Colonel J. H. 
Knight Post, No. 5, Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
passage of the bills relating to pensions in uced at the request 
of the national pension committee of the Grand Army of the Re- 
public—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, resolution of Joseph Ledergerber Post, No. 261, Depart- 
ment of Wisconsin, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the 
8 of House bill No. 2583 and Senate bill No. 288 — to the 

committee on Reform in the Civil Service. 


Also, protest of Frank E. Noyes, of Marinette, Wis., against J 


the passage of House bill No, 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SUTHERLAND: Resolution of Oak Post, No. 290, and 
Richardson Post, No. 60, Grand Army of the Republic, ear 
ment of Nebraska, in support of House bill No. 7094, entitled “A 
bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, 
bday County, Tenn.”—to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

Also, petitions of H. S. Miller, A. C. Hosmer, Hattie M. Nelson, 
and 8 citizens of Minden, Nebr., against the passage of House bill 
No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

11 Mr. WEAVER: Petition of Thomas J. Casper, of Spring, 
field, Ohio, for the repeal of the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery- 
and cosmetics—to the Committee on Ways and Means, 

Also, petition of Mrs. Dora B. Watt and other citizens of Com- 
mercial Point and Matville, Ohio, against the passage of House 


bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Commit- 
tee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petitions of theState board of health of Michi- 

Francis Stocks and citizens of Battle Run and Imlay City, 

ich., in opposition to the passage of the House bill No, 6071, re- 

lating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. WRIGHT: Resolutions of the Methodist Episcopal 
Church at Hawley, Pa., concerning laws for Puerto Rico, Hawaii, 
Philippines, etc.,in regard ep red selling, opium, and bigamy— 
to the Committee on Insular Affairs. 


SENATE. 
THURSDAY, March 15, 1900. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. W. H. MILBURN, D. D. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of 8 pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was sed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ithout objection, the Jour- 
nal will stand approved, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


Am from the House of Re ntatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowntnG, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the House to the 
45 8 2354) enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and 
Gulf Railroad Company. 

The message also announced that the House had passed with an 
amendment the concurrent resolution of the Senate providing for 
. of the proceedings in connection with the reception 
of the statue of Daniel Webster on January 18, 1900, in which it 
Bh! Sant the concurrence of the Senate. 

e peels further announced that the House had passed the 
plowing bills; in which it requested the concurrence of the 
nate: 

A bill (H. R. 2000) for the relief of Thomas Paul; and 

A bill (H. R. 5049) to settle the title to real estate in the city of 
Santa Fe, N. Mex. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The me also announced that the Speaker of the House had 
signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolution; and they 
were thereupon signed by the President pro tempore: 

A bill (H. R. 232) granting a pension to John Vars; 

A bill (H. R. 438) granting a pension to Emma M. Kitt; 
oe bill (H. R. 825) granting an increase of pension to Fannie H. 

iggin; 


A bill (H. R. 1885) granting a pension to Harvey Grant; 
A bill (H. R. 1979) granting a pension to Sophronia Bailey; 
8 at (H. R. 2169) granting an increase of pension to Nelson B. 
utes; 
A bill (H. R. 2391) granting a pension to Elizabeth R. Holt; 
A bill (H. R. 2526) granting a pension to Margarethe Bomke; 
A bill (H. R. 2599) granting a pension to Philip Yoe; 
8 E R. 2666) granting a pension to John M. Laughlin; 


R. 4000 granting a pension to Susan M. Button; 

A bill (H. R. 4090 

Brown; 

Boies (H. R. 4652) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
erkins; 

d (H. R. 5186) granting an increase of pension to Zadoc C. 
erkins, 
A bill (H. R. 5188) granting a pension to David C. Dane; 
A bill (H. R. 5440) granting an increase of pension to Smith 


ewear; 
A bill (H. R. 5710) granting an increase of pension to Charles 


W. Jerome; and 
A joint resolution (S. R. 75) to print 81,000 copies of the eulo- 


gies on Garret A. Hobart, late Vice-President of the United 


granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Local Union 
No. 62, Typographical Union, of Utica, N. Y., praying that the 
Public Printer be authorized to print the label of the Allied Print- 
ing Trades on all publications of the Government; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

He also presented a petition of the Central Labor Union of 
Binghamton, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
increase the salaries of machinists employed at the Government 
Printing Office, at Washington, D. C.; which was referred to the 
Committee on Printing. 


monsteating against tho 7 5 
remo: g 0 0 So- „re- 
lating to second-class 3 Which was referred to the 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also nted a petition of Garland City Lodge, No. 194, In- 
ternational Association of Machinists, of Watertown, N. V., pray- 
ing for the enactment of legislation to provide leaves of absence 
to certain employees of the Government, to protect free labor from 
prison competition, and also to limit the hours of daily service of 
workmen and mechanics employed upon the public works of the 
Taea States; which was referred to the Committee on Naval 


He also presented petitions of the Cooperative Foundry Com- 
pany and the Sill Stove Works, of Rochester; McFarlan & Co. 
and Henry C. McElwain, of Amsterdam; A. G. Reeve, the Cliff 
Paper Company, the Ni a Falls Hydraulic Power and Manu- 
facturing Company, and the Union Carbine Company, of Niagara 
Falls; the Hunter Arms Company, of Fulton; Crandal, Stone & 
Co., of Binghamton; G. Stanford & Co., of Ithaca, and D. L. Bur- 
rell & Co., of Little Falls, all in the State of New York, prayi 
for the construction of a new fireproof Patent Office building; 
— yas referred to the Committee on Publie Buildings and 

roun: 

Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of the West Virginia Argus, 
of Kingwood, W. Va., and the memorial of J. C. and L. C. Mont- 
gomery, of Montgomery, W. Va., remonstrating againt the pas- 
ae 0 the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; 
w were referred to the ittee on Post-Offices and Post- 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of Kickemuit Grange, No. 
24, Patrons of H dry, of Warren, R. I., and a petition of 
Aquidneck Grange, No. 33, Patrons of Husbandry, of Middletown, 


R. L, praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the in- 
tersta law; w were referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce. 


Mr, FAIRBANKS ee the Le pees of Mrs. E. C. Atkins 
Indiana rst d., eng anon oE ri 
. C., praying for the employmen 
hospitals of the Army; which 
were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also ted petitions of the Board of Trade of Indianap- 
olis; the Mayflower Mills, of Fort Wayne; S. Bash & Co., of Fort 
Wayne; W. L. Kidder & Son, of Terre Haute; E. H. Grieger, of 
Hanna; the Blish Milling Company, of our, and the Indiana 
Pulp and de e ee of Marion, all in the State of Indiana, 
praying for the adoption of certain amendments to the interstate- 
commerce law; which were referred to the Committee on Inter- 
state Commerce. 

He also presented the memorials of D. R. Best, of Angola; the 
Allison-Enos Company, of Indianapolis; Stony Point Greng; No, 
1733, Patrons of Husbandry, of Madison; G. L. Bailey, of Ridge- 
ville; O. E. Fulghum, of Richmond; the International Dental 
Journal, of Indianapolis; the Weekly Economist, of Evansville; 
the Chronicle, of Kempton; the Star, of Wabash; the American, 
of Ridgeville; the Upland Monitor, of Upland; and the Union, of 
Indianapolis, all in the State of Indiana, remonstrating agama 
the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to second-class 
mail matter; which were referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. COCKRELL presented memorials of the Commercial, of 
Rocheport; the New Era, of Rolla, and the Times, of Waverley, 
all in the State of Missouri, 6 the passage of 
the so-called Loud bill, relating tosecond- mail matter; which 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. PENROSE presented a petition of the Young People's So- 
ciety of Christian Endeavor of the Third United Pres 13 
Church of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion regulating divorces in the District of Columbia and the Ter- 
ritories; which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Local Lodge No. 407, Interna- 
tional Association of hinists, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for 
the enactment of oe tion providing leaves of absence to certain 
employees of the Government; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of York, Pa., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to provide for the classi- 

cation of clerks in first and second class post-offices; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the congtogation of the Eighth 
United Presb; ian Church of Allegheny, Pa., and a petition of 
the congre on of the United Presbyterian Church, and of the 
Methodist Preachacs? Meeting, of Pittsburg, Pa., praying for the 
enactment of legislation to prohibit the importation, manufacture, 
and sale of intoxicating liquorsand opium in Hawaii; which were 
referred to the Committee on Pacific nds and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. WELLINGTON presented a petition of the Woman’s Chris- 
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tian Temperance Union of Maryland, praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating li in can- 
teens and all Government buildings; which was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

He also presented a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Maryland, praying for the enactment of legislation 
to prohibit the importation, manufacture, and sale of intoxicating 
liquors and opium in Hawaii; which wasreferred to the Commit- 
tee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. SHOUP presented the petition of Ida M. Agere gant 
and Frances M. Wood, secretary, on behalf of the Suffrage 
Association of Idaho, praying for the adoption of the sixteenth 
amendment to the Constitution, prohibiting the disfranchisement 
of United States citizens on account of sex; which was referred to 
the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage. 

Mr. SEWELL presented the memorial of August Koehler, pub- 
lisher of the Orange Sonn Blatte, of Orange, N. J., remon- 
strating against the passage of the so-called Loud bill, relating to 
second-class mail matter; which was referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of S. B. Goff and 26 other drug- 
gists of Camden, N. CON sa for the repeal of the stamp tax 
upon propri medicines, perfumeries, and cosmetics; which 
was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr, PRITCHARD presented a petition of the W. H. King Drug 
Company and 10 other druggists of Raleigh, N. C., praying for 
the repeal of the stamp tax upon proprietary 8 perfu- 
meries, and cosmetics; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 
He also ted a petition of the Chamber of Commerce of 


resen 
Charlotte, N. C., praying that an appropriation be made to con- 
tinue the work of the Philadelphia Boina Museum; which 
was referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO presented a petition of sundry railway mail 
clerks of Jacksonville, Fla., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to provide for the cation of clerks in first and second 
class post-offices; which was referred to the Committee on Post- 
Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of sun citizens of Beresford, 
Fla., and a petition of sundry citizens of Florida, praying for the 
repeal of the stamp tax upon | erga medicines, perfumeries, 
and cosmetics; which were referred to the Committee on Finance, 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Orange City, 
Fla., praying for the enactment of legislation to define legal mar- 
riages and to provide for the punishment of polygamy, etc.; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. MASON presented a memorial of the Tribune-Citizen, of 
Harvey, III., remonstrating against the passage of the so-called 
Loud bill, relating to second-class mail matter; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the Woman's Christian Temper- 
ance Union of Elgin, III., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors 
ang opium in Hawaii; which was referred to the Committee on 
Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 

Mr. HOAR presented a petition of the Appalachian Mountain 
Club, of Boston, Mass., and New England, praying for the estab- 
lishment of a national forest and mountain preserve in the south- 
ern Alleghenies, to be known as the National Appalachian Park; 
which was referred to the Committee on Agriculture and For- 


estry. 

Mr. ALLEN presented a paper in support of the bill (S. 3115) 
granting a pension to Robert Moran; which was referred to the 
Committee on Pensions, è 

He also presented a memorial of the Nebraska State Democrat, 
of Lincoln, Nebr., and a memorial of the Buffalo County Pilot, 
of Kearney, Nebr., remonstrating . the passage of the so- 
called Loud bill, relating to second mail matter; which were 
referred to the Committee on Post- Offices and Post-Roads. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of Company K, First Infantry 
National State Guard of Maine, praying for the enactment of 
legislation to improve the armament of the militia; which was 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also peened a petition of sundry citizens of Plattskill, 
N. Y., and a petition of the Woman’s Christian Temperance 
Union of Plattskill, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legisla- 
tion to prohibit the sale of intoxicating liquors in Soldiers’ Homes; 
which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Plattskill, 
N. V., and a petition of the Woman's Christian Temperance 
Union of Plattskill, N. V., praying for the enactment of legisla. 
tion to prohibit gambling in the District of Columbia and the 
Territories under the jurisdiction of the United States; which 
were referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


1900. 
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REPORTS OF COMMITTEES, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iam directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the bill (S. 2882) to authorize the 
Cambridge Bridge Commission to construct a drawless bridge 
across the Charles River, in the State of Massachusetts, to report 
it with an amendment. 1 beg to suggest that to-morrow or in 
the near future I shall file a written report in support of the bill. 
8 . T pro tempore. The bill will be placed on the 

alendar. 

Mr. GALLINGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
Was referred the bill (H. R. 7114) granting an increase of pension 
to John S. Parker, reported it without amendment, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
pill (H. R. 7896) granting an increase of pension to Samuel Lybar- 
gor, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon, 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whom 
were referred the following bills, submitted adverse reports there- 
mhich were agreed to; and the bills were postponed indefi- 
nitely: 

A bill (S. 1962) for the relief of Lucy A. Hopkins; and 

A bill (S. 696) to remove the charge of desertion from the name 
of James Plymate. 

Mr. PETTUS, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H. R. 2456) for the relief of the heirs and assignees 
of Philip McLoskey and John Hagan, asked to be discharged from 
its further consideration and that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands; which was to. . 

Mr. PROCTOR, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported adversely thereon; 
and the bills were postponed indefinitely: 

A bill (S, 1866) to removethe charge of desertion from therecord 
of William Cruse; and 

A bill (S. 2842) correcting the military record of James A. 


Mr. WETMORE, from the Committee on the Library, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 2859) to incorporate the National Society 
United States Daughters 1812, reported it with amendments, and 
submitted a Sue thereon. 

Mr. BURROWS, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1339) to place James W. Long, 
late a captain in the United States Army, upon the retired list of 
Army, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

ereon. 

Mr. ELKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom was 
referred the bill (H. R. 8063) to legalize and maintain the iron 
bridge across Pearl River at Rockport, Miss., reported it with an 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 8257) to legalize and maintain the iron bridge across Pearl 
River at Rockport, Miss., reported adversely thereon; and the bill 
was 5 indefinitely. 

Mr. ELKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Claims, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 1864) for the relief of the heirs of 
Benjamin Wilson, to ask to be discharged from its further con- 
sideration, and that it be referred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Claims. I ask for this change of reference with the con- 
sent of the Senator having the bill in charge. 

The PRESIDENT protempore, Without objection, it will be 
so ordered. 

Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 3384) for the relief of Recknagel & Co., reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


JOHN H. EGGBORN, 


Mr. MASON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (S. 781) for the relief of John H. Eggborn, of Cul- 
peper County, Va., reported the following resolution; which was 
considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 


to 
the Court of Clai in pursuance of the provisions of an eni "An act 
to de for the bringing of sui t the Government of the United 


therewith. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. McMILLAN introduced a bill (S. 3613) granting an increase 
of pension to John R. Eggeman; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3614) for the relief of the heirs of 
William A. Burt, deceased; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 


He also introduced a bill (S. 3615) to provide a library building 
for Manila, Philippine Islands; which was read twice by its title, 


and referred to the Committee on the Philippines, 

Mr. WARREN introduced a bill (S. 3616) to authorize the pay- 
ment of traveling allowances to enlisted men of the regular and 
volunteer forces when discharged by order of the Secretary of 
War and stated by him as entitled to travel pay; which was read 
Py Sei by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 

airs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3617) to correct the military record 
of George A. Erdman; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. PROCTOR (by request) introduced a bill (8. 3618) for pre- 
venting the adulteration, misbranding, and imitation of foods, 
beverages, candies, drugs, and condiments in the District of Co- 
lumbia and the Territories, and for regulating interstate traffic 
therein, and for other p ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the ttee on r and Forestry. 

Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 3619) granting a pension 
to Mary A. Colhoun; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. MASON introduced a bill (S. 3620) granting an increase of 
pension to George Gaylord; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

Mr. BERRY introduced a bill (S. 3621) for the relief of S. N. 
Caughey; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Comunittee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 3622) for the relief of the estate of 
James M. Barker, deceased; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
qay read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 

ensions: 

A bill (S. 3623) granting a pension to L. A. Sirwell; 

A bill (S. 3624) granting a pension to Henry K. Davis (with 
accompanying papers); and 

A bill (S. 8625) granting a pension to Thomas Chase. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 8626) authorizing the erec- 
tion or rental of a suitable building for use as a library in the city 
of Manila, Philippine Islands, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the Phil- 

ippines. 

e also introduced a bill (S. 3627) 8 $25,000 to the 
Franklin Institute, of Philadelphia, and the Purdue University. 
of Lafayette, Ind., for the purpose of determining the quantity of 
the so-called hammer blows,” ‘‘centrifugal lift, and tan i 
throw” of locomotive driving wheels in use on American r: ds; 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on 9 

- Mr. EN introduced a bill (S. 3628) to remove the charge of 
desertion from the name of Peter Coyle; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. HAWLEY introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 104) to 
amend the joint resolution permitting Anson 8, colonel of 
Third Regiment United States Cavalry, to accept and exercise the 
functions of boundary commissioner on the part of the United 
States, approved December 12, 1893; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 


AMENDMENTS TO BILLS, 


Mr. McMILLAN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
prosed by him to the joint resolution (S. R. 98) authorizing the Bee. 
retary of the Navy to cause to be struck bronze medals commem- 
orating the naval engagements on the Cuban coast, and to dis- 
tribute such medals to the officers and men of the ships of the 
North Atlantic Squadron of the United States; which was re- 
ferred tothe Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed, 

Mr. TURLEY submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 8620) amendatory of sections 3339 
and 3341 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, relative to 
internal-revenue tax on fermented liquors; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr, PLATT of New York submitted an amendment proposing 
to appropriate $12,000 for the purchase of lot 12, block 8, in Com- 
missioners’ subdivision of Washington Heights, for the improve- 
ment of the public park on Eighteenth street extended, intended 
to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS, 

On motion of Mr. HAWLEY, it was 

Ordered, That leave be granted for the withdrawal from the files of the 
Senate to the case of A. H. Goodloe (S. 450, first session 


th rs 
Fifty Arth Congress), no adverse report having been made 
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REPORT ON MILITARY OPERATIONS, 


Mr. HAWLEY. I submit a concurrent resolution for refer- 
ence to the Committee on Printing. Only 1,000 copies of the 
document are printed under the regular order. 

The concurrent resolution, with the 5 per, was 
read, and referred to the Committee on Printing, as follows 

Resolved * Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), That there 
shall be printed 7,000 of the annual report of the o) neral Com- 
manding the Army to the Secretary of War, for the year 1899, with accom- 
n 1.000 coples for the use of the House of Representatives: mad 1,000 
copies for the use of the War Department and the headquarters of the Army. 


TOWN-SITE COMMISSIONS IN INDIAN TERRITORY. 


Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Whereas frequent complaints are being made from many sections of the 
Indian Territory that the town-site commissions are incompetent, inattentive 
to their duties, and are not 8 the duties incumbent upon them: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Affairs be directed to inquire into 
the truth of these allegations and to report to the Senate. 


CAPE NOME DISTRICT, ALASKA, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolu- 
tion of the Senate to print the report of the Director of the Geo- 
logical Survey relating to the Cape Nome district, in Alaska. 

e amendments were, in line 2, to strike out twelve thou- 
sand five hundred ” and insert “twenty-five thousand;” in line 7, 
to strike out twenty-five hundred“ and insert five thousand;” 
in line 8, to strike out “‘ five thousand“ and insert ten thousand;” 
in line 9, to strike out five thousand and insert ten thousand.” 

Mr. COCKRELL. Now let the concurrent resolution be read 
as it will be as amended. 

The concurrent resolution was read as amended by the House 
of Representatives, as follows: 

solved by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
he printed Ager ies of there 2 Goolopieal 
Survey submitted to the of the Interior, relating to the Cape Nome 
district, in Alaska, with ma 3 the same, 5,000 copies for the use 
of the Senate, 10,000 copies for the use of the House of Representatives, and 
10,000 copies for distribution by the Geological Survey. 

Mr. PLATT of New York. On behalf of the Committee on 
ees I move that the Senate concur in the amendments of the 

ouse. 

The amendments were concurred in. 


INTERVENTION IN SOUTH AFRICAN WAR. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the follow- 
ing message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, with the e e papers, referred to the Commit- 
tee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed: : 
To the Senate of the United States: 

In response to the resolution of the Senate of March 12, 1900, calling for the 
correspondence touching the request of the Governments of the South Afri- 
can Republics for my intervention with a view to the cessation of hostilities, 
I ie a ye herewith a report of the Secretary of State furnishing the re- 
se WILLIAM McKINLEY. 

EXECUTIVE MANSION, March 15, 1900. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 


The bill (H. R. 5049) to settle the title to real estate in the city 
of Santa Fe, N. Mex., was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 


WILLIAM d. M'LAIN, 


Mr. GALLINGER. Iask for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 4648) gy an increase of pension to William G. 
McLain. Itisa bill in behalf of a soldier who is at the present 
time very sick, 1 ask unanimous consent for its present consid- 
eration. 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Commit- 
tee of the Whole. It proposes to place on the pension roll the 
name of William G. McLain, late of Company F, Twenty-seventh 
Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infantry, and to pay him a pension at 
the rate of $50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


ESTATE OF SEWELL COULSON, DECEASED. 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I should like to have the present considera- 
tion of the bill (S. 855) for the relief of Mary A, Coulson, executrix 
of Sewell Coulson, deceased. : 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in Committee 
of the Whole, It proposes to pay to Mary A. Coulson, executrix 
and sole legatee of SewellComlson, deceased, late of Sullivan, Ind., 
$3,950, being the amount due to him for professional services ren- 


dered as an attorney at law, the services being the defense of sun- 
dry actions instituted and prosecuted against a military officer 
and men of his command in the Indiana State courts and the 
United States circuit court within and for the district of Indiana 
for acts done by them while in the discharge of their duty and in 
obedience to orders emanating from the authority of the United 
States Government during the late war. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, ordered 
to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


PUERTO RICAN REVENUES, 


Mr. SULLIVAN. Mr. President—— 
Mr. ALLISON. Task the Senator from Mississippi to yield to 
me that I may this morning call up House bill 9080 for considera- 


tion. 
Mr. SULLIVAN, I yield to the Senator from Iowa for that 


purpose. 

The PRESIDENT po tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
for the present consideration of the bill (H. R. 9080) appropriat- 
ing, for the benefit and government of Puerto Rico, revenues col- 
lected on importations therefrom since its evacuation by Spain, 
and 5 hereafter collected on such importations under exist - 
ing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is a bill reported unani- 
mony from the Committee on Appropriations. I gave notice 
several days ago that I would call it up, but for one reason and 
another it has been laid over. I now ask that it may be consid- 
ered. I think it will not take a very t length of time. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill; and, by unanimous consent, the Sen- 
ate,as in Committee of the Whole, 5 to its consideration. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Appropriations 
with amendments. 

The first amendment was, on page 1, line 9, after the words 
“nineteen hundred,” to strike out: 

Together with any further customs revenue collected on importations 


from Puerto Rico since the lst of January, 1900, or that shall hereafter be 
collected under existing law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 1, after the word “ gov- 
ernment,” to insert: 

Now existing and which may hereafter be established in Puerto Rico, and 
for public education, public works, and other governmental and public pur- 
poses therein. 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. FORAKER. If in order, I have 

Mr. ALLISON, I ask the Senator to wait one moment until 
the other amendments are agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well. 

The next amendment was, after the amendment just agreed to, 
in line 4, page 2, to strike out the words: 


And benefit of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by law. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 2, line 5, after the words and 
the,” to strike out revenues herein referred to, already collected 
and to be collected under existing law, are” and to insert said 
sum, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is.” - 

The amendment was to. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, this is an important 
bill, and the effect of the committee amendments I can not under- ` 
stand without a copy of the bill before me. Ihave sent for a copy, 
but have not been able to see one. Ithink there should be some 
explanation made to the Senate as to what the amendments mean; 
what they are for. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Let the bill as now amended be read, 

Mr. STEWART. That is the quickest way 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It the amendments ought to 
nao more consideration than they can receive by being read in 

is way. . 

Mr. ALLISON. Iwill explain briefly. The effect of the amend- 
ments proposed by the committee is simply to make a specific ap- 
propras of these revenues down to and including the ist day 
of January, 1900. The bill as passed by the House proposed an 
appropriation also of revenues hereafter to be collec Then 
the committee enlarged somewhat, or rather modified somewhat, 
the uses and purposes to which the appropriation shall be applied. 

I will say to the Senator from Arkansas that the bill was very 
carefully gone over in the Committee on Appropriations and these 
amendments received the sanction of that committee. They are 
amendments more in form, perhaps, than otherwise, except that 
they strike out the provision making an appropriation of future 


revenues. 
Mr. STEWART. Let the bill be read. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, I ask that the bill be read as amended. 


1900. 


MEA PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be read as 
amended. 
The Secretary read the bill as amended, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the sum of 5 the amount of cus- 
toms revenue received on importations by the nited States from Puerto 
Ricosince the evacuation of Puerto Rico by the S forces on the 18th of 
October, 1898, to the Ist of January, 1900, shall be p. at the of the 
President, to be used for the government now e and which may here- 
after be established in Puerto Rico, and for public education, public works, 
and other governmental and public pu therein; and the said sum, or 
so much thereof as may be necessary, is hereby appropriated for the pur- 
poses herein specified, out of any moneys in the Treasury not otherwise ap- 


propriated. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad if the chairman of 
the committee would explain just what is the effect of the first 
committee amendment. You propose to strike out the words to- 
gether with any further customs revenues collected on importa- 
tions from Puerto Rico since the ist of January, 1900, or that 
shall hereafter be collected under existing law,” and to insert 
„now existing and which may hereafter be established in Puerto 
Rico, and for public education, public works, and other govern- 
mental and publie p ses therein.” You then strike out the 
words “and benefit of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by 
law.” I confess I do not at once get the exact meaning of these 
different amendments. 

Mr. ALLISON. The first amendment, the Senator will see, is 
to confine the appropriation to the revenues collected up to the 
ist of January, 1900. That is a distinct amendment. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then what is to be done—— 

Mr, ALLISON. And the other is an amendment making a 
little more clear the purposes to which the revenues may beapplied. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Then, as the bill came from the 
House it appropriated the revenues that have been derived up to 
the ist of January and those that are to come hereafter? 

Mr. ALLISON. Yes. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Now the Senate proposes to strike 
that out, What disposition does the Senator propose to make of 
the revenues derived after that time? 

Mr. ALLISON. That will be a matter, of course, for Congress 
to apose of at any time. We desire to make this appropriation 
specifically. Of course we could not know how much revenue 
would be received after the Ist of January. This is 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I should be glad to vote for the bill 
if it contained a provision to return to Puerto Rico all of the 
money that has been collected from Puerto Rico under the cus- 
toms laws since the ratification of the treaty, coupled with a pro- 
vision that there shall be no more collected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have no doubt the Senator would be glad to 
do that, but I trust he will not raise that question, which is the 
very one that we are debating here from day to day in connection 
with the whole subject of Puerto Rico. It was the object of the 
Committee on Appropriations to avoid any question as cts 
the matters which are continually the subject of debate here. 
We all agreed, I think, that it would be unwise to involve those 

uestions in the consideration of this bill. I hope the Senator 
m Arkansas will see his way clear to follow these suggestions. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I regard this bill as 
an extremely important measure 

Mr. ALLISON. So do weall. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. And one that touches the funda- 
mental piers ott) on which this Government is organized. For 
one I do not believe that there is any law for the collection of 
revenues from importations coming from Puerto Rico into this 
country. So I believe it is the duty of the Senate and the duty 
of Congress to return what has already been collected. It ought 
to be returned to the men who paid it. When we levy these 
taxes on certain individuals and compel them to pay these reve- 
nues and take them into the hands of the Government and then 
proposo to pay it back to the government of Puerto Rico, we are 
guilty of a double injustice. This ought not to be done. 

Ido not know just how the matter could be remedied, but it 
seems to me that the bill ought to provide for the return of these 
duties to the men who paid them, and it should provide that there 
shall be no more collection of duties coming from Puerto Rico to 
the ports of this conntry, and I must offer an amendment of that 
sort. Ican not afford to vote for this kind of a proposition. As 
soon as I can have time to prepare it properly I will offer it. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, this is a proposition which in 
no sense deals with the complicated question suggested by the 
Senator from Arkansas. Whilst he gives it as his opinion that 
the duties onght not to have been collected, I think the opinion of 
the law officers of the Government and of the best lawyers in the 
country is that under existing law the duties must be collected 
until Congress provides oth $ 

Therefore, without going into that question at all, or the ques- 
tion whether hereafter we shall be compelled to return these same 
duties under decisions of the courts to the persons who have paid 
them, it is known to every Senator here that the situation in 
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Puerto Rico is now such that those people do require an appropri- 
ation from this Government in order to carry on their govern- 
mental affairs. That being true, it was the object of the com- 
mittee toavoid these ee interpretations and these questions 
that are now being considered every day, and which the Senator 
will have a thorough opportunity to present under the Puerto 
Rican bill now in charge of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], 
chairman of the Committee on Pacific Islands and Puerto Rico. 
So I trust he will not on this occasion seek to involve this appro- 
priation in those complications, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Mr. President, I must offer an amend- 
ment,if I can have the time to know exactly where it should go 
in, 1 want to make this proposition: 


That all duties collected to this date gen articles imported into the United 
States from Puerto Rico since the llth day of April, , the date of the ex- 
change of ratifications of the treaty of peace between Spain and the United 
States, be returned to the persons from whom they were collected, and from 
and after the passage of this act no duties shall be collected on articles com- 
ing from Puerto Rico. 


As soon as I can put that in shape I will offer it. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The 18th day of October, 1898, the date of 

pr evacuation of Puerto Rico, instead of the 11th day of April, 
1899, 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I think the time of the ratification 
ought to be the date. I have no objection to making an sopte 
priation to help the people of Puerto Rico, but I think the t 
way to do is to give them justice. I think the best way to do this 
would be to strike out the whole of the bill after the enacting 
clause and to insert what I send to the desk. I offer that as an 
amendment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Arkansas 
pr s an amendment which will be read. 
ie e SECRETARY, Strike out all after the enacting clause and 

sert: 


That all duties collected to this date upon articles imported into the United 
States from Puerto Rico since the llth day of 5 1899, the date of the ex- 
change of ratifications of the treaty of peace between Spain and the United 
States, be returned to the persons from whom they were collected, and from 
and after the passage of this act no duties shall be collected on articles com- 
ing from Puerto Rico. 


Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to be factious about this amend- 
ment, but I submit to the Chair that it proposes new and impor- 
tant legislation and certainly has no place on an appropriation 
bill. I dislike to make a point of order, but if I can, I make it. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. It will not be on an appropriation 
bill if the motion prevails to strike out all after the enacting 
clause and insert what I propose as a substitute, 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam sure it will not; but this is an appropria- 
tion of money, and hereis very important legislation proposed, I 
submit to the Chair, not only as respects the money that is to be 
5 but as respects legislation for the future. I leave that to the 

r. 


i 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to hear the amendment read again, 
We could not hear it well in the corner of the Chamber. 

Dis PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be again 
read. 

The Secretary again read the amendment. 

Mr. LINDSAY, Mr. President, this amendment seems to settle 
conclusively a question that is at least open to doubt. If the du- 
ties have been paid without authority of law the parties who have 
paid them have a just claim against the Government for their 
return, and the adoption of the amendment of the committee 
will not at all preclude those people from asserting that claim. If 
it turns out, however, that the courts shall decide 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator permit me a moment? 

Mr. LINDSAY. Certainly. 

p Mr. SPOONER, A suit is pending now based on that proposi- 
on. 

Mr. LINDSAY. If it shall turn out in the end that these du- 
ties were legally and constitutionally collected, and that the Gov- 
ernment has the right to keep the money and is under no obliga- 
tion to return it, the et pata of the substitute offered by the. 
Senator from Arkansas amount to a donation of $2,090,000 to 
the people who paid these duties. It seems to me that we ought 
to leave that tues to be determined by the courts and not 
undertake to adjudicate it in the Senate. 

The latter clause of the amendment, which provides that no fur- 
ther duties shall be collected upon imports from Puerto Rico, I 
shall very cheerfully support, but I can not undertake to decide 
this disputed question in favor of those people who have volun- 
tarily imported their goods into the United States and paid the 
import duties. 

. MASON. Mr. President, the bill pending is a straight ap- 
propriation bill. The amendment offered is not germane to the 
pending bill. The appropriation bill, it is true, provides for an 
appropriation out of a specific fund, or, in other words, it provides 
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for an appropriation equal to the amount received in a ific 
fund, whereas the amendment offered by the Senator from Arkan- 
sas proposes future revenue legislation. It fixes what in my 
opinion and in the opinon of many is already the law in the case. 

In other words, when we are about to appropriate two million 
and odd dollars for the benefit of the people of Puerto Rico in 
their hour of distress, because they are in need of money, because 
of the disasters that have come from storm and flood and hurri- 
cane, the Senator seeks to add as an amendment to that bill a pro- 
vision governing the future revenue laws between one part of the 
United States and another, 

I sympathize very strongly with the thought that there should 
be no revenue collected upon import duties between the United 
States and any other part of the United States. I believe Chief 
Justice Marshall stated the law when he said that the Constitu- 
tion goes where the Government goes, and icularly that part 
of the Constitution which fixes the right to lay impost duties and 
provides that they must be uniform. 

I consider, and I desire to suggest respectfully to the Chair, that 
the amendment which fixes the future revenue legislation is not 
pertinent, thatitisnot germaneto the pending bill, which proposes 
ninay ana 8 for the benefit of Puerto Rico. 

a 8500 . Iam compelled to say that so far as the point 
of order made is concerned 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The point of order has not 
been raised, as the Chair understands it. : 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know that the point of order has 
been raised 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been raised, as the 
Chair understands. 

Mr. MASON. The Senator from Iowa made the point of order. 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggested it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair did not understand 
that the Senator made a point of order. If the Chair had under- 
stood it, he would have ruled upon it at once without any debate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I was about to say, supposing the t of 
order had been made that the amendment the direction 
of the appropriation, it would not to my mind be well taken. 
This is not a senen appropriation bill. It is an appropriation of 
$2,095,455.88 derived from customs, and it is provided here that 
the 8 be used in a certain way by the ident. I have 
not myself been able to see, that being a special appropriation} it 
would not be competent for the Senate by an amendment to 
change the beneficiary if the Senate saw fit to do so. I do doubt 
somewhat the validity of one amendment which the Senator from 
Arkansas proposes. I understood him, the effect of it, if 
adopted, is to ch. the revenues as to the future, I have not 
su that the Senate could originate a proposition of that 
kind. But that point of order has not been made, 

I rose, Mr. President, for the purpose of saying a word upon the 
merits of this amendment. Every Senator, of course, acts upon 
his own judgment and upon his own 8 but I 
hoped that no Senator would feel impelled by a sense of duty to 
propose an amendment to this bill eee concerning 
Which there is division of opinion in the ate, and I hope now 
that, on reflection, the Senator from Arkansas will not press the 
amendment. This really is a bill of mercy; it is a bill of gener- 
osity and humanity; it is, it may be said, without precedent, but 
our situation is un ted. The necessity for this bill and 
our relation to it grows out of a condition which is new to us. It 
has been reported by General Davis, and is known to our people, 
that the condition in Puerto Rico is inexpressibly distressing. 
Out from under the tyranny of , that island was devastated 
by the forces of nature. General Davis has reported that there is 
the utmost paralysis there; that there is great distress there; and 
he is using, as a military commander—and he has the power to do 
it under the laws of war, and it is just and proper that he should 
do it funds now to relieve that people from starvation. He says: 

The coffee lands suffered worst. These trees are planted on the hill and 
mountain sl and in many places the declivities are very abrupt. The 

tore up . the soil, and the deluge of water converted 
earth into a uid. 

Then followed landslides, and thousands of acres of coffee plantations slid 

soil and estige of culture ane 


were unco by the avalan 
Where the soil was not disturbed the most of the ee trees were ei 
uprooted, broken off, or stripped of foliage and the immature berries. The 
trees of other hich are habi for shade to the 


w. tually grown 
ee, were blown down, and F.... troan Js Alao pones 
so where the trees are not wholly denuded the protection of the berries 
the man's heat is abomit, aba the greon trait is blighted and spoiled. 
It will take five years to reestablish these coffee vegas, and there will be 


y years of want and industrial ysis. 
The sugar industry has suffered much less than the others. Some cane 
been and some and been 


t 
ery; but the old “J; 


mills, which are badly probably never be 
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the growing cane for next ean not be ground on such estates unless 
their owners can negotiate large loans. Many will be unable to do this, so 
the prediction seems justified that much gro cane will next year be left 
= Ta x 5 ts of thi the 
o mu governments are man: em prostrate; lice can 

not be paid, the prisoners can not be fed, and the schools must 3 if 
not wholly supported from the insular treasury. 

From every town and village Iam spot to for financial help, donations; 
nipe are er implored oyen, and 5 8 2 . as 

rent of refusel aA cl or financia „an e homeless 
for rehabilitation of their dw +9 p 
Ican think of but two 
ize that resul 
immediate. 
will go from what is now 
tion in certain 
le de- 


d its 
have 8 from any oe of opinion this matter until I 
could have time to N real state of affairs in which the island 
was left by the calamity, the like of which the people of the United States 
fortunately have and can have no conception. 

It is with hesitancy that I measures of relief that have been hith- 
but oue oaan tion of sovereignty over for- 


responsibilities which can uo be evaded. 


used to 
ve in the of initiation, They wero 
taught and forced to rely upon the Government in any and every om alg oe 
undertaking oe on. They have been thoroughly ta t to obey, but 
surprising ration of one-third 


know eof -reliance. Isit t theo! 
of the wealth of 0 than the soil itself, has been followed with 
industrial paralysis? So I have to hear the appeals—most pi 


for. help from almost every hamlet. 


appeals. 
millions of money, as loans, have been asked by muni ties and 
‘ood for the . Should the supply — 
large dis- 


The object of the appr tion is expressed on the face of the 
billitself. The N 

VCC may hereafter be 
established in Puerto Rico, and for —.— education, public works, and other 
governmental and public purposes rein. 

To propose to divert this money needed over there to the men 
who impo these articles—and they are very few—into the 
United States, is not a purpose which ought to commend itself to 
the popular judgment or to the judgment of the Senate. 

Out of this money which is proposed here to be op fake sien 
about $1,800,000, as I remember it, was collected from duties upon 
sugar, controlled by a very few men and imported by a few men. 
One hundred and eighty thousand dollars, or thereabouts, was 
pallet from tobacco, and some was collected upon tropical 

There is now a suit pending, t by some of these men 
who have imported some of these from Puerto Rico into 
the United States, and paid the duties under protest, to recover 
this money upon the ground that the Government had no power 
to exact the duties. Why should we anticipate a decision in 
that case? It may be fair to say that there is much to be said 
on both sides of the question, although from my own stand- 
point—and I do not intend to make any discussion upon that—I 
think the duties were properly coll and can not be recovered 
by those who paid them. 

URLEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 


Mr, S NER. Certainly. 

Mr. TURLEY. Sup the suits the Senator referred to were 
gained, that the court decided that the tax was illegally collected, 
and this money has to be refunded to the people who paid it, then 
we shall have to pay it back to the people who paid it? 

Mr. SPOONE Yes. 

Mr. TURLEY. Then we have to levy a tax of $2,095,455.88 on 
the people of the United States in order to raise this fund which 
has been heretofore paid by the people of Puerto Rico. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is true. 

Mr. TURLEY. Then why not wait until it is decided whether 
me = was rightfully collected before we make any disposition 
of i 

Mr. SPOONER. And let the people of Puerto Rico starve un- 
til this cause has gone through the various courts of the United 
981880 = me Dawo i sere} ae by A decision 84 8 0 we are 
oDi y eim Of Su; an e importers 0 
tobacco 5 „ PEE upon these im- 
2 Is that a proposition to which the Senator would sub- 
Seri 

Mr. TURLEY. I do subscribe to this proposition, Mr. Presi- 
dent: That I am not in favor of taxing the people of the United 
States for this purpose, and that is what this means, no matter 
how you state it, because this fund here, as it exists in this bill, is 
the result of taxation imposed upon the citizens of the United 
pane and it is simply levying a tax to make a donation. That 
is all it is. 


1900. 
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Mr. SPOONER. The proposition of the Senator is one which 
would, of course, render it impossible for us to afford any relief 
to that people. 

I have voted to appropriate money raised by taxation to relieve 
people in distress in some of the States through floods and other 
misadventures and misfortunes, and I should vote 8 
and will vote, independent of the source from which this money 
Was derived, to appropriate the money necessary to relieve from 
distress that people, still under a mili itary government and not 
long under our flag. 

Mr. KENNEY. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. KENNEY. You are in favor of making an appropriation 
of $2,095,455.88 for the relief of the people of Puerto Rico; but 
could that not be done by striking out of this proposed bill 
which relates to any revenue collected on the imports from that 
island and making a plain and clear appropriation of two or three 
million dollars, if if be necessary, for those eens. and, as has 
been suggested, let the question of revenue be settled hereafter? 

Mr. SPOONER. It is a matter of no co uence that that 
5 the bill. It is in the bill because it is the measure 

the amount — 2,095, 455.88. That is the amount which has been 
collected, and I think properly collected, and I propose to vote for 
the bill with thatin it, Mr. President. I propose to vote for it just 
as soon as I can, because we can not be toospeedy in our enactment 
to relief to that poopie. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a question? 

e SPOONER. Certainly; I will allow everybody to ask mea 
question. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not a matter of fact that this 82,093, 455. 88 has 
been collected during the last nine or ten months from the people 


of Puerto Rico by the Government of the United States? That is 
true, is it not? 
Mr. SPOONER. It has been collected from a v N Ava the 
8. 


people of Puerto Rico by the Government of the Uni 
CLA. We have collected this amount from a people who 
are on the verge of starvation. 

Mr. SPOON. I did not say anything of the kind; and if 
an boay else = I deny it. 

. CLAY, ehave collected thatamount from a people who 
are suffering and distressed, and have been suffering to an ex- 
treme on account of hardships endured there and on account of 
storms and other events that I do not care to mention. Now, 
have we not done wrong in collecting any money from them? 

Mr. SPOONER, I think not. 

Mr. CLAY. If we have been collecting revenue from a people 
in that condition, you think now we ought to pay it back? 

Mr. NER. I think we have been right in collecting the 
revenue, and I think we ought to make this appropriation. Is 
that an answer to the Senator’s question? 

Mr. CLAY, I think itis; but I do not think it is consistent by 


any means. 

Mr. SPOONER. I said a moment ago that this entire sum 
that was collected from a comparatively few people. It has not 
been collected from the poor people of Puerto Rico, but it has 
been collected from the comparatively few people who produce 

and tobacco there. 
. TILLMAN, Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 

consin yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 


Mr. SPOONER, y. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator, when he 
states the broad proposition that this m. has not been collected 
from the poor people, if the poor people did not labor to create 
this sugar, and if the element of value, of the cost of it, is not 
that of labor to at least three-fourths of the amount? 


Mr. SPOONER. No. 


When you make cotton 


ar just as youcan create cot- 
ton, and pay a very small price for the labor which produces it, 
That is what was done down there, 
Mr. TILLMAN. As to the cost of cotton, it takes about four- 
fifths of the price received for the cotton to pay for the labor to 
roduce it, and sometimes it is seven-sixths; in other words, we 
not get as much for the cotton as it costs to raise it. [Laughter.] 
Mr. CKRELL. Mr. President 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin 18856 to the Senator from Missouri? 
Mr. ONER. Mr. President, I yield to the Senate. [Laugh- 
* 


ter. 

ite. COCKRELL, Mr. President, I think no one can question 
the fact that an emergency now exists in the island of Puerto Rico 
in consequence of the change of administration, in consequence of 
the change of laws, of the island passing from under Spanish do- 


minion to the dominion of the United States, and of a storm, the 
terrific and devastating nature of which can scarcely be conceived 
by any inhabitant of the United States, where we are not subject 
to such calamities and such hurricanesas happen there, by which 
the whole island, from one end to the other, has been devastated 
and the means of subsistence of the people 8 destroyed. 
It will take time before any restoration can be made. The people 
are without the means of recuperating; and I believe it isthe duty 
of the United States, under the circumstances and under the 
emergency, to make an appropriation for their relief. 

As to the manner of the appropriation, the bill as it came from 
the House has been read and the Senate amendment. The ques- 
tion comes up now, first, as it is claimed by some, that these duties 
were illegally levied; that under the Constitution we had no right 
to exact any duties upon such imported articles. The importing 
merchants, as I understand, have paid these duties and have insti- 
tuted suits in our courts to test the validity of this imposition of 
duty. Those suits are now pending. If they are decided in favor 
of the contestants, the money will be refunded to them, and I 
presume that nearly all of the large importers, at least, have filed 

otests. The duties will then have to be refunded out of the 

of the United States, as all such illegal taxes are refunded 
when proper protests are made within the time prescribed by law. 
I presume in these cases, necessarily, that nearly every importer 
of any amount has filed his protest. 

Mr. President, I am opposed to that part of the amendment of 
my friend from Arkansas [Mr. JONES] which proposes to return 
these duties to those who paid them. t would give the money 
to the 5 

Mr. SPOONER. And not to the producers. 

Mr. COCKRELL. The producers have nothing to do with it. 
Those duties have been paid by the consumers of those articles in 
the increased prices which they have paid for them. The people 
of Puerto Rico have not paid those duties; they have not expended 
the money; but it has been paid by the importers, the amount of 
the duty being added to the selling price of the commodities in 
our market, and finally has been paid by the consumer. If the 
motion was to refund the money to those who have consumed the 
articles, justice would be done. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. COCKRELL. ae 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. Of course I want to find out what 
the facts are in this case. I know the Senator from Missouri usu- 
ally when he speaks has accurate information, and he is a member 
of the committee which has reported the bill. He says that the 
duties were not paid by the people of Puerto Rico, and that they 
have no interest, as I understand it, in the return of those duties, 
I should like to know what the Senator bases that statement upon. 
Hg wa mere conjecture on his part, or is he familiar with the 

c 

Mr. COCKRELL, I base it upon the principle, which has been 
advocated from the foundation of this Government, according to 
my economic theories, that the consumer of im articles in 
the increased price occasioned by the duty pays in the end. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I agree with the Senator that that is 
the fact; but the point I want to get at in this case is this: A very 
large 8 of goods that come into the United States are sent 
by their owners abroad to consignees here. The duties are paid 
by the men who own the goods. If the producers of this sugar 
send it to consignees in New York, they, of course, would be com- 
pelled by their agents to pay the tax. Then, when the tax is re- 
turned, it goes to the producers or owners of the sugar. If the 
men who owned the su; imported it to this country and the 
duty should be refunded to their consignees here, would not the 
owners ultimately receive it? 

Mr. COCKER, . I imagine in almost avory solitary instance 
the articles were purchased in Puerto Rico and shipped here by 
the purchasers, and that the people of Puerto Rico necessarily 
received a less price for their products than they would have re- 
See the importers of them had not been obliged to pay an 

uty. 

r. TONES of Arkansas, Certainly that would be the case if 
they paid the duties. The only point on which I wanted to be 
informed by the Senator was whether these goods were shipped 
to the United States by consignment or shipped here by the pur- 
chasers in the United States. 

Mr. COCKRELL. My im on is that most of them were 
purchased in Puerto Rico. I may be mistaken on that point. It 
would be very difficult to find out whether a man had pure 
or not, so far as that is concerned, but my impression is that the 
articles were largely purchased. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. In many branches of trade, as the 
monato ar a great iy aad of the goods which 3 

coun are consigned by the owners to consignees, an e 
owners of the goods 7 the duties. That is the case in man 
branches of trade, and it may be the case in the sugar trade, 
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may be that the producers of sugar in Puerto Rico are the men 
who have sent these goods here on consignment and haye paid 
the duties which are to be refunded in this way. 

Mr. KENNEY. ould not the increased price charged by the 
agent g the consignee bring back to him the duty he would have 
to pay 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, I will hear the question 
of the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL]. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Ihave not propounded any question. 

a SPOONER. I thought the Senator interrupted me fora 
question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. I thought the Senator had yielded the floor. 

Mr, SPOONER. No; I yielded to you for a question. 

Mr. COCKRELL. Then I am not through. ughter.] 

Mr. President, we ought to be frank with each other here and 
deal candidly. The question comes up, Why was not this a direct 
appropriation? It be a direct appropriation in the event the 
importers succeed in having the tax refunded. 

e all know that there has been some excitement in this coun- 
try over legislation affecting Puerto Rico; we all know that the 
President in his m e recommended that no duty should be 
imposed upon Puerto Rican articles imported into the United 
States; we know that the Secretary of War recommended the 
same thing, and that the commanding general in Puerto Rico 
made the same recommendation and thought’ that it was abso- 
lutely essential to the people of Puerto Rico that no duty should 
be imposed upon articles imported from there into the United 
States, This question came up, and some legislative body which 
had authority to discuss this question had it up for a long time, 
and this was a makeshift; it was a manner of evading the ques- 
tion. I confess our friends upon the opposite side were in some- 
what of a dilemma, and this was the horn of the dilemma which 
ie chose to seize, 

he object of this appropriation is a good one. The people of 
the country are perfectly competent to pass upon the motives 
which have led to selecting this one fund to make it appear that 
we are not taxing Puerto Rican products. I think the appropria- 
tion ought to be made, and I think it ought to be made at once. 
I believe that the circumstances F ied it. As to whether it shall 
be made out of this particular fund I do not consider material. 
It is, as I said, simply to alleviate the congested condition of pub- 
lic sentiment on this question. 

Mr. STEWART. I should like to inquire of the Senator if this 
8 is made out of any particular fund in the Treasury? 

. COCKRELL. It is the appropriation of a specific fund that 
went into the Treasury. 

Mr. STEWART. A specific amount? 

Mr. COCKRELL. A specific amount and a specific fund. That 
fund, in all probability—and that shows the makeshift of the 
whole thing—has doubtless gone into the general fund of the 
Treasury, and is there as a part of the balance on hand. It has 
never been se; ted. The tariff revenues are never segregated 
and kept in a separate account. They all become part and parcel 
of the balance in the Treasury and are expended just as any other 
money—like the internal-revenue taxes, for instance. 

Mr. STEWART, I inquire of the Senator if this would not 
have precisely the same effect if the amount were appropriated 
without referring to any particular fund? 

Mr. COCKR . Of course, the legal effect is precisely the 
same, so far as that is concerned, use we may have to refund 
this amount. Then, as a matter of course, it will be an appro- 
priation directly from the Treasury. 

Mr. President, under the circumstances I shall vote for the a 
propriation. I should like to vote for the latter clause of the 
amendment of the Senator from Arkansas, for I believe in that 
sera but weshall have an opportunity hereafter to pass upon 

t question. Therefore I did not see proper in the Committee 
on Appropriations to raise that question because of the emergency 
now existing in Puerto Rico for immediate relief. The committee 
framed the amendment so as to make the appropriation a little 
more specific than it was in the bill as it came to the Senate. It 
came to us in this form: 

Shall be placed at the d of the President, to be used for the govern- 
ment and benefit of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by law. 

That left it unlimited, We proposed to amend it so as to read: 

Shall be placed at the disposal of the President, to be used for the govern- 
ment now existing and which may hereafter be established in Puerto Rico. 

We hope at some time the distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. 
FORAKER] will be able to get his bill through the Senate. ere 
have been caucuses enoughalready on it to have passed it. [Laugh- 
ter.] We hope it will come to a conclusion at some time; and 
then the kind of government to be established hereafter will be 
determined. 

We point out more specifically in the bill that the object of the 
eee is 5 ablic 3 public works, and other 
governmental and public purposes therein.” 

Mr. FORAKER ant Mr. Orew ant addressed the Chair. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. COCKRELL. Les, sir. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Wis- 
consin claim the floor? 

Mr. SPOONER, I yielded to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. 
COCKRELL]; I now yield to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], 
and later I will yield to the Senator from Nevada Mr. STEWART]. 

Mr. FOR .. I wanted to ask the Senator from Missouri a 

uestion at this poas provided the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr, 
POONER], if he the floor, will allow me to do so. 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER, The Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] 
was just speaking of the amendment “ae by the committee. 

e 


I want to call his attention to the fact greatindustry of the 
island, as I know he is fully aware, is the coffee industry, and that 
the coffee plantations there are practically destroyed in conse- 


quence of the hurricane to which he has referred. 

It seems to me, if we are to make an appropriation—although it 
does seem to be in the nature oe xe , which is always 
objectionable—that we ought to the p for which this 
money may be applied by the President broad enough to allow it 
to be used in granting relief to that industry. I wanted to sug- 
gest—and I rose a while agoto make a motion to that effect—that 
we amend the bill as it has now been amended by inserting in 
line 4, on page 2, after the word “therein,” the words including 
agricultural relief.” 

I think we are all agreed that there should be an appropriation; 
but I do not think it can be very important whether it is made in 
one form or another. It will bea general appropriation, of course, 
if it should turn ont that those duties were improperly collected 
in the sense which has been suggested; but even if we knew that 
would be the result, I take it we would still procer to make this 
appropriation, for the situation is such as to imperatively require 
it. If we would do anything toward the relief of Puerto Rico, it 
seems to me we could not in any way so effectually relieve the sit- 
uation there as by pacing it within the power of the President, 
by the provisions of this bill, so to use the money we are appro- 
priating as to relieve that industry, 

Mr. COCKRELL. I do not want to raise the question of that 
mode of relief. I think in the Senator's bill there is a provision 
for raising a loan for Puerto Rico, is there not? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. COCKRELL, Ifthe owners of the coffee plantations there 
are to bo furnished money gratuitously, I do not think it is ex- 
actly right. I think they ought to return the money. I think 
there is such a provision in the bill of the Senator, and we could 
not well put a provision of that kind in this bill now because there 
is an emergency. It might be well when the other bill comes up 
to make provision there that a certain amount of money shall be 
advanced, and that the officials there shall loan it to those people 
who are themselves able to insure its reimbursement. 

Here, for instance, is a man who has a large coffee plantation. 
If he can obtain the money to pay for the labor upon it until he 
can get the plantation in good condition, he will be able to pay it 
back; but now he has no credit and there is no money there. An 
advance might be made just as was done here in the District of 
Columbia, where we made an advance out of the funds of the 
Treasury for the purpose of e arc certain works, to be a lien 
upon the revenues of the District until reimbursed to the General 
Government. 

Mr. BURROWS. Does the Senator think that could be done 


under the wording of this bill? 
Mr. COCKRELL. Ido not think it could be done under the 
wording of this bill. 


Mr. BURROWS. Then, it does not relieve the individuals? 

Mr. COCKRELL, It relieves them in ten thousand ways in re- 
gard to the maintenance of schools, in regard to the maintenance 
of highways, and in hundreds of other ways. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mis- 
souri yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. COCKRELL. I give the floor back to the Senator, with 


thanks. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yielded to the Senator from Missouri, as I 
supposed, for a question, and the Senator from Missouri proceeded 
to make a speech. I am glad he did. In the main it was an ex- 
cellent speech, and I am proud to have it in the body of ay 
remarks as a part of my speech. It is very seldom that Iam — 
ing to have a Democratic speech made part of my speech. The 
Senator’s speech was temperate, almost ciay free from any 
partisan phase, and altogether humane and soun: 

The Senator is altogether right that the duties were collected 
from the importers in the main. Some of them may have been, 
as suggested by the Senator from Delaware [Mr. Ranney], col- 
lected from the producers who had consigned the goods to the 
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United States; but it all comes to this, I the Senator from Ar- 
kansas [Mr. JONES] to remember: If we make this appropriation 
and the courts shall decide that the duties were ill 


we shall have made 5 out ef the Treasury of the 
United States for the relie: 


ere 


This construction of the revenue laws has been uniformly given by the 
administrative department of the Government in every case that has come 
before it. And it has, indeed, been given in gases where there sopis to 
have been stronger ground for re; the place of shipment as a domestic 
port. For, after Florida had been ceded to the United States, and the forces 
of the United States had taken 8 of Pensacola, it was decided by the 


Treasury Department that goods imported from Pensacola before an act of 
Congress was passed erecting it into a collection district, and authorizing the 
appointment of a collector, were liable to duty. That is, that, although 
Florida had, by cession, actually 


becomea part of the United States, and was 
in our possession, yet, under our revenue laws, its ports must be ed as 


foreign until they were established as domestic by act of Congress; and it 
appears that this decision was sanctioned at the time by the Attorney- 
General of the United States, the law officer of the Government. 


were both made upon the same eae: And in the latter case, after a cus- 
y law at New Orleans, the collector at that 
pisos was instructed to regard as foreign ports Baton Rouge and other set- 
lements still in the possession of Spain, whether on the Mississ pi, Iber. 
ville, or the seacoast. The Department, in no instance that we are aware of, 
since the establishment of the Government, has ever a puo ina 
newly acquired coun as a domestic port, from which the coasting trade 
aright be carried on, unless it had been previously made so by act of Congress. 
e principle thus adopted and acted upon by the executive department 
of the Government been sanctioned by the decisions in this court and 
the circuit courts whenever the question came before them. We do not pro- 
pose to comment upon the different cases cited in the argument. It is suff - 
cient to say that there is no discrepancy between them. And all of them,so 
far as they apply, maintain that under our revenue laws every port is re- 
as a foreign one unless the custom-house from which the vessel clears 
within a collection district established by act of Congress, and the officers 
granting the clearance exercise their functions under the authority and con- 
trol of the laws of the United States. 


I do not read that for the purpose of going into any discussion 
of the constitutional question, which has been ably preserfted in 
various phases during the last few days, but simply to say that 
it is apparent that the question as to the legality of these duties in 
the circumstances of this case is one certainly open to very grave 
doubt at least. 

Now, let us take this a 8 The Senator spoke of the 
dilemma in which the Republican party is. We nearly always 
manage to get out of our dilemmas. If we were in any or are in 
any, we will endeavor in a straightforward, manly way, in the in- 
terest of the le, to find our way out of it. We are in this 
dilemma, so far as this bill is concerned: We supposed this bill 
would not be debated or delayed. We did not suppose that a 
pe to carry money to that people for public uses in the 

our of their dire distress would be antagonized in any way or 
that there would be any attempt to project into it by amendment 
questions which are in dispute between us. We knew perfectly 
well, as every Senator here knows, that when that bill comes be- 
fore the Senate it will be subject to almost illimitable and earnest 
debate, and we felt it not fair to that people, not fair to ourselves, 
not honorable to this Government that we should hold this ap- 
propriation, so much needed upon purely generous and humane 
principles, while this debating society on the Constitution re- 
mained at work week after week, as it will. 

This will work out all right. If the court in the cause now 
pending holds that the persons referred to by the amendment of 
the Senator from Arkansas are entitled to a refund of their money, 
they will get it. If the court should hold that they are not entitled 
to it, the Senator would not propose that they should have it. 
Let us proceed with this proposition, without embarrassing it by 
amendments of this sort, and go to the relief of that people. I 
sincerely hope my friend the Senator from Arkansas will with- 
draw his amendment and let this bill pass. The other question 
we will discuss and fight out later. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, 1 quite agree with the position 
taken by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. COCKRELL] so far as re- 
lates to the important duty of 1 0 the present condition of 
distress in the island of Puerto Rico. I shall vote for the bill, al- 
though it goes further than that requirement. By voting for it I 
do not wish to be understood as approving all of its provisions. 
I do not think that either the present emergency or any general 

Principle by which the Government has heretofore been actuated 
under similar circumstances calls for a large 3 from 
the Treasury of the United States for several of the various pur- 
poses enumerated in this bill. They do not in some of these pur- 
poses disclose such features of emergency as requires immediate 


relief out of the Treasury of the United States. While the matter 


of the public distress is reed the advocates of the bill, there is 
no specific mention in the bill of the relief of public distress, and 
the only head under which that can be included is to be found in 
the general term “public purposes,” the relief of public distress 
properly falling, I presume, under so general a term as that. 
Therefore if it were practicable to eliminate from this bill all ex- 
cept so much as is needed for the relief of the public distress, I 
should certainly vote for an amendment to that effect. But as it 
is not practicable from lack of information as to different amounts 
so to eliminate it, as it is not practicable for us to now determine 
5 than fail to relieve the distress, I shall vote for the whole 

But while I shall do so, Mr. President, I do not shut my eyes to 
the fact that what is held up here as a great public benefaction, 
what is held up as a work prompted by a feeling of benevolence 
solely, is infact the outcome of a partisan political motive against 
which the Senator from Wisconsin Mr. SPOONER] raises his elo- 
quent voice, and that the presentation and advocacy of this bill 
are due to a political dilemma out of which the Republicans have 
sought this as a mode of . Mr. President, the Senator from 
Wisconsin of the distress in that island and of the enor- 
mity of the offense of delaying its relief during the progress of a 
debating society. When did the honorable Senator from Wiscon- 
sin and the party of which he is so pn aaa a member awake 
to the knowledge of this distress and the necessity of relieving 
it? When did the distress originate? Was this storm, this tor- 
nado, this hurricane, yesterday, or last week, or last month? Have 
we just been informed of it? When was it that the bowels of 
compassion of those who so eloquently urge this bill were so sud- 
denly moved, and when was it that the Republican advocates of 
this bill first had the information which now has so suddenly in- 
spired them to introduce and passit? This storm occurred last 
August or September. The ruin and the devastation which it 
wrought bave been there for five or six months. The necessity 
for relief has been as urgent for many months as it is to-day or 
was last week. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Georgia permit me? 
I think General Davis has been constantly relieving it. 

Mr. BACON. That may be; but I will show that there are 
other reasons why, even if he had not been able to continue it, 
there has not been such a situation as would have justified indif- 
ference in the past and the sudden interest by the Republicans 
which has been developed in the present with reference to this 


matter. 

Mr. President, we all know what has been the origin of this 
charitable movement. We know that it has all grown out of a 
dispute which has been going on for some time as to whether or 
not duties should be levied upon the products of Puerto Rico com- 
ing into the United States or upon the products of the United 
States going into Puerto Rico. We know that before the dispute 
as to the Puerto Rican tariff, and that copies. Fang the autumn, 
there was not only this urgent need for relief which exists to-day, 
but we know that the greater part of this fund was in the posses- 
sion of the Government of the United States, and that it has been 
there during the six months past. 

So there were not only the urgency and the necessity and the 
demand for relief, but there was the same means for relief that 
exists to-day. And yet there was no movement that this distress 
should be relieved out of the public Treasury, nor was there any 
immediate realization of the fact that there should be a relief 
that should be measured by the amount of tariff which had been 
collected on goods that had come from Puerto Rico. Why wa? 
this particular amount inserted in this bill? Mr. President, does 
not everybody know that it was because the Republicans were 
panos acn by the universal condemnation which the country 

ad pronounced on the Puerto Rican tariff, and that in their panic 
they had rushed in to proclaim that they would give the tariff 
back to Puerto Rico? s 

Mr. President, we were told that it was a plain duty that there 
should be no tariff duties between Puerto Rico and the United 
States, and in the other House of Congress, where under the Con- 
stitution revenue bills originate, there was introduced by the 
chairman of the committee having charge of the presentation of 
revenue measures, a bill with reference to the government of 
Puerto Rico or its relations with the Government and people of 
the United States, in which there was no provision for a tariff 
of any kind. After that bill was introduced, providing for abso- 
lute free trade with Puerto Rico, there all of 2 sudden developed 
a realization of the fact that tariff duties were necessary to be 
levied upon the commerce between Puerto Rico and the United 
States in order that the distress of the people of that country should 
be relieved. 

Yet there is no member of either House of Congress who does 
not know the fact that the purpose and the effort to levy tariff 
duties upon the commerce between Puerto Rico and the United 
States did not have that as its motive, but that motive was such 
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as has been declared here, that outside of the question as to Puerto 
Rico, and without reference to the needs or interests of Puerto 


Rico, it was necessary that a precedent should be established in 
the case of Puerto Rico, or, rather, that one unfavorable to what 
might be required as to the Philippines should not be established. 
It was not until after the debate in the House of Representatives, 
and the action of the House of Representatives in imposing the 
Puerto Rican tariff had stirred a storm of indignation throughout 
the United States, that all of a sudden, without premonition, it 
was discovered that there was a great and pressing need for im- 
mediate relief in Puerto Rico, and that there was a fund in the 
United States Treasury which had been realized out of the collec- 
tion of duties upon commerce between Puerto Rico and the United 


States which could be devoted to that purpose. 
Sir, if it had not been for this storm of . the Repub- 
licans would not have suddenly discovered the necessity of im- 


mediate relief for Puerto Rico, 

It was for the p of appeasing that public sentiment; it 
was for the purpose of sheltering themselves from this storm of 
indignation, for the purpose of finding a way out of the difficulty, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin says they always do, that this was 
suddenly brought forward; and now those who have adopted it as 
a political device seek to parade it as a great act of benevolence 
in those who originated it and who have advocated it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Did I understand the Senator from Georgia 
correctly? Does he attribute to me the admission that the origin 
of this appropriation was to get out of a dilemma? 

Mr. BACON. By no means. The Senator certainly misunder- 
stood me. I said that it was to get out of a dilemma, as the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin said the Republican party always found a 
WAY of getting out of dilemmas. I did not say that the Senator 
said this was for that purpose. The Senator had boasted that the 
msl saan party always found a way to get ont of a dilemma, 
and I was ee, stating the fact that this was an illustration of 
the truth of what he sai 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator may find before it gets through 
his party has gotten into a dilemma that it can not get out of, 
Mr. GALLINGER. They have been there several times. 

Mr. BACON. That has several times the, misfortune of 
more than one political party in this country. 

I wish to attention to the fact, and I do so as one who is 

oing to vote for this bill, as I said in the beginning, that the bill 
not n or was not eee for the purpose and on the 
und on whichit is now advoca Those who alone can con- 
l legislation in this Congress adopt this as a means of relief. 
Those of us who can not control legislation in this Congress have 
either to follow their lead in that matter or else deny all relief. 
aon w follow their lead to the extent required for the relief 
0 . 

But th addition to the fact that the necessity for this relief has 
existed for six months, in addition to the fact that the fund out 
of which it is to make this relief, or the larger part of 
it, has lain in the Treasury all that time, and in the face of the 
fact that there was no coe ayy for the relief of those people out 
of the Treasury of the United States and no suggestion that that 
relief should be measured by the particular amount which had 
been collected out of the duties levied upon the commerce between 
Puerto Rico and the United States—in addition to all this, I say 
this matter could haye been arranged without either the levying 
of duties or this bill; and but for tne necessity of the ublican 
party to get out of the hole into which it had fallen by the enact- 
ment of the Puerto Rican tariff bill in the House this bill would 
not have been heard of. 

It is a known fact that the people of Puerto Rico are not say- 
ages, They are not people unu to financial affairs. They are 
not people unaccustomed to the raising of large amounts of money 
which ney, be needed for different It is a known fact 
that they have asked that they be allowed to raise the money they 
need for the relief of this distress by the floating of a popular loan, 
which they say they can do, as they have easily done in the past, 
and this blican Congress has not seen proper to enact the 
legislation which will allow them todoso. It is a known fact 
that in addition to that the Puerto Ricans claim that in their own 
business, under the general laws of the United States for the rais- 
ing of internal revenue, there can be raised in Puerto Rico more 
money than is required for their relief. 

Two days ago the public dispatches brought to us from San 
Juan, in Puerto Rico, what purports to be an address of planters. 
merchants, and manufacturers of Puerto Rico to the Congress of 
the United States, in which they set out the sources from which 
they themselves can raise the money or from which there can be 
raised in their own territory by the Government of the United 
States out of their own people the amount of money n to 
enable them to properly carry on their own irs, to relieve 
their own distresses, and to promote their own public works, and 
I will ask the Secretary to read it. 

Mr. ALLEN, What government is there in Puerto Rico that 


we could authorize to issue bonds? There is nothing but a mili- 
tary occupancy. 

Mr. BACON. Of course not. I simply say they have asked 
that they may be put in position to do it; that they may be by 
prone legislation empowered to do it by the Government of the 

nited States. 

. ALLEN 


Mr. Then we would have to recognize the existence 


Mr. BACON, Which government? 

Mr. ALLEN, The military government. 

Mr. BACON. No. Still it might be. However, I do not advo- 
cate that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Then, as a condition precedent to granting that 
authority, we would have to recognize some popular government. 

Mr. BACON. I think we ought to have a popular government 
there. I think they are pie of sufficient intelligence and civil- 
ization to be given full Territorial government, and I amin favor 
of giving it to them. 

Mr, ALLEN. I agree with the Senator from Georgia in that 


respect. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will read the 
popes sent up by the 8 m Georgia. 

he Secretary read as follows: 


VOICE FOR FREE TRADE—WISHES OF PUERTO RICANS SUBMITTED TO CON- 
GRESS—WHOLLY OPPOSED TO A TARIFF—STATEMENT FROM THE BUSI- 
NESS INTERESTS OF THE ISLAND SUGGESTING DIRECT TAXATION AS A 
MEANS OF RAISING REVENUB AND A LOAN OF $2,000,000 FOR INTERNAL 
IMPROVEMENTS—NECESSITY OF FINDING MARKETS FOR PRODUCTS OF 
THE ISLAND—ASKING FOR BREAD. 


San JUAN, PUERTO Rico, March 12, 1900. 


statement: 
consideration the 


opposed for the following reasons; : 
‘First. Because taxation on our exports means an embargo on our foreign 
commerce. 


md. Because curtailment of our commerce with the United States 
would lock 2p our products here and prevent us from gaining our legii te 
on our productions. 

We can never become independent 
among ourselves. We must have a market 
can not gain wealth. Do not mistake the proposed 15 
rates for a reasonable rate. It is a fact that no class o 
from leaf tobacco be taxed less 25 t 
the bill 4 by the House of Representatives. 

“If this is not an embargo on our trade, what can it be called? 


MUTUAL ADVANTAGE OF FREE TRADE. 


revenue to gappors the insular | esp leary oar necessary; but we are 
decidedly of opinion that the better method for raising that revenue will be 
by internal taxation, and for the following reasons: 

“First. Because by that system no restriction will be placed on our com- 
merce. with the United States. 

“Second. Because the ong rer of that system will be as simple in opera- 
tion here as it is in the United States. 

In considering the amount of revenue needed for this island, we to 
submit the following calculati which, after due considerstion, we believe 

: which, at $1.10 per gallon, works out 


be realized: Rum, 1,300,000 ons, 
250, 00o, which, at $1.50 per thousand, works out at 


$375,000; ci; 000, which, at $3.60 per thousand, works outat 000— 

total, 2 000. We estimate the entire special license tax nominaliy 5,00 

‘This will give us a total revenue of $? One-third of that equals about 
666. fair estimate of the annual cost of administration is ; ad 

or interest and sinking fund on bonds to be issued, $150,000. Total required, 


50,000. 
om Even with free trade with the United States there would be an additional 
revenue of at least . a ually from 


$5,000,000 of fer pear 8 t bonds, the above will provide for them, viz 
Fear cen © above © tor * 2 
Fer interest, $100,000, and for Sinking fand. $50,000. Total $150,000. 

FOR INTERNAL IMPROVEMENTS. 


“Therefore, we infer that it will be unnecessary to adopt for this island 
the full revenue ratesof the United States. One-third of those rates will give 
ample receipts to cover all the above. Puerto Rico has no bonded or other 
debts. Therefore, $2,000,000 of bonds to be issued for internal improvements 
would be conservative. 

Wecall yourattention to the fact that it has been the custom for all coun- 
tries to make internal improvements by the system of bonded indebtedness, 
which divides the e: among succeeding generations. We do not desire 
to have the burden of internal e placed on us solely. It it must 
be so, then we ask that it be done by a system of internal taxation that will 
not prevent the increase of our commerce with the States of the American 
Union and that will not starve us. 

Tie Sect: con Sok eee oer People- are In sxe e e All. 
commerceisnow hampered. Theinvestment of capitalis The farm- 
ers have not the means to plant or gather their 


ts, for the reason that the sovy 
has deprived us of free trade with 


1900. 
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. We now ask as a right in equity that freo trade with the United States be 
given us. We ask as a right from our mother. Do not, we pray, give 
us a stone. We ask for an decision. 

Mr. BACON, 
that I desire to say with reference to this bill. As it came from 
the House I think it was very objectionable. The bill as it came 
from the other House provided that this amount of money should 
F of the President, to „ - 
ernment and benefit of Puerto Rico until otherwise provided by 
law. I think the objection which was taken to it by th the Demo- 
crats in the other House, that it was too a provision, was 
@ good objection, and that it is the duty of Congress to be more 

cific in the appropriation of money. I understand it was 

t ground that the Democrats in the House of ntatives 
voted against the bill, avowing as they did at the time their desire 
to bestow the amount of money Lok genie or the relief of the 
island. In the amendment ke gaged Senate committee 
that lan has been changed so as eke it sufficiently ex- 
pior as to the character of the appropriation. It is changed to | vm 


language: 

To be used for ow existing and which may hereafter be 
established in Puerto iico, and fe and at public edt education, public works, and other 
governmental and public purposes 

And, furthermore, the provision a ting the future reve- 
8 N ed in the House bill, stricken out. 
5 which so materially changed the provision of the 
bill as it came from the 3 and has ht it Pile 
harmony with the contention of the Democrats in the 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I ies called out af the Ohar 
ber during the remarks of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], 
but returned just as the item that he sent to the desk to be read 
was being read. I understand from what I heard of it that it 
was a statement made by some of the representatives of Puerto 


Rico here—— 
Mr. BACON. It se a dispatch from Puerto Rico, 
th respect to the capacity of Puerto Rico 


Mr. FORAKER. 
to produce mae 

. BACON. No, sir. The Senator from Ohio was not in the 
Chamber. It is a press dispatch from San Juan, in Puerto Rico, 
Pore hat give a copy of an address which has been sent to 

ut which has not y 5 signed by planters, mer- 
chants, a and others in Puerto R: 

Mr. FORAKER. Whatever it. wig Boag what I want to say is 
that there seem to be two sides to question. Some of the 
representatives of Puerto Rico who are here have talked 
much in the vein of the article which has been read. Others 
differently. I want, in connection with that, however, in order 
that it may appear with it in the RECORD, to send to the desk and 
have read a newspaper article published ina Puerto Rican paper, 
the San Juan News of March 3. I ask that the Secretary may 
read as indicated. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- 
ac! will read as requested. 
he Secretary proceeded to read the article referred to. 
Mr. ALLEN 11 should like to ask the Senator from Ohio if 


that is a lengthy article. 

Mr. FO No, sir; it is not very long; not as long as the 
one that was read. 

Mr. ALLEN, 


Midi ike it not be just as well to publish it in 
the RECORD without read? 


Mr. FORAKER. I hare no 5 but I thought Senators 

ee cate see it if it were only published in the RECORD without 
ing rea 

Pics TILLMAN. Let it be read, so that we can catch the drift 

0 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I think it is the wish of Senators 

on this side of the Chamber that the article should be read for the 

present information of the Senate. 

Mr. ALLEN. I do not uae. to its being read, except I sup- 
posed that it was a long arti 

Mr. FORAKER. No; it is not very long. It will not take more 
than a few minutes to read it. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of the article, 
which is as follows: 

BUSINESS MEN ARE PL THE 15 PER CENT TARIFF SATISFAC- 
TORY FOR ISLAND—THE GENERAL OPINION IS THAT THE EXTERNAL 
REVENUE IS BETTER THAN LAYING HEAVY TAXES—WHAT PROMINENT 
reap MEN AND SAN JUAN MERCHANTS SAY OF THE WAYS AND 
By interviewin 

ness men of San stan ths Nowe 1 rs is ablo to stato that € the mae so = 

tha Rico tariff bill will be the 

renewed prosperity te te: on the waa 
For the — 9 v ave months the financial conđition of Puerto Rico has 

been very cri y has been extremely scarce, and business transac- 

tions have boen gr . fewer. Men desirous of borrowing mone: 

to 1 even though they were of cone eee 5 

integri 1 Were unable to raise esired amount. Men who needed a 
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Mr. President, there are one or two more words then 


to call attention to the character of the Plaid. 


2925 


hundred dollars to consummate 988 forced to give up in despair 
because the 3 money was not 
or this moribund state in the business world of the island has 


was goingtodo. Con- 
3 ie free trade; 


Congress. 

The p: of the wae and Means bill has relieved the tension. The 
gress and ae . — tot the Dingley Tate here ts now ATIE of 
rule cent Tate. ere is now a 
certainty. Men hoor what are to be the Auties on goods and what money 


The ə majority of business men think that the 15 ze cent of the 
tariff duty is pester ae to free trade Ss internal roven revenue. 
say that so long as the proceeds from th 
the Puerto Rican children, cl te cision, wat tere 
is better to have the duty than not. 27 if there were free 

sa certain . the . be benefited. The 
wholesale dealers migh ce on their goods, highl 
improbable that the retail dealers — a offer their articles cheaper. z 

HOW IT STRIKES SAN JUAN. 

Mr. George S. Latimer, of the firm of 8 & Fernandez, believes that 

K y tariff will be be than free trade. He said toa 


bring about a great change for th customs tariffs so nearly settled. It 
The gron the island. 


Andros — — 8 subject, said 
bare talked wit a number of ds bart men on the tari bil, and I can 
tell you that they all are delighted to have the question so r 
e uncertainty which has recently prevailed has ruined tie TIAS of 


Mr. ee ee eee pr Tobacco Company: We have 
plang ance br bacco because we could not afford toship under its tariff. 
As soon as we ge the new factory up we will ship under the new 15 per cent 


said: “Thel5 per cent tariff is a thing. It reduces the tax on 
beer, bu it will be made up on the inte: revenue un 
Mr. Arnold, of the Col „said: Pe: ý rather have 
PaO TS parean SE o ye fo? 5 AEDE par CANT Tl AE Bo ERCA for 
the of the the main is to have this tariff question 
seli and I am pioase to have had Congress pass 5 on the bill. 
Goods have been held S this tariff ques- 


a be a great . 


the 15 per cent bill, and Bere ram eia a gi 
hard tinei Aan Jaan Nowe, Saturday morning, March March 3, 1900. 8 
Mr. ALLEN. The bill is in Committee of- the Whole, as I 
understand it, and I send to the desk a proposed amendment, which 
offer. 
The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Burrowsinthechair). The 
amendment will be read. 
Mr. ALLEN. It is to be inserted after line 10, 
The SECRETARY, Amend by adding to the bi 
proviso: 


2. 

e following 
That the ane yn by force of the treaty concluded be- 
tween the oe pay es . 

Paris, —_— April 11, 1899, extended over the of Puerto Rico 
Mr. ALLEN. Mr, President, I shall cast my vote for this bill 
simply asa humanitarian measure and as a tentative measure, 
It never be said that by a vote or act of mine the necessary 
food, clothing, and shelter were withheld from people who are the 
victims of misfortune and who are in a condition to require speedy 


public relief. 

But I do not believe that that is the sole puyo of the bill, 
While that is one of its pa e I think the purpose of the 
billis to permit our friends on the other side to escape from a 
very unpleasantsituation. Ifthe press is to be believed, two or 
three caucuses have been held by our Republican friends at which 
the whole Puerto Rican situation has n fully discussed, and 
the conclusion was reached, I believe, yesterday, that this bill 
should be placed before the Senate and passed, while the bill of 
the Senator from Ohio was to be permitted to drift along without 
rudder or compass from time to time until events might deter- 
zine its fate, 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, he is mistaken 


about that. 

Mr. ALLEN. Well, Mr. President, I may be mistaken about 
it. I do not—— 

Mr. SPOOONER. That bill will have a rudder and a compass, 
and it will be the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. ALLEN. Of course, I recognize the Senator’s power as 
both rudder and compass, but tee oes not seem to have steered 
his bill very su y thus far among his friends. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Nebraska allow me? 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to him, wait until 2 o’clock is 
reached and he will find out 5 . — or not that bill is to be al- 
lowed to drift. Icould not very well take it up until 2 o'clock, 
It becomes the re order at that time. 

Mr. ALLEN. I am repeating simply what was contained in 
the press this morning; and 1 ume the Senator is prepared to 
affirm the truthfulness or the ty of that report, 
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Marcu 15, 


Mr. FORAKER. Ido not know which re: the Senator saw. 

Mr. ALLEN, I got it in both papers, the Democratic paper and 
the Republican paper. Therefore I came to the conclusion that 
the truth must be somewhere between them. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator from Nebraska will allow 


me— 

Mr. ALLEN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. I understood the Senator to insist the other 
day, on the floor of the Senate, that the press is sometimes quite 
inaccurate—— 

Mr. ALLEN. Yes, sir; very frequently. 

Mr. SPOONER. When it said the Senator from Nebraska had 
declared that he had abandoned the free coinage of silver at the 
ratio of 16 to 1, and I will say now I did not understand the Sen- 
ator as Ch ere saying o the kind. 

Mr. A . The press did not say that of me. There was 
simply one newspaper reporter who ania that, and who put it in 
circulation, but the press as a whole said nothing of the kind. 

But I infer, Mr. President, that this matter has given our friends 
some trouble in co: uence of the repeated caucuses that have 
been held respecting the Puerto Rican situation. It is not neces- 
sary for me to refer to the fact that the of this bill in the 
House brought down upon the heads of the 1 party in 
Congress a storm of popular indignation. 

Mr. ALLISON. This bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. This bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. This bill? 

Mr. ALLEN. This identical bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. This bill: 

Mr. ALLEN. This bill. I 
that was discussed quite fully. 
also, of a tariff duty 

Mr. DAVIS. You have the wrong bill. 

Mr. ALLEN. I know—— 

Mr. SPOONER, This bill was not discussed forty minutes. 

Mr. ALLEN. If the Senator will permit me to proceed, I will 
do so with pleasure. The bill brought down upon the Republican 
party a storm of 1 because the whole thing was the pre- 
cursor of an established policy in this country of discriminating 
between territory under the jurisdiction of the United States, 
Now, I hope I have made myself plain. 

It was advocated by the Republican party; such a measure was 

in the House of Representatives; and now this is a mere 
tentative affair to permit the other measure to sleep until such 
time as they have been fully discussed and public discussion opens 
the way for our friends to escape from an unpleasant dilemma, 
But here this mornes is put upon humanitarian grounds alone, 
It is said the Puerto Ricans are suffering, that their country is 
devastated—practically laid waste—and the great body of that 
population is suffe for something to eat, for something to wear, 
and for shelter. If the bill be based upon that assertion, I shall 
give it weg port, and upon that ground alone. 

Now, Mr. President, I want to offer one word in 8 75 of my 
amendment, which I shall discuss at another time and I trust on 
another bill more fully. It does not seem to me that there can be 
much doubt about the Constitution extending by its own vigor 
and force over all territory within the jurisdiction of the United 
States. I do not see how that question is open to debate in the 
light of the repeated decisions of the Supreme Court of the United 
States and in the light of our constitutional hon 

When we rati the treaty of Paris, Puerto Rico became as 
much a part of the territory of the United States as New Mexico 
or Arizona—as completely and as perfectly so. Certainly no man 
would be bold enough to say that it was within our constitutional 
power to discriminate between the taxation of the goan and 
people of Arizona or New Mexico or any State of the United States 


proper. 
There is nothing in this amendment that is in hostility to the 
provisions of the bill, and I hope it may be voted upon. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, there are two or three points 
in this matter that have not been brought out, and I will ask the 
5 of the Senate for a few minutes while I present them 


y. 

The language of the bill, for which I voted in the Appropria- 
tions Committee to have reported back here, is a little strange, 
but I consider that the lan e is simply descriptive. We are 
merely appropriating out of the Treasury a fixed amount, $2,095,- 
000, for the use of the government in Puerto Rico and for public 
schools, roads, etc., and we merely describe or give as an explana- 
tion as to way that amount is fixed that it is the amount which we 
have collected from the imports of that island. 

Therefore I do not think that the Senate is committed in any 
way, or that there is any legislative action taken here other than 
an 8 pure and simple—a gift, so to speak, to those 


8 
ow, I want to call the attention of the Senate to one thing, and 


t; this bill. It was this bill 
t was the attempted imposition, 


that is that while the distress which has been portrayed here as 
existing among the people of Puerto Rico is no doubt considerable, 
this bill will not relieve that distress exceptindirectly. The masses 
of the people there are either out of work because the landowners 


can not give it to them or they are out of work simply because 


they do not want to work. By this bill the Government p: 

to set them to work on the roads, and it proposes to relieve them 
from taxation, Tothatextent there will be relief given, but there 
is nothing in this bill that will provide a mouthful of food or a 
dollar for labor other than on the public roads, unless these 


words—— - 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Will the Senator from South 
Carolina suspend one moment while the Chair lays before the 
Senate the unfinished business? 

The SECRETARY. A bill (H. R. 8245) temporarily to provide 
revenues for the relief of the island of Puerto Rico, and for other 
purposes. 

Mr. FORAKER. Lask that the unfinished business may be tem- 
porarily laid aside, and that the Senator from South Carolina be 
allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Ohio asks 
that the unfinished business be temporarily laid aside. Is there 
objection? The Chair hears none. 

JONES of Arkansas, I suggest that after the Senator from 
South Carolina shall have concluded his remarks this matter shall 
go over until to-morrow. I believe it will te the disposi- 
tion of the measure to have it go over and to allow Senators e 
to look into it and consider the questions that have been raised, 
For myself, I did not expect the bill to come up to-day or I would 
have been better prepared to have dealt with it than Iam. Iho; 
that this suggestion will meet the approval of the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations. 

Mr. ALLISON. I of course would be glad to meet the wishes 
of the Senator from Arkansas. This bill has been lying here for 
some days.- If we can have an understanding that there shall be 
a vote to-morrow, say at 2 or 3 o'clock, I shall be 

Mr. SPOONER. Two o'clock. ; 

Mr. ALLISON. Two o'clock. That would T ample time. 
I see that there is no disposition on the part of Senators to debate 
the bill atany length. If we can have an understanding that the 
vote shall be taken, say at 2 o’clock to-morrow, or even at 3, I shall 
not object to the suggestion of the Senator from Arkansas, 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. As far as I am concerned, I have no 
doubt that there will be ample time for the discussion of the bill, 
and that a vote can be reached before 3 o'clock.. I think the Sena- 
tor would only delay matters to ask for a vote at that hour. But 
I would not consent to vote at any earlier hour. Iam willing, so 
far as I am concerned, to agree that we shall vote to-morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. That we vote to-morrow at 3 o’clock, or if 
ready, before 3; that we take the vote at any time to-morrow 
when the Senate is ready, at 3 or before. 

Mr. JONES of Arkansas. I have no objection to that arrange- 
ment if it is satisfactory to other Senators, 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. ident—— 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I understand this agreement, we are 
not to consider the bill further to-day after the Senator from South 
Carolina closes, 

Mr. ALLISON. That is the understanding. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. As I shall have to be absent to-morrow, I 
should like to meek for about ten minutes on the bill to-day. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have gone very briefly into the subject, and 
I will yield to the Senator from South Dakota, and proceed to- 


morrow. 

Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will allow the 
Senator from South Dakota to speak to-day. 

Mr. FORAKER, Certainly. : 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Chair understand the 
Senator from Iowa to make a request? 

Mr. ALLISON. I make a request that the Senate shall agree 
to vote to-morrow at 3 o'clock, or earlier if the Senate shall be 
ready to vote on this bill, and then I will consent to its going over. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Iowa asks 
unanimous consent that the vote be taken on the bill and pending 
amendments—— 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I do not think it ought now to 
be agreed that the vote shall be taken at that time on this bill. 
There have been only two hours devoted to its consideration as 


et. 
> The PRESIDENT protempore. Does the Senator from Alabama 
0 t? 

. ALLISON. I hope the Senator from Alabama will not ob- 
ject. This is a measure upon which, I think, we are very well 
agreed except as to some matters of detail. If 3 o’clock is too 
early I would suggest a later hour. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Put no limitation, but say to-morrow. 
Mr. ALLISON. Very well; I will say to-morrow, then. 


1900. 


Mr. PETTUS. I do not think the vote ought to be taken to- 
morrow. I think the bill is of enough consequence to be thor- 
oughly considered. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ala- 
bama object? , 

Mr. PETTUS. Ves, sir. : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, from listening to the de- 
bate and from what I know of this question, I do not believethere 
is any necessity for passing this bill at all. Let us see what the 
facts are which surround this case. 

No necessity for the passage of the bill has been urged by any 
of its advocates. The only reason I have heard for its passage, 
and undoubtedly the only reason why it was introduced, was a 

olitical necessity. A year and a half ago our army occupied 

erto Rico, but there was no devastation by war, because there 
was no resistance on the part of the people of Puerto Rico, and 
there was the slightest possible resistance on the part of the Span- 
ish troops. From the time our occupation occurred we began 
spending vast sums of aga Fag that country to feed our army, 
to furnish it with forage. e purchased very largely from the 
people of Puerto Rico, and thus increased the amount of money 
Which they had and furnished them the means of an income pre- 
viously unknown to them. 

About eight months ago or seven months ago a hurricane deyas- 
tated a portion of this island, passing along its southern side, in- 
volving about one-fifth of the population and creating great 
destruction of property. If a necessity for the relief of those peo- 
ple existed the army, which since our occupation has governed 
that country, had within its power the means of relief. It has 
exercised that power and expended money in building roads and 
in public improvements, and has taken care of the poor people of 
that country who were injured by the hurricane. The power to 
do this exists to-day, The army is still in control. It is a des- 
potic military government, having power todoanything it chooses; 
and there is no other government there. The general in command 
can organize and has organized courts and councils for governing 
that country. He has called elections and prescribed the qualifi- 
cations of voters and inaugurated local governments in the differ- 
ent provinces, and has spent money up to date and is spending it 
to-day for the relief of those people who need relief. 

If there was a necessity for money as charity, it existed when we 
met in December. If it was uired that this bill should be 
pa in order torelieve the people whose property was destroyed 

y the hurricane, why did not the President's message come in 

here the ist of December, and why was not the bill rushed through 
in order to give the relief? Why wait until now? Can you de- 
ceive anybody by bringing this in now and then talking about 
charity? Not for a moment. 
A political exigency brought this bill into being. The Presi- 
dent’s message to the other House does not contain one word with 
regard to the suffering and necessity for the relief of the people 
whose property was destroyed by the hurricane. The bill itself 
does not allow you to spend a dollar of this money for relieving 
the people who are starving in Puerto Rico. It simply provides 
that the money may be expended upon Biker works, and the 
power to expend money for that purpose already exists in the offi- 
cers of the army who are governing that country. 

Besides, what is the food of the people of that country? Gen- 
eral Davis says that rice, beans, yams (sweet potatoes), corn, 
bananas, and sugar cane are the food of the people of the island; 
and nearly every one of those can be grown in that country in 
abundance, and has been grown undoubtedly since the devasta- 
tion by the hurricane six or seven months ago. So it is not a ques- 
tionof food. Everyone knows that. Everyone knows there is no 
necessity for passing a bill in order to feed the people down there. 

Furthermore, here is the testimony taken before the Puerto 
Rican Committee, and there is not a witness who does not testify 
that wages have risen, that wages have doubled and trebled in 
Puerto Rico since the occupation of that country by our army. 
Every witness who was asked the question makes that statement 
before the Committee on Puerto Rico. Now, if wages have 
doubled and trebled in Puerto Rico, what is there to this clamor 
with regard to poverty and the necessity for relief? It is simply 
an excuse for the purpose of putting through a measure to meet 
a political ee Sg 

r. FAIRBANKS. May I interrupt the Senator? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. Do I understand the Senator to say that 
the wages throughout the entire island have doubled and trebled? 


Is that the conclusion the Senator draws from the testimony before | th 


the committee? 

Mr, PETTIGREW. The witnesses testified that in all the ports 
of the island, in all the cities where we were in occupation, wages 
had doubled and wages had trebled. I say in a country where 
that can occur and does occur there can not be a great necessity 
for the relief of starving people. 

The people who were starving would rush to the point where 
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would 


the wage had doubled and secure 5 and competition 

ive the wages down instead of doubling and trebling them. 

In other words, it proves that the necessity for relief does not 

exist and that that is not the purpose of the e of this bill. 

rede sad is the purpose of the passage of this bill? Nothing but the 
act 

Mr. DEPEW. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT S a tempore. Does the Senator from South 
Dakota yield to the Senator from New York? 

Mr. DEPEW. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. 6 I yield to the Senator from New York for 
a question. - 

r. DEPEW. Did not the testimony that wages had doubled 
apply only to expert labor, like that of stevedores who were capa- 
ble of loading ships and doing that work which is done at harbors? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. No, sir;-I think not. 

Mr, DEPEW. And not the wages of agricultural labor? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Someof the testimony was that wages had 
doubled for agricultural labor, but most of the witnesses, when we 
followed it up, testified that the wages of agricultural laborers had 
not doubled; that it was the labor in the ports, not exclusively the 
loaders of ships, but different sorts of labor in the ports. I noticed 
the other day that there was a strike in Ponce on the part of the com- 
mon laborers of that city. Ponce is in the center of the devastated 
region. It was stated that they clamored for what? For 5 cents 
an hour, or 50 cents a dax, which is 20 cents a day more than they 
ever received before. The testimony before our committee was 
that the common laborers received in Puerto Rico 30 cents a day, 
and there is a strike going on in Ponce among the common labor- 
ers, who demand 50 cents a day. If there were a great necessity for 
relief, would laborers be striking for an increase of two-fifths of 
their wages above the wages they had always received? Not at 
all. What, then, is the use of standing here and talking about this 
being an act of charity? 

Mr. President, it is simply a sop thrown at the people who have 
heretofore been 5 and who are nowelamoring that the 
Republican party shall carry out its pledges and not Toat its 
honor. What was the necessity? A bill-passed the other House 
which levied a duty upon Puerto Rican goods. We had told the 
Puerto Ricans that they should have free trade. Our generals 
had promised them everything. They had said to those people, 
Fou have become a part of the United States; under the deci- 
sions of our Supreme Court noduty can be levied upon your prod- 
ucts, and you will get the benefit of this market.” That was the 
unbroken testimony before the Committee on Puerto Rico. 

Nowit is proposed to break that pl because the cigar makers 
throughout the United States were insisting that a duty shall be 
levied upon Puerto Rican products, the tobaccoraisers of Connect- 
icut were 8 to free trade with that 8 and the fruit 
raisers of California were insisting that they shou d be protected 


against competition with this tropical labor. The Republican 
party feared to be charged with abandoning its old doctrine of 
protection to American labor and throwing open wide the door to 
competition from all the tropical countries which we are trying 
toannex. The American workman began to feel that he was be- 
ing e ber So the Republican party concluded that it was 
better to betray Puerto Rico than it was to betray the men who 
had been their faithful followers in the last campaign. 

Therefore this bill was sent down, the House of Representatives 
rushed it through, and it came here for no other purpose than to 
allay this excitement and this objection throughout the United 
States. They hope now, after holding their caucus, that if they 
pass this bill perhaps the clamor will cease, and that a little later 
on it will do to pass the Puerto Rican bill and make Puerto Rico 
acrown colony, an imperial ssion; for, underlying this ob- 
jection on the part of the Republicans throughout this country to 
the Puerto Rican bill and the Puerto Rican traffic, after all, is the 
objection to a change in the form of our government, the feeling 
that no country should be brought under our flag where our Con- 
stitution can not go, the belief that you can not maintain under 
the same flag two systems of government, an imperial colon 
formed and framed after the English system and a republic whic 
bases its power and right to exist upon the consent of the governed. 

What more is there with regard to distress in Puerto Rico? 
Why, Mr. President, nine-tenths of their exports are coffee. We 
never did and do not now levy any duty on coffee, and the greater 

art of their sugar has always come to this country and paid the 
uty. Why? Because this was the best market for it, even after 
paying the duty. Nine-tenths of their molasses came here before 
ey became a part of this country. What else have they to ex- 
por Sugar—sixty or seventy thousand tons last year—and a little 
bacco, upon which we charge a duty. 
~ a SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Certainly. , 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it the opinion of the Senator that we have a 
republican form of government in Alaska? 
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. 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, I shall not answer the ques- 
tion, nor shift this discussion to Alaska or any other frozen country. 
Mr.SPOONER. Doesthe Constitution only extend to countries 
which we own that are frozen and not to countries which are not 


? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Mr. President, the Constitution can extend 
to a country that is frozen and can not extend to a country where 
it never does freeze, because the people who live where they never 
have a frost are not capable of maintaining our form of govern- 
ment, and ae paoe are not able to move there and live, 

Mr. SPOO. Then the question as to whether the Constitu- 
tion extends to acquired territory depends upon whether they have 
frost or not? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Is that all the Senator's question? 

Mr. SPOONER. That was that question. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Isay, Mr. President, that a people capable 
of maintaining our Constitution and upholding our form of gov- 
ernment do not and never have lived in the Tropics; that there is 
no colony of our people or of people of our race anywhere in the 
Tropics throughout the world, and never has been. You look 
to tropical colonies or to tropical settlements of our race wherever 
you may go, and the disproportion between males and females is 
as from five to two, and they have but few children. 

Mr. SPOONER. My question is this, really, whether the prob- 
lem as to whether the Constitution of its own force extends toa 


country depends upon the climate? 
Mr. PETTIGREW. Oh, Mr. President, the Senator has now 
shifted his question. 


Mr. PETTIGREW. And he now wants to know whether the 
Constitution of its own force is directed in its going by the climate 
of the country. Of course that is so ridiculous and absurd that it 
ee does credit to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

If the Constitution follows the then it must follow to every 
country we annex, and if we acquire a country in the ‘ics, 
where the inhabitants can not participate in our form of govern- 
ment because of their inability to understand and comprehend 
and sustain the form of government adapted to us, then, unless we 

ve them their own government and separate and segregate them 

this country, we must hold them as a crowncolony; we must 
undertake to maintain under our flag two forms of government, 
a republic and an empire. We can not do it, and no nation ever 
did or ever will do it. 

Of course, Mr. President, the situation is embarrassing. The 
situation is embarrassing for this reason: If you donot puta duty 
on Puerto Rican goods, the tobacco raisers of Connecticut, the 
cigar makers all over the United States, and the fruit raisers of 
California are likely to vote against the Republican ticket. If 

ou do p a duty on Puerto Rican goods, you violate your prom- 

es and your penges made to those people when they 5 
the entrance of our army into that country, and you stand in bad 
faith before the people of the United States. That is the difficulty 
which has compelled the consideration of this bill. 

i Mr. SPOO Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
on? 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Iwill, 

Mr. SPOONER. Who made any promises to the people of 
Puerto Rico as to the tariff? : 

Mr. PETTIGREW. The testimony of all the witnesses before 
our committee was that the officers of the Army made promises 
that Puerto Rico would be a part of the United States, and Gen- 
eral Miles’s own proclamation promised those people everything 
and covered the whole question. 

Mr. SPOONER. If he promised them everything,“ does that 
mean he promised them protection and free trade, too—a revenue 
* and no revenue duty? 

. PETTIGREW. ell, Mr. President, I suppose the Sena- 
tor wants me to explain what I mean by ‘‘ promising everything,” 
or what General Miles meant by what he did say. Ihave not 
General Miles's proclamation here, but I have r it with some 
care, and I know what the people of Puerto Rico who appeared 
before our committee understood him to mean, They under- 
stood him to mean—and we asked the question of many of them, 
and perhaps all of them—that they were to have the free importa- 
tion of their goods into the United States, that they had becomea 
part of the United States, and that under our Constitution the 
Supreme Court had decided that no duty could be levied upon 
their exports to this 9 It seems to me that theirinterpreta- 
tion or understanding of what was promised them would be better 
than any construction I could put upon General Miles's language, 

Mr.SPOONER. TheSenator has read the proclamation of Gen- 
eral Miles, has he not? 

Mr..PETTIGREW. Ihave read it. 


Mr. SPOONER. Will not the Senator agree with me that there | establish: 


is no on that subject in the proclamation? 
Mr. P. GREW. Iwill not with the Senator that there 
is nothing upon that subject. I think, after a careful reading o 
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General arp ll eee, while he does not use the word 
„tariff,“ he cl e to those people all the benefits and 
advantages that can be derived from being annexed to this country. 

I have no objection to voting money for the relief of the people 
of Puerto Rico; but in the platform of the Republican party in 
1896 there was a plank which provided for free homes—that is, 
that the people who had taken lands on the Western prairies, 
formerly Indian reservations, should have those lands given to 
them upon five years’ residence, without making payment to the 
Indians of the purchase price. The Republican party, after re- 
peated contests upon the question, . — to carry out their plank 
in the platform, although those people have been devastated b 
droughts, and at least a hundred thousand of them have been oblig 
toabandon their homes on account of the drought. Iurged as one 
of the reasons why this should be done that that portion of the 
country was so dry that, while many people would remain there 
and ultimately become adapted to their surroundings and make 
homes, owing to the loss of their crops this relief ought to be 
granted, but the Republican party refused to grant the relief. 

Now, for a political exigency, without showing that there is any 
necessity to relieve the starving people in Puerto Rico, they are 
willing to throw away $2,000,000, the necessity exists for re- 
lieving the people of that country from starvation, I am willing 
to vote it; but it has not been shown—and not one word in this 
debate, not one particle of evidence has been brought forward to 
show—that there is any necessity for the relief, and, therefore, 
any necessity for the of measure, except the political 
necessities to which I have alluded. 

Mr. FAIRB I am greatly amazed, Mr. President, at the 
statement made by the distinguished Senator from South ota 
[Mr. PETTIGREW], to the effect that there is no necessity for this 
appropriation; that there is no distress in the island of Puerto 
Rico, Iam the more amazed because of the fact that the Senator 
is a member of the Puerto Rican Committee, and must have heard 
from the lips of witnesses who were examined by the committee 
the 3 of the distress Which has existed in the island for 
mon 

I would not prolong this debate, Mr. President, nor postpone 
a vote upon the bill for one hour, and I would not say a word at 
this moment if we could come to a vote, but a vote now is impos- 
sible. I can not forbear saying, contrary to the Senator’s state- 
ment, that want and distress do exist in the island and that this 
bill is intended to afford relief in a plain, straightforward, patri- 
otic way. I desire to read for the information of the Senate a 
brief extract from a letter written by a gentleman who has had 
bande opportunity for observing the conditions in Puerto Rico, 
perhaps the best informed citizen of the United States upon the 
conditions existing there. 

Mr. PETTIGREW. Who is he? 
eek FAIRBANKS. William H. Elliott, director of the posts. 

© says: 

The masses of the people of Puerto Rico conp: To the careful 
observer it would appear that Spain had them grou own to the last notch 
of existence. The poverty-stricken condition of their huts, their own wan 
and emaciated fo: haunted me likea nightmare as I traveled throngh the 
interior, and it ce y did seem that they had reached the limit of endur- 
ance. Then came the hurricane, lea’ a scene of death and destruction. 
Frail 8 homes for whole families and their only shelter, were 
swept out of existence; the fruit crop, much of it just maturing and the 
sole dependence for food for the coming six — mt ya utterly destroyed; 
the coffee plantations were ruined, tobacco fields bare, cattle and horses 
drowned by thousands. 

More complete desolation than the sun shone u in Puerto Rico August 
9, 1899, can not easily be pictured. Fortunately aid and succor were quickly 
extended, and relief has been flo in steadily, so that tho le have 
lived and are slowly recovering. The poor people lost little, for They had 
not store of property or food to be en from them; but the loss to the 
Ritions, toy cai aoe hope to recoter for aay yours. Meantime tha, poor 
must be looked after. their former employers can not give them work, it 
must somehow be provided, on the onda; which need it, or some kind of 
public improvement. This dependent class embraces fully 75 per cent of the 
population of the island. 


That statement, Mr. President, from a gentleman thoroughly 
well informed, I place in opposition to the broad and positive asser- 
tions just made by my distinguished friend from South Dakota. 
We could well wish, sir, that the statements of the Senator were 
founded in fact. 

Now, what does the pending bill propose? It is a bill conceived, 
as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPOONER] has said, in moi 
a bill to relieve distressed humanity; one which invites and should 
receive the most earnest and cordial support of every Senator in 
this body, no matter to which political party he belongs. 

Is this the hour, Mr. President, to play politics in the Senate of 
the United States, when a t measure for relief is pending for 
our decision? The bill distinctly declares that the appropriation 
is— 
to be used for the government now existing and which may hereafter be 


ed in Puerto Rico, and for yani education, public works, and other 
governmental and public purposes therein. 


Such, Mr. President, in brief, is the generous and humane pur- 


f | pose of the bill. That there is need for it no one familiar with 


1900. 
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the situation can possibly deny. The bill, sir, is not to meet party 
exigencies, but to put to work those who are in sore need of 
assistance. 
I shall not detain the Senate further; and I now move that the 
Senate proceed to the consideration of executive business. K 
Mr. PENROSE. Iwould ask the Senator from Indiana to yield 
to me for a moment. : 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? í 
Mr. HOAR. 1 should like to say a few words on the pending 
bill before it is laid aside. 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. Iwill yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
vania [Mr. PENROSE]. 
Mr. SPOONER. Ihopethe Senator from Indiana will withdraw 
his motion, He can renew it subsequently. 7 
Mr. PENROSE. The Senator can renew his motion at any mo- 
ment. Ido not t to take more than a few minutes of the 
time of the Senate in the statement which I intend to make, 
Mr. FAIRBANKS. I will gladly withdraw the motion for the 
resent, 
* Mr. HOAR. Mr. President 5 
Mr. PENROSE. If the Senator from Massachusetts will permit 
me, I will JE to him in a few moments, 
Mr. HOAR. I yield to the Senator. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. PENROSE. Mr. President, there has been considerable 
delay regarding Order of Business 168, which is Senate resolution 
107, which reads: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat 
in this body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

It has already been shown to this Senate in the eloquent remarks 
of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Hoar], the distinguished 
acting chairman, as I understand, of the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, that this is one of the most important subjects before 
this body. While we are pretending to discuss and to decide the 
very important questions which are any pressed upon us, the fact 
remains that the great State of Pennsylvania, with 80 members 
at the other end of this Capitol, has but one vote here in this body 
upon these questions, and they can not prover! and fairly be 
decided, in justice to the people of that State or Pio to the 
people of the United States, until that vacancy is filled. 

I detect, Mr. President, here in this Senate on the part of cer- 
tain Senators—and,if compelled to do so, I shall state the case 
clearly and upon proper evidence—I detect here clearly an inten- 
tion to procrastinate this question until the end of this session. 
Such an effort, Mr. President, can not appeal to any candid or 
fair-minded man. Whether Mr. Quay is entitled to his seat or not 
in this body is a question which must be decided upon the high 
tribunal of each man’s conscience, upon the constitutional ques- 
tion, or npon that lower degree of personal motives and isan- 
ship which have affected such cases in the past, and which, un- 
doubtedly, with some gentlemen, affect their judgment in the 

resent case. Therefore I now desire to ask this Senate, and I 

esire to ask—and I look straight at the Senators who are in this 
opposition—whether they are wie to fix a day in the near fu- 
ture when the Senate will take up this case and vote upon it, so 
that it may be finally disposed of, as provided for and required by 
the rules of the Senate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, a single word in reply to 
the interrogatory made by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
PENROSE], 50 far as I am personally concerned. . 

Ihave been waiting for six days, prepared to submit some brief 
observations in opposition to the seating of Mr. Quay, and have 
not had an opportunity to do so. In about twenty-four hours 
from the e time I shall leave the city for a few days, and, 
of course, during my absence I will not be able to participate in 
the discussion, if it takes place. 

The Senator from Pennsylvania a few days ago ventured to re- 
mark that there were only one or two Senators who desired to 
on in opposition, but I think the Senator will ascertain before 
this case is finished that there are a large number of Senators who 
desire to be, and who will insist upon being heard. 

I do not think the time has come for the Senate to fix an hour 
to take a vote upon this question; and I do not believe that the 
Senate will Baron to do so. 

Mr. PENROSE, Mr. President, when I said that I thought but 
few Senators would speak upon this question, I was largely gov- 
erned by the statement of the Senator from New Hampshire > 
GALLINGER] himself. I had seen in one of the newspapers that he 
was expected upon a certain day mentioned to speak-on this case, 
I went to him and asked him whether he would speak on this ques- 
tion, and he distinctly informed me that he did not expect to speak, 
that he did not think he would. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. PENROSE, He may have nee his mind. I know the 
Senator may have become so intere in the earnestness of the 
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his mind, and 
m the question, but I 
him upon the subject 


debate on this question that he may have chan 


that his intention may now be to speak u 
assert emphatically that when I question 
he stated that he did not expect to speak. 

Mr. GALLINGER. And L assert emphatically that the Senator 
does not state the truth. The Senator did come and interrogate 
me somewhat imperiously about the matter. I told him it was a 
matter of doubt in my mind whether I would speak on the ques- 
tion or not. That is precisely what I said to the Senator, and I 
shall exercise the privilege to speak or not to speak, as I see proper, 
and I shall certainly not be instructed by the Senator from 
Pennsylvania. 

Mr. PENROSE. I donot know whether it is that I do not state 
the truth or that the Senator from New Hampshire did not intend 
to tell me the truth. 

Mr. GALLINGER, Well, Mr. President—- 

Mr. PENROSE. If he did not tell me the truth, it could not be 
e ted that I can convey to this body a correct statement. 

r. GALLINGER, t is unmanly 
Mr. PENROSE, It is no more unmanly than what you are 


saying. 
Mr. GALLINGER. And beneath my serious notice. I have 
stated precisely what I said to the Senator, and I stand upon that 


record, 

Mr. HOAR. Will the Senator from New Hampshire yield to 
me for a question? ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 8 er 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to ask the Senator from New Hampshire, 
in reference to the statement he has just made here, if he can now 
say on what day he will return? 

r. GALLINGER. I expect to return from my home next 
8 180 75 or Friday. Iam going to New Hampshire. 

Mr. HOAR. Can the Senator state what day he will return? 

= GALLINGER. Either on Thursday or Friday of next 
wee 

Mr. HOAR. Mr, President, I ask unanimous consent that on 
Friday of next week, immediately after the routine morning busi- 
ness, the Quay case may be taken up for consideration and con- 
tinued until disposed of, reserving the right of appropriation bills 
and conference reports. 

It seems to me every Senator will agree that however this im- 
portant question is decided, if the State of Pennsylvania is enti- 
tled to two voices here, she ought to have them while these vast 
questions are being considered. The arrangement I have sug- 
gested will give the Senator from New Hampshire the time he de- 
sires; and it seems to me we should deal with the matter promptly. 

I will repeat my suggestion. I ask unanimous consent that a 
week from next Friday, after the conclusion of the morning 
business, the Quay case be taken up for consideration and con- 
tinued until disposed of, reserving the right of appropriation bills 
and conference reports. 

Mr. PENROSE, Mr. President, I object—— 

Mr. HOAR. Let my suggestion be stated. I ask that it be 
stated by the Chair. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Bacon in the chair). The 
Senator from Massachusetts asks that a week from next Friday 
the Quay case may be taken up for consideration, and that the 
consideration thereof be continued until it is disposed of, leaving 
the right of way for appropriation bills and conference reports. 

Mr. STEWART. 1 should like to know whether that is to be 
after the morning business? 

Mr. HOAR. After the morning business. 

Mr. PETTUS. I suggest to the senior Senator from Massachu- 
setts that he fix an hour for the vote. It is very inconvenient not 
to have an hour fixed. 

Mr. HOAR. I did not suppose, after the suggestions of soma 
Senators, that the Senate would be willing to fix an hour for the 
vote. I think that had better come as a oft oan request and that 
it had better be made later. I ask that the request I have sub- 
mitted be first put. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] who 
has charge of the Puerto Rican bill providing for a civil govern- 
ment for that territory was out of the Chamber when this re- 
quest was made. : 

3 I think not. t 

Mr. BURROWS. Iam sure he was, 

Mr. FORAKER. I just this moment came into the Chamber, 
but I understand the request which has been made. I heard the 
announcement from the Chair that a time be fixed for the consid- 
eration of the Quay case, the time being Friday of next week. 
Of course, having charge of the unfinished business, I shall hope 
to be through with the Puerto Rican bill by that time. 

Mr. HOAR. I will modify my request for unanimous consent 
so as to also except the unfinished business. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will then restate the 
request, which is that a week from next Friday, after the conclu- 
sion of the routine morning business of the Senate, the Senate will 
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take up the Quay case for consideration, and during the same 
period each day from day to day will continue the consideration 
of that case until itis disposed of, excepting the unfinished busi- 
scien and also appropriation bills andconference reports, Is there 
objection? 

r. BURROWS. Mr. President, Ido not know that there is 
any necessity of a further response to what the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] has said, except to state what he 
knows, that the attention of the Senate has been occupied every 
day to a late hour, to the exclusion of other matters, and even the 
adjournment over Saturday has been avoided, so that we have 
been in session every day. There are a large number of Senators 
who desire to be heard upon the Quay case, some of whom are 
now absent, as Senators know. but who will return in the course 
of a week or ten days. I should dislike very much to agree to any- 
thing which would seem to deprive them of the right to be heard 
in this important matter. 

Iwill say to the Senator from Massachusetts that if he will delay 
his request until to-morrow, I shall take occasion to ascertain, and 
then will be able to state to him 

Mr. HOAR. What was the statement made by the Senator 
from Michigan? 

Mr. BURROWS. If the Senator will wait until to-morrow to 
submit his request, then I shall be able to state definitely. 

Mr. HOAR. Iwill put the time forward until Monday or Tues- 
day instead of Friday, if the Senator prefers. 

r. BURROWS. o, sir; I would rather wait until to-morrow. 

Mr. HOAR. I know my honorable friend from Michigan too 
well not to know that when he makes such a request of me he does 
it with the earnest desire, if he can consistently with his sense of 
duty, to accomplish what 1 also desire, and he certainly would not 
ask it for any other purpose than that. Therefore, with that full 
knowledge, I will delay the request and will renew it to-morrow. 

Mr. BURROWS. I will say to the Senator that I have not the 
slightest desire to delay the discussion and the vote on this case. 

Mr. HOAR. Lam sure of it. 

Mr. BURROWS. But I do desire to accommodate eleven or 
twelve members of the Senate who wish to speak on this case. 
In the morning I expect to be able to speak definitely. 


Mr. HOAR. Iam sure of the Senator's sincerity. To-morrow 
I shall renew the request. 
Mr. JONES of 1 The situation, then, is that the Sen- 


ator from Massachusetts does not make his 
gives notice that he will present it to-morrow 
Mr. HOAR. Yes: that is it. 
Mr. ALLISON. I now call for the regular order of business, in 
order that I may make a statement. 


PUERTO RICAN REVENUES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 9080) appropriating, for the benefit 
and government of Puerto Rico, revenues collected on importa- 
tions therefrom since its evacuation by Spain, and revenues here- 
after collected on such importations under existing law. 

Mr. ALLISON. I have consented that the appropriation bill 
may go over until to-morrow after the routine business of the 
_ morning hour, with the understanding that it may be taken up at 

tbat time. 

Mr. HOAR. I desire to say a word on the appropriation bill 
before it over. 

Mr. ALLISON. vey well. I wish to give notice now that I 
shall not press the bill further to-day, but will allow the Senator 
from Massachusetts to say what he desires to say on the subject. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I wish to say a word, not by way 
of argument—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts allow 
me for just one moment to say but a word? 

Mr. HOAR. Certainly. 

Mr.FORAKER. The unfinished business has been temporarily 
laid aside, I presume, while I was out of the Chamber. After the 
Senator from South Dakota [Mr. PETTIGREW] ceased to speak, 
was an order made temporari aE it aside? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The present occupant of the 
chair was not in the chair at the time. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want it understood that the unfinished busi- 
ness is only temporarily laid aside; and I want to have an oppor- 
tunity to ve SIRE 

Mr. COC . The unfinished business was temporarily 
laid aside. 

Mr. FORAKER. I shall ask for the consideration and disposi- 
tion of a number of amendments to the bill which is the unfinished 
business, which have been offered to it. 

Mr. HOAR. Mr. President, I do not wish to enter upon any 
argument in regard tothe pending proposition. It is well known, 
or, if it he not well known, I am willing to make it known, that I 
differ widely with many persons with whom I have been accus- 
tomed to act in the past in regard to the constitutional right, the 


ragot to-day, but 
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panig policy, and the course of dealing with dependencies of the 
nited States upon which many gentlemen desire to enter. 

I have not in the least changed or modified the opinions I have 
heretofore expressed, except that the study of the history of the 
last twelve months, disclosed by the military and naval reports, 
the reports of our civil representatives in the East, has confirmed 
and strengthened my original conviction. I have read the state 
papers of the leaders of the people of the Philippine Islands; I 

ave read their modest, temperate, eloguent appeals to the justice 
and the love of liberty of the people of the United States; and I 
hope and believe that somehow in the future not far distant these 
appeals will make their way to the conscience and the justice of 
the great American people. 

But I can not disregard the fact that a committee of the Senate, 
whom we all trust, tells us that there is a present and most ex- 
tensive distress in the island of Puerto Rico, whose people have 
become, whether fortunately or unfortunately, dependent upon 
the legislative power of the people of the United States. There 
has been no practical suggestion for the immediate relief of that 
distress except the one now before us, unless ci) ae which 
present the gravest constitutional difficulties and the gravest dif- 
ferences in regard to policy may be so considered. I do not think 
we ought to wait while we debate, still less until we can deter- 
mine, what is to be our policy in dealing with these colonial de- 
pendencies in the future—if we keep them as colonial depend- 
encies—or the further question whether, under our Constitution, 
we can have colonial dependencies nut intended to be embraced at 
last in our own body politic. 1 do not think, I ye that we ought 
to keep these people waiting until those grave differences are set- 
tled, and therefore I propose to vote for this bill, and I propose to 
vote in the negative of every proposition which may be made to 
amend it by adding anything of a debatable character, even if the 
amendment be to declare what I myself zealously believe. 


FREDERICK SCHULTE OR SCHULDT, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS obtained the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Indiana permit me? I 
desire to ask unanimous consent to have pon a little measure 
that I am anxious to get over to the other House, 

Mr. FAIRBANKS. I yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (S. 2612) to remove the charge of desertion 
against Frederick Schulte or Schuldt. 

There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
Whole, proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs with an amendment, in line 
5, ata out War” and insert Navy;“ so as to make the bill 
read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre of the Navy be, and he is hereby, 
authorized and directed to remove the charge of desertion now borne on the 
records of the Navy Department against Frederick Schulte or Schuldt, for- 
merly a seaman on the U. S. steamships Anotonia and Hartford, and to grant 
the said Schulte an honorable discharge from the service of the Government. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the amend- 
ment was concurred in, 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 


CHOCTAW, OKLAHOMA AND GULF RAILROAD. 
Mr. JONES of Arkansas submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses 
on the amendments of the House to the bill (S. 2354) en ng the powers of 
the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company, ha met, after full 
and free conference have agreed to recommend and do recommend to their 
sha! argh Houses as follows: 

t the Senate recede from its ment to the amendment of the 
House and agree to the same with amendments as follows: 

Insert the word “franchises “ before the word “railroad,” at the beginning 
of line 13, page 3, and insert the words “either preferred or common, or both, 
af the word stock.“ at the end of line 23, page 3. 

That the House agree to the said amendments. 

JOHN 
O. H. PLATT, 


JAMES K. JONES. 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 
J. S. SHERMAN, 
CHARLES CURTIS, 
JOHN 8, LITTLE. 
Managers on the part of the House. 


M THURSTON, 


The report was agreed to. 
STATUE OF DANIEL WEBSTER. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent resolution 
of the Senate providing for the printing of the proceedings in con- 
nection with the reception of the Webster statue; which was, to 
strike out all after the resolving clause and insert: 

That — Bly printed for immediate use as a public document, in the 


form prescri by law for printing eulogies, 12,500 copies, in cloth binding, 
of „ reaction with the receipt of the Webster statue on 


ee 18, 1900, as reported by the committee of arrangements, of which 
500 be for the use of Mr. Stilson Hutchins, 6,000 delivered to the 
and Representatives of the States of New Hampshire and Massac 


Senators 
husetts, to 


1900. 
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be divided equally between them, 2,000 for the use of the Senate, and 4,000 for 
the use of the House of Representativos. 

Mr. HOAR. I move that the Senate concur in the amendment 
of the House of Representatives. 

The amendment was concurred in. 


SENATOR FROM PENNSYLVANIA, 


Mr. FAIRBANKS. I had intended to move an executive ses- 
sion, but I understand that the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
ret wishes to speak, and I will not make the motion. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Task the Chair to lay before the Senate 
the resolution concerning the Quay matter, as I desire to submit 
some remarks thereon. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate the reso- 
lution reported from the Committee on Privileges and Elections; 
which was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Hon. Matthew S. Quay is not entitled to take his seat in 

body as a Senator from the State of Pennsylvania. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. President, when, after an enforced 
absence of some weeks, I returned to this Chamber a few days 
ago, as I entered and approached my seat I heard the voice of the 
senior Senator from Montana, my attention was at once arrested 
and I became an interested auditor to his eloquent appeal for the 
admission of Mr. Quay as a Senator of the United States from 
Pennsylvania. It was an appeal more than an argument, and 
the extraordinary assertions and peculiar declarations he made 
awakened the determination to answer them. It seemed to me to 
be fitting that one who had stood with the senior Senator from 
Montana among the decisive majority of the Senate when it re- 
fused to accord a seat in this body to Mr. Corbett, of Oregon, 
should makereply. Itherefore claim the indulgence of the Senate 
at this time. i 

The matter now engaging the attention of the Senate is neither 
difficult nor complex. The case of Matthew Stanley Quay pre- 
sents no mass of testimony pro and con as to facts. 

There is no contention concerning facts; they are admitted upon 
either and both sides. And the case resolves itself into a constitu- 
tional question, which, divested of surplusage, may be briefly 
stated thus: ‘‘Has the governor of Pennsylvania the constitu- 
tional right and power to fill by executive appointment a vacancy 
in the Senate of the United States which occurred during the ses- 
sion of the legislature of the State and which said legislature 
failed to fill by an election?” 

To this question I propose to address myself briefly; not in the 
spirit of the attorney or learned counselor at law, who, by reason 
of his technica! training, frequently loses sight of the great issue 
at stake in his attempt at minute investigation and legal splitting 
of hairs, but with the purpos of the citizen who has studied the 
Constitution of his country and endeavored to find the true intent 
of the organic law. 

The Constitution of the United States, from the opening decla- 
ration to the last paragraph of the final article, shows that it is 
the result of a spirit of compromise as between contending ideas 
of government. The American promoa the enthusiasm of the 
moment which gave to the world the laration of Independence, 
thought only of the struggle which would be necessary to carry 
into effect its propositions; and if they contemplated future gov- 
ernment, it was doubtless with the sentiment that each colony, 
which had now become a free and independent State, should gov- 
ern itself. For the time being it was necessary to have unity 
of purpose and concert of action. Therefore rag entered upon 
their national life, not in the character of a unified people, but as 
a league of sovereign States under a written agreement known as 
the Articles of Confederation.” This instrument has been elo- 

uently described by one of the greatest American orators, John 

uincy Adams, in the following language: 

The Arti ine 
to DA itis cape thon tn enumeration ok the vosations pe tae ememel cane 
ernment, which Congress, constituted by the instrument, was not authorized 
to perform. They constituted a Congress om oers coextensive with the 
nation, but so hedged and hemmed in with r ctions that the limitation 
seemed to be the general rule and the grant the occasional exception. There 
was ayowedly no executive power. 

Under these Articles of Confederation, however, the war of the 
Revolution was fought and self-government ultimately achieved. 
But, sir, the condition of the country after the treaty of 
with Great Britain was criticalin the extreme. The strong 7 
of Federal power was absent. There was contention at home and 
failure abroad. There was upon the one hand an unwillingness 
of the seyeral States to surrender any portion of their sovereignty; 
on the other it was apparent that unless there should be a stron, 
union of the whole people, binding by a Federal government all 
the States into one nation, the struggle for independence would 
ha ve been for naught. Fortunately, there was at that time living 
an American so influential among his countrymen as to make his 
appeal for a Federal union and constitutional government irresist- 
ible. We owe to Washington not only the success of American 


arms in the war of the Revolution, but also the triumph of that 
spirit which brought about our present organic law. 

From the quiet courts of Mount Vernon came the messages of 
warning and patriotism which caused eleven States to send dele- 
gates to the Federal Convention which, after many months of 
tribulation and labor, evolved the Constitution of the United 


States. The plan of government is best set forth by the docu- 
meny itself, which makes the States speak in the first person and 
eclare— 


We, the 8 of the United States, in order to form a more perfect 
union, establish justice, insure domestic tranquillity, provide for the common 
defense, promote the general welfare, and secure the blessings of liberty to 
ourselves and our posterity, do ordain and establish this Constitution for the 
United States of America. 


The powers of government were vested in three coordinate 
branches—the legislative, the executiye, and judicial. The legis- 
lative branch was the Congress of the United States, consisting of 
a House of Representatives and a Senate. The Continental Con- 

ess had been one body only, but when the Constitution was 

ramed, after much debate, the conclusion was reached that the 
legislative branch of the Government should be fashioned after 
that of Great Britain, the House of Representatives to be appor- 
tioned to the States according to population, the Representatives 
to be chosen by the people, so that they might represent them di- 
rectly, thus in some degree fashioned after the English House of 
Commons. The Senate of the United States was to be differently 
constituted. It was to take in this country the place of the upper 
and titled house in Great Britain. It was not to be chosen by the 
people themselves, but by the legislatures of the several States, 
and here one of the great compromises is evident. In the Senate 
each State was to have two members, Delaware and the Provi- 
dence Plantations of Rhode Island were to have the same weight 
and power in the oppor branch of the National Legislature that 
New York, Pennsylvania, or Virginia enjoyed. It was the con- 
tention of the smaller and weaker States that they must have in 
at least one branch of the Legislature some guaranty for safety 
against the larger and more powerful States, who would be repre- 
a according to the number of their population in the lower 
ouse. 

The Constitution as it was evolved and finally submitted to the 
people contemplated two Senators for each State. These ena- 
tors were to be elected by the legislatures of the States in a certain 
manner and to have such qualifications as were set down in the 
Constitution of the United States. Originally there was much 
opposition, as the debates of the Convention abundantly show, to 
a vacancy in the Senate, under any circumstance or condition, 
being filled except by the legislature of the Commonwealth itself. 
There was, however, a distinctive feeling that as nearly as possi- 
ble each State should have two mémbers; and if by reason of the 
legislature of the State not being in session to fill a vacancy a 
State should be deprived of a part of its representation, there 
should be a provision that the chief executive, the governor, or 
president of the State should have the right to fill the vacancy for 
the time being—that is to say, until the legislature would con- 


vene. 

But the whole spirit of the debate and the final adoption of the 
articles as we now find them, relating to the election of Senators 
of the United States by the several States, leads us to the conclu- 
sion that executive appointments were only contemplated at such 
time as the legislatures were not in session, and that the moment 
a legislature was convened and had it within its power to elect a 
Senator of the United States the right of the executive to appoint 
should cease, 

There was, beyond question or doubt, ever present in the minds 
and hearts of the people of the colonies a deep-seated aversion and 
palpable antagonism to executive power. This sentiment was 
created and nurtured by the tyranny, arbitrary rule, and malad- 
ministration of a and proprietary governors for a century and 
ahalf of time. The colonists had been compelled to submit to 
insult, hardship, injustice, and the sum total of their suffering 
came through the one channel—the executives of the Crown or the 
proprietaries. Can we wonder, therefore, if, when this gallin; 
yoke had been cast off, the patriots of the Revolution determin 
to hold the power of government as nearly as possible in the popu- 
lar assemblies consisting of representatives of their own number, 
and to curtail in every possible way executive prerogatives? In 
the General Government during the 1 period they 
emphasized this feeling of antipathy by conducting Federal affairs 
under the Articles of Confederation, in which, as has been already 
stated, there was no executive power. And though when the 
Constitution was adopted they surrendered a part of this, they 
gave reluctantly and no more than was absolutely necessary. 

: gah language of the Constitution, Article I, section 3, is as 
‘ollows: 


The Senate of the United States shall be composed of two Senators from 
each pints. N by the legislature thereof, for six years; and each Senator 
ve one vo 
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Then follows the clause describing the first election of members, 
the first meeting of Congress, and the division of Senators into 
classes. Following that we find this language is used: 


And if vacancies ha resignation or otherwise, during the recess of 
the legislature of any te, tha executive thereof may make tem: cory 121 
en 


pointments until the next meeting of the legislature, which 
such vacan: 

This language, to my mind, is exceedingly clear; it is plain and 
simple, so that even the la; may, by the exercise of common 
sense, see the intention and purpose of the framers of the Consti- 
tution. It was to limit the power of executive appointment to 
vacancies which would ‘‘happen by resignation or otherwise” 
during the recess of the legislature of the State. Therefore, hay- 
ing thus limited the power of executive appointment, a vacancy 
which occurs during the session of the legislature of a State must 
be filled by the legislature itself, and if the legislature fails of its 
duty, then the executive can not act. 

In the case now before us the claimant to a seat in this body, 
Matthew Stanley Quay, appears with a commission issued by the 
governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania—an executive 
appointee. Now, sir, let us carefully examine this case. 

e executive appointment of Mr. Quay as a Senator of the United 
States by the governor of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania 
. come within the constitutional limitation? If so, then he should 
be entitled to take his seat. If not, he should be excluded. No 
other consideration should enter into it. Neither character nor 
service, neither public enmities nor personal malice, neither friend- 
x pei kindly remembrances, should intervene and obscure the 

lain and simple issue before us. Partisanship on the one hand, 

ealous antagonism on the other, should sternly be commanded to 
stand aside. The bright light of independent, manly thought, the 
fervor of patriotic aspiration, the calm logic of reason, should 
combine and concentrate our every endeavor toward elucidating 
the real intent of the Constitution. 

Our first inquiry should be as to facts. These are admitted to be 
substantially as follows: The last term of service of Mr. Quay as a 
Senator of the United States from Pennsylvania expired on the 3d 
day of March, 1899, thus creating a vacancy in the representation 
of that State in this body. The expiration of Mr. Quay's term 
occurred during a stated session of the legislature of Pennsylvania. 
Under the Constitution of the United States the legislature then in 
session was charged to elect a successor to Mr. Quay for the term of 
six years. Further, it is admitted that the legislature of Penn- 
sylvania did assemble in joint convention and a number of ballots 
were had in the endeavor to make a choice for Senator. I believe 
the session lasted forty-seven days after the expiration of Mr. 
Quay’s term, but notwithstanding the frequent attempts in joint 
convention the legislature failed to elect a successor, and in this 
failure fell short of its constitutional duty. 

The State of Pennsylvania had, under the Constitution of the 
United States, the right of filling the vacancy caused by the expi- 
ration of Mr. Quay's term in one way only. The legislature 
ing in session, it was its bounden duty to elect his successor. 
Having thus failed in availing itself of its right—aye, further, of 
performing its duty—the question now arises, Has the governor of 
the State ht or power to fill the existing vacancy after the 
legislature, which under the Constitution was char with the 
election of a Senator, failed in its duty? 

The Senate of the United States, by and under the Constitution, 
is the judge of the election and qualifications of its own members. 
The Senate, therefore, in this case sits as a court to decide upon 
the eligibility of Mr. Quay to be admitted as a Senator of the 
United States from Pennsylvania. It acts in a judicial capacity. 
It should be ruled by the same laws and customs that govern 
other courts. Now, what are these? Courts should be guided by 
the Constitution, which is the organic law of the land; the enact- 
ments made under it, and such precedents as have been madeand 
cited by courts of similar and higher jurisdiction around and 
about them. In the matter of judging of the election and quali- 
fications of its members the Senate is supreme, there is no court 
of jurisdiction beyond it, and therefore in its decision as to any 
case of such nature that zay be brought before it, it must be gov- 
erned by the Constitution of the United States, the law made in 
accordance with it and the precedents established and set by the 
Senate itself in similar cases in the century and decade of years 
which have backward rolled since constitutional government had 
its origin in this country, and the Senate of the United States be- 
gan to have life and being under it. 

The lan; of the Constitution concerning this phase of na- 
tional life is to my mind plain, emphatic, and unequivocal. There 
are two sources of appointment by which a Senator of the United 
States can receive and just title. First, an election by the 
legislature of the State which he is to represent in part. The 


Constitution charges specifically that the Senate of the United 
States shall be composed of two Senators from each State, chosen 
by the legislature thereof, for six years.” To the legislatures, 


therefore, belongs primarily the power of electing Senators of the 
United States, either previous to the expiration of a term or when 
they are in session at the happening of a vacancy and at their first 
meeting when it happens in their recess, and on them devolves 
the exclusive jurisdiction of the filling of such vacancies under 
such environments. Secondly, during the recess of a legislature 
a vacancy occurring by expiration of a term which was not sus- 
ceptible of being filled by the legislature either previous to its 
expiration or subsequent to it, or a vacancy happening by resigna- 
tion in a stated term, ‘or otherwise,” during the recess of the 
legislature of any State, „the executive thereof may make tem- 
porary appointments until the next meeting of the legislature, 
which shall then fill such vacancies.” I reiterate this language 
to impress the difference as to the two appointments. The one 
an election by the legislature, ‘* which sate tack. ” and the other 
an appointment by the executive, who may appoint” under cer- 
tain restrictions and limitations. 

The debates of the Federal Convention which formulated the 

Constitution of the United States abundantly show that at first 
it was the intention of at least a part of the Convention to have 
Senators elected by the legislature, and under any and all circum- 
stances to prevent any executive appointment. This, however, 
was modified, but the modification itself, to my mind, clearly in- 
dicates that it was not intended that the governor of any State 
should at any time have the right to make an appointment when 
the legislature of the State could elect. 
In the debates upon this question Mr. Wilson strenuously ob- 
jected to vacancies in the Senate being supplied by the executive 
of the State. He said that it was unn , as the legislatures 
would meet frequently, and that it removed the appointment too 
far from the people, and that he had always thought that the ap- 
pointment of the executive by the legislative department wrong, 
and that it was still more so that the executive should select the 
legislative department.” Upon the question on striking out the 
words , vacancies shall be supplied by executives” in the original 
draft of the plan of the Constitution the curious fact developed 
that Pennsylvania voted ‘‘ aye,” thus recording herself as opposed 
to executive appointment under any and all circumstances, and the 
vote of Maryland was divided upon that issue. 

In the adoption of the articles having reference to this point as 
se finally appear in the Constitution a compromi is apparent, 
and while it is conceded that executives might under certain cir- 
cumstances make temporary appointments, it was believed that 
they would be for a short time, and therefore, to quote the lan- 
guage of Mr. Randolph, the executives might be safely trusted 
with the appointment for a short time;” but it is apparent throngh- 
out the whole debate that it was only contemplated that these 
executive appointments should be made where there existed an 
impossibility of the legislature of the State acting in its sovereign 
capacity and filling the vacancy. Thus we have not only the lan- 
guage of the Constitution itself, but the further light of theinten- 
tion of the framers of the Constitution concerning this important 


matter. 3 

In addition to this, we find a long line of precedents, beginning 
over @ century ago and continuing until the present, established 
by the Senate in its decisions upon the eligibility of such members 
of the cae upon whose title there was any question raised at 
any poin 

It been my privilege to examine a number of these, and I 
find that with surprising uniformity, advancing grop by step, the 
Senate has emphasized the right and duty of the legislature to 
elect, and the limited power of the executive to appoint United 
States Senators. 

The first case which claims our attention is that of Kensey 
Johns, of Delaware, who was appointed March 19, 1794, by the 
governor of the State of Delaware to fill a vacancy caused by the 
resignation of George Read. Kensey Johns was refused admis- 
sion, and the seat remained vacant until the legislature of Dela- 
ware elected Henry Latimer, February 7, 1795, to fill the vacancy, 
Mr. Latimer being admitted and sworn in on February 28 follow- 
ing. In this case it ap that Mr. Johns was refused admis- 
sion because there intervened, between the vacancy caused 
by the resignation of Mr. Read and the executive appointment of 
Mr, Johns, a session of the legislature of Delaware, which had 
failed to elect a Senator. It was here decided that the legislature 
of the State haying been in session and having failed to perform 
its constitutional duty, the limited authority of the executive of 
the State did not extend even to filling a vacancy which had been 
allowed to exist. It will be observed that this is a stronger case 
by far than that of Mr. Quay, for the vacancy did not occur dur- 
ing the session of the legislature. 

us we find a vacancy which had occurred during the recess of 
the legislature attempted to be filled bribe governor by executive 
appointment. Yet the Senate of the United States refused Mr. 
Johns admission because a session of the legislature had inter- 
vened between the time of the vacancy and the executive appoint- 
ment, thus emphasizing the intention of the framers of the 


1900. 
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Constitution that a narrow limitation should be placed upon the 
power of the executive. 
This case occurred in the primitive period of our constitutional 
ent. The First Congress completed its organization in 
April, 1789. This case occurred five years later, when the framers 
of the Constitution were yet active in the service of our Govern- 
ment, some of them serving at that very time as members of the 
Senate of the United States, notably James Monroe, of Virginia, 
and this case would seem to do much toward shedding any light 
that is needed to construe the meaning of the language of the Con- 
stitution. It is most important to us from this standpoint, and 
too much stress can not be placed upon it, for surely the men who 
labored in creating the Constitution should be best able and most 
capable in construing the instrument and giving effect to its pur- 


ose. 

The voice and vote of such men as Monroe, Martin, Langdon, 
Burr, and others denying the right and title of Kensey Johns to 
a seat in the Senate upon executive appointment under the cir- 
cumstances shown by the case should conviction deep and 
strong to their successors in the Senate at the present time. 

The only case of an appointment, by the chief executive of a 
State, of a Senator, previous to that of 5 was that of 
John Walker, of Virginia, who was appointed ch 81, 1790, upon 
the refusal of George Mason to act after his election to the Senate. 
Mr. Mason had been elected to fill a vacancy caused by the death 
of William Grayson. The legislature of Virginia was not then in 
session and would not convene before the assembling of Congress, 
and therefore the executive, under his limited power, had a right 
to appoint for the time being, and Mr. Walker, upon the presen- 
tation of his credentials, was seated and served until James Mon- 
roe, who was elected November 9, 1790, to fill the unexpired term, 

uced his credentials and took his seat December 9, 1790. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Maryland allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chair). 
the Senator from Maryland yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. As I recollect the case, Mr. Walker was ap- 

inted to fill a vacancy which had already been filled by the 

egislature, whose choice had refused to accept. 
. WELLINGTON. Iam citing this as a case in which the 
governor had the evident rigni to appoint. 

Mr. SPOONER. But the legislature had met and the legislature 
had chosen, and the man whom they had chosen declined to accept. 
b Mr. WELLIN GTON. Exactly. Then there was a vacancy ex- 

ting? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. There was a vacancy existing, and as 
there was no legislature in session, and as there would be no legis- 
lature in session between that time and the convening of Congress, 
the governor arcs as he had a right to do, and Mr. Walker 
was seated. That is the contention I make, 

Mr. SPOONER. But, if the Senator will permit me, the legis- 
1 — met to fill an anticipated vacancy and they had chosen 
a Senator. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, But the person chosen refused to accept. 

Mr. SPOONER. He refused to accept. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. And that caused a vacancy. 

Mr. DAVIS. Did not that make the whole thing pass for noth- 


. SPOONER. It made it pass for nothing. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I do not so understand it. 

Mr. SPOONER. There was a vacancy until the legislature 
should choose a man who would accept. 

ae WELLINGTON. Then there was a vacancy, was there 
no 

Mr. SPOONER. Isay that until the legislature chooses a man 
who will accept it has not filled the vacancy. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. The legislature was not aware whether 

he would accept or not and it adjourned, Then there existed a 
Megara d in the representation of the State of Virginia in the Sen- 
ate of the United States, and that vacancy was filled by the gov- 
ernor, because the legislature was not in session and use it 
would not convene before the time when the Congress of the 
United States would meet. That was the situation. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I just desire to get the facts here in order to 
form my judgment as to the legal status. It is as to whether at 
the time of the election it was known that the man would after- 
wards decline to serve, or did his declination come in time for the 
legislature to act again? In other words, had not the legislature 
acted in absolute faith according to its legal requirements 
and duties and adjourned in good faith and everything of that 
sort and had it not to all intents and purposes complied with the 


obligation imposed upon it, whereas in the Pennsylvania case it 
did not do so? 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator mean that the power of the 

vernor under the Constitution to appoint a Senator temporarily 

epends u the judgment of this y as to the good faith of 
the legislature of a State? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Imean by thatto say that my opinion as to the 
law of the case would rest entirely upon the facts, and that if the 
legislature had elected a man according to the requirements of 
the Constitution, and then adjourned, and that man afterwards 
declined to serve, and the governor appointed, I would vote to seat 
him; but otherwise I would not. . 

Mr. SPOONER. What you would vote for is another thing. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Here was a clear case, in which the gov- 
ernor had undoubted right to appoint, and, therefore, the appointee 
was seated. 

A number of cases of like nature to that of Mr. Walker’s oc- 
curred after Kensey Johns had been refused admission. The 
second case to which I shall refer is that of Uriah Tracy, of Con- 
necticut, which occurred in 1801. Mr. Tracey’s term as Senator 
expired March 8, 1801. On March 4 of that year, ata ses- 
sion of the Senate, he produced credentials of appointment by the 
governor of Connecticut to fill the vacancy caused by the expira- 
tion of his first term. 

Mr. SPOONER, Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Mary- 
land yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I would prefer, I will say very plainly, 
not to be interrupted right straight along. Ido not usually make 
it a practice to interrupt any Senator when he is speaking. How- 
ever, if there is any question which the Senator wishes to eluci- 
date or point he wishes to direct attention to, certainly I do not 
wish to be discourteous. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope my friend will appreciate it when I my 
that I would not interrupt him for any other purpose in the worl 
than to make clear the question he is discussing. I would not in- 
terrupt him simply for the purpose of controversy. If he prefers 
not to 5 at all, I will not do it. 

The PRESIDINGOFFICER. The Senator from Maryland will 


Mr. WELLINGTON. Mr. Tracy’s credentials were dated 
February 20, 1801, and it appeared that the legislature of the State 
not being in session, he was 8 “from the 3d day of March 
next until the next meeting of the legislature of said State.” 

Though exceptions were taken to these credentials, he was ad- 
mitted to his seat and occupied and held it during the special 
session of the Senate of March 4 and 5 of that year. In the fol- 
lowing May he was elected by the legislature of his State for the 
term ending March 3, 1807. It will be observed that there is an 
essential difference as between this case and that of Kensey Johns, 
for though the vacancy which occurred by expiration of the term of 
Mr. Tracy might have been provided for in adyance by the legis- 
lature, it was not done. But the vacancy occurred during the 
recess of the legislature, and there was no opportunity for ce 
lative action in the interval as between the expiration of his first 
term and the consequent beginning of the vacancy caused thereby 
and his presentation of credentials. ö 

The case of Samuel Smith, of Maryland, in 1809 is almost identi- 
cal with that of Mr. Tracey, and the same result was attained. 

In the case of James Lanman, of Connecticut, there was an ex- 
ecutive appointment made in advance of the expiration of his 
term—before the vacancy occurred—and he was refused admis- 
sion upon his credentials, for the reason that it was held ‘the ex- 
ecutive can not make an appointment in advance of a vacancy.” 

Tn each of these cases it will beseen that there was a Very wake- 
ful and watchful guarding, with jealousy, of the prerogatives of 
the legislature to elect a Senator, and that any attempt upon the 
part of the executive power to take even the slightest step beyond 
the narrow confines of the constitutional limit, as then under- 
stood, was at once checked by the Senate of the United States by 
refusing admission to the executive appointee. 

The case of Ambrose H, Sevier, Senator from Arkansas, was 
somewhat different from any of the preceding ones. The State 
of Arkansas was admitted into the Union June, 1836, In October 
of that year the legislature of the State elected Ambrose H. Sevier 
and William S. Fulton Senators. On the allotment of the Arkan- 
sas Senators to their respective classes, as required by the third 
section of the first article of the Constitution, Mr. Sevier was 
placed in the class of Senators whose terms expired March 3, 1837, 
thus creating a vacancy upon that day. The legislature of Arkan- 
sas had no opportunity to fill the vacancy, not having been in ses- 
sion after the result of the allotment was known. In June, 1837, 
the governor of Arkansas appointed Mr. Sevier to fill the vacancy 
which had occurred upon the expiration of his first term. The 
Senate in this case decided that as a vacancy could not have been 
foreseen, the allotment not being known, and as the legislature 
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had not been in session, the case came “fairly within the provi- 
sions of the Constitution,” and Mr. Sevier took his seat and held 
it until he was duly elected by the legislature of his State. This 
again emphasizes the fact that it was the intention of the Senate 
to confine executive appointments to such cases as bore evidence 
of the inability of the legislature to act. 

On July 27, 1850, Robert C. Winthrop was appointed by the 
governor of Massachusetts to fill a vacancy bes by the resigna- 
tion of Daniel Webster. He presented his credentials and was 
seated, as was his right to be, the legislature of Massachusetts not 
being in session. On February 1,1851, Robert Rantoul was elected 
by the fe re to fill the unexpired term of Mr. Webster. Mr. 
Rantoul did not appear to present his credentials, and Mr. Win- 
throp himself offered a resolution— 

That the Committee on the Judiciary inquire and report to the Senate, as 
seng as practicable, at what period the term of service of a Senator appointed 


by the executive of a State, during tho recess of the legislature thereof, right- 
fully expired. ne 


In answer to this resolution the committee reported: 


That a person so anpali had a right to the seat until the legislature, at 
its next meeting, should elect a person to fill the unexpired term, and the per- 
son e should accept, and his acceptance appear to the Senate by the 
presentation of his credentials. 


This report was debated, but no action was taken, the whole 
subject being laid on the table, but Mr. Winthrop vacated his seat 
February 7, 1851, when Mr. Rantoul presented his credentials. 
Here again is evidenced the same spirit, and we have the superb 
spectacle of a‘Senator himself calling the attention of the Senate 
to this important question, and at the same time, while expressing 
a desire to hold his seat so long as he was constitutionally entitled 
thereto, declaring that he would hold it not one moment longer. 

On December 15, 1851, Henry Clay sent a letter of resignation 
to the general assembly of Kentucky, said resignation to take 
effect on the first Monday of September, 1852. On December 30, 
1851, Archibald Dixon was elected by the legislature to fill the 
unexpired term of Mr. Clay. On June 29, 1852, during the recess 
of the legislature, Henry died. On July 6 the governor of 
Kentucky appointed David Meriwether Senator until the time 
the resignation of Henry Clay takes effect. Mr. Meriwether’s 
credentials were presented and he took his seat July 15 and held 
it during that session of Congress. On December 6 of that year 
the Senate was convened in regular session, Mr. Meriwether did 
not appear, but Mr. Dixon presented his credentials tu the Senate. 
Objection was made to his taking the oath of office on the ground 
that the seat belonged to Mr. Meriwether. The seat remained 
vacant until December 20, when the Senate seated Mr. Dixon, 
having resolved that he had been duly elected to fill the vacancy 
in the Senate occasioned by the resignation of Henry Clay. This 
is additional evidence that the Senate desired to recognize execu- 
tive appointments only under limited conditions, and that the 

moment there was an opportunity for legislative action it must 
have precedence and hold good. 

In the cases of Samuel L. Phelps, of Vermont, and Jared W. Wil- 
liams, of New Hampshire, occurring in 1853, the Senate went a 
step further in this direction and decided that a person temporarily 
appointed by the governor on the occasion of a vacancy occurring 
during the recess of the legislature was not entitled to retain his 
seat after the adjournment of the next session of the said legisla- 
lature which had an opportunity to elect his successor and failed 
to perform its duty. 

ese two cases . asr emphasize the construction of the Consti- 
tution, which would place a strict limit upon executive appoint- 
ments and hedge them about upon every side. 

In the eases of Charles H. Bell, in 1879, and Henry W. Blair, in 
1885, both of New Hampshire, the vacancies having occurred 
during the recess of the legislature, and not being susceptible of 
being provided for in advance, and there being no opportunity to 
elect between the occurrence of the vacancy and the executive 
appointment, they were both declared entitled to their seats and 
held them until the next meeting of the legislature, which chose 
their successors. 

In 1891 Senator Reagan, of Texas, resigned from the Senate. 
The resignation was to take effect on the 10th day of June, 1891. 
The governor of Texas, after the receipt of the resignation of Mr. 

Reagan, appointed Mr. Horace CHILTON to fill the vacancy occa- 
sioned by the resignation of Mr. „the appointment to take 
offect on the 10th day of June, 1891, the day upon which Mr. Rea- 
gan's resignation was to become operative. Mr. CHILTON was 
seated, the Senate declaring that— 

Though the appointment had beon made in advance of the vacancy, its oc- 


currence, by resignation, to take effect upon a certain date, and there being 
no intervening session of the general assembly, thus making it impossible for 


the legislature to act, Mr. CHITrON was entitled to his seat under the execu- 
tive appointment. 

The case of Mr. Mantle, of Montana, in 1893, is one with which 

Senator is familiar. Many are now present who participated 

tle was refused admis- 


in the debates npon that occasion. Mr. 
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sion for the reason that the vacancy had been foreseen and had been 


tible of being provided for in advance. 

In this case the following facts appear: On March 3, 1893, the 
term of Mr. Sanders as a Senator from Montana expired. In Jan- 
uary of that year the legislature of Montana met, and, its session 
being that which met next previous to the expiration of the term 
of Senator Sanders, it was charged under the Constitution with 
the duty of electing his successor. Before the term had expired 
the legislature adjourned finally without having elected a Senator 
to succeed Mr. Sanders. Thereupon the governor of Montana 
attempted eee Mr. Mantle to the vacancy. Mr. Mantle pre- 
sented his credentials, and the case was referred to the Committee 
on Privileges and Elections. On March 27, 1893. Mr. Hoar, of 
the committee, presented a resolution declaring Mr. Mantle en- 
titled to a seat in the Senate. 

The debate which followed extended itself over five months, 
until a vote was reached on August 23, following. A substitute 
for Mr. Hoar’s resolution was offered declaring Mr. Mantle not 
entitled to a seat and was adopted, thus excluding him. The de- 
bate proves beyond doubt that the case was not decided upon any 
other than constitutional grounds, Mr. Mantle was excluded be- 
cause a majority of the Senate, without regard to political lines, 
held that the executive of a State could not appoint a Senator after 
the legislature of the Commonwealth had an opportunity to elect 
and had failed in the performance of its duty. 

During the consideration of this case Senator Mitchell, of Ore- 
gon, cited a letter written by Mr. Edmunds, of Vermont, formerly 
a Senator of the United States from that State. Mr. Edmunds 
has earned just fame as one of the greatest constitutional lawyers 
of our time, ranking with Webster and his compeers, and this let- 
ter, which was addressed to Governor Moody, of Oregon, in 1885, 
in answer to a request for his opinion upon a similar case, is so 
clear and convincing that I beg to submit it now. It is as follows: 


. BURLINGTON, VT., September 1, 1885. 
now, provides seapecting BOAL 8 

ow, provides respec nators it v. ies hap: on 
or otherwise during the recess of the legislature of any State, Ké executive 
thereof may make oat pled Sprotan until the next meeting of the 
legislature, which shall then fill such vacancy.” 

t has been held by the Senate. and may now be considered as the settled 
law of that body, thatif a State legislature has once acted or had an oppor- 
tunity to act While a vacancy exists the governor has no power to supply the 
failure of the legislature to fill it ap, 

Applying this rule to the case of Oregon, a vacancy existed on and after 
the 4th day of March, 1885, and your legislature, as I understand it, continued 
to sit a long time after that date and had the opportunity to fill the vacancy, 
so that the vacancy did not happen during a recess of the legislature, and 
now only exists because the legislature failed in its duty of keeping its Sen- 
atorial representation full. If we construe this clause of the Constitution as 
some Democratic Presidents have the corresponding clause g the 
President filling vacancies in offices. so as to make it mean, that if vacancies 
. to exist during any recess the 8 may fill them. it would be an 
in ennta paws: to be exerted just so long as the 1 ture failed. which is 
not acco: g either to the language or spirit of the Constitution. But, how- 
ever we may reason about it, the Senate will be obliged to reverse its re- 
peated decisions on the subject in order to admit a Senator appointed by tho 
pieca under such circumstan Trus that in some way a Repub- 
i be preserved to us at a time when the only 
ve government lies within the Senate, 


GEORGE F. EDMUNDS. 


This is the letter of Senator Edmunds, so plain in its language 
that it can neither be mistaken nor di ed. If the Senate, 
3 to 1885, by its precedents justified the assertion of Mr. 

munds that it might be considered the settled law of that 
body that if the legislature has once acted, or had an opportunity 
to act while a vacancy exists, 5 has no power to supply 
the failure of the legislature to fill it up, how much more is this 
true now, when since then an unbroken line of precedents has 
been added. If this position was fortified then, it is doubly in- 
trenched now. 

After the case of Mr. Mantle came those of Allen and Beckwith. 
These two cases are almost, if not entirely, identical with that of 
Senator Quay, now under consideration, and so little did the 
claimants in these cases feel that they had a right to a seat in this 
body that the claims were allowed to fall without pressing them 
actively for consideration before the Senate. They were sur- 
rounded by the same circumstances and conditions as the case of 
Senator Quay, and they emphasize the statement that from the 
beginning of constitutional government in the United States until 
now there has not been seated in the Senate a claimant coming 
with the sort of credentials that are now presented 5 Mr. quar. 

The last case which came before the Senate of the United States 
was that of Henry W. Corbett, of Oregon. He was refused ad- 
mission on the ground that a vacancy having been foreseen and 
susceptible of being provided for in advance, the governor was 
estopped from appointing. Of this case I have some personal 
knowledge, as it was my privilege then to be a member of this 
body and to act as a part of the high court which passed upon the 
claim of Mr. Corbett by executive appointment, to hold a seat as 
a Senator from Oregon. Mr. Corbett had a stronger claim to a 
seat in this body than has Mr. Quay, and, if I may be pardoned, I 
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will endeavor briefly to give the reasons why his claim was 
stronger and better. Theterm of Mr. Mitchell, of Oregon, expired 
on March 3, 1897, during the recess ot the legislature. The legis- 
la ure of Oregon after the occurrence of this vacancy met, but the 
lower house was never organized in due form, for the reason that 
there was never in attendance a proper quorum of that body as 
required by the constitution of the State. The constitution of 
the State of Oregon requires two-thirds of the members of the 
house of representatives to be present to organize that body. 

During the entire time in which the legislature of Oregon should 
have been in session a sufficient number of members necessary to 
break a quorum were prevailed upon to remain away, thus caus- 
ing a failure in the organization and preventing the house from 
meeting with the senate in joint convention, as required by the 
Constitution of the United States, to elect a Senator to succeed 
Mr. Mitchell. It will thus be seen that, while there was a meeting 
of the legislature, it was impossible to have a joint convention, 
and therefore it might have been contended that the legislature of 
Oregon never had an opportunity of choosing a Senator to fill the 
vacancy. This, however, was not taken into account, and the 
fact that the time had come when the legislature of Oregon, under 
the constitution of the State. should assemble and did assemble 
was taken as an evidence that the State had had an opportunity 
to elect and failed to avail itself of that opportunity by an elec- 
tion of a Senator of the United States. 

After the adjournment of the legislature, which occurred at the 
expiration of the constitutional limit for its session, the governor 
of Oregon appointed Mr. Corbett to fill the vacancy, and he pre- 
sented his credentials. The Committee on Privileges and Elec- 
tions considered it carefully; it was thoroughly discussed in the 
Senate, and by a decisive vote it was declared that Mr. Corbett 
was not entitled to a seat in the Senate, for the reason that even 
though the legislature had never been organized in both houses, 
the time for its session having passed and no election having been 
had, that the governor of the State had no right to make an ap- 

intment. Thus going a step further than ever before in the 

natorial limitation of executive appointment. 

In the case of Mr. Quay we have every condition which makes 
him ineligible as an executive appointee from the Commonwealth 
of Pennsylvania. The vacancy occurred during the session of the 
legislature; the legislature failed to avail itself of its constitu- 
tional prerogativo or to fulfill its constitutional duty, and ad- 
journed without electing Mr. Quays successor. From the lan- 
guage of the Constitution, under the acts passed in accordance 
with it, construing them in the light which is given us by the 
framers of the Constitution, and guided upon our pathway by an 
almost unbroken line of cases, following one after theother, during 
more than a century of time, it seems to be plain that the gov- 
ernor of Pennsylvania, under these conditions, was debarred from 
exercising the right of appointment. Yet, notwithstanding this, 
the governor of Pennsylvania did attempt to appoins Mr, Quay, 
and he presents his credentials to this bony raying admission. If 
the Senate votes to seat him, in my humble judgment, it will do 
so in contravention of the expressed constitutional provision and 
in defiance of the law and every precedent that bears upon the 
case. 

I can not conceive that any court in the land would be so very 
forgetful of the sacredness of the Constitution or its obligation 
to observe the law and established precedents as to give sucha 
decision; and I therefore can not belieye that the Senate would 
so far fail in its remembrance of the organic law which was its 
creator or of the dignity of its own past record as to admit Mr. 
Quay, upon his credentials here poeren, as an executive ap- 

intee. I for one, having carefully examined the points at issue 
in the case of Mr. Corbett, and having cast ay yote against his 
admission because of my views of the limited authority of the 
executive, and haying seen the Senate upon that occasion sitting 
as a high court, having heard its opinion that Mr. Corbett was 
not entitled to a seat in this Chamber, can not see my way clear to 
aid in a reversal of the judgment of the court as recorded upon 
that occasion in a case that is no stronger than was that of Mr. 
Corbett’s—aye, that is weaker in every particular. I can not do so 
for the sake of the reverence and respect I have for the decision of 
the Senate. I can not do so for the sake of personal consistency. 
I shall therefore cast my vote in conformity with what I conceive 
to be the constitutional provision and what I hold to be the law 
and precedents governing the case. 

Tt has been suggested that the governor of Pennsylvania should, 
instead of attempting to appoint a Senator, have reconvened the 
legislature of his State, as he was charged to do by the constitu- 
tion of Pennsylvania, This is undoubtedly true. He should 
have done this even without a constitutional provision, and I am 
free to admit that the requirement of the constitution of Penn- 
sylvania has little bearing upon the case here, It may be con- 
tended that as the legislature had failed, after many ballots, to 
elect a successor to Mr. Quay, there would be little probability of 
a choice by the same body if reconvened, for there would be 
present the same representatives, actuated by the same motives. 


I am convinced, however, that the very contrary would be true. 
I believe if the governor had paid heed to the provision of the 
constitution of his State, which he had pledged himself in the 
most solemn manner to protect and defend, and had, under this 
constitutional provision, called together the legislature of the 
Commonwealth, there would to-day be a Senator here present, 
duly elected by the legislature of Pennsylvania, having a title 
beyond dispute, and under it would have been seated. 

Mr. PENROSE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Ido. 

Mr. PENROSE. I make the statement that the contrary is the 
opinion of all parties to the controversy in Pennsylvania. The 
Democrats, the independent Republicans, and the regular Repub- 
licans have all agreed and so declared in the public prints that it 
would be impossible to elect a Senator and that the reconvening 
of the legislature would be futile. ‘ 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I aek the Senator’s attention now toa 
case which was identical with that of the Pennsylvania case, in 
which the legislature of a State failed to elect a Senator. It 
would have been well for the governor of the State of Pennsyl- 
vania and his people if he had acted upon the high principle 
which guided the present governor of the State of California 
when he issued his message calling an extra session of the legis- 
lature of that State on January 29, 1900. It will be remembered 
that the tie erally of California had failed to elect a successor to 
Senator ite, whose term expired March 3, 1899, as did Senator 
Quay’s. The legislature endeavored to elect a Senator and ad- 
journed without having performed its constitutional function. 
Here the analogy ceases. The governor of California did not 
attempt, in the face of the Constitution, laws, and precedents, to 
appoint a Senator. He dices eves his limited powers, and having 
at heart the good of his beloved Commonwealth and not the ad- 
vantage of a favored individual, he convened the legislature. 
The message of Governor Kole should be read and treasured by 
our people, I quote his words: 

After careful consideration for many months of the question whether, 
among other things, the expense to the le which may accrue from this 
session should outweigh the exigencies of convoking the legislature, I have 
fully determined that the question of immediate disbursement should be 
subordinated to public duty and pans necessity, and that this necessity, 
above all other matters, demands the election of a United States Senator, so 
that California stand re in representation with her sister States in 
the Senate of the United States. 

The duty which devolves upon you of electing a United States Senator is 
paramount, and, to afford you an opportunity to perform this high prerog- 
ative, would alone, were there no other important questions to be 
of by the legislature, require this extraordinary session. 

the representatives of each State in the Union were to refuse to perform 
their constitutional obligations of electing a United States Senator, the foun- 
dation of the Federal Government by and for the people would crumble, and 
ublic would become a melancholy phantasy. 
of States represented in Con is the constitutional 
essence of our nation, and full representation is not only a right belonging to 
each State, but also one of the greatest rights of the Republic, and for many 
months last t patriotic and urgent Aer have come to me from many of 
the most eminent statesmen and jurists in America imploring California to 
rform,in this r „ her whole duty to the Union. Our country’s seal 
rs the motto. Unity from multiplicity," and the Stars and Stripes, joined 
2 5 signify supremacy and singleness of purpose through a of 

0 

The Constitution and laws of the United States must be obeyed, as well as 
the constitution and laws of each State. 

The Federal Constitution and laws require that all States shall supply 
representatives to Congress to legislate for the whole people of the separate 
States; and thus the persistent refusal of a State to perform this duty re- 
quired by the Federal Constitution and laws is treason ast the Union. 

In taking my oath of office I solemnly pled myself to support the Con- 
stitution and laws of the United States, and I ly believe I would be recre- 


ant to that sacred oath did I fail now to convoke this ture for the 
purpose of mpc ery 2 a United States Senator. 
California should have her full corps of legislators in Congress to assist in 


the passage of laws favorable to our trade with the newly acquired territory. 
No State can be equal if not equally represented. California, therefore, de- 
mands her equal right of reprebentation by the election of a United States 


Benator. 
He thus performed his duty. Did the legislature of California 
follow in his footsteps and perform the task incumbent upon 


them? Yes, splendidly. They convened and elected a Senator, 
and California to-day has two Senators—her full quota in this 
body. All honor to the governor of California! 

I would that Pennsylvania's chief magistrate had been guided 
by thesame motive. Had hedoneso either Mr. Quay would to-day 
be seated in this body with a title given him by the general as- 
sembly of his State, which no one would question, or in his stead 
some other citizen of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania would 
enjoy the rights, prerogatives, and privileges of a Senator of the 
United States. 

Much has been said as to the personality of Mr. Quay. If I may 
be permitted to say so, in my humble opinion it should not be in- 
jected in this case or used in this debate either for his advantage 
or to his detriment. Personally it would give me great pleasure 
to cast my vote for Mr. Quay’s return to renewed service in this 
body if I could see my way clear so to do under the Constitu- 
tion as I understand it, and which as a Senator of the United 
States it is my bounden duty, according to my official obligation, 
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to protect and defend. Standing upon this ground, I shall vote 
according to my conviction, and I feel that every Senator will be 
actuated by the same high motive in his decision. 

The senior Senator from Montana, in his argument favoring 
the admission of Mr. Quay upon a construction of the Constitu- 
tion which would allow governors to appoint Senators after the 
failure of the legislature to elect, endeavored to make it appear 
that it was the intention of the framers of the Constitution to have 
the Senate at all times filled to its constitutional limit, and that, 


reco g the difficulty of obtaining attendance, they were in- 
clined to give the executive of a State extraordinary powers of 
appointment. I venture to differ with the Senator from Montana, 


not only in his construing the meaning of the Constitution, but 

as to the facts environing the formative period of constitutional 
vernment in this country. It is true that there was at the 

9 difficulty in organizing the Senate; that for some time 

there was a meager attendance, and there was an adjournment 
m day to day until a quorum was obtained. 

But, sir, this was not so much the result of a want of interest 

in the Senate as it was a manifest hesitancy upon the -park of many 

ple, some of them the most influential in our land, to commit- 
Bing themselves to the new scheme of Government. There had 
been, before the adoption of the Constitution, and there was after 
it, a sentiment of doubt as to the success of this novel plan of es- 
tablishing a nation. It will beremembered that quite a period of 
time elapsed between the adoption of the Constitution by the Fed- 
eral Convention and its adoption by a sufficient number of States 
in their conventions, After its adoption it seemed an exceeding 
difficult matter to put the wheels of government in motion. Hesi- 
tancy, doubt, and distrust, and above all the feeling that the 
States should not surrender their sovereign power to a central 
government were evident. This condition retarded the organiza- 
tion of the Senate as well as other portions of the Government, 
but once putin motion it became evident that doubts and fears 
were founded upon error, and thatthe new Government was go- 
ing forward to success. True it isthat the most enthusiastic sup- 
porter of the new Constitution did not in his fondest dream an- 
ee the magnificent success which has been attained. 

It is also true that during the first decade of the National Gov- 
ernment there were several ons from the Senate, but 
these were occasioned not by want of interest, but either by elec- 
tion to the povenosship of a Commonwealth or an appointment 
to a Cabinet position or some other important event. And it will 
be remembered that at that time more attention was paid to 
State than National Government. But, sir, there is abundant 
proof that at no time did the framers of the Constitution contem- 
plate more than a very limited exercise of executive power in the 
appointment of United States Senators. As I have already shown 
by the debates of the Federal Convention, they ifested a 
desire of curtailing executive power, which has since been justly 


observed. 

The Articles of Confederation, which were the organic law pre- 
vious to the adoption of the Constitution, almost entirely failed 
in recognition in the direction of executive power. They guided 
and controlled by legislative function. The same sentiment was 
still powerful when the Constitution was formulated. 

The Senator from Montana further contended that the cases of 
ere Johns, of Lanman, of Mantle, Allen, Beckwith, and Cor- 
bett, all of which confronted him and his argument as an adaman- 
tine wall of antagonistic facts, were decided not upon constitu- 
tional grounds, but were controlled by extraneous circumstances. 
Unfortunately for him, the record of these cases does not estab- 
lish the correctness of his position. All data and information 
which we have of the case of Kensey Johns establishes Segona 
peradventure that it was decided upon purely constitutional 
granite: and it is explicitly stated that he was refused admission 

use a session of the legislature of Delaware, under which a 
Senator could have been elected, had intervened between the oc- 
currence of the vacancy and the executive appointment, 

I reiterate this statement to emphasize at this point the princi- 
ple upon which the case of Kensey Johns was decided. 

To my mind there can be no doubt as to the reason why Lan- 
man was refused admission. It is stated in plain English, and the 
meager reports of the debates which have come to us all tend in 
the one direction, and that is the establishment of the fact that it 
was decided upon constitutional grounds. 

The Senator did not allude to the intervening cases, but devoted 
some time to the discussion of the Mantle case, as bbe Oaks ped 
he would do, this case coming from his own State and being con- 
temporaneous with his entrance into national politics. He makes 
the distinctive claim that the Mantle case was decided upon polit- 
ical grounds, Whatever may have been the secret purpose of 
some Senators who voted against seating Mr. Mantle, the debates 
show conclusively that he was refused admission upon Constitu- 
tional grounds. I should view with chagrin and regret the spec- 
tacle of the Senate of the United States refusing ission to a 
Senator, duly elected, for the sake of political reasons. I can not 
and will not believe that Senators of the United States, who have 


made a solemn affirmation that they will be guided by the Con- 


stitution, would allow political P, mal malice, or 
private advantage to warp their judgment and make them fore- 
sworn when sitting as a high court to judge upon the eligibility 
of one of theirnumber. He hastens over the cases ot Allen and 
Beckwith, and it is well for him that he does so, for the claimants 
themselves had so little confidence in the justice of their cases or 
the constitutionality of their appointments that they failed to 
make a struggle for admission. 

Reaching the case of Mr. Corbett, of Oregon, he again advances 
the idea that Mr. Corbett was denied his seat not for constitutional 
but for political and partisan reasons. Having participated, by my 
vote, in that case, I feel that I can speak for at least one Senator 
when I say that I voted against the admission of Mr. Corbett as a 
Senator from Oregon upon the ground that under the Constitution 
of the United States the governor of on was debarred from 
making such an appointment. Sir, had political opinion and par- 
tisan advantage been the basis of my action in the Corbett case, 
I should have voted for his admission. It will be remembered at 
that time there was in the Senatea small majority, a narrow margin, 
in favor of the double standard, or rather, to state it more plainly, 
the free coinage of silver. I was then, as I have been in the past 
and am now, opposed to the free coinage of the white metal, an- 
tagonistic to the double standard, and favorable to the single gold 
standard. Mr. Corbett held the same views; aye affinity 
would have directed my sympathy and aid to cause. But 
there was another and higher consideration more powerful than 
this —it was the constitutional right of Mr. Corbett to hold a seat 
in the Senate by executive appointment. And, sir, after examina- 
tion from this standpoint, I was convinced that he was not entitled 
to it, and. therefore, answering the call of official duty and solemn 
obligation, I voted against him. 

Again, however much I might stand in opposition to the politi- 
cal methods of Mr. Corbett, or to the n measures of the 
then governor of Oregon, they did not influence in the slightest 
degree the vote I cast upon that occasion. We were not trying 
the governor of Oregon or Mr. Corbett for the failure of the or- 
ganization of the house of resentatives of that State and the 
consequent inability of the legislature to hold a joint convention. 
Their practices may have been revolutionary; their action, if cor- 
rectly reported, was undoubtedly worthy of condemnation, but, 
sir, that was a matter for which they were answerable to the 
people of Oregon, and to the laws of that State. The Senate of 
the United States, however, was inquiring into the question as to 
whether or not this same governor of Oregon, after the failure of 
the legislature to elect, had the right, under the Constitution, to 
appoint a Senator to fill the vacancy, and upon that question the 
Senate emphatically decided in the negative. 

The Senator from Montana further attempted to inject the pe 
sonality of Mr. Quay and the antagonisms which surrounded him 
in Pennsylvania into the consideration of this case. I can well 
see how a man of the generous nature which is ever evident in 
the actions of the senior Senator from Montana would be led, by 
loyalty to his personal friend, into this error. 

But, sir, I contend that we have at this time no concern what- 
ever with the factional differences existing in the Republican party 
of Pennsylvania, nor have we the power to chastise recalcitrant 
Republicans who fail to obey the decision of their caucus, 
I believe in the submission of the minority to the majority, as I 
believe in obedience to the law, but there may be times when the 
party caucus attempts to bind the conscience, when for 
the sake of manh and honor, a member of a political organiza- 
tion may refuse submission, as there haye been times in the his- 
tory of the world when existing law was defeated and men rose 
up in revolution for the sake of that which conscience told them 
was right. But the Senate of the United States can not intervene 
in a quarrel as between the party caucus and those who refuse to 
follow in Pennsylvania. 

I deprecate every attempt to make assault upon Sena- 
tor Quay, and denounce as unjust and unwarranted any attempt, 
by false accusation, to defeat him for the honor he souent; but, 
sir, whatever may be my feeling upon these matters, they have 
no pee in the Senate of the United States in the consideration 
of this case. Here we have a principle at stake; here we have a 
constitutional purpose to decide. Unbiased by extraneous cir- 
cumstances, we should seek only the ht light of the law. 

No greater good can come to any people than that its represen- 
tatives in the law-giving power should follow the stern, straight 
path of duty and adhere at all times, and amid every environ- 
ment, to that which is commanded them at the beginning of their 
term of office and should abide with them until its closing hour 
strict compliance, under oath, with the Constitution, Acting 
with such purpose, personal differences must be forgotten, party 
fealty must stand aside, and we may then reach the altitude con- 
templated by the poet when he said: 


God give us men! A time like this demands 
Strong minds, great hearts, true faith, and ready hands. 
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sun-crowned, who live above the fog, 
in public duty, and in private thinking. 

But, sir, there is another and equally potent reason for adher- 
ing to the construction of the Constitution, which would limit 
the power of executive appointment. It is important that our 
present action should so accord with the past as to make it con- 
sistent, but we should also look to the future, The precedent 
set in this case will go forward and eee iey in the 
years yet unborn. ls the Senate pre to aid in the upbuilding 
of the executive to the detriment of the legislative power in our 
Government? What is the great danger of the Republic? It is 
this: That the representatives of the people, in their anxiety for 
national aggrandizement, political success, and ain 
surrender gradually, imperceptibly, but surely, the prerogatives 
of the legislative branch of the Government, by re execu- 
tive encroachment. This spirit is abroad now; let us heed the 
note of warning being sounded. Stand by the Constitution, guard 
the powers of Government belonging to the law-giving authority, 
hold them sacred, and let us eyer remember that the spirit of free 
government would avoid increasing executive power, for it is the 
sure road to autocracy. 

No greater error can be committed than that of was the 
right of the executive branch to appoint the legislative. It is this 
power that should rest as nearly as possible with the people and 
their representatives. Surely, if we consider this phase, we dare 
not establish for the first time, after the lapse of over a century, 
the precedent of allowing the governor of a State to assume the 
eee of executive appointment of a Senator of the United 

tates when the legislature should elect. Let no Senator fora 
personal reason aid in establishing a departure from the past rec- 
ord and the adoption of a new principle which will rise to our 
endamagement in the future. 

Having this faith, I am constrained to cast my vote against seat- 
ing Mr. y. lLearnestly appeal to my fellow-Senators to care- 

ly consider the extreme importance of their action ere they do 
otherwise. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not rise to discuss the 
Quay case at any length. I have refrained, in accordance with 
the desire of the Senator from Maryland, from interrupting him 
any further than I did in the progress of his argument, but I de- 
sire to call his attention to one omission in his speech which tomy 
mind is significant and which with me has had some weight. 

I agree with the Senator from Maryland, and I donot rise at all 
to discuss the Quay case in any degree of fullness, that it is purely 
a question of constitutional law. I agree with him that person- 
ality has nothing to do with it; that whether Mr. Quay is person- 
ally agreeable or disagreeable to the members of the Senate as 
now constituted is al ther aside from the real point involved 
here. But the Senator from Maryland referred to a superb exam- 
ple coming from the State of Massachusetts, in which the Senator- 
elect or appointed from that State, Robert C. Winthrop, desirous 
of retaining Hs seat, nev: ess in an honorable ay ee 
to ry Senate of that day the question which underlay his appoint- 
men 

I think the Senator from Maryland has omitted the case of a 
similar sort which did infinite honor to the 2 State that the 
Senator represents. I accord to the Senator tribute of my ad- 
miration and respect for his ability and for his independence. 
The Senator not only thinks, and thinks well, but follows his con- 
victions. He has invoked the lessons and the actions of the past. 
I agree with him that profound is to be accorded to the 
action of prior Senates. I agree with him that themen who acted 
in this body near the time of the adoption of the Constitution knew 
quite as much about it as we who come here many, many 
after its adoption. In that view, referring to the past, I the 
attention of the Senator and of the Senate—that is, the few Sen- 
ators who are here, to the precedent from Maryland, ‘‘my Mary- 
age the Senator would say; and she is my Maryland, too.“ 

Mr. WELLINGTON, Does the Senator refer to the case of 
Senator Smith? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. WELLINGTON, T alluded to that case. 

Mr. SPOONER. Very briefly; too briefly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. [I alinded to it briefly, I will say to the 
Senator, because it covered the same ground, in my judgment—I 
may be in error—as the case that I cited just eii ý 

Mr. SPOONER. No, it did not, on the Senator’s 8 
of the facts preceding. The Senator’s statement of the facts pre- 
ceding it, in the Virginia case, was that the legislature of Vir- 
ginia chose a Senator to fill an anticipated vacancy, and, not know- 
ing that he had declined, adjourned, and that the governor, when 
the term of the incumbent expired, the legislature not being in 
session, filled the vacancy. 

8 WELLINGTON. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He is mis- 


General Smith, of Maryland, was that of Uriah Tracy, of Con- 
necticut in 1807. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; what was that? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. And the case of Uriah Tracy, as I un- 
derstand it from the brief given, was exactly that of the case of 
General Samuel Smith, of Maryland. 

Mr. SPOONER. The case of General Samuel Smith, of Mary- 
land—I did not know he was a general—is not correctly reported 
in Taft, and it is a case of the utmost significance 

Mr. WELLINGTON rose. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will allow me, and it bears with 
the very greatest weight upon the question which the Senator has 
been discussing. Senator Smith, of Maryland, was a Senator of 
the United States. His term was to expire on the 3d day of 
March, 1809, I believe it was. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Eighteen hundred and nine, 

Mr. SPOONER. Eighteen hundredand nine. The legislature 
of Maryland met and declined to choose a Senator to fill that 
anticipated vacancy. They had the opportunity. They knew 
when the vacancy by efflux of time and by operation of law would 
occur. They declined to choose a Senator to fill that anticipated 
vacancy. en the 4th day of March came and General Smith’s 
term had expired, the legislature, not being in session, but having 
been in session, having had an opportunity to fill that vacancy, 
knowing, if they knew anything (and the legislatures of Mary- 
land know everything, or did then, as they must now), that in a 
short time the seat would become vacant, not only neglected to 
fill it, but declined to fill it. Then when the time came in a recess 
of the legislature, and the vacancy occurred, the governor of 
Maryland appointed Samuel Smith temporarily to fill the va- 
cancy, and uel Smith wrote a letter to the Senate. 

He was an honorable man. He did not choose to occupy a seat 
in the Senate sub silentio, without bringing to the attention of 
the Senate the fact that the legislature met seasonably and 
declined to choose a Senator tosucceed him. Thereupon he wrote 
a letter to the President of the Senate in which he stated, and it 
is not in Taft, but it is in the permanent records of the 
Senate, the legislature had met and declined to choose a Sen- 
ator, and so, he having been accepted as a Senator under the ap- 
pointment, having brought to the attention of the Senate the fact 
that the legislature had met and declined to choose his successor, 
asked the Senate how long he could hold, whether until the 
meeting of the next legislature or until the legislature had ad- 


Jo = 

Mr. President, that presented two questions to the United States 
Senate. All honor to General Smith, of Maryland, and his frank- 
ness! First, the question whether under the Constitution, the leg- 
islature having met and declined to choose, the governor had any 
jurisdiction to appoint temporarily at all. That was the first. 
Nobody could evadeit. It was thrust into the face of the then 
Senate. And, second, whether, having been appointed under those 
circumstances, he should hold until the meeting of the next legi 
lature or until that legislature had chosen his successor. No 
man in that body—it was only twenty years after the adoption of 
the Constitution and, I suppose, or have supposed, they knew as 
much about the Constitution in 1809 as we do in 1900, and cared 
as much for their obligation to support it as we do—no man in 
that Senate his right to a seat under the appointment 
of the governor, notwithstanding his notification to the Senate 
that the legislature had met and declined to fill the vacancy. But 
they went further than that. They decided, only justified by a 


fic’ of law—falsehood—that he could hold not until the meet- 
ing and organization of the ture, but until its adjournment 
if This successor was not el meanwhile and qualified. Now, 


what does the Senator from Maryland say, recurring to the facts, 


about maS prc 

Mr. W. GTON. I 5 to ae it is one pre- 
cedent out of many. Yet, as I have said, Senate has been 
almost uniform. ere haye been times when the Senate did not 
decide as it has in the majority of cases, and it may have been 
that in the case of General S , of Maryland, it made this de- 
cision. Taft does not record it in that way. He records it differ- 
ently. According to my understanding of the case of Smith, of 
Maryland, it was an exact counterpart of that of Uriah Tracy, 
from Connecticut. I say, further, that almost by an unbroken line 
of precedents the Senate of the United States has declared, and 
has advanced step by step going forward in its declaration, that 
the appointment of a governor shall be hedged and hemmed 
about. I say, further, and reiterate that the Senate of the United 
States has never seated in this body any man claiming admission 
upon such credentials as are presented by Mr. Quay, of Pennsyl- 
vania. They are entirely different from the case of General 
Smith, of Maryland. I do not know, and I am not pr ared to 
os moment, whether or not the legislature o land 


T to choose a Senator, because I have not those facts here, 
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Taft does not say so. The legislature of Maryland did not elect a 
Senator. That is what we know. 


Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator will permit me, I say so. 
Mr. WELLINGTON. The Senator may have sources of infor- 
mation that I have not. 


Mr. SPOONER. I have read the letter of the Senator from 
Maryland, General Smith, and it is in the record but not in Taft, 
in which he stated that the legislature had met and declined to 
elect his successor. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. That is a personal statement of General 
Smith, and I do not wish to controvertitnow. Ihave taken these 
cases as we have information in public documents, and I have 
found them to be as I have stated them to the Senate. I have not 
5 a single fact in what I have brought before the 

ate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I hope the Senator from Maryland does not 
think I intimated that he had misrepresented a fact. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. But he does intimate, I will say to the 
Senator, that I made a significant omission, 

Mr. SPOONER. Only this, that I thought the Senator 


omitted 

Mr. WELLINGTON. No. 

Mr. SPOONER. Les; and I say now that the Senator omitted 
the full statement of the facts as they appear on the record. I do 
not say that the Senator did this intentionally at all, but I do say 
that in 1809, when the Senate of the United States acted upon the 
case of Samuel Smith, it was advised by letter from him that the 
legislature had met and declined to choose his successor, and that 
nevertheless that Senate, very much nearer the adoption of the 
Constitution than we are, not only permitted him to remain a 
member of the Senate, but held that he was entitled to continue 
until his successor was chosen by the succeeding legislature. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I will say to the Senator, if he will per- 
mit me—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. That the case of Kensey Johns occurred 
ten years before that time, and in that case the Senate did most 
e ee oe e that when there had been a meeting of the legis- 
lature which had the opportunity to elect a Senator and it did not 
elect him, the appointee of the 
the Senate, and he was exclud: 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I want to say that this is a pure 

uestion of law. I took my position on this question before the 
bett case. Ireiterated it after very carefw examination in the 
Corbett case. I believed when I vo on the Corbett case, and I 
believe now, that Mr. Corbett was as much entitled to a seat un- 
der the Constitution of the United States as I am, and I want to 
state why I believed that. The legislature, if there had been one 
(and I care not, so far as this question is concerned, to say whether 
there had been one or not), was not in session when Senator 
Mitchell’s term expired. Technically that comes within the letter 
of the Constitution, does it not? 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Ihave serious doubt myself. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have no doubt 

Mr. BURROWS. Mr. President, will the Senator from Wis- 
consin allow me? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Michigan? 

Mr. SPOONER. After I have finished the sentence. On the 
$d day of March Senator Mitchell's term expired, and when that 
sige expired the legislature of Oregon was not in session. It was 

recess. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. It is true 

Mr. SPOONER. And giving to the Constitution of the United 
States its strictest construction, leaving the word “happen” to 
signify whatever you may choose, it came about that when the 
vacanc it was in the recess of the legislature. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. If the Senator will permit me, I agree 
with him to this extent, that, in my judgment, Mr. Corbett hada 
far stronger claim to a seat in the Senate than Mr. Quay has to- 


day. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not saying that Mr. Corbett had a far 
stronger case than Mr. Quay has. I am saying that under the 
Constitution, in my judgment —I differ with many Senators Mr. 
Corbett had an absolute right under the Constitution to be admit- 
ted to this body. I think that Mr. Corbett's case, the vacancy 
occurring in a recess of the legislature, fell within the letter of 
the Constitution independent of its spirit. 

Mr. President, although I did not rise to discuss this question, 
I will state that I denied then, and I deny now, that the Senate of 
the United States has a right to amend the Constitution so as 
to add to it this proviso, which the framers of that instrument 
did not see fit to in rate in it, that when a vacancy shall hap- 
pen during a recess of the legislature the governor may make a 
on, appointment of a Senator until the next meeting of 
the legislature, which shall then fill such vacancy, provided—the 
Senate put it there. The Senator from Nebraska [Mr. ALLEN] 


vernor should be excluded from 


shakes his head; I insist that the Senate did put it there, and I 
insist that the framers of the Constitution did not put it there— 
eee that the legislature shall not have met and failed to 
choose, 

So I say, Mr. President, that in my judgment the Senator ap- 
pointed from Oregon was entitled to his seat. Isay another thing 
about it, and that is why I refuse to be bound, as upon the doc- 
trine of stare decisis, by a decision of the Senate on such a ques- 
tion—I say that the Corbett case was decided upon considerations 
which were not before the committee and which were whispered 
around the Senate, one of which was that Mr. Corbett had himself 
prevented an organization of the legislature in Oregon. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SPOONER. Iam not replying now to the Senator from 
Maryland. 

Mr. WELLINGTON. I merely wish to say, if the Senator will 
allow me, that so far as my vote in that case was concerned it was 
not recorded for any reason of that kind. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not doubt it for one moment not for one 
moment. f 

Mr. BURROWS rose, 

825 PEDON ER. What does the Senator from Michigan desire 
say 
Mr. BURROWS. I desire to make an inquiry. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is at liberty to make many. 

Mr. BURROWS. I care to make but one. 

Mr. SPOONER. One, then. 

Mr. BURROWS. The Senator laid great stress upon the deci- 
sion in the Smith case, which occurred twenty years after the in- 
auguration of the Government, and he thought that the members 
of the Senate then were quite as apt to know what the Constitu- 
tion meant as the constitutional lawyers of to-day. 

Mr. SPOONER. Pretty nearly as apt. 

Mr. BURROWS. Yes. When his attention is called to the 
Kensey Johns case he immediately retorts that this is a great con- 
stitutional question. 

Mr. SPOONER. Now, if the Senator will permit me, I did not 
say anything of the kind. 

r. BURROWS. Iso understood you. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; the Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. BURROWS. Then Iam very sorry. But I want to call 
the attention of the Senator to a fact and to ask him whether it 
has not quite as much bearing as the opinion of the Senate in 
1808, twenty years after the Government was organized. The 
Kensey Johns case occurred in 1794, Mr. Read had resigned. 
The legislature met the ashe winter and failed to fill the va- 
cancy and adjourned without filling it. After the adjournment 
the governor appointed Kensey Johns and the Senate refused to 
seat him. Isimply wanted to call the attention of the Senator to 
the fact that that case came nearer the time when the Govern- 
ment was organized than the case in 1808, and to the further fact 
that in that Senate there were seven members of the Constitutional 
Convention which framed this very provision. 

The Kensey Johns case went to the Committee on Privileges 
and Elections, of which Ellsworth wasa member. Ellsworth was 
a member of the committee on detail, and of him the Senator 
from Massachusetts said no greater lawyer ever lived on earth, 
That Senate, with seven members of the Constitutional Conven- 
tion in it, with Mr. Ellsworth a member of the Senate, refused to 
seat Kensey Johns in the Senate because the legislature had had 
an opportunity to elect and had failed to do; and Mr. Ellsworth, 
a member of the Committee on Privileges and Electicns in that 
body, and a member of the Constitutional Convention and a mem- 
ber of the committee on detail, himself voted to exclude him; 
and he had only 7 votes in that Senate. 

Now, what I wanted to say, and I think the Senator will agree 
with me, is that the opinion of that Senate five years after the 
organization of the Government, with its seven members of the 
Constitutional Convention members of the Senate, and Mr. E!'s- 
worth among them, would have quite as much weight and ought 
to have quite as much weight as to what was intended by the 
framers of the Constitution as the members of the Senate who 
made the decision in 1808. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I did not intend to discuss the 
Quay case at all. What I said in reply to the Senator from Mary- 
land was suggested by his remark that we should p attention to 
the past. ‘The case to which the Senator from Michigan refers 
was reversed by the Senate, in my judgment. The legislature in 
the Kensey Johns case failed toelect. The legislaturein the Smith 
case declined to elect. Which is the stronger case? 

I have never been able to persuade myself that the failure of a 
legislature to elect a Senator is a fault of a State. Probably the 
Senator from Michigan has been able to persuade himself that it 
is. I can conceive of cases, and there have been many in recent 
years, where the failure of a legislature to elect was an honor to 
the State and a protection to the Senate of the United States. It 
may very well be that in the contest in a legislature there may 
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be so many on one side and so many on another, and the balance 
of power between that body of men who stand as firm as adamant 
between the two sides, welded together for one reason or another— 
may be a saving Krane in the history of the State. 

Mr. ALLEN. I should like to ask the Senator a question, with 
his permission. : 

The 1 DING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN. Lask him whether the failure upon the part of 
the legislature to elect transfers the power of the selection of a 
Senator ipso facto to the governor? 

Mr. SPOONER. That begs the whole question in dispute. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; that is the question in dispute. 

Mr. SPOONER. That begs the whole question in dispute, 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the question. 

Mr. SPOONER, I say no, and the Senator says yes. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; I say no. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator says no, and I say—— 

Mr. ALLEN. I agree with the Senator if he says no. 

Mr. SPOONER. I say that the failure of a legislature to elect 
gives the governor, no election having occurred, the power to ap- 


point temporarily. 
“no” to that. 


Mr. ALLEN. Isa 

Mr. SPOONER. Then your assertion begs the question. 

Rss ALLEN. No; it does not beg the question. It presents 

e issue. 

Mr. SPOONER. No; it presents nothing. 

Mr. ALLEN. I beg the Senator’s pardon. Of course he does 
not mean that. 

Mr. SPOONER. I mean that it begs the question. 

Mr. ALLEN. No; it does not beg the question. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator is upon one side of this case and 
Iam on the other. If he thinks that by a question I will admit 
that he is right and I am wrong, he is mistaken; that is all. 

Mr. ALLEN. That is the way 

Mr. SPOONER. I should if I thought he was right and if I 
thought I was wrong. 

Mr. ALLEN. There is nothing unmanly in admitting an error. 

Mr. SPOONER. But there is something unmanly in admitting 
as an error what you do not regard as an error. 

Mr. ALLEN. That may be true, but what I was going to ask 
the Senator and the matter that 1 wanted to bring his attention 
to directly is this: Suppose the legislature for any reason, it makes 
no difference what, fails to discharge the plain constitutional 
duty of electing a Senator to represent the State in this body, does 
that ipso facto create such a vacancy as would authorize the exec- 
utive to appoint? 

Mr. SPOONER. I say “yes,” and the Senator says no.“ 

Mr. ALLEN. I say ‘‘no.” 

Mr. SPOONER. ell, I say ves.“ 

Mr. ALLEN. Very well; there is a division. 

Mr. SPOONER. That is why we can not agree, because the 
Senator says one thing and I think another. 

Mr. ALLEN. Where does the Senator find his authority for 
the conclusion? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will tell the Senator where I find my author- 
ity for the conclusion. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

r. SPOONER, Of course. 

Mr. PETTUS. I should like to ask the Senator from Wisconsin 
to give way for a motion, if he pleases, 

Mr. SPOONER. I will agree to anything the Senator from 
Alabama wants me to, except to vote against my convictions on a 
constitutional question. 

Mr. PETTUS. Iam not asking you to do that, but I want you 
to give way to a motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Indicate what it is. 

Mr. PETTUS. It is to adjourn. 

Mr. SPOONER. I give way. 


CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA—HOUR OF MEETING TO-MORROW, 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I will ask the Senator to with- 
hold that motion one moment for the purpose of making a motion 
which I believe the Senate will assent to. 

Mr. PETTUS, I have not made the motion. The Senator 
cate Visona gave me leave to make the motion, and I will 
make it. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Alabama 
yield to the Senator from Montana for a moment tomake a request? 

Mr. PETTUS. Certainly. 


Mr. CARTER. With the Senator's permission, I ask unani- | $1.00 


mous consent that when the Senate adjourn this evening it ad- 
journ to meet at 10 o'clock to-morrow morning for 8 of 
proceeding at that hour and until the hour of 12 o' clock with the 


formal reading of the Alaskan bill, which I presume will be con- 
cluded within that time. 


Mr. PETTUS. And no other business is to be transacted. 

Mr. CARTER. I accept the suggestion of the Senator from 
Alabama as a of the request. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from Montana asks 
unanimous consent that when the Senate shall adjourn to-day it 
be to meet at 10 o'clock to-morrow morning for the purpose of 
reading the Alaskan bill, and that no other business shall be 
transacted. 

Mr. PETTUS. Until 12 o'clock. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Until 12 o'clock. If there is no 
objection to the request, it will be to. Itis agreed to. 

Mr. PETTUS. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock p. m.) the Sen- 
es 3 until to-morrow, Friday, March 16, 1000, at 10 
o'clock a. m. $ 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 


THURSDAY, March 15, 1900. 


The House met at 12 o'clock m. Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. 
Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday's proceedings was read and approved. 


LEAVE TO PRINT. 


Mr. McCALL. Mr. Speaker, in arranging for printing in pam- 
phlet form the speech which I made in the House on the Puerto 
Rico tariff I have made a few verbal changes; and as these will 
go into the permanent RECORD, and there is some question of my 
strict right to do it, I ask leave of the House that 1 may make the 
changes referred to. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, this may be done, 

There was no objection. 


DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION BILL. 


Mr. GROUT. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Hmon for the further consideration of the District appropriation 
bill. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the gentleman from 
Missouri that the Appropriations Committee insist upon proceed- 
ing this morning. The Chair will recognize the gentleman from 
Missouri on another morning. 

The motion of Mr. Grout was then agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
tion of the District of Columbia appropriation bill, with Mr. SHER- 
MAN in the chair. : ° 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further considera- 
ton of a District appropriation bill, the title of which the Clerk 

re . 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Bill (H. R. 9139) making appropriations to provide for the expenses of the 


overnment of the Dis of Columbia for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
fool, and for other purposes, 


The Clerk read as follows: 


For sinking-fund office, under control of the Treasurer of the United States: 
For clerk, $1,000; clerk, $900; in all, $2,500. 


Mr. HILL. I move to amend by striking out the last word. I 
do this for the pur merely of making a brief statement. I 
wish simply to call the attention of members of the House to the 
new Treasury statement put out this morning for the first time 
under the financial bill which became a law yesterday. I suggest 
to members that they may tind it very desirable to preserve this 
first copy of the new form of statement for comparative purposes 
during the weeks and months to come. I withdraw the pro forma 
amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For engineer's office: Record division: For chief clerk, $1,900; 2 clerks, at 
$1,600 each; 2 clerks, at $1,400 each; 2 clerks, at $1,200 each; clerk, $720; 2 mes- 
sengers, at each; oponie engineer, $2,400; assistant engineer, $1,600; 
2 assistant oy Seay at $1,500 each; 3 rodmen, at $780 each; 3 chainmen, at 
$650 each; draftsman, $1,200; inspector of streets, $1,200; 2 assistant tors 
of streets, at $1,200 ; superintendent of streets, $2,000; superintendent of 
conna roads, $1.500; superintendent of parking, $1,300; assistant superintend- 
ent of parking, $900; clerk, $900; inspector of asphalt and cements, $2,400; in- 
spector of gas and meters, $2,000; assistant inspector of gas and meters, $1,000; 
assistant inspector of gas and meters, $720; messenger, ; inspector of sew- 
ers. $1,200; superintendent of sewers, $2,400; general inspector of sewers, 

; 2assistant engineers, at $1,500 each; draftsman, 81.200 leveler, $1,200; 
VFC 

a each; 2 ctors of property, sh: s a! 

each; permit clerk, $1,200; . ‘lark $840; in all, one * 


Mr. GROUT. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk, 
to correct a clerical error in the text. 


rodmen, at $780 each; 3 chainimen. at 
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The Clerk read as follows: 

in lieu thereof the followinas © L clerk, at $1,400; J. and on page 6 in line 2 
: “Leolerk, a 3; and on 

strike out “two hundred and 18 lieu thereof four fandred.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For cl snow and ice from cross walks and gutters, etc., under the 
act approved 'h 2, 1895, $1,000. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. 
send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 19, after line 6, insert: 

“That hereafter, when any street railroad company or corporation orany 
steam-railroad company owning or using tracks in the District of Columbia 
shall cause snow removed from said tracks to be piled, banked, or ridged npon 
any pee of any paved street or other highway in said District, it shall be 
the ney of such company toimmediately commence the removal of said ac- 
cumulations, and to complete such removal within twelve hours after such 
accumulations have made.” 2 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For five principals of high schools, at $1,600 each. 

Mr. BELL. I desire to move an amendment, to strike out lines 
12 and 13, page 23, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

For the principa of the Central High School $2,000, and four 
principals of high schools at $1,600 each.” 

Mr. GROUT rose. 

Mr. BELL. IT hope the gentleman will withhold his point of 
order for the present. 

Mr. GROUT. I rise to make a point of order on the amend- 
ment. 

Mr. BELL. I wish to be heard for a moment. 

TheCHAIRMAN. Thegentlemanfrom Vermont [Mr. GROUT], 
as the Chair understands, reserves the point of order. 

Mr. GROUT. Les, sir. 

Mr. BELL. We have in the city of Washington five high schools, 
We have one high school known as the Business High School, with 
one grade; we have a colored high shool with three grades; two 
o high schools with two grades, and the Central High 
School with four es. The Central High School has an enroll- 
ment of 1,067 papis, The principal has under him 20 teachers. 
He is worked long hours. He is there early in the morning and 
late in the evening. | have inquired of members of this House, 
including gentlemen on the subcommittee, and they are unani- 
mous in the view that to allow to a principal of such a school as 
the Central High School a salary of only $1,600 is a reflection on 
the school, as well as a reflection on the body that authorizes it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Iam interested in this matter, having spent 
nearly twenty years of ny lifo in teaching in the high schools of 
my city. I wish to ask whether the principal of this high school 

has to instruct in any of the branches of high-school study as well 


I move the amendment which I 


as to sn the teachers, etc. 
Mr. BELL. Yes, sir; in addition to being the principal he is 
instructor in hi 


Mr, BROMWELL. How much of his time is given to instruc- 


tion? ‘ 
Mr. BELL. I do not know the exact amount of time, but it is 


for the 
rinci 


We failed to agree to the proposition. The bills went to the 
Senate, and the Senate at two different times, I believe, has put 
it on; but in the conference committee it has been knocked out. 

Now, the policy of our subcommittee, which was not considered 
thoroughly in the full committee, was to make all these principals 
receive ies of $1,600 each. It gives a principal who has two 
grades only and a few teachers under him the same salary that it 
gives a principal who has 20 teachers and almost three times the 
number of pupils. Now, going further, I have a statement that 
was prepared by one of the principals and taken from the hearing 
before the committee largely, ‘as follows: 

1. When the High School was established in 1882 it had 400 pupils, 13 teach- 
ers, and two courses of study, each of two years. At that time the salary of 
the principal was fixed at $2,500 per annum: 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL. I desire a little more time, I ask that 1 may have 
five minutes more. 

There was no objection. 


Mr. BELL (reading)— 
This 


continued to be paid to the principal until January, 1897, when 
the then principal was ed to other duties in the school s m, taking 
with him the said salary. t the same time the present principal, who was 
the head of the department of his and political economy, was receivin 
$1,500, and when assigned to the position of principal retained the same sal- 
ary,it being impossible to increase his salary owing to the practice of Con- 
gress to appropriate the salaries of school-teachers in ups and at fixed 
amounts. In the meantime the school has increased to three times the num- 
ber of pupils which it had when the salary was fixed at $2,500. It has now 
four courses of study instead of the original two, three of which run fora 
Eon of four years instead of two years as at the beginning, while the num- 
of teachers has increased to 46. 
riod from 1882 to 1897 the salary of the principal of the 
more than the salaries of the ioe POR Gor ry principals of 
the grade schools. Since 1807 the salary of the principal of the high school 
has been $50) less than those of the supervising principals, although the work 
has increased constantly during the period. 

3. From 1882 until 1807 the of the principal at $2,500 was $1,000 more 
than the salary paid toany other teacher in the school. At the present time 
there are several other teachers in the school receiving the same as 
that paid to the principal, although they have none of the responsibility for 
the management of the institution. 

4. A comparison of average salaries of high-school principals in this and 
37 other cities (ranging from $1,800 to $5,000) presents the following condition: 


2. During the 
high school was $5 


verage Middle and South Atlantic cities. — 2.855 
Average in 10 Central Western cities 2,640 
Average in 37 cities given above priemen 2.048 


- 1,500 

This is also the average salary to all the principals of the high schools 
in Washington, excluding the ry pan of the Colored 'h School, who re- 
ceives $1,800 a year. and did, up to April, 1899, 5 

5. Thesalary of the rinchpel of the Central High ool is now $1,500, while 
that of tho janitor of the same school is $2,000, Out of his salary of $2,000 the 
janitor pays for his help between $600 and 87 2 him practically the 
same amount as that received by the principal of the school and considerably 
more than many of the teachers in the school. 

6. The following isa statement of the enrollments, courses of study, and 
salaries of principals of the several high schools in this city: 


Enroll- 


Salary of © 
High school. poe 
pal. 


Was $2,000 before April, 1890. 
The Sp semi to make the salary of the 5 of the Central High 
School k e 


was submitted to the Commissioners of District by the trus- 


tees and superintendent of the pong schools because of the amount of work 


demanded 


in 


J of money as is to 
given to the principal of the Central High School, with nearly three W ans 
e high 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will ask time enough to 
finish this statement. ; 

The CHAIRMAN. How much time does the gentleman ask? 

Mr. BELL. Five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from Colorado? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
none, 

Mr. BELL (reading)— 

I respectfully request a more thorough consideration of the matter last 
mentioned by members of Congress seems to have been given by the 
gentlemen on the subcommittee on App: iations, who submi the esti- 
mate of $1,600 instead of the $2,000 proposed by the Commissioners of the Dis- 
trict of Columbia. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the chairman of the sub- 
committee feels disposed to raise the point of order to this motion 
or amendment. He knows that if this is not competent that his 
amendment or his entire scheme is subject to a point of order; 
and it seems to me, while I do not believe it is subject to a point 
of order, that it is not with becoming grace for anyone in charge 
of an appropriation bill to bring in matters that are subject to a 

oint of order, when a member of the committee moves to amend 
Bis incompetent matter, to jump up and say, I raise the point of 
order.” Now, the gentlemen on the subcommittee have attempted 
to take away from the District of Columbia this entire matter 
and to reduce the colored principal from $1,800 to $1,600, They 
raise all of the principals from $1,500 to 81, 600. a 

When a member of his committee, upon investigation, finds that 
the salary of one principal should be raised a little higher than 
the committee raised it, then, because he does, he meets this with 
a point of order. This is not altogether becoming, in my judg- 
ment. Now, sir, I say that it is not subject to the point of order 
at all; that in this case, while it is not subject to the point of 
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order, I think, even if it were, when my friend from Vermont 
looks the thing in the face, he will withdraw his point of order 
and let the House vote upon the subject. 

Now, this has been before Congress twice before. It has gone 
to the Senate and been put on the bill there twice before, and it 
went out in conference, evidently through the influence of these 
same gentlemen. If it goes on here now it will pass the Senate 
and become a law. If it is struck out here and goes to the Senate 
and it is put on again, the same men on the committee will insist 
that it go out, and then we have the incongruous condition of the 
greater burden and responsibility getting the same salary and com- 
pensation as the smaller ones. There is no system about it. It is 
utterly foolish, in my qiiement to say that a man who has the 
responsibility of controlling and looking after 20 teachersand look- 
ing after 1,065 pupils shall receive no more salary than the man 
who looks after 18 teachers and 320 pupils. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, we have listened to a speech by 
the amiable gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL], not on the 
point of order, but in support of his amendment. He has occu- 
pied fifteen minutes by the indulgence of the House, and durin; 
a portion of that time he has upbraided the member of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations who raised the point of order on his 
amendment. Now, it will occur to the average member here that 
the gentleman is at least off in one of his contentions. He said 
it was unbecoming that a member of the Committee on Appro- 
priations should make this point of order. I submit that on his 
own statement it is quite as becoming as it is for a member of 
the Committee on Appropriations to agree to the bill as reported 
to the House and then come in and attack it. 

Mr. Chairman, just one word in explanation of the action of the 
committee, and then I will take the ruling of the Chair on the 
point of order. y 

This whole question of the salaries of teachers and the conduct 
of schools is just now under investigation in another place, The 

ple are not entirely satisfied with the managementof theschools, 

8 is made of this officer, that officer, and the other officer, 

and the Committee on Appropriations, to whom these applications 
for increases of salaries were addressed, thought it best to leave 
them all as they were, excepting the salaries of these high-school 
principals, pending that investigation, and have done so. 

Now, the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] comes in with 
his amendment, asking that the salary of the principal of the Cen- 
tral High School be raised from $1,600, the sum reported in this 
bill, to $2,000, That, Mr. Charman, is clearly subject to a point 
of order. This is not a salary fixed by any specific statute. It is 
fixed only by the last appropriation bill, This is achange of that 
salary and so is subject to the point of order. Without further 
arguing the proposition, Mr, Chairman, I am ready to take the 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BELL. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wish to say that this is not 

subject to a point of order. In the first place, it does not fix the 
salary. The salary of these positions heretofore was $1,500. The 
salary reported by. the Committee on pn ile ser was $1,600, 
Now, I simply ask to raise the appropriation for one salary to 
$2,000. It is simply a question of appropriation, and for myself I 
wish to say that if my amendment is subject to a point of order 
the whole paragraph is subject to a point of order. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, does the gentleman make the 
point of order? 

Mr. BELL. No; J am not making any point of order, 

Mr. GROUT. Very well, then. 

Mr. BELL. If the gentleman is not willing to have this House 
vote upon that proposition, I do not say that I will not make the 
point of order, but Iam not making it now, and I do not know 
that I shall make it, but, as I said before, it seems strange that a 
man will come in and father a measure that he knows is subject 
to a point of order, and when a comember of his committee asks 
that one item be raised, he should then raise a point of order to 
that. Now, it is my judgment that it is not subject to a point 
of order, and Iam so informed by our able parliamentarian, the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. RICHARDSON], whom I hope to 
hear on this subject. I will yield now to him. 7 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Ishould like to say that while I am not 
very familiar with the facts in the case, I understand this salary 
has not been fixed by any section of the Revised Statutes. 

Mr. BELL. No. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. It has simply been carried in one of the 
appropriation bills, as I understand it. 

Mr. BELL. Les, that is it; and the section in the present ap- 
propriation bill is different from what it was last year. 

r. RICHARDSON, As I understand the law under the usage 
of the House, where a salary is simply carried in an appropriation 
bill it is not held to be fixed by existing law, so that it would not 
be obnoxious to a point of order if an effort is made to change it 
on any ya dence bill. It is where the salary is fixed by the 
Revised Statutes that any effort to change it becomes obnoxious to 
the rules, So that I did say, when the gentleman from Colorado 


Mr. BELLE] res haw ig me in the matter, that upon that state of 

acts, in my ju eos the point of order would not be well taken, 
It seems to meclear that it could not be argued that it would be 
out of order to change the amount proposed by the committee, 
which is in itself a change from the former appropriation, by put- 
ting it at $1,700 or, as in this case, $2,000. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Will the peniana yield for a question? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Is not this really the point of order that is 
raised by the chairman of the subcommittee: The committee 
having, in violation of the law of the House, changed the salary 
from $1,500, as it was in the last appropriation, to $1,600 in this 
bill, he now objects to having the committee proposition amended 
by raising the salary to $2,000? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes; that is his proposition. 

Mr. BROMWELL. In other words, he is raising a point of 
order against amending the change of existing law reported by his 
own committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. The gentleman is expressing it more hap- 


S | pily and clearly than I did. 


Mr. BELL. I want to suggest this: My understanding is that 
this is the first time that Congress ever attempted to fix these 
salaries, that heretofore it has been left to the school officials them- 
selves to fix them. 

The CHAIRMAN, That raises another question, if the gentle- 
man is correct in his statement of fact. The Chair has taken the 
statement of fact submitted by the gentleman from Vermont to be 
correct, ‘ 

Mr. BELL. Well, I was taking it from the report. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair has not looked up the law, but he 
assumes that the gentleman from Vermont is correct. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Under the last statement of the gentle- 
man from Colorado, it would be very manifest that this point of 
order would not be good. 

Mr. BELL. Well, I have not looked at the law. The report of 
the gentleman from Vermont to the general committee was that 
they had adopted an entirely new plan; that they had taken it 
away from the officials of the District, and that that was the ob- 
ject of this new move. y 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Then you clearly have the right to offer 
an amendment to that, 

Mr. BELL. According to the report of the gentleman from 
Vermont to the general committee, the law was being changed by 
the proposition of the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. There is not a change of salary proposed in this 
bill except in the caze which I have mentioned of the reduction 
from eighteen hundred to sixteen hundred, They have always 
had this salary before. 

Mr. BELL. Have you not reduced the salary of the principal 
of the colored schools from eighteen hundred to sixteen hundred? 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair desires to say that it has been 
the custom of late, at least in Committee of the Whole, where no 
statutory provision regulated any salary, to hold that a provision 
in a prior appropriation bill controlled in that regard, and the 
Chair thinks that is the case here, if there is no general statute 
regulating this salary. The Chair understands that in the last, if 
not in former, appropriation bills this salary has been carried at 
$1,500. Now, the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] raises 
the point of order against the amendment offered by the gentle- 
man from Colorado raising that to $2,000. Upon the principle 
heretofore followed, that is clearly obnoxious to the point of order. 
Whether or not the provision inserted by the committee is obnox- 
ious to the point of order may be passed upon when that point is 

1 


raised. 

Mr. BELL. That is what I want to get at. The committee 
themselves abandon the figures given in the other appropriation 
bill and propose to change them. 

The CHAIRMAN. But that point is not before the Chair. The 
point of order that is before the Chair must be sustained. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. But even if it is conceded that the Chair 
is correct in citing the precedent, which I do not understand to be 
in accordance with what the Chair has suggested, my impression 
being that heretofore it has been held in some instances, at least, 
that where the salary was simply fixed by an appropriation bill, it 
might be changed in a subsequent appropriation bill—inasmuch 
as the committee themselves come in, as is conceded, and bring in 
a different amount, fixing the salary at a different sum from that 
in former appropriation bills, it certainly would be in order to 
make any change that might be desired in Committee of the Whole. 

The committee themselves bring ina change. They themselves 
offer to change the law, if it be the law; and I do not understand 
that an appropriation bill, simply sporopriating for a salary for 
one year, mes the permanent law. Ithink it certainly has 
been held in many cases heretofore that it did not make law, and 
that it was liable to be changed by the House or by the Committee 
of the Whole at any time, 
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Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I should like to ask the gentleman | In the intermediate schools the principals get $2,100, and in the 


from Tennessee a question. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Yes. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Where does the gentleman gethis 
parliamentary precedent for the idea that because the committee 
propose to change the law it necessarily authorizes somebody 
else to do it? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why, Mr. Chairman, by all kinds of rea- 
soning. If it be assumed that former appropriation bills fixing this 
salary at $1,500 establish a precedent, then if the committee come 
in and RNE to fix the salary at $1,600, that is a change of law. 

Mr. GROUT. That has been explained already. But this is 
not the first time Congress has fixed the salaries of these teachers. 
They haye been fixed at $1,500 a year right straightalong. These 
salaries have not been designa as applicable to these teachers, 
but that has been the fact. There is no question on that point. 
These teachers have received these salaries, and Congress has fixed 
them year npr hina’ 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
permit me, for information of the Chair I want to say that I have 
the last appropriation bill here before me for another purpose, and 
I will call attention of the Chair to what that act is, if he so desires. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to hear the gen- 


eman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The act says, For 1,179 teachers, to be 
assigned as follows: For 1 at $2,500, for 11 at $2,000 each,” and 
then it goes on and specifies for so many at such a sum, for so 
many at such a sum, without fixing a definite amount for any one, 

The CMAN: And without fixing a definite amount for 

rincipals 
k Mr RAY of New York. That is it. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman read the next paragraph, 
where it says 5 teachers, so much? 

Mr. RAY of New York. What is under consideration? 

oo CHAIRMAN. For 5 teachers, or 5 principals of high 
schools? 

Mr. RAY of New York. For superintendent; I do not see 
25 oar ore mentioned. 

. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from New York 
will excuse me, as I stated a moment since, they are designated as 
20 1 ers of high schools” here for the first time. In the former 
bill the SPORES ON was for teachers, and he is reading from 
last year’s bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood the gentleman from 
Vermont [Mr. Grout] to say a while ago that this provision here 
did not nen existing law except as to amount. ow, the gen- 
tleman from Vermont says that the prior appropriation bill did 
not specifically provide for principals of high schools. 

Mr. GROUT. It did not contain the word “‘principals;” it 
designated them as“ teachers.” ` 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, then, that designating 
them as principals is a change of existing law. It is a new provi- 
sion; and if it is a new provision, which the Chair did not under- 
stand when he ruled before, then the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL], if germane, would in 
order, and thereafter somebody might raise the point of order on 
the whole FS gi 

Mr. GROUT. Very well. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair thinks, on the present statement 
of facts, the amendment offered by the gentleman from Colorado 
pe BELL] is not out of order. The Chair, therefore, overrules 

e point of order, and the question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered . from Colorado. 

Mr. BROM . Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. For what p does the gentleman rise? 

Mr. BROMWELL. To to the question here. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will hear the gentleman. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Mr. Chairman, I know very little or 
nothing about the management of schools in this city, but I am 
familiar with the management of schools throughout the country, 
and probably no member on the floor has had more experience or 
a longer term of service or an experience of more variety in high 
schools than I have had. 

It seems to me that the salary pro for this position, the po- 
sition of principal of the Central High School, is utterly inade- 

uate to the duties he ought to piton whether he does perform 
them or not. The position itself is entitled toa higher grade of 
salary than $1,500. Even the assistant teachers, with no respon- 
sibility of superintendence, in our ordinary common schools and 
intermediate schools in great cities, are paid at least $1,500 a year, 
while the average salary paid principals of the high schools in all 
the t cities of the country will run as high, by the table prepared 
by the gentleman from Colorado, as $3,000 a year. 

In my own city the high-school principal receives $2,620, and 
they have not over 10 or 12 teachers to supervise. The hours are 


from 8 in the morning until 2 in the afternoon, one session. In 
none of these schools is there over eight or nine hundred pupils, 


district schools, the lowest grade of schools, they get $1,900 as a 
maximum. It does seem to me that where we spend so much 
money for all sorts of purposes, with a high-school principal with 
four years’ course and so many different studies, with 30 teachers 
to supervise, and eleven or twelve hundred pupils—it seems to me 
we ought to pay him as much as two-thirds of the salary which 
we pay a Department clerk who has no responsibility, has fixed 
hours, and does nothing but clerical work. 

The custom has been in all this cutting down of expenditures 
to go to the poor teachers and say. Here is a good place to com- 
mence to make a cut.” Now, I do not know this principal, but if 
he is not fit for the place, if he is not fit for principal of the High 
School in this city, where many of our own children, as well as all 
the residents of the District, are instructed; if he is not a compe- 
wos man to earn a salary of $2,000, then I say get another one 

at is. 

The position itself is entitled to at least that much consideration. 

Mr. SIMS. Is it not a fact that throughout the entire country 
schoolteachers and college seaside are paid less, in proportion 
to the benefits conferred by them upon the community, than 
members of any other profession? 

Mr. BROMWELL. Considering the amount of preparation 
necessary, the mental equipment, and the responsibility, I venture 
to say that ho class of men in this country are more poorly paid 
than the teachers of our public schools. 

Mr. SIMS. And other schools; professors in colleges, etc. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I will include the other schools as well. 

Mr. GROUT. Thecommittee went over this question of teach- 
ers’ salaries very carefully. There was an application for the 
increase of salaries, not only of these princi of high schools, 
but of the supervising principals of the other schools, and also of 
other teachers. This list of cities carrying higher salaries than 
are carried here for certain classes of teachers, which has been 
submitted here by my colleague on the committee, the gentleman 
from Colorado [Mr. BELL], was submitted to the subcommittee. 
The committee looked this business all over carefully, and in 
doing so they sought to ascertain the average amount of salaries 
paid in this city as compared with the average of those paid in 
other cities which were brought to our attention. 

We found that of twelve cities there were five in which the 
average of teachers’ pay—the average salaries paid to teachers— 
was less than the average of those paid in this city, although cities 
have been cited here where certain teachers are paid higher sala- 
ries than are allowed to teachers of corresponding positions in this 
city. Insevenof those cities the average salary was more. Now, 
this furnishes something like a fair test as to whether this com- 
mittee is allowing rational salaries to the teachers of this District. 
The committee may not be wing to pay the major-generals quite 
as high as they are paid in other Satien: but this city does not 


suffer under the scandal that has arisen in certain other cities. 


where the higher salaries of certain classes of teachers have been 
cited, and where they complain of very low salaries to the ordi- 
nary teachers. The salaries here are graded so that they average 
up exceedingly well as I have shown. 

The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. BROMWELL], a resident of the 
city of Cincinnati, has referred to the salaries paid to teachers in 
his city. I have the figures here; and the salaries of teachers in 
his city are only about $100 more than in the city of Washington. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I say to the gentleman that there has 
never been any complaint in the city of Cincinnati on the part of 
the public or of the teachers who receive those 9 salaries, 
as to the principais of our high schools getting $2,620. There is 
no complaint and no scandal. 

Mr. GROUT, I did not refer to Cincinnati as furnishing any 
scandal in this matter. But I do recall a newspaper discussion a 
Pa ago on the subject of teachers’ salaries in the city of New 

ork, calling attention to the very low salaries which the teachers 
of the lower 1 received ridiculously low. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Has the gentleman paid any atten- 
tion to the condition of the schools themselves here? 

Mr. GROUT. Have I been to school here? No, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What I wanted to know was whether 
you or your committee had given any attention to the curriculum 
and the methods of teaching in these schools? Does that matter 
fall within the purview of your committee? 

Mr.GROUT. No; we have not undertaken to examine into that 
question. A committee at the other end of the Capitol is doing so 
now. That question was not presented here. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Iam glad to hear somebody is giving 
attention to it. : 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman will 
allow me to inquire whether a schedule of the teachers’ salaries 
in Boston was before his committee? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes, sir. And I will say, in reply to the gentle- 
man, they are the highest in the whole country. 

Now, one word further on this question of salaries, There 
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is no doubt that in these cities to which I have referred there is 
some extravagance with reference to salaries of teachers. The 
board of school supervisors or managers will fix the salary for 
some favorite who is in a particular position,and then the admin- 
istration changes, he goes ont, and another teacher comes in to 
enjoy the salary. It is notorious all through this great Republic 
of ours that there is no place where the school district committee 
does not sometimes employ some member of his own family to 
teach, a fact which will illustrate the kind of favoritism that 
creeps into these schools in many instances. Now, here this sub- 
ject is wholly removed from all these considerations. 

The committee undertook to consider this subject and give a 
fair grade of salaries—fair average salaries—to the teachers of 
the District. They believe that the allowances they have made 
are fair and reasonable; and while it is true that some of the 
major-generals do not command so high a rate as the principals 
of high schools and supervising principals do in some other cities, 
it is true that we are paying the average teacher in Washington 
a higher rate than he receives in many others of our cities. 

It is true, as this committee believes, that more exact justice is 
being done to all the teachers in this city than in any other cit 
in the country. This city ought not to furnish an example of hig 
salaries in schools orin the District service, because the eye of the 
whole country is upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROUT. I should like five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Vermont asks five 
minutes additional. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the committee looked into this 
business carefully. They had this whole crowd of applications 
upon their hands for increases of salary. It is notconfined to the 
teachers. It extends to almost every clerk and employee in the 
District. And while the committee wanted to proceed conserva- 
tively with reference to this question, they at the same time felt 
they were proceeding liberally. They did conclude to raise the 
salaries of these principals of the high schools a hundred dollars 
each, and reported accordingly in the bill, excepting that the 
principal of the colored high school, who had been receiving $1,800, 
was reduced to $1,600, the same salary as the others; and I am 
free to confess, Mr. Chairman, that possibly we did a wrong to 
the colored principal, because in connection with that work I 
have since learned that he does other work also among the other 
schools outside of his particular school. 

Now. here is a proposition to raise the salary of this other man 
to $2,000. If he is entitled to it every one of these other principals 
of the high schools are entitled to it, in my opinion. These teach- 
ers came before us. The committee had a chance to measure them 
up by asking qnestions and learning something of the work that 
was being done by each of them. 

Four of them were before us. The colored principal was not 
before us, and it was the deliberate judgment of the committee 
that this man Hughes was not entitled to more than the other 
principals were. We have no need to call names, but. the com- 
mittee were entirely clear on that point, and while there is an ap- 
plication for this increase and a hint from various sources, not 
from the teachers, that they should have to find other employment 
elsewhere if not granted. the fact remains that it was not disclosed 
to the committee that the schools have ever lost a single teacher 
because the salary was not sufficient. No; they are ready and 
willing to stay and perform the service. 

Now, it was suggested that a former principal of this high 
school had $2,500. Yes, he had; but at the same time he not only 
had charge of this same high school that this principal now has 
charge of, whose salary they pro to increase, buthe had super- 
vision of the other high schools. Then, in the management of 
affairs, the board of trustees promoted him to be a director of the 
high schools, and the committee have almost a suspicion that that 
may not have been altogether necessary; but it was done, and he 
is now salaried at $2,500 to overlook these five principals. Now a 
proposition comes in for an increase of one of the principals to 
52,000. I say to you, Mr. Chairman, solemnly, that if that man is 
entitled to the $2,000, the other three teachers are entitled to it. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Ishould like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion on that point. 

Mr. GROUT. Certainly. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I understood from the statement made by 
the tleman from Colorado [Mr. BELL] that the number of 
teachers which this principal of the Central School had to super- 
vise and the number of pupils attending the schools is farin excess 
of the number of teachers and schools at the other high schools, 

Mr. GROUT. That is true. 

Mr. BROMWELL. And therefore that the task of supervision 
of this larger number of teachers and larger number of scholars 
falls more heavily upon the principal of the Central High School 
than upon the others, 


Mr. GROUT. Yes; but not necessarily more work. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Now, I would like to ask the gentleman, 
if that is true, with this great discrepancy in the number of teach- 
ers and in the number of pupils, whether it is correct, as the gen- 
tleman says, that if this salary is increased to $2,000 it becomes 
absolutely necessary to increase the others? 

The IR The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has ermana 

Mr. BROMWELL. I should like the gentleman to have a few 
minutes more to answer my question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the time 
be extended. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, the question which the 
gentleman from Ohio has asked me is a fair question, and I will 
try to give it a full answer. This man only puts in his time. The 
time he takes in supervising other teachers he is not giving to the 
instruction of classes. He only puts in his time. I see the gentle- 
man from Ohio is about to rise, and I enpro he is going to ask 
me if this gentleman does not stay there late in the afternoon. 

Mr. BROMWELL. No; the gentleman is not a very good mind 
reader. The question which I am about to ask him is this: A 


teacher who only gets $500 a year puts in her time, and a janitor 


who gets less than that putsin his time, and you make a differ- 
ence between a $600 teacher, who has one room, and a superin- 
tendent, who has supervision of a large number. You makea 
difference between the teacher and the janitor. Now, why not 
make a difference among these principals of high schools if their 
duties differ? 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, thecommittee could not see why, 
because one of these principals had a few more teachers tosupervise 
or a few more scholars, he should have a higher salary because of 
that fact unless his service was intrinsically more valuable than 
that of the principals who had fewer teachers to supervise and 
fewer pupils to look after. The responsibility of course is greater 
in a certain way, but the man only puts in his time the same as 
Miss Westcott at the Western High School puts in her time, and 
Miss Westcott feeds her scholars with a lunch, a 1-cent lunch, and 
she, in my judgment, is doing more for her school to-day than 
Principal Hughes. of the Central High School, is doing. 

This was the judgment of the subcommittee. Ido not believe 
there was a doubt in the mind of any of the committee on this 
point. Now, if you increase this man’s salary, you ought to in- 
crease that woman'ssalary. She has the smallest number of classes 
of any one of these high-school primoipala, and yet what I say is 
true. Mr. Chairman, I believe we will do about the right thing 
to leave this where the committee left it after careful examina- 
tion. That committee sought to discharge its duty fairly and 
squarely among these teachers and to the public. 

Mr. CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I only want to say a word about this matter. The gentle- 
man from Vermont [Mr. Grout] is chairman of the subcommittee 
that prepared this bill. The full committee agreed with the recom- 
mendations of the subcommittee. The gentleman from Vermont, 
with the other members of his subcommittee, have given the mat- 
ter the careful attention that the subject deserves. The gentle- 
man is especially well equipped for this, because for one Congress 
he was chairman of the District Committee, and, in my audement, 
has perhaps a fuller understanding of the District school system 
and the 3 of the District of Columbia than any other 
man within my knowledge. 

I have no doubt that this man who holds this 8 isa 
very worthy man, but there are four or five others, and when you 
come to legislate and pick out some man and say his hair is red or 
black or he is baldheaded, as the case may be, and that he is an 
exceedingly worthy man and therefore we should depart from the 
general rule and give him $400 more than we give the other prin- 
cipals, it is not a very safe way to legislate. 

ut, says my friend from Ohio [ r. BROMWELL], does he not 
supervise more teachers? Yes; but after all that is not the test, if 
ya will stop to think a minute. Does not the Secretary of the 
nterior supervise ten times or twenty times the number of em- 
ployees that the Secretary of State does? Yes. Does not the Sec- 
retary of the Treasury supervise thirty times more employees than 
the Secretary of Agriculture? Yes. Therefore, should wedouble 
their salaries as compared with the Secretary of Agriculture? The 
truth is, you have got to keep your various systems along general 
lines of policy, and when you depart from that you are apt to 
breed trouble. It is true some man may do-twice as much as 
another. Some menin the House do three times as much as other 
men. Some men have better health than others, some have i- 
tions where they have to work more than others, yet it would not 
be contended for a moment that it would be good legislation to 
pick out somebody and increase his salary on that account. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Is it not the gentleman’s ex- 

perience whenever you make an exception in this way for a head 
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of a bureau or a principal of a school, or anything else, that it is 
just the first step for others to come up at the next session of Con- 
gress and ask an increase? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes; certainly. The truth is, whether in 
private or in public life, one individual is more competent than 
another, and if he hustles and gets along, he gets out of that place 
and achieves another; and so it is better to have it the way it is 
aye to undertake to disarrange our general arrangement about 

aries. 

Mr. BELL. Will the gentleman yield to me for a question? 

Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. BELL. You are aware that this school has four grades and 
the others only two? 

Mr. CANNON, Itissostated, and I have no doubt it is correct. 

Mr. BELL. And this school has 1,061 pupils and 20 teachers, 
when the number in the others go down as low as three? 

Mr. CANNON. That may be correct. 

Mr. BELL. And the school board and the school authorities of 
the District of Columbia have asked two different Congresses that 
peach i school be raised in consequence of the greater respon- 

es? 

Mr. CANNON. Still the fact of submitting by estimate for in- 
crease of salaries is not very reliable. Take anywhere in the pub- 
lic service, because of particular acquaintanceship, and all that 
* kind of thing. 

Mr. BELL. We ask it for the school and not for any one man. 

Mr. CANNON, Takethe UnitedStatesSenate. They-pay their 
employees 25 per cent more than we pay ours, and they are fewer. 
We pay our employees—because we come in contact with them, we 
know them all—more than others are paid. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. I think I have said all I want to say. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I want to indorse 
what the chairman of the Committee on 5 has just 
said. Gentlemen, you who do not have to deal with these appro- 
priations for salaries, it is very hard for you to appreciate the 

ure brought to bear on the appropriations Committee for the 
crease of es and the fact that every employee of the Gov- 
ernment can get up an argument and show you why his or her 
particular salary should be increased. I do not think there is an 
employee in the District of Columbia who could not give you all 
the statistics as to what every other employee of like character in 
every other place in the world is getting, and that seems to be a 
part of the civil-service education here. [Laughter.] 

And now I want to say a thing or two in indorsement of what 
the tleman from Vermont, in charge of this bill, has said. In 
Washington the Government of the United States is attempting 
to furnish a model for other cities of the world. We do not take 


We are not sitting here, where the noe of the United States 
away from Washington are paying half t 
er 


they will find there the principal of the high school of the ci 
15 faa ae Ge to produce that great Pas d 
opment, at a salary of one-third less t is now given to the 


gentleman may be extended five minutes, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from Mississippi 
may be extended five minutes. Is there objection? [After a 
pause.| The Chair hears none. 

Mr. SIMS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima question? 

Mr. ALLEN of greens Certainly. 

Mr. SIMS, And that is, If he does not think and does not know 
that the superintendent of the public schools at Tupelo is getting 
too little pay for such a place in such a city? 

Mr. EN of Mississippi. No, sir; he seems to be very well 
satisfied with his salary, and there are many other good teachers 
who would be glad to take his place when he becomes dissatisfied. 
1I want to tell you gentlemen we do not want to become too broad 
gauged and liberal with the le’s money in the matter of sal- 
aries, and I want to notify this House now that if every man in 
the public service or even in the og see of teacher is to have his 
argument presented through some friend on this floor, there is no 
limit of the time it would take us to dispose of appropriation bills 
and no limit to the amount of money that would be necessary to 
gratify their requests. 

The committee in making up this bill have been forced to refuse 
a great many importunities for the increase of salaries. We 
think we have done a good part by the public schools of Wash- 
ington. We have made a very large appropriation for the erec- 
tion of sehoolhouses to relieve the congested condition of the 
schools already in existence and to make it possible for all the 
children who desire to attend the schools to do so. I for one feel 
more interest in seeing that all the children who desire an ele- 
mentary education shall have it than I doin the high schools, that 
are necessarily conducted in the interest of comparatively few, 
with their high-salaried teachers. 

Mr. BELL. What do you think of the salaries of members of 
Congress? 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. There area great many of you here 
who are practically worth nothing and some few of us who would 
be cheap at $10,000 a year. [Laughter.] The law makes no dis- 
crimination between us; those of us who are worth big salaries 
have to serve right along beside yon people who are worth noth- 
ing. [Great laughter.] Therefore, sir, while I receive the same 
salary of certain gentlemen I know of in this House, I am not will- 
ing to see a discrimination made between the teachers of the high 
schools in the District of Columbia, 

As suggested by my colleague a while ago, every one of these 
high-school teachers made a splendid showing for an increase in 
their salaries, and every other teacher and everybody else. There 
was 3 an individual connected with the District of Colum- 
bia that did not make a good 3 from the standpoint as to 
why their salaries were toosmall. The other high schools made 
the same sort of a but I want to tell you what the effect 
of this thing will be. It is, as suggested by my colleague, pro- 

to take one of them out of the class and make it $2,000, 

ext year, before the committee making the appropriation for 

the District of Columbia, there will be the biggest raid you ever 

on to bring the other principals of high schools up to $2,000, that 
is one gets. 

So, in order to ara these salaries, we took one last year and 


made it $1,500. ere was one who was getting $1,400, and, as 
suggested by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout], this 
$1,400 teacher e more impression on us, on our committee, 


than any teacher who was before it. Well, we equalized her last 
year and put her up to $1,500. Then she came back this year, still 
making the favorable impression on the committee. Isaid, Why, 
did we not do something for you last year?” Oh, yes,” said she. 
“ you put me on an equal footing to give me an even start with 
the others, and I want to go up with the others.” This raid was 
for all of them. 

But we did what was not pleasant duty, Mr. Chairman. I want 
to say to gentlemen on this floor what little Ike Thompson said 
about his ward. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. GROUT, Lask that the gentleman from Mississippi have 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont asks that the 
gentleman from Mississippi be allowed to continue for five min- 
utes. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. The chancellor sent for Ike; he 
had been summoned several times and had not appeared. The 
chancellor had him arrested for not reporting about the condition 
of his ward. Finally he said, On account of my said ward I 
have not received a cent. On account of my ward I have not paid 
out a cent, and if this court thinks it can take an orphan child 
with 8 do better by it than I am doing, it is welcome 
to do so. [Laughter.] 


Now, this is no pleasant duty to have to hold down the sope 
and the appropriations for the District of Columbia. I thin I 
know, I think I can say for the other gentleman that serve on this 
subcommittee that made up the appropriation bill, that there was 
harder, listened more pa- 


never one in this House t wor 
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tiently to everything that everybody had to say, and tried harder 

to do the right thing. It is rather a thankless job, and I for one 
feel that if any of you can do it better than we have I would be 
glad to turn my part of the job over to you. Afterrefusing nearly 

- all these applications for increase of salary and making the ap- 
propriations as appeared to us to be most necessary, we still have 
a very large bill, and I hope that on this item this committee will 
sit down on the discontented employee who, after having ex- 
hausted himself before the committee, brings his grievance into 
this House and takes up its time in the trial of his particular case, 
because I pledge you, gentlemen, you need have no fear here of 
losing this most excellent man on a salary of $1,600 a year. 

It is true that in my Congressional experience in voting on ap- 
propriation bills to pay salaries fixed by law I have been forced to 
vote for a good deal of extravagance. But in my legislative career, 
extending now over a many years, when I had a voice in 
fixing salaries, I have done what I could in the interest of the 
people rather than the officeholder or employee. While I have 
sought to avoid parsimoniousnessI have sought, at the same time, 
to avoid eather i My own impression is that in the main 
those who serve the Government are well paid for it. I know of 
but one class of Government se eae now who, I feel, are under- 
paid for the work they do, and those are many of our fourth-class 
postmasters, who do not receive sufficient compensation, and I 
would be glad to see them helped. - 

Mr. BINGHAM. Mr. Chairman, the average compensation of 
$695 for the teachers in the public schools of the District of Co- 
lumbia is a larger average than is paid in the school districts of 
my city. No part of the District of Columbia appropriation bill 
received fuller consideration before the subcommittee of the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia appropriations than the para- 
graphs covering the subject of schools. 

r. BENTON. The gentleman will allow me to say that this 
Mr. Hughes, at my request, while the bill was before the subcom- 
mittee, made a careful calculation—it took him fifty minutes— 
and he said the average compensation of teachers here in this Dis- 
trict was not $690, but $784. 

Mr. BINGHAM. I made the calculation with the clerk of our 
committee a few moments ago; but I accept the gentleman’s state- 
ment. It strengthens my pomt on and I thank him, 

The paragraphs in the bill covering the subject of public schools 
have been critically gone into by the subcommittee, and I think 
our chairman is correct in all his statements. 

I want to show what the school service in this District is in ac- 
tual labor on the part of the teachers and superintendent. The 
school hours are from 9 to 3, with half an hour's intermission for 
lunch. The vacations consist of what ye 8 be called the national 
holidays—six or seven under statute, ere are ten days’ vaca- 
tion for the Easter holidays; there are ten days or more vacation 
for the Christmas holidays. There are in the year fifty-two Sat- 
urdays on which there is no school. There are three months of 
vacation during the summer—ninety-one or two days; and of 
course there are fifty-two Sundays. ‘Therefore the sum total—— 

Mr. RICHARDSON, On this subject of holidays I would like 
to ask the gentleman a question. I should like to know upon 
what principle holidays are given the school children here? Take, 
for instance, the two weeks for Easter 
Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, that is for health, I 1 

Mr, RICHARDSON. And if a national holiday occurs on 
Thursday, the universal practice is to suspend school from W ednes- 
Sar onn Monday. 

. BINGHAM. Iam not discussing that. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Why is that done? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I am simply undertaking to show the real 
labor 1 8 by these teachers. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. One other point, and I will not trouble 
the gentleman further. When it rains at noon the children are 
dismissed and told not to come back in the afternoon. 

Mr. BINGHAM. That, I suppose, is on the ground of health. 
The gentleman strengthens my position. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I can not understand the principle on 
which two weeks’ holiday are given at Easter. 

* Mr. BINGHAM, I think they give ten days for Easter and ten 
days for Christmas. Ido not understand the principle that gov- 
erns this matter. I simply want to submit to the House that 
when we take the ninety-one or ninety-two days for summer vaca- 
tion, the fifty-two Saturdays, the fifty-two Sundays, the ten days 
for Easter and ten days for Christmas, and the national holidays, we 
find that there are about two hundred and twenty-one days in the 
8 when these teachers are not employed. As a matter of fact, 

he days of instruction requiring absolute attendance are in all 
one hundred and forty-four. That is all I wished to submit to 
the House. 

Mr. WILLIAMS of Mississippi. Does not the gentleman think 
we ought to take some action limit the number of holidays, 
while we are about it? 


XXXITI——185 


Mr. BINGHAM, I do not know that we could do so in this bill; 
I have only desired to show that these teachers receive a good, 
fair compensation for their days of labor. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, the 
members of the Appropriations Committee who have addressed 
the House during the last half hour have made some very happy 
and ingenious ents. The gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. BineHam] who has just taken his seat made the statement, 
which I presume is correct, that the average pay of teachers in 
Philadelphia is less than that paid to the Washington teachers; 
but I think if he wanted to make a fair comparison he ought to 
make it between the rates paid to the principals of the high 
schools in Philadelphia and the principals of the high schools here. 
I contend that in no city of 50,000 inhabitants, let alone a city so 
large and generous as the city of Philadelphia, is as low a salary 
as $1,600 paid to principals of high schools. 

The gentleman from Vermont a few moments ago paid a com- 
pliment to the oy which I represent in part, stating that the 
city of Boston paid its teachers the highest salaries of any city in 
the Union. It deservedly takes the lead among American cities 
in the matter of education, It enjoys that reputation not only in 
the United States, but in all parts of the world; and it is able to 
enjoy that reputation, because of the liberality of the salaries 
which are paid teachers it is able to get the best. 

If the gentleman undertakes to tell us that it is proper policy to 
have the city of Washington grade salaries for the rest of the 
United States, then I desire to tell him, knowing the sentiment of 
the people of my city, that Boston will never retrograde in this 
movement. How, in the name of common sense, gentlemen of 
this House, do you expect to get good teachers in this District by 
paying the principal of a high school $1,600 and other teachers in 
proportion when every other city of the Union pays the principals 
of its high schools not less than $2,500? 

There is not a city of 50,000 people and over in the United States 
ooy where the principal of the high school is not paid at least 
$2,000, yet. this more than billion-dollar Congress cries economy 
when considering this class of workers. They talk about extrava- 
panco, Mr. Chairman. Why, in this very appropriation bill a new 

epartment is created, and Lintend to raise the point of order when 
we come to the peragrapn: It gives an electrical engineer $2,400 a 

ear, while the man who guides the destinies of the pupils in the 

argest high school in the city, and is r ble for the standard 
of education in that school, is asked to live upon a paltry salary 
of $1,600 a year, 

Mr. Chairman, nearly every day we are called upon here in the 
House to add new clerks at $6 aday. The clerks of our commit- 
tees get $2,000 a year, and no objection is made to that, because 
these men are valuable to the members in their districts. And 
yet when it comes to the salaries of these men who have no politi- 
cal influence, because they have no votes in our respective dis- 
tricts, we cry economy“ and want to keep their salaries down, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, as a member of the United States Con- 
po I am called apon to assist in legislating for the schools here 

the District of Columbia, and I want the children of Washing- 
ton, as far as my vote is concerned, to get the best education that 
is possible. I think that the seat of the United States Govern- 
ment, the seat of the capital of the nation, can not afford to have 
its children educated by second-class or inferior teachers, and I 
do not say this is the case now, but will be very soon if we do not 
pay adequate salaries; and if we are going to continue that stand- 
ard, then I think it is about time for the United States Congress 
to go out of business, as far as legislating for the schools of the 
District is concerned. I believe when the principalship of this 
schoobwas established, it called for the payment of $2,500 a year. 
That was a good many years ago, 

The man who occupied the position at that time was such an 
excellent man and had such high qualifications that he was called 
to another duty and given a higher salary and a man who occu- 
pied a position at fourteen hundred or fifteen hundred dollars a 
year in one of the schools here went to take his place, and the sal- 
ary has been kept at this amount ever since. 

The gentleman asks why a discrimination should be made. I 
will say to the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN] and to 
the gentleman from Vermont pin GrRovT] that, as the gentle- 
man from Colorado [Mr. BELL] said a few minutes ago, the prin- 
cipal of this Central High School presides over a school where 
there are four courses and an enrollment of 1,067 pupils at a sal- 
ary of $1,600 a year. I think every principal of a high school 
should receive $2,000, and I would like to make that amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I ask for five minutes 


more. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts asks for 
five minutes more. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
Mr. FITZGER. of Massachusetts, I dislike to disagreo with 
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the committee after a careful investigation such as they have 
made, but, as I stated before, as a member of this House and one 
who feels responsible for his share in the legislation affecting the 
education of the children in this District, I do not want it laid at 
my door that I am not willing to give the children of the District 
of Columbia as good an education and as teachers as the 
markets afford, and I think that condition of affairs ought to ap- 
peal to every member of Congress. 

Mr. N of Mississippi. Will the gentleman permit a ques- 
tion? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Does the gentleman know that 
most of this agitation springs from the men who have been get- 
ting 81.500 a year? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, I do not know where 
the agitation springs from. Agitation is necessary in this world, 
and I do not know how Congress will ever do justice to these 
teachers unless the matter is agitated. 

Mr. BELL. May I makea ry rg! 

Mr, FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Certainly. 

Mr. BELL. I want to say that this request comes from the 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia. They have asked 
that this man’s salary be increased to $2,000, have asked it twice, 
and it has been put on twice by the Senate. They have not asked 
it on behalf of any other principal, and they have asked it on be- 
half of this one, ause he had such a great responsibility, with 
twenty teachers under his supervision. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Mr, Chairman, I think 
that is correct; that the District Commissioners have asked that 
this salary be raised. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Oh, they asked that in some seven or eight 
cases, and asked rene increases. This is not the only one. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Well, if they have asked 
it in others, they think they are deserving; and if, on discussion 
of the matter and on investigation, this is found to be true, the 
increase should be given them. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The gentleman understands that we in the 
committee cut down the estimates of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia just as we cut down the estimates submitted 
by the ents. That is what we legislate for. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I understand that; but 
it seems to me you could have afforded to favor the increase that 
was asked for by the Commissioners in this case, particularly when 
it is such a just one. 

Now, Mr: Chairman, as I stated a few moments ago, this is one 
of the most important schools in the District, and I believe is the 
most important school in the District of Columbia. I think it is 
an ou nd I use language just as strong as that—to ask a 
man to be the principal of that school at sixteen hundred dollars 
a year when men in other cities in the country not as important, 
not as 1 cities as this, receive salaries of at least twenty-five 
hundred dollars a year. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, if the District Committee have been in er- 
ror in these matters in the past, 1 think it is about time for the 
House itself to recognize the fact that mistakes have been made; 
and if it is claimed that this is going to lead to the establishment 
of a 1 and the precedent is a good one, let it be estab- 
lished. I think the members of the House will be false to them- 
selves and to their duties if they do not vote for this very desery- 
ing increase of salary; and it may prove the incentive toa further 
and proper increase of teachers’ pA anth in general, 

Mr. Chairman, I have a great deal of respect for the school- 
teachers and the highest regard for their calling. The school- 
house is regarded as the pillar of the Republic. I know since I 
have been a member of this House, and this is my third term in 
Congress, no school-teacher, and I might say no employes of the 
District of Columbia, has come to me to ask the influence of my 
vote, and it shows that Shor do not attempt to get what is justly 
theirs through any political influence, and I hope the members of 
the House who, I will say, are willing at all times to stand uphere 
and vote salaries of not less than $6 a day for clerks here in this 
House because of the Dp town good that may follow, who are will- 
ing to ee salaries of $2,000 a year to the clerks of committees, 
men who in the short session of Con work only from the first 
Monday in December until the 4th of March, practically sixty or 
seventy working days in a year, I hope members of the House who 
do that will be willing to see that these teachers in the schools 
receive justice, 

You have iba iia ee of electrical engineer under this bill, 
a position never heard of in this District before, and given a salary 
of $2,400 a year, while to the man who has charge of the scholars, 
who molds their minds and is responsible for their education, you 
give the small, paltry sum of $1,600 a year. 

Mr, ALLEN of Mississippi. Does the gentleman not know that 
the electrical engineer provided for here has been in the employ 
rid hood Pratio for years at the very same salary that is provided 


Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like to know 
where in any ee ane appropriation he is provided for? 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. It has been provided for in every 
bill, although not under that name. 

Mr. GROUT. Not 5 wer 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Not under that specific design 
tion, but the position has been held. 

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I should like five min- 
utes in addition. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
that his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman 
think if the electrical engineer is worth $2,400 a year, that this 
principal of the High School is not worth at least as much? 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Well, I do not know much about 
electrical engineers. The position is said to be a very important 
one, and one thatis of growing importance all the time. The 
electrical . works all the year, while this principal 
of the High School only works nine months. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If this electrical engi- 
neer gets the vacation that the other employees in Washington get, 
he does not give any more time to the Government than the 
school-teacher. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. This superintendent is now 
ting under the salary provided for him, eleven or twelve d. 
a day for the days that he works in the year. 

Mr. BINGHAM, He only works one hundred and forty-four 
days in the year. 

r. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I can not understand 
the statement of the gentleman from Pennsylvania that the schools 
in this District are open a good deal less than half the year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. They are open nine months. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. But the gentleman states 
that they are only in session one hundred and forty-four days out 
of three hundred and 3 

Mr. BINGHAM. I told the gentleman distinctly how that oc- 


curred. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I appreciate the fact 
that the gentleman told me, but that does not alter the fact that 
the gentleman has stated the schools were only open one hundred 
and ia) 2 sls et fs in the year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. The school work is only one hundred and 
forty-four days in the year, 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. If that statementis cor- 
rect, it seems to me that we oneni to have a revision of the school 
laws by the Committee on the District of Columbia, because I can 
not conceive how a proper 3 of education is given to the 
children of the District of Columbia that lasts only one hundred 
and forty-four days out of three hundred and sixty-five days in 

e year. 

Mr. BINGHAM. Let me ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Certainly. 

Mr. BINGHAM. When you take out of the time six national 
holidays, fifty-two Sundays and fifty-two Saturdays, and three 
months’ vacation, you will find that you have gotten one hundred 
and ninety-one days. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Ido not know that there 
is three months’ vacation. Then, again, the gentleman includes in 
the fifty-two Saturdays and Sundays the Saturdays and Sundays 
included in the three months’ vacation. F 

Mr. BINGHAM. That is the fact. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. What are the dates? 

Mr. BINGHAM. The schools are o until about the middle 
of June, and the vacation lasts until about the middle of Septem- 


ber. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I know that I have seen 
the schools in session about the latter part of June and the first 
half of September. 

Mr. BINGHAM, There are three months of summer vacation, 
and then there are ten days about Christmas. s 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts, Are there ten days’ vaca- 
tion at Christmas? 

Mr. BINGHAM. There are. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Do you know that there 


are? 
Mr. BINGHAM, I think so; and ten days at Easter, which 
makes up sufficient only to give one hundred and forty-four school 


days. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. The gentleman must 
know that the principal of the high school works when the school 
is not in session. He has got his mind on his work, with the ex- 
ception of those days when he goes on his summer vacation. He 
must work all the time and keep well informed on the doings of 
the ayin order to keep his school up to the standard. 

Mr. BROMWELL. May I ask the gentleman a question? The 


et- 
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gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM], referring to the 
work of the principals, concluded with the statement that these 
men are paid pretty fairly for the time they are employed. Well, 
as members of the House, we have three months in the short ses- 
sion and about six months in the long session, making about nine 
months. We commence at 12 o'clock noon and get through at 5 
o'clock, and we have a good many holidays scattered all through 
the year, and, taken altogether, we have nine months, of about 
twenty days in a month, or one hundred and eighty days in all, 
for which we get $10,000. Does the gentleman think thatit would 
be fair to say that we were pretty well paid here for the time we 
ut in? 

Mr. BINGHAM. I think we are. 

Mr. BROMWELL. I ask the gentleman from Massachusetts 
this question: Does not this principal and the other principals of 
the other schools have to live three hundred and sixty-five days in 
the year, no matter how many. days they work? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Of course they do. 

Mr. BROMWELL. Does he not have to pay rent and table 
board and for clothing and every other expense during three hun- 
dred and sixty-five daysin the year? This gives him a little over 
$4aday. He is able to work at nothing else and he can not do 
anything out of the school hours. Does he not have to attend 
educational institutes at his own expense? Does he get any time 
outside of the school hours? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. What the gentleman 
from Ohio has stated is true. No matter if the statement of the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BINGHAM] is true as to the 
actual number of days’ service put in in the schoolroom every 
member knows that the principal of a high school is kept busy 
in school and out in school work, and in nothing else, from one 
end of the year to the other. Let us do justice to these men and 
women on whom we depend so much for not only the education but 
the training and development of our boys and girls. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. e time of the gentleman has expired. 
Debate on this proposition is exhausted, and amendments are ex- 
hausted. If there be no objection, the pro forma amendments 
will be considered as withdrawn, and the question will be on the 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Colorado, 

Mr. SIMS. I want to say a few words upon that amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate upon that amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. SIMS. I move to strike out the last two words. 

The CHAIRMAN. There are pending two informal amend- 
ments, so that debate on that amendment is exhansted. Is there 
objection to the withdrawal of the pro forma amendment? [After 
apause.| The Chair hears none. The question is on the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Colorado. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. BELL. Division. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 23, noes 37. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


ELECTRICAL DEPARTMENT. 

For electrical engineer, $2,400; superintendent of lamps, $1,000; superin- 
tendent of telegraph and telephone service, $1,600; electrician, $1,200; chief 
operator, $1,200; chief inspector, $1,200; machinist, $800; 3 tel ph operators, 
at $1,000 each; 3 inspectors, at each; clerk, $800; clerk, 0 3 telephone 
operators, at $600 each; 3 assistant telephone operators, at each; driver, 

; laborer, $480; expert re an, ; 8 repairmen, at $720 each; 2 labor- 
ers, at $400 each; telephone messenger, $360; in all, $24,440. 

Mr. MAY. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order; it is that 
this paragraph embraces the creation of a new department; it is 
. 155 new legislation and out of order on a general appropria- 

on s 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. May] 
raises a point of order against the paragraph down to line 4, page 
36, as the Chair understands. 

Mr. MAY. Les, sir. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. - I raise the further point 
of order (if the point of order of the gentleman from New York 
in regard to the whole paragraph should not be sustained) to the 
various provisions creating new offices, which I am ready to enu- 
merate at the pleasure of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to entertain one point 
of order at a time. ; 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I raised the point at 
this time so as to preserve the right in-case the Chair should de- 
cide that the section was not amenable to the point of order made 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair would be glad to be advised by 
some one as to what are the facts. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, the facts about this paragraph 
are simply these: This paragraph does not really provide for any 
new offices; it simply undertakes to name in the bill the existing 
Officers. This man, at 3 the same salary he now receives, 
has been employed by the Commissioners and paid out of the gen- 


eral appropriation for electric lighting service. The Commission- 
ers came before us and asked to have these various offices consoli- 
dated under the head designated in the bill. The heading was 
formerly Telegraph and telephone service.” I will read from 
the statement of Commissioner Wight before the committee: 

The CHAIRMAN, What is he called now? 

Mr. yeer Electrical engineer. That is the way we carry him on our 

TO: 

e © CHAIRMAN. What is he denominated in the bill elsewhere? 

Mr. WicuT. He is not denominated anywhere else in the bill. 

Captain BEACH. He is an extra employee at present. 

Mr. MCCLEARY. He is employed and is paid? 

Captain BEACH. Yes; at this salary. 

The CHAIRMAN. Now youask Zopak him on at a regular salary? 

Mr. rases i Is there any uction in the general appropriation in 
con: uence 

Mr. Wicut. No, sir; there is no increase in his but there are one 
or two increases asked for, and there is one additional ftsman asked for. 


If mne paragraph is really subject to a point of order, then throw 
it out. 

But, Mr. Chairman, the committee do not believe that this is 
subject to a point of order. Clearly the committee have a right 
to report appropriations for such persons as may be ne or 
the performance of the 8 service of the District. There 
has never been any question about that. It is an incident of the 
power of the committee to appropriate as conferred by the organic 
act. It has been held repeatedly in the Committee of the Whole 
that an Appropriation Committee reporting a bill has the power 
to report appropriations for the n administration of mu- 
nicipal affairs, giving such names to the officers as they may see fit. 

. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Did the gentleman make 
this point of order awhile ago, when the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. BELL] made a motion to increase a salary from $1,500 to $1,600? 

Mr. GROUT. Is that the reason the gentleman makes this 
point of order now? 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. I make it because there 
is here the creation of a new office. 

Mr. GROOT. There are no new offices created. This only 
5 by name an officer who is to receive precisely the same 
pay e has received heretofore. It does not create a new office. 

the other instance the principle is different, because there an 
appropriation bill had fixed a salary; it was a matter of law. 
ere the appropriation bill has not fixed a salary eo nomine, but 
it has appropriated money out of which this payment is to be made. 
It is not new legislation. 

Mr. MAY. I desire to call attention to page 8 of the report of 
the committee in this case, where we find a comparative statement 
of the appropriations for 1900 and those for 1901, showing as the 
amount for salaries for 1990 $11,520, and for 1901 824,300. This, I 
claim, shows conclusively that there have been appropriations 
made in this bill for new officers. 

Mr. GROUT. Ofcourse, Mr. Chairman, whenever the Appro- 
priations Committee are satisfied that the District service requires 
a clerk, it certainly does not require a specific act to authorize 
his employment. The Committee on . have always 
reported matters of that kind in this bill. e have provided for 
this office because it is essential to the administration of the mu- 
nicipal affairs of the District. It is upon this basis that the 
authority is exercised. It is true that in this bill we have added 
a clerk here and there, but not in half or one-fourth as many 
instances as has been estimated for. We have ruled out most of 
those embraced in the estimates, 

Now, can it be said that where we have allowed a few clerks 
the provision is subject to a point of order? The idea is prepos- 
terous. The whole history of legislation on this subject has con- 
ferred that power upon the committee, and it is the only power we 
have exercised here—simply providing for necessary service. 

Mr. MAY, Icall attention to the fact that the appropriation 
proposed for salaries for the coming year is nearly double the ap- 
propriation for the present year. The provision is not merely for 
the appointment of one clerk. 

GROUT, The gentleman still sticks to the point that the 
appropriations for salaries are larger than heretofore. Yes; but 
is because we have given specific salaries here in cases where 
before the money was paid out of the general appropriation for 
telegraph and telephone service; and that appropriation is by so 
much less than it was before. That is the only difference. 

Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. On that very pointI call 
the attention of the gentleman from Vermont to the provision for 
electrical construction on some of the items as they appeared in 
last year’s bill: 

1 superintendent telegraph and telephone service 
D GIRO UE NAT. sn snc sranasesee SNe O 


3 telephone o tors, at 8000 
1 expert 5 ä 
H r en, at $720 
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Here we find in the telegraph and telephone service (electrical 
department) for the fiscal year 1901: 


lelectrical engineer (n 
lsuperintendent 


1 chief operator (new) 

Jlelerraph operatora, at $1,000 
operators, a 

3 inspectors, at (new) -.... 


ne 


3 telephone car sence $600 1, 
3 paniatan phone operators,at $380 (increase) 1, 
De A ES S, 

1 laborer (nec) 
1 pairman 


expert 
8 t 8 
N reee p, a eaG 
1 telephone messenger (new) 


That is double the pei phecen that have hitherto been made 
for telephone and telegraph service. 
Mea ALLEN of Mississippi. The gentleman is evidently mis- 
en. 
Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts. Those are the facts, and 


I would like to see them uted. In this connection I would like 
to call the attention of the House to Rule XXI, section 2, as applied 
to this paragraph: 


Orinany amend. 
ment thereto. 

Mr. GROUT. Oh, Mr. Chairman, that provision is well under- 
stood. But just a word about it applying to eee e The 


gentleman claims that the committee has increased the expendi- 
ture of this department by d ting their names or their em- 
In almost every instance the 


ployment in the appropriation bill. 
sum has been decreased. For instance, electrical engineer, the 
same price is paid, The electrician had received $1,250 a year and 
he is now reduced to 81,200. Chief operator, $1,200. That is the 
same. Chief Paced od who had received $1,250, is to receive 
$1,200, The inists had received $782.50. That, by the way, 
is a trifling increase to 8800. Three telephone o tors is the 
same. Three inspectors the same. Then the clerk who received 
$782.50 is increased to $800. Thereisanincrease. Then another 
clerk, who received $636, is reduced $36, and left at $600. On evi- 
dence submitted it was believed by the committee that these 
changes, slight changes, should be made. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I want gentlemen to understand that sup- 
4 Dae aph of the bill goes ont, because of designation 
of their employment, they will be remitted to existing law, which 


head as follows. 

Now, the committee back to this system again and these 
parties will all receive the same salaries except in the cases already 
indicated at the rate which I have given. I think in the aggre- 


gate there is a reduction in the expense rather than an increase of 


the expense. 

For overseers, inspectors, and other employees temporaril uired in con- 
nection with the sewer department, or ot ny work in the construction or 
building of brid, or in any work authorized by appropriations, and all 
expenses incidental or necessary for the proper execution of such work 
be pag and equitably aes against the sum appropriated for such work. 
and the Com oners of the District in their annual report to Congress shali 
report the number of such overseers, in: rs, and other 8 and 
their work, and the sums paid to each and out of what appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that this provision 
contemplates the establishment of anew department in the Dis- 
trict government, and to that extent is new legislation and ob- 
noxious to the rule. There are certain items in this 2 


that have been provided for by former appropriation bills, and so | r 


far as those items are concerned, they are not obnoxious to the 
rule; but the 8 h as a whole is. 

Mr. GROUT. ell, if the Chair will single those out and tell 
us what they are, we will let them go out. Let it be understood 
that the Committee on Appropriations is not strenuous about this 
business. They acted in good faith and as they thought was in the 
best interest of the public, and they believe now, notwithstanding 
the ruling of the Chair, to which, however, I take no appeal, it is 
entirely within the scope the committee has constantly exercised 
in g these appropriations. Let the paragraph go out, and 


the subject will be remitted to the old system, and that will be 
eee to the committee. 


The C MAN. The Chair understands that the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. May] desires to modify his point of order 
so as not to include the items that have been carried in former 
appropriation bills and to apply it only to those items which have 
not been carried in former appropriation bills. 

Mr. GROUT, Well, Mr. C n, I insist that he shall do it 
now, so that we may know where we are in the bill. 

The CHAIR The gentleman from New York so modifies 
pany of order, and as so modified the Chair sustains the point 
of order. 

Mr. GROUT. What does that exclude? 

The CHAIRMAN. That would leaye in the bill the item for 
8 telegraph operators, at $1,000 each; 3 telephone operators, at $600 
each; an expert repairman, at $960, and 3 repairmen, at $720 each, 
and 2 laboron, ats 4005 8 are ae items contained in the last 
appro on e ce of the paragraph will go out on 
the point of order. The Clerk will read. “2 — 

e Clerk read as follows: 

Board of Children's Guardians: For the Board of Children's Guardians, 
created under the act approved July 26, 1892, namely: For administrative 
expenses, including salaries 3 not to exceed $2,400, expenses in plac- 
wana 8 dren, and all office and sundry ex 

or care of feeble-minded — —— board 
C arg oy he r tran: 
ferred from place to place, $10,000: Prov a That the 8 
Guardians are hereb directed to contract Hart Farm School dur- 
ing the Seral — 1 for the care and support of not less than 50 boys at 
the rate of $210 each per annum. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, against the provision 
in this section commencing with Provided“ I raise the point of 
order that it is in violation of Rule in that it changes exist- 
ing law and is new legislation. Ihave before me the last appro- 
PERURI relating to this subject, and there is nothing of the 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman raises the point 
of order on this 8 I will say at once that it is, in my opin- 
ion, subject to point of order, and I have not a word to my 
against it being sustained; but if the gentleman knew the 
that this provision would 3 I think he would withdraw 
his point of order. If he makes it and insists upon it, we will not 

nd a moment on the question, but will let it go out of the bill, 
e responsibility is with the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. In response to what the gentleman 
says—that if I knew the good it would accomplish I would not 
make the point of order, and that the responsibility is with me— 
I desire to say that the Congress of the United States, through an 
appropriation, should not take money in this manner or under- 
take to take aren’ Apes this manner out of the Treasury and apply 
it in a way that serve a private purpose. I condemn it, and 
raise the point of order because the provision has that effect, as I 
am advised and believe. I raise the point of order because the 
provision may permit what may be called a steal, or, more prop- 
erly, an unnecessary waste, of the money of the United States, and 
Iam prepared, I think, to defend that position if necessary. I 
have my information from a member of the Board of Children’s 
Guardians. 

Mr. GROUT rose. 

12 CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 
the floor? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not yield the floor. I make that 
statement in response to the gentleman's remarks, I think he and 
the committee are not fully informed of the truth relating to this 
matter and the purpose for which the manda provision is 
asked. Iwant to say, Mr. Chairman, that I am adv that these 
50 boys can be cared for for about $90 a year less than is proposed 
by this proviso in institutions just as well conducted and con- 
ducted by just as able men as would have charge of the expendi- 
ture of the money if this compulsory direction or proviso is to be 
carried out. $ 

I do not speak on Dy own knowledge, but I speak on the au- 
thority of a member of the Board of Children’s Guardians, which 
board is created by law, charged by law with the expenditure of 
this money. I would like to be informed why it is that with that 
board constituted by law for this p the Committee on 
5 has put in this bill an absolute provision Which 

eads: 


That the Board of Children's Guardians are — f directed to contract 
with the Hart Farm School during the fiscal year for the care and sup- 
port of not less than 50 boys, at the rate of each per annum. 

Why not drop that from the bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I want to ask the gentleman if I under- 
stood him to characterize the ap riation in this item as a steal? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I terize it not as a steal, but 
said it might be such in its operation. I do not charge the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations with knowledge of the facts. I do not 
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think the committee understands the facts as they have been 
stated to me. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. Did I understand the gentleman to say 
this Gs FS dees was a steal? 

Mr. RAY of New York. I stated hastily that it might operate 
as a steal and an unnecessary waste of the public funds of the 
United States. I was hasty and not justified by any fact in mak- 
ing the statement, and I now withdraw it and apologize to the 
committee. 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I understood the gentleman to say that 
the appropriation in that item was a steal. 

Mr. RA of New York. I did not mean to say thatit was. I 
hastily spoke, and only meant that in its effect it might operate as 
an unnecessary waste of the moneys of the United States, All 


beyond that I withdraw. 
Well, that is a matter for the committee 


Mr. RICHARDSON, 
to answer, not for me. 

OUT. The gentleman has very materially modified his 
proposition. Mr. Chairman, I am simply astonished at the state- 
ments of the gentleman on the floor. It seems to me that in the 
frank discharge of his duty, if there was a provision in this bill 
that might operate as he stated, he should have called the atten- 
tion of the committee to it in some way. 

Mr. RAY of NewYork. The gentleman from New York” has 
called the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to the fact and has stated to him his intention to raise 
this point of order. 

Mr. GROUT. You mean the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
Cannon], I suppose. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I understand he is the chairman of 
the Committee on Appropriations. Mr.Cannon is the gentleman 
to whom I refer. 

Mr. GROUT, Then you should have made it more specific, be- 
cause it might be inferred that, as I am the chairman of the sub- 
committee, the gentleman from New York was referring to me. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I did not intend any such thing. I 
referred to the chairman of the committee. 

Mr. GROUT. This is the first syllable of this that I have heard 
from any source, and I say the gentleman from New York should 
have 1 to the subcommittee or the person having in charge 
the bill rather than come in here and make the declaration he has. 
Ixypudiate the statement, and the gentleman, I presume, regrets 
having made it. X 

Mr. RAY of New York. Well, the gentleman thinks he is pre- 
pared to defend his statement that the proviso may operate to per- 
mit a waste of money. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not yield to the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield. 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not yield now. I will in a moment give the 
gentleman a chance to substantiate his statement. 

Now, here is a provision authorizing a contract between the 
Board of Children’s Guardians and the Hart Farm School for the 
care of not less than 50 boys for the next year at 8210 a boy. That 
is $10 more than their present contract with the Board of Chil- 
dren’s Guardians, who, of course, are not engaged in von Ds 
pubo money, according to representation of the gentleman him- 
se 


I will undertake to say they are not, anyway, because they are 
a board acting in faith, and performing their duties honestly 
and well. They have made a contract with the Hart Farm 
School that continues until July 1, next, at $200 a boy. Now, the 
. of the Hart Farm School, Professor Hart, of Howard 

niversity, appeared before the committee and laid the facts be- 
fore them, the substance of which was—and I might read at length 
from his testimony—that he could not do it for the $200 that he 
has the contract for now. 

The committee believed that he could not doit. Ido not know 
but they were imposed upon by his statement. I can not say, but 
I do not believe it. Now, what is the character of these boys, 
Mr. Chairman? They have gone to this farm from the Board of 
Children’s Guardians. They have gone there through the police 
court, some of them not once only, but many times. One of these 
boys has gone through the police court twenty times, convicted 
every time of a crime or misdemeanor, and every boy he is caring 
for is a convict in the police court. Now, this is the character 
of the boys Professor Hart is caring for. It is a reformatory in- 
stitution and built and conducted on a plan that recommended 
itself to the entire subcommittee without hesitation. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May TI ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. GROUT. I will yield to a question. 

Mr, RAY of New York. What is this reformatory institution? 
To what do you refer? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido not yield further to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will you answer the question? 

Mr. GROUT. I will be fair with the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Vermont 
has expired, 


Mr. GROUT, Mr. Chairman, I ask for fiye minutes more, in 
which I want to find out what the gentleman means. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks that his time be ex- 
tended five minutes, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROUT. A reformatory institution is one that takes a 
person who is out of square morally and tries to make him square 


morally. . 

Mr. BAY of New York. Oh, no; that is general. You refer to 
the Hart Farm School as a reformatory institution? 

Mr. GROUT. Ido. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Let me ask, does not the gentleman 
know that that farm is not an institution—that it is simply a farm 
owned by an individual? 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman called it an institution. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; but call it a farm. It is a farm school. 

As I have said, one of these boys had gone through the police 
court twenty times. Now, he has been there—the length of time 
Iam unable to state—but, ten or twelve months, and he is now so 
far reformed that he is trusted to go wherever he will with the 
other boys and shows no desire whatever to escape, but is man- 
ageable and obedient; in short, is fast becoming a good boy. The 
boys are all at perfect liberty to go and come as they chose, and 
yet for the last eight months there has not been an escape from 
the institution; not a single boy has sought to get away. 

Now, the reason why $210 is not an extravagant price is because 
they area hard lot of boys that have gone through pd feel court 
and gone down there for reformation. Professor , I believe, 
is a philanthropist from the bottom of his heart. He wants to 
build his race up into knowledge and respectability and into moral 
standing before the world; and he has pat every dollar he has in 
the world into this farm, and has got these boys about him, hay- 
ing arranged with the Board of Children’s Guardians to have them 
sent to him. ; 

As an illustration of the effect of the management upon these 
boys, it fell out—was, in fact, so stated by the superintendent of 
charities to the committee—that Christmas time these boys were all 
5 a small sum of money and allowed to come to Wash- 

gton, to their old haunts, and if 1 had homes, to go to them; 
but many of them have no homes. They came up here together 
on the steamer, and were to return on the boat at a certain hour. 
At that hour every boy reported and went back to school. Such 
is the moral influence of this establishment for the reformation of 
these boys that the committee thought they were doing the best pos- 
sible service to the public to make it sure that the tough boys in 
this city should be sent to that farm instead of to the jail or be 
allowed to run at large in the streets. 

- Now, Mr. Chairman, the e of keeping charge of the col- 
ored girls in the District of Columbia who have gone wrong, in 
an institution owned by the District up here, is $400 per girl, and 
they have only gone through the police court to this reformato 
institution, just the same as these boys have, and it does not furnis 
them the home life either that this farm does. This farm as a 
part of its work has introduced industries. The boys plant the 
corn, cultivate it, cut it, and take care of the cows, doing a certain 
amount of work all the time. A part of the theory of the estab- 
lishment—the gentleman objects to my calling it an institution— 
a part of the theory of the establishment is that it is good policy 
to teach the colored man that he can not rely upon his wits alone 
for success in this world, but that he must learn to use his hands. 

He must learn the value of 1 and that system is intro- 
duced and admirably sustained in the Hart Farm School; and 
further, as to price stipulated to be paid Superintendent Lewis, 
says: 

This tomporary contract has been continued through to the close of the 
present fiscal year with Professor Hart, and it is now running at $200 per 

ear per child. The District is ing more than that at several places for 

maintenance of its 9 e and 55 po is that per 
year per child, while the number remains under 50, is not especially high. 


Now, I have shown you that it costs $400 girl in the Girls’ 
Reform School, and it costs $210 at the Boys’ Reform School. 

Mr. MCCLEARY. That is what Professor Hart based his esti- 
mate on. 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; and that is what the committee based its 
action on. It costs the Government 8210 per boy to take care of 
white boys of the same class. Now, the gentleman says it may be 
a waste of money, because we provide the same sum for the col- 
ored boys. I think the gentleman from New York must begin to 
discover that he is the one who has been misinformed. The boys 
are under restraint in both these places. At the white boys’ re- 
form school in this city there are walls or fences around the insti- 
tution, but at the Hart Farm School the boys are held under such 
moral and intellectual control by kmdness and the interest created 
in the work of the farm that walls and fences are not necessary. 
There are none of those restraints there, but the boys are so occu- 
pied in their books, in the farm work, and in the pastimes and 
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recreations founded by the eleven teachers in charge that they 
really reform themselves. 
Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. GROUT. Certainly; I will answer with t pleasure. 
Mr. RAY of New York. ‘The Board of Children’s Guardians 
are hereby directed to contract with the Hart Farm School durin 
the fiscal year 1901 for the care and support of not less than 
boys,“ etc. Have you not any confidence in the Board of Children’s 


Guardians? 
Mr. GROUT. Yes. I have already expressed confidence in the 
Children’s Guardians. 


Mr. RAY of New York. If you have confidence, why do you not 
leave it tothe Board of Children’s Guardians to say where they will 
put these boys and who shall have charge of them? Why do you 
gy ay them to go to this place—— 

. GROUT. When will the gentleman get through with his 
question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Does the gentleman understand my 
question? 

Mr. GROUT. Ves, sir; and my answer is that the committee 
felt that the Hart Farm School was such a desirable place for 
these unruly, wayward, criminal boys that they wanted to make 
it certain that they should be sent there, and that is why they in- 
serted the provision in the bill. 

That is my answer. We felt that it was a matter which need 
not be left to the discretion of the Children’s Guardians; that it 
was a thing so manifestly fit to be done that it would be wise to 
make the doing of it certain. 

Now, I call on the gentleman to say to this House here and now 
what he can say to justify his statements. I demand such astate- 
ment here and now to the extent of his information. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I have light as to other institutions; 
and if I have time I want to present the facts to this House. Of 
course this does not waive the point of order, does it, Mr. Chair- 


man? 

The CHAIRMAN. It does not. The Chair is prepared to rule 
on the 2 

Mr. RAY of New York. Mr. Chairman, who has the floor now? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Vermont still has the 
floor and has yielded to the gentleman from Yew York. 

Mr. GROUT. I yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Of course I want more than a minute 
or two on this question. 

Mr. GROUT, Very well; I yield the floor because I want infor- 
mation if the gentleman can give it. 

Mr. RAY of New York, I would like about ten minutes by 
unanimous consent. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 
mous consent that he may pe without interruption for ten 
minutes. Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I raised this point of order, Mr. Chair- 
man, because I was waited on to-day by a member of the Board 
of Children’s Guardians, and he laid before me certain facts 

Mr. GROUT. If you had been frank you would have come to 
the subcommittee and let them have the benefit of the facts. Now 
give to the House all the facts you have, 

Mr. RAY of New York. I went to the chairman of the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and I made certain inquiries of him 
which I will not repeat; and I will not repeat his reply except in 
a general Bee 

Mr. CANNON. The tleman is at liberty to state the con- 
versation. I never talked with him on this subject but once, and 
that was not exceeding sixty minutes ago and was casual. It did 
not attract my attention beyond the fact that I understood it to 
be a notification that he was going to make a point of order on 
this provision. Now, the gentleman is at perfect liberty to state 
what occurred. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Did I not state to you that I was going 
to raise a point of order? 

Mr. C ON. Oh, the gentleman said that he thought the 
provision was subject to a point of order and that he was going to 


e it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Did you not say to me that if I knew 
all the facts in regard to it perhaps I would not? 

Mr. CANNON. Oh, yes. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Did I not say that I thought I did 
knew all the facts in regard to it—— 

Mr. CANNON. Yes, sir. 

Mr. RAY of New York. And that I had them from the board 
or a member of the Board of Children’s Guardians? 

Mr. CANNON. No; you did not state that part of it. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Then the gentleman did not listen or 
give attention; that is all. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, the gentleman can now proceed in his 
own way. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Of course I shall be glad to be con- 


vinced that this is a highly praiseworthy object, and that the pro- 
vision ought to be enacted, and if I can be conyinced of that fact 
I will withdraw the point of order. 

Now, in the 1 ce, What is this farm school? It is a farm 
owned by an individual near the Potomac River, a little way be- 
yond Mount Vernon, purchased by an individual, owned by an 
individual, run by an individual through his servants and em- 

re and the owner of that farm visits it about once a week if 
0 time. 

Am I incorrect when I say that this farm is owned by an indi- 
vidual and run by an individual? 

Mr. GROUT. I stated that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. He lives here in the city of N 
ton; he has nothing to do with the running of this farm only 
as he visits it occasionally. There is no institution there in the 
broad sense of the term. This man purchased that farm and, as 
I am informed, is conducting it with the hope of getting money 
out of the Government in this way. 

Mr. GROUT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Is the gentleman aware of the fact that a dis- 
tinguished citizen of New York, ex-Senator Evarts, leased to this 
man, Professor Hart, a large acreage there, so long as he should 
dovon we this purpose, free of rent? Is the gentleman aware of 

at fact? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Iam not. Some one has a mortgage 
on the farm that he wants paid, and which the owner of the farm 
desires to pay, and he states to this Board of Children’s Guardians, 
or in a way that comes to their knowledge, that he can not pay 
unless he has business of the kind he intended to carry on when 
he took the land. ; 

He is asking to have the Congress of the United States take the 

wer that belongs to this Board of Guardians, vested in them by 

aw, from their hands, and absolutely direct them as to what they 

shall do with this money, and absolutely direct them that they 
shall pay $210, I think it is, for maintaining each boy, when here- 
tofore they have been cared for for less and hereafter they can be 
cared for from $50 to $90, and in some cases $110 less per year. 
There is an institution near Richmond where these boys can be 
cared for at a cost of $110 each per year, and well cared for. 

Mr. GROUT. Now, Mr. Chairman, that is—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. That is the way of it. 

Mr. GROUT. Will you allow me to ask you a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. GROUT. Do you mean to be understood as stating here 
that Professor Hart said to the Board of Children’s Guardians 
that hecould not pay the mo: that was on his property unless 
he received more than the were paying for taking care of 
these boys? Do you state that? 

Mr. RAY of New York. A member of the Board of Children's 
Guardians, a gentleman of the highest character and ability, or he 
would not be there, has put into my hands, and I have it here, a 
written statement in which he quotes from a letter from the 
owner of this farm that is owned 

Mr. GROUT. Yes; but you stated that he could not pay his 
mortgage—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Stating that the farm is subject to a 
mortgage of $7,000, I think it is—I am not able to state the exact 
amount—and that he has to have more income or business or he 
can not pay, his mortgage. 

Now, Iwill say that the Congress of the United States can be in 
better business than compelling the Board of Children’s Guardians, 
or any other board charged with the care of this class of people, 
to use money in a particular way. If it is a competent board, if 
these DS caper are fit to hold the positions they do hold, then I 
say, Chairman, that if the money is appropriated it should be 
left for the board to determine who they will employ to care for 
these children. It should be left to the board to say how much 
they will pay; it should be left to the board to get good service 
where they can get it, and where they can get it cheapest. That 
is in the interest of the Treasury of the United States and in the 
interest of the taxpayers of the United States. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. Did this member of the Board of 
Children’s Guardians who furnished this information give you any 
reason why the board itself contracted with this man at from $40 
to $80 a year more than he said it can be done for; is he not wrong 
according to his own statement? 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, he explained it fully; and if you 
will wait a while, I will give his statement as nearly as I can. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I ask that I may be allowed five min- 
utes more time. 

There was no objection. 
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Mr. RAY of New York. He stated to me that this same gentle- 
man, this owner of this Hart farm, had been taking care of these 
same children, these boys, at a less sum. 

Mr. McCLEARY. One hundred and eighty-five dollars. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Much less than $185, I think. He 
stated to me that at a time when they could not quickly transfer 
these boys to some other place or institution, this man notified 
them he would no longer take charge of them without more pay, 
and they then increased the price to $185 per ‘year, which they 
are now paying for taking care of the boys. 

Mr. GROUT. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. It was also understood that they 
would not, after the expiration of this contract, send him any 
more of those boys or take those boys to this farm; and therefore, 
by some hook or crook, I know not what, he has, according to 
my information, misled the Committee on Appropriations and in- 
duced them to put into this bill a provision changing existing 
law, a new law, compelling this board, that ought to have the 
sole power and discretion, to take these boys to that farmand pay 
this sum of money; and I am opposed to such legislation. 

I repeat what I have said heretofore—it is unnecessary; and 
either that Board of Children’s Guardians should be left to exer- 
cise their discretion in the premises, or else the board ought to be 
abolished or removed from office—one or the other. For those 
reasons I have raised the point of order, and insist upon it. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Chair sustains the point of order. 

a CANNON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I was not in the House, being engaged in work in the Committee 
on 5 when the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
Ray] made his point of order. I was informed that he had made 
the point of order and that he had indulged in some pretty severe 
language, which I have not had time to read, but which is now 
for the first time placed in my hand, and that he incidentally 
referred to myself in connection with his statement. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Not until my attention was called to 
the chairman of the committee by the chairman of the subcom- 
mittee, who inquired why I did not present the fact to the com- 
mittee that I intended to make the point of order. I then told 
him that I had called the attention of the chairman of the com- 
mittee to the matter, i 

What I say now is to the gentleman from Illinois, If he under- 
stands that I in any way referred to him, I wish to say that I was 
compelled to do it by the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout]. 

Mr. CANNON. Well, I never have any objection to reference 
being made to myself when I am present, or even when I am ab- 
sent. Now, all I want to say about this matter is that this bill 
was prepared by the subcommittee presided over by the er 
man from Vermont [Mr. n minority being headed by 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. ALLEN]. The subcommittee 
consisted of five members. ter most thorough investigation 
the subcommitte made a report to the full committee, and on ex- 
amination the full committee ordered the bill to be reported to 
the House, à 

I gave no personal examination, and I apprehend nobody upon 
that committee except the subcommittee did, to this matter which 
is under consideration, we having full confidence in the vigilance, 
ability, and disposition of the subcommittee to exhaust the sub- 
ject. We still have the fullest confidence in that subcommittee. 

he gentleman, as I understand it, stated that he had said to my- 
self that he proposed to make the point of order upon this pro- 
vision. He did so state, probably an hour ago, but it did not make 
enough impression upon my mind, as I was called elsewhere, to 
cause me even to state to the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. 
Grovt], who is in charge of the bill, that a point of order was 
going to be made, because the point of order would take care of 
itself, if insisted upon, and it seemed to me not of sufficient con- 

uence to say anything to anybody in reference to the matter. 

Now, I want to say that I have hurriedly looked over the hear- 
ing touching this matter upon the merits, and from that hurried 
examination I believe that the committee were fully warranted 
in making this recommendation. True, I think the provision is 
subject to a point of order, because, as I understand. under the 
law, the Board of Children’s Guardians dispose of these juvenile 
offenders after they are committed to their jurisdiction by the 
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sentence of the court, and can make contracts for their care, nur- | 


ture, and so on, in or outside of the District of Columbia. 

This provides that a certain number of them shall be cared for 
at this Hart Farm School. The evidence and statements made at 
the hearing show to my mind quite conclusively that this is a 
most admirable institution, where there is partial confinement of 
a physical nature, but largely, hand in hand with it, such treat- 
ment of these boys that upon their own motion, where they have 
opportunity to escape, they adapt themselves to that treatment 
and are instructed and e instruction along the lines of labor 
and capacity, looking toward a real reformation. 

Mr. RAY of New York, May I ask the gentleman a question? 
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Mr. CANNON. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Will the gentleman from Illinois 
kindly tell me and this House why it was deemed necessary to put 
into this bill an absolute direction to this Board of Children’s Guar- 
dians to give the care of these boys at a fixed price, if I may so call 
it, to this particular individual? 

Mr. CANNON. I will state to the gentleman, as I did before, 


that I did not give this personal investigation. But from the 
printed hearing and from some conversation with a member of the 
subcommittee, as well as to another gentleman who is thoroughly 
conversant with those matters and who heard the evidence at the 
hearing, I have no doubt that these 50 boys would be better cared 
for from every standpoint, so far as the public are concerned and 
so far as the boys are concerned, at this Hart Farm School than 

anywhere else. . 

he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. CANNON. L ask for opportunity to say a word more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the time of the gentle- 
man from Illinois will be extended for five minutes. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to ask the gentleman one more 
question? 

Mr, CANNON. If the gentleman will allow me to complete 
my statement, perhaps he will not then desire to ask the question. 
Now, the gentleman exercises his right under the rule, namely, 
that here is a matter of legislation that is subject to a point of 
order, because it is upon a general appropriation bill. I think 
the gentleman is quite right, and the Chair has sustained the 
pors of order. Now, I have no quarrel with the gentleman from 

ew York for exercising his right in making that point of order, 
but as I wasinformed that the gentleman referred to myself, and, 
as some gentlemen thought, in not quite lovely or endearing terms 
in my absence, I thought it was due to myself as well as due ths 
committee of which I have the honor to be the chairman to make 
the statement that I have made. 

Now, the gentleman has exercised his right and the provision 
goes out upon the point of order. I believe I have made a state- 
ment that covers what I know about this item. 

That any man upon the committee was controlled by favoritism 
or acted from any other standpoint except that of the highest de- 
sire to serye the public good and to best care for these poor waifs 
of society that have passed through the courts and are to be dealt 
with, I do not for a moment believe, and I do not believe my 
friend from New York [Mr. Ray] for amomentbelievesit. And 
now, having made this statement—— 

Mr. RAY of New York. Now, right there, I wish to say that 
if any gentleman has informed the gentleman from Illinois that I 
referred to him in any harsh or disrespectful way, directly or in- 
directly, whoever made the statement was a mischief-maker, 
because I did not. I simply stated, when I was compelled to state, 
that I had informed the chairman of the committee that I intended 
to raise the point of order, and I only stated the facts that I have 
stated in regard to this matter in reply to the gentleman from 
Vermont when he said that if I knew the justice of this provision 
I would not raise the point of order. 

I believe in standing by the committees of this House, I will 
contend for them when I believe they are right, but I will not sup- 

rt them when I believe they are wrong. And when I see wrong 

ing committed, or whenever I discover a thing that I believe to 
be a wrong, I will oppose it, and shall always do so fearlessly. I 
know this committee desires to do right, and generally is right, 
and the gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Grout] is perfectly honest 
in the discharge of duty. = 

Mr. CANNON. Now, just one word, and then I will not claim 
the attention of the committee further. The gentleman has made 
the point of order upon this provision, which is fatal toit. It 
goes out, and nothing is in order further except by unanimous 
consent, under which I am speaking for a moment. If the gen- 
tleman sees proper to withdraw his point of order and let the 
House consider this matter upon its merits or let the committee 
consider it upon its merits, then the whole matter would be open 
for discussion, and the gentleman from Vermont could test the 
sense of the committee as to whether or no this isa wise provision. 
But the gentleman makes his point of order, and I do not quarrel 
with him. That is all I desire to say. 

bare of Mississippi. I move to strike out the last two 
words, 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi. 

Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi. I just want to say one word about 
this Hart school or farm. I never saw or heard of this man Hart 
before I saw him before the committee. I think I know some- 
thing about what moved the committee to put this provision in 
the bill. He made quite an impression on the committee. He 
was a very good talker—one of the best I have heard, white or 
black. e talked so well that I confess I distrusted him a little. 
[Laughter.] And when he went out the District Commissioners 
were present, and I said to them: Is this man the real thing that 
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he professes to be, or is he a humbug?” They gave him a very 
high character, as a very learned and enthusiastic friend of his 
race. We then took not only his statement, but the statement of 
others. We had the superintendent of charities there, and we 
rer him. We were convinced that this man was doing a good 
work. 

Now, then, hesaid tous: ‘‘ There are certain things necessary to be 
done. Icannotdothis unless I have some assurance that Ican have 
these boys. I have a contract now.” He had some forty odd there 
under contract, for which the Board of Guardians was paying 8200 
por year. The showing was made that white children in the re- 

ormatory school were costing $210. This man wanted some other 
help and we declined to give it to him, but we thought he was 
doing a good work, and in a stp tle rs this money we designated 
how this much of it shoul expended. 

The gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray], who is so fierce in 
his denunciation of this proposition, evidently from his statement 
gets his inspiration from a member of the dof Guardians. 

e had the fact that they were voluntarily contracting with this 
man at $200 a year, and we believed he was doing well, and with 
a little more help he could do better; and they never came before 
us or informed us anything about it, All the information we got 
was from the man himself, from the distinguished Commission- 
ers, and from the superintendent of the board of charities, and 
from the very results of this man’s work that he was doing well, 
and we thought we would increase his . by giving 
him 8210 instead of 8200, and that it was not a J eee outrage. 

Now, I have seen the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] sit 
here and see what I considered a thousand outrages go through 
without ever 2 from him on the subject. I am glad to know 
that we have at last got one man that is never going to see an- 
eee: 2 stg — 1 man that aa taken a = x a t 5 save 

10 apiece for refo g nigger boys. aughter. 0 oing 
to regulate the Government now. [Renewed laughter. 0 18 
save $500 to the Government and thereby cut off all 


going to 
stealing. Laughter. ] 

I will tell you what is the milk in the cocoanut. Everybody 
Children’s Guardians were gong on contracting with this man 
themselves, but when we told them that they must contract with 
him, then they see some limitation upon their prerogative, and 
they hunt up the reformer from New York and get him to make 


one of the grandest stands of his life in cutting down the appro- 
priation $10 a year for the reform of nigger boys. [Laughter and 


54 gy 
. BARNEY, Mr. Chairman, I want to make this matter clear 
as to the statements of the gentleman from New York . Ray] 
in to the justice of the provisions in this bill. en the 
gentleman from New York made this point of order, and his at- 
tention was called to the fact wi the gentleman from Vermont 
[Mr. GROUT] in of the bill, that if he knew the justice and 
necessity for it he would not object to it, the gentleman from New 
York, in short, characterized it as a steal; then when challenged 
upon that and criticised because he did not call the attention of 
the Committee on Appropriations to these facts, if he knew them 
before the bill was reported, he said in reply that he had spoken 
to the chairman of the Committee on ig ep with refer- 
ence to this thing. He has since said t he only said that he 
called the attention of the chairman of the Committee on Appro- 
priations to the fact that he would make a point of order 

Mr. RAY of New York. Oh, no; oh, no. 

` Mr. BARNEY, I call the attention of this House to the fact 
that in his first statement he left the impression upon the House, 
and the statement was fairly susceptible of the impression, that 
he had called the attention of the Committee on Appropriations to 
all the facts . case before this bill was reported. I 
say that is not in accordance with the statement he has since made, 
that he simply told the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 
tions that he would make the point of order and nothing else. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The gentleman from Wisconsin mis- 
understands. I did not say that I simply told the chairman of the 
Committee on Appropriations that I was going to make the point 
of order. Isaid I would not state the conversation with the chair- 
man of that committee, 

Mr. BARNEY. Yes; but the gentleman in his first statement 
left the impression on this House that he had given the chairman 
of the Committee on iy ip eta all the facts in reference to 
this matter before this bill was drawn 

Mr. RAY of New York. I want to say now, and I will say 

Mr. BARNEY (continuing). And I rose to make the statement 
clear. If the gentleman from New York wants to say that he 
simply called attention of the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
ag to the fact that he desired to make the point of order 
and nothing more, all right, but I feared the impression would be 
left—and it was fair to be left by what was said by the gentle- 
man from New York—that he had called the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations to all the facts 


surrounding this question before this bill was reported. Now, it 
appears by the statement of the gentleman from Illinois IMr. 
Cannon] that the gentleman from New York only called his at- 
tention to this thing about an hour ago, and then simply to say 
that he was going to make the point of order. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Ido not understand that the gentle- 
man from Illinois [Mr. Cannon] has said any such thing. If he 
has said that all I said on the subject was that I desired to make 
the point of order, then I simply say that that isincorrect. The 
gentleman says he may have forgotten 5 He states 
what the first thing I said to him was, and his reply. He could 
not have misunderstood what I meant, followed as it was, and in 
connection with my intention to make the point of order. He 
may not have understood; I do not know that he did; but the in- 
ference that I wanted him to draw and intended that he should 
draw, and which I oppona he did draw, was that this provision 
would operate as a of S funds. 

Let me repeat so that I 1 not be misunderstood again—not 
that I believed that the committee fully understood it or that the 
gentleman from Vermont understood it. I would not have said 
a word on that subject had it not been forced out of me by the 
gentleman from Vermont, who imputed to me, as I thought, by 
a remark he made, that I was ignorant of the condition of affairs 
connected with this provision. It was in response to that that I 
said what I did. 

Mr. BARNEY. I would like to say just this 

The CHAIRMAN. Thetime of the gentleman from Wisconsin 
has expired, and debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

Mr. GROUT. I ask consent that the gentleman from Wiscon- 


to this provision in the bill, he should have gone to the gentleman 
who he knew had c e of this bill [Mr. Grout], and should 
have made to him these osures, if he had any to make. And 
I wish to repeat that I think he left the impression upon this 
House—whether he intended it or not—that he had given the 
chairman of the Committee on Appropriations at least all of this 
information before this bill was reported to the House, and had 
not merely declared his intention to make a point of order. 

Mr. MCCLEARY addressed the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is exhausted. 

— McCLEARY, I ask unanimous consent to occupy a few 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- 
mous consent to proceed for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. f 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry that my 
friend from New York fast Ray] should have felt it his duty to 
raise any objection to this provision of the bill. I never saw 
Professor Hart until I saw him before the subcommittee; but 
if lever saw in my life a man 1 with a noble 
purpose, that man was Professor Hart. His address before the 
committee was modestly and quietly made, yet so earnestly that 
it touched me to the heart. I never heard an address that affected 
me more deeply than thesimple statement that he made as to what 
he was endeavoring to do for these poor little of his 
own race, ; 

Down the river, near Fort Washi he owns a farm of some 
300 acres, Here he has erected some dings and has established 
a farm school,” which is coming to be one of the noteworthy 
institutions of thisland. He has said to the Board of Children’s 
Guardians, ‘‘ Be kind enough to send to my school such colored 
children on their way to crime as may be committed to you. I 


take care o tle and horses, whether in sickness or in health, 
He has a blacksmith, who shows the boys how to make and mend 
things made of iron. Mr. Hart told the committee that the black- 
grit taken 6 boys in the shop in the morning and in the after- 
noon takes 6 others. Every boy has a turn at the blacksmith’s 
forge and the wheelwright’s bench once a week. They learn to 
e all sorts of things. If anything breaks, they learn to mend 
it. They are taught to take material and repair machinery of all 
Enee he principal of the school is, I understand, a graduate of 
ampton. 
If I ever heard a statement of a case worthy of the considera- 
tion of this House, it was that made by Professor Hart; and if 
every man now listening to me bad heard that statement, I know 
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he would not hesitate a moment to do the thing that the commit- 
tee has recommended. 

Now, why was this provision made directory? Because Mr. 
Hart said. I must know a year in advance something about what 
J can count on. I have to make my contracts with merchants of 
this city for provisions to be delivered 8 year; by mak- 
ing the contracts covering the year I can get better terms.” 

. Hart was very anxious that we should make an appropria- 
tion to provide him a much-needed building. We found that we 
could not do that under the law. On the suggestion of Commis- 
sioner Ross, this provision directing the Board of Children’s Guard- 
ians to contract with Mr. Hart for not less than 50 children for a 
year was inserted. Mr. Hart told us that under his present con- 
tract the board could, on ten days’ notice, take away every boy he 
had, leaving him with supplies and contracts e for a year. 
This uncertainty was embarrassing to him in the good work that 
he was endeavoring to carry on. It was to encourage and make 
possible the continuance of this good work that the provision 
under consideration was inserted. 

Now, let us see what Mr. Lewis, superintendent of charities, 


says: 
I think it would be a calamity to the District if that work being performed 
by Professor Hart should be allowed to fail or be transferred to other hands. 


That is my judgment. I believe it would be a calamity to allow 
that work to fail or to transfer it to other hands. I do hope that 
my friend from New York, whose right intention every one knows, 

reserve the point of order, if it is possible in any parliamen- 
tary way to do so, instead of making it, or withdraw it and leave 
the matter open for further consideration. 

I am very confident that if he will read the hearings before the 
committee, and ially if he will come in contact with Professor 
Hart himself, so that he can state his own case, the gentleman 
from New York will be just as cordial in his support of this pro- 
vision as any member of the committee. 

Mr. RAY of New York. May I ask the gentleman a question? 

Mr. McCLEARY. Certainly. 

Mr. RAY of New York. Did Professor Hart state to you that 


he had erected on this farm buildings for the accommodation of 
these br 
Mr. McCLEARY. That is my recollection. 
1 the hammer fell. . 
. RAY of New York, I ask unanimous consent for five 
minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN, Does the gentleman from New York ask 
this for himsélf or for the gentleman from Minnesota? 

Mr. RAY of New York. For both of us. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from New York asks that 
the gentleman from Minnesota may have five minutes. Is there 
a The Chair hears none. 

. RAY of New York. Now, I am credibly informed, and I 
believe what I state, because it is in writing and itis signed. I 
know nothing of Professor Hart. I do not know this Board of 
Children’s Guardians—only one of them, and when he waited on 
me and laid these facts before me in writing, I understood and 
understand now that they can not be impeached in their integrity 
and their intelligence, and if they can be, then I repeat again, Mr. 
Chairman, that the time has come when they should be removed 
and other gentlemen put in their places, 

sn moans Will the gentleman allow me to ask hima 
question 

Mr. RAY of New York. Yes. 

Mt. McCLEARY. Did more than one person appear to you? 

Mr. RAY of New York. One only. 

Mr. McCLEARY. Mr. Hart has specially stated that there is 
one member of this board who is bitterly opposed to him, but that 
the board as a board is with him. 

id Pages of New York, Howmany members are there on that 

Mr. McCLEARY. Well, I do not know. 

Mr. RAY of New York. The committee should know. Does 
any member of the committee know how many gentlemen are on 
that board? I do not think the committee can be very clearly in- 
formed when ore | do not know how many gentlemen are mem- 
bers of that board. 

Mr. GROUT. I will say to the gentleman from New York that 
the board is not composed entirely of gentlemen, There are some 
ladies upon it. [{Laughter.] 

Mr. RAY of New York. How many ladies and gentlemen? 

Mr. GROUT. Let me ask the gentleman why it becomes im- 


portant that the Committee on Appropriations should know just 
ow many persons there are on that board. 
Mr. RAY of New York, The gentleman from Minnesota has 


just stated, as I understood, that the reason why this was made 
compulsory in directing them toemploy this man at a certain fixed 
Tice was because there was one member of that board opposed to 
rofessor Hart, and only one. 
Mr. McCLEARY. No, sir. 


Mr. RAY of New York. Did you not state that? 

Mr. McCLEARY. No; I did not state that. 

Mr. RAY of New York. What did you state? 

Mr. McCLEARY. I said it was made compulsory at a fixed 
number in order that Mr. Hart might know that he would havea 
certain number at any rate for the year, in order that he might 
make his contract for the year. 


Mr. GORDON, Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman will state his parliamentary 


inquiry, 

Ar. GORDON. Can we get back to the original proposition of 
attempting to locate the thief? [Laughter.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman has not propounded a par- 
Hanon ary aury, 

Mr. RI DSON. Ishould like to ask the gentleman from 
Minnesota [Mr. MoCLEARY] if Professor Hart is the man whom 
the gentleman from New York [Mr. Ray] alleged had a mortgage 
that he wanted to get pan off by this contract? 

Mr. McCLEARY. is is my first service on that committee, 
= 5 a foe ORN kerea that I do not know. But ma 

OW an ng ow that that man is engaged in a good project, 

Mr. RAY of New York. In a letter from Mr. Hart, dated De- 
cember 8, 1899, written to Mr. C, P. Huntington, of New York, 


he states: 
I mo my to gee up build and equipments for these chil- 
8 e mortgage, $7,000, is outstanding, and now I am underbid and 


That is, he says he is underbid by people who will take charge 
of the boys for a less sum. 
Mr. RICHARDSON, Whose mortgage is that? 
Mr. RAY of New York. It does not state who holds the mort- 
age. 
s Mr. RICHARDSON. But who made the mortgage? 
Mr. RAY of New York. Why, Mr. Hart made the mortgage 
o his place, Then thisgentleman, in his statement which I haye 
ere, says: 


Our committee after investigation find no ground for this extra t 
statement, as we are in m of information to the effect that Mr. Hart 
has erected only ad 


tory in addition to his house in which to accommo- 
that $500 of 


date these children, and the amount necessary was donated to 


Mr. Hart for that purpose. 

And so on. If Ican have the permission of the House, I will put 
this statement into the RECORD, 

The statement is as follows: 
To the honorable committee of the Senate for the District of Columbia. 


raised by Professor 

could not 1 keep the children for a less sum than per annum, 
instead of $185, the amount of his contract price for year. I was ap- 
pointed, with others, on a ittee to take this matter under consideration 


and report back to the board. 

The committee of investigation could not understand why it was necessary 
to increase the price of keeping our children on a farm to $210 per annum 
dren were being kept in homes and institutions for a 

of the Good Shepherd, Baltimore, we are 

tion for Relief of Colored 

our wards are kept for $120 per annum, and clothed. 

In the 88 home for children in this city we are paying $120 per annum, 

W Guatrial H School, this city, ying $123 per annum, 

ome we are pa; 

including sone „and the cost of maintenance for! r e 

School in this trict, where the institution is divided into homes with 

ev convenience for the benefit of the children, the superintendent stat 

is y about $154 per annum, one the superintendent of charities esti- 
mates from the reports of the sch for 1898 

Mr. Hart a before the committee and stated that h 
700 acres, 100 of which was under a state of cultivation; that on his farm he 
was raising horses; that he some aoe a 5 of 1 — he 
was raising corn, toes, beans, 1 N an en uce, which 
could be used in y consumption y his family. Ho farther stated that he 
was keeping 42 of our wards, and was feeding them on the theory that good 
food good brains and tha brains e able men. 


Uponinquiry we found that his groceries were being purchased from a store 
in the city e best line 1 and flour from a manu- 
facturer making one of the finest qualities of fi 


our, and all other pases 


ey could reasonably hope to obtainafter 
leaving the Hart sa 


arm. 
We also found from the statement of Mr. Hart that in making op bee bill 
of expenses for k our W. that he had added the cost of cattle, 
horses, hogs, and other domestic animals kept on the farm, and the feed for 
the same, and, in case of loss of any, the value of the animal was added to the 
expense. Also the cost of all fe rs, seed grain, and employees on the 
farm and in the house, and a small additional building he had erected, 
whatsoever improvements were on the farm for its betterment, were all 
counted in and the aggregate amount charged up as a part of the expense 
for keeping the children. 

The committee could readily understand that with so mT items chargea 
against the expense of keeping the children that were actually expenses for 
improving the property, that it was not difficult for Mr. Hart to arrive at the 
conclusion that he could not continue to maintain the children for $185 per 
annum. t 

On further inquiry Mr. Hart stated that he was engaged in business in the 
city and did not visit his farm more than once in each week, and then only 
to remain over Sunday, and that the entire management in his absence was 
intrusted to his employees, 


ted December mortgaged 1899, written tor 
mortgaged my placo to put up up Wand. 
is out- 
ment, as we are “nes ion of 


erected only a dormi in addition to his house, in which to accommodate 
these children, and that $500 of the amount necessary was donated to Mr. 
Hart for that purpose. 
3 —— last of October this special committee of the Board of Children's 
ormed . 228 N Collis P» Fiun Reforma Association of Vir- 
tington, of New York, had por 
acres, at an average cost of S pe 
near eget oh Va., kapon w en the Fhad. established a school for colored 
ren who had been sentenced for erime, and that a bill was before 
the the State e oe its incorporation under the name of the Virginia 
Some of the most influential citizens of Virginia are the in rators of 
this new ente „among whom are James Cascie, late president of the 
Prison Association; Maj. Robert See spent er of Richmond; Maj. 
E. T. D. M ers, president of the ond, Fred: burg and Potomac 
ph — . — of the 5 works and editor of the 


and one of 


colored, aside from a number of Ribas of the best class of colored citizens of 
the State. Also, this incorporation is strongly indorsed by the governor and 
all of the judges of the State, and that the fhis 


wit establishment of school is 
out 

ey 19 — 8 oat John H. Smyth, ex-minister to Liberia, 
a Wey bo nll ope ored man, who — had considerable expe- 


District and keep them 
at the rate of $120 per annum, including clothing, should we desire to send 


8 
information before 2 committee of the Board of Children's 
Pals ape visited the Virginia Manual Labor School ee aie ddle of 
December. The farm is located 16 miles from Richmond and i es from 
the railway station. Six buildings were already on the farm, the principal 
ones of which were located in an elevated oak grove comprising about 15 
acres, which overlooked the broad expanse of the farm. wo other build- 
ings f for dormitories were in course of erection which would accommodate a 


number of 

our visit was not forewarned, we found the superintendent butcherin 
dren e im the schoolroom under a competen 

Sena bad been in the school only about 

had learned to read 


On we foun 

four months, and during nd short ae porion of time the 

quse well, could recite the A’ and repeat the Lord's Prayer. 
soon as they were out of — 5 were engaged, in such work in the 

garden and house and soou the place as they were able to do. 


It is proposed to give these dren book learning of a rudimentary char- 
acter. Farming x crops, trucking, care of stock, brickmaking, carpen- 
try and smi and 8 and ö will be the course of train- 

for the inmate features, the 


But above and beyond these intellectual 
tianizing of these uncul children will be one of the efforts of the 
institution, though nonsectarian in ter. 

Of the 1,806 acres in the farm, over 700 acres are cleared and in a state of 
cultivation, while the 8 is covered with timber, much of the timber 


u whic can be raised garden of a sufficient to feed 100 inmates. The prod- 
ucts of the en t year were 125 bushels of toes, cabbages, 
0 10 bushels of onions, a large quantity of parenipa orator 


mshels of corn, 200 bushels of — 60 bushels of wheat, 5,000 watermelons, 
150 bushels of toma po 37 all In short, 
the farm is of very and pe se of providing a supply for the sup- 
Port and maintenance of at least 300 inmates with but lit ee 


The farm is abundant] lied with a large number of g rings and 
4 streams and is bounded on the —. by a po edi oppor- 
an 


-five years the State of Virginia has been allowing its 
reformatories 25 cen r day for 9 5 ing its * or 801.25 per year, and 
$10 ore A par gear ‘or cloi 1.25 ear for both tenance 
same amount i8 ‘seed $ e State to the Laurel In- 
of the State wards between 
same amount for 

ool at Hanover, Va., that 


boy at the age of 12 years is 
ow ——5 to the expenses of his 


. t the V ia ual Labor 
ee; wards at the Virginia Man 
98 visi 


ttee ted. 

ont is held by authority that a health 
ble BRT Eo an a in la 
tent to teach boys farming can be 
3 school for 10 per, month, and 
A former student of the Hamp- 
gricultural Institute has, ever, Scan employed as the instructor and 

P antag sit of ah farm work. 
The Board of Children’s Guardians are of the opinion that the class of 
children coming under their charge for which homes can not be obtained 
—.— where they can have good, plain tood, aiee to their station 
be taught to . =o pares the Shoat pein instilled into them, 

knows of no bei for this pring! Pes on a well ma 

farm, N they are given a 3 — education and taught different 


indus 
As a result of the inv tion, the committee of the board came to the 
conclusion that it isa fi le undertaking for the Virginia Manual Labor 
ool to contract to maintain and clothe our wards for each per annum, 
and ae this school is found unobjectionable in character and under the best 
E ATN le management, they recommended to the Board of Children’s Guard- 
that our wards for whom homes could not be found be sent to this 
school until 8 arrangement could be made for them. 
ysu 


employed in the section of this paths 
— tent women cooks for $5 3 
o. 
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1 8 The time of the gentleman from New York 
n GROUT. I should like to ask the gentleman a question. 
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McCLEARY. Let me ask the gentleman from New York 


(Mr. Ray) if he will not reserve that point of order? 

Mr. RA "Of New York. I-can not do that. This will proba- 
bly into the bill anyhow. If all right, I hope it will 85 in; 
but I can not consent as at present advised. 

Mr. MADDOX. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a point of order, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. MADDOX. My point of order is that I thought this ques- 


tion had been settled by the ruling of the Chair. 
The CHAIRMAN. e gentleman from Georgia is correct. 
The Chair ruled some time If there be no objection, the in- 


formal amendment will be withdrawn and the Clerk will read. 

Mr.GROUT. Mr. Chairman, we have thus heard fully the gen- 
tleman’s reasons for his attack on this Hart Farm School, and I 
submit that really they amount to nothing, unless it is to adver- 
tise another institution down in Virginia, where the man Peck, 
who signed the letter to the gentleman from New York, would 
evidently prefer to have these boys sent; but it seems the rest of 
the board have overruled him, and, as already stated, have a con- 
tract with the Hart Farm School until J uly 1 next. Thus far the 
board seems to think the Hart Farm School the best place for 
these children. This whole tumult has arisen because this man 
Peck thinks the other place best. It seems tohave been the small- 
est kind of a small tempest in a small teapot, the grave charge 
which the gentleman from New York started out with having 
dwindled into simply an advertising scheme for another sobool, 
This is the milk in the cocoanut. 

We have seen that the price stipulated for, $210 per boy, is just 
what it costs at the Boys’ Reform School in this city, a Govern- 
ment institution where nothing is included as interest on the 
plant, which, if added, would make the cost at the white boys’ 
school considerably more than $210 per boy. 

We have seen that it costs $400 one girl at the Girls’ Reform 
School, and it should be kept in mind that these boys at the Hart 
Farm School are tough boys, who have gone through the police 
court the same as boys at the white school and the girls already 
referred to, and they can not be cared for at the low price paid 
woe board at the Industrial Home School and other places of that 
class. 

But, enough; the charge of the gentleman, what has not been 
withdrawn, vanishes into thin air. The question has, in fact, 
already been disposed of by the Chair, and yin this talk is simply 
aftermath, and I hope the Clerk will now be allowed to read. 

The Clerk resumed and completed the reading of the bill. 

And then, on motion of Mr. GROUT, the committee rose; and 
the Speaker having resumed the chair, Mr. SHERMAN, Chairman 
of the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, 

pe that that committee had had under consideration the bili 
R. 9139) making appropriations to oe for the expenses of 
the government of the District of Columbia for the fiscal year 


ending June 30, 1901, and for other , and had directed 
him to report the same back to the House with sundry amend- 
ments, and with the recommendation that as amended the bill do 


pass. 
The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any of the 
amendments? If not,the amendments will be voted upon in gross, 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ac onlered to be en and read a 
third time, and was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. GROUT, a motion to reconsider Be last vote 
was laid on the table. 
LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 


By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
Tasos of Alabama, indefinitely, on account of important busi- 
ness, 

COMMITTEE RESIGNATION AND APPOINTMENTS, 

Te SPEAKER laid before the House the following communi- 

cation: 

To the House of Representatives: 

5 resign my 8 aeti gon pd of the 9 1 * beets or 
pe gta J. W. WADSWORTH. 

Marcu 15, 1900. 

The — being taken on accepting the resignation, it was 
accepted. 

The SPEAKER announced the following committee appoint- 
ments: 

Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Justice, Mr. 
STANLEY W. DAVENPORT of Pennsylvania. 
tn Committee on Revision of Laws, Mr. THomas H. BALL of 

exas 

{Committee on the Territories, Mr. WILLIAM ELZA WILLIAMS 
of Illinois. 

Committee on the District of Columbia, Mr. James W. Wans- 
WORTH of New York. 

Committee on Expenditures in the Treasury Department, Mr. 
W. F. ALDRICH of Alabama, 
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FORT HAYS MILITARY RESERVATION, KANS, 


Mr. MILLER. Mr. S. er, I ask unanimous consent for the 
resent consideration of the bill (S. 68) granting to the State of 
the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said 
State, for the purpose of establishing western branches of the 
Kansas Agricultural College and of the Kansas State Normal 
School thereon, and for a public park. f 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unanimous 
consent for the present consideration of a bill which the Clerk will 


report. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted. etc., That the abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation and 
all the improvements thereon, situated in the State of Kansas, be, and the 
same are hereby, granted to said State upon the conditions that said State 
shall establish and maintain perpetually thereon, first, a western branch of 
the Kansas Agricultural College; second, a western branch of the Kansas 
State Normal School, and that in connection therewith the said reservation 
shall be used and maintained as a public park: Provided, That said State 
shall, within five years from and atter the passage of this act, accept this 
grant, and shall by proper legislative action establish on said reservation 
western branches of the Kansas Agricultural College and the Kansas State 
Normal School; and whenever the lands shall cease to be tised by said State 
for the purposes herein mentioned the same shall revert to the United States. 


The following amendments recommended by the Committee on 
the Public Lands were read: 


In line 7, on page 1, strike ont the words “a western branch“ and insert 

in lieu thereof “an experiment station.” 
e 1, on page 2, strike out western branch“ and insert in lieu thereof 

„an experiment station.” 

In line 2, after the word and,“ insert a western branch of.“ 
= Amend the title so as to read: An act gran to the State of Kansas the 

abandoned Fort Hays Military Reservation, in said State, for the purpose of 

establishing an experiment station of the Kansas cultural Co and a 
moasg branch of the Kansas State Normal School 
park.” 


ereon, and for a public 

The SPEAKER. _Is there objection. 
Mr. RICHARDSON. Mr. Speaker, a few days ago, I believe, this 
bill was presented for consideration, and the gentleman from Ala- 


bama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] made some objection to it, and I under- 
stand the objection which he made has been obviated by an amend- 
ment. 


Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I had a conversation with the gen- 
tleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD], and he agreed to with- 
draw his objection to this bill if the amendment which I send to 
the Clerk’s desk is adopted. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection to the 
present consideration of the bill? 

Mr. RICHARDSON. I wanted to say that if the amendment 
met the objection of the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDER- 
woop] I should not object; and I make this statement because 
the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNDERWOOD] himself is tem- 

rarily out of the House. I understand the amendment covers 

is objection. 

Mr. CURTIS. It does, 

Mr. MILLER. There is no objection to the amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The first question is, Is there objection to the 
consideration of the bill? [Afterapause.] The Chair hears none. 
The question is on agreeing to the committee amendments. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were to. 

TheSPEAKER, The Clerk will report the amendment of the 
gentleman from Kansas. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 2, line 5, after the word “States,” add: 

“ Provided further, That the provisions of this act shall not newly fo any 

claim has 


tract or tracts within the limits of said reservation to which vali 
ee by settlement or otherwise under any public-land laws of the United 


The amendment was agreed to. x 

The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading; and it was 
accordingly read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. MILLER, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, the amendment to the title 
will be agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

CUIVRE RIVER, 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri, Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- 
sent for the present consideration of the bill (S, 2279) which Isend 
to the Clerk’s desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (S. 2279) declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable stream. 

Be it enacted, etc., That Cuivre River, in the counties of Lincoln and St. 
Charles, in the State of Missouri, being the dividing line, is hereby declared 
not to be a navigable stream, and shall be so treated by the Secretary of War 
and all other authorities. 7 

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the bill? [After a paree The Chair hears none. 

The bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accordingly 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. CLARK of Missouri, a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 
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MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


A message from the Senate, by Mr. PLATT, one of its clerks, 
announced that the Senate had passed without amendment the 
bill H. R. 4648, An act granting an increase of pension to William 
G. McLain.” 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendment of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate No. 22, to print 11,000 na of the pro- 
ceedings in connection with the reception of the Webster statue, 
etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
amendments of the House of Representatives to the concurrent 
resolution of the Senate No. 25, to print 12,500 extra copies of the 
report of the Director of the Geological Survey relating to the 
Cape Nome district, etc. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to the 
report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
the two Houses on the amendment of the House of Representatives 
to the bill (S. 2354) enlarging the powers of the Choctaw, Okla- 
homa and Gulf Railroad Company. 


JOSEPH M’CUNE. 


Mr. BISHOP. Mr. eee I ask unanimous consent to take 
from the Speaker's desk the bill H. R. 5299, with Senate amend- 
ment, and move that the House concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani- 
mous consent to take from the Speaker's table the bill H. R. 
5299, with a Senate amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 5299) granting an increase of pension to Joseph McCune, with 
the following amendment: 

Strike out all after the enacting clause and insert: 

“That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized and 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the 8 and limitations 
of the pension laws, the name of Joseph McCune, late of Company A, Sixth 
Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving.“ 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 


of the bill? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
The amendment of the Senate was concurred in. 


RURAL FREE-DELIVERY SERVICE, 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am directed by the Commit- 
tee on Printing to ask unanimous consent of the House for the 
consideration of House concurrent resolution 26, 

The Clerk read as follows: 


House concurrent resolution 26, 


Resolved by the House of Representatives (the Senate concurring), That there 
be printed 25,000 copies of so much of the Report of the First Assistant t- 
master. General for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1899, as relates to the rural 
tree-delivery service, of which 10.000 shall be for the use of the House of Rep- 
resentatives, 5,000 for the use of the Senate, and 10,000 for the use of the Post- 
Office Department. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 
The resolution was agreed to. 
NAVAL INTELLIGENCE. 


Mr. HEATWOLE, Mr. Speaker, I am further directed by the 


Committee on Printing to unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of Senate joint resolution 91. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Joint resolution (S. R. 91 ‘emer peony the printing of extra copies of the 
publications of the Office of Nav. Tateltiganes, Navy Department. 
Resolved os ches Senate and House of Representatives of the United States q 

America in Congress assembled, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and 
hereby, authorized to print, in excess of the 1,000 copies authorized by the 
act of January 12, 1895, such extra copies of the publications of the Office of 
Naval Intelligence as may be necessary for distribution to the naval servi: 
and to meet other official demands: Provided, That in no case shall the edi- 
tion of any one publication exceed 2,000 copies. 


The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera- 
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

The resolution was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- 
ingly read the third time, and passed. 


DAILY CONGRESSIONAL RECORD TO MEMBERS OF THE PRESS. 


Mr. HEATWOLE. Mr. Speaker, I am further directed by the 
Committee on Printing to ask unanimous consent for the consid- 
eration of House joint resolution 159, 

The resolution was read, as follows: 


Joint resolution (H. J, Res. 159) to amend joint resolution to furnish the dail 
CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to members of the press, and so forth, approv 
February 17, 1897. 

Resolved, ete., That the Joint resolution to furnish the daily CONGRES- 

SIONAL RECORD to members of the press, and so forth,“ approved February 

7, 1897, be amended so as to read as follows: 
That the Public Printer be, and he is hereby, authorized and directed to 
supply to each newspaper cor! dent whose name appears in the Con- 
gressional Directory, and who es application therefor, for his personal 
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the press, or else- 

where in the city of Washington, as he may direct. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present consideration 
of the joint resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
joint resolution was ordered to engrossed for a third 
5 being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third 

o, an 5 
On motion of Mr. HEAT WOLE, a motion to reconsider the 
several votes by which the various joint resolutions were passed 
was laid on the table, 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 


journ. 
4 motion was ao to; and accordingly (at 4 o'clock and 27 
minutes p, m.) the House adjourned, 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 

peers were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as fol- 
OWS: 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findi filed by the court in the case of 
R. L. Prite et al. against the United States to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the , transmitting a copy 
of a communication from the Auditor of the War Department 
sugges ing an amendment to the Army bill—to the Committee on 

ilitary irs, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy o: the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Benjamin F. Parros against the United States—to the Committee 
on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mit a y of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Peter Showalter against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Celestine D. Carlin, i ator of estate of Celestine T. Carlin, 
against the United States—to the Committee on War Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
1 copy of the findings filed by the court in the case of 
Hiram L. Sloan against the United States—to the Committee on 
War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the follow- 
ing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered to 
the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein named, as 


follows: 

Mr, SLAYDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 946) establishing 
the Atlanta National Military Park, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a rt (No. 688); which said bill 
rt were referred to the ittee of the Whole House 


and repo 
on the state of the Union. . 

Mr. HEATWOLE, from the Committee on Printing, to which 
was referred concurrent resolution of the Senate (S. Con. Res. No. 
12) to print 4,500 copies of the report transmitted by the Secretary 
of State of the commissioner for the United States on the Inter- 
national Prison Commission, reported the same without amend- 
ment, 8 by a report (No. 689); which said concurrent 
resolution and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. SHERMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
2980) to provide for telegraphic communication between the 
United States of America, the Hawaiian Islands, Guam, the Phil- 
ippine Islands, Japan, and China, and to promote commerce, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
690); which said bill and report were referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9283) to 
regulate insurance in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 691); which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 9143) to authorize the formation of 
guaranty companies in the District of Columbia, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied r a report (No. 693); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar, - 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House, as follows: 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8830) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Boyakin, repo the same 
with amendment, accompanied 1 report (No. 659); Which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 200), granting an increase of pension to Cor- 
nelia De Peyster Black, a shee the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 660); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 208) pranting an increase of pension to Jose- 
phine I. Offley, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

nied by a report (No. ates roh said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1729) granting an increase of pension to 
Oliver J. Lyon, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 662); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 531) granting a pension to Henrietta Cum-- 
mins, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 663); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1721) granting an increase of pension to 
Amos H. Goodnow, repo the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 664); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MINOR, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2622) granting a ion to 
Maria A. Thompson, reported the same without amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 665); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1250) granting a pension to Hattie E. Red- 
field, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 666); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 2220) granting an increase of pension to 
Eudora S. Kelly, reported the same without amendment, accom- 

anied by a report (No. val WO said bill and report were re- 

erred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1309) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Herman Piel, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 668); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1960) granting an increase of pension to Eli 
J. March, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 669); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1298) granting an increase of pension to Oscar 
Taylor, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 670); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1268) granting a pension to Sarah R. Bur- 
rell, reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
report (No. 671); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 346) granting an increase 
of pension to Mrs. Arethusa Wright, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 672); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1255) granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Simeral, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 673); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 261) granting an increase of pension to Lizzie 
H. Hyndman, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report pie: 674); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 
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Mr. MIERS of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1769) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Frank, reported thesame with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 675); which said 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 1228) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Jordan, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 676); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2636) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Law, reported the same without amend- 
ment, accompanied by a re (No. 677); which said bill and 

rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Fe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 677) ting an increase of pension to Jeru- 
sha W. Sturgis, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 678); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar, c 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 833) granting an increase of pension to Beny 
Atkinson, reported the same without amendment, accompani 
by a report (No. 679); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 

Mr, GASTON, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1264) granting an 
increase of pension to James A, Southard, reported the same with- 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 680); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2742) restoring to 
the pension roll the name of Annie A. Gibson, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied a report (No. 681); which 
said bill and report were referred to Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAM W.SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3017) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Julia M. Edie, .o. 0 e same 

o. ; 


ing 
without amendment, accompanied by a report 682); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOFFECKER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2351) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph W. Skelton, reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 683); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. GRAFF, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 9315) directing the issue of 
duplicate of lost check drawn by C. C. Sniffen, major, United 
States Army, in favor of Fourth National Bank, New York City, 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
No. — 5 which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
en 


He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 155) for the relief of L. O. Maddux, doing 
business as Maddux, Hobart & Co., reported the same without 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 685); Which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He „from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Senate (S. 165) for the relief of Robert J. Spotts wood 
and the heirs of William C. McClellan, deceased, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 686); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. UNDERHILL, from the Committee on Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8032) to reimburse 
J. A. B. Miles, E. D. Kelly, and Rawlings Webster, reported the 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 687); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. JENKINS, from the Committee on the District of Colum- 
bia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5140) to 
confirm title to lot 1, square 1113, in Washington, D. C., reported 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 692); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2942) granting an 
increase of pension to William Padgett, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 694); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CRAWFORD, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3224) granting a pension 
to Jeremiah B. Moore, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 695); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BROMWELL, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4368) for the relief of 
Flora B. Hinds, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 696); which said bill and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar, 


Mr. BOREING, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1381) granting a pension to 
J. J. Angel, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by 
a report (No. 697); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged from 
the consideration of bills of the following titles; which were there- 
upon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6352) granting a pension to Lizzie B. Leitch— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 4400) for the relief of Frank E. Kellogg, collector 
of the Sixth internal-revenue district of Missouri—Committee on 
Claims discharged, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 
INTRODUCED. 
Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
ee following titles were introduced and severally referred as 
‘ollows: 
By Mr. LORIMER: A bill (H. R. 9596) to increase the pay of 
itr carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


ds. 

By Mr. BISHOP: A bill (H. R. 9597) in reference to the civil 
service and appointments thereunder—to the Committee on Re- 
form in the Civil Service. 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 9598) to authorize 
the entry, location, operation, and development of mineral lands 
on the Indian reservations in the Territory of Arizona, and for 
other 75 to the Committee on Indian i 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A bill (H. R. 9599) prohibiting the 
establishment or extension of forest reserves in the State of Idaho 
except by act of Con —to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. KLEBERG: A bill (H. R. 9600) for the construction of 
a sheltered waterway along the coast of Texas, and so forth—to 
the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. RAY of New York: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 202) 
proposing an amendment to the Constitution of the United States— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: A joint resolution Cee J. Res. 203) pro- 
poe Ay amendment to the Constitution of the United States 

rohibiting polygamy and polygamous cohabitation within the 
unds of a State or Territory of the United States—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BURTON: A resolution (H. Res. 3 and 
directing the Clerk of the House to pay Harris A. Walters the dif- 
ference between his pay as a folder and that of a messenger—to 
the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. WILSON of Idaho: A resolution (H. Res. 182) calling 
upon the Secretary of the Interior for information relative to the 
creation of forest reserves within the limits of land grants to rail- 
road companies—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. ADAMS: A resolution (H. Res. 183) relative to making 
H. R. 1027 a 8 order for Tuesday, April 10, 1900 - to the Com- 
mittee on Rules. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: A resolution (H. Res. 184) 
relative to the employment of an assistant chief clerk—to the 
Committee on Accounts, p 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS INTRODUCED. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


follows: 

By Mr. ATWATER (by request): A bill (H, R. 9601) for the 
relief of the estate of Vasti Smith, deceased, of Wake County, 
N. C,—to the Committee on War Claims. . 

By Mr. ALLEN of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9602) for the relief 
of the estate of J. K. Morrison, deceased, late of Tishomingo 
County, Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ALDRICH: A bill (H. R. 9603) for the relief of Mrs. 
55 J. Harvill, Dallas County, Ala.—to the Committee on War 
aims. 

By Mr. BOREING: A bill (H. R. 9604) for the relief of Mrs. 
Fannie R. Pierce, of Cane Valley, Adair County, Ky.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9605) for the relief of W. H. Langdon, High- 
knob, Clay County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9606) granting a pension to John W. Turpen, 
= Columbia, Adair County, Ky.—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. . 

By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 9607) granting a pension to 
Thomas Nelson of Company G, Second Regiment United States 
Volunteer Infantry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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Franklin County, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9609) for the relief of the estate of James M. 
Smith, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9610) for the relief of the estate of D. M. 
Sparks, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims, 

By Mr. BANKHEAD: A bill (H. R. 9611) for the relief of H. 
W. Jones, of mia, Ala.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CUSACK: A bill (H. R. 9612) granting a pension to 
Mary J. Clee the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: A bill (H. R. 9613) granting an increase of 
pension to John Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Also, a bill (H. R. 9614) correcting the military record of 


William McFarland—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 9615) for the relief of Jennie 
E. Haller, widow and administratrix of Samuel M. Haller, de- 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 9616) granting an increase 
of pension to Anson Lewis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr, HENRY of Mississippi: A bill (H. R. 9617) for the re- 
lief of Lewis Jones, of Hinds County, Miss.—to the Committee on 


War Claims. 

By Mr. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 9618) for relief of heirs of 
William Davis and William H. Flynt—to the Committee on War 

aims, 

By Mr. LANE: A bill (H. R. 9619) toreimburse J. M. Kemble— 
to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. POLE: A bill (H. R. 9620) granting a pension to Dr. 
Albert S. ramps, Seat the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RICHARDSON: A bill (H. R. 9621) for the relief of 
h B. Johnson, of Lincoln County, Tenn.—to the Committee 
ar Claims. 

By Mr. RIDGELY: A bill (H. R. 9622) granting a pension to 
Mary E. Welsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9623) ting an increase of pension to 
Joseph Disney—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RAN SDELL: A bill (H. R. 9624) for the relief of Mary A. 
Dennis, formerly McFarland—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9625) for the relief of the estate of J. S. Doug- 
lass, deceased, late of Tensas Parish, La.—to the Committee on 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 9626) for the relief of the estate of Mrs, Mary 
rat late of Carroll Parish, La.—to the Committee on War 

ims. 
Mr. RUSSELL: A bill (H. R. 9627) for the relief of Samuel 
B. Horne—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 9628) granting an increase 

of pension to John Morris—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y Mr. TAYLOR of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 9629) for the relief 

pe the Selma and Meridian Company—to the Committee on 
aims. 

By Mr. WILLIAMS of bree ppi, A bill (H. R. 9630) for the 
relief of the estate of M. T. Sigrest, deceased, late of Scott County, 
Miss.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. YOUNG: A bill (H. R. 9631) for the relief of Capt. 
Martin Hammer—to the Commitiee on War Claims, 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and papers 
were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Protests of George Barton and others, of 
Durango; J. P. Kirchen, of Cascade; H. F. Purcell, of Ackley; 
Gouner Bros., of Dubuque; Mrs. Elizabeth Rice and others, of 
Hazleton and Fairbanks, Iowa, against the passage of the Loud 
bill relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of C. C. H and other citizens of Oneida, Iowa; 
A. Richards and others, of Galt, Iowa; D. G. McFarland and 
others, of Winthrop, Iowa, favoring the e of the Grout 
oleomargarine bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. à 

Also, petition of Fairbanks Post, Grand y of the Republic, 
of Alden, Iowa, indorsing House bill No. 7094, for the location of 
a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Baraboo, Wis., against 
the passage of the Loud bill relating to second-class mail mat- 
ter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. BELL: Petition of Charles H. Green, of Del Norte, 
Colo., favoring Government distribution of vaccine, etc.—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. ; 

Also, petition of J. P. Truscott and other citizens of Salida, 
Colo., urging the passage of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine— 
to the Committee on iculture. 

Also, petition of the Chamber of Commerce and Board of Trade 
of Denver, Colo., relative to House bill No. 7097, providing for a 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 9608) for the relief of Josiah J. Jones, of | reorganization of the consular service—to the Committee on For- 


MARCH 15, 


eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Equal Suffrage Association of Utah, in 
favor of woman suffrage in our new possessions—to the Commit- 
tee on the Territories. “4 

By Mr. BELLAMY: Petition of Hartranft Post, No. 40, of Char- 
lotte, Grand Army of the . ees Department of North Caro- 
lina, in favor of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a 
Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BOREING: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of John W. Turpin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRENNER: Petitions of Carlton Baer Post, No. 516, 
Veteran Post No. 5, Grand Army of the Republic, Department 
of Ohio, in support of House bill No. 7094, entitled A bill to es- 
tablish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Wash- 
i m County, Tenn.”—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

, petition of C. H. Hecker and other citizens of Euphemia, 
Ohio, against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of A. A. Neanove and others, of Trenton and 
Sevenmile, Ohio, in favor of the bill to tax oleomargarine—to 
the Committee on Agriculture. : 

By Mr. BROSIUS: Resolutions of William H. Childs Post, To. 
226, and Stevenson Post, No. 517, Grand Army of the Republic, 
of Marietta, Pa., in favor of House bill No. 7094—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. j 

By Mr. BURKETT: Resolutions of Farragut Post, No. 25, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Lincoln, Nebr., in favor of House 
bill No. 7094, to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near John- 
son City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BUTLER: Protest of citizens of Phoenixville, Pa., 
against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CONNELL: Petitions of Miss Selina Parsons and others, 
of Scranton, and N. E. Stone and others, of Montdale, Pa., in opposi- 
tion to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class 
mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURTIS: Resolution of Hiawatha Post, No. 180, Grand 
Army of the Republic, Department of Kansas, in support of House 
bill No. 7094, entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ 
Home at or near Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.”—to 
the Committee on Lette airs. 

Also, petition of J. E, Watkins, Strickler & Son, and others, of 
Leavenworth County, Kans., favoring the Grout bill, relating to 
oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agriculture, 

By Mr. CUSACK: Petitions of A. G. Clark and others, P. F. 
Schaefer, and F. C. Reed and others, of Chicago, III., for the repeal 
of the stamp tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics—to the 
Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Resolutions of McPherson Post, of Pitts- 
burg, Pa., and Major W. G. Lowry Post, of 8 Pa., 
Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of a bill locating a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of Mary Holmes and others, of Idlewood and vicin- 
ity, against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. DAVEY: Petition of Post No. 15, Grand Army of the 
Republic, Department of Louisiana and Mississippi, in support of 
the House bill No. 4742, to provide for the detail of active and re- 
tired officers of the Army and Navy to assist in military education 
in public schools—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

y Mr. DOLLIVER: Petitions of F. T. Hacker and other citi- 
zens of Rodman; F, J. Mabie and others, of Curlew; W. H. Pru- 
ter, jr., and others, of West Side; R. S. Bergsother and others, of 
Norman, and A. J. Johnson and others, of Graettinger, State of 
Iowa, favoring the bill relating to dairy and food products—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of A. H. Rudd, of Dow City, Iowa, against the 

assage of House bill No. 6071, known as the Loud bill—to the 
mmittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. EMERSON: Protest of E. L. Hanks and others, of 
Warrensburg, N. Y., against the ge of the Loud bill relating 
to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


and Post-Roads. 3 
By Mr. ESCH: Resolution of the board of directors of the Wis- 
consin Humane Society, protesting against the of bill 


extending the limit of time for holding live stock in transit from 
twenty-four to forty hours—to the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD of Massachusetts: Petition of Herbert 
M. Hutchinson and others, of Boston, Mass., for the 8 the 
tax on medicines, perfumery, and cosmetics —to the ittee 
on Ways and Means. 
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By Mr. GAMBLE: Resolutions of Union No. 153, of Sioux 
Falls, S. Dak., Cigar Makers’ International Union of America, 
favoring the passage of House bill No. 6882, relating to hours of 
labor on public works, and House bill No. 5450, for the protection 
of free labor against prison labor to the Committee on Labor. 

Also, petition of A. M. Olman and 19 citizens of Garretson, 
S. Dak., favoring the passage of House bill No. 3717, placing a 
tax on oleomargarine and giving the State jurisdiction over imi- 
tations of dairy producta mio the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Globe Varnish Company, of 
Pittsburg, Pa., together with resolutions of a convention of 
American Newspaper Publishers’ Association, and article from 
the New York Sun, urging the passage of House bill No. 5765, 
known as the Russell bill, relating to the revenue tax on alcohol 
in manufactures, etc.—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Eighth United_Presbyterian Church of 
Allegheny, Pa., urging a clause in the Hawaiian constitution for- 
bidding the manufacture and sale of intoxicating liquors and a 
prohibition of gambling and the opium trade—to the Committee 
on the Territories. 

By Mr. GRIFFITH: Petition and 
bill to correct the military record of 
Committee on Militar airs. 

Also, resolution of Jefferson Pomona Grange, No. 22, of Indi- 
ana, in favor of Senate bill No. 1439, relating to an act to regulate 
commerce—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of Col. R. E. Slater, publisher, Maud Harding, 
and 15 other citizens of Newpoint, Ind., in 1 to the pas- 
sage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of D. C. Rodman Post, 
No. 65, of East Hartford, Conn., Grand Army of the Republic, in 
favor of House bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a Branch 
Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. HOFFECKER: Petition of Gen. W. S. Hancock Post, 
No. 29, of Smyrna, Del., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring 
the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers 
at or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 


airs. 

By Mr. HOPKINS: Petitions of N. H. Webster and others, of 
Hinsdale; E. C. Richards and others, of Nunda, III., in favor of 
me Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agri- 
culture, < 

By Mr. HOWELL: Protests of Charlotte Futz and other eiti- 
zens of North Plainfield, Hamilton, and vicinity, State of New 
Jersey, against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. JETT: Protest of Cora Sharp and 15 others, of Windsor, 
III., against the Loud bill—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. KERR: Petition of A. F. Reynolds and others, of Kip- 
ton, Ohio, in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of H. E. Oster and other citizens, of Mansfield 
and Henrietta, Ohio, against the passage of the Loud bill—to the 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. LITTAUER: Protest of A. Conover and others, of Glov- 
ersville, N. Y., against the passage of the Loud bill relative to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Charles W. Ferris and others, of Wayville, 
N. V., favoring the Grout bill relating to oleomargarine—to the 
Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protest of Jacob Green and others, of Hermon, N. Y., in 
opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
g . mail matter to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 

oads. 

By Mr. McCALL: Resolutions of Robert A. Bell Post, No. 134, 
of Boston, Mass., Grand Army of the Republic, in favor of House 
bill No. 7094, for the establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home 
or near Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military 

‘airs. 

By Mr. MCPHERSON: Petitions of D. W. Wood and 42 citizens 
of Fontanelle; A. L. Hager and 40 others, of Greenfield; C. W. 
Latimer and 36 others, of Elliott; Park & Son and 39 others, of 
Yale, Iowa, favoring the passage of the Grout oleomargarine 
bill—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. MERCER: Petition of Street & Smith, New York City, 
N. Y., in opposition to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relat- 
ing to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolutions of George Crook Post, No. 262, and Dahlgren 
Post, No. 55, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Ne- 
braska, in support of House bill No. 7094, entitled A bill to estab- 


to accompany House 
illiam McFarland—to the 


lish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near Johnson City, Washing- 
ton County, Tenn.“ —to the Committee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petitions of the Western Butter Com 
Thomas A. Try, and James A. Clark, all of Omaha. 
testing against the passage of House bill No. 8754, placing a tax 


W. H. Hazzard, 
8 , Nebr., pro- 


on process butter and licensing manufacturers and dealers—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. MILLER: Petition of citizens of Lyndon, Kans., in favor 
of the Grout bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on 
Agriculture. 

Also, resolutions of Pollock Post, No. 42, and certain other 
Grand Army of the Republic posts of Kansas, indorsing House 
bill No. 7094, for the location of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at John- 
son City, Tenn.—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. MINOR: Petitions of citizens of Stevens Point, Custer, 
Ellis, Sheridan, Plover, Amherst, and Iola, Wis., in favor of the 
ront bill taxing oleomargarine—to the Committee on Agricul- 

ure. 

Also, protest of John Thomas and 15 citizens of Centralia, Wis., 
against the passage of the Loud bill - to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MOODY of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of Lanes- 
ville and Bay View, Mass., against the ge of the Loud bill 
to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Bricklayersand Masons’ International Union 
of America, in favor of a constitutional amendment giving the 
right of franchise to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

y Mr. NEEDHAM: Resolution of the Chamber of Commerce 
of Santa Ana, Cal., recommending the publication of a bulletin by 
the Agricultural Department, relating tothe curl leaf in peaches— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. NORTON of South Carolina: Resolutions of the Kansas 
City Live Stock Exchange, against the passage of bills adverse to 
the live-stock industry—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of presidents of colleges and others in Columbia, 
S. C., against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of Grand Army of the Repub- 
lic post of Lawrence, Ind., and Hovey Post, 559, of Indianapolis, 
Ind., favoring vao passage of House bill No. 7094—to the Commit- 
tee on Militar airs. 

By Mr. PAYNE: Petitions of Mrs. Annie Newland and others, 
of Guyunoga; Fred L. Hayward and others, of Fair Haven and 
vicinity; Mrs. E. M. Jones and others, of Clyde; also other citizens 
in the State of New York, against thə passage of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. POLK: Papers to accompany House bill granting a 

nsion to Dr. A. S. Cummings—to the Committee on Invalid 

ensions. 

Also, petition of Grand Army of the Republic post at Catawissa, 


Pag., favoring the passage of House bill No. 7094—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. RAY of New York: Petition of citizens of Triangle, 


Broome County, N. Y., in favor of the Grout bill taxing oleomar- 
garine, etc.—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, protests of George H. Jenkins and others, of Hobart, and 
citizens of Sidney, Binghamton, Owego, Bennettsville, Ithaca, 
Bainbridge, and Port Crane, N. Y., against the passage of House 
bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail matter—to the Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


By Mr. RHEA of Kentucky: Petitions of John Morrow Post, 
No. 108, of Russellville, Ky., and Captain Huway Post, No. 88, of 
Bowling Green, Ky., Grand Army of the Republic, favoring the 
establishment of a Branch Soldiers’ Home for disabled soldiers at 
or near Johnson City, Tenn. tothe Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUCKER: Petitions of O. H. Wood Post, No. 57; Samuel 
Lewis Post, No. 370, and Phil Kearny Post, No. 19, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Department of Missouri, favoring the location of 
a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. RUSSELL: Papers to accompany House bill for the re- 
lief of Samuel B. Horne—to the Committee on 1 Affairs. 

Also, petition of W. P. Fe aid and citizens of East Killingly, 
Conn., and North Foster, R. I., against the passage of the Loud 
bill relating to second-class mail matter—to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Protests of E. W. Bretch, of Lafarge- 
ville; Lilly White, of Sanquoit; Lillia M. Smith, of Clinton; F. C 
Hetting, of Durhamville; R. E. Lawrence, of Vernon Center, and 
W. H. Taft, of Bernards Bay, and others, in the State of New 
York, against the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post- Roads. 

By Mr. SHOWALTER: Petitions of New Castle Post, No. 100, 
and Beaver Valley Post, No. 164, Grand Army of the Republic, 
praying for the passage of House bill No. 7094—to the Committes 
on Military Affairs. 
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By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of Emma R, Elliott and 
others, Nina Ayers and others, George Houghton and others, and 
Lydia Elder and others, of the Sixth Congressional district of 
Michigan, in ee to the passage of House bill No. 6071, re- 
lating to second-class mail matter to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SNODGRASS: Protest of E. L. Rippey and others, of 
Westmoreland, Tenn., against the passage of the Loud bill—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SPALDING: Petition of Post No. 4, Department of 
North Dakota, Grand Army of the Republic, urging the 
of Senate bill No. 1716 and House bill No. 4742, to amend section 
1225 of the Revised Statutes, to provide for the detail of activeand 
retired officers of the Army and Navy toassist in military instruc- 
tion in public schools—to the Committee on Militia, 

Also, petition of A. P. Trockstad, of Hillsboro, N. Dak., in o 
position to the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second- 
class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


Roads. 

Also, 2 of A. E. Howe and other 
Fargo, N. , favoring the of House bill No, 4851—to 
the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, resolution of Red River Millers’ Club, of North Dakota 
and northwestern Minnesota, urging the passage of Senate bill 
No. 1439, known as the Cullom bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Equal S Association of North Da- 
kota, favoring the sixteenth amendment to the Constitution, 
granting suffrage to women—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULLOWAY: Protest of Miss Nellie McMillen and 15 
others, of Nashua, N. H., against the of House bill No. 
6071, relating to second-class mail ma to the Committee on 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads, 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition of Lapeer, Mich., relating to the gov- 
0 of the Hawaiian Islands to the Committee on the Ter- 

es. 
‘won’ protest od J.C. Ryan, of nis = eyes sey Harom 
„ against the passage of House 0. , relating 
second-class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads. 

Also, protest of O. G. Smith, chairman of publishers’ committee, 
against the passage of the Loud bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
state and Foreign Commerce. : 

By Mr. WILSON of Arizona: Petition of the Equal Suffrage 
Association of Arizona, favoring woman suffrage in our new pos- 
sessions—to the Committee on the Territories. 

By Mr. YOUNG: Petition of the Michigan State Millers’ Asso- 
ciation, in favor ot certain amendments to the interstate-commerce 
act—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petitions of Courtland Saunders Post, No. 21,and General 
Thomas C. Devin Post, No. 863, Grand Army of the Republic, 
Department of Pennsylvania, in support of House bill No. 7094, 
entitled “A bill to establish a Branch Soldiers’ Home at or near 
Johnson City, Washington County, Tenn.”—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. í 

Also, petitions of Street & Smith, of New York, in opposition to 
the passage of House bill No. 6071, relating to second-class mail 
matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. ZENOR: Petition of William Johnson Post, No. 430, 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Little York, Ind., for the loca- 
tion of a Branch Soldiers’ Home at Johnson City, Tenn.—to the 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
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SENATE. 
FRIDAY, March 16, 1900. 


The Senate met at 10 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by Rev. STOWELL L. Bryant, of the city of Washington. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s pro- 
ceedings, when, on motion of Mr. CARTER, and by unanimous con- 
sent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The PRESIDENT pro bic ge The Journal, without objec- 
tion, will stand approved. ill the Senator from Montana take 
the chair? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. FRYE. I ask unanimous consent that the morning hour 
may commence at 12 o'clock, 

he PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. CARTER in the chair), The 
Senator from Maine asks unanimous consent that the morning 
hour shall begin at 12 o'clock to-day. In the absence of objection, 
such will be the order, The consideration of the Alaskan bill wili 
be resumed. 
CIVIL GOVERNMENT FOR ALASKA, 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (8.3419) making further provision for a civil 
government for Alaska, and for other purposes, 


The PRESIDING OFFICER. Under the order of the Senate 
the Secretary. will proceed with the reading of the bill. 

The Secretary resumed the reading at chapter 12, page 490, and, 
at 12 o’clock m., concluded the reading of the bill. 


MERCHANDISE IMPORTED FROM GERMANY. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- 
munication from the 8 of State, transmitting a dispatch 
from the ambassador of the United States at Berlin relative to 
the complaints of the German Government, presented by its am- 
bassador at Washington, RP the existing customs regulations 
of the United States a ble to merchandise imported from 
Germany; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
the Committee on Finance, and ordered to be prin 


QUARTERMASTER SUPPLIES, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting a copy of an act 
passed by the Senate June 14, 1898, repealing so much of the act 
of July 31, 1876, as forbids publishing in the District of Columbia 
certain advertisements for contracts and recommending a renewal 
of such legislation; which, with the accompanying papers, was 
pe erroa to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
prin 

TRAVEL PAY AND COMMUTATION OF SUBSISTENCE, 

Tbe PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 2d instant, letters from the Adjutant-General 
of the Army and the Paymaster-General of the Army relative to 
the amount of money expended in the payment of travel pay and 
commutation of subsistence to officers and soldiers re’ from 
the Philippine Islands to the United States, etc.; which, with the 
accompanying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 


BIG HOLE BATTLEFIELD, IN MONTANA. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in mse to 
a resolution of the 8th ultimo, copies of from the Quarter- 
master-General and the Adjutant-General of the Army relative 
to the legal subdivisions of land over which the battle of the Big 
Hole, in Montana, was fought in 1877, etc.; which, with the accom- 
panying pa Was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed, 


YELLOWSTONE NATIONAL PARK, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a commu- 
nication from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to 
a resolution of the 12th instant, a letter from the Chief of Engi- 
neers, United States Army, together with copies or originals of all 
reports, relative to improvements in the Yellowstone National 
Park, the present condition and appropriate plans for the devel- 
opment of the system of roadsin the park; which, with the accom- 
panying papers, was referred to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


A message from the House of tatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BRowxIxd, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had agreed 
to the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 5299) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph McCune, 

The message also announced that the House had passed the fol- 
lowing bill and joint resolution: 

A bill (S. 2279) declaring Cuivre River to be not a navigable 
stream; and 

A joint resolution (S. R. 91) authorizing the printing of extra 
copies of the publications of the Office of Naval Intelligence, Navy 
Department. : 8 

The message further announced that the House had passed the 
following joint resolutions; in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate: 

A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 159) to amend joiut resolution to 
furnish the daily CONGRESSIONAL RECORD to members of the 
press, etc., approved February 17, 1897; and 

A joint resolution’(H. J. Res. 204) to provide for the removal 
of snow and ice in the city of Washington, in the District of 
Columbia. 

The message also announced that the House had passed a con- 
current resolution to print 25,000 copies of so much of the Report 
of the First Assistant Postmaster-General for the fiscal year ended 
June 30, 1899, as relates to the rural free-delivery service; in which 
it requested the concurrence of the Senate. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. PLATT of New York presented a petition of Fulton Coun’ 
LAL us Fig poy Union, No. 268, of Gloversville, N. V., and a petia 
tion of Local Union No. 283, Typographical Union, of Niagara 
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